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£7 000-not a 'very great amount by today's
standards. We should bear in mind there
were no subsidies paid for the construction
of swimming pools in those days, and
£7 000 was a lot of money. Unfortunately,
due to lack of funds, the pool had to be
restricted to three-quarters of the size of
an Olympic pool. Although this pool proved
to be adequate for many years, as time
passed it deteriorated progressively until
the stage has now been reached where, for
a variety of reasons well known to several
government departments, the pool has to
be replaced.

An estimate of the cost to replace this
pool Is in the order of $220 000, and assuin-
Ing that Katanning qualifies for the $20 000
grant from the Government, it would leave
$200 000 to be raised by loan. over a period
of 20 years the loan repayments at $23 113
per year would result in a massive sum of
$462 000 representing the total cost to the
shire. If we add the $20 000 which we hope
will be forthcoming as a subsidy, the total
cost would be $482 000 or near enough to
half a million dollars. This is the amount
which the shire, that covers an area of
500 square miles, has to find.

To enable that loan to be serviced It
would be necessary in the town wards to
increase the rate by about 14 per cent
and by about 27 per cent in Country wards;
and it must be borne In mind that the
town wards are already rated at the maxi-
mum.

I feel this Is an excellent opportunity for
the Federal Government to channel some
money through us to enable us to assist
this town which is in a very unique situa-
tion because it was the first to build aL
swimming pool but now has the most In-
adequate in the State. While the subsidy
of $20 000 received in the past was Indeed
a great help when swimming pools cost In
the order of $80 000 to $80 000, now that
the cost has increased to $220 000, that
$20 000 is hardly a drop in the bucket.
Therefore I do hope that in some way we
can solve that problem.

In conclusion let me make one final ob-
servation. Primary industry is subject to
violent fluctuations and at present a trough
Is being experienced. Ftrm a financial point
of view, many people in the agricultural sec-
tor of primary industry face a grave situa-
tion. I therefore appeal to the Federal Gov-
ernment to make money available to ensure
that these People do not go to the wall.
I would ask the Federal Government to
consider reintroducing some of the con-
cessions which were actually a catalyst
to increased production. I refer firstly to
the superphosphate bounty which was
mentioned in the Governor's Speech this
evening, but equally important to this State
is the taxation concession which was al-
lowed to farmers for water conservation.
In a State such as ours In which a large
proportion of our agricultural industry Is
situated in areas of low and moderate rain-
fall, the conservation of water is of the

utmost Importance. Not onfly would the
provision of more water boost production,
but it would also take the heat out of the
repeated requests for the expansion of our
very much overtaxed comprehensive water
supply Int rural areas for primary indus-
tries, thus serving a twofold purpose.

I am grateful for the opportunity af-
forded me this evening to Initiate the
Address-in-Reply motion.

MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) [9.01 P.m.]:
I formally second the motion.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr J. T.
Tonkin (Leader of the Opposition).

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE:
SPECIAL

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands--
Premier) [9.02 p.m.]: I move-

That the House at its rising adjourn
until 4.30 p.m., on Tuesday, the 18th
March.

Question Put and passed.
Howse adjourned at 9.03 p.m.

IEiLgaIatinP (Jhuwtit
Tuesday, the 18th March, 1975

The PRESIDENT (the Hon. A. F.
Griffith) took the Chair at 4.30 p.m., and
read Prayers.

REVISED PRAYER
Notice of Motion

THE HON. J. HEITMAN (Upper West)
[4.51 P.m.]: I Intend to move that a re-
vised form of Prayer, as contained in the
appendix, be adopted by the legislative
Council. I ask, Mr President, that a copy
of the proposed motion be allowed to re-
main on the notice paper for a week
before it Is moved, and as members
will be speaking to the Address -in -Reply,
I will ask the Minister for Justice to
suspend Standing Orders so that my mo-
tion may be dealt with.

QUESTIONS (15): ON NOTICE
1. COAL EXPORTS

Japan: Restriction
The Hon, RL, F. CLAUIGHTON, to the
Minister for Education representing
the minister for Industrial Develop-
ment:
(1) Because of the possible serious

repercussions on Japanese trade
with Western Australia, has the
Government conveyed Its concern
to the Premier of Queensland over
his threat to restrict coal exports
to Japan If that country does not
increase Its imports of Queensland
beef ?
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(2) If the answer to (1) is "No" does
the Government intend to make
such representations?

The Hon. 0. C. MaeKINON replied:
(1) No.
(2) It Is not intended to make any

such representations, as the Gov-
ernment believes that the Queens-
land Government continues to
enjoy the same favourable trading
climate with the Japanese as does
Western Australia.

2. AEROSOL SPRAYS
Use of P.V.C. Gas

The Hon. R. THOMPSON, to the
Minister for Health:
(1) (a) Are there any aerosol spray

cans on sale in Western Aus-
tralia which are pressured
with poly-vinyl chloride gas;
and

(b) If so, what are their brand
names?

(2) If the reply to (1) (a) is "Yes",
and in consideration of the im-
plication of P.V.C. gas with cancer
of the liver, will the Minister
cause them to be withdrawn from
sale?

* (3) What other gases are used as pro-
* pellants in Western Australia?
(4) Do any of these have environ-

mental or health risks?
The Hon. N. E. BAXTER replied:
(1) (a) None known.

(b) See answer to (a) above.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) Butane, propane and freons.
(4) No environmental or health risks

are known in this context of use
by these gases.

3. EDUCATION
Australian School Commission Funds

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOfl, to the
Minister for Education:

Having regard for the constant
attacks on the Australian Govern-
ment by the State Government
concerning the provision of funds
to the State, and further, in view
of the urgent needs of many
schools in this State, particularly
in disadvantaged areas, will the
Minister advise 'why at the 31st
December, 1974, with half the
biennium 1974 and 1975 expired.
the State has not spent or ap-
proved the spending of more than
the following amounts of funds
allocated to Western Australia by
the Australian Schools Commis-
slon-
(a) Disadvantaged Schools--

Buildings Projects-17%;

(b) Disadvantaged Schools--Re-
current Grants.-22%;

(c) General Building Grants_-
32%?

The Hon. 0. C. MacKINNON replied:
The figures quoted refer to the
claims for reimbursement made
to the Commonwealth Govern-
ment and are no Indication of the
planning undertaken, the works
under construction or those com-
mitted.
A progress report on General
Building Grants Programme,
issued by the Schools Commission
in December, 1974, a copy of which
is attached, itemises In detail the
extent of the works being under-
taken.

4. EDUCATION
Karate Classes: Kent Street High School

The Hen, CLIVE GRIFFITHS, to the
Minister for Education:
(1) Is the Minister aware that the

evening Karate classes being run
by the Technical division of the
Education Department at the Kent
Street High School, are in Jeo-
pardy due to the fact that the
building currently used Is to be
demolished?

(2) Has an application been made to
use the new gymnasium at the
school?

(3) If the answer to (2) is "Yes" is
permission likely to be given so
that the pupils currently taking
the course and those wishing to
take future courses, will not be
precluded from participating in
this particular form of recreation?

T'he Hon. 0. C. MacKINNON replied:
(1) to (3) It Is anticipated that all

technical classes running at Kent
Street will be adequately accom-
modated in spite of certain old
buildings being removed.

5. FUEL, ENERGY AND POWER
RESOURCES ACT

Partial Repeat
The Hon. D. W. COOLEY, to the
Minister for Education representing
the Minister for Electricity, Fuel and
Energy:

In view of the excellent response
by the community in general, and
trade unionists In particular, dur-
ing the Darwin crisis, will the
Government consider repealing
those sections of Part mI of the
Fuel, Energy and Power Resources
Act which have the effect of tak-
ing away the civil liberties of in-
dividuals and the rights of trade
unions?

13
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The Hon. 0. C. MacKINNON replied:
- As regards the actual question as

to whether the Government, would
consider repealing Part M of the
Fuel, Energy and Power Resources
Act, the answer is no; as regards
the qualification of the question it
is entirely untrue to say-as the
Hon. Mr Cooley did-that Part III
of that Act would have the effect
of taking away the civil liberties
of Individuals and the rights of
trade unions.

6. STATE FINANCE
Revenue from Licenses

The Hon. C. R. ABBEY, to the Minis-
ter for Health rCore53fltlfl the Min-
ister for Transport:
(1) What wvas the revenue obtained

from the following sources for the
year ended the 31st December,
1974-
(a) Motor Vehicle Registration

Fees:
(b) Motor Vehicle Drivers'

Licenses;
(c) .ktcr Vehicle Third Party

Irnsurance Surcharge;
(d) Taxi Control Board Licenses;
(e) Transport Commission

Licenses:
Cf) Road Maintenance Contribu-

tion; and
(g) Licenses and other contribu-

tions for boats licensed by
the State?

(2) What were the total costs of col-
lection for each of the above?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER replied:
(1) (a) The net amount paid into

Main Roads Trust Account to
31/12/74 by the Department
of Motor Vehicles and Local
Authorities was $17 229 798.

(b) $1785896.
(c) $27160 825.
(d) $113958.
(e) $1 326 766.
(f) $4018468.
(g) $130 000.

(2) Ca) As both the Department of
Motor Vehicles and local
authorities have been
responsible for licensing,
actual cost of collections are
not available. However to
allow for cost of collection of
license fees-
(l) Prior to September 30,

1974, local authorities
were entitled to $4 each
for first 1 000 vehicles on
their register plus $3 each
for any additional vehicles

7.

over 1 000 on their regis-
ter, and the Departme~nt
of Motor Vehicles was
entitled to $3 for each
vehicle on its register,

Cil) since October 1, 1974,
with a change in the
Traffic Act the system
has been altered so as to
provide a $4 registrattn
fee for both the initial
license and for each
renewal.

Cb) $523 000.
Cc) $16238.
(d) $84730.
Ce) $934611.
Cf) $471 923.
(g) $132000.

MENTAL HEALTH
Psychiatric Patients

The Hon. GRACE VAUGHAN, to the
'Minister for Health:

Will the Minister provide informa-
tion concerning the relationship
between the decreasing use of
hospital beds for psychiatric
patients as outlined by the Direc-
tor of Mental Health Services,
and the increasing use of prisons
by psychiatrically disturbed and
mentally deficient Persons?

The H-on. N. E. B3AXTER replied:
The Director of Mental Health
Services considers that the
decrease in the number of
patients in approved hospitals
bears no relationship to the nunm-
ber of persons in prison. It is
not within the competence of
psychiatrists to decide who should
go to prison. That is determined
by the Courts. If a prisoner
becomes mentally disturbed, he
may be accepted as a patient by
an approved hospital: no such
person has ever been refused
admission.

8. STATE HOUSING COMMISSION
Representative of Aborigines

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT, to the
Minister for Justice representing the
Minister for Housing:

As the War Service Homes Divi-
sion is no longer administered by
the State Housing Commission,
will the Government amend the
State Housing Act to delete that
section providing for a member of
the Commission concerned with
War Service Homes, and replace
it with one Providing for a rep-
resentative of the Aboriginal
people?

The Hon. N. McNEILL replied:
No.

14
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9, POLICE
Recruitment

The Hon. CLINE GRIFFITHS, to the
Minister for Health representing the
Minister for Police:

How many policemen have, or will
have graduated, in the 12 months
since the present Goverrnent took
office?

The Hon, N. E. BAXTER replied:
242 Policemen and Police women.

10. EDUCATION
Pre-primary Centres

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON, to the
Minister for Education:
(1) Is it the intention of the Govern-

ment to extend the free pre-
primary education to all children
attending pre-school centres?

(2) Does the Government contemplate
incorporating the Pre-School
Board within the Education De-
partment?

The Hon. 0. C. MacKINNON replied:
(1) and (2) The Government is giv-

ing consideration to various policy
implications associated with the
establishment of pre-primary
centres but is not in a position to
make specific announcements at
this time.

1.HEALTH AND COMMUNITY
WELFARE CENTRE

Women's Centre Action Group
The Honi. LYLA ELLIOTT, t-3 thz MITn-
ister for Health:
(1) Will the Minister confirm that

the Australian Goverinent has
granted $52 965 towards a Women's
Health and Community Centre to
be established in Perth by the
Women's Centre Action Group?

(2) Is the State Government going to
fund the balance of 25% of the
capital costs and 10% of the
operating costs required for the
Centre to operate?

(3) If not, is the Minister aware that
the Centre may be lost to Perth
because the Women's Centre Ac-
tion Group has no other way of
raising these funds?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER replied:
(1) Yes, but the application to the

Commonwealth Government was
not made throuzh the Siace
Health Departiaci.

(2) No, but alternatives are being
explored.

(3) Arrangements for fc:n!.iLLi ould
have been considered before the
Group approached the Commr.on-
wealth Government.

12. UNEMPLOYMENT
Shire of Gnowangerup

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH, to the
Minister for Education representing
the Minister for Labour and ]Industry:
(1) Has the Shire of Onowangerup

extensively advertised and tailed
to receive applicants for-
(a) one senior clerk;
(b) two truck drivers;
(e) two grader drivers;
(d) one bulldozer driver; and
(e) one backhoe driver?

(2) Is this indicative of the unemploy-
ment situation today?

(3) How many unemployed in the
State have one of these qualifi-
tions?

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON replied:
(1) The Gnowangerup Shire Clerk has

spent $553 in the last six weeks
by advertising seven times for a
Senior Clerk and various types of
drivers, They have a standing
request with the Commonwealthi
Employment Service at Albany
for these workers. Their work
programme is four months behind
and unless they get their labour,
they are not able to use funds
allocated for this work.

(2) Yes. The Albany Branch of the
Commonwealth Employment Ser-
vice is not able to supply the
Shire with the type of drivers It
requires. This also applies in the
case of many skilled worker
vacancies throughout the State.

(3) This information is not available.

13. LAND

Wellington Dam Catchment Area

The Hon. T. 0. PERRY, to the Min-
ister for Justice representing the Min-
ister for Agriculture:
(1) Is the Department of Agriculture

about to conduct a, survey of land
use in the Wellington Dam catch-
ment area?

(2) If so, will the information gained
in the survey be used to determine
future levels of salt in the catch-
ment area?

(3) If the information indicates a rise
in salinity, does the Government
intend to restrict clearing of free-
hold land in the area?

(4) If the reply to (3) is "Yes" will
consideration be given to compen-
sating those farmers whose liveli-
hood will be affected by such
action?

15
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The Hon. N. MeNILL replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) No. Information gained cannot be

directly related to future levels of
salinity In the dam.

(3) and (4) The survey will provide
background data for the develop-
ment of policy.

14. HOMOSEXUALITY
Honorary Royal Commission

Recommendations

The H-on. GRACE VAUGHAN, to the
Minister for Justice:
(1) what action does the Government

intend to take regarding the re-
commendations submitted last
September by the Honorary Royal
Commission which inquired into
homosexuality In Western Aus-
tralia?

(2) When are the recommendations
scheduled to be implemented,
particularly those regarding the
decriminalization of acts between
consenting adults?

The Hon. N. MeNEILL replied:
(1) and (2) It is not proposed to

Introduce legislation at a Govern-
ment level In respect of the Hon-
orary Royal Commission's Report.

15. COMMUNITY WELFARE
Human Relationships Royal Commission

The Hon. R. THOMPSON, to the Min-
ister for Community Welfare:

With reference to the Royal Com-
mission into Human Relationships
which will start taking evidence
in Perth next week-
(1) Have instructions been Issued

through the Premier's Depart-
ment to the Department of
Community Welfare and other
Governent Departments that
all submissions to the Commis-
sion will have to be channelled
through the respective Min-
isters?

(2) Will questions from the Com-
mission arising from submis-
sions also be required to go
through the Minister?

(3) Will replies to any such ques-
tions be relayed back through
the Minister or direct to the
Commission?

(4) Is the Minister aware that
feeling amongst those officers
Preparing submissions Is that
material critical of current
State policies wilt, at least, be
partially censored as it passes
through the above process-
there is doubt as to whether

any serious recommendations
for change In State policies
will be communicated to the
Commission?

(5) Is It true that very short
notice was given by the Pre-
mier's Department as to the
final date for submission-ap-
proximatey lb weeks?

(6) As this Commission is consi-
dered to have far reaching
value and a blue-print for the
future of Australia, will the
Government give all. officers
of all Departments the op-
portunity to express freely
their views, either written or
oral?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER replied:-
(1) No, but the Prime Minister

ws advised by the Premier
that any communication must
be made through Ministers
and not direct to officers.

(2) This will depend on the cir-
cumstances.

(3) Answered as in (2).
(4) No suggestion has been made

to me by officers of my
Departments that they felt as
indicated in the question.

(5) No.
(6) It is a matter of opinion that

the Commission's findings will
have far-reaching effects and
be a blue-print for the future
of Australia. This can only
be gauged after the findings
are published, but the Govern-
ment will give appointed offi-
cers In Departments the
opportunity to present facts
on the terms advised to the
Prime Minister.

PRE-PRURY CENTRES
Pilot Scheme: Ministerial Statement

THE RON. G. C. MacKINNON (South-
West-Minister for Education) [5.02
P.m.]: Mr President. I seek leave to make
a ministerial statement.

The PRESIDENT: The question of leave
is in the hands of the House. The Minis-
ter for Education seeks leave to make a
ministerial statement. There being no
objection, leave Is granted.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKXNNON: With the
introduction of a pilot scheme for pre-
primary centres at Education Department
primary schools, It was obvious that there
were some points of common interest in
the programmes of the Department and
the W.A. Pre-School Board.

Both groups also had to consider the
changes in funding and planning brought
about by the establishment, late last year,

16
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of the Interim Committee of the Children's
Commission by the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment.

These and other Problems made it ap-
parent that the time had come to re-
examine the concept, structure, and
financial obligations of the ftc-School
Board.

This matter was highlighted to some
extent by a letter written on the 15th
January, signed by the Hon. R. F.
Claughton, and distributed to I do not
know how many pre-school centres. The
letter I have in my Possession was ad-
dressed to the Secretary of the West Coast
Pre-School Centre and, whilst containing
some political material, it did in fact
enumerate some of the problems.

With these points in mind, I took the
opportunity last week to meet the Pre-
School Board, to seek its advice and to
discuss measures that would lead to the
co-ordination of effort by both the board
and the department. I regard this as a
proper function of a Minister.

The wide ranging discussions were con-
fidential and of a preliminary nature, and
I am surprised that a member of the Pre-
School Board has apparently broken the
confidentiality of the meeting. From what
I have heard of the allegations, these
contain a large proportion of flagrant mis-
representation.

It shocks me even to think that there
are people who actually believe some of
this nonsense which has upset a number
of pre-school teachers in the community.
However, as I have said, the talks were of
a preliminary nature, and I Intend to hold
further discussions with the board, despite
what has happened.

I should like to point out that the de-
partment's pre-primary centre pilot scheme
has been supported by both the State and
Commonwealth Governments. The funds
for the initial six centres came from a
special allocation from the State Treasury,
and were over and above money provided
for the primary and secondary schools
programmes. Additional support has been
given by the Interim Committee of the
Children's Commission, which has en-
dorsed the State Government's pre-primary
programme to the extent of approximately
$900 000.

These centres are being established in
areas where they can do the most good
and where there is an urgent need for the
f acilities.

This morning the Deputy Director-Gen-
eral of Education (Personnel), Dr D. lMos-
senson, and I spent two hours with the
H-on. idonel Bowen, the Special Minister
of State in the Commonwealth Govern-
ment, who is responsible for the setting up
of the Children's Commission.

With the Special Minister of State were
two officials of the Prime Minister's De-
partment who are concerned with the
planning of the new commission.

I was given a detailed explanation of
the Commonwealth's philosophy regard-
Ing the Children's Commission, and this
will necessitate a review, not only of the
State's pre-school and pre-primary pro-
gramme, but also to some extent pro-
grammes affecting all children of school
age.

The State Government's overall policy
on both pre-school and Pre-primary
centres, as it Is with all matters of educa-
tion, is to keep the good of the children to
the forefront.

However, It would appear that some
people are more interested in using the
discussions between the board and myself.
not for the purpose of helping children,
but for personal advantage and political
gain.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: Would you
like to name those people?

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I could,
but I will not; it is a matter for the board
to discipline them, and I sincerely hope It
does so. I refer of course to people on the
board itself. I have just named Mr Claugh-
ton, so everyone knows about that.

I have heard reports that the Govern-
ment intends to introduce a Bill limiting
kindergartens to five-year-old children. I
can say categorically that this is not our
intention. In fact, suggestions that arose
from the meeting with the Prc-School
Board would widen its franchise, rather
than limit it.

Obviously, this gives the lie to yet an-
other rumour that the Government
intends to abolish the Pre-School Board.

Nor should pie-school teachers em-
ployed by the Pre-School Board take
notice of reports that their Jobs are
threatened. This is completely untrue;
yet over distances of nearly 200 miles I
have had reports of teachers In country
areas being telephoned and the fear of
God being put into them with regard to
their future.

Finally, I would like to refute statements
that the pre-primary centres will be built
at the expense of the construction of new
schools, or the maintenance and replace-
ment of existing schools. This is totally
untrue.

The pre-primnary centres, are funded
from sources over and above the school
building programme. If the current pre-
primary centre programme were dropped
none of the funds allocated to it could
be spent on other education projects.

The discussions, which have sparked off
the present spate of conjecture, will, of
course, continue so that the co-ordination
of effort, which I spoke about earlier, can
be achieved.

These discussions could well include pro-
posals to alter the constituency of the board
to reflect its responsibilities in line with
both the State and Commonwealth Gov-
ernment's policies on child care and pre-
school children.
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Naturally. in the early stages of such
discussions, there should be a feeling of
confidence among the parties so that ex-
changes of views, and indeed argument, can
be put forward.

I will fully guarantee that, as with all
matters that I have handled both in my
present portfolios and in my previous min-
isterial appointments, full discussions will
be held with the proper representatives of
all interested parties at the appropriate
time.

I have always found this to be the best
method of achieving consensus. I am some-
what surprised that discussions which I
Initiated as a matter of course, in line with
my long-standing policy of conferring with
all Interested parties on any issue, should
have touched off the present outbreak of
rumours and distortions.

Mr President, many members have heard
these rumours and you can understand the
extent to which I was upset. I thank you
and the House for your courtesy in allow-
ing me to make the statement I have just
made.

ADDRESS-rn-REPLY: SECOND DAY
Motion

Debate resumed, from the 13th March,
on the following motion by the Hon. I. G.
Pratt-

That the following address be Pre-
sented to His Excellency-

May it please Your Excellency:
We. the Members of the Legis-
lative Council of the Parliament
of Western Australia in Parlia-
ment assembled, beg to express
our loyalty to our Most Gracious
Sovereign and to thank Your
Excellency for the Speech You
have bcen pleased to deliver to
Parliament.

THE HON. B. THOMPSON (South
Metropolitan-Leader of the opposition,
[5.09 p.m.]: I support the motion moved
by the Hon. I. 0. Pratt last Thursday
evening, when the Governor had the grace
to open the second session of the 28th
Parliament. Mr Pratt's sne2ch dealt with a
number of items and was a generalisation
of many things which are well known to
all of us. One Part, of his speech that in-
trigued me somewhat related to his refer-
ence to the Governor's Speech, where the
Governor stated-

This year should see the comple-
tion of the feasibility study by the in-
ternational consortium beaded by
B.H.P. assisted by State Government
officers, of a two-billion dollars steel-
works in Western Australia.

The Governor wvent on to say that. "It
is a vital project. ..... I think all Gov-
ernments over the Years have aimed to
get a Jumbo steel works off the ground and
operating in Western Australia. However.
although Mr Pratt cardied out some form

of research into the subject to establish
the various bodies which have made and
which are making environmental impact
studies relating to Cockburn Sound. I
believe he jumped the gun when he said
he hoped that Kwlnana would be con-
sidered as a site and that, with all the
environmental protection safeguards we
have at our disposal, Kwinana would be
an ideal Place for the steel works.

I think I speak for all members who
represent the area, such as the Hon. D. K.
Dans, sitting on my left and the H-on. A. D.
Taylor, who is in another place when I say
that we have left our options open on where
the jumbo steel works should be located,
because we consider the feasibility study
might not give us any cause for alarm; it
might not even suggest Cockburn Sound as
a Practical site.

We can learn by the mistakes of the past
and we all appreciate that not much was
known about the environmental impact of
smog and other forms of pollution when
the Kwinana Oil Refinery was built. How-
ever I would bet London to a brick that
if we were starting afresh in Western Aus-
tralia neither the refinery nor the
adjacent works would be built on Cockburn
Sound, because they were wrongly situated
to begin with. Such industry should be
built in the hinterland. The pattern of life
being what it is, people wish to live on the
coastline, and that is why building blocks
at City Beach, Mosman Park, Cottesloe and
other places are considered choice sites
and are so expensive.

Over the past couple of years, at my own
expense, I have endeavoured to try to form
an opinion on the question Of Pollution in
this area. I honestly suggest to Mr Pratt
that hie should do the same thing, and the
only way he can do it is at considerable
personal expense. When the afternoon sea
breeze has just commenced, he should do
as I did and hire a light plane and spend
an hour and a half or two hours circling
above Swinana and following the pattern
of the pollution which comes from Swin-
ana. It is strange but true, that not a great
deal of the pollution goes into Fremantle
itself. Its normal pattern is that it moves
from Kwlnana, travels either just north or
south of Mt Brown and crosses over and
skirts around the settlement of Deepdene.
It then seems to follow the old Rockinghami
Road up to the vicinity of Russell Road
and travels in a north-easterly direction,
eventually finding its way to the Canning
River.

From the Canning River-and I am now
talking about the main stream-the smog
drifts down and lies around the waters of
Perth. I think the honourable member is
jumping the gun a bit when he gets up
merely for the sake of saying something
prior to a feasibility study being produced
for our perusal. I suggest he should have
a look at this aspect before he makes any
further statement.
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The other step the honourable member
should take to acquaint himself of this
matter-and I would recommend this be
done by all members, because we will have
to make a serious decision when the feasi-
bi lity agreements come forward for the
establishment of the proposed Jumbo steel
works-is that he should visit the Crystal
Brook area. I have done this a dozen or
more times to ascertain the aftereffects of
the smog, when it comes from Kwinana
and lies around the Forrestield area.

We all join with the honourable member
whmn he says we want to see a jumbo
steel works established. I know the Gov-
ernment of which I was a member did its
utmost to try to get such a works estab-
lished as did other Governments. I do not
know whether the honourable member
has resided in cities where Jumbo steel
works are established. If he has not done
so I suggest that he take the first oppor-
tunity to acquaint himself with what is
involved. To have an area free from pol-
lution and noise nuisance that would
emanate from the establishment of such
an industry it would be necessary to live
at a distance of seven miles from such a
works.

That would not be the case if the works
were established at Kwinana. As I say.
however, I have yet to read the report
and see what is intended and what the
environmental impact is likely to be not
on Fremantle or the adjacent area alone
but also on the city of Perth. I s~ay this
because we in Western Australia are very
fortunate in that we are one of the few
moderately clean cities in Australia if not
in the world and I think we should keep
it as such.

1 now turn to the Governor's Speech.
I do not think it can be denied by any-
body that the Government has again used
the Governor as a vehicle to cover up
its own ineptitude In failing to fulfil the
electoral promises it made. it has used
the Governor again to attack the Aus-
tralian Government. Why should such
an attack be made? It is easy to under-
stand why such an attack should be made.
The reason is that It is the work of one
man-Sir Charles Court-who is now
known sarcastically among the members of
his own Government-and particularly
among the members of the Liberal Party-
as their grand and glorious leader. They
call him this because nothing can be done
unless Sir Charles sanctions It. He has an
ineffective Cabinet, as such. At one timeCabinets acted as Cabinets, but they do
not seem to do so any longer.

The Hon. N. McNeill: How would you
know how our Cabinet operates?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I will re-
turn to that in a moment. I was about
to give one illustration of this, and I

refer to the question of the Lamb Market-
ing Board. Here we have a clear illustra-
tion of a one-man band Government.

Nobody in this 'House can deny that the
Deputy Premier, although he was Acting
Premier at the time, was unable, off his
own bat, to make a decision on this
matter when the Premier was overseas in
January of this year. It was not possible
for the Deputy Premier to make a de-
cision of his own at the time. According
to the Press certain squabbles were en-
suing-and according to the Press they
are still ensuing-between the Country
Party and the Liberal Party, because it is
the policy of the Country Party to extend
the operations of the Lamb Marketing
Board. We are now told, by the media,
that the Government now finds that the
Lamb Marketing Board can deal in sum-
mer lambs.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: Perhaps
the back-benchers have had a say.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: That is not
what the media has said, I wish the
honourable member would listen to what
I said. I indicated the media had In-
formed us-there had been no Govern-
ment announcement-that a loophole had
been overcome and that summer lambs
now come under the control of the Lamb
Marketing Hoard.

The Hon. N. McNeill: They have always
been available to the Lamb Marketing
Board because they are lambs.

The lon. Ri. TUOMPSON: I wish the
Minister would listen to me. In January
an approach was made under great pres-
sure from the Country Party and from
the Farmers' Union to extend the board's
powers to deal in hogget. However the
Deputy Premier could not make a state-
ment; even though he is Minister for
Agriculture he could not make a state-
ment at the time-and he still cannot
make a statement, because he must have
the decision made for him by the Premier.
This is a disgraceful state of affairs. Ap-
parently no decision can be made by Indi-
vidual Ministers in their departments un-
less they first get the approval of Sir
Charles.

