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SUBMISSION

WHOLE OF GOVERNMENT VICTORIAN ALCOHOL AND DRUG STRATEGY

Our submission seeks a much more informed, collaborative and evidence based approach to alcohol policy and strategy.

We have included a lot of supporting evidence in this submission, including two recent letters to the Premier shown as attachments 1 and 2, but we invite you also to view the various research and advocacy papers, correspondence and media releases published on our website: http://www.nightclubownersforum.com/
We also believe the Government’s approach to illicit drugs is flawed and unfairly targets the late night entertainment industry, when in reality, the problem is socially widespread and many informed social commentators are quite righting labelling the so called war on drugs an abysmal failure.
We will not however go into detail on the issue of illicit drugs given the obvious lack of political will to change the status quo. However, if your consultation process is to be seen as totally objective, it should canvas other options including the approach adopted by the Portuguese Government referred to in the article in The Sunday Age dated 17th July, 2011 by Chris Berg, shown as Attachment 3.
While our arguments relating to alcohol might be perceived to have a narrow focus on the late night entertainment industry, this is not the case.

You cannot solve complex social and cultural problems without a holistic approach, so in this sense, the stated ‘whole of government’ approach is welcome.

Nevertheless, the term ‘whole of government’ has been widely used in the past and yet we have unfortunately seen Governments across Australia become even more insular or ‘siloed’ in their approach to social policy in recent years.

As a consequence we have seen the approach to alcohol and drugs be driven more by knee jerk responses to populist campaigns run by the tabloid media, rather than evidence based research and strategies.
We now see many areas within Government blindly asserting that alcohol causes violence and using terms such as ‘alcohol fuelled violence’ to justify politically motivated and poorly informed alcohol and law enforcement policies.

In contrast, some areas of Government adopt a more informed approach such as the Victorian Government’s Better Health Channel as quoted below:

“The alcohol myth
It is commonly assumed that domestic violence is caused by alcohol abuse. This isn’t true. The perpetrator is sober in about half of domestic violence cases where the police are called. Also, not all alcoholics or binge drinkers resort to violence when angered or frustrated. 

It is how the perpetrator sees himself and his rights that lead to the violence. If a man abuses his family and also tends to have difficulty with controlling his alcohol consumption, he needs to recognise that he has two separate problems”.

http://www.betterhealth.vic.gov.au/bhcv2/bhcarticles.nsf/pages/Domestic_violence_why_men_abuse_women?open
The Nightclub Owners Forum argues that alcohol abuse and violence are two distinct social problems and should be the subject of quite distinct strategic approaches. One does not cause the other. People who binge drink or engage in violence or other dysfunctional behaviour such as problem gambling, do so because of an underlying psychological problem. You cannot treat the dysfunctional behaviours without addressing the underlying problems.

The Nightclub Owners Forum is very concerned that current policy on violence and alcohol as it applies to entertainment precincts and other public settings is both two dimensional, and totally inconsistent. As indicated, you have one arm of the State Government blindly claiming that alcohol causes violence, whilst another refutes this myth.

So what are the true facts?
Let’s start with the unarguable premise that the vast majority of people who consume alcohol (in any setting) do not become violent as a consequence. So quite clearly, it is simply false to state that alcohol causes violence.

Obviously some people who have consumed alcohol subsequently engage in violence or conversely some violent people may consume alcohol – this is simply a correlation of two events and not scientific evidence of cause.

