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SPEECH BY MAJOR FONG SIP CHEE, MINISTER OF STATE
FOR CULTURE, AT THE MONTHLY LUNCHEON OF THE
SINGAPORE BOOXSELLERS' ASSOCIATION AT THE HOLIDAY
INN OM TUESDAY, 27 JULY 19382 AT 1.00 PM

Censors and senses

Allow me, first of all, to thank you for this wonderful
lunch and the honour of having the privilege to address this

—~

very distinguished gathering. Even you, who deal in mental food
for thought, must also look after your physical well being, and
must have taken great care to ensure that the menu should bz of
acceptable standard. WMot being a connoisseur of culinary delights,
I can hardly find any correlation betwsen the consumptions of
these two kinds of food. But one thing is sure: bad food harms
the body and bad mental food poisons the mind., I only hope that
your good taste for food may be sxtended with sirilar discern-
ment to books.

I should like, with your indulgsncs, to discuss first what
people perceived of censorship. I shall dzal with its effects
on the book trade later.

Let me, at the outset, make it absolubtely clear that there
is no censorship of the press in Singapore. The media will have
to be responsible for what they print and face the consequences
of litigation under th= common law, It is sad to note that
many ill-informed people still harbour the impression that the
press is subject to censorship; soms of them peddle this untruth
with mischievious intent, including not a fuw of those very vocal
and articulatc but otherwiss pesponsible intellczctuals,

Much discussion must have been gancrated among your circle
23 a pasult of the publication of the Report on the Reviuew Committee
on Censorship. Your President, Mr Patrick Goh, must have something
big boggling his mind when he propos .d that I discuss this subject
today. He asked me sevoral timas over the telonhone for the ticle
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of my talk, explaining that it might help ensure a fuller
attendance. It was really not difficult to achicve this, I
thought. All he had to do was to amnouncs that this lunch
meeting would also discuss an increass of members' subscription
to the Association, or an increase in your contribution to the
regular lunch meetings, or a special project which would entail
substantial financing from the Association's members, or better
still, a combination of all these.

I suspect he must have had some misglvings, sven up to this
very moment, that the spirit of this msrry luncheon gathoring
may be dampened by a declaration of retrogressiv: czsnsorship
policy on my part. T must confess that I lackid the ingenious
quality to spoil people's merry spirit, May I, in =211 fairness
to him and to you all, assur< you thait what I am about to say will
be as easily digsestable as the delicaciss you have just partaken,
although the process of consumption may not be as plsasant as
the food has been delicious.

When Mr Patrick Goh approached me some time last May, 1
wzs afraid that the Booksellers' Associantion was slightly behind
time in pursuing this mattzr of censorship., The doctors, who look
after our physical health, in some cases mental health, had scored
the distinction of being the first to be enlightensd on the subject,
and, in an even more merry atmosphir: ot the Singapore Madical
Association's 22nd Annual Dinner and Dancoe on 25 April. The good
doctors' main course for that dinner wis a discourse on censorship
by my colleague, the Minister of Stabtc for Home Affeirs and Chairman
of the Review Committes, Prof S Jayzkumar, whose well-thought out
arguments I had the privilege to savour from thz rnewspapers at
breakfast the morning after.

I was tempted to @arn a free lunch todzy without having to
work for it by recommending for your rcading Prof Jayakumar's
3pecch. It was a post-mortem of the work of the Roview Committes,
most appropriate for a gathering of the medical profession. Prof
Jayakumar had, in his speech, competently undaorscorad the more
galient points and olaborated at length on the rationale on
which the Committes baged its recommendations. I ¢ntircly conour
with his views.
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I need not justify the presence of censorship laws for films

and undesirable publications, nor do I want to apologisa for what
the Ministry has been doing and will continue to do., I have been
engrossed in this subject since my first tour of duty at the
Ministry of Culture. The. subject did not lesave my mind even

during my furlcugh from this Ministry. When I returned to this
Ministry last year, I promised myself that I should not view

the Ministry's roles and functions in the same light as whan I

left it at the end of 1971. Many things have changad and priorities
nave changed too. I found, nowever, that my visws on censorship
have not deviated very much from the basic principle I have hsld.
Th.: only concesgion I am prepared to concede is the .question of .
vhether we should continue to adher: to the same rigidity and
stringent criteria, now that Singaporc has bieen transformed. into

a comparatively more affluent sociaty and puople have changed too.