The Ron. N. McNeill: You know full
well decisions are made by Cabinet.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: No decision
can be made unless it is approved by Sir
Charles Court; there is no room for
initiative-it just does not exist with this
Government. We are dealing with a situa-
tion in this State of near-dictatorship,
and it will become a true dictatorship if
Cabinet Ministers do not take charge of
their own departments and run them as
such. Cabinet decisions should be made
by Cabinet and these should not be
vetoed by the Premier. We find that even
when the Premier was in America he
vetoed a decision.
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The Hon. N. McNeil: How do you know

that?
The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: Cabinet

Ministers should not be puppets. They
certainly are puppets at the moment.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I will get you a
big spoon to enable you to do more stir-
ring.

The Hon. D. K. Dana: Perhaps a shovel
would be better.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: I would now
like to quote from an article which ap-
peared in The West Australian of the 30th
January, 1975. It reads as follows-

A major row could develop between
the State Government coalition part-
ners on giving the WA Lamb Market-
ing Board extended powers to export
hogget and mutton.

On Monday, the Acting Premier, Mr
McPharlin who favours the proposal.
promised a decision yesterday on the
request which was made late last year
by the board and the Farmers' Union.

But on Tuesday the Cabinet decided
to defer the matter for a week be-
cause Liberal Party ministers wanted
more information.

The Government had a month or so: it
knew it was on. To continue-

Mr MePharlin said he had tried to
give the extra information to the
Cabinet but the Liberal ministers had
said they wanted more information.

Some politicians claim that a few
of the companies Involved in the meat
trade have applied Pressure through the
Liberal Party to oppose the move.

The Hon. N. McNelll: You would like to
think that is true.

The H-on. Rt. THOMPSON: The article
continues--

The W. A. President of the Country
Party. Mr. David Reid said "It would
be gross stupidity to restrict the
board's functions. I do not understand
the reason for the resistance.t '

rhere was a further article in The West
Australian of the 5th February, 1975,
wvhich reads--

The State Cabinet yesterday defer-
red-for the second time-a decision
on whether the Lamb Marketing
Board should have its trading powers
extended to include hogget.

One C? politician has predicted a
row in the coalition if the Liberal
Party interferes too much in the
matter.

it is all very well for members to suggest
-as one has already interjected-that

J[ am starting to stir. I am not starting
to stir.

The H-on. A. A. Lewis: Are we to take
it that you are about to finish stirring?

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON, Everything I
have said is factual. The Cabinet Minis-
ters know it Is so as do the rank and file
members of the Government-it is a one-
man band that is governing Western
Australia at the moment.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: What rot!
The Hon. R. THOMPSON: How mealy-

mouthed can one get? We have heard mem-
bers of the Government getting up, criticis-
ing and castigating the Australian Govern-
ment-we even had Mr Lewis moving a
motion against the Australian Government
-but when we have something which can
be done for the benefit of farmers-

The Hon. V. J. Ferry: The Federal
Government will not do anything for the
f armers.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis; What did You
say the Federal Government did for the
farmers?

The Hon. U. THOMPSON: I say that
the members of the Government are
adopting a mealy-mouthed attitude when
they criticise the Federal Government
knowing full well that here we have some-
thing that has been requested by the
Farmers' Union and by the Country Party
and yet it has been completely overridden
by the leader and the dictator of the
Government, Sir Charles Court.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: Has the Lamb
Marketing Board requested it?

The H-on. R. THOMPSON: Yes.
The Hon. A. A. Lewis: When?
The Hon. R THOMPSON: In his closing

remarks at the end of last session the
Minister for Justice, after dealing with
the number of Bills that had been passed,
and so on, said something to the effect
that the Leader of the Opposition who
usually speaks at great length had not
done so this year. The Minister must have
been a bit surprised.

The Hon. V. J. Ferry: He was very
grateful.

The Hon. N. McNeill, Co-operative.
The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: That is the

exact word. I was co-operative, and the
reason for my being co-operative was that
I was aware the Government was new and
Inexperienced, and its actions have proved
that to be the case.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: That is only
Your opinion.

The Hon. R THOMPSON: As I Progress
I will prove that the Government is in-
experienced. My party adopted the atti-
tude it did to permit the Ministers tc
gain experience. However, over the 12-
month period we find the Ministers have
not done so. I can assure the Minister
for Justice that the soft tune I played
last year to enable him to gain experience
is now a thing of the past. Members of
my party now propose to make the Gov-
ernment account in no uncertain terms far
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the wild. weird, expensive, and Inopera-
tive policy it put before the people-it
bamboozled the People with words and
propaganda-in its endeavour to be
elected to the Government benches.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: Do you suggest
the electors are fools?

'The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I do not
suggest that at all; I am referring to the
lies that this Government told electors
before the last election.

The Hon. N. McNeill: I object to that as
I have done before. They are not lies
at all.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Members of
the Government will have more than one
opportunity to answer me before the
debate concludes. The only thing the Gov-
ernment has done in its 12 months in of-
fice is to use its numbers to introduce
legislation which was not foreshadowed in
its policy speech. That legislation has been
regressive and costly-not only in monet-
ary terms-and has engendered tear in
the minds of the public.

One of its costly pieces of legislation-
I anticipated it would cost $8 million-
was the duplication of the Police Traffic
Branch; and It Is becoming more abund-
antly clear each day that my estimate
was correct. However, time will prove
whether or not I was right. I am sure that
if Cabinet Ministers opposite were to sit
down now and study the costing of the
department, they would realise I was cor-
rect in my forecast. I had the expenses
of the new department costed by offiers
from more than one department prior to
the election. Of course the catch cry will
be that the Government does not have
enough money to put Its policies into oper-
ation, because it is being starved by the
Commonwealth Government from which it
has had more money than any other Gov-
ernment would hope to obtain.

Last year Mr Heitman, particularly, as
well as other members kept referring to
the money from the Commonwealth as
being our money. 'This is true. I admit the
Australian Government has our money and
when I move on to another subject matter
later I hope he will agree with me that it
is our money which is involved.

The Hon. J. Heitman: That will be tough.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: It will be
tough if the honourable member has to
do another somersault. He did a few last
year. However, I will not get on to that
subject for probably another hour.

I hope that In the interests of Western
Australia the Ministers assert themselves
during the next 12 months and get to know
their departments. I will not mention his
name, but after six months In office one
Minister did not know any of the work-
ings of his department. This situation is
a sad reflection on the Government and it

is a bad state of affairs for Western Aus-
tralia and the people. I hope that the Min-
isters will return to their election Pro-
mises.

The Hon. Clye Griffiths: It was particul-
arly evident during the life of the previous
Government; I know that.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: There are not
many of our policies that we did not put
into operation. We attempted to put them
all into operation but we were unable to
because the necessary legislation did not
get through this Chamber. However, at
least we were honest, sincere, and pro-
gressive, and introduced the legislation.

The Hon. N. McNeill: And for which in
many Instances you were very grateful!

The Ron. R. THOMPSON: We intro-
duced the legislation, but it was rejected
by this Chamber.

The Eon. N. McNeill: Would you deny
that you wanted some of that legislation
defeated in the Legislative Council?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Never at any
time.

Let us study the legislative programme
announced in the Governor's Speech. tast
year I said that the Programme contained
in the Governor's Speech was an empty
programme. This is the Government's
second legislative programme, and it has
only one more to submit-

The Hon. N. McNeill: We have a lot
more than that.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: -before 1976.
If the Government intends to get off its
bottom and do something, this is the time
to do so. However, what do we flid? Last
Year the two coalition parties announced
an empty legislative programme, and tiley
have done the same thing this year.

I hope that members of the Liberal and
Country Parties will consult the famous
little Liberal Policy book. I believe it is
one of the greatest books ever Printed-

The Hon. N. McNeill: It must be; you
qluote It often enough.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: -because it
damns and slams the Liberal Party at every
turn. Part (1) concerns vital issues.

The Hon. Clive Griffiths: What page?
The Hon. R. THOMPSON: It is not

numbered. I have done better than the
Liberal Party because I have numbered
the pages in my copy. The Liberal Party
did not have the brains to number the
Pages. This was done not only to con-
fuse the party's own members, but also
members of the general public.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: If You cannot
get a better argument than that you are
weak.
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The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Under
"Vital Issues" which is on the first page

-in the book, for the benefit of Mr Olive
Griffiths, is the following-

The Federal Invasion.
The Liberal Alternative.
The Four-State Alliance.
Improving Commonwealth-State Re-
lations.

Last year in no fewer than 11 paragraphs
of the Governor's Speech 15 comments
castigated the Australian Government.
This year the situation is exactly the
same, although I admit there were not as
many castigations. The Government has
not made so many criticisms because I
believe that even Sir Charles Court is
beginning to wake up to the fact that he
cannot keep doing it. The people are
awake. He fooled them once, but he will
not fool them again. They want to see
his policy put into operation. However,
although he claimed he could do it, he
is, of course, unable to do so, because,
firstly, his Ministry is not capable and,
secondly, he Is not a sufficient leader.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: What a clever
lot of people you must have.

The Hon, S. J. Dellar: Crackerjack.
The Hon. HR. THOMPSON: Although the

Liberral Party Policy contained a reference
to the necessity to improve Common-
wealth-State relations, the State Govern-
ment has confirmed It will join the Inter-
state Corporate Affairs Commission and
wilAl sign the agreement with the States of
New South Wales. Victoria, and Queens-
land, for which Purpose legislation will be
required. That is a wonderful start to put-
ting its policy into effect.

The Hon. N. McNeill: And who des-
troyed the Eggleston Committee on cor-
porate affairs in 1973? Tell me that. The
Whitlamn Government!

The Hon. R, THOMPSON: I know the
answer, but I happen to be making this
speech, and when I conclude the subject
matter with which I am deailing I will
then answer interjections.

Following the State Government's
undertaking to improve Commonwealth-
State relations and to resist centralisation
of power in Canberra, It proposes to join
with some other States in the establish-
ment of a States' see-etariat. How gul-
lible does the Government believe the
people are? It submits one policy con-
cerning the improvement of Common-
wealth-State relations, and then what
does it do? It goes out of its way-or
Sir Charles Court does; he is a one-man
band who does not consult his colleagues
and for this I feel sorry for them-to
damage and destroy Commonwealth-State
relations.

The Hion. N. McNeill: That is what
the people of Queensland thought, too,
and the people of the Northern Territory.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: Sir Charles
Court tried to be second, and no prizes
are given for being second. Sir Charles
tried to ape Ejelke-Petersen. That is all
he did. He tried to ape him, but he has
not been successful. Western Australia
Is dependent upon the Australian Govern-
ment's co-operation and while these sets
of issues arise from time to time and
while the Governor is being used as a
pawn to permit Sir Charles to ape another
Minister, neither the Governor nor the
State is beniefitting.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: That is a very
offensive statement.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The Press
did report quite favourably the situation
which prevailed here last Thursday even-
ing. Unfortunately-and no blame can
be asociated with those people who report
to their newspapers--the Governor's
speech was not published in full. It would
have been fakrer if it had been because
the average member of the public would
be in the dark as to the contents and
meaning of the Governor's Speech. It was
a dirty, low trick pulled for the second
year in succession-a dirty, low trick.

The Ron. V. J. Ferry: There was no
trick about it.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: There was no
trick about It? Was it done by design
then ?

Point o1 Order
The Hon. N. MeNEILL: I find those

words completely distasteful and com-
pletely inappropriate in this House and I
ask the Leader of the Opposition to with-
draw them. He has referred to the Speech
of the Governor and has used words which
are inappropriate in the circumstances.

The PRESIDENT: Would the Minister
tell me the words he wishes to have with-
drawn?

The Hon. N. McNEILL: The words used
by the Leader of the Opposition and to
which I object are, "dirty, low trick".

The PRESIDENT: The Minister for
Justice has asked for a withdrawal.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON:. Under our
Standing Orders I have no option but to
withdraw them, which I do.

Debate Resumed
The Hon. R, THOMPSON: I will sub-

stitute another word. A dastardly trick
was played on the Governor; and that is
all it was. It does not matter what words
I use, the meaning Is the same. It was
shocking for the Governor to be used as
he was. He is not in a Position to refuse
to make the Speech, because it Is written
by the Government and presented to him;
and he has to read it, It was a shocking
state of affairs. This Government should
not be proud of it. I do not think any other
State Government has attempted to do
such a thing.

22
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The Hon. N. McNeill: That, I think, is
open to question. You had better check
the records.

The Hion. R. THOMPSON: If it has been
I do not know when.

The Hon. N. McNeill: if you do not
know when It has been done, I suggest
you qualify your statement, because Gov-
ernments in Governor's Speeches have
criticised the Commonwealth Government.

The Hon, R. THOMPSON: I was speak-
ing about the intention of this State Gov-
ernment to join with other Governments
in an Interstate Corporate Affairs Com-
mission. Unless the Labor Governments
also join, a dangerous state of affairs will
exist in Australia. A secretariat estab-
lished by independent States is dangerous.
in this way the first seeds of secession
have been sown within the different States
of Australia.

The Hon. N. McNeill: Do you know
whether the Commonwealth Government
discussed and collaborated with State
Ministers prior to the introduction of its
corporations and securities legislation?

The Hion. R. THOMPSON: I could not
say.

The Hon. N. Mcweill: I will tell you:
they did not, despite frequent representa-
tions.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: This move
throughout Australia to create an offshoot
secretariat organisation is dangerous ,and
it is the beginning of secessionist move-
ments in the States. Is that what this
Government wants? Is that what members
in this Chamber want? Do they want that
to happen? Quite a few right-wing organ-
isations have started up. Even the Liberal
Party would not accept some of the right-
wing organisations which started up in
South Australia, New South Wales, and
Queensland. We know what was the
meaning of those organisations, and I
would say the Liberal Party acted cor-
rectly in not being forced against its will
into attempting to gain a few seats.

The Hon. Olive Griffiths: What that
has to do with the matter, I do not know.

The 'Hon. R. THOMPSON: An inter-
jection led me into it, I sincerely trust
the Government of this State will have
second thoughts and will not proceed to
set up a secretariat. I want to see Aus-
tralia as the continent of Australia, not
as a number of individual States.

The Hon. N. McNeill: Are you in favour
of Federation?

The Hion. R. THOMPSON: Most cer-
tainly.

The H-on. A. A. Lewis: Do you think co-
operation between the Federal Govern-
ment and the State Governments is a
good idea?

The Hon. R, THOMPSON: I think the
Australian Government is attempting to
give every possible co-operation but the
Government of this State will not accept
it; and I will prove that at a later stage.
The State Government will not accept the
co-operation which is being offered to it.
Instead, it is creating division which is
dangerous for Australia.

The H-on. N. McNeill: Is the State Gov-
ernment creating it?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Yes.
The Hon. N. McNeill: The Federal Gov-

ernment has nothing to do with it?
The Hon. D. K. Dans: When it gave away

taxing rights, the State Government could
have flown over to Hottnest and stayed
there.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Centralist!

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: If the masses
voted in a referendum on centralism, it
would be carried.

The Hon. V. J. Ferry: Like daylight
saving?

The Hon. N. McNeill: That has been the
issue in a number of elections.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: What about
Australia as a whole?

The Hon, R, THOMPSON: A referendum
must be carried by a majority of States,

The Hon. A. A. Lewis:, We are a State
Parliament. Should we not look after the
interests of this State?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: It is useless
to pretend that one is a member of a State
Parliament. Mr Lewis, particularly, was
elected on the platform of improving
Commonwealth-State relations, but this
Government has not lifted a finger to im-
prove Commonwealth -State relations. if
It has, I would like to know what it hias
done.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: I would think-

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The Govern-
ment has not lifted one finger. All it has
done is castigate, criticise, and cast blame.

The Hon. N. McNeill: We have done a.
great deal of travelling between east and
wvest in order to try to do it.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: All Ministers
do that. When the Minister for Justice
was in Federal politics the Federal Gov-
ernment of which hie was a member
adopted an unco-operative attitude. It
would not co-operate with the State Gov-
ernment when the Liberal Party was in
office. Is it not true that the Federal
Government would not even co-operate
with the Brand Government on many
issues?

The Hon. N. McNeill: We used to
criticise the Commonwealth Government;
of course we did.
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The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: The Minister
for Justice was a member of the Federal
Government then. He criticised It on
many aspects of nonco-operation with the
State Government. Why Is Mr Lewis bark-
ing his head off? It will always be the
same.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: I will, not get
down as low as some people do.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: Of course, a
few interjections are flying about. When
is the Government going to start putting
its policy into operation?

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: Have a look at
education.

The Hon. D. K. Dane: Cut It out!
The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: Look at edu-

cation! Nothing would have been achieved
had It not been for the greatest Govern-
ment ever bringing forward an Australian
education policy. I refer to the Australian
Labor Government.

The H-on. A. A. Lewis: I beg your
pardon!

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: That policy
would never have been put into opera-
tion-

The Hon. A. A Lewis: Is that policy in
the book you are waving around?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: No.
The Hon. A. A. Lewis: Make yourself

clear.
The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: of course,

the Australian Government was in office
before this policy was written. The Gov-
ernment knew what the Karmel report
would say and it knew of the policies of
the Australian Government. It therefore
came up with some lavish proposals which
may not be implemented, but If they are
implemented it will be with money especi-
ally given to the State through the good
graces of the Australian Government.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: On the one hand
you are damning this policy, and on the
other you are saying the Federal Govern-
ment will support it. Let us have some
clear thinking and we will get somewhere.

The Hon. R, THOMPSON: What I
should do. for the benefit of Mr Lewis-

The PRESIDENT: The Leader of the
Opposition should address the Chair.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: For the bene-
fit of Mr Lewis, I should repeat every
sentence twice so that he will understand
what I am saying.

The PRESIDENT: There Is a Standing
Order dealing with repetition.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: That is right.
That is why I do not want to repeat what
I amn saying. If the honourable member
would refrain from interjecting and listen
more carefully, I could continue with my
speech.

The Governor's Speech mentions high
inflationary pressures. This is a very in-
teresting subject.

The Hon. N. McNeill: Indeed it is.
The Hon. D. K. ants: We have the

highest rate of inflation in Australia.
The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: This Is a

very interesting subject because, accord-
ing to its polity, the Government intended
to control Inflation, but in the 12 months
the Government has been in office the
rate of inflation has grown to more than
18 per cent-the highest rate of inflation
In Australia in the last two quarters.
Among its other wild and weird proposals,
the Government intended to send an officer
hither and thither to obtain materials in
order to stop unemployment; and of course
unemployment is increasing. Has any
member ever tried to get a dozen 3M x
J" bolts or some gutter screws? These are
only the simple things people need In
order to do household repairs; but when
one goes into a large hardware store and
asks why they are unobtainable-

The Hon. N. McNeill: There is probably
an import quota on them.

The Hon. ft. THOMPSON: -one might
be told the wharfies are on strike, yet the
last strike the wharfies had was in 1958.

The H-on. Clive Griffiths: They have not
yet got the bolts off the wharf.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: It may be
true that the bolts have not been delivered,
but that would come back to the private
enterprise transport system which has not
woken up to the fact that they are still
waiting on the wharf. The waterside
workers would definitely have unloaded
them. If the Government wants to get
things moving, it should get the private en-
terprise system moving, because shortages
in Western Australia are a cause of unem-
ployment. In the 12 months since the
officer was appointed he may have had a
hard task-I do not know the man and I
will not criticise him-but at least there
does not appear to be any Improvement
anywhere.

The Hon. N. McNeill: Do you want pri-
vate enterprise to get moving?

The Hon. R,. THOMPSON: The Govern-
ment stood on a policy of private enter-
prise, but that policy is sinking the Gov-
ernment.

The Hon. N. McNeill: I am asking a
question.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: Private
enterprise is sinking the Government,
proving that the private enterprise system
is not Working and cannot work.

The Hon. N. McNeill: Do you want
private enterprise to get moving?

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: It is the
Government's policy. I have no influence
on it.
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The Hon. Clive Griffiths: You can
imagine what the situation would be had
we not been In Government.

The Hon. H. THOMPSON: There were
no shortages previously. We were export-
ing beef, cattle, and mutton. We were
selling everything and had new Industries
starting up.

The Hon. N. McNeill: Are you prepared
to answer my question? Do you want
private enterprise to get moving?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Until we can
tip this Government out of office, yes;
and the sooner we can tip the Govern-
ment out, the bettor, otherwise Western
Australia will be in a very sorry state.

The Hon. N. McNell. Well, why do you
not talk to Your colleagues in Canberra.?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The items
about which I am speaking are manufac-
tured in Western Australia. The Premier
was going to cure every Ill better than
any Aspro ever could. He was going to
cure the lot. And what has he done?
He has flopped, and members of the Goy-
ernnment are flopping with him.

The Hon. D. K. Dana: The Australian
Government will be in office for a long
time.

The Hon. R, THOMPSON: I am dealing
with the high rate of inflation and unem-
ploymnent. The State Government was go-
ing to cure unemployment. It was con-
cerned about the small amount of unem-
ploymnent which existed when we went
out of office, but the number of unem-
ployed in Western Australia has now
grown considerably. It has not grown so
much in the metropolitan area-I know
only one person in the metropolitan area
who is unemployed, to be honest. But
according to the figures there is great un-
employment in Western Australia, prob-
ably in the provincial and outback areas
rather than In the metropolitan area. I
think most people who want a Job In the
city can find one.

The Hon. N. McNeill: That is not the
situation at Onowangerup, is it?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I qualified
my statement by saying the unemploy-
ment probably existed in a few provincial
areas. Many people will not travel to or
live In the country at the present time.

The Governor's Speech went on to say
that relief funds were welcome but they
were only a palliative to cure an ill for a
short time. Where Is the Government's
policy after it has been in office for 12
months? It should not need this pallia-
tive.

The Hon. N. McNeill: We do not want
to apply a palliative.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: If it is the
dynamic force It told the electorate It
would be, when will the Government start

curing unemployment In Western Austra-
lia, particularly in the regional towns I
have mentioned? It Is essential that the
Government set about creating goodwill;
it has destroyed all the goodwill the pre-
vious Government built up.

The Hon. Cive Oriffiths: With wham?
The Hon. S. J. Dellar: Everybody.
The Hon. Rt, THOMPSON: The Previous

Government created goodwill In the comn-
mui~mty. The present Government should
start to solve some of the economic Ills
which beset us. It should put into effect
the policy it said it would put into effect
and create new industries. Of course,
only one industry of note was referred to
in the Governor's Speech, and that is the
chip board industry. I can well recall
that industry being discussed when I was
In the Tonkin Labor Cabinet, so it is not
a new industry generated by this Govern-
ment; it was already In the pipeline. I
think it is a good thing and I give full
acclaimn to it because It will mean that
we will not have to Import chip board
from overseas,

However, as I said previously the Gov-
ernment has made no serious attempt to
tackle the problem of shortages which are
quite apparent in Western Australia. No-
one can blame the Australian Govern-
ment for the shortages of many consumer
lines which housewives expect to find in
big supermarkets.

The Hon. N. McNeill: Surely you can-
not believe that.

The Hon. H. THOMPSON: If the Minis-
ter goes into a supermarket on a Friday
afternoon he will find the shelves almost
bare. I have been to some supermarkets
and had a look for myself.

The Hon. N. McNeill: You cannot pos-
sibly believe that the Commonwealth
Government cannot be held responsible
for shortages of consumer goods.

The Hon. H. THOMPSON: Of course
it cannot, because we have a free trade
situation, and all these goods are manu-
factured in Australia.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: They have
stopped being manufactured.

The Hon. R, THOMPSON, They are
manufactured in Australia, and the com-
panies which manufacture them are show-
ing record profits.

The Hon. D, J, Wordsworth: They used
to.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Let us take
soap. Certain items of soap are unpro-
curable in some supermarkets on Friday
af ternoons.

The Hon. D. K. Dana: At least we had
enough soap to wash with when the Ton-
kin Government was in office. Beef was
at a good price, too.
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The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: I am dis-
gusted with the lack of Imagination of
the Qovernment, as illustrated by the list
of proposed legislation which will be forth-
coming during the next 12 months. I men-
tion the Dardanup particle board mill,
the re-organisatlan of the State Electricity
Commission, the proposed new mining Act,
and the creation of the post of parliamen-
tary secretary to the Cabinet. The last of
these items underlines a statement I made
earlier. It Is most necessary for the Liber-
als to have a parliamentary secretary to
the Cabinet, but it was not necessary for
the Labor Government to have such a
secretary because we were ont the bail and
did our job well.

However, members of the present Gov-
ernment are finding themselves in diffi-
culty and they must have a parliamentary
secretary to the Cabinet so that he can
communicate the Ideas of the departments
to the Premier so that the Premier can
veto themr if he wishes--that is about
all the position amounts to.

The Hon. N. McNeill: You should have
used that fertile imagination when you
were In government; it would have done
you a tremendous amount of good.

The Han. ft. THOMPSON: That is all
the position amounts to, because if Cab-
inet Is functioning properly it should not
require the services of a liaison officer to
run around and provide communication
between Ministers and their Premier.
When this move was announced in the
Press it seemed as though the Government
would become a bit more efficient-and,
God knows, it needs to-but when one
analyses the situation one finds the pre-
sent Cabinet Ministers and the Premier
are lacking in communication. That was
even stated to the Press.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: By whom?

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: The Minister
for Health.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I did nothing of
the sort.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: I will quote
the Minister's statement to him.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: He was misquoted.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: As r progress
with my speech I will quote the Minister's
statement. He may have been misquoted
and, if so, he will have an opportunity
to say so.

Sitting suspended from 6.05 to 7.30 p.m.

The H-on. Rt. THOMPSON: Before the
tea suspension I was saying that the
coalition Government was not a very
happy one and there seemed to be a lack
of communication between Ministers and
the Premier. I also said I would quote
some Press reports. I can only rely on the
Press reports as to whether or not the

statements are true. The following report
appeared in the Daily News on the 10th
January, 1975-

Two of W.A.'s most prominent C.P,
members today accused the Liberal
Party of trying to kill their Party.
They both spoke out strongly against
the tactics of the Liberals in W.A.
Mr Jack Hallett, former M.H.R. for
Canning said the Liberals had been
working for some time to destroy the
C.P. "They make no secret of it",
he said. Senator Drake Brockmsan,
C.P. Leader in the Senate, said some
people throughout the Liberal or-
ganisation were more concerned with
annihilating the Country Party then
pooling their resources to defeat the
Whitlamn Government. Mr Hallett also
said, "in the Liberals ignorance of
the situation they have worked to win
seats from the C.P. in an effort to
govern in their own right". But It
was probably the greatest Liberal of
all, Sir Robert Measles, who toid a
party meeting of Liberal and OP.
Members that if the Liberals tried to
govern on their own they would fail.
(The Minister for Health and Com-
munity Welfare, Mr Baxter, said he
believed heart to heart talks between
the Premier, Sir Charles Court and
Mr MoPharlin more regularly than
in the past would bind the coalition
closer together, "We all know what
sort of chap the Premier is". "Trying
to get time to have heart to heart
talks is a problem", he said.)

The H-on. N. E. Baxter: He is an ex-
tremely busy man; that is the reason.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I think that
Press report confirms the criticisms I have
made but, of course, Mr McPharlin and
Mr Baxter, responsible Ministers of the
Crown, would not make a statement such
as that.

The Hon. Olive Griffiths. You are jump-
ing to conclusions.

The Hon, R. THOMPSON: I1 take it that
it is true the Premier should have more
heart-to-heart talks with Mr Mcrharlin.
I can, of course, make many more Press
quotations. For instance, there was one
which reads as follows-

A message from America yesterday
from the Premier, Sir Charles Court,
did little to allay O.P. fears about its
role in the W.A. Government coalition.
Sir Charles said that the O.P. was
lucky to have done so well in the
coalition with the Liberal Party. He
said that the O.P. had been gener-
ously treated after last year's State
election. It was not entitled to three
Cabinet portfolios on numbers alone,
nor to the Deputy Premiership, but
without any demur or bargaining we
willingly gave them the three port-
folios, including the Deputy Premier-
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ship in a spirit of co-operation. Sir
Charles said it appeared that the main
pressure had come from the Federal
wing of the CFP. The W.A. President
of the C.P., Mr David Reid, said that
the C.?. would promote Its policies
and no-one in the Liberal Party could
deny its right to do that. The C.P.
was determined that its identity and
the things it stood for were not sub-
merged on a national or State level.

That report was published in The West
Australian on the 17th January, 1975. Of
course, Mr MePharlin came back with a
reply which was published in The West
Australian on the following day-the 18th
January, 1975. It reads as follows-

The A/Premier, Mr McPharlln, yes-
terday accused the Premier, Sirl
Charles Court, of condescension in his
remarks about the C.P.'s share in the
coalition government published in the
WVest Australian yesterday. Expressing
surprise at Sir Charles' remarks. Mr
MePharlin said that the C.P. had fufl-
filled a responsible role In the govern-
ment of the State. It certainly did not
deserve the condescension contained
in Sir Charles' remarks.