You can then add many other dimensions, variables or correlations to this equation, ie people who may or may not have consumed alcohol may:

· have a mental illness (mental illness rates are very high in Australia by international standards, as a rates of suicide as consequence)

· have a childhood history of being a bully in school or other violent activities

· have suffered a recent emotional event (eg a marital dispute, rejection by a boyfriend / girlfriend, loss of a job, etc, etc)

· have consumed other illicit, prescription or recreation drugs

· have grown up in disadvantaged circumstances (eg  a refugee from a war torn country, an abused child either in the home or by clergy, etc)

· have a history of being involved in racial or religious conflict, or maybe from a racial or religious minority and subject to abuse

· be associated with organised crime or gangs, or simply be predators seeking to benefit by assaulting and stealing from others 

· be participating in a footy trip, ‘mad Monday’, party bus or other social activity where it is or has been culturally acceptable to ‘muck up’

· been exposed to excessive violence on television, movies, video games, etc which ironically is deemed to meet acceptable community standards

· be a foreign tourist with different cultural attitudes to acceptable social behaviour or attitudes to women, for example

It is these and other complex dimensions or variables, which are the underlying causes or triggers of violence.
It should be stressed that it is not the objective of the Nightclub Owners Forum to further deregulate or promote the supply or consumption of alcohol – we recognise that misuse of alcohol has very serious health implications. We are on the public record, as our website demonstrates, for lobbying Governments to do more about addressing the cultural factors which lead to binge drinking, and associated issues such as preloading, and uncontrolled drinking in the streets and private parties.

We simply want Government policy to be based on more informed research, better social policy and putting more onus on the individual for their own behaviour. We are, in fact, finally seeing some evidence of acceptance of our stance in Victoria, where the current State Government, to its credit, has recently introduced much tougher penalties for offensive and violent behaviour in and around licensed premises.

As such we are being successful in changing prevailing community attitudes towards a greater onus on the individual and personal responsibility, and there is likewise now evidence that assaults levels in late night entertainment precincts in Melbourne have recently declined significantly as a result. 
It is should be borne in mind in any event that less than 2% of all assaults in Victoria are associated in any way with late night entertainment precincts, so most violence occurs elsewhere and predominantly in the family home. Most experts in domestic violence, as we have quoted in the research paper on our website entitled ‘Alcohol Does Not Cause of Fuel Violence’ now strongly rebuff any notion that alcohol is the cause of, or an excuse for domestic violence, and likewise this is no longer a valid defence in Court.

The public perception is much different however. As a consequence of sensationalist reporting by the tabloid media, knee jerk reactions by Governments and a lack of willingness to commission independent research, the general public has a wide held belief that late night entertainment precincts are dangerous places to visit. Violent incidents, however, at night in Melbourne are few and far between, and many people who regularly patronise Melbourne’s vibrant nightlife or live in the CBD indicate they have never witnessed a serious incident.

The Nightclub Owners Forum believes Government alcohol strategies should seek improved outcomes for the community by actively supporting the development of the late night entertainment industry, and dispelling myths that unnecessarily and falsely create public fear.

The nightclub industry would like all of its patrons to be well behaved, drink responsibly and enjoy the quality entertainment and facilities provided. 
The Nightclub Owners Forum would prefer that this can be achieved in a cooperative manner between industry, Governments, the non Government sector and enforcement agencies. However, most of the latter have adopted an adversarial approach in recent years, and it has left up to the industry to provide the true facts. 
The hundreds of thousands of people who patronise Melbourne’s late night entertainment venues do so because it is culturally relevant. Nearly everyone has experienced a nightclub at some time of their life and it is one of the main attractions cited by tourists. It is similar to when pop stars becomes famous, they become part of the popular culture.

Popular culture in turn determines the amenity of our cities. Melbourne is a vibrant city because of its diverse and popular nightlife. This is, in fact, the real ‘amenity’ of our City at night and this needs to be acknowledged and nurtured by those in Government and the media who are attempting to destroy Melbourne’s nightlife.

A key starting point in developing socially and economically responsible strategies is the need for contemporary, multi-disciplinary research. The balance of our submission therefore focuses on this vital aspect.
Need For Contemporary Field Research On The Social And Economic Impact Of Melbourne’s Late Night Environment

It is common for consultants, task forces and Government committees to undertake or refer to literature reviews on research undertaken on licensed premises, particularly those trading late at night.