I am not against avantgardism, slthough misguided ones can
be dangerous. But I am cecrtainly not amenabls to those who champion
any nsw=-found, adaptad, or to pub it more crudely, apod, inspira-
tion based on ‘social settings totally =lian to us.” I concede,
nevertheless, that there is 2 nesd for us to ro-exomine our
attitude to be more attuned to the present day susceptibility and
receptibility to charniges to our socizl and morel fabric. Indeed,
changes there have been alrsady for ssveral ysars now. The findings
of the Review Committce justifisd and reéinforcaed our views, I

shall show statistical figures later te bizr this ouc, .

Cunsorship has been given its worsht rogards by ths: liberalists,
(I use this term in its most liberal s@ns.. To bz a libaralist
ig differsnt from trying to liborate others)., Csnsorship has been
variously described by tho liberalists as boing ar: instrument of
repression, repugnant and obnoxious %o modern socicty. There is
nothing wrong to be liberal-mind:d. I mys.lf do hold high certain
ideals, some of which are unachiavabl. durding ay lifstine bub
nsvertheless remain worthy pursuits. Howover, I do know that
there is also a differsnce between physical modernity and ethnic
morality. Thcreforc, I have always tzmporad my own liberal ideals
with a conscience and acute awaren<ss of our accial, cultural
raeliglous and ethnic envivonment. Those -~rw our practical
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considerations, concerns, and constraints which I am sure the
sober liberals will not hesitate to shai*z with me.

To those well-intentioned people who are conscious of our
social setting, they are more kind to us and Pegard censorship
as a necessary evil. These are the well-meaning apologists.

As: for myself, I say that censorship is neot repressive
insofar as it serves as an instrument to enhairce society's
quality of life; it is not repugnant as it protects the people
from social, religious and cultural frictions; it is not
obnoxious as it prevents impingement sgainst the pride and moral
code of our many ethnic groups and, it is certainly not evil,
necessary or otherwise, as it preciscly rsjects evil.

I call it a social obligation incumberit upon an alscted
government which carries a mandate from a multi.racial clectorate.
Who should decide for whom? It is not a question of arrogance
on the part of the government. We do not need to apologisz for
assuming the responsibility expected of us.

There has been no lack of comments i1 ths press on the
subject. I must say that I ngree with zach and evaryone of these
sometimes highly subjective and, at times, amusing comments.

This is not a bold statement on my part which will cowmit the
Ministry one way or the other. I say so in full confidence because
there arc sufficient controversies among thz many critics - with
each view counteracting the other, disprcving the other, and
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therefore valid to that extent.

The battle-front seems clearly drawa, thougzh. It looks
like the English press versus the Chinese, Malay and Indian press
collectively, with the government caught in cross-fire. Those
who have been Gxposed to Western social and moral norms have
faulted us, =2lmost incessantly, for being too unrealistically
rastrictive {to put it kindly) in the =pplication of censorship
standards. In a way, they arc right, speaking from the stand-
points of their own exposure, aplomb, expeérience and values and
on bchalf of their like-minded peer groups. I do not want to
fault them for their views, quite legitimately cxnrossed. I only
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hope they realise that there are other people who uay not have
the privilege of being 'sophisticated® enough to be in the same
pesr groups of ladies and gentlemen. To put it simply, one peer
group's pleasure is another pser group®s plagus. '

These are respectable ladies and gentlemen, obviously more
gentlemen than ladiss; after all feminine modesty is still very
much alive in Singapore. I respect thom as such, forgiving them
at the sams time for their rather disoricented vision of Singapore's
society. Thay are 'men of the world' who have s2en almost anything
and everything. Nothing can 'corrupt® them any more than they
hav: been ‘corrupted', [iguratively spcaking, that is. They claim
that they are capable of deciding what is good or bad for themselves
and for their children. Their capesbility in this respect is
acknowledged, and th-ir risght to do so is not challenged., I
concede this. But they cannot, and should not b: given the right
Lo decide for the others as much as they accus<sd the govsrnment
of dueciding for them.