Then on the 20th January, 1975, Mr Mc-
Donnell wrote a letter to the editor as
follows-

"Your editorial, 'C.P.'s role' offers
paternalistic advice to the C.P. which
is unnecessary-rather it should be
directed to the Liberal Party which
appears to have lost or abandroned
the lofty philosophy and principles
which Sir Robert Menzies set in its
foundations. However, the O.P. does
not accept the assertion that the
Liberal Party adequately represents
rural and regional areas. It never has
and never will." T. J. McDonnell,
Senior Vice President, Country Party
of W.A.

That is how his letter appears in the Press
and I think that Press quotations are
generally true.

The Hon. Olive Griffiths: What about it?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: This brings
us to the point that the rural community
is suffering as a consequence of this dread-
ful paternalism, condescension, or lack of
communication, as the Minister for Health
has said.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I did not refer
to lack of communication. I referred to
heart-to-heart talks.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: We then
come to what is contained in the Gover-
nor's Speech in regard to the rural com-
munity. That Portion of the Speech reads
as follows--

The Government has taken steps in
an endeavour to assist beef cattle pro-
ducers by legislating for a minimum

price scheme for certain categories of
prime beef suitable for the domestic
market.

I admit that after being in office for 12
years, prior to the Labor Government tak-
ing office, this is the only endeavour that
has been made by the Government to
assist the rural community. Without any
prior knowledge of the contents of the
measure I dealt with the subject of the
Bill on the last night of Parliament. I
forecast then that there could be diffi-
culties. It was "rush" legislation. It was
legislation forced on the Government
ultimately by Mr Mcpharlin, but primarily
by the Farmers' Union itself. AS we know,
the term of that legislation will expire
on the 30th June of this year, but unfor-
tunately the intention of the Act has not
been carded out.

On page 6 of the Governor's Speech the
following continues--

The Government also continues to
press the Commonwealth to Provide
adequate financial assistance to beef
producers to assist them over the
present difficult period at a low rate
of interest and on terms similar to
rural reconstruction conditions.

Unfortunately we do not have a progress-
ive Government in Western Australia. If
this Government were progressive; if it
intended to carry out its policy, it would
need to take action in a hurry, because
beef producers in particular are in an
extremely sad plight, and I know many
of themn. They need action and not talk.

Thie State Government has the power
to grant them assistance. It Is useless
using the Governor to make a speech and
for the Government to say it is pressing
the Commonwealth. This Government can
do something by itself and do it straight
away. I think the Government should get
off its backside-particularly Mr Mcpharlin
-and do something.

The Hon. V. J. Ferry: What action
would you suggest?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The State
Government can make finance available
and guarantee funds for the beef Industry.
I speak for those engaged in the beef In-
dustry because many farmers have ap-
proached me. It was last year when I
challenged the Government to do some-
thing on behalf of the farmers, but what
do we find? It has done nothing to assist
the people in rural communities. If any-
thing. the Government has aggravated the
situation, because it has not put its policy
into effect. It has aggravated the situation
inasmuch as it has loaded the rural com-
munity with so many taxes and charges
that it Is no longer funny.

The Hon. N. McNeill: After what your
Commonwealth Government has done to
rural industries, how can you stand up
and say that? Goodness gracious me!
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The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The Minister
knew the Australian Government's policy
long before the Governor's Speech was
printed. Let us see what the Minister's
Government says about rural development.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: flow much do
you think the beef industry would need in
guarantees?

The H-on. Ft. THOMPSON: It is very
welcome to hear the honourable member
ask a question and not make a silly inter-
jection. The answer is: I do not know.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: That is what I
thought.

The Hon. Olive Griffiths: And yet you
say the State Government could easily
make the money available.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: At least the
Deputy Premier of Western Australia, who
is a Country Party member and who is
supposed to know all about farmers' prob-
lems, should be able to find out, because
the answer is simple.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: Oh yes!
The Hon. B. THOMPSON; Anyone could

obtain the answer If he so desired. The
Farmers' Union could supply the answer
within 24 hours.

The Hon. Olive Griffiths: That Is a fine
statement corming from someone who says
he has the answers.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Our State
Minister for Agriculture and members gen-
erally know that Mr Dave Evans, the prev-
ious Minister for Agriculture In the Labor
Government, is still regarded as being the
greatest Minister for Agriculture that
Western Australia has ever seen.

The Hon. Olive Griffiths: This is the
first time I have heard that.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Probably
Mr Griffiths does not talk with farmers.
but I do. The hungry attitude of the State
Government towards the collection of tax-
ation has. of course, brought the present
position about. I can recall last year when
I evidently had the Minister for Justice in
a bog. I asked him to tell us one thing
he had done for the farmers in Western
Australia. He must have been in a bog
because his reply was: They have got a
sympathetic Government. Those are his
exact words. In a few country towns I
showed the Minister's reply to some farm-
ers, and they said that the Minister had
made one mistake. That was that he had
put the letters SYM In front of the word
"'pathetic". I agree it is a pathetic Gov-
erment as far as the rural community is
concerned.

The Hon. V. J. Perry: That Is an extra-
ordinary statement being made by the
Leader of the Opposition who represents a6
metropolitan province.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: That Is
right.

The Hon. V. J. Ferry; You do not know
anything about the position.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I move
around the State and frequently I speak to
people and people also speak to me,

The Hon. R. P. Claughton: Farmers
even come to the city sometimes.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Many farm-
ers telephone me to say that they are dis-
gusted with the rural policy of the Govern-
ment. Again, others write to me pointing
out the lack of representation they are
receiving from the Deputy Premier. They
know the reason for this. They know he is
not allowed to make a, decision until it is
cleared by Sir Charles.

The Hon. Clive Griffiths: A moment ago
you said that Mr McPharlin forced last
year's legislation upon the Government.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I said ht
was forced by the Farmers' Union to in-
troduce this legislation.

The Hon. Olive Griffiths: You said the
farmers forced it onto the Government.

The Hon. D, K. Dans: And It Is excel-
lent legislation.

The Hon, R. THOMPSON: The rural
policy of the Liberal Government is worth
quoting. If members want me to quote it
In full I will, but the most prominent points
are as follows-

At a time of global scarcity of foods
and fibres, when market opportunities
are resurgent, a Labor policy has turn-
ed against the rural industries:

Their export income has been
slashed by revaluation.
The cost-offset of tax Incentives
have been taken away.
The cost-offset of superphosphate
bounty-a vital budget factor on
the low-fertility Western Aus-
traian sols-hbas been taken away,

That is mentioned in the Governor's
Speech. The question has been referred tc
the Industries Assistance Commission,

We then come to the following vital
issue in the Liberal policy-

The cost-additive of big increases
in State and Federal charges and
taxes has, been carelessly stacked oni
top of other budget costs.

Here we are talkng about the budget costs
of farmers.

As I proceed and Illustrate the costs,
members will know what I mean. I an
sure they will agree that what I am tell-
ing the House is factual. The next issuc
in the liberal policy Is-

The uncontrollable cost factor 01
inflation has been felt on the farm!
more than anywhere else.

I agree, but since this Government ha.E
been in office In Western Australia th(
State has faced its highest rate of Infla-
tion. L.et me remind the Government thai
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12 months ago the Liberal policy said that
it the party was elected to Government It
would beat Inflation,

The Liberal policy then stated-
What farmers need now far more

than the distress loans proposed by
Labor is a positive policy to Improve
their real earning power.

The Government has had 12 months to
do something for the farmers, but it has
tailed to do anything. The Liberal policy
then went on to state-

They need a complete overhaul of
marketing systems to ensure a better
market penetration, better returns,
and bigger outlets. We will Join with
them in an immediate inquiry into the
multiplicity of Boards and Authorities
to strengthen those that are effective,
weed out those that are ineffective,
and find the best alternatives.

I ask members opposite this: What has
the Government done about any of the
matters I have mentioned?

To continue with the Liberal policy-
They need a scheme, ready to

operate without delay, when seasonal
disaster strikes them down for reasons
beyond their control. We will draw
up a special scheme, backed by legis-
lation, to enable funds to flow Im-
mediately and to bring into being a
co-ordinating body to handle the
problem with utmost human concern.

This is the second legislative programmie
of the Government, and it has only one
more programme to Introduce before the
next election; yet there is no mention of
these matters in the Governor's Speech.
For that reason the farmers have been
left lamenting. How much can the farm-
ers accept in the Liberal policy speech?

The next item In the Liberal policy
speech dealing with rural development is--

Farmers and pastoralists are in
continual need of effective research to
cut their costs, Increase their output,
and improve the marketability of
their products. We will overhaul the
entire approach to rural and pastoral
research, and secure the best avail-
able advice-either in Australia or
abroad-in undertaking this vital re-
view.

of course, the only real approach I have
noted from the Press is that the Austra-
lian Government has made available large
stuns of money for research and other
purposes. I mentioned all that last year
when I spoke to the motion moved by Mr
Lewis.

The next part of the Liberal policy
states--

We will fight for the restoration of
the superphosphate bounty, recognis-
Ing that Western Australian farmers

consume one-third of the total Aus-
tralian output of this essential ferti-
User, and that their economic future
depends on Its availability at an eco-
nomic price.

I have mentioned that representation has
been made. Another part of the Liberal
policy asserts-

We will reorganise the Department
of Agriculture to strengthen Its cap~a-
city to forewarn farmers of economic
opportunity and economic problems.
in this way, future shortages and sur-
pluses can be foreshadowed with
reasonable accuracy to guide farmers
In planning the most effective man-
agement policies for their properties.

If we take the Item dealing with farmers
and pastoralists being In continual need of
effective research, together with the one I
have Just read out, we find the Liberal
policy stated that it was intended to set up
pastoral research, and introduce a special
scheme backed up by legislation to enable
funds to flow Immediately to bring into
being a co-ordinating body to handle the
problem with utmost human concern.

The Government did not do that last
year, and it has not done it this year. I
hope that no disaster such as a flood or a
similar hazard arises In the rural sector.
In this its second-year programme the
Government has not introduced the legis-
lation. it is about time the Government
honoured its election promises, because it
tricked the rural community into support-
ing its policy.

The Hon. N. McNeill: Do you remember
the advertisement, prior to the Tonkin
Government being elected, to this effect;
Money does not grow on trees?

The Hon, R. THOMPSON: To be honest,
I cannot.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: I remember the
slogan of the Liberal Party before the
Tonkin Government came into office. It
was "Get big or get out".

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: Can you quote
where he said that?

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Give me time
and I can.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON; To continue
with the Liberal policy-

We will support the Federal Liberal
Party proposal that the Trading Banks
and other lenders in the rural sector
combine to provide rural credit on a
basis that permits sound financing of
long-terra farm development.

Why has not the Government done any-
thing to help the beef producers? It seems
that the Liberal Party Prints these planks
of its policy, but forgets about them on
being elected.
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The next item in the Liberal policy
states-

We will discuss with producers the
establishment of a farm income re-
serve fund, subject entirely to their
agreement. The fund would be the
basis of a self-help scheme to moder-
ate the problem, inseparable from
rural production, of widely fluctuating
incomes.

What has the Government done in that
regard? If something has been done then
there appears to be a breakdown in com-
munications because when I met a large
and influential group of farmers they told
me, "If the Government has done any-
thing then it has not communicated it
to the farming community."

The next item in the rural development
policy of the Liberal Party stipulates--

We will hold special discussions with
the wool industry in Western Australta
on future marketing. We regard effec-
tive marketing as crucial to the future
of the wool industry.

I have had a little bit of experience of
the wool industry, and I agree with that
part of the Liberal policy. However, in
regard to the cost factor in the producdion
of wool, today wool is cheaper than It
was in the depression years. I can draw
a graph to prove this contention. Have
any of these discussions taken place? I
suggest not. It was the Australian Gov-
ernment which came to the rescue and
made available the large sum of $150
million for the purchase of wool at the
auctions.

Further on in the Liberal policy the
following appears--

We wvill pledge ourselves to pursue
an imaginative policy of water de-
velopment as a vital thing in rural
security.

Those are fine words, but what has the
GovErnment done in this regard? It ,.as
increased the water rates.

The Hon. D. XC. Dans: It is too dear
to drink in Port Hedland.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I could go
on speaking for a long time on that sub-
ject. It is all very well for the Government
to fool the people. It is not an honezt
approach to print election pledges, and
then not attempt to put them into opera-
tion after being elected as the Government.
I could quote a great deal more from the
Liberal policy speech. However, we should
look at some of the performances of the
Government which have had an effect on
the rural community.

The abattoir slaughtering fees have been
increased between '15 and 30 per cent.
There has been a 10 per cent increase Ifl
the slaughtering fees for cattle and calves,
and a 5 per cent increase in export charges.
There has been an increase of 25 per cent

in the slaughtering fees for sheep, lambs.
and goats; and a 20 per cent Increase in
export charges. There has been a 12.5 per
cent increase in the slaughtering fee for
pigs, and a 7.5 per cent increase in export
charges. That was put into effect In July..
1974.

The average total increase in sewerage
and water rates was 37 per cent from let
July, 1974. Shipping freights increased by
30 per cent also on the 1st July, 1974, and
this would net $1.52 million in the 1974-75
financial year.

Rail freights, and country train and
railway bus fares were increased by 17 per
cent on the 1st July, 1914, and these will
return the Government $10 million in the
1974-75 financial year.

The State Government Insurance Office
comprehensive vehicle insurance premiums
were increased by 25 per cent on the 1st,
August, 1974. In regard to electricity
charges, the domestic rate was increased
by 14.2 per cent on the 1st August, 1974:
and the cost of natural gas-although not
many farmers u-c natural gas--was in-
creased by 10 per cent. However, farmers
do use a great deal of manufactured gas,
and its cost was increased by 17 per cent.

The metropolitan train and bus fares-
and tome farmers use these services-were
increased by 27 per cent. The Government
hospital charges were increased by 50 per
cent on the 1st September, 1974, and an
additional $5 million is expected to be de-
rived from this source in 1974-75 and
$8.36 million in a full year.

The H-on. N. E. Baxter: This increase
does not cope with the extra wages.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: State Hous-
Ing Commission rentals have a bearing on
the rural community, and they have been
increased from $1 to $3.45 per week. This
will net $2.35 million in a year.

The interest rate on future State Housing
Commission purchase homes has been in-
creased from 5.375 per cent to 5.75 per
cent, and this took effect in September.
1974.

Pay-roll tax-it was the Liberal policy to
abolish it and to do all sorts of things
with it-was increased from 4.5 per cent
to 5 Per cent on the 1st September, 1974.

The Hon. V. J. Ferry: The Government
also brought in a Hill to provide assistance
for decentralised industry.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I would be
very interested to hear how much the Gov-
ernment has paid out, because this is one
of the biggest kites that the Government
has flown.

The Hon. V. J. Ferry: It was only pro-
claimed on 1st February last.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The honour-
able member does not have to remind me
about these things.

The Hon. V. J. Ferry: We should remind
you.
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The Hon, R. THOMPSON: All I want
is to get the answers.

The Hon. V. 3. Ferry: Do you know how
many applications have been processed?

The Hon. R. THOM:PSON: That Is what
I want to know. In regard to vehicle regis-
tration fees, drivers' license fees, and
transfer fees, the average increase was 65
per cent from the 1st October, 1974, and
this is expected to raise $8.1 million in the
1974-75 financial year, and $10.7 million
in a full year. of course, farmers would be
embraced in this category; the stamp duty
on cheques was increased by 33A per cent.
Fees from liquor licenses and hotels--I ex-
pect people in rural communities deserve
a drink as much as anybody else-increas-
ed by 27.3 per cent; while the fees on
taverns and licensed stores were increased
by 6.7 per cent.

Next I would like to refer to the Increase
in water rates, and this was mentioned in
the Liberal Party Policy. Country water
rates rose from 6c to 7.5c in the dollar for
domestic consumers, and from 9c to 10c in
the dollar for commnercial properties.

In regard to country water bills, the do-
mestic rate rose by $10 or 45.5 per cent on
the first 100 000 gallons and higher in-
creases for industrial and commercial con-
sumers have been imposed. I point this
out, so that the Minis ter will not try to
find an excuse when he replies: there have
been some selected reductions.

Then, of course, to further help the
farmer meat inspection fees rose from
131.5 per cent to 525 Per cent.

The H-on. D. K. Dans: That is real as-
sistance!

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: That In-
crease was to apply before Christmas,
1974, but I do not know the exact date
that the increased inspection fees cam~e
into operation.

Road permit charges rose by 20 per cent
in January of this year and they also have
some bearing on costs. Electricity charges
rose by 2.5 per cent on the 13th January,
1975, which will increase Government
revenue by $10 million in the present fin-
ancial year and by $20 million in a. full
financial year.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Meat inspection
fees are still cheaper than they were when
we came into government.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: The Minister had
better convey that information to the Meat
and Allied Trades Federation.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I did, in no
uncertain terms, and that organisation
tucked in its tail and ran.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The farmers
do not know about that. Meat inspection
fees have been increased to 525 per cent,
and they are supposed to be cheaper now.
The only reason they are cheaper now is
because this Government has so let down

the rural community that it has lost many
markets which could have been pursued
by this Government irrespective of the
Australian Government.

The Hon. N, E. Baxter: Where have we
lost markets; would the honourable mem-
ber tell us?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Markets
have been lost in Malaya.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Have they? Is
the Government to blame?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Does the
Minister not know?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: The Government
did not lose the markets.

The Hion. 1). K. Dans: Who did?
The H-on. N. E. Baxter: The markets are

not there. The Government did not lose
them.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I did not say
the Government had lost the markets.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: The Leader of
the Opposition said the Government had
lost markets.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I said the
Government had let the rural community
down.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: And lost mar-
kets.

The Hion. R. THOMPSON: We have lost
markets in Malaya, and probably in other
places. The Government should be send-
ing trade missions to other countries In an
effort to boost the sale of meat from Aus-
tralia.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: What does the
honourable member think we have been
doing?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Getting back
to the interjection that meat inspection
fees are cheaper, the reason is there has
been less export during the last 12 months
since the present Government has been
in office.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: That has
nothing to do with export. How little the
honourable member knows.

The Hon. G. C. Macsinnon: The Fed-
eral Government controls exports.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Only the licenses.
The Hon. R. THOMPSON: What about

abattoir fees? Has that nothing to do with
increased prices?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Which fees, the
inspection fees or the killing charges?

The Hon. R, THOMPSON: These are
increases which the Government has
levied unnecessarily on the rural com-
munity.

The Hon. N. S. Baxter: They have not
been levied unnecessarily at all. The hon-
ourable member does niot understand be-
cause he does not know.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: If I do not
know, the farmers do tiot know either.
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The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Yes they do.
The Hon. R. THOMPSON: When will

the Minister talk to the people he repre-
sents?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: The farmers
are being told. They understand It.

The Hon. D. K. Dana: And they agree?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: And they
accept it? Okay! If they accept all those
charges to which I have just referred
there Is a really depressing atmosphere
in the farming community. Many farmers
are not millionaires, as they are supposed
to be.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Coming
from the Leader of the Opposition we
ought to print that statement and put it
on a wall somewhere. I remember the
arguments which occurred when Mr Gayfer
rejected the idea that all farmers were
millionaires. Perhaps Mr Gayfer will con-
finm what I have said.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: I will tell you
later.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: A state-
ment like that coming from a member of
the Labor Party leaves me speechless.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I have beard
representatives of the Government say
they support the farming community and
the lifestyle of country people. The Gov-
ernment has also criticised the Australian
Government for what it has done to the
farming community. However, the present
State Government has done more in the
last 12 months to disrupt country people
and reduce the earning capacity of farms
and the profitability of fanning than the
Australian Government has done. I think
the Government should start to examine
its own policies.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: The honourable
member shows a lack of any knowledge.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The Govern-
ment should examine all taxes and charges
which are levied on the farming com-
munity and not blame the Australian
Government for its attitude. If I have
sufficient research facilities made avail-
able to me between now and the next
session I will attempt to work out the per-
centage of extra charges which this Gov-
ernment has levied on farmers.

I come now to another subject to which
I wish to speak briefly. I refer to the
situation which developed at Laverton. I
intend to be brief and I will not take
sides because I do not know enough about
the situation. I am relying on Press re-
ports and statements which people have
made on television. Those statements
have come from several people, including
Senator Cavanagh and Sir Charles Court.

I am astounded that several months
after the unhappy occurrence at Laverton
there still has not been a full inquiry.
That should have been the first action

of the Government; to hold an open in-
quiry because of the stigma, which has
been attaching to the Police Force. Let me
say that I consider this State has the
best Police Force in Australia.

I am not criticising the Police Force,
or saying that it acted rightly or wrongly
at Laverton but I feel I must be con-
cerned and we should forget the slogging
match, and accusations of Sir Charles
Court. Irrespective of what is contained
in the Syddall report, it should have been
made public.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Why should it
be made Public? No-one Maid it would be
made public.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The report
should have been made public to allay
fears and return Public confidence. If I1
were a policeman I would be concerned
with the views expressed by individuals,
and the fear in the public mind, which Is
not good at the present time. The posi-
tion does not augur wel for the Police
Force and the matter should be cleared.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon; Does the
Leader of the Opposition think the Police
Force ought to have some say?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Yes.
The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: So do we.
The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I consider an

open inquiry should have been held so
that the whole matter could have been
brought Into the open. In this morning's
Press there appeared a statement from
the General Secretary of the W.A. Police
Union, Mr Fraser. He included two undated
letters. I would have Preferred to see the
dates on the letters but I accept that they
are genuine. Mr Fraser put the case for
the Police Force.

The Aboriginal Legal Service is putting
the case for the Aborigines. However,
what does the public think? I only know
what appears in Press reports and I do
not mind saying I am utterly confused.
If the Police Force has nothing to fear
then the Syddall report Should be made
public.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: It was not a
public report and I think the Leader of
the Opposition knows very well the reason.
The Aboriginal leaders did not want an
open inquiry.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I am trying
to be reasonable, if the Minister will listen
to me. I said I am not taking sides in
the issue. I am talking about the con-
fusion which exists in the mind of the
public and 1, too, am confused. I think
the Minister opposite would also be con-
fused. On the 2nd March, of this year, an
article appeared in the Sunday Independ-
ent under the heading, '"Laverton: Ldb
MP backs move". I take It that at election
time the Government would say Mr
Coyne was a reputable member and a
good representative of the area.



Irueaday, 18 March, 19751 3

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: He is a good
representative, yes.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The article
reads--

He said be would support any in-
dependent inquiry into the Laverton
,situation and is opposed to any police
Involvement In an investigation on the
Police role In Laverton.

"I would view any police inquiry into
the incidents with some amount of
cynicism," Mr Coyne said.

Mr Coyne said many people In
Laverton had been stunned and
shocked by the speed and number of
police sent to Laverton.

"Years ago Laverton was a town of
about 60 or 70 people," he said. "4To-
day there are about 1000 residents.
And most of these newcomers are pro-
fessional people, well educated and
well travelled.

These people were shocked at some
of the outrages and likened the police
movements to a mini-blltzkrelg."

Many residents are working for
mining firms in and around Laverton
and have wide overseas and Interstate
backgrounds.

Mr Coyne said police savagery had
alarmed the professional residents. He
felt the police moves may have been
a punitive and over reaction to the
fact that originally local Police had
had to back off from Aborigines In the
town.

"The vengeful attitude of police
possibly influenced the situation," Mr
Coyne said.

Mr Coyne said he was disturbed
about recent happenings. "People up
there deserve a better type of inquiry
than they are getting," he said.

The article goes on to say that the State
Leader of the Opposition said he believed
the report should be made public. Mr
Coyne made some further observations
but I do not think it is necessary for me
to quote every statement which has been
made. I am making the point that in this
instance the Government will not take any
notice of Mr Coyne, the Liberal member
for the area. The Aboriginal Legal Service
Is supported by Mr Huelin who is a well
known member of the Liberal Party, and
he has been for many years. As a matter
of fact, when a Senate vacancy occurred
some time ago he approached the Labor
Party and asked the party to nominate
him as an alternative Senator to the person
who was being nominated. He had sought
endorsement from the Liberal Party, as
he had done previously, and he is still a
Liberal.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter:, The Leader of
the Opposition was once the Minister in
charge of Aboriginal affairs, was he not?

The Hon. R, THOMPSON: An articie
appeared in this morning's Press concern-
ing Senator Chancy who was at one time,
I understand, employed by the Aboriginal
Legal Service. So here we have three
Li.berals saying there should be an inquiry.
I also consider there should be an inquiry
so that I can clear my mind.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: There has been
an inquiry.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I think the
public want to know the truth about the
situation In Laverton. I am not taking any
side whatsoever. I want to know the facts.
If Magistrate Syddall's report is of such
a nature that it condemns one side or the
other it still should be made available.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: When he took
on the job Magistrate Syddall was
promised that the report would be confi-
den tial. We would be lacking in our duty
if we let the man down and published
his report. Nobody would do that.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: All right, but
why does the Government consistently
oppose a Royal Commission?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Because we
agreed, after talking with Senator Cava.-
nagh in Sir Charles Court's office, that
a Royal Commission would do no good.
It would only create more trouble out of
the whole affair.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Probably I
know Aborigines a little better than the
Minister does.

The Hon. N. E. Baster: Rats!I You
think you do.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The Minis-
ter says "Rats!"

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I was running
around with Aborigines when I still wore
napkins. When did you first associate
with them?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I do not
deny that the Minister has associated with
them for many years. However, this does
not mean that he understands them. One
cannot have fixed ideas about Aborigines.
Their philosophies, Ideologies, tribal cus-
toms, and outlook differ from tribe to
tribe, In much the same way as many
Europeans differ from other Europeans.
I want to know the truth about Laverton,
and the public want to know the truth.

The Hon. S. J. Dellar: So do I.

The Ron. R. THOMPSON: It would be
In the interests of the Minister's depart-
ment to find out the truth about Laverton.
As the Minister for Conmnunity Welfare,
he is the Minister responsible for Aborigi-
nal welfare in Western Australia. He is
directly responsible f or the welfare of all
the community.
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The Hon. Olive Griffiths: While you
were the Minister for Police, did you ever
decide that a file ought not be made
available to the public, or did you make
every file available on request?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I can answer
honestly and truthfully that I was never
confronted with such a situation.

The Ron. N. E. Baxter: You were very
lucky.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I kept a
very close. watch on my departments, and
I knew what was going on. When the
story blew up about the freezing cham-
bers, the wet cells, in the police station,
I said to members of the Press, "~Come
and let us look at the situation." I be-
lieve this is the action we should take.
When the reporters saw there was nothing
to worry about, the story was killed. I
believe the Minister for Education acts in
a similar manincr.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: I thought
you learnt from me.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I do not
think the Minister for Education could
teach me anything.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You are not say-
ing that I should ask reporters to jump
in a car to visit the scene? This is not
as close a~s East Perth.

The Hon. Rl. THOMPSON: I give the
Minister credit for coming to the defence

f the Department of Community Wel-
fare. Incidentally, this department Is still
starved for funds; there are insufficient
officers in Western Australia to do the
job properly. The Minister for Community
Welfare said that welfare workers are not
policemen and they are not entitled to be
policemen.

The HOn. N. E. Baxter: That is so.
The Hon. R. THOMPSON: They are

wvelfare wcrkers. I would like to make a
constructive suggestion in relation to an
idea I attempted to implement myself. I
believe community welfare officers should
address every group which goes through
the Police Academy. Policemen should
have some idea of just what community
welfare means. While I was in charge of
the department the idea was implemented
on one occasion only. I do not criticise
the police, but they are not receiving basic
training in social welfare work.

I urge the Government Immediately to
join with the Commonwealth Government
in its endeavours to Institute an open in-
quiry into the Laverton and Skull Creek
Incidents so that all Western Australians
may know what occurred.

The West Australfan summed up the
situation in its oniy editorial referring to
this matter. The editorial stated that the
State Government had no option but to
hold an open inquiry into the incidents
at Laverton.

The Hon. N, E. Baxter: Of course, they
would know all the answers!

The Hon. H.. THOMPSON: They are re-
Porters.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: They want news,
and they use such incidents.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The editorial
of the 28th February reads as follows-

The State Government is left with
no reasonable option but to appoint a
royal commission into allegations that
Aborigines wvere victims of Police bru-
tality at Laverton last month.

In other circumstances a Police De-
partment inquiry, such as that to be
undertaken by an assistant-commis-
sioner, Mr A. J. Parker, might have
been enough. Claims of police brutal-
ity, though unfortunately comm on-
place, are generally unfounded or ex-
aggerated, and it would be wrong to
institute royal commissions at the
drop of an allegation. There would be
no surer way of undermining the
morale of the police force and public
confidence in it.

I agree entirely with those sentiments. To
continue-

But th e La verton affair has gone be-
yond the point where an internal in-
quiry would be adequate.

The Government took the proper
course when it appointed magistrate
T. Syddall to inquire into the initial
allegations, but it erred when it de-
cided that his Inquiry would be made
in private.

Now, instead of allaying suspicions
about the probity of the police force,
the Syddall report has had the effect
of intensifying them. The Federal
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, Sena-
tor Cavanagh, has seen the confiden-
tial report, and he has, by implication,
given the allegations even greater cur-
rency than they had before.