This is then often quoted uncritically in justification of recent policy decisions to further regulate Victoria’s late night venues and exorbitantly raise fees.

However, even a cursory overview of the available literature, tells one that:

· Virtually all of the available research is dated some of it extending back to 1985. It’s relevance to the current operation of licensed premises and entertainment precincts in Melbourne (or elsewhere) is at best questionable.

· There has never been any comparable, independent field research undertaken in the Melbourne CBD, despite it being the largest, most diverse and dynamic late night entertainment city in Australia. No other city is comparable in regard to visitor numbers (estimated by Melbourne City Council to be around 350,000 to 400,000 each weekend); international and domestic tourists attracted by special events; backpackers; international students; social, religious and cultural diversity (including a high element of refugees); and such a young residential demographic profile.

· At the time the available research was undertaken, most of the current ‘best practice’ operational measures were not in use in nightclubs, including:

· mandatory licensing and training of crowd controllers, and associated measures such as use of incident registers, wearing of unique number identification tags by crowd controllers, and minimum numbers of crowd controllers for designated patron levels;

· mandatory training in Responsible Service of Alcohol by all bar staff, and induction training (ie First Step) for all new licensees and managers

· mandatory use of CCTV throughout venues, and more recently minimum standards for CCTV quality based on digital technology

· mandatory signage primarily directed at patron behaviour and obligations

· in some venues, use of ID screening technology for patrons

· introduction of regulations governing acceptable drink promotions, and mandatory free drinking water

· Cooperative arrangements such as Licensee Accords

· All of the available research has been undertaken from a criminological perspective. No research in Australia that we could find has sought to determine the social, cultural and economic benefits of the late night economy, and in particular, the contribution of the hospitality industry. This is suggestive of at best an unbalanced approach by authorities and academia, but quite likely inherent bias and prejudice against the late night entertainment industry.

· Even the criminological research has tended to focus mainly on patron behaviours associated with the design and operational practices of nightclubs. There has been little focus on the impacts of policing, penalties for offenders, public awareness campaigns, the impact of late night bottle shops and uncontrolled drinking in the street (and what has been termed ‘preloading’), public transport, public amenities (eg public toilets), lighting, litter removal and street cleansing by local government, etc on the levels of anti social behaviour and violence in entertainment precincts.

· Even with the limitations of available research and the very poor contemporary understanding of the social and cultural dynamics of Melbourne’s entertainment precincts, there is still the matter of perspective. Melbourne’s entertainment precincts have been the subject of a continuous vendetta by the tabloid media, aided and abetted by the inability of authorities to provide accurate information and statistics and, arguably worse still for political motives to support a tough law and order campaign. At the end of the day, less than 2% of all assaults in Victoria are in any way associated with venues operating late at night (source: “Home Not a Safe Haven” Sunday Herald Sun 30th May 2010) whereas over 40% of assaults occur in the home. As a consequence of this misinformation, the public perception of safety in Melbourne at night is not accord with reality.
· There has been some research that claims to indicate there is a positive correlation between crime levels and the density of licensed outlets. In the context of the current matter, this should be placed in context. Such research is in danger firstly of being somewhat simplistic. It is highly likely the density of licensed outlets is simply a consequence of demand, either from areas of high population, visitor numbers or both. Crime rates will therefore be naturally proportionately higher. Also, the licensed outlets in these studies include bottle shops and do not differentiate between assaults in the home, street, railway station or licensed venue. Further riders must be placed on the validity of this research, and all other available research, simply due the poor quality of available crime data, as evidenced by the recent events associated with Victoria Police’s LEAP database.