Fortunatcly, thoss who carry th- discussion in the media have
not buszn without restraint. Provideuc: be praised! Hownver, it
is not so with those others who, having opparently the good
fortun= of settling down to a comfortabl. lifs, find time and
grzat pleasure in writing anonymous lottors., I, and I bzlieve,
my Minister and the other colleagui-s too, have rececived many
such letters. As a rule, I do not :nbirtain anonymous letters.

It is an unfair game - one gets indicted o the wrong charg:
without the opportunity to wven mitigrit-i1 T o wary of daaling
with faceless psople.

Sometimes, I do raad thom though, for amuscment cnd comic
relisf! I do notice an intercsting nnd distinctiv. 'syndrome’
in these letters. The letters in English wers, in most cases,
written with very good command of the language, which I admired,
but invariably abusive.

My colleagucs ond I have buen collaed mony rames - ths
ultra-lsftists ond rightists in the wid Fiftics and the Sixties
had been particularly imaginative wo.d gunorous in bostowing these
‘honours' on us, but they wers never i debasing ¢s the naw
glossary w now acquire from thes obviously highor cducated
gentlemen.
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I was treated to cne such honour recently. Its arrival
was timely and I have kept it instead of consigning it to the
waste-paper basket as I normally would do. The presentation

was not conventional in this instance, deliberatecly so to add to
the preach of dscency, but the language was, as usual, good and
of course, abusive. It was consoling only bacause I have rcceived

worse compositions than this,

I risk opening up a sansitive controversy by attaching a
copy of this letter to my spesech, minus the page which contained
an even more offensive photograph. Bubt I think it is about time
we camc out to the open and show by this representative example;
thce extent to which a person, or worss, if thoe letter was =2
collective composition, will go to exert his vicws with total
disregard to the sonsitivity of, and the respect for, another
community. The author apparently knew the government organisa-
tion very well. Ho knew who to address his disgusting composition -
he got the departments and titles quits correct. He had the money
too, as h¢ threatened to send out 5;030 photo copies (10,000 pieces
with the attachment) of his letter. Is there a nced-to abuse

another community to get one's views through?

Although the letter concerned itsclf with film censorship,
it is raspresentative of those others which complained of censorship
of publications. I rezalise I risk the possibility of glving credence
to a case of a psycopath, but all the others who have bzen writing

more mbusive letters and with even boiter command of the language
cannot be as mad too! Or ware thoy?

I did, however, receive more consoling, and cortalnly more
sensible letters, including a few from religlous organisations
and peopl: who gava their names and addresses, This time, they
faultod us for being too liberal. Thoy were mostly written in
Chinese and Malay, and a few in English. The Melay and Chinese
petitions have many things in common. Thoy were written with
equally good command of the langunges as their English-langunge
counterparts. The contents in these lubters wers philosophical,
aluays attomptingz to rationalise the subject matter, putting forth
thelr view pointa in terms respectful to the other communities.
In most cases, they wero weitton in corncst ond nowvar, ucver,
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abusive, although a few smack of bigotry and being too puritanical.
Most of these complaints made it quite clear their fear and
reservations for further relaxation of censorship standards. Many
did not hide their disgust for those who advocated for more
liberalisation and accused them for being perverse in seeking
personal pleasure without regards to others. ‘

The misconception of censorship is widespread. Strangely,
it is ofgén on the most decent occasions that censorship has been
given its most unfair twist. It ias at thaéé‘social gatherings
that the ill-perceived idesa on censorshin pervadus and when the
so-called 'ugly censors' had darts thrown on theém by these refined,
highly educated, and sssmingly well-informzd personages. On one
such occasion, I tco bzcam= the dartboard, I was unabashed, of
course, being quite usaed to this kind of situation. I was not
so sure if I emerged unmarked in the circumstances which I will
now relate.