The police force cannot be expected
to work under such a cloud of innu-
endo and suspicion. How ever diligently
and impartially Mr Parker carries out
his departmental investigation, the air
will not be cleared to the public's sat-
is! a :icn.

only a royal commision can do that.
This summ arises my thoughts on the in-
cident. I sincerely hope that the State
Government gains some wisdom and co-
operates with the Royal Commissioner who
will be appointed. We will then know the
true position of what happened in Layer-
ton.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You will never
find out the true position if you go about
it that way, I can tell you that.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: We will not
find out the true position from the State
Government. It will not tell us what 'was
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-contained in the confidential report. The
opposition as well as the public want to
know the facts.

I want to refer briefly to a very clever
question asked by the Hon. Clive Griffiths
today. He asked-

How many policemen have, or will
have graduated, in the 12 months
since the present Government took
office?

it was a very cleverly worded question,
because in all probability he knew that the
intake for the Police Force is calculated for
the financial year. He was told that the
figure was 242, but of course that is not a
true figure.

The Hen. Olive Griffiths: Oh, the answer
Is not right?

The Mon. R. THOMPSON: The answer
is corrept for the 12 nionths the Govern-
ment has been in office. However. I would
like to explain that the day the Govern-
ment took office 1 passed out 49 officers
from t he acrremv. The next day 98 re-
cruits went into thp a~cademy, but financial
Provision v'-at in-fd't for the training of
those officers by the Tonkin Government.
Of course, this cuts down the figure. From
the Police Department we find out that 70
men were inducted; three traffic inspectors.
four policemen, four policewomen, and 62
trainees in the present school. Provision
-was made by the Tonkin Government for
50 of those men, as was finance for 30 cars.

The Hon. Olive Griffiths: Do our stand-
ing Orders make any provision for you to
take action against Ministers who give in-
correct answers?

The Hon. B. THOMPSON: The Minister
did not give an incorrect answer.

The Hon. Olive Griffiths: You are telling
us that he did.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I commenced
by saying that the honourable member
asked a very clever question.

The Hon. Olive Griffiths: I know the
question I asked.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The honour-
able member asked how many policemen
had graduated during the 12 months the
Government has been in office. I have
quoted the number of men the Tonkin
Government made provision for. I will
give these figures again if the honourable
members would like me to.

The Hon. Clive Griffiths: I know the
question I asked.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I knew the
honourable member would want to know
the truth.

The Hon. Clive Griffiths: That is right.
The Hon. R. THOMPSON: What it

amounts to is that the present Govern-
ment has actually Provided for 89 officers.

The Hon. Clive Griffiths: in other
words the Minister gave me an incorrect
answer.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The Minister
gave a truthful answer, but the present
State Government supplied finance for 89
men only.

The Hon. Olive Griffiths: If that is not
Chinese, I do not know what Is.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Does the
honourable member want me to explain it
a~gain?

The Hon. Olive Griffiths: No, don't
worry about it!

'The Hon. R. THOMPSON: A different
answer would have been given if the hon-
ourable member had asked how many mien
had been Provided for by this State Gov-
ernment.

The Hon. Olive Griffiths: I got the
answer to my question, and you say that
the figures are wrong.

The H-on. R. THOMPSON: It was a
very clever question, and it will look good
in Hanrsard.

The Hon. Clive Gr'iffiths: The usual
sort of question I ask.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: But of
course, it is one of those misleading ques-
tions,'

The Hon. Olive Griffiths: Cut it out. I
know the information I wanted.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The honour-
able member is most disorderly.

The H-on. Olive Griffiths: He says I am
asking misleading questions.

The PRESIDENT: I think the Leader
of the Opposition Is contributing.

The H-on. R. THOMPSON: Some hon-
ourable members find difficulty in under-
standing certain things, and 1 try to ex-
plain. Last Thursday I asked the Minister
for Health R question without notice as
follows,-

In view of public concern would the
Minister specify the particular varia-
tions requested by the State Govern-
ment Ps a prerequisite to Western
Australia ioining the Australian Gov-
ernment Mled ibank Scheme?

This is the reply I was given-
The counter-Proposals from the

Western Australian Government to
terms of agreement submitted to me
by the Minister for Social Security
(Mr Hayden) must remain confiden-
tial for the present as they are con-
ditional on negotiation between State
Ministers and the Commonwealth
Minister.

of course, the question I asked and the
answer I was given are two different
things. One million Western Australians
could be denied participation in the Mdi-
bank scheme. Do not let us confuse the
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Issue about this matter. All the State Gov-
ernment is required to do under the Com-
monwealth legislation is to enter into an
agreement with the Australian Govern-
ment in respect of hospitals. This agree-
ment has nothing to do 'with doctors.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Is that the only
thing?

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: That is the
only matter which is subject to agreement.

It has been published In the Press on
numerous occasions that, immediately
Western Australia joins the scheme, it will
receive $20 million. I think Victoria will
receive $25 million and varying amounts
will be paid to other States.

The Hon, N. E, Baxter: I do not think
it was Published as "immediately".

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: I did not say,
"immediately".

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You said
"Immediately".

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I said, "pub-
lished many times".

The Hon. N. E. Baxter:, You said,
"Immediately Western Australia joins the
scheme, $20 million will be made available
to Western Australia."

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I said It had
been published many times. It was pub-
lished a fortnight before I asked the Min-
ister this question, but what did we find?
The Minister ducked the question.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I did not duck
the question at all; I gave the true answer.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: What gives
the Minister the right to keep confidential
the demands he is going to make on behalf
of the citizens of Western Australia?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I have every
right.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: Does the
Minister not think that the people of
western Australia are entitled to know of
the demands he is making and of what
effect they may have on the people?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Do the people
know the terms of agreement offered by
Mr Hayden?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Yes.
The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Do they?
The Hon. H. THOMPSON: Well, they

have been published many times.
The Hon. N. E. Baxter: How many

people know what they are?
The HOn. R. THOMPSON: Probably one

of the best things I can do is to quote
from a speech by the Prime Minister to
the Federal Conference of the Health and
Research Employees' Association of Aus-
tralia at Sydney on Monday. the 3rd
March, 1975. Of course, parts of this
speech were also published. I do not In-
tend to read the entire speech; I will read

only the pertinent points. However, if the
Minister wants me to quote the entire
speech 1 will do so.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Just read some
points; I will know if you have the terms
right.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I will make
the document available to anyone, because
I am not quoting out of context. The
Prime Minister said-

It is a sad and astonishing fact that
Australians can still be brought to
court, and even put in gaol, because
of an inability to pay medical and
hospitals bills. It is a sad and
astonishing fact that more than a mil-
lion Australians have no protection
against medical or hospital expenses.

He went on to say-
It was first put to the people at

the 1969 general election--and was in
fact the central issue in that cam-
paign. It received a clear mandate
from the people in the 1972 elections
and again in the 1974 elections. So
the people have three times voted for
it, twice approved it, twice empowered
us to put it into action. The basic
legislation has been passed three times
by the House of Representatives. it
was one of the bills that formed the
basis of the double dissolution. It
was passed a fourth time at the joint
sitting of both Houses last August.

Further on he said-
The British national health service

-a scheme very different from ours,
a scheme, nevertheless, much malign-
ed and much misunderstood-has
been so widely accepted that no Con-
servative Government has dared to
undo it.

He went on to say-
it Is perfectly obvious that doctors

will not be a whit worse off under the
Labor scheme than they are at
Present. I am sure the doctors know
this in their hearts. Their incomes
will not suffer; indeed they will rise.
Their practices, their day-to-day rou-
tines, will not change. All that will
change from the doctors' point of view
is the method of settling accounts.

But that has nothing to do with the sub-
Sect matter for which this Government is
responsible. The Prime Minister con-
tinued-

every Australian had free stan-
dard ward hospital treatment for five
years in the late '40s and early '50s
under an agreement between the
States and the postwar Federal Labor
Government. The Menzies Govern-
ment broke off that agreement. By
June 1953 most State Governments
had re-introduced charges for public
ward patients.
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He went on to say-
it is costly. It is riddled with dupli-

cation and wasteful competition. It
Ignores the needs of a million or more
Australians who have no medical or
hospital cover. Contributors are obliged
to pay a substantial proportion of the
cost of the health services they re-
ceive. The scheme is Ill-equipped to
take account of increases In fee scales.
It imposes unnecessary hardship on
pensioners.

Many of these weaknesses were ex-
posed in the report of the Nimmo
Committee in 1969. Nimmo proposed
many reforms to the old scheme. For
example, they suggested voluntary
deductions by employers to achieve a
wider voluntary cover. They proposed
a national 'Health Insurance Comnmis-
sion and standard ward hospital care
without a means test.

Later, he pointed out that the Govern-
ment accepted the Senate's amendments
of last year. The Prime Minister contin-
ued-

The point is that the Senate's action
last December was directly counter
to the recommendations of both the
Nimmo and the Senate's own commit-
tee established In 1968. It was counter
to an undertaking given by Dr Forbes
when he was Liberal Minister for
Health. Dr Forbes promised on 4
March 1970 that he would Implement
the Nimmu recommendatlous relating
to health fund reserves and the estab-
lishment of a special stabilization
account.

He continued-
There is one class of patient who

will gain particular benefit from the
Medibank scheme. I refer to. pension-
ers. Currently Pensioner Medical
Service patients are entitled to free
treatment only for OP consultations.
In future, Pensioner patients will have
access to all medical practitioner
treatment-

The Hon. N. E. Easter: Provided the
doctors agree.

The Hon. H. THOMPSON: Listen, and
learn. The Prime Minister continued-

-peialist as well as general
practitioner, procedural and diagnos-
tic as well as consultations. Under
Medibank, all treatment will be free to
Pensioner patients whose doctors agree
to bill Medibank directly- that is, if
their doctors accept the medical bene-
fits payable for a particular service
and do not charge pensioners an a-
mount on top of the benefits. For the
rest of the community . . . . treat-
ment will also be free If doctors bill
Medibank direct. They will not be
bound to do so, and will be free, if
they wish, to bill patients in the tradi-

tional way. In this case the patient
will have to meet only 15 per cent of
the schedule fee up to a maximum
amount of $5.

He continued-
We are ready to enter into agree-

ments with the State Governments to
share equally the net costs of operat-
ing State public hospital systems. This
will mean, as it did In the late '40s
and early '50s, public ward treatment
free of means test and free of charge.
For those choosing Private treatment
either in a public or Private hospital,
there will be an $18 a day subsidy
towards hospital bed charges,

I previously read that in October of last
year, this Government increased hospital
bed charges by 50 per cent.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter; That Is right,
except for the rise from $18 to $30 on a
standard bed charge.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The Govern-
ment increased charges by 50 per cent, yet
I would hazard a guess that it is running
about $10 million in the red at present.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You make me
laugh! And the rest! It is much more
than $10 million.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The deficit
Is running above that figure?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Yes, well above.
The Hon R. THOMPSON: So the Gov-

ermnent is further in the red than I
thought. Is it $11 million in the red?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: It would be a
long way ahead of that.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Is It $14
million or $15 million In the red?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Further than
that.

The Hon. S. J. Dellar: Is it $20 million?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The MJnister
was invited to meet Mr Hayden, but he
would not do so until he conferred with
other States opposing the scheme.

The H-on. N. E. Baxter: It was Incon-
venient.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The Minister
delayed the meeting. This Is getting on
with the Commonwealth, Is It not? I
thought the Minister represented Western
Australians.

The Hon. J. Heitman: You think we
should lay down to the Commonwealth
Government all the time.

The Hon. R, THOMPSON: The Minister
represents Western Australians because he,
was elected by Western Australians, not by
the people of New South Wales or Victoria.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You make a good
argument, do you not?

The Hon. H. THOMPSON: The minister
should go further. First of all, he should
be honest and tell Western Australians
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what are the terms and conditions of his
counter demands to the Federal Minister.
I might even agree with them.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: When you were
reading from the Prime Minister's speech,
you did not read out the terms Mr Hayden
c'7cred mne in his letter.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The terms
are not in the speech.

The Hon. D. K, Dans: What did he offer
You?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: The terms are
confidential.

The Hon. H. THOMPSON: They have
been made Public. These are the only
terms I know of.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Of course they
are the only terms you know of because
you have not been given any. They are
confidential.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Mr Hayden
will make available to Western Australia
$20 million and in future will meet 50 per
cent of the cost of running beds in public
wards. Is that right?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: The $20 million
to which you refer is the half cost of our
net operating costs.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: He said in
the Press that $20 million will be made
available Immediately to Western Austra-
lia.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: That is wrong.
The Hon. J. Heitman: Did he say what

it was for?
The Hon. R. THOMPSON: it was to

join the scheme and to help the Govern-
ment out of Its present difficulties. I was
only hazarding a. guess when I said the
Government was running about $8 million
or $10 million In the red; I am astonished
to find it is up around the $15 million
mark. Of course, if the Minister does not
accept and do something in a hurry In-
stead of procrastinating-

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: We meet our
hospital bills every year.

The Hcn, R. THOMPSON: -like he
always does--

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I am not pro-
crastinating.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: -by refusing
to go to the conference with Mr Hayden-

The Hon. N. V.. Baxter: Mr Hayden set
a date which was not suitable to me; in
fact, it was today, the 18th March. What
if I met him in a week? Would it matter
if I met him on a date which suited both
Parties? of course it would not.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: It means a
lot to the people of Western Australia. I
think the Minister should get up and tell
us, because members of Parliament are
en-titecd to know.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I told the Press
that the 18th March did not suit me.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The Minister
should tell us the counter terms he intends
to make.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Why should I?
The H-on. R. THOMPSON: Because he

represents the people of Western Australia
as do I and everybody in this Chamber.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I am looking
after the people of Western Australia,
don't you worry.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: What the
Minister should do-if he does not, he is
being dishonest, because the people of
Western Australia are entitled to know-
is Inform the public what he is going to
do and what are the terms and conditions
he intends to make. If they are reasonable
terms and conditions and If the Minister
explains them, he has every right to make
them and the people have every right to
support hin. But as I say, how can I
support the Minister? What can I tell
my constituents?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Let me hear
you put up that plot when you know of
Mr Hayden's terms.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: r do not
know Mr Hayden's terms.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Of course you
do not.

The H-on. R. THOMPSON: I do not
have any secret documents. All I can go
by is what I read in the newspapers. Let
us consider the problems being faced by
private hospitals. Under Medibank. the
Private hospitals will be far better off than
they are today under the old scheme.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You are joking!

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Will the
Minister tell us straigh tout what sort of
subsidy the private hospitals receive at
present?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: They do not
receive any subsidy at present.

The Hon. 1). K, Dana: No bed subsidy?
The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Private hos-

pitals do not receive any subsidy? I told
the Minister he did not know anything
about his own department!

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You are talking
through your blasted hat!

The PRESIDENT: Order!
The Hon. N. E, Baxter: They do not

get a subsidy.
The H-on. 0. C. MacKinnon: Private

hospitals do not receive a subsidy. The
patient receives a subsidy of $2 a day to
help him pay his bill.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Members op-
posite are trying to tell me that private
hospitals do not receive a subsidy.

The Hon. G. C. Macsinnon: Answa~
that! You are pinned down by that one.
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The Hon. ft. THOMPSON: Private hos-
pitals are subsidised.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: The hos-
pital does not receive a subsidy. The
patient gets a subsidy to help him pay
his bill. You are wrong; you are the one
who knows nothing about It!

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: The hospital
gets paid $2 a day.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: The hos-
pital gets nothing of the sort; the patient
receives the subsidy.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: There is a $2
a day subsidy to the patient.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: Now apolo-
gise.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Well, I :lo
apologise.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: You are playing
with words.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I am not play-
ing with words.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Are you trying to
tell me that the patient receives a subsidy
of $2 a day and he may or may not pay
the bill? Bunkum!

The PRESIDENT: Order! Mr Thompson
has the floor and there are far too many
interjections.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The Minister
says he has to keep confidential the docu-
merits he has received from Mr Hayden-
at least that appears to be so from the
terms of his answer. That is the manner
in which I interpret his answer. The Min-
ister says the matter is under negotiation
and he cannot show me anything from Mr
Hayden or the Prime Minister as this is
confidential.

The H-on. N. E. Baxter: No not exactly,
but I respect a letter 11 received from Mr
Hayden setting out his terms.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: Both Mr
Hayden and the Prime Minister have on
numrous occasions made known the terms.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: On a broad out-
line.

The Hon. ft. THOMPSON: That is so.
They have even gone so far as to say on
a TV interview as to what New South
Wales is demanding. Does the Minister
know this?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Yes I know.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: It is '70 per
cent-30 per cent. If all Australia knows
what New South Wales is counterclaiming
why should not we as members of Parlia-
ment be entitled to know the position in
Western Australia?

The Hon. N. F. Baxter: That is only one
part of it.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Why does not
the Minister tell us?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I am not pre-
pared to do so, particularly when negotia-
tions are so close. I am not Prepared to
disclose the terms and I think I sam entitled
to adopt that course.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Of course
you are.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: Why, particu-
larly when Medibank is for the benefit of
those who cannot afford medical costs, and
when it would give hospital beds free of
charge and without a means test?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Are not people
looked after in this State now?

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: They are pay-
ing dearly for it now.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: No they are not;
a pensioner pays nothing.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: What about a
family man? How much does a man with
a wife and children have to contribute for
full coverage for hospital benefits? How
much a quarter does he contribute?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: About $60.
The H-on. D. K. Dans: It is $62.
The Hon. G. C. Macginnon: Would you

concede that $62 is about $60?
The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: Can he afford

to have any less coverage?
The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Yes. That covers

private beds.
The Ron. Rt. THOMPSON: What about

if a man has seven or eight children, as
some families do, and he is on the mini-
mum wage?

The Ron. G. C. MacKinnon: You do not
pay anything extra for your children. They
are covered. They are fully covered at the
present time without Medibank.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: They are not
fully covered at all. I am pleased the Min-
ister said that.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Yes they
are; those people on the minimum wage.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: They are
covered for hospital beds only, but not for
specialised treatment, etc.

The Hon. G. C. Macsinnon: This was
spread about by your candidate who op-
posed me.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Which candidate
was that?

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: I have for-
gotten. She was not important enough for
me to remember. I think she was Marion
Mci~ellar.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: I thought she
worked in a hospital.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: She should
have known better.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: Mr Hayden
has not asked the Minister for Health to
keep the terms of the negotiation secret,
and if Mr Hayden's terms are that bad I
think the Minister should tell us.
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The Hon. A. A. Lewis: You were criticis-
ing Ministers of this House before tea for
not making strong decisions, and now You
want the House to be taken into every
negotiation the Minister is going to make
with the Commonwealth Government.
Don't you think that sort of interference
is Just mucking up the whole dealings with
the Ministers?

The Hon. D. X. Pans: Don't you think
government is about people and that the
people should be taken into the confidence
of the Government?

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: All the time?
The Hon. D. K, Dans: Yes, all the time.
The Hon. R. THOMPSON: In view of

the long oration that has just been made
by Mr Lewis may I say that the Liberal
Party is deeply concerned at the historic
trend of Governments in Australia. It
feels that power has progressively accu-
mulated at the centres of Government-
first at the State level and then at the
national level. The Liberal Party also feels
the democratic process has been damaged
by this trend as Government has grown
more distant from the people and that the
time has come to reverse this tend. The
Liberal Party states that Just as it wants
a proper balance restored between Can-
berra and the States so it wants It between
Perth and the regions. It Indicates the
three ways It will achieve this objective In
Western Australia, the last of which is
that it will establish an open line to the
Government in Perth-setting up an ex-
pertly staffed inquiry office in the centre
of the city, and so on.

The Hon. D. K. Pans: Where did you
get that from?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I have taken
that from the Liberal Party policy speech.

The Hon. 0. C. Mac~nnon: You would
be stumped without that, because you
would have nothing to talk about.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: What hy-
pocrisy and lies are contained in those
sentiments. When we are confronted with
a situation where the people's rights are
being eroded firstly because the Minister
will not confer with the Federal Minister-

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I have not said
that at all.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The Minister
said he would not confer with him until
he had conferred with Victoria and New
South Wales and he ref erred to the sec-
retariat he was setting up.

The H-on. N. E. Baxter: I said I was
making arrangements to meet Mr Hayden
with the Ministers from the other States.

The Hon. U. THOMPSON: Mr Hayden
would have done anything to meet the
Mfinister.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: For your infor-
mation Mr Hayden never at any time ap-
proached me to meet him on the lath.

Any action he took was at an officer Level
and it came to me through the back door.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: If that is
the situation the Minister is remiss if he
has not protested.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon. You are
lucky he did not send a message through
the Labor Party Shadow Minister!

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: is the Minis-
ter aware of the conditions he will promote
or is he going to be guided by Victoria
and New South Wales? is this to be a
Western Australian submission or Is it to
be a joint submission agreed to by Lbs
Health Ministers of the three States?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: it will be a
Joint submission enunciating the points we
want and what Mr Hayden Is prepared to
offer.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON., In other
words, the Minister is not representing
Western Australia at all; he Is ganging
up with the other States against the Com-
monwealth.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Would not you
gang up if you had only a boxing glove
and the other bloke had a great big club?

The Hon, R. THOMPSON:, I do not
blame the Minister because he is not
capable of thinking on his own.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: Initially we
were beginning to learn something about
Medibank. There has been a great deal
of confused thinking. You read out Mr
Whitlam's statement and that was good.
You have said that a million people are
to be looked after free and $20 million Is
to be given to this State. You have not
told the full story. You have not told us
where this money is to come from and how
much It will cost. You came to that part
and then read the Liberal policy speech.

The Hon. D. X. Pans: Are you going to
implement the Liberal Party policy or the
Country Party policy?

The PRESIDENT: Order! There are far
too many interjections. I ask the honour-
able member to address the Chair.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: When I
started to speak on Medibank It was in
connection with the non-reply I received
to a question I asked the Minister. Thie
Minister knows very little about Medibank,
and I do not know a great deal about it
myself.

The Hon. N. McNeill., I am convinced
you know nothing about it.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: If members
opposite would like to sit here until mid-
night I could tell them everything about
Medibank.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: If you read the
documents you may know something about
it.
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The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I have
several documents here and I will make
them available to members if they wish.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: Thank you, I
would be pleased to have them.

The Ron. D. K. Dans: I would not worry
too much, because we are going to have
the Medibank scheme.

The Ron. R. THOMPSON: Don Chipp
said we could not afford not to be in it.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: No-one knows
what it will cost the nation to be in it.

The Hon. R, THOMPSON: Did not the
honourable member read the newspaper
two days ago?

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: Where is the
money to come from?

The Hon, R. THOMPSON: From Con-
solidated Revenue.

The H-on. G. C. MacKinnon: From tile
taxpayer.

The PRESIDENT: I have already asked
the honourable member to kindly address
the Chair and I hope he will do so.

The H-on. R. THOMPSON: Thank you,
Mr President. To say the least I am dis-
gusted with members opposite. When the
Minister is asked to release details of any
proviso or counterdemand he refuses to
do so. I think this is tantamount to con-
tempt of Parliament. I represent the
people and I am entitled to know what
negotiations are to take place. I want to
know their terms and conditions. We
know that when an agreement is brought
before Parliament-as one may well be in
this or next year for the establishment of
a $2 billion steel works complex-we know
the content of the agreement and we can
either ratify it or disallow it If sufficient
members feel it should be disallowed.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: It is presented
when It suits the Minister.

The Eon. R. THOMPSON: Here we find
a situation which concerns the welfare of
a million people in Western Australia.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: The welfare of
a million people?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: A bit over a
million people-did the Minister not know
that?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter; I knew that. I
was querying your one mnillion, because it
is a bit over one million.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: A little over
one million people are concerned and yet
according to the Minister they are not en-
titled to know what conditions will prevail.

it amazes me to think that the Minister
proposes to put his head together with
those of the Ministers of the other States
in order that there might be a concerted
eff ort to decide whether or not we will
join Medibank-and this irrespective of
what the people of Western Australia feel.

(3)

It would be to the Minister's credit to
tell us the conditions he proposes to put
forward so that the people of Western
Australia will not be kept in the dark. The
trouble with the present Government is
that it is a secretive Government: it will
tell nobody what it is doing. The Premier
does not tell his own Ministers what is
going on.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Of course he
does: don't you worry.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: In the Gov-
ernor's Speech no mention is made of any
significant change in legislation which will
help put into operation the policy as
enunciated by the Liberal Party at the
last election.

In addition the Governor has been used
as a vehicle and has been unfairly placed
in a position of castigating the Australian
Government. Also we have one million-
odd people who do not know and will not
be told by the Minister what Medibank is
all about. The Minister will not tell them
what the department will ask, wager,
negotiate, or badger, and whether the
Government will refuse to join Medibank
if those demands are not met.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You said you
knew what it was all about.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I am telling
the Minister that he does not know, and
he will not tell us what negotiations he is
prepared to undertake, what concessions
he is prepared to make, or what counter-
demands he will propose.

The H-on. N. E. Baxter: I do not know
the concessions Mr Hayden will make.
either.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The Minister
should tell us clearly and specifically what
conditions he proposes as Minister from
Western Australia, and to hell with Vic-
toria and New South Wales. He should
tell Western Australians what counter-de-
mands he will make. It is appalling we
should have a Minister who Is not pre-
pared to do that.

Amendment to Motion
As a result of the actions of this Gov-

ernnment I move an amendment to the
Address- in-Reply motion-

Add the following words-
but we regret that the Government
inexcusably placed Your Excel-
lency in a false position by prepar-
ing a speech intended to be used
improperly as a means of criticis-
ing the Australian Government.

We have also to inform Your
Excellency that for Its failure to
co-operate with the Australian
Government in its Health Insur-
ance Programme with the effect
of denying the people of Western
Australia, particularly the low in-
come earners, the benefits of that

41
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Programme and thus placing them
at considerable disadvantage with
the people of those States which
will be participants, and further,
for its failure to honour its elec-
toral undertakings of its stated
Policy, the Government is deserv-
ing of censure and no longer pos-
sesses the confidence of this
House.

THE BON. N. MeNEILL (Lower West-
Minister for Justice) [9.04 p.m.]: I
Oppose the amendment, and in so doing I
want to make it clear that the grounds
which the Leader of the Opposition ad-
vanced to amend the motion are, in fact,
quite without substance and foundation
and are therefore not worthy of the consi-
dered opinion of the House.

In the first instance the Leader of the
Opposition has referred to our inexcusably
placing His Excellency in a false position.
Let me dwell for a moment on that point.
Including the Leader of the Opposition,
we all know the function and role of the
Governor in the State of Western Austra-
lia. The Leader of the Opposition certainly
knows that the Speech as delivered by His
Excellency Is prepared by his advisers-
members of the Government-and If the
Leader of the Opposition says In circum-
stances such as these we have Inexcusably
placed his Excellency in a false position,
he Is completely incorrect.

There was adequate excuse for His Ex-
cellency-if "excuse" is the right word,
which It Is not. There was adequate reason
for His Excellency to use the words he
used. However, It is worthy of note that
in his remarks regarding the Speech of
His Excellency, the leader of the Oppo-
sition did not really elaborate to any great
extent on those Portions of the Governor's
Speech which, in fact, he considers are
included improperly as a means of criti-
cising the Australian Government.

I am sure we recall the opening Speech
His Excellency delivered last Year, and
more particularly do we recall the com-
ments of the Leader of the Opposition and
his leader in another place. The Leader
of the Opposition has said that the Speech
delivered this Year was not as bad as the
one delivered last year; but I think it is
most significant that while acknowledging
that the criticisms of the Commonwealth
Government were not as frequent as they
were last year, the Leader of the Opposi-
tion has not gone to greater lengths to
indicate the number, the extent, and
significance of the references to the
Commonwealth Government.

The Hon. R. Thompson: What do you
want me to do other than read them out,
which I did, or were you not listening?

The Hon. N. McNETLL: The Leader of
the opposition has taken up a great deal
of the time of the House in addressing
himself to this debate. Let me remind him

that the Governor's Speech contains some
80 paragraphs, nine of which refer to
Commonwealth-State relations. Is there
anything wrong or inexcusable in a Gover-
nor's Speech-which is, in fact, a declara-
tion of a Government's policy-with the
inclusion of references of that nature to
Commonwealth-State relations? If the
Leader of the Opposition interprets those
paragraphs as being a criticism of the
Commonwealth Government, one can only
assume he is ready to accept, possibly
because of some form of guilt complex,
that the Australlan Government, as he
calls It-the Commonwealth Government
as it is more properly called-

The Hon. D. K. Dana: I am an Austra-
lian, not a Commonwealth.

The Hon. N. McNEILL: -is, in fact,
subjected to that kind of criticism. He
referred to a subject which concerns me;
that is, corporate affairs.

The Hon. R. Thompson: I agree that
any Australian Government should be sub-
jected to criticism, but I1 do not think
the Governor should be a vehicle through
which it Is done. I think it is a low-down,
dirty trick.

The lion. N. McNEILL: Mr President,
you will recall that when the Leader of
the Opposition was on his feet and he
used a similar expression, I asked for a
withdrawal. The fact that he is now being
disorderly while sitting down perhaps
makes the position slightly different.

The PRESIDENT: No different in the
form of an Interjection, to my way of
thinking.

Withdrawal of Remark
The Ron. N. MeNEILL: I believe, and

submit to you, Mr President, that that
expression also requires a retraction.