· Government’s Inner City Entertainment Precincts (ICEP) Task Force 

 In 2006, the then Bracks / Brumby Government commissioned the only thorough and qualitative research into inner Melbourne’s late night entertainment precincts, including the CBD that we can find, although it did not have a field research component. The task force was chaired by former Labour MP, Tony Lupton. 
The then Government subsequently accepted all of the recommendations contained in this report, although none have been implemented to our knowledge.
The report clearly identified the need for more research & better data collection, and review of public transport at night – see recommendations 26 & 28 below.

“Recommendation 26 - Research to investigate who is attracted to different entertainment precincts and why

Research should be undertaken to investigate who is attracted to different entertainment precincts, the factors which attract people to specific precincts and the dynamics of those groups who patronise these areas.

It would also be useful to explore the circumstances in which crimes against the person occur in entertainment precincts and how they might be prevented.

“Recommendation 28 – Working Group to Develop Data Collection Plan
A Working Group comprised of relevant stakeholder representatives should be established to develop a Data Collection Action Plan and Protocols for the sharing of data between agencies and should consider:

· the needs of different agencies in relation to crime statistics and how the data can be shared

· a sustainable methodology for perceptions of safety data, and

· baseline data required to contextualise planning applications to assist in the management of cumulative impact.

“Recommendation 20 - Review of late night public transport services
A review should be undertaken of the demand for, and costs and benefits of, late night public transport services operating on Friday and Saturday nights to assist people to depart from entertainment precincts with a view to altering existing or providing additional services.”
Conclusion
There is an urgent need for the State Government to commission thorough and independent field research from a multi-disciplinary team into the social and economic impacts of the late night economy, building upon the economic data revealed in the recently released live music report.

The report should cover but not be limited to:

· The structure and effectiveness of current law enforcement measures (taking into account the Dillon Report recently commissioned by the Nightclub Owners Forum)

· Public Transport

· Street Activity (ethnicity, age, cultural issues, levels of illegal drinking, congregation hot spots, impact of convenience stores, fast food outlets, and backpacker hostels, people loitering in the absence of public transport, etc)

· Public amenities including toilets

· Impact of late night bottle shops

· Need for teams of Private Security to complement police patrols

· Economic impact of late night entertainment industry (and not just limited to live music venues)

· Community Benefits of late night entertainment industry in terms of provide socialisation opportunities for people of all cultures (and consequences if Government policy were to destroy the industry)

· The impact of current Government policies, regulation and fees on the health and well being of venue owners, mangers, security and staff; future investment in the industry; and the ability of the industry to continue to be able to provide quality and diverse entertainment.

· What constitutes the ‘amenity’ of the City at night
· Improved data collection and information gathering and dissemination
Peter Iwaniuk

Convenor     

For further information contact:

Peter Iwaniuk 0411 75 11 99     piwaniuk@bigpond.com
David Butten 0414 251 474       davidbutten@bigpond.com
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NIGHTCLUB OWNERS FORUM
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3rd May 2011

The Hon Ted Baillieu MP

Premier of Victoria 
GPO Box 4912VV
MELBOURNE  3001
Dear Premier
WHOLE OF GOVERNMENT RESPONSE NEEDED TO TACKLE BINGE DRINKING, VIOLENCE AND MAKE MELBOURNE’S STREETS SAFER

Again, congratulations on your election and appointment as Premier. 
I am seeking your support to urgently set up a whole of Government Task Force to research and oversee Melbourne’s hospitality and entertainment industry, with a particular emphasis on the night time economy. The brief of the Task Force should embrace a wide range of both social and economic factors, to ensure that Government policies are both socially and economically informed and responsible.

As you would be aware, recently released statistics have shown a continued increase in violence across all sections of our society including the home, streets, car parks, railway stations, shopping centres.

The causes of this violence are complex and the solution requires a whole of government approach. In this regard, it is pleasing to see that you have established a new ministerial portfolio for crime prevention headed by the Hon Andrew McIntosh MP. 
At this point in time, however, it is disappointing to still see the continued negative influence of the former Government’s failed policies and agendas in the actions and attitudes of public servants.