I was confronted, of all tha charming ladiss prasent, by the
university-graduate wif: of a high businuss executive. She
all.gad that my Ministry had detainced & corhain book and banned
z ccrtaiy TV film, and demand=d that I should fortLwith provids
her with the reasons. 1 askad for the titles ¢f the book and the
film. She could not name the book but succe.dad to idsntify the
TV film which she onjoyed on video 11 the sam ., 1 congratulated
her for her knowlodge of that picces of information and sngquired
how zhe came to know of th= banning, nysclf boing unawersz of it,
adding that we could probably accommodate hor taleat in the
SBC. She reasonad that if the file was no: banned, why wes
it not showr over the TV! How simplisztic! I took pzins to
sxplain that the SBC had to cater for four longuages ond it was
not possible to find a slot for this prriéicular film which was
not banned at all, and that = better filw hzd bewn chosen to fill
the slot allotted. To enlighten her on the dangsr of such simplistic
and arrogantly ignorant conclusion, I cautioned that one could
not naivesly conclude that because = anrri.d coupls: had no off..
spring, the marriag: was not consummat«d, It w~s » rough answer,
I admit, but 2 manly lady was entitl d to » manly angwer. That
analogy put to a stop offactivily the int.rrogatiorn of me. This
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zpisode reflects ths disgruntlement against censorship that has
been built up by thzse ladies and gentlemen.

Where do we go from here? Do we want o cumbersome classifica-
tion of publications? Do we want to daclare that a certain book
be read only by an exclusive group of pegopla of a certain educa-
tional level? That a book which impinges on the senstivity of .
one ethnic group be barred for reading by this group only but be
made available to the other groups? Do we want A classification
of accessibility to publications by race, religion, culture,
educational level, income, and social status? This is a ridi-
culous proposition and a non--starter,

What is the altornative? I belizve a sensible éensorship
policy is the only practical way to balance the diversified
interests of our people.

Let me now bronk the myth that the government has been repressive
and intransigent on the matter of cunsorship {(of publications).
The attached statistics should break the back of those stubborn
protagonists against the censors (Amncx A). We have not been
detaining publications by the tons, quite contrary to the popular
improssion.

Only less than half a per cent of the titlss imported are
detained. Most of thesw arc cheap novsls which ars ﬁorally
objectionable. The others have been found to be cither blatantly
axploiting religious/communal sensitivity, or politically in-
compatible with the practic: of democracy - inciting or advocating
subversion of the democratic system by means of violencs., Included
in the detention list too are many bizerre comics which are
harmful to young readers. Comics, as you might nlresady lmow, have
also bsen used by religious propagandists to czptur:c the minds
of the innocent young and to draw thom into bigotry and fanaticism,

It is true that one or two begt-scll:zr novsls have also been
disallowed., I have raviewed the detention decisions =nd upheld
the ban as the pith and substance of th.se books are blatontly
obscen:, vulgar and oxploitative of sex. There was some hulla-
baloo over thelr detentions, I was told, I hopu it was not
inspired by thosc who had visted int-rasts in their releass.
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Therce has been raelaxation over the yosrs. Unfortunatoly, no
gtatistics have been kept until recent tims. From the figurss
givin for the last three years, there should be no cause for alarm,
In fact, I was pleasantly surprised whon I had sight of these
figur:s, bearing in mind the many constraints we have to sxurcise
and which I =2xplain<d wearlier. Perhaps, what is zlarming is that -
the falsshood on censorship policy pearsistad and goined croedence.
You will also note in Annex A that the number of English publications
detained constituted only 0.19 per cent for the yezr 1981 and 0.07
per cont for the first six months of 1932, This should be of
particular interest teo you =s most, if not all of you present here,
d::nl in English publications.

0f coursc, it may be argusd that this doss not show th. real
pictur:. It is true that by and large, our bookscellors have also
bioen exercising some restraint on their part. It would hava beesn
quity different if consorship is liftad zlitog.thor. What will
happ-n then? The answer is simpl»., Bonm for our publishups and
bookszllers and doom for Singapore., Giv.ia tho situation s it is,
we have not dona too badly.

I do not wish to go through cnce 2gnin the recomasndations of
the Review Committee on Consorship. Thuy have been given oxtensive
publicity in the media., Two of the Corwighi:'s recomm.ndations
are of special significance., The first is that the "Guidelines used
in the censorship of publications” be mad. known to the book importers
and libraries. I should think th:: ordinery people should not be
deprived of this knowledge. A copy of the Guidelinass is at Annex B,

The other rocomnendation conccrns the: setting up of an =advisory
ponzl. This is a good proposal as it will giv> our consors the
bunufit of 2 continuous flow of third opinisns from memburs of the
pancl. My Ministry is in the proc.:ss of gcouting for sultable
puopls to serve on the panel. They should con: from a cross-section
of the communitics ond thoy wmust be nble to advise on th: possible
impact or influuncs a certain publication will nave. on the ordinany
pupli, I hav. nropos«d to my Permin.nt S crotary that
th, suitable c#ndidat. s should b these who hove
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c¥prience in comtunity and social work, including professionals
vho have dedicated themselvaes to serve the commen puoplz, The
CCCs, MCs and RCs porovide 2 rich pool of such poople in addition

to those whom we have identified as haviné propar ingight and
appreciation of the pecularity of our socisty. Details of théir
terme of responsibility are now being worked out, including a
discussion with the -Treasury on the guantum of honorarium for thelr
services.