The PRESIDENT: The Leader of the
Opposition has been asked to retract the
statement.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: What am I
requested to retract?

The PRESIDENT: I think the words
were that It was a low-down, dirty trick.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON:, I will re-
tract, Mr President.

Debate (on amendment to motion)
Resumed

The Hon. N. McNEILL: I return to the
point that the Governor's Speech is a
declaration of policy, and part of this
Government's policy-and a very positive
part-in the interests of Western Australia
and of the States of Australia generally,
is to break down the very centralised
policies which are being pursued by the
Commonwealth Government.



[Tuesday, IS March, 19751 4

By way of answer to some interjections
earlier In the debate the Leader of the
Opposition resorted to a similarly hollow
laugh.

The Hon. R. Thompson: I am laughing
at what you resort to to try to lustily an
argument.

The Hon. N. MeNEILL: The very fact
that the States of Australia find It neces-
sary to combine into some form of organ-
Isation as an expression-a re-expression If
one likes-of a Federal system is surely
itself an indictment of the very actions
of the Commonwealth Government today.
I ask the Leader of the Opposition: How
did the Commonwealth of Australia come
Into existence?

The Hon. R. Thompson: By a federation
of States. Didn't you think I knew?

The Hon. N. McNEU.L: By a federation
or a convention of States; a getting to-
gether of States and in which our own
leaders in this State were very much to
the fore. Why? It was simply for the
purpose of achieving a federation.

The Hion. R. Thompson: Your secession
activities are trying to do away with it.

The Hon. N. MeNEILL:T. We have not
completely lost our federation, and it Is
our wish and desire-and certainly it Is
the desire of the people of Australia as
was illustrated in the elections throughout
Australia-to restore the federal system.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: That is not
true. The Federal Government was elected
on the 18th May last year by the people
of Australia.

The I-on. N. McNEILL: So the Federal
Government was elected. Members of the
Opposition have resorted interminably to
that very well-read booklet-read far more
by Labor Party members than by anyone
else-concerning the Liberal Party policy.
A basic issue in that policy is this very
question of the restoration of federalism
and the overruling of the centralist objec-
tives of the Whitlam, Government. our
Government was elected on that premise.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Only on that one?

The Hon. N. MeNEILL: Not only on that
one. That was one of them, and it was
certainly one of the major Issues.

Let me come back to the point. The
Leader of the Opposition says it is inex-
cusable for the Governor to be used in this
fashion. Inasmuch as this State Govern-
ment is trying to reassert the role which
Ui historical and constitutional by the
reconstruction and restructuring of a
federal system of States within Australia
in order to combat something which the
very constitution and federation of this
,country was designed to prevent-

The Hon. D. K. Dana: If the Queen had
been in the State and had been opening
Parliament, would you have asked her to
read that Speech?

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Why not?

The Hon. N. McNEHLL: I see no reason
whatever why not.

The Hon. D. K. Danm: Do you think she
would have read it? In no way!

The Hon. N. MeNEILL: We do more
than recognise that the Governor is, ina
fact, the Queen's representative, so would
there be any difference?

The Hon. D. K. Danz: Do you think the
Queen would have given that Speech?

The Hon. N. MeNEILL: It would be far
from me to presume what Her Majesty
would do.

The Hon. D. K. Pans: Have a guess.
The Hon. N. McNEIhL: I would p~ot

have a guess. I would not be so presump-
tuous, nor would I be so presumptuous-
in connection with this supposed inex-
cusability of which the Leader of the
Opposition talks-as was the Whitlamn
Government without consultation with the
States to approach Her Majesty's Govern-
ment in the United Kingdom to break a
convention-a constitutional and tradi-
tional convention-which has been en-
joyed since our federation and certainly
since responsible Government in Western
Australia.

The Hon. D. K. Dana; What was that?

The Ron. N. MeNEILL: I am referring
to the Privy Council appeals, the only
mattexr which Mr Whitlam was prepared
to acknowledge he had discussed with the
United Kingdom Government without
reference to the States. These are the very
things, as expressions of policy, which our
Government believes ought to be reasser-
ted. Therefore, as part of a policy it is
right and Proper that it should be con-
tained In the Governor's Speech. It is not
criticism, unless the Opposition wishes to
regard it as criticism, to say-

... the Commonwealth Govern-
ment has refused to permit exercise
of the States' Constitutional preroga-
tive to foster developmental and
expansion projects which, my Govern-
mnent believes, would considerably
expand employment and career op-
portunities..

The Hon. D. K. Dans: How has the
Australian Government stopped your doing
that'?

The Hon. N. MeNEIL.L: Let us talk
about the RED Scheme. Perhaps I should
not do so because It is almost sub juciice.
I mention the RED Scheme because it is
doubtful that it Is constitutional.

The H-on. D. K. Dans: That has not
been proved.

The Hon. N. MeNEEILL: But apart from
that, I make reference to the fact that the
funds are distributed in such a way that
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the States are denied their prerogative to
make, in our view, more efficient use of
those funds for developmental purposes.

The Hon. D. K. Dana: Such as?
The Hon. N. MoNEIL.L: Let me go a

stage further. I will not answer the inter-
jection because we know the basis of the
RED Scheme, and we must bear in mind
that the previous Liberal Government
initiated an employment scheme-it was
not called the RED Scheme at the time-
by making funds available through con-
stitutional channels, and far better use
was made of them.

The Hon. D3. K Dana: That has nothing
to do with developmental projects.

The Hon. N. McNEELL: I do not know
where one draws the line In developmen-
tat projects, but surely they are anything
designed to improve and advance the
State, and in these circumstances, when
the major Portion of the funds is devoted
to the relief of unemployment, it there-
fore constitutes development and advance-
ment.

The Hon. D. K. Dana: You are getting
a chip board business under way.

The Hon. N. McNEfL:- Let us talk
about the approaches that have been made
in regard to oil exploration in Western
Australia or off the shores of Western
Australia. Offers have been made by this
State through Mr Connor and the Whitlamn
Government. We said "We are not pre-
pared to object wholeheartedly to the
proposals for the gas on the north-west
shelf. Let us get a project under way; let
us exercise the prerogative to get these
projects under way." Are we permitted to
do so? No.

The Hon. D. K. Dens: With a company
which is wildcatting?

The Hon. N. McNEILL: I do not have
the Press reports; in speaking straight off
the cuff, I am not so well equipped as 'was
the Leader of the Opposition. But I recall
an interjection from Mr Perry who made
reference to an oil rig. Could that not
have been developmental? Perhaps it does
not strictly come under development, but
it is lying half submerged and could today
be put into use off shore in Western
Australia.

The H-on. D. K. Dens: Let us put the
Dairnahoy away and put the Ocean
Endeavour out there. It would not be
suitable.

The Hon. N. McNEILL: Why will Mr
Connor not allow that half-submerged oil
rig to go end earn some money?

The Hon. D. K, Dans: Where?
The Hon. N. McNEILL: Mr Dans should

know that applications have been made to
the Commonwealth Government virtually
for the release of that oil rig in order to
get it to work and pay back some of the

money that has been subscribed for it, not
only by the company concerned but also
by the Australian taxpayers.

The Ron. D. K. Dana: over 50 per cent
of it.

The Hon. N. McNEILL: Exactly, and
more importantly than that, it is denying
to many people an opportunity to be
gainfully employed in carrying out their
trade.

The Hon. D. K. Dana: You agreed to
the export of that rig.

The Hon. N, MeNEILL: When that oil
rig project began, we hoped we would be
establishing another major industry in
Western Australia, commencing with a
$10 million project.

The Hon. D. K. Dana: Let the oil drill-
ing companies place an order. They have
not done so as yet. It is up to them. No
matter who is in government, no move
can be made until the companies them-
selves place the order.

The Hon. N. MeNEILL: I am sure Mr
Dane has been very convincing to himself.

The Hon, D. K. Dans: Do you refute
that?

The Hon. N. McNEILL: I am not in a
position to refute that, as Mr Dens would
know full well. All I know is that the rig
is sitting down there half submerged and
there is no permit for it to operate or to
be-

The Hon. D. K. Dans: It is ready to be
broken out into the open sea, but I know
what you mean.

The Hon. N. MoNEILL: Mr President,
perhaps you have been indulgent in allow-
ing Me to move away from the criticisni
contained in the words "to be used im-
properly" in the amendment. I began to
enlarge on the reference to Common-
wealth-State relations and the Leader of
the Opposition's criticism of the fact that
on behalf of Western Australia I am about
to sign the Interstate Corporate Affairs
Agreement with three other States. The
Leader of the Opposition says that in
itself is an example of the policy of the
Liberal Party in relation to Common-
wealth-State relations. I will explain what
brought that Interstate Corporate Affairs
Commission into existence.

You, Mr President, would have some
knowledge of the operation of the Stand-
ing Committee of Attorneys-General when
the Eggleston committee was devoting Its
attention to various aspects of uniformity
in law in Australia, particularly in rela-
tion to company law, and had prepared a
host of reports on the subject. In 1973,
during the term of the Tonkin Govern-
ment, the Commonwealth Government
said, quite unilaterally, "We are going to
Produce our own legislation." If that was
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not torpedoing the whole exercise on urn-
formity of laws, as distinct from establish-
ing a unified system of company law in
Australia, I would like to know what is.

What was the answer? By Interjection
during the Leader of the Opposition's
address. I referred to the Corporations
and Securities Bill which was Introduced
into the Federal Parliament. Did the
Commonwealth approach the Ministers of
the States, which was Indicated to us
would happen when it said, "We will con-
sult with you for the purpose of producing
national legislation"? No, It did not. The
legislation having been Introduced, the
Commonwealth Government then said,
"We would like officers and Ministers to
get together to see what will be done
about It." Is that likely to engender and
encourage co-operation between the
States to aid the Federal system? Not
in my book. Yet the Leader of the
Opposition would say It is inexcusable of
the Government to use the Governor on
an occasion such as this to draw atten-
tion to a matter In a way which he re-
gards as being critical of the Common-
wealth Government.

The secretariat for the States, which
is only just developing, is not being set
up just off the top of somebody's head.
It is simply the result of a situation which
has been in existence for a long time. It
Is simply the sequel to other events giving
rise to the necessity for the States to
get together. It is recognised not only by
Western Australia, New South Wales. Vic-
toria, and Queensland but also by South
Australia and Tasmania that there is a
need to get together because they recog-
nise the threat-and nobody recognises the
threat more than the Premier of South
Australia who has publicly expressed him-
self on that theme on more than one
occasion. I therefore reject the argument
put forward by the Leader of the Opposi-
tion on those scores.

I will not enlarge on the aspect of the
Proposed amendment dealing with the
health insurance programme. I can leave
that to one of my colleagues to handle in
proper ministerial fashion.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Before you
leave the subject of the secretariat, do you
recall what I said? I said if this three-
State alliance is established without the
Labor States being part of It, It would be
a bad thing.

The Hon. N. McNEILL: I accept the
comment of the Leader of the Opposition.
I cannot confirm that those were his ex-
act words but I am prepared to accept
that that was the spirit of them. A week
or so ago I attended a meeting in Sydney
on the question of the secretariat. It was
not necessarily a ganging up of three
States. An invitation to attend the meet-
ing had also been extended to South Aus-
tralia and Tasmania but they declined to

do so. It was not designed essentially
as a Party-political exercise in which three
or four States would get together.

Let me return to the amendment moved
by the Leader of the Opposition. As I
have said, I will not elaborate to any ex-
tent on the health insurance Programme,
which can be handled far more adequately
by my colleague the Minister for Health.
However, I will make a reference to it.
The amendment says--

..for its failure to honour its
electoral undertakings of its stated
Policy, the Government is deserving
of censure and no longer possesses
the confidence of this House.

The Government has not yet been in
office for 12 months, although admittedly
we are now commencing our second
session. I think it is on record that Labor
leaders have recognised that not all elec-
toral undertakings are necessarily
achieved in the first Year or in a three-
year term of office. Let me say in passing,
without digressing too far, it is clear that
not all the electoral undertakings of the
previous Government, of which the Leader
of the Opposition was a member, were
achieved.

The Hon. Rt. Thompson: All but about
three.

The Hon. N. McNEILL: In the view of
the Leader of the Opposition-

The Hon. R. Thompson: But they were
rejected by this Chamber.

The Hon. N. McNEILL: I made an
interjection because the Leader of the
Opposition devoted a good deal of time
to the rural industries. I will not go into
that matter because I do not believe you
would permit me to do so, Mr President.
in the terms of the Proposed amendment.
I will be happy to do so on another occa-
sion.

I make the point that the Leader of the
Opposition could not recall the newspaper
advertisement Inserted by the Labor Party
on the theme that money does not grow
on trees.

The whole idea, of course, was to try
to convince the rural electors of Western
Australia, in particular, that they had to
get rid of the Liberals and elect a Labor
Government, because Labor's Policies
would restore real prosperity to the rural
industries of Western Australia. If that
was the Policy of the Tonkin Labor Gov-
ernment at that time-and presumably
ever since-would we be right in assuming
it could also appropriately be the policy
of a Federal Labor Government? One
ought to be able to assume that. If that
has not been the aim of the Federal Gov-
ernment, all I can say is that it has been
completely and absolutely misguided; or If
it has not been misguided then It has been
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deliberately taking actions at a Federal
level to reduce the opportunity for pros-
perity In the rural industries of Australia.

Nothing the Leader of the Opposition
may say to counter that by referring to
taxes and charges which we have been re-
quired to impose during the past 11 months
of our term of office can in any way offset
the damage which has been and Is being
done by the Commonwealth to the rural
industries to this very day. He used a
quote of mine in regard to a sympathetic
Government. What he does not seem to
understand is the very spirit the farming
people of Western Australia would like to
be able to grasp. They would like to think
they could have conidence in a Common-
wealth Government which Is in fact deter-
mining their future and prosperity.

The Hon. R. Thompson: We would like
to be able to have confidence In the State
Government.

The Hon. N. MeNEILL: If the Federal
Government is trying to give them con-
fidence, it has certainly gone a very funny
way about it.

The Leader of the Opposition also said
-and I think this comes under the same
heading of electoral undertakings-that
there is a lack of communication and this
has contributed to the lack of carrying
out electoral undertakings, Of course, I
do not accept such a charge.

However, let me say that if the way the
Federal Labor Government has gone about
creating confidence in the rural industries
is not the grandest illustration of a lack
of communication, then X am just aot
standing here tonight. I can say no more
than that. It is clear that the Federal
Government is obviously out of touch: If
it is not out of touch then what it is
doing must be being done deliberately in
order to destroy the potential prosperity
that could be available to the rural in-
dustries.

We have heard speeches before in this
House attacking country people and
farmers--regrettably particularly from Mr
Cooley. However, every member of the
Opposition knows that the basic economic
Prosperity and future of every one of us
comes back to the Government which holds
the total Purse strings--the Government
which controls the economic destiny of
this country; and that Government is not
in Perth, Sydney, Brisbane, Melbourne, or
Adelaide; it is in Canberra.

The Hon. R. Thompson: You didn't say
that when you were in Opposition.

The Ron. Lyla Elliott: It was a different
story when you were in Opposition.

The Hon. N. McNEILL: Well, Miss
Elliott has interjected. I can recall her
making a speech on the economy when
we had a Liberal Government in Canberra
-the McMahon Government-and Fayiflg

it was our fault that we had the appalling
figure of 112 000 unemployed. My goodness
me! We were criticised then as though
we were responsible for those unemployed,
because we were told it was not the fault
of the Labor Government in Western Aus-
tralia, but the fault of the McMahon GOV-
ernment. We were told that unemaploy-
went was emanating from and being
caused by the McMahon Government in
Canberra. In those days we had 112 000
unemployed; today we have over 300 000.

The Hon. Grace Vaughan:. But not in
Gnowangerup.

The Hon. N. MoNEILL: My goodness
me, no.

The Hon. Dl. X. Dans:, We had motion
after motion expressing criticism of what
we were doing about unemployment In
Western Australia.

The Hon. N. MoNEILL: I would not pre-
sume upon your consideration, Mr Presi-
dent, to develop that argument in a
situation like this.

The Hon D. K, Dans: Give us some more.
The Hon. N. McNEILL: I would be only

too willing to do so. It really surprises me
that any member of the Opposition would
invite anyone to discuss unemployment to-
gether with inflation at this time. My only
reason for referring to that was to high-
light the fact that things are a little
diff erent when one is on the other side of
the House, are they not?

The Hon. R. Thompson: We found that
out when you blamed the State Labor Gov-
ernment for unemployment.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Because
that Government was inept.

The Hon. N. McNEILL: Also on the mat-
ter of inflation, about which the Leader of
the Opposition was so critical, let me re-
peat what I have said in this House on
other occasions. What was the inflation
rate when the previous Liberal Govern-
ment was in office in Canberra? It was 4
per cent.

The Hon. R. Thompmon: Why is it so
much higher in Western Australia than in
Queensland, Victoria, and New South
Wales-three Liberal States?

The Hon. N. McNEILL: I am not sure
just what inflation rate the Leader of the
Opposition is referring to in his interjec-
tion. He may be referring to the consumer
price situation.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: No, the inflation
rate.

The Hon. N. MoNEILL: I think the
Leader of the Opposition ought to know
that in the figures which were released
recently in respect of consumer prices
which have contributed to higher costs In
Western Australia--

The Hon. D. K. Dans: And electricity
charges, etc.
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The Hon. N. MeNZILL: Yes, also Gov-
ernment charges; but there were two par-
ticular agricultural commodities involved
and they were, if I recall correctly,
potatoes and meat.

The Hon. D2. KC. Dans: The Lamb Mar-
keting Board.

The Hon. N. McNEILL: It was not only
the Lamb Marketing Board, because beef
was also dearer in this State than in other
States.

The Hon. ft. F. Claughton: What is your
Government doing about inflation in this
State?

The Hon. N. MeNEILL: Well, members
opposite want it both ways! On the one
hand the Leader of the Opposition stood
for the best Part of three-quarters of an
hour or more and criticised this Govern-
ment for its failure to achieve anything
for the rural industries; and when I point
out that at least certain sections of the
rural industries have received far better
returns in this State than in the other
States, as was reflected In the consumer
price figures, we are then criticised because
this is contributing to Inflation. Members
opposite want it both ways.

The Hon. D2. K. Dans: You are looking
at the Price in the shop, and not at what
the farmer is getting.

The Hon. N. McNEILL: The farmers are
getting that also.

The Hon. Rt. F. Claughton: Then why
are they complaining?

The Hon. D2. K. Dans: Because they are
farmers.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: Rich farmers'
sons!

The Hon. N. McNEILL: If I could inter-
ject I would say I know perfectly well from
my short period in this Parliament that I
have not been lacking in ability to make a
speech, not in terms of quality, but cer-
tainly in terms of words and their strength.

The Hon. Rt. F. Claughton: Lengthy
speeches.

The Hon. N. McNEILL: I am almost
rendered totally speechless after that in-
terjection. I was about to make an obser-
vation in regard to Mr Claughton's inter-
jection when he asked why the farmers
are complaining. He has now referred to
the length of speeches; I am sure he did
so jocularly. I can appreciate the levity
of the situation; to lack a sense of humour
in such circumstances would be a tragic
thing.

Let me get back to the Point of why
the farmers are complaining. Mr Claugh-
ton should have directed that question to
the Leader of the Opposition.

The Hon. ft. F. Claughton: But you are
the Government.

The Hon. N. McNEILL: He was the
one who stood up here for so long this
afternoon and this evening and spoke

about how tough things are for people in
rural Industries, and how the Government
has done nothing to help their situation
but, in fact, has made it worse. I am not
too sure what argument I can use to win
a discussion when such disagreement is
evident between the front and back
benches on the other side on such a fun-
damental question.

The Hon. Rt. Thompson: I can see it
will be argued that a State Government
can do nothing to offset the damage
caused by Federal mismanagement of the
economy. However, your Premier said In-
flation can be beaten to a substantial
degree State by State. He said the only
answer is to beat the shortages that are
driving up prices. In my speech I com-
plained about shortages and I said you
have not cured inflation but are simply
Increasing it. Be honest with yourself.

The Hon. N. McNEILL: Of course In-
flation is increasing.

The Hon. ft. Thompson: You were going
to cure It.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: That is not quite
true.

The Hon. N. McNEILL: Mr Dans says
that is not true.

The PRESIDENT! If I heard the hon-
curable member correctly, I think he Maid,
'That is not quite true."

The Hon. N. McNEILL: I will accept
that qualification, Mr President, because
it bears out my view. I think a statement
emanated from the Federal Labor Party
that the reverse is the case. However, It
is difficult to know what one should be-
lieve in a confused situation.

There is no question whatever-even if
the Opposition cannot identify It-that
the very existence and operation of this
coalition Government so far as western
Australia and its rural industries are con-
cerned has made the State better off than
It would be under a Labor Government,
for the very reason that we are prepared
to act independently and not simply to
kowtow to and agree with the Policies Pro-
pounded by Mr R.F.X. Connor, Mr End-
erby, Dr Moss Cass, and Mr Al Grassby-
when he was there-which members op-
posite were and apparently still are pre-
pared to do. They were prepared to sub-
scribe not Just to those policies but also
to the policies of the great Terrigal con-
ference.

As we are referring to Commonwealth-
State relations, let me make the observa-
tion that it appears the Australian Labor
Party throughout Australia is becoming
very concerned from a Political Point of
view at the turn of events in recent days.
Apparently someone has got the message-
even if Mr Whitlam did not-from tbe
Queensland election, the Northern Terri-
tory election, and the Broken HiDl election.
Some People in the Labor Party have got
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the message and have recognised that
those results are basic to the matter of
Commonwealth-State relations. I recall
that a resolution was passed at the Terri-
gal conference on this very question. The
Press identified this as a change of atti-
tude.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: What has this to
do with the 18 per cent rate of Inflation
in Western Australia?

The Hon. R. Thompson: I don't mind
you saying nothing, but I wish you would
not take so long to say it.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: We gave you a
couple of hours.

The Hon. N. MeNEYLL: That is right,
Mr President. I seem to recall that the
Leader of the Opposition started his
speech at 5.00 p.m. this afternoon.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: Good solid
material!

The Son. N. MeNEILL: Yes, good solid
stuff, but I will not continue much longer
because I do not think the amendment
deserves comment to be made on it. How-
ever, let me make an observation on the
resolution made at the Terrigal confer-
ence. If people think there will be a
fundamental change In the Labor Party
policy concerning Commonwealth-State
relations, they should dwell a moment or
two on that resolution as it was reported.
I think the resolution concluded with the
phrase, 'Provided it meets the policies of
the Federal Labor Party", or words to
that effect.

in other words, the State will obtain
assistance provided It is accepted accord-
ing to the terms and conditions laid down
in the policy of the Labor Party. The
Leader of the Opposition has taken my
colleague, the Minister for Health, and
the State Government to task for not be-
ing prepared to talk independently on be-
half of Western Australians with Mr Bax-
ter's Federal counterpart. Mr Hayden, on
the subject of Medibank or national health
Insurance. He criticises both the Minister
and the Government because there Is to
be some joint discussion on the subject.

Let me put the position the other way.
I wonder what the Leader of the Opposi-
tion's comments wvould have been if dis-
cussions had been held between my col-
league, the Minister for Health, and Mr
Hayden on this occasion, and Mr Baxter
had failed to make his Point on behalf of
Western Australia and Western Austra-
lians? What would his views have been
then? I am sure his views would have
been, "Why did you not seek the strength
of the other States to help you?" If the
terms and conditions laid down by the
Commonwealth Government were in the
Interests of Western Australia and West-
ern Australians that is what he would
have wanted.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Do not mis-
represent what I said. I said we are en-
titled to know what are the terms for
Western Australia.

The Hon. N. MeNEILL: You, Mr Presi-
dent, will realise I was not making allu-
sions to that Portion of the speech made
by the Leader of the Opposition and he
knows it. However, it Is not my intention
-as I have already indicated-to make
a long speech. I reject the amendment
and I ask the House to reject It. In my
view it is completely right and proper for
the Government to include such state-
ments in the Governor's Speech when
making reference to the Commonwealth
Government, Those statements are Quite
right and proper because they are, in fact,
an expression of policy.

Once again I say it is not for me to
presume, but it was probably within the
compass of the Governor to have raised
some objection if he so desired. However.
I do not know anything about that. I
certainly would make no observation on
that whatsoever. The references contained
In the Governor's Speech are, in my view,
quite rightly contained there, and if the
Government had failed to include in such
a speech made in Parliament comments
concerning the Commonwealth Govern-
ment then, in fact, It could have been
rightly regarded by the people of Western
Australia as being an omission on the part
of the Western Australian Government.

THE HON. LYLA ELLIOTT (North-
East Metropolitan) [9.49 p.m.]: I rise to
support the amendment and I wish to de-
vote my remarks to that section dealing
with the failure of the State Government
to co-operate with the Australian Govern-
ment in its health Insurance programme.
We have just witnessed further evidence
of the present Government's lack of con-
cern for the People of this State. One of
the obvious characteristics of a Govern-
mnent which cares for the welfare of its
people is its determination to ensure that
every citizen has access to good quality
health care irrespective of income.

That the present Government does not
care Is evident from its disgraceful atti-
tude towards the Medibank scheme. By
its failure to reach agreement with the
Commonwealth Government in respect of
hospital funding, it has shown it does not
believe that Western Australia should
share In the benefit of the Commonwealth
scheme. The State Government has made
it quite clear that it is on the side of those
vested interests who have stooped to very
questionable tactics in their endeavours to
wreck the national health scheme, or
Medibank, as It has come to be known.

Because of the State Government's in-
action the State Is In danger of losing $20
million a year; money which has been
contributed by the taxpayers of Australia
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and which the people of this State are en-
titled to share. Not only will Western
Australians have to pay full hospital bene-
fit insurance to protect themselves against
hospital bills, but also if this State does
not enter the Medibank scheme Its people
will be called upon by the State Govern-
ment to meet further increased hospital
charges which will undoubtedly arise if
the State Government does not accept this
amount of $20 million from the Common-
wealth Government.

What justification can the Premier Put
forward for this outrageous action? He
cannot say it is to prevent control of the
State's hospitals by Canberra, because
the Australian Minister for Social Security
tMr Hayden) has made it quite clear that
the hospitals in Western Australia will
remain in the hands of the State authori-
ties and that the role of local committees
and boards of management will remain
unchanged.

To gain an idea of just how genuine
thc State Government is on this issue, and
to ascertain whether it is playing the
game, one has only to read the statement
that appeared in The West Australian.
on the 14th March, 1975, Sir Charles
Court was reported as having said that
the State Government wanted to know
more about the costs involved before be-
coming committed. So on the 17th March
-and this answers the question asked by
Mr Gayfer-Mr Hayden, the Minister for
Social Security, in The West Australfan
was reported as saying that Medibank was
to cost $1 408 million; only $2 million
more than the existing health insurance
scheme.

In the same issue of The West Au~s-
tralian, Sir Charles Court was reported as
having said that the figure quoted by Mr
Hayden was suspect. The Premier asked
for figures and then, when he got them, he
did not believe them.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: They did
not sound very reasonable.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: Why not?
The H4on. U. J. Wordsworth: in view of

the statement that the scheme would cost
only $2 million more than the existing
scheme.

The Hon. LYL.A ELLIOTT: If the
honourable member can produce some
other figure I would like to hear it. Sir
Charles is quoted as saying the common-
wealth Government has refused to sit
down and discuss details of the scheme
and how the State and private hospitals
can be protected. Despite that statement.
on the 14th March-four days earlier-
the! Minister for Social Security (Mr
Hayden) made a statement criticising the
Health Ministers of three States-that is
New South Wales, Victoria, and Western
Australia--for delaying negotiations on the
schenie.

Who was responsible-Mr Hayden or
the State Ministers? In the Press state-
ment made on the 14th March, Mr
Hayden also said that the Western Austra-
lian Minister for Health, Mr Baxter, had
rejected the proposal for a meeting this
week.

On the one hand we have the Premier
saying he is criticising the Australian
Government for refusing to sit down and
discuss the details, and on the other hand
we have Mr Hayden saying he is anxious
to negotiate, but that the three States
with Liberal Governments are not pre-
pared to do so. So it seems that some of
the Premier's statements are questionable
indeed.

I believe that the Liberal-Country Party
Government in this State has been play-
ing politics with the health and pockets of
the people of Western Australia, just as
their Federal colleagues did their utmost
to obstruct the passage of a national
health insurance legislation in Federal
Parliament,

As Mr Thompson has already said, the
schemec was presented to the people on
three occasions and in the 1972 and 1974
elections it received the endorsement of
the electors of the Australian nation. Yet
on three occasions the Opposition parties
used their numbers in the Senate to reject
the legislation which had been passed by
the House of Representatives, and if it
had not been for the joint sitting that
was held following the double dissolution
of Parliament in which the Government
had the numbers, the legislation would
still not be law.

What was the reason behind the intro-
duction of a national health insurance
scheme by the Labor Party in the first
place? The members of the medical profes-
sion have been fiat out trying to blacken
the scheme by telling the people that this
represents the nationalisation of medicine.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Is it not?
The Hon. D. K. Dans: No, it is not. I

have proof it is not.
The Hion. N. E. Baxter: Of course it is!
The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: When the

Minister makes an interjection such as
that it just shows how little he knows
about the scheme.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Of course It is
nationalisation of medicine.