This is no more apparent than the continued vendetta by police and licensing authorities against the hospitality and entertainment industry. The Brumby Government scapegoated these industries to cover its own failure in addressing the underlying causes of violence. 

Unless you take urgent action, Melbourne’s world renowned night time economy is in danger of collapse. A range of misguided policies and over-regulation is making it extremely difficult for responsible small business operators to survive, and there is no incentive for new entrepreneurs to invest in this current climate of fear and repression.

Unaccountable police operations such as the Razon Task Force, excessive regulation and fee hikes, inept policies such as Council’s new planning guidelines, and your Government’s continuation of a moratorium on new licences are all misguided and a pose a big threat to Melbourne’s ability to continue to attract major events and international visitors.

And the most important and relevant fact is that none of these policies and actions has any positive influence on public safety. 

Firstly, it is important to emphasise that the hospitality and entertainment industry has never been associated with the significant levels of violence. According to Victoria Police’s LEAP database, less than 4% of all assaults are associated with licensed premises in total across Victoria and less than 2% for late night trading venues.

Furthermore, violence in the streets of Melbourne has decreased by around 20% since the Brumby Government reluctantly put police back onto the beat. The only single action that has worked is having a constant police presence on the streets, and it makes eminent sense, as the Nightclub Owners Forum has pointed out many times, to complement this police presence with teams of private security in the streets.

Government policies need to be based on evidence based research that examines what is actually happening in our vibrant entertainment precincts and the social and economic drivers behind it. The Government must act in the community interest and recognise that the 400,000 visitors that visit Melbourne each weekend have needs that must be treated with respect and protected.

The Government must expose and destroy the many myths that are accepted without question by your advisers, public servants and the media.

In this regard, the Nightclub Owners Forum has gone to great lengths to prove that alcohol does not cause violence, even to the extent of offering a prize of $10,000 in conjunction with the Australian Sex Party for the first person to prove otherwise. 
Of course no one has been able to meet this challenge but, despite this, key people in your government still do not appear to be listening. 

If your agenda is to make Melbourne safer then target and punish the violent people, and tackle the true underlying causes of violence.  Bring together the responsible agencies and develop an integrated approach to policing, security, public transport and other public amenities.

A high level Task Force should be established with representation including:

· Justice (including Crime Prevention)

· Transport

· Victoria Police

· Human Services

· Education

· Melbourne City Council

· Industry

Its charter should be a holistic approach to the development of Melbourne as a vibrant 24 Hour City, and a cross sector approach to underlying social issues such as underage and binge drinking, mental health, cultural contributors to violence, healthy engagement of young people in culturally relevant, alcohol and drug free activities.

It is ludicrous for example to think that in this day and age, when Melbourne is at its busiest with over 400,000 visitors on a weekend, there are no trains or trams servicing the community. Our vulnerable young people are put at risk every weekend because they cannot get home safely after midnight.
Mental health is a huge largely untreated problem in Victoria and many people who are violent, binge drink (or engage in other dysfunctional behaviours) do so because of an underlying mental illness. Other normally sane people become violent because of a temporary issue in their life such as loss of a partner or job, or other form of rejection. And, of course, we have a lot of persons associated with organised crime or a simply predators who will engage in violent behaviour to further their own selfish aims.

Unfortunately, very little contemporary research seems to focus on the correct sequence of cause and effect.

We need you, as Premier, to protect us from violent persons through a stronger criminal justice response in conjunction with a stronger focus on prevention and rehabilitation.
There are some simple, cost effective solutions that to date have been ignored. 

While police numbers have been boosted on Melbourne’s streets, current levels are still not adequate and cannot be sustained. The problem will only get worse as our population continues to grow rapidly and more visitors are attracted to Melbourne.

The City of Melbourne receives $452 million per year of which a mere $5 million could be used to support the police with teams of private security to make Melbourne safer on weekends. The use of private security (in other words ‘protective services officers’) is something you are now willing to implement on public transport so why not on Melbourne’s busy streets?