Censorship notwithstanding, the book trade has dons woell.
Gunerally, it 1s in 2 healthy state and improving in performonce.
1 callad for a report on the book trade from the Direcctor of the
National Library. The roport shows thot vh: volums of import
of books increased from 1972 to 198C bubt scmewhat wont down in
1991, (See Annex C). The volume of re-cxport, howsver, re-
glsterad 2 downtrend from 1230 to 1981, I suspect the slackened
purformancs might be duc to internaticoncl morkct conditions, or
that our traditionzl clients might have established direct
contacts with the overseas suppliers, or duc to cxchange rate
fluctuation. Merce likely, it is a combirafion of 21l these factors.

A healthy trend is detscted in the domestic exports of

books, that i3, books printed or publishsi in Singapore, which
nearly doubleé in value between 1280 ard 199). Loczl publishers
and booksellers appear to b2 able to expori more local books to
the overseas markets. A positive point worthy of note is that
local institutional buyers are also increésing, as nore school
libraries are being set up. The Mational Library has, in its A
development programme, a number of branch libraries to be com-
pleted in the next few years. Other large librariss are expanding
too, thus increasing the volume of business for our booksellers.

I hav: also asked for statistics for bookselling in Singapore,
(Ammex D). The figures show an upward trend from 1975 to 1979
but seem to fall below the 1973 valua. The 1973 figurcs included
stationery which bore no:direct weightsge to the sale of books,
nagezines and paper products. This probably resulted in the
sharp drop from 1973 to 1975 but since then, the parformance has
buum imprassive.
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Th= Dir~ctor, National Library, has giv- 11 m¢ more valuable
advice. In her visw, and I agree with hor, the greatest need in
the bookselling trade is in the ares of professionalism in the
running of bookshops, and the expsrtiss in mark:t studies on the
types of books which ar< popular with Bk—=xcading public.
Promotional efforts appear to br: minimal toé. Mor:: can b= done in
this r:spect than ths few promotion programmué mounted by a hand-
ful of bookshops, although th: larg.r ones did advertise over the
Tv.

Another ar—a for our booksellars to lookvinto iz tho seatting
up of sp-cialis-d bookshops. Already, thors ore o nunbsr of book-
shops which specialise in scientific, tochnical or modical books.
Oth=r spacialis=d bookshops can cat.r for th. nc.ds of thi: other
disciplines of the professions, such as law, -ccountancy, architecture

and <ngineering and computsr science, tce.

‘uch has baen don: to ~ncourag:: childron to road. This is
anoth:zir area which has need for specizlis.d service. Bookshops
gp-cialising in children's books are apl.wey in many daveloped
countries, This may well be 2 profitabi: v:abur: for cur local
bookzellers to aombark on, after all, childrun o5 2 group, are the

single largest roading public.

I am afraid that I cannot allow th . occasion to pass without
thinking aloud my concern for th~ high pric - of books., It is a
s:lf-defeating «:x:rcis:: whon our publishirs and books:llsrs havs
plzdged their support to encourage the rezdirg habit whil: at the
same time, the mark-up prices for books rumnin high, ind.od
prohibitive, to the¢ low:r income group. I huv: beon told that
booksellers gensrally conceded this but diractod the- blam. to the
publishar-agents or suppliers at source. This single factor
might well negate the good works of th.. N=tional Boolt Div-=lopment
Council and the ‘iinistry of Education. I propos: » dinlogue be
openad betwesn the Ministry of Trade 22d Induskry, th. Ministry of
Education, th» "ational Book Daveloprmt Council, CASE, the Book=
s:llers' Association, and the National Library to sae if anything
could be: dore to make: books chiapar for th. rcading public, I
realls:: that it is a complex probl.m but, in the long run, cheaper
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books mean more readers and will benefit both the book trade

and the people.