The Ron. LYLA ELLIOTT: is the
Minister aware that section 51 of the
Australian Constitution prevents any Gov-
ernment from nationalising the medical
profession?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Not this Federal
Government.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: When did
they make any reference to the Federal
Constitution?
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The Hon. D. K. Dams: You are talking
about the Liberal Party.

The Hon. LYLA ELThIOTT: There is no
Government, in this connection, that can
defy the Constitution.

The Hon. I. G. Pratt: Mr Whitlam has
defied it.

The Hon. D. K. Dams: Tell me where
hie has defied it.

The Hon. 1. 0. Pratt: There is a big
difference in what he says and what he
does.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: As I was
saying, the medical profession, right from
the start, has done its best to blacken the
Medibank scheme and to frighten people
into thinking that it would mean the
nationalisation of medicine, and when it is
Introduced there would be no choice of doc-
tor. They have even employed a former
Miss Australia to travel around the country
to frighten women into believing that story.
They lose no opportunity in the Press, on
the radio, and on television, or at public
meetings to repeat the lie.

As I started to ask: Why did the Labor
Party decide to introduce this scheme in
the first place? It decided to introduce
the scheme because of the inequalities and
injustices that exist under the present so-
called voluntary health insurance scheme.
At the moment it is estimated that one
million people are not covered by medical
or hospital insurance because of poverty
or some other reason, but I believe it is
mainly because of poverty.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Many of them
will not even bother to register.

The Hon. LYLLA ELLIOTT: It is mainly
because of poverty. What happens to
those people when they become sick?
Either they do not receive treatment for
their complaints, or they are left to meet
large hospital and medical bills. I would
point out that not so very long ago I was
involved in helping a woman in my prov-
ince who received a notice from the bailiff
that he would remove her furniture. In-
cidentally this woman had an invalid hus-
band, but before he became an invalid
they incurred some medical bills which
they were subsequently unable to pay. Be-
cause those people could not pay their bills
the doctor had arranged for the bailiff to
remove some of their furniture. So do not
try to tell me the present situation is ideal.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: The hon-
curable member quotes an isolated case in
an attempt to wreck the whole scheme.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: I know of
many other instances such as the one I
have mentioned. Just recently, in the
suburb of Lockrldge, a local doctor went
broke and had to close his practice. Hle did
not go broke because there were fewer sick
people in Lockrldge than in other suburbs.
but because the families in that area could
not afford to pay his fees. Medibank will
cover those people.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Would those.
people be any worse off than families
living in Balga?

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTIT: Early In
1970 the Canadian people faced the same
problems which we are now facing in Aus-
tralia. There was considerable opposition
to the introduction of a free health
scheme. In that country the scheme is
called Medicare.

A survey was carried out in Quebec
during the year prior to the introduction
of the scheme and again a year later. A
certain number of families were interviewed
prior to the introduction of the scheme and
again after the introduction of the scheme.
That survey revealed two interesting facts.
The first was that there was an Increase in
the demand for hospital and medical ser-
vices, and that the demand came from the
lowest income group. The people in the in-
come group below $3 000 per annum in-
creased their demand for medical services.
by 18 per cent. The next group in the $3 000
to $5 000 income per year bracket increased
their demand by 9 per cent. It was found
that there was less increase in demand in
the higher income group and that shows
people were not seeking medical attention
previously because of their low incomes.

The second Point revealed in the survey
was that the complaints were not trivial
and that the people concerned really
needed medical attention. The result of
that survey answers many of the critics of
the proposed scheme who claim that the
doctors will be overworked by people with
colds and other trivia] complaints. That
wvas found not to be the case in Quebec,
and the people who went to the doctors
really needed medical attention. I think it
will be found a similar position will occur
here.

Another reason for the Labor Party not
being happy with the present voluntary
health insurance scheme was that pen-
sioners are discriminated against. They
receive free treatment if they go to a
general practitioner but that is where it
stops unless they go to a public hospital.
They do not have access to private speci-
alist treatment unless they have the money
to pay for that service or unless they are
prepared to pay for medical bene-
fits under a private insurance scheme.
Under the proposed scheme pensioners
will be treated the same as anybody else.

The Ron. N. E. Baxter: Does the hon-
ourable member mean that they are not
getting top treatment in our hospitals
now? They are certainly getting just the
same treatment as they would receive
under any scheme.

The Hon. D. K. Dams: That is a good
point.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTr- I think we
have excellent People working in our hos-
pitals.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: They are getting
top treatment.
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The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: I did not say
they were not getting top treatment. The
point is that a patient should have the
right to choose his or her doctor and this
scheme will provide that right for pen-
sioners. which they do not have at present.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: After they Pay
for a. specialist. They do not get anything
for nothing under this proposed scheme.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: They will
receive treatment free.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: They will not;
nothing of the sort.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: The fund will
pay 85 per cent of the costs direct to doc-
tors who bulk bill the fund.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: If the doctors
agree.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: That is what
I said: if the doctors send their bills direct
to the fund the patients will receive their
treatment free.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Does the honour-
able member think that doctors will be
available all the time?

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: As a matter
of fact, I have spoken to a specialist who
has said he Is personally prepared to bulk
bill the fund. Despite the fact that one of
the doctors' organisations is encouragi ng
them to act like a lot of schoolboys, by
suggesting they demand cash payment
from the patients in an effort to try to
wreck Medibank, I think it will be found
that most doctors will find it better for
themselves and their Patients to send their
accounts direct to the fund.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: That is not what
they told me today.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: Many things
have been said which are not true, and a
lot of scare tactics have been used.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: They are not
saying things which are not true at all.'They are not prepared to work under the
scheme.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: They were evenly
divided on Monday Conference in Sydney.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: Another un-
satisfactory aspect of the present scheme
i-3 that the rich man pays less for his
health insurance than does the poor man.
Both are reqired to pay the same amount
to their insurance funds, to cover their
families, but the taxation concession is
worth more to the rich man than it is to
the poor man and his refund is higher.
It is most unfair that the poor man should
pay more than a wealthy person.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: The wealthy
person pays a lot more taxation to subsi-
dise the whemne.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: Medibank
will reverse the anomaly mentioned. I
repeat: By its refusal to reach agreement
with the Australian Government on the

Medibank scheme, the Government has
demonstrated that it does not regard as
Important the quality of health care for
all citizens irrespective of income.

On behalf of the electors of the North-
East Metropolitan Province, I condemn the
Government for its callous disregard for
the welfare of the people.

THE HON. N. E. BAXTER (Central-
Minister for Health) [10.09 p.m.]: I Join
with the Leader of the House in Opposing
the amendment to the motion for the
adoption of the Address-in-Reply. I will
deal with that part of the motion which
refers to the national health Insurance
scheme.

The Commonwealth Government, for
the purpose of convenience, has used a
catchword in the form of "Medibank" to
cover the whole scheme. I might mention
that the Commonwealth Government is
using $1.5 million of the taxpayers' money
to spread its propaganda. I would like it to
be known that Medibank is the fund which
will be used for the registration of people
who require funding for hospital and medi-
cal costs. Those people who require private
beds in public hospitals will Pay a con-
tribution to cover themselves for the addi-
tional cost. A pensioner who requires
treatment in a private hospital will also
pay into a private fund if he wants a
Private bed.

When the Hon. R. Thompson Introduced
this motion he mentioned the failure of
the Government to co-operate with the
Australian Government in its health in-
surance scheme. What he really meant,
when he used those words, was that we
were not Prepared to accept the terms put
up by the Federal Government under its
health insurance plan-a health insurance
plan foisted on the people of Australia by
a gerrymander in the form of a joint sitting
of both Hou-es of the Australian Parlia-
ment, something unprecedented in the
history of Australia. At that sitting legis-
lation was forced onto the people of Aus-
tralia.

The Hon.* D. K. Dans: That is not a
gerrymander. The High Court found it
was quite constitutional. The honourable
member is out of order in saying that.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: I am not out
of order at all.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Then you do not
agree with our legal and judicial system.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: The Federal
Government used its majority in one House
to form a majority at the joint sitting. If
that is not a gerrymander, I will go he.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Tell us the
meaning of "gerrymander".

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: Any sort of
trickery by the Federal Government to or-
ganilse things to suit its own books.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Do you know
what it means?
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The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: Yes, organils-
ing things to suit your own book.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: The Minister
aught to know about it.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: I do not use
It. Getting back to the amendment, and
looking at the situation of the States in
Australia: Tasmania-being a Labor State
with a socialistic Labor Minister for Health
(Mr Farquhar)-has a very small hospital
system and has acceded to the terms of
the agreement.

The Hon. R. Thompson: It is a more
efficient system than ours.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: It was or-
ganised by the Western Australian depart-
ment. That State requested our depart-
ment to tell them how to run the system.

The PRESIDENT: Order! I would sug-
gest that the Minister get on with his
speech. The interjections are too frequent.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: South Aus-
tralia Is still negotiating with Mr Hayden,
and those negotiations have not been com-
pleted. That State has not fully accepted
the terms of the scheme. Queensland is
still negotiating and that State is in a
different position from the rest of the
States in Australia. It has its own free
hospital system but it is not prepared to
accept Medibank. I received that informa-
tion only yesterday, that Queensland is not
prepared to have a bar of the scheme.

The Hon. R. Thompson: That is different
from what Sir Gordon Chalk said.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: That State
wants to continue the fund by people pay-
ing contributions to cover their hospital
costs.

The Hon. R. Thompson: That is only the
view of its reactionary Premier. Sir Gor-
don Chalk agrees with it.

The H1on. N. E, BAXTER: It was de-
cided by the Government in Queensland,
and by the Western Australian Govern-
ment. jointly with New South Wales and
Victoria, to negotiate with Mr Hayden.

For some months the Ministers for
Health have been attending occasional
meetings and discussing this particular
problem. We have submitted, separately,
our counter proposals to Mr Hayden. I
think Victoria is submitting its proposals
now. That State was negotiating until
quite recently when it decided to go ahead.
I am awaiting a reply from Mr Bealey to-
morrow afternoon regarding the decision of
a. meeting in Melbourne. I was not pre-
pared to attend the meeting because I
felt the long trip for a short meeting was
not worth while. Our Government has
made up its mind how it will proceed.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Is the Minister
In favour of Medibank?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: No; I would
not have a bar of it, personally. We will
negotiate in regard to an approved national
health scheme.

The Hon. R. Thompson: The Minister is
not in favour of it, but he is dispelling the
rights of the citizens of Western Australia.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: I think the
Leader Of the Opposition is barking up the
wrong tree.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: The Minister
knows we will be in Medibank.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: I have already
explained that the Federal Government,
while spending $1.5 million of the tax-
payers' money to put forward its national
health scheme in Australia, did not offer us
any money to put forward the opinion of
the States.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Tell us what
the State side is?

The H-on. N. E. BAXTER: The Com-
monwealth Government is using a~ll the
money it can get out of the taxpayers. It
has cost $1.5 million for all these tele-
vision advertisements. It is being called
Medibank, but Medibank is only part of It.

The Hon. D). K. Dans: Wait until the
plan really gets under way In April.

The Hon. R. Thompson: You are com-
plaining that the Commonwealth has not
made money available to put over the
States' scheme.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: Yes, they have
not given us any money to counter their
proposals.

The Hen: R. Thompson: Now we are
giving you the opportunity to do it for
nothing.

The H-on, N. E. BAXTER: How very
generous.

The Ron. R. Thompson: The Press will
publish it, I am sure.

The Hon. N. E, BAXTER: The Press will
publish it, but how far does Mr Thompson
think that will get?

The Hon. R. Thompson: At least we will
know what you are negotiating for.

The I-on. D. K. Dans. And the people
will know.

The H-on. N. E. BAXTER: The people
are as confused as they can be by the
propaganda put out by the Federal Gov-
ernment using this $1.5 million.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Why don't you
get up and say It is all bunkumn.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Why don't you
get up and answer it? You cannot.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: Of course I
can argue the case.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Well, tell us
what it is.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: The honour-
able member knows all about It. He was
the one who knew all about it.

The Hon. R, Thompson: I do not know
what the Western Australian counter pro-
posals are.
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The Ron. N. E. BAXTER: I am not going
to tell the honourable member the Western
Australian counter proposals at the present
time. I have already answered a question
about this.

The Hon. D. KC. Dans: If you would let
us know, we will make submissions to the
Commonwealth to give you some money to
advertise.

The Hon. R. Thompson: I know your
communications are bad. but we will help
you.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: I will now
continue to make a few interjections In
the debate. I will try to explain the whole
situation to members opposite. I was deal-
Ing with the fact that the Commonwealth
Government is using $1.5 million of the
taxpayers' money to advertise Medibank.
It is using the term 'Medibank" to cover
the whole of the machinations of the
scheme. This is purely to delude the Aus-
tralian people into thinking they will get
something for nothing. I have been in
Parliament for a long time, and I have
never known anyone to get something for
nothing.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: There was going
to be a levy, but someone In the Senate
said that we could not have a levy.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: Levy be
darned-it was to be a tax of 1.35 per
cent. What happens now?

The Hon. D. K. Dana: That is better-I
thought it was 1.5 per cent.

The Hon. .N. E. BAXTER: What hap-
pens now? The Federal Government de-
cides it will take this money from our
taxes.

The Hon. D. K. Vans: We did not de-
cide to take It from taxation. The Fed-
eral Opposition forced us to take the
money from taxation.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: Nothing of
the sort. The Federal Opposition never
tried to foist it on the Australian public.

The H-on. D. K. Dana: It knocked back
the levy scheme.

The Hon, N. E. BAXTER; Of course
the Federal Opposition knocked back the
levy scheme because the Australian Gov-
ernment was going to give us a free medi-
cal scheme.

The PRESIDENT: Order! There are
far to many Interjectians in the debate.
I would like them to be less frequent. The
Minister for Health.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: The Com-
monwealth Government Is holding Medi-
bank up to the People of Australia as a
free medical scheme. It is trying to delude
the people into thinking they will get
something for nothing. Of course the
people will not get something for nothing;
they will be taxed for every penny of it.
I can assure the Opposition that the

national health scheme will be very much
more costly than our present health
scheme, Administration of the scheme
will be so costly that the Australian tax-!
payer will be forced to pay through the
nose for it, It Is this type of thing we
are trying to fight in Western Australia.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer:4 In his speech
Mr Whitlam said that the doctors would
get more.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: The Minister is
saying it will be a charge on the people,
but be cannot give us details.

The Hion. N. E. BAXTER: It will be a
charge on the People.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: You tell us
how, Mr Minister,

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: in the middle
of last year an actuarial firm estimated it
would cost $1 400 million. What will it
be today? It will he nearly double this
with the increase In costs, wages, and
everything else. The other day Mr Hayden
had the cheek to refer to the figure of
$1 408 million. He also said that Western
Australia will lose $20 million If it does
not join the scheme. Twenty million
dollars be blowed! We would be entitled
to $38 million-not $20 million. Mr Hay-
den talked utter rubbish when he said
that Victoria would lose $25 million and
New South Wales $35 million. This is so
much eyewash.

The Hon. 1). K. Dans: I am not worried
about New South Wales and Victoria.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon; You should
be.

The PRESIDENT: Order! This debate
has been punctuated by interjection after
interjection. On at least a dozen occasions
I have asked that interjections be less
frequent. Will members pay attention to
the request of the Chair?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: The figure
will be considerably higher than that
quoted by Mr Hayden. He said he could
not give us aL figure until recently, and
then he gives us this particular figure. He
must have seen the estimates arrived at
by Knight and Company of New South
Wales last year. Obviously he does not
have sufficient common sense to work out
that with the escalation of casts since that
time the figure will probably have doubled.

At no time have I or the Government
purported to say we would not take part
in a national health scheme. All the Gov-
ernment has said, and all I have said, is
that we are not prepared to accept the
terms laid down by Mr Hayden. We made
counter-proposas through the Acting
Prime Minister (Dr Cairns) and these were
passed on to Mr Hayden, We Proposed
that at a convenient time mny officers and
I would meet Mr Hayden and his offcers.
I followed that up by agreeing to negotiate
with the Ministers and officers of Victoria
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and New South Wales, and that we would
jointly meet with Mr Hayden and his
officers. We proposed to then discuss the
various points of his proposals and our
counter-proposals so that we could negoti-
ate a reasonable Commonwealth-State
agreement in the interests of the people
of our States.

The Hon. R, T. Leeson: But could you
not negotiate on your own?

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: Of course
he can.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: Of course I
can negotiate on my own but what would
happen if I did this? Mr Don Banfield of
South Australia has tried to negotiate on
his own, and where has he got to? He has
had to practically lie down to Mr Hayden
all the way because he does not have the
strength of the other States behind him.

The Hon. Rt. T. Leeson: You need the
Ministers of the other States to support
you?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: A very old
saying tells us that united we stand and
divided we fall. This is a case where State
Governments have to unite.

The Ron. D. K. Dans: We all stand up
or all fall down.

The Hon. N. E. B3AXTER: We must
stand up against the blackmailing and
bludgeoning tactics of the Federal Govern-
ment. Mr Hayden is standing over us with
a club. He says, "Accept my terms or you
do not get any mioney." His attitude is
pretty clear from his Press statements.

The Ron. 5. 3. Dellar: What about a
Royal Commission?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: Mr Hayden
says, "The States of Western Australia,
Victoria, and New South Wales have
missed the boat. They cannot come into
the scheme because they have not negoti-
ated to date." In other words, he says
that he has the money and he Is using
this fact like a big club.

The Hon. R. T. Leeson: If anyone misses
the boat, you can bet your life it will be
Western Australia.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTR: We have not
missed the boat, but we want a fair share
of the funds to which we are entitled. We
want what the people of the other States,
New South Wales, and Victoria, are en-
titled to.

The lIon. R. T. Leeson: We are not
irntereqstcd in Victoria and New South
Wales. we want it here.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: I Included
Western Australia. We want the money
which all the States are entitled to and
that is what we are going after, in the
interests of our State.

Much has been said about the benefits of
the programme, and that we are denying
the people of Western Australia, particu-
larly the low-income earners, Its benefits
thus placing them at a particular disadvan-
tage when compared with the people of the
States who will be participants. If we do
not go into the national health scheme,
if we pay taxes for a period, and the Labor
States such as South Australia and Tas-
mania do enter into it, perhaps for a time
People will have to contribute to a private
hospital fund. They will be taxed merci-
lessly by the Federal Government to pay
for this scheme, but there will be no re-
compense to the States which do not join
the scheme. I often wonder whether it
Is a democratic way of handling the
finances of Australia when the Common-
wealth taxes the people but Is not pre-
pared to give the money back to the
States. What sort of Federal Government
do we have that will tax us and then not
compensate us through normal revenue
funds? It Is a pretty cold-blooded, heart-
less Government if it does this sort of
thing. The People of Western Australia
will be well and truly taxed to pay for the
scheme.

What are the benefits of this pro-
gramme? The pensioners already get free
hospital treatment in our teaching and
public hospitals. They have the best of
care. The same thing applies to our chil-
dren. How are the Pensioners to benefit?

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: At present they
have no choice of doctors In respect of
specialist services.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: Are the pen-
sioners of Western Australia disadvan-
taged?

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: They are dis-
advantaged in respect of specialist services.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: Some of the
best doctors in western Australia work in
our public hospitals.

The Hon. D. K. Dans:. You want to be
careful now of what you are saying.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: I have not
yet heard a pensioner complain about our
public hospitals.

The Ron. D. K. Dans: I agree with you.
The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: As a matter of

fact I was in a public hospital last year
for 5J weeks. many pensioners were treated
there. Some were given pacemakers to
keep their hearts going. These services
are provided at a cost to the taxpayer;
they do not cost the pensioners a penny.
They are treated by the top heart suir-
geons in Western Australia. Does that
sound as though the pensioners are not
getting first-class care?

The Hon. U. C. MacKinnon: Since when
have pensioners had to pay in ordinary
hospitals in country towns?
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The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: I do not know
when they last had to pay in country
towns.

The Hon. S. J. Dellar: If they are lucky
enough to have a doctor in their town.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: You are saying
that it is all right for a pensioner not to
have any freedom of choice, but it is all
wrong for an ordinary citizen.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: An ordinary
citizen can go into a public hospital and
obtain the same care as a pensioner. It
depends on his contributions to the hos-
pital funds. If he wants a private bed it
is okay. This choice is open to the pen-
sioner as well-he can contribute a little
to a hospital fund and attend a private
doctor if he wishes.

Any person will be able to do this, and
it has been this way for a long time. It
does not mean that every pensioner who
goes into aL public hospital will get the doc-
tor of his choice because certain doctors
just will not be able to service every pen-
sioner. It will be fair enough that people
may pay extra for private doctors. How-
ever, we will not all get the private doctors
we want, I can assure members of that.
So there will be no disadvantage to any-
one if we do not join the scheme.

The Hon. Rt. Thompson: Only the people
who have to pay hospital benefit fund con-
tributions.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: All right.
The Hon. ft. Thompson: They will be

disadvantaged, and there will be one mil-
lion of them.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: Not one mil-
lion people in Western Australia.

The Hon. Rt. Thompson: Yes, one million
people could be disadvantaged.

The Hon. Olive Griffiths: In Western
Australia?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: No, the figure
of one million people is for Australia.

The Hon. Rt. Thompson: I san not talking
about one million pensioners, I am talking
about one million residents of Western
Australia.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: You cannot
say that one million Western Australians
will be disadvantaged if we do not join
Medibank. That is a ridiculous and untrue
statement.

The Hon. R. Thompson: There will be
more than one million people.

The Hon. Clive Griffiths: flow many
people are in the State?

The Hon. Rt. Thompson: I think it Is
1 366 000.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: Pensioners in
Western Australia are covered free of
charge at the present time. Low income
earners come under the PBS scheme, and

they are covered if they choose to register
for hospital and medical benefits. As we
go up the wage scale, the next group is
covered for two-thirds of their contribu-
tions. People in the next income group are
covered for one-third of their contribu-
tions, and then we come to the people who
have to cover themselves.

The Hon. Rt. Thompson: Who brought
that in?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: I am not
worrying about who brought it in. I am
not throwing any bouquets to anybody;
that is not any argument. I am trying
to point out that all this phurphy and all
these stories about one million People in
Western Australia being disadvantaged is
so much poppycock and propaganda used
by people who are spending $1.5 million
of public funds to put over this national
health scheme. I have tried to let the
people of Western Australia and members
in this House know that my efforts in this
direction, combined with the State Gov-
ernments of Victoria and New South
Wales are to negotiate with Mr Hayden
to get the best possible terms for our
States' finances and in the best Interests
of the people in this State.

The Hon. R. Thompson: May I be help-
ful to You? Before you go over to argue
this case, I will give you a lot of good
reading material. I think you should read
It because I do not think you know much
about It.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: I thank the
honourable member very much: he is very
fond of saying what everybody does not
know very much about. The honourable
member was a Minister in the last Gov-
ernent from the 7th February, 1972, to
the 8th April, 1973. He is so clever that
last Year he asked me a question-I
hope You will allow me to deviate
a little, Mr President, as the Leader of
the Opposition started this one-during
the Committee stage of a Bill relating to
the Department of Community Welfare
and then said that I did not know the
workings of my own department because I
could not quote him verbatim the informa-
tion he sought. He then stood and read
from documents the information he sought
-this after 12 months as a Minister, dur-
ing which time he spent three months in
the Community Welfare portfolio, before
he took over the portfolios of Police and
Tourism, two comparatively light port-
folios when compared to the portfolio of
Health. I was supposed to know this in-
formation after only six months; the
Leader of the Opposition was trying to
show how clever he was. Yet after 12
months he himself did not know the ans-
wers, and saw fit to have a shot at me
because I did not know them. I oppose
the amendment.
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THE HION. D. K. DANS (South Metru-
politan) (10.33 p.m.].: I rise to support the
amnendment. I am astounded tonight at
the lack of facts In the debate. The lion.
N. McNeil Is normally a very good de-
bater, but he resorted to what Is evidently
a ploy of the present Government that
when in danger or doubt, start to bash the
Australian Government. I am going to
say once more what I said during the last
Address-in-Reply debate; namely, that
cant, bluster, and sophistry are no substi-
tute for constitutional Government. I
would say that to any Minister or any
member of any Government. It is a
negative approach and does no-one any
good. It certainly does not do the image
of Government generally any good. That
Is exactly what we have been subjected
to here tonight.

I do not reject the proposition that the
present Government is allowed to criticise
the Australian Government; It is the State
Government's right and privilege. But
what I do object to is Its using the
Queen's representative as the vehicle for
that purpose. Members have all read the
newspaper editorials over the weekend.
While I do not always agree with news-
paper editorials, they seem to be at one
on this question.

If we are so dedicated to preserving
our links with the mother country and
preserving those constitutional convent-
tions which place the monarch above
ordinary party politics, we should have
regard to her representative. It places
him in an impossible position. I would
repeat that If the sovereign had been here
in person and that speech had been pre-
sented to her aide, it would not even have
reached the Queen. They would simply
have said, "Now look, take it back and
behave yourselves. Do you want to do this
kind of thing? You have the floor of the
Parliament to do It on."

That is my criticism-not that the State
Government cannot criticlse the Austra-
lian Government. Let me repeat: That
Is the Government's right and privilege.
But in a world that Is torn by all kinds
of factionalism we should not adopt this
attitude.

After all, we did pronounce the Monarch
Queen of Australia, we still have a parlia-
mentary system of Government and we
still have a Monarch, and every time we
bring that symbol Into disrepute, we drive
another nail Into the system that has
served us so well over all these years.

I ask the present Government to think
very deeply about this, not in terms of
politics but rather in terms of unity, the
damage that it can do and that in this
country today there are over three million
people who were not born in Australia.
We are desperately trying to assimilate
them into the Australian way of life. There
IS onby one country that has received more

new arrivals than Australia since the end
of the war, and that country is Israel.
These are all points-and one could
enumerate others-worth thinking about.

Whoever advised this method of Putting
their message aver Is indeed a very foolish
person, and I am not speaking in terms of
politics. Whatever deficiencies our system
may have-all three parties in this Cham-
ber could find plenty to argue with-it has
at least endured the test of time and
served all the English speaking people of
the world in forming the basis for their
governments. Indeed, the Westminster
system of Government by and large is
practised in newly emerging nations.

I believe this is very important and
must be borne in mind. Anything that
demeans this situation Is wrong. I think
there are people in this Chamber and In
another place quite competent and capable
of getting up and putting a point of view
relating to what they think of the Aus-
tralian Government and doing so quite
efficiently and correctly as their mood
takes them, or their politics demand. But,
certainly, do not let us use the Governor,

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: Can you
give an example?

The Hon. D. K. DANS: I am giving the
example. People who respect this institu-
tion would know full well the history of
Parliament. They would know why the
Sovereign does not enter the Assembly,
why the Sove-reign attends here and why
her repre~entative attends here. I am
asking members opposite to respect those
conventions and traditions. I do not think
that is asking too much.

When one goes through the Governor's
Speech, one finds a whole host of contra-
dictions. The question of unemployment
looms very large on the horizon. Indeed,
it looms in most parts of the western
world. But having said that, there is no
excuse that we should not try to do
something about it.

The PRESIDENT: The honourable mem-
ber will confine his remarks to the amend-
ment.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: I am confining
my remarks to the amendment, Mr
President, but in order to bring out some
of these points I must quote from the
Governor's Speech. With your Permission,
i should like to continue with my refer-
ence to the Speech where the Governor
said-

Despite the disturbing increase in un-
employment during recent months,
the Commonwealth Government has
refused to pernlt exercise of the
States, Constitutional prerogative to
foster developmental and expansion
projects which, my Government be-
lieves, would considerably expand
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employment and career opportunities.
and achieve economic development
which Is desirable in both State and
National interests.

Unemployment relief funds from the
Commonwealth Government are wel-
corned, but the Government of West-
ern Australia has been at pains to
point out that they are only a pallia-
tive and do not give the extensive
continuing benefits that are achieved
from large-scale well-planned resource
development.

On the one hand, somehow or other, we
are supposed to believe by that remiark
that the Commonwealth is stopping re-
source development in this State.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: Quite
correct.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: I did not solicit
that answer from Mr McNeill. Mr McNell
went off on some kind of tangent over the
RED plan. Whether it was the red plan
to invade South Vietnam or South Korea,
or some other plan, I do not know.

He then branched into oil exploration
and started to tell us about the rig which
is being constructed. He asked what is
going to happen to it. I know all about
the rig; 400 of my constituents are work-
ing on it and are still working on it and
It is still not finished. It may interest Mr
McNeill to know there are now four Aus-
tralian rigs in Australia and it might also
interest him to know that the rig which
is now being constructed, the Ocean
Endeavour may not be suitable in other
Parts of the world. The rig Dalmakoy at
present is drilling off Mr McNeill's elec-
torate. I might add, although it may make
members smile, that it is a very promising
area. I think it will then move to Dongara
to a hole called the Honey Bun.

The Hon. V. J. Ferry: Are you giving
us the good oil?