Other local council are already using private security (e.g. Frankston and Stonnington) so there is no excuse for our Lord Mayor not to do the same.   
In summarising, let me emphasise a few key points:

· In going to great lengths to demonstrate that alcohol does not cause violence, the Nightclub Owners Forum is not advocating less controls over alcohol use, but simply a more informed approach. 

Alcohol is a dangerous drug and binge drinking is a serious mental and physical health issue. Over 75% of alcohol is sold through bottle shops. Tackling underage drinking, illegal drinking in the streets, preloading, late night bottle shop hours, etc are all important strategies that the Brumby Government totally neglected. 

It is ludicrous to continue demonising the late night entertainment industry when it operates only one or two nights a week and the per capita drink per head per night only averages 2 – 3, and when violence levels, proportionate to other sectors of the community is very low as I have already pointed out.  

· Late hours are dictated by demand – the late night entertainment industry is simply responding to this demand and therefore satisfying an important community need.  Many industries to stay competitive work around the clock, therefore we have many more shift workers and casual employees. We are in a global communications environment where time does not matter. 

Tourists contribute over 16 billion to the Victorian economy and ‘pubs and clubs’ rates highest on their preferred activities. Melbourne City Council to its credit has adopted a 24 Hour City policy, although many of its strategies are still misguided. 

· If your Government fails to heed our advice and destroys the late night economy, there will be serious social and economic consequences. The ‘party scene’ will simply go underground and be a haven for illegal activity including dealing in illicit drugs. Underage and binge drinking will increase, and the rates of violence and anti social behaviour will increase dramatically. Our police service will not be able to cope and incidents such as the recent shootings will escalate.

· Many people who have heavily invested in the hospitality, entertainment and licensing Industry feel they are being unfairly treated by Government, especially in comparison with the gaming industry. Although gaming taxes bring much revenue to the State Government, it  also causes great hardship and social harm, criminality and, at times, sadly loss of life (suicides).   
The State Government provides many millions of dollars to fund support services such as Gamblers Help but does little to reign in the gaming venues, so there is clear contrast and hypocrisy here when compared to the vendetta launched against the late night entertainment industry by the Brumby Government, but still appears at this stage to be continuing under your leadership.    
All we ask for is to be treated equally by your Government and the authorities, to be listened to, and be able work together to make Melbourne and Victoria a safer place - and a great place to live, work, do business and enjoy life.
Only a more informed, whole of government, strategic approach as I have outlined in this letter will make this happen.

I look forward to your urgent response.
Yours sincerely

Peter Iwaniuk

Convenor      0411 75 11 99

cc Nightclub Owners Forum Network
Attachment 2

NIGHTCLUB OWNERS FORUM

241 King Street Melbourne

03 9916 9005

http://www.nightclubownersforum.com/
3rd June 2011

The Hon Ted Baillieu MP

Premier of Victoria 
GPO Box 4912VV
MELBOURNE  3001
Dear Premier
INQUIRY URGENTLY NEEDED ON ALCOHOL MISINFORMATION

On the 3rd May I wrote to you seeking the establishment of a whole of Government Task Force to research and oversee Melbourne’s hospitality and entertainment industry, with a particular emphasis on the night time economy. 

As an adjunct to this important measure, I am also asking that you set up an inquiry examining the negative impact of the widely held myth that alcohol causes violence is having on public policy, and our social and economic development. The outcomes of such an inquiry will be a vital resource for the new Task Force.

Currently enforcement agencies and policy makers, many of whom you no doubt inherited from previous Government, are still misguided in their approach to addressing alcohol abuse, violence and anti social behaviour in entertainment precincts and, of course, wider society. 

The false and unquestioning acceptance that alcohol causes violence is also resulting in the wider community being misled not only by Government but by the mainstream media. 