The book trade has a bright and profitable future, even with
the presence of censorship laws. From the business point of
view, I should think that censorship is 2 lesscr obstable, if at
all it is, than the lack of professionalism and entreprencurship
in this trade.

On that count, may I submit that the govermment be cleared
of the charge for the 'offencs' it has committed in the interest
of and for the good of our people. Defende rests.




STATISTICS ON PUBLICATICNS

1980
Titles Titles
Imported Detained
Chineae Publications 48,395 352
English w . 135,020 284
Malay " 2,935 -
Tamil " 4,587 -
Other., " 45,455 84
TOTAL: 236,392 720
1981
Chinese Publications 45,988 250
English " 146,821 283
Malay " 2,276 33
Tamil " 6,618 20
Other " 36,701 41
TOTAL: 238,404 627
198 2 (JAN - JUN)
Chinese Publications 33,593 103
English " 86,084 - 60
Malay " : 876 2
Tamil " 3,636 -
Other w 27,071 78
TOTAL: 151,260 243

0.73
0021

0.18

Q.30

0.54
0.19
1.45
0.30
0.11

0.26

0.31
0,07
0.23

0.29
0.16

HOTE: The ebove figures refer to printed watters only.
Granophone records and cnssette tapes excluded.




CENSORSHIP GUIDELINES FOR PUBLICATIONS

1

The recommsndations on censorship guidelines by the

Review Commitise on Cunsorship are at pages 31 - 33 of the
Committee Report.

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

{f)

(g}

{h)

(1)

A summary of the puidelines is given below:

Publications depicting undesirable thames

w Szxual permissiveness, sexual perversions,
inc.st, indecency, drug abus: and excessive
violence stc are considered objectionable.

Publications with vivid and detailed sexual
descriptions are not 2llowed. However, whar:
the publications are well-written, the main
theme and purposc arwz not objectiomable and the
szxual dzscriptions are not crude, they are
rzloased.

Nudeg pictures and photos are allowed in
educational and scientific books. Thay are
alsc 2llowed in photography books and

magazines if thoy are nct obscene.

Bocks with illustrations of sexual positions
ar. not allowed eg Joy of Sex.

Czlendars portraying nudes arc not "llowed
becnuss, unlike magazines, they are displayed
openly in offices and public places.

Songs- that hava lyrics with drug or obscene
comstations are disallowsd,

Publicaticns =g pnosters and songs which are
mainly intended for public display, viewing or

hearing should come in for the closest scrutiny.

Publications which include illustrations and
photographs and publications which consist
uxelusively of illustrations (these include
comics) should also be carcfully scrutinised.

Publicntions which consist exclusively of

printed words ¢an be treated morse liberally,
provided that the pith and substance of the book
is nst obscene, vulgar or exploitative of sux




Annex "C"

Import and Export of Books, 1979-81

IMPORTS DOMESTIC* EXPORTS RF-EXPORTS#* EXPORTS#
Qudntity Value($) Quantity Value($) Quantity Valuc($) Quantity Value($)
1979 15,446,346 46,557,646 38,273,366 64,431,078 6,541,932 27,210,702 44,815,293 91,641,860
1980 .26,895,336 63,020,000 - 26,583,563 45,495,000 20,160,319 59,599,000 46,743,892 105,094;000

1921 19,471,811 66,083,000 45,110,829 96,100,000 6,538,839 39,253,000 54,649,669 135,358,000

Items include: dictionary & encyclopaedia, textbooks, sthoer printed books

& bouklets, textual maiter in sheets & childron's picturs buoks,

Source: Singaporc Trads Statistics. Imports & Exports 1979-80.

# ig, originating wholly in Singapora2

L ic. impurtad int) Singaporc and re-exported without any additioa
or change in product ¢

#  Domuslic cxports + re-cxporis.




Annex D"

Summary of Bookselling Statistics 1973«

1 > TOTAL
YEAR WHOLESALE RETAILS 5000

1973 166,347° 58,421 224,768
1975 65,856 61,370 _ 127,226
1977 87,366 78,979 166, 345
1979 110,923 94,150 205,082

1 Includes books and magazines
2 Includes books, magazine and paper products

3 Includes paper, stationory and publications

Source:  Roport om the census cof wholesnlz ~nd

rotail trades, rwstaurants and hot.ls,
1973-79.