The Hon. D. K. DANS: No, I would not
do that. I have the good oil, but I would
not give it away. The point is that no-one
in the Australian Government is stopping
resource development. Mr McNeill referred
to the north-west shelf. I can assure him
that if the Australian Government changed
tomorrow, the policy of the oil companies
would not change, and that policy is to
bash the Australian Government. The
language might change a little, but the
policy would not change.

If members want to know what oil ex-
ploration is all about, they should have a
look at somne of the legislation controlling
drilling in the North Sea and then comn-
pare it with some of the legislation for
drilling in our north-west shelf where
there are thousands and thousands of
miles involved. I will admit that at the
time we gave the companies the leases

we did not know a great deal about it.
However, only 10 per cent of the area has
been wild-catted and seeded.

Members know as well as I do that the
Burmah Oil Company is in trouble and
simply wants to farm out these areas. In
other words, it wants to cut up the area
again In order to provide it with the
finance to carry on. However, the Aus-
tralian Government is not doing anything
about that at present. It will do some-
thing about it when the challenge In the
High Court is through.

Members have all read tonight's news-
paper. If the article contained there is
indicative of what the High Court decision
is going to be, it must be fairly clear that
the challenge will not succeed. In the
article It states that the Federal Govern-
ment In the United States of America has
won a case over the 13 Atlantic seaboard
States.

The Hon, J. HEeltmnan: It is quite a dif-
ferent issue.

The Eon. D. X. DANS: It is not a dif-
ferent issue; it is the same issue.

The Ron. J. Heitman: You will see that
it is different if you read the article
properly.

The Hon. D. K. DANS; I have read it
properly, and it is the same Issue, Despite
some minor differences, the principle is
the same. If one reads on and reads the
comments contained in the article one will
find that a wink is as good as a nod to a
blind horse. My- Heitiman is a v'ery aat
learner. When that situation is clarified,
I am sure there will be quite a number of
oil companies in that area which will be
put into very small areas. After all, the
average area in the North Sea is some 50
square miles and the companies are
required to drill not one or two holes but
hundreds of holes

We are dealing with gas, and not oil. It
does not seem to cross the minds of some
people that we cannot bring gas from the
bottom of the sea and place it in a tank,
as we can do with oil. All these matters
have to be cleared up. I am sure that if
there is a change in the Federal Govern-
ment tomorrow, the incoming Government
will agree to companies simply making
money out of trading their leases, without
bringing up something to the surface.

On the question of the constitutional
prerogatives of the State, Mr McNeill said
that no other rig had been built. I can
assure members that there has not been
a harder fighter In this State than I. at
a time when there was a liberal Govern-
nient in office in Canberra and a Labor
Government in the State, in trying to force
the establishment of shipbuilding and ship
re-pair facilities in Western Australia.

on one occasion I was foolish enough
virtually to force the Lake Barrine to be
converted in this State, but it was found
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that the contractors here could not per-
form the job. I was made to look very
foolish. The owners of the ship were kind
enough to build a helicopter pad on the
vessel, and carry out other improvements.
All that is history. If any party or any
oil company wants to build an oil rig, a
jetting barge, a pipe-laying barge, or
rig servicing vessels, let it do so. I give
an assurance thit I will do all in my power
to assist. I am sure that the Federal mem-
ber for Tangney and others will also do all
in their power to assist. We would also
join in pressing the present Government
to ensure that the contracts are Placed in
Western Australia.

Of course, we cannot promise subsidies
or do other things unless somebody places
an order. With due respect to Mr McNeill,
I am sure he will agree with what I am
saying. Last, but not least, another situa-
tion has to be contended with. No Govern-
ment, whether it be the present Federal
Government or some other, will finance a
rig to the tune of 50 per cent of the cost
or more just because the Australian ship-
building industry has not adopted modern
methods. The cost would amount to $5
per annum for every man, woman and
child, and that Is more than the capital
invested in the industry,

No doubt members will agree that it is
very bad business to do that. If the pre-
sent Australian Government were to pur-
sue that policy it would be open to accusa-
tions of being incompetent. Nothing would
please me more than to say that the ocean
Endeavour will operate next week; It wI
go on the ocean in six weeks and it will
be taken up by the Australian Government.
However, what it will do I do not know.
If I could approach the 400 people involved
and say that it would be operating next
week, I would be very happy. I have
had many meetings with the parties con-
cerned. I spoke to those parties but to
no avail. It would make me very happy.
If I could say to the management and to
the employees, "Your jobs will not be cut
out this week because ODECO has placed
an order," or "Burmah Oil has placed an
order." That is a logical attitude, and I
am sure Mr McNeill feels the same as I
do.

This Is not the fault of the Australian
Government, and it Is also not the fault
of the Australian Government that other
things have not happened. Reference has
been made to the establishment of a jumbo
steel mill.

The Hon. N. MciNeill: What about the
Aiwest project?

The Hon. D. K. DANS: I was hoping
the Minister would spare me in regard to,
the Alwest project. Perhaps I will deal
with it when I speak in the debate on the
Supply Bill. We are all aware of the
downturn In the demand for aluminium.
Quoting from what has appeared in a
German newspaper I can say that the

city of Hamburg would be glad to tell
the people about the Reynolds Alumina
Company. One report was headed, "De-
bacle for Hamburg-Reynolds pulls out".
I am not sure that Reynolds will be estab-
lishing a project in this State. No useful
purpose is served by producing alumniniumn
when the demand drops. Can we blame
the Australian Government for that?

The Hon. N. McNeill: Mr Tonkin did.
The Hon. D. K. DANS: He might have,

but I am making my speech and not Mr
Tonkin. I represent my electorate, and
Mr Tonkin represents his.

The Hon. V. J. Ferry: What about the
conditions?

The Hon. D. K. DANS: That is a very
good question, and it comes back to the
question of rigs. Let the consortium con-
cerned agree to the conditions, and let it
start work. That is all that is stopping the
consortium.

On the question of the feasibility of es-
tablishing a jumbo steel plant can we
blame the Australian Government? I recol-
lect reading a report on the comments of
Sir Charles Court when he was overseas
and spoke about the demand for steel. I
turned over the newspaper and read a re-
port in it about Broken Hill cutting down
on hot strip production at its Wollongong
plant by 30 per cent. There is a downturn
in the motorcar industry, and the demand
for cars will never reach its previous high
level. This industry is probably the largest
user of steel. I did have discussions with
the Federal Minister (Dr Moss Cass) on
the establishment of a jumbo steel plant.
Why do some people delude themselves
into thinking that the establishment of a
jumbo steel plant centred at Kwinana will
be the means of employing thousands of
people, when it will simply be turning out
for export big blobs of steel which are not
far removed from pig iron? The process
can almost be undertaken by automation.

I do not wish to go into the question of
pollution, but if we establish a steel plant
we would have chemical industries and a
number of other industries in its wake.
In that way pollution would be created. In
this regard I could paraphrase the words
of a Yorkshireman, "There is money in
muck."

At the present time many problems have
arisen at Cockburn Sound. I am sure all
of us would like to turn the clock back.
and look at the plans drawn up by Colonel
Trydeman for the development of Cockburn
Sound. At the time nobody took notice of
his plans, but today everyone in the Fre-
mantle area knows the state of the beaches
at Rockingham.

I am sure many people are aware of
the heap of gypsum in Cockburn Sound
that may or may not contain mercury,
which is a poison. Many people are aware
of the discharge of treated sewage into
Cockburn Sound, and probably it is the
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greatest destroyer of sea grass. Nobody
knows the full effect from the building of
the causeway there, and already shoaling
is taking place. No-one knows where It will
all end, and no-one can blame the Aus-
tralian Government for that.

The bail is In the court of the people
who want to develop our natural re-
sources. It is up to them to come forward
with propositions. There is a downturn
in the economy and we are not unaffected
by it. At this stage good businessmen will
not invest money as the future is not
clear. If members were shareholders in
the Reynolds Alumina Company they
would not want to Invest their money In
a project just to provide employment.
That is not the idea of business. Whether
or not we like It. we live in a market
economy situation, and the object of busi-
ness is to make a Profit. I said that in
addressing a meeting conducted by the
Chamber of Manufactures, and today that
still remains the criterion.

I go further than that. I say that a
socialist economy or a capitalist economy
cannot be run at a loss. It must make a
profit. No wise businessman and no wise
socialist will invest money for the
sake of investing it. Let us get the posi-
tion clear. We have a whole host of
natural resources which I am sure will be
developed in conjunction with the States
in the interests of the people of Austra-
lia at the appropriate time. The Austra-
lian Government is not stopping such de-
velopment at present.

In one Part of the Governor's Speech
the following statement appears--

Despite economic conditions, and
the Present Commonwealth Govern-
ment's policies, international interest
In major Western Australian indus-
trial and resource development and
research was found to be extremely
keen.

I would argue with that statement.
The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: What are

you arguing about?
The Hon. D. K. DANE: I would point

out that statement is prefaced with
the words 'Despite the Comumonwealth
Government's policies". No-one on the
international market will take notice of a
State; he will take notice only of the
Government which exercises power over
customs, finance, the printing of currency,
and the issue of licenses.

The Hon. N. McNeill: What about the
Treaty of NABLA.

The Hon. D. KC. DANS: That has yet
to be signed, but who will sign It?

The Hon. N. McNeill: That is a good
question.

The H-on. D. K. DANS: As I understand
from newspaper reports, the Australian
Government evidently has some argument

over the verbiage. I have not risen to
debate the foreign Policy of this country.
We could engage in such a debate all
night long, but we would not be any fur-
ther advanced. The Impact of such de-
bate on the Department of Foreign Affairs
would be exactly nil. Perhaps one day
when we do not have much to do and do
not wish to go home we could engage in
one of these exercises and debate all
manner of topics.

I want to say this: The breakdown arising
from substituting constitutional govern-
ment with some kind of ranting and raving
about the Australian Government is not
doing the State Government any good. I
hope those people keep on doing that be-
cause In a cross section of the community
I have not found a Government that is
more unpopular, but for what reasons I
do not know. That is the way it Is. My
leader has pointed out all the things the
present State Government has not done.
We are waiting for some of the things it
has undertaken to do.

The Hon. R. Thompson: That is not
mentioned in the Governor's Speech.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: The question of
rural development has been very well can-
vassed, and we have heard all sorts of
statements about what the present State
Government would do for the farmers.
One of the reasons for the high cost of
living is the high cost of foodstuffs, apart
from potatoes which Mr Ferry mentioned
and I have some expert knowledge because
we were members of an Honorary Royal
Commission which inquired into the
potato industry. Up to that time I did not
think that potatoes had different names: I
thought they were all one variety. Sub-
sequently I did discover that some potatoes
were better than others. The Government
is caught like the ham in a sandwich.
and somehow or other the efficient grower
has to subsidise the inefficient grower.
I still have a horrible fear that some
growers engaged in the industry will end
up as peasant farmers.

The consensus of opinion in some areas
is that the farmers are not doing so well.
Had hogget been added to that list, it
would have been dearer, but would have
given some subsistence level on the farm.
We are paying cheaply for beef today. I
cannot have a chip at my old mate. Mr
Lewis, because he let us know what he
thought of that plan In the closing days
of the last session. I would not be upset-
and I really mean this-if a price were
paid which would return a living wage to
the man on the land. I have been asso-
ciated with obtaining wage increases all
my life and anyone is worthy of his hire.
I do not discriminate. I do not think one
section of the community should live at
the expense of another.



We know very well that the farming
community is one which is In an impossible
position in relation to its ability to pass
on costs. It is also In an impossible posi-
tion because it is governed more than any-
one else by what the overseas market is
prepared to Pay. Despite our iron ore and
natural resources, the backbone of this
country still resides in the primary indus-
tries, but what a position they are in! Is
that the Australian Government's fault?
It has been said that the Australian Gov-
ernment should farm some more money
into the beef industry. I believe this aspect
is being considered and being pushed by
Senator Wriedt. He was quite honest when
he said that they got what they asked for
-$20 million-and according to the paper
the president or secretary of the cattle-
men's association agreed with just
that. Where do we go from there? I do
not know. It would be true to say-and
again we cannot blame the Australian
Government-that If beef prices dropped
much lower, a tremendous number of
people would be out of the industry. I
hope that will not occur,

The Hon. D. J, Wordsworth: Was the
Australian Government criticised over that
In the Speech?

The Hon. D. K. flAiS: No; but I am
relating it to some other matters and if
members cannot follow the trend of the
debate they should not be in Parliament.

I do not want to say anything more about
that subject, but will pass on to the very
vexed question of Medibank. This is a
word which has been bandied around and
never has so much confusion been de-
liberately engendered in the minds of the
people by such a small section of the com-
munity than has been the case on this
very vexed question.

Mr Baxter cannot answer the questions
put to him. I will not labour this point,
but Mr Baxter does not know what he
will talk to Mr Hayden about because he
will say the samte things to Mr Hayden
as will the Minister for Health from New
South Wales and the minister for Health
from Victoria.

He made the amazing statement that it
is suggested that Medibank will be
knocked back in Queensland, but as I read
the papers and listen to the news reports,
I gather that that was the decision of the
National Party Convention. In the words
of Sir Gordon Chalk, negotiations were
still in hand and he would not be dictated
to by any outside organisation.

The Hon. B. Thompson: Or by Joh
Bielke-Petersen.

The H-on. D. K. flAiS: I do not know
whether he said that; but If the Leader
of the opposition says he did, he probably
did.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: The Minister's
secretary told me yesterday morning that
they would not go ahead with Medibank.

The Hon. D. K. flAiS: The Minister Is
pretty well informed on some things, but
not on others. I would agree with Mr
Chipp when he said on the "AM" pro-
gramme early this week that irrespective
of what the Governments thought they
would join Medibank. From a political
advantage point of view I would very
much like us not to enter the hospital
scheme of Medibank, because despite Mr
Baxter's confusion concerning the matter.
there are one million people in Western
Australia.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I did not say
that.

The H-on. D. K. DM15: Do not let us be
pedantic. The figure is one million plus.
The number is not important. The facts
are these: Disregarding all those people,
If we do not go Into the Medibank scheme
for hospitals as Is suggested, those of us
who were referred to by Mr Wordsworth
as being wealthy, will pay. We are pay-
ing now.

The only difference will be that we will
be Paying taxation and we will also be
paying for the hospital care whether it
be standard ward treatment or private
ward treatment. Mr Chipp said that the
States have to go in or else they will go
broke.

The H-on. N. E. Baxter: According to
Dr Everingham the National Health
Scheme will not work.

The Hon. Di. K. DANS: I have no doubt
that when Medibank comes into operation
on the 1st July there will be a fair amount
of confusion. After ali, when wars break
out there is a certain amount of con-
fusion when the people are called up to
the colours. Borne get guns and some get
broomnsticks, but eventually when every-
thing settles down things get under way.

I have here some questions and answers
and if Mr Baxter interjects I will not
worry. I know you might not like inter-
jections, Mr President, but I do not worry
about them.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I thought you
were going to say you knew nothing about
it.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: When I first
heard about Medibank I thought it was
some new kind of contraceptive, but it is
not that at all. Then I though it was some
sort of obscene thing, but now I1 find it is
a scheme to help people.

The first objection was--
Acceptance of the Federal Govern-

ment's schemes would put the State's
hospitals in the hands of Canberra
bureaucrats.

is that true?

(COUNCIL.]
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The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Yes.
The Hon. D. K. DANS: This Is the

answer-
W.A.'s hospital system would con-

tinue in exactly the same hands as at
the moment if the W.A. Government
accepted the Medibank proposals.
W.A. would not lose any control over
the public hospital system.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Who gave You
that answer?

The Hon. D. K. DANS: I am telling the
Minister, and I will prove it. It was Mr
Hayden, to be frank.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: This is Mr
Hayden's propaganda you have been swal-
lowing.

The Hon. D. K. flANS: The Minister
comes from a party which comprises heavy
propagandists. I do not bother to read
the Liberal Party policy booklet any more
because I do not find anything in it rele-
vant to the present situation. It is not
Grimm's Fairy Tales, but a grim fairy tale.
To continue-

The Australian Cabinet has decided
that there would be no offsetting of
money available under Medibank.
meaning that funds would not be
taken from other avenues of assistance
to the State to provide the $20 million
that W.A. hospitals would get under
Medibank. (Hayden.)

It could well be that $20 million is not
sufficient. Mr Baxter has said tonight-
and I will not hold him to the figure-
that it is something like $14 million in the
red now. I can well imagine what will
happen if we do not join the scheme.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: In other
words we are being blackmailed into join-
ing.

The Hon. Di. K. DANqS: No. The Gov-
ernment is operating under private enter-
prise and it is so far in the red now that
If the honourable member wants to call it
blackmail I could say that the end justifies
the means. After all, there have been two
elections and there was to be another one
this year, but not on the Opposition's
terms. We know when It will be. do not
worry about that. The grounds are already
there for another double dissolution. I am
hoping Malcolm Fraser gets elected as
leader and then we will not have to worry
about the Country Party.

The PRESIDENT: Would the honour-
able member please connect his remarks
to the amendment.

The Hon. D. K. DM45: I have been
doing that all along, but unruly interiec-
tions, which I do not mind, lead me astray,
and being a compulsive talker, I cannot
stop. The next Objection is--

The doctor-patient relationship
would be destroyed under Medibank.
(Chlpp.)

The answer reads-
Under the Medibank programme all

Australians will be able to obtain
medical care from the doctor of their
choice. (Hayden.)

The Hon. W. Rt. Withers: Can you tell
us what document that is?

The Hon. D. K. DANS: It is a document
the Labor Party has. I do not ask the
honourable member about his documents,
but he can have a look at this one later
if he desires.

'The Hon. R. Thompson: It is a research
of statements made.

The Hon. Clive Griffiths: Just because
Mr Hayden made those comments does
not mean they are right.

The Hon. Di. K. DANS: That is quite
true. Merely because Sir Charles Court
says something, I do not necessarily be-
lieve it. That is our prerogative. To con-
tinue-

Doctors will not be a whit worse off
under the Labor scheme than they are
at present. Their Incomes will not
suffer: indeed they will rise. Their
Practices, their day-to-day routine will
not change. All that will change from
the doctors' point of view Is their
method of settling accounts. (Whit-
lam.)

The next objection I have reads as fol-
lows-

R. 0. Hayward, the Secretary of the
W.A. Branch of the A.M.A., has been
critical of the scheme for, amongst
other things, its inflationary effect.
His figures, based on estimates by a
Melbourne actuarial report of July
last year,-

Someone referred to that. I think it was
the Minister.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Who will set
the doctors' charges?

The Hon. D. K. DANS: I would not
interrupt the Minister. To continue-

-are that the health scheme will be
a net $730 million above the budgeted
cost to the Commonwealth of support-
ing the existing health insurance
scheme.

The answer is-
These incorrect costings are based

on a highly suspect actuarial report
which was based on wrong assump-
tions and a lack of knowledge. The
extensive qualifications and equivica-
tions in the introduction to the report
indicated that actuaries are not pre-
Pared to stake their professional
reputation on their figures.

We have been trying to find the name of
the actuary who made that prediction.
The other day when listening to Mr
Hayden, Mr Chipp, and Sir Herman Black
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on the "AM" Programme I noted that Sir
Herman, an economist from the Sydney
University, was extremely guarded. He
did not shoot his mouth off. The next
objection reads-

The Scheme is being described as
socialised and nationalised medicine
and an invasion of private enterprise.

I imagine the Liberal Party would have
good grounds just on that point alone,
without anything else, for opposing the
scheme, and I do not argue with its right
to do so: but let us oppose it on something
tangible. The answer to that objection
is--

Private medicine was "invaded"
long ago.

Mr Baxter would know just bow many
hundred doctors there are in Western
Australia now, and it is a very high
number.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: But-

The Hon. D. K. DANS: Just a moment.
I wish the honourable member would not
behave like a fish. If he were a fish he
would not live one second because he
would bite at the first worm that came
his way! To continue the answer-

The Government representing tax-
payers of all kinds, already contributes
a quarter of the cost of a visit to your
local 0.P.-

Nationalist, socialist medicine! But that is
the accepted part of socialism, and mem-
bers of the Country Party should know
all about this because they use the socialist
part of the economy under Liberal and
Labor Governments and knock it when
things are going good. However, I will
not continue on that theme as I will have
ample opportunity to do so at a later
stage. The answer continue-

-assuming he or she Is one of those
charging according to the medical
benefits schedule, so the Government
already controls the rates and bene-
fits paid under private insurance.

That is a statement of fact. To con-
tin ue-

Doctors so keen on private enter-
prise should be clamnouring for the
complete withdrawal of the Govern-
ment from funds and subsidies. How-
ever, doctors would be unable to main-
tain their income at its present level.

Any argument with that? Silence! TO
continue-

Patients would not be able to pay
and doctors would run up a lot of
bad debts."

Quote Dr Robert Clarke of the Doc-
tors' Reform Society.

As well. Queensland has had so
called "socialised medicine" for 40
years. In the Queensland system
doctors cannot take up the cry of
doctors elsewhere, "fee for service,

no sessional medicine", because they
already have hospital duty where they
are paid by the session.

That is a Country Party State, and it has
never tried to change the system.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Don't you
think we have doctors who receive ses-
sional payments, too?

The Hon. D. K. DANE: That is not the
equivalent of the situation in Queensland.
The Minister knows that as well as I do.
Until the law was amended everyone flitted
over the border to go to hospital in Queens-
land, but that situation has stopped now.
The answer continues-

Queensland does not have to alter
anything to join the hospital side of
Medibank. The only difference, in-
stead of receiving federal subsidy of
$2 per patient, per day ($5 for pen-
sioners) they will now receive $18.

A further point on so called na-
tionalised medicine:- The Australian
1.3.75-Editorial-"Medibank is not
nationalised medicine, in the Chifley
style.' It is not restrictive medicine
for patients will have totally free
choice of their doctors. It is not
socialised medicine, for hospital pati-
ents will have free access to private or
intermediate wards if they either pay
extra or take extra insurance against
this possibility.

What happens now? There are varying
rates under private schemes. I. like many
other people, pay about the highest rate.
which is just on $62 a quarter. That is a
fair amount of money but I am paying
for that ervlce. The only difference in
future will be that I will pay less than
$62 a quarter.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: That is the top
bracket.

The Hon. fl. K. DANE: Yes.
The Hon. D. J Wordsworth: Do you

really think it will come down?
The Hon. D. K. DANE: That figure will

come down under the Medibank scheme
because one would be Paying only an
amount in excess for Private ward treat-
ment. flat is one's right and if one does
not want it one can reject it. It is some-
thing in the vicinity of $2 a week.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: Plus your
income tax.

The Hon. D. K. DANE: There will be
no extra tax at present but I would not be
so naive as to say that in the future the
levy syttemn will not be introduced.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: You will be
taxed in one way or another.

The Hon. D). K. DANE: Mr Wordsworth
has not been around for quite as long as
I have but the point is one gets nothing
for nothing. I opened my remarks by
saying that. The only way Governments
can rakte revenue is through taxes and
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other measures. I do not mind paying a
little more if all the people in this country
are properly cared for. It baa been stated
that any civilised country in the world
which is humanitarian has a health
scheme. Everyone quotes the British
scheme. Why do they not look at other
European countries?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: We have a good
health scheme in this State now.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: We know why the
idoctors object to this scheme: their in-
come will be scrutinised and the Gov-
ernment will know what they are taking
in. All those "itty-bitty" things will be
taxable. The next objection is-

Commonwealth funds will come with
such strings attached as a Common-
wealth say in location of hospitals,
priorites, and planning.

The answer Is-
There is very good reason to believe

that there are no such strings. The
system Is to be administered by the
same State authorities, local commit-
tees, boards of management, as exist
now.

That is what Mr Hayden has said. The
next objection is-

The Government will have on file,
for perusal by public servants, the
medical history of every Australian.
The traditional relationship of secrecy
between doctor and patient will be
broken.

The answer Is-
The confidentiality of computerised

records, not adequately controlled at
the moment, will be guaranteed by
iron clad provisions and special legis-
lation to be introduced Into Parlia-
ment.

That is a statement by the Prime Minis-
ter (Mr Whitlam). The next objection
is-

Medibank has been subject to the
same criticisms as the British national
hospital service, i.e. lowering of stan-
dards.

The answer is-
The British scheme, although a wery

much different scheme, has been so
widely accepted that no Government
has dared to undo it,

The next objection Is-
The present scheme works, It only

needs more federal funds.
That is a pretty good statement. The
answer is-

The Present scheme involves dupli-
cation, wasteful competition and
ignorance of the needs of I million
or more Australians. Contributors
are obliged to pay a substantial pro-
portion of the cost of health services

they receive and because It is ill-
equipped to take account of Increases
In the fees scales, it places unneces-
sary hardship on pensioners and
others. As well, with State run hos-
pitals and the present financing sys-
tem, It is obvious that hospital
charges, which have already risen
steeply, will go higher and so will the
cost of private health insurance. The
present system is based on fear of
economic ruin, if one becomes Ill, As
this fear Is inherent in the system,
It allows exploitation on several levels
and hence, those with health worries
can have financial worries Imposed on
top.

We all know that. People go around say-
Ing, "I would rather be healthy than
wealthy." I would rather be wealthy and
sick than poor and sick. If members
were to visit some of the industrial sub-
urbs and see the human misery caused by
illness and accident they would come
around to my way of thinking. The next
objection is--

It (the Commonwealth) has refused
to sit down and discuss details of the
schemne and how State and private
hospitals can be protected.

The Minister for Health said the Com-
monwealth had refused to do those things.
I accept that, I do not say it is true but
I have not known the Minister to tell
lies In the House. The answer to that
objection is-

The latter part of this statement Is
Irrelevant and is dealt with as an
earlier objection. Despite the Prem-
ier's claim that the Commonwealth
has refused to discuss it, it was the
State Minister who refused to meet
with the Commonwealth.

I am prepared to accept the Minister's
statement tonight that he was not avail-
able to meet Mr Hayden today. The
objection to Medibank costs Is-

It seems as though they have been
plucked out of the air in panic, be-
cause of the Commonwealth Govern-
meat's embarrassment when it said
last week that it could not state a
cost figure for 4J weeks or more.

The Premier made that remark. He also
said the figures sounded suspect. The
answer to that objection is-

Cost estimates were prepared by the
Department of Social Security and the
Health Insurance Commission. The
explanation why costs could not be
stated previously is that it was un-
known which States Intended to par-
ticipate.

I will not go through all these objections.
The Minister for Health knows as well as
I do that despite all the "hoo-ha ', the
smokescreens., and the shuffling around
there will be a Medibank scheme; there
must be.
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The Hon. N. E. Baxter: There will prob-
ably be a national health scheme. "Medl-
bank" is a term used for the fund of the
scheme.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: There will be a
national health scheme. If the State ha s
some valid arguments, I hope it will Put
them forward.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: We will.

The Hon, D. K. DANE: If they are In
the interests of the people of Western
Australia, I would like to know what they
are. On the "Monday Conference" tele-
vision programme last night I was amazed
to hear a Dr Benn. I do not suppose we
can accept his approach as being final
but he made a statement-which even Dr
Wilson had to say he knew nothing about
-that South Australia was at present
negotiating with the Australian Govern-
ment for people in public wards in public
hospitals to be able to have the services
of their own doctor, and he gave us to
understand the proposal would be accep-
ted. That does not happen now. It used
to be the case with regard to the Pre-
mantle Hospital. but since that hospital
has become a big, cold, monolithic build-
ing the Personal relationships are fading
away and it Is becoming more like the
Royal Perth Hospital, which grows bigger
and bigger every day and provides no more
beds.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Since when has
it grown bigger and bigger and provided
no more beds? That is completely untrue.

The Hon. D. K. DAI S: How many beds
will be Provided in the $25 million expan-
sion?

The I-on. N. E. Baxter: There will be 200
in the main block.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: I would like to
know at a later stage the ratio of members
of the bureaucracy to patients. It seems
to be a great problem in the large public
hospitals.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: These are teach-
ing hospitals and their costs are higher.

The H-on. D. K. DANS: But they seem to
grow and grow, and at the bottom one
finally finds some patients.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: How big has It
grown in 20 years?

The Hon. D. K. DANS: It seems to have
growvn in 20 years. The Fremantle Hospital
seems to be growing every day.

The H-on. N. E. Baxter: The only growth
at Royal Perth in 20 years is the east wing.
it is only small growth for a major hos-
pital.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: I support the
amendment moved by the Leader of the
Opposition, because the manoeuvring of
the non-Labor States is not in the best
interests of the Australian people.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: We think it is.

The Hon. D. X. DANS: The Liberal-
Country Party coalition Government is
doing what it has always done-pander-
ing to the hip-pocket nerves of the few
exclusive doctors. People who oppose Medi-
bank should obtain a consensus of opinion
among doctors, because many doctors
agree with Medibank. I am not taking into
account what was said on the "Monday
Conference" programme, In which two
groups of doctors appeared.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Where do you
get your information?

The Hon. D. K. DANE: I go to some
dinners with doctors. I went to one not
long ago which was attended by a great
number of doctors. The Minister may
also have been to dinners but he would
mix with the hip-pocket doctors.

If the people of Western Australia are
denied the services of the hospital side
of Medibank through the petulance of a
State-rightist Government, the Govern-
ment will stand condemned in the eyes of
the whole population. I can assure the
Government that if it takes that step it
will certainly not be here after the next
election.