We believe you have a duty as Premier to ensure that the public are properly informed and that correct and accurate information is readily available and accessible.

As you would be aware, recently released statistics have shown a continued increase in violence across all sections of our society including the home, streets, car parks, railway stations, and shopping centres. 
The cause of this violence is cultural and psychological (ie stress and mental illness) and solutions must address the cause. 

To your Government’s credit, it is introducing tough new measures which do put the onus on the offender which has been long overdue. 

As I indicated in my previous letter, the Nightclub Owners Forum has gone to great lengths to prove that alcohol does not cause such violence, even to the extent of offering a prize of $10,000 in conjunction with the Australian Sex Party for the first person to prove otherwise. 
We have also funded a revolving billboard in Punt Road adjacent to Richmond railway station and recently launched a media advertising campaign promoting this message. 

Prior to this we published an extensive paper entitled: “Alcohol Does Not Cause or Fuel Violence” which is publicly available on our website: http://www.nightclubownersforum.com/adocacypapers.html
It is important to emphasise that nightclubs have never been associated with the significant levels of violence proportionate to the number of people who go out at night. According to Victoria Police’s LEAP database, less than 2% of all reported assaults are associated in some way with late night trading venues. 

Yet most people who go out at night will consume alcohol and do so responsibly.

So it is clearly simplistic to have key people in the Government and the media continuing to peddle the message that alcohol causes violence and, worse, still base their policies and advice on this belief. No wonder the public is misinformed!

What we urgently need is a high level Government Inquiry to firstly commission contemporary research relevant to current circumstances in Melbourne and Victoria, and then advise the Government on how it should move forward.

The research should address:

· The true underlying causes of violence and anti social behaviour which will obviously incorporate mental health issues

· How we can better manage late night entertainment precincts in regard to policing and security, transport, public amenities, litter and street cleansing, etc In this regard, it is interesting to note that the Queensland Government has established two-year Drink Safe Precinct (DSP) trials in 3 of its busiest precincts which is at least an attempt to adopt an integrated approach and, important, measure outcomes (see a snapshot overview of the Drink Safe Precinct trials (PDF 65 K).

· The social and economic importance of the hospitality industry, with an emphasis on the night time economy. There is very little evidence of such research being undertaken anywhere in the world and none whatsoever in Australia, which is ludicrous given that the industry is one our largest, and the one most important to our tourist industry.

· Factors and trends associated with alcohol use including underage drinking, illegal drinking in the streets, preloading, late night bottle shop hours, etc. Alcohol is a dangerous drug and binge drinking is a serious mental and physical health issue. Over 75% of alcohol is sold through bottle shops. The Western Australian Police Commissioner has recently identified preloading as a serious issue in WA and it is likewise the same in Victoria – see http://www.watoday.com.au/wa-news/preloading-problem-fuelled-by-cheap-booze-20110601-1fg9u.html#ixzz1O5SoerZm 
By having a more informed approach to alcohol, a more informed social policy can be developed which targets the areas where education and regulation can be best targeted, and we can then move away from the myopic and populist attack on our late night entertainment industry.


It is ludicrous to continue demonising the late night entertainment industry when it operates only one or two nights a week and the per capita drink per head per night only averages 2 – 3, and when violence levels, proportionate to other sectors of the community are very low.  

Only a more informed, whole of government, strategic approach as I have outlined in this letter and my previous letter will result in a sound approach to social and economic policy, and a genuine reduction in harm associated with violence, and alcohol abuse.

I look forward to your urgent response.
Yours sincerely

Peter Iwaniuk

Convenor      0411 75 11 99

cc Nightclub Owners Forum Network
Attachment 3

War to end war drugs gains allies on right flank

The Sunday Age 17th July, 2011 Chris Berg
In 2011, the war to end the war on drugs is now being led by conservative voices, not radical ones. In March, three federal Liberal backbenchers - Mal Washer, Judi Moylan, and the Victorian Russell Broadbent - came out against the criminal status of drug use, going so far as to argue that heroin and cocaine should be legalised. Dr Washer described the war on drugs as a ''crime against humanity''.

Indeed, those Liberals have been more vocal than the apparently radical Greens, who abandoned their support for drug decriminalisation after they found it brought more controversy than was comfortable.

And the backbenchers join a global phenomenon - conservative voices coming out against the drug war.

Last month the Global Commission on Drug Policy concluded that drug prohibition has been an abject failure. The panel includes Sir Richard Branson and Nobel laureate in literature Mario Vargas Llosa. Both hold right-of-centre economic views.

Two commission members, one a former US Secretary of State, the other a Federal Reserve chairman, had their argument featured on the conservative Wall Street Journal opinion page.

Little has changed in a practical sense, only that the pointlessness of the approach to drugs has become even more obvious over time.

Julia Gillard and Tony Abbott have admitted using marijuana when they were young. So have Malcolm Turnbull, Wayne Swan and Peter Garrett.

This would all be harmless fun but for one thing. Last financial year, according to the Australian Crime Commission, 57,170 people were arrested in Australia on marijuana-related charges - a drug that Australia's most senior politicians happily admit to having used.

Their confessions are typically made with a sheepish grin, followed quickly by a stern parental admonition - ''It was a mistake to do so,'' said Malcolm Turnbull. Julia Gillard: ''Tried it, didn't like it. I think many Australian adults would be able to make the same statement, so I don't think it matters one way or the other.''

Well, it would matter if you were one of the almost 60,000 Australians arrested for holding, consuming, or supplying cannabis to aspiring politicians last year.

In Australia, marijuana is treated with a degree of leniency, at least compared to other drugs.

Nevertheless, Australian police made more drug-related arrests last year than at any time in the past decade. And about 20 per cent of Australians report having used an illegal drug. These are not the typical indications of policy triumph.

Outright prohibition has been no more a success at reducing the harm caused by drug use in the 21st century than alcohol prohibition was in the 20th.

Melbourne's cycle of gang warfare has been fuelled by the illegal industries that have grown up around prohibition. In 2001, Portugal decriminalised everything from marijuana to heroin. Drug trafficking remained a crime, but possession and use became nothing more than administrative violations. Providing drugs to minors remained illegal, as did providing drugs to people with a mental illness.

According to a study by the Cato Institute, an American free-market think tank, the results of this experiment have been positive. Drug use didn't go up, contrary to the nightmare scenarios predicted - particularly among 13 to 18-year-olds.

This is unsurprising. As a product comes out of the illegal underground, it is easier to regulate, control and manage. Cato found that almost every single measure of progress - HIV rates, drug-related mortality - had gone down since 2001.

Obviously decriminalisation is very different from full legalisation. The latter would be an understanding that individuals had the right to ingest whatever they liked. The former balances the criminal and the individual responsibility approaches.

Portugal chose to decriminalise because they didn't intend to normalise or encourage drug use. And none of the conservative voices who have joined the chorus against the drug war are pro-drugs.

But Portugal's strategic retreat has done more good in its 10 short years than 30 years of criminalisation. The United States, which has the harshest penalties for drug possession, also has the highest levels of cannabis and cocaine consumption.

Portugal's model is one Australia could - and should - adopt.

Unfortunately, governments get easy political mileage out of looking tough on drugs. Ted Baillieu wants to crack down on the sale of the bongs - an entirely symbolic gesture - but one that apparently resonates with a certain type of voter.

And social reform can take a long time. One of the intellectual heroes of the free-market movement, Milton Friedman, called for an end to the war on drugs way back in 1972.

Yet conservative scepticism about the criminal approach to drug use is spreading.

If both sides of politics are starting to doubt the wisdom of the drug war, there's a chance - a chance - we may eventually take Portugal's lead and call a ceasefire.
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