It is amazing how political fortunes wax
and wane. Only a few weeks ago Mr
Anthony was saying, "We will go to the
people on Medibank." The Liberal Party
is well equipped to collect information, and
It has been filtering through that Medi-
bank is gaining acceptance and that it
would be foolish to go to the people on
the matter. That attitude is fading into
obscurity. I do not know what Mr Sned-
den's view will be if he Is still the Leader
of the Opposition next week. As I under-
stand it, Mr Fraser does not want Medi-
bank, and Mr Millen may have different
ideas. I warn the Government that it
will suffer the wrath of the people
if it is foolish enough, through petu-
lance, to deny the People of this State for
one day, one week, or one month the bene-
fits of this scheme. I caution the Gov-
erment about the matter and urge
members of this Chamber, if they
represent the people and regard this as
a House of Review, to support the amend-
ment moved by the Leader of the Oppo-
sition.

THE HON. S. J. DELLAR (Lower North)
(11.28 p.m.]: I rise to support the amend-
mnent moved by Mr Thompson to the Ad-
dress-in-Reply to the Speech delivered to
this House last week by the Governor. The
amendment falls into three parts. Firstly.
we do not appreciate the manner in
which His Excellency was again used as
a tool for the denigration of the Austra-
lian Government. The second aspect is
the current situation with regard to the
acceptance by the State Government of
the Medibank Scheme, which I believe has
been fairly well canvassed and I will not
deal with it at the same length as did
other speakzers. Thirdly, the amendment
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refers to the failure of the State Govern-
ment to honour Its electoral undertakings
in its stated policy, and we therefore be-
lieve the Government Is deserving of cen-
sure and no longer has the confidence of
this House.

Mr Dans has outlined quite clearly and
concisely our objection to the fact that
the Court Government has again used the
occasion of the opening of Parliament by
His Excellency to attack the actions of the
Australian Government. Mr Dans has
covered that matter quite adequately. We
do not deny the State Government the
right to criticise the Australian Govern-
ment-whether it be the present Austra-
lian Government or any other Australian
Government-or the Government of any
other State or country.

However, we do object to the use of
Her Majesty's representative for this pur-
pose. Everyone has the right to criticise,
and we have seen many members In this
Chamber criticise the actions of the Aus-
tralian Government since its election. I
have heard this done many times since
I have been in this Chamber, first as a
member of the previous State Govern-
ment, and latterly as a member of the
opposition.

If we agree that it is the right of
members to criticise-and I believe it Is-
that is fair enough; but do not let
us use Her Majesty's representative for
this purpose. As Mr Dans has said, I am
quite sure that had Her Majesty been
present last Thursday evening she would
not have delivered that Sp~eech.

Be that as it may, I turn now to the
question of Medibank. I do not intend to
go Into this matter at great length. How-
ever, I was quite surprised to llsten to the
Minister for Health replying to the criti-
cism levelled by the Leader of the Oppo-
sition and saying that the Australian
Government had used a gerrymander In
order to fulfil its policy. I think the
Minister used words such as. "forced its
political power by using a joint sitting of
both Houses of Parliament as a ruse to
mislead and delude the Australian people
in an attempt to implement its policy".
That policy was, of course, enunciated be-
fore the Australian Government was
elected. That Government was elected
upon that policy, and it has since been
re-elected. We recently heard whisper-
ings that we were going to have an elec-
tion on the Medibank scheme, but that
does not appear to be the case now.

However, the Australian Government
was elected in a democratic manner. An
opportunity became available to it under
the Constitution to hold a joint sitting of
the Houses of the Federal Parliament. it
decided to hold the Joint sitting, and Its
decision was upheld by the High Court
of Australia. The Australian Government

acted democratically under the Constitu-
tion about which we have heard so much,
and yet the Minister for Health told us it
was a gerrymander.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Of course it was.
The Hon. S. J. DELLAR: It Is obvious

that the situation which applies now Is
similar to that which applied last year;
that members opposite are not prepared
to accept the fact that there is in power
in Canberra a political party which is not
of their colour or liking. Talk about slow
learners! it is over two years since that
Government was elected, and members
opposite have not yet accepted the fact.
I admit that I cannot become accustomed
to the Present State Government, because
I do not support its philosophies but, by
God, we know it is in power, because
every day we find that it is not 'putting
things right" but is rather, as we have
said time and time again "putting things
right up".

The third part of the amendment is
related to the failure of the Government
to honour its electoral undertakings and
its stated policy.

The Hon. Clive Griffiths: On what page?
The Hon. 8, J. DELLAR: My copy of

the Liberal Party policy is not numbered,
and the honourable member knows that.
The amendment states that the Govern-
ment Is deserving of censure and no
longer possesses the confidence of this
House. Since the Court Government has
been in power on every occasion it has
done something for which It has received
criticism from the public, it has blamed
the Australian Government. I am cer-
tainly sick and tired of this. Many people
In the community are also sick and tired
of this continual excuse-making on the
part of the Premier. On every occasion
when he Is criticised he says the Govern-
ment must do what it is doing because
Canberra is forcing it to do so.

The Hon. Olive Griffiths: That is right.

The Hon. S. J. DELLAR: That is his
excuse.

The Hon. V. J. Ferry: It Is not an ex-
cuse, it is a f act.

The Hon. S. J. DELLAR: Every time
the Premier is reported In the Press he
makes statements such as, "Loet us get rid
of ths Canberra Government and get the
State moving again." When the Minister
for Justice replied to the Leader of the
Opposition he said the State Government
has been in office for only 11 months and
has not had sufficient time to put Its
policy into effect. r agree with that. But
what has the Government done? It has
done very little. The Minister referred to
the rural areas and said all the problems
in those conmmunities were caused by the
actions of the Australian Government.
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The Hon. N. McNeill: I did not say, "All
the problems.",

The Hon. S. J. DELLAR: Well, most of
the problems. We had a motionu In this
House last session condemtning the actions
of the Australian Government. That mo-
tion was moved by Mr Lewis.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: It condemned the
actions of the Federal Government.

The Hon. S. J. DELLAB: The honoureble
member may refer to it as such, but I
refer to It as the Australian Government,
which Is its correct title.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: The motion re-
ferred to the Federal Government.

The Hon. S. J. DELLAR: Mr Lewis did
not substantiate his argument, as has
been claimed by the Minister for Justice
that miy leader did not substantiate his
argument in respect of this amendment.

The Ron. Clive Griffiths: It must have
been pretty well substantiated because
that motion was carried.

The Ron. S. J. DELLAR: Was it? That
surprises me. I thought this House was
so democratic that such a motion would
not be carried. However, now that the
honourable member has reminded me I
recall that it was, carried, and we did
indeed condemn the Australian Govern-
ment.

We have heard the Minister for Justice
talking a great deal about the Problems in
rural areas. The Premier did not say much
abotit this in the Governor's Speech. The
only reference I can find is on page 5.
where the following is stated-

Despite a good season in 1974, the
wellbeing of Western Australian pri-
mary producers is threatened by in-
flation and international marketin
conditions in 1975.

During the debate on Mr Lewis' motion
last year I pointed out that the problem
of marketing Is one of the major problems
in the rural industries. On Wednesday, the
12th February, 1975, the President of the
Pastoralists and Graziers Association de-
livered an address for the association's
annual report. On page 5 of the report he
said-

I am deeply concerned at the gradu-
al and continuing watering down of
State Rights and I must repeat that a
case has always existed for secession
by W.A.-and the validity of the rea-
sons has never been stronger than
they are today.

That Is his opinion, and he is rightly en-
titled to it. He then went on to say-

The reduction of incentive by the
Federal Government and its juggling
for political reasons alone of issues
vital to this State are also greatly
worrying.

Again, that is his opinion.
The Hon. N. McNeill: Are you speaking

in support of our side?

The Hon. S. J. DELLAR: He was talking
about juggling for political reasons, just
as our present Minister for Health is jug-
gling in respect of the Medibank scheme
for political reasons. Then, on page 6 of
the report, the President said-

At the same time there are grounds
for commending the Canberra regime.

I do not like the word "regime", but that
is the word he used. He continued-

It has shown considerable courage
of late in reversing decisions that have
been detrimental to the economy.

Also, I cannot help but agree with
the Federal Government's policy of
placing the accent on long-term
viable industries that can survive
without the aid of prop subsidies.

He then went on to offer his comments in
respect of the meat Industry. The follow-
ing comments are found at page 8 of the
report-

The meat situation could not be
described as anything but grim. What
makes It particularly unfortunate is
that the problem sterna not from a
selfmade situation but from one
created for us.

There can be no doubt that meat's
current position has been caused by
world economic problems stemming
front Arab oil politics and not through
any real fault of meat marketing.

Matters have been further compli-
cated by the protectionist policies
adopted by the European Economic
Community and Japan in the face of
over-supply.

However, if we believe that some
good comes from evil, then I think
that what has happened will In fact
benefit meat In the long term.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Where is
that mentioned In the amendment? I
thought we were dealing with Medibank.

The Hon. 8. J. DELLAR: I know what
I am talking about. I am referring to the
Policies of the Government and the fact
that it has failed to implement them. The
comments I have read out were made by
the President of the Pastoralists and
Graziers Association. and he acknow-
leged, as I did last year, that marketing
problems are some of the most serious
problems facing the primary producers
today. The Minister for Justice also re-
ferred to these problems. Surely the Aus-
tralian Government cannot be blamed for
all the problems which have arisen re-
garding markets in particular.

The Minister went on to say that per-
haps we should get back to the tradi-
tional role we played In the 1960s, and get
our development programmes going once
again. Yet, according to members. oppo-
site, those programnmes are being stifled
by the attitude of the Australian Govern-
ment. I wonder what was the situation
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in the early 1B50s when the Labor Gov-
ernment in Western Australia was stifled
by the Liberal Government In Canberra
in respect of the obtaining of a license
to export iron ore. let us face it, If that
policy had been reversed in those days the
vast development 'we have seen in our
north would have occurred many years
before it did. Members opposite could
go on blaming the Australian Government
all night if they wished to. I am sure
we on this side would have blamed the
then Federal Government in 1950. just as
members opposite blame the present Aus-
tralian Government today.

The Hon. N. McNeill: Members on both
sides of the House have done just that
for many years.

The Hon. S. J. DELLAR: That may be
so; I am simply pointing out that if the
present Australian Governmcnt is stifling
development as a result of its attitude,
then the same situation applied in 1950.
It was not until the Liberal Government
in Canberra lifted the emnbargo on the
export of Iron ore from this State that
the Brand Government had the opportu-
nity to go ahead with development. it
would not have mattered if that Govern-
ment had brought In Joe Blow off the
street and made him Minister for Indus-
trial Development, the north had to go
when the embargo was lifted.

The Hon. N. McNeill: I will not go
along with that.

The Hon. S. J. DELLAR: Of course, this
goes on all the time. From time im-
memorial the States have been fighting
the Federal Government. In the past 18
months to two Years everything that has
gone wrong in the State is blamed on
Canberra,

The Hon. T. Knight: This has been
happening for two years?

The Hon. S. J. DELLAR: Members op-
posite have been blaming Canberra be-
cause they have not the courage to admit
that not all the Problems we experience
are caused by Canberra and that some are
the result of their stated policies which
perhaps were not studied in the correct
manner in the first place. We have heard
members talk willy-nilly about what is
being done for the primary producers by
the present State Government. Let us
consider a few of the statements in its
policy. I cannot quote page numbers,
but I am quoting from the Liberal Party
policy speech delivered on the 14th March.
Under the heading of, "Curbing Rates,
Taxes and Charges", we find the follow-
Ing-

We are concerned about the upward
trend of rates, taxes and Government
charges.

Some Government charges have
risen as much as 300%. and there
has been a recent extreme example,
of a 1 400% rise affecting the price of
meat.

Inflation, affecting land values, Is
driving up rates and taxes related to
them.

This and other valuation anomalies
are causing serious anomalies ic,
taxes and charges levied against indi-
viduals.

The Premier also said-
We will review all taxes and charges

to see what streamlining is possible
to reduce Irritation to the public.

As we understand the position, the Gov-
ernment has set up some sort of commit-
tee to look at all aspects of Government
charges and taxes, but I suppose the re-
port of that committee will remain secret
until the Government is ready to do some-
thing about the problem, although I1 find
it extremely hard to realise that it will
reverse the decision it has made during
the last 12 months, because on that deci-
sion it has increased practicaliy every
charge it can think of.

This brings me to the statement by the
Minister for Justice In which he said that
his Government had only 11 months in
which to Implement its policy and to bring
to fruition the promises that were made
during the last election. The Minister
said that the Government had been
elected for three years but it has not had
12 months in which to put Its policies into
effect.

The Hon. N. McNeill: Do not interpret
my remarks as an excuse.

The lion. S. J. DELLAR: Let us take
it as a fact that the Minister's Govern-
ment has had only 12 months in which to
implement its policies. There is no deny-
ing the fact that within that period It has
made many Increases in taxes and charges.

The Hon. T. Knight; Have you ever
tried to purchase today something at the
price you paid for It 11 months ago?

The Hon. S. J. DELLAR: I could in
Singa pore. The following is what the
State Government said it was going to
do-

Liberal Party Speech (Rural De-
velopment): The cost-additive of big
increases in State and Federal charges
and taxes has been carelessly stacked
on top of other budget costs.

Who has been careless? The Federal
Government, the State Government, or
both? One cannot say that the State
Government has been careless, because it
has been Pretty accurate with what It
has done. Every possible charge that can
be Increased has been increased by the
Government. However, the Australian
Government has stated what it will do
and it Is still in the process of carrying
it out. If it reverses its decision made
previously one could not call that a care-
less attitude.
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The following is another extract from
the Liberal Party policy-

Liberal Policy Speech (8): Let's Put
things Right! Liberal policies for
1974-77 are designed to put things
right and get things done. They
avoid extravagant promises with the
people's tax money. They concen-
trate Instead on better Ideas, better
Plans, better management and better
results.

Let us look at that statement. The Gov-
ermnent has stated that it has avoided
extravagant promises. We do not believe
that because we believe the policy
speech was full of extravagant
promises that have not been implemented.
The Liberal Party says that It concen-
trates on better ideas, better plans, better
management, and better results. We have
not seen many results. If I can be com-
plimentary, the present State Government
has brought forward very few results. in
fact I am sure there are not many mem-
bers on the Government side who can
supply a list of the achievements of their
Government.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: We have
got rid of a Labor Government.

The Hon. S. J. DELLAR: The Liberal
Party did not get rid of us. The people
of Western Australia decided to have a
change of Government. Since that time It
has been the prerogative of the State
Government to fulfil the promises it
made at the last election. In its policy
speech it has said: Let us get the State
back on the move; let us have better
plans, better management, and better re-
scults. However, the only results one can
find Is a summary of the increases in
taxes and charges since the State Govern-
ment has been In office.

Every second day of the week we hear
the Premier saying: Let us get on with
things! Other members may have com-
mented on the increased charges made by
the Government, but I will quote them
again to prove that the statements made
in the Government's policy speech In re-
gard to avoiding increases in State taxes
and charges is a lot of hogwash. All 'we
hear from the Premier are words, words,
words.

In regard to abattoir slaughtering fees
the increases range from 15 per cent to
30 per cent-la per cent on cattle and 5
per cent on calves for export. There has
been an increase of 25 per cent on sheep,
lamb and goats for slaughtering and an
increase of 20 per cent on those exported.
There has been an increase of 12.5 per
cent on pigs slaughtered and an increase
of 7.5 per cent on Pigs for export. Those
increases were made in July. 1974. The
increased revenue for the State is un-
known.

The Increase in sewerage and water
rates as from the 1st July, 1974, averaged
a total of 37 per cent: the Increase in
shipping freights as at 1st July. 1974, was
30 per cent, and the increased revenue to
the State in the 1974-75 financial year
was $1.52 million.

In regard to rail freights, country train
and railway bus fares, an increase of 17
per cent was made on the 1st July, 1974,
and the increased revenue to the State was
$10 million in the 1974-75 financial year.
Those Increases affect the rural produc-
ers in this State. The 8010 compre-
hensive vehicle insurance was subject to
a 25 per cent premium rise on the 1st
August, 1974. On the same date electri-
city charges were increased by 14.2 per
cent. The increase in the domestic tariff
averaged 18 per cent; the industrial and
commercial tariff increased by 13 per cent.
The charges for natural gas were increased
by 10 per cent; the charge for manu-
factured gas was increased by 17 per
cent, and the increases on the
charges for this gas were backdated but
were not made pro rata. The increased
revenue to the State for these increases is
unknown. Recently another increase of
25 per cent was imposed on the electricity
charges.

In regard to metropolitan train and bus
fares on the 4th August, 1974, a new sys-
tem was introduced providing a 27 per
cent revenue increase which amounted to
$2.75 million In a full year. On the 1st
September, 1974, Government hospital
charges were increased by 50 per cent,
and the increased revenue to the State
amounted to an additional $5 mill ion inl
1974-75, and $8.6 million In a full year.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Not half enough.

The Hon. S. J. DELLAR: Of course, we
now have the situation, if I can digress
a little from what I have been saying,
where the Government will not enter the
Medibank scheme. If the Government
continues to refuse to enter this scheme
and if the people of Western Australia
are not permitted to enjoy the benefits of
the scheme, it will be a sad day for West-
ern Australia. Tonight the Minister for
Health admitted that the hospital situa-
tion in Western Australia was in a parti-
cularly bad state and was showing a defi-
cit of something In excess of $16 million.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I did not say
It was in a bad state. Our hospitals are
in a good state because we fund them
properly.

The Hon. S. J. DELLAR: The way
they are administered means that we lose
a little money on them, so we are pre-
pared to accept the deficit that has been
shown in hospital administration and we
must be prepared to accept the situation
that the people of Western Australia will
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be unable to join the new hospital scheme
initiated by the Commonwealth Govern-
ment.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: The biggest cost
is the pensioner component which we pay
for in this State. Last financial year that
cost $22 million.

The Hon. S. J. DELLAR: I would say
that if the Government will not accept
the Medibank scheme and we have had
an increase of only 50 per cent in hospi-
tal charges -since it came into office, any
State Government could not continue to
absorb the additional costs and that hos-
pital charges could be expected to in-
crease.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: There are vari-
ous factors that cause a rise in costs. Do
you not think that the increases in wages
and salaries tend to increase hospital
costs?

The Hon. S. J. DELLAR: The Minister
has admitted that hospital charges will
cost more.

I now return to the increases in taxes
and charges that have been made by the
State Government. Rents charged by the
State Housing Commission were increased
from $1 to $3.45 a week, and the interest
rate on future SHC purchase homes In-
creased from 5.375 per cent to 5.75 per
cent. These increases were Imposed as
from September, 1974. The increased rev-
enue resulting from the increase In rentals
amounted to $2.35 million but the increased
revenue to the State resulting from an in-
crease in the interest rate on future SHC
purchase homes is unknown. Pay-roll tax,
on the 1st September. 1974. was increased
from 44 per cent to 5 per cent. The in-
creased revenue to the State from this
increase is unknown. Vehicle registration
fees, drivers' license fees, and transfer fees
were Increased by an average of 65 per
cent on the 1st October, 1974. This will
re--ut in increased revenue to the State of
$8.1 million in the 1974 financial year and
$10.7 million in a full year.

The stamp duty on cheques was Increased
by 33A per cent; that Is, from 6c to 8c.
That Increase was announced in the last
Budget. The increased revenue to the State
is unknown. Liquor licenses paid by hotels
and licenced clubs were increased by 27.3
per cent, and from 54 per cent to 7 per
cent respectively. Liquor licenses for tav-
erns and licensed stores were increased by
6.7 per cent and from 74 per cent to 8 per
cent respectively. These increases were
also announced in the last Budget, and the
increased revenue to the State is unknown.

Country water rates have been increased
from 6c to 7.5c in the dollar for domestic
consumers and from 9c: to 10c in the dollar
for commercial properties. A rise of $10
or 45.5 per cent an the first l00 000 gallons
has been made in the country water bills
of domestic consumers and industrial and
commercial consumers have been subject to

higher increases. We all know that cer-
tain concessions have been granted since
the Budget announcement and that some
areas enjoy some benefit, but not to any
great extent.

Meat Inspection fee increases ranging
from 137.5 per cent to 525 per cent were to
apply before Christmas 1974. Road permit
charges were to be increased by 20 per
cent in the week commencing the 8th
January, 1975. On the 13th January, 1975,
electricity charges were increased by 25
per cent to bring in increased revenue to
the State amounting to $10 million in the
present financial year. on the same date
the charge for natural gas was Increased
by 20 per cent, which will bring in $20
million in a full year.

Those are the increases in Government
charges that have been made during the
past 11 months. This is what the Govern-
ment has done to put things right. This
is what it has done to avoid all those
savage increases and to attempt to curb
rates, taxes, and charges imposed on the
People of Western Australia. Of course, the
argument put forward by the State Gov-
ernment is that the blame is attachable
to the Australian Government.

I do not believe the Government has
honoured its election promises to any ex-
tent and of course this is the reason that
the Opposition at this stage has been
prompted to move an amendment to His
Excellency's Speech in the form that we
have. I doubt very much whether we will
get any support for the amendment from
Government members. However, as an Op-
Position, it is our duty to the veople of
Western Australia to use whatever equip-
ment we have at our disposal to highlight
the shortcomings of the Court Government
and so enable the people of Western Aus-
tralia to realise exactly what type of Gov-
ernment they have. It is a Government of
inactivity which hides behind words and
blames the Australian Government for
all its shortcomings. I am not sure that
we can expect any change in its attitude
either in the short or the long term.

We cannot expect the people of Western
Australia to accept the fact that every-
thing that has gone wrong In Western
Australia in the past 11 months is the
fault of the Australian Government in
Canberra, because we have seen that
Government re-elected within that period.
The fact that the Australian Government,
by its constitutional rights, has managed
to thwart the tactics of the Opposition in
the Federal Parliament in order to give
the people of Australia-and this includes
the people of Western Australia-the
benefits that were promised prior to the
election of the Australian Government, is
to its credit. It Is a sorry state of affairs
that, following the Australian Govern-
ment being re-elected, the Court Govern-
ment will not admit that it has been
elected for three years and also that this
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State Government is not doing what it
said it would to despite the fact that it
has the support of both Chambers in this
State. This was something which the pre-
vious Tonkin Labor Government did not
have, Of course most of our legislation did
not suit the Opposition at that time so It
either rejected legislation or manifested its
right to oppose legislation in this Chamber
which prevented the fulflmrent of the
wishes of the Tonkin Government, or the
wishes of the people who had elected that
Government.

I have much pleasure in supporting the
amendment. I believe it Illustrates the
point that the Opposition will not accept
the dictatorial attitude of the present
Government. There are many other points
we could raise and if the amendment to
the motion is agreed to we will illustrate
to the people of Western Australia our
displeasure against the action of the
Present Governmient.

THE HON. A. A. LEWIS (Lower Cen-
tral) [12.00 am.]: Before the Opposition
runs out of speakers I would like to ask
a few questions regarding Medibank. I
note that the amendment states we should
also inform His Excellency that the Gov-
ernment is deserving of censure for Its
failure to co-operate with the Australian
Government in Its health insurance pro-
gramme. We have heard a lot about the
so-called prevarications of the Minister
In not doing exactly what the Federal
Government wishes him to do. However,
the only information which most members
on this side of the House have had re-
garding Medibank. is that which has been
Published in the Press under the name of
Mr Hayden on Monday, the 17th March.
That information has to do with the costs
of the proposed programme. When I read
the article I was a little confused so I
thought I would go to another newspaper.

The Hon. R. Thompson: The honour-
able member Is always confused. Do not
say that you are a little confused.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I hope the
Leader of the opposition will be able to
supply answers to my questions through
following speakers. I will then cease to be
confused because, obviously, from his ef-
forts it seems he did not understand any-
thing about Medibank.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Is the honour-
able member prepared to move that I be
heard again?

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: When the
Leader of the Opposition was speaking he
shrugged his shoulders when questions
were asked of him, and went on to speak
about something else. He was usually
reading from some long document pro-
vided, I should Imagine, by somebody in
Canberra.

The headline of an article which ap-
peared in the Press was "Government
estimates cost of Medibank next year at
$1 408 million". That was the figure for
1975-76. It is commonly supposed that
Medibank, in reality, will not get off the
ground. I do not think that any member
realy believes the scheme will get off the
ground on the 1st July.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: Of course it
will. Any member who thinks it will not
get off the ground is acting like King
Canute.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: On the 1st
July?

The Ron. R. Thompson: if not, it will
be the f ault of the Minister and the Gov-
ermnent,

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Good. I am
glad to have those comments. The article
to which I have referred states that the
$1 408 million does not include what Mr
Hayden has referred to as the nonpartici-
pating States of New South Wales, Vic-
toria, and Western Australia.

Much play has been made by the Oppo-
sition on people. On a rough estimate I
think the populations of Victoria, New
South Wales, and Western Australia would
total in the vicinity of 10 million people.
So it will cost $1 408 million to set UP
Medibank for the rest of the Common-
wealth States. That Is the way the Press
release by Mr Hayden reads. I believe
Mr Hayden should know more about
Medibank than anybody else, and his re-
marks have left me a trifle confused.

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: Which part of
the article Is the honourable member
quoting?

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Either from
The West Australian or The Australian of
the 17th March, which was last Monday.
As I said earlier, I was so confused after
reading the first article I thought I had
better read the second one.

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: Where does It
say that Western Australia Is not in-
cluded?

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: The Australian
states that the figure does not include
another $150 million to bring other non-
participating States-New South Wales.
Victoria, and Western Australia-under
the scheme. The article in The West Aus-
tralian states that Government informants
estimated last night that If Victoria. New
South Wales and Western Australia ac-
cepted the hospital arangemnents the extra
cost to Medibank would be between $100
million and $150 million. So we have the
situation that $1 408 million will cover 4
iilion people living In Australia, and the

remaining 10 million will he out. If it is
to cost $1 408 million for 4 million people,
do members opposite really believe that it
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will cost only an extra $150 million to
cover an additional 10 million people?
That is laughable.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: That demon-
strawes the Ignorance of the honourable
member to the whole thing.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I am glad Mr
Cooley has woken up and got Into the
argument because he has a chance to
speak and can explain exactly how the
scheme will work. I am only relying on
Press statements made by Mr Hayden.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: That demon-
strates how ill-informed the honourable
member is.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I am ill-in-
formed because of the lack of information
supplied by members opposite.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: As a member
of Parliament you should be better in-
formed.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: That Is nice
to hear, and we will welcome the contri-
bution by the member opposite when he
will be able to explain to us how the
scheme will work. If Mr Cooley believes
in people-and I think he believes only In
certain types of people-

The Hon. R. Thompson: The humans.
The H-on. A. A. LEWIS: Well, the voice

from the dark. People, humans! I won-
der what the Leader of the Opposition
means. The point of his interjection Is
lost on the House. Let me continue: I
ain askig Opposition members, who in-
tend to speak, to give me an answer on
how this scheme will work.

It was mentioned by Mr Dans, I think,
that somebody said the figures were sus-
pect. of course they are suspect on the
information that has already been sup-
plied. If the opposition can prove they
are not suspect, and that they have defi-
nite backing, I am sure the Minister for
Health would like to hear from them be-
cause I imagine it would be the first time
the position had been explained to him.
I1 doubt whether Mr Hayden supplied the
information to the Minister.

I do not in any way believe Mr Hayden
Is an idiot. I imagine that when Mr
Hayden announced the figures he tried
to give a clear and concise estimate with-
out confusing anybody. Mr Hayden said
that In the following financial year Medi-
bank would coat another $449 million. It
appears to me Mr Hayden, having wiped
off three States, has decided that Medi-
bank will not get off the round on the
1st July. I can only make my judgment
by reading his Press report. it appears
Mr Hayden does not agree with Mrs
Vaughan or Mr Cooley that the scheme
will get off the round on the 1st July.

Although the Federal Government
claims that the rate of inflation is running
at 23 per cent I do not believe Mr Hayden,

by adding another $449 million f or the fol-
lowing year, considers we will have an in-
flation rate of 334 per cent. Perhaus those
members opposite who intend to speak
could explain that point. Are we to re-
ceive Just that much more to be put
into hospitals in the three States and
the Commonwealth Territories?

Another small interesting fact Is that
in The Australian, immediately following
the announcement regarding the costs of
the Medihank scheme appears a headline,
"Fund plans 'fee gap' cover". That fund
is to cover the deficiencies of Medibank.

We have heard a great deal about the
beauties of Medibank without really hear-
ing anything definite about it. I hope
members of the Opposition will be able
to answer those few questions so that I
will be more enlightened than I am now
after listening to the lead speakers from
the Opposition. As yet, members opposite
have told me nothing and have left me
In a state of confusion, even more than
did the Minister's Press report. The fact
that it will take $1 408 million to cater
for 4 million people, and an additional
$150 million to cater for an extra 10
million people does seem a little peculiar
to me. Perhaps I do not know how to
count dollars and cents properly!

In moving to another part of the amend-
ment moved by the Leader of the Op-
position, I take the strongest exception
to the Leader of the Opposition calling
our State Governor a pawn. I was dis-
gusted to hear that comment.

The lion. R. Thompson: I said he was
used as a. pawn, and the honourable
member ought to be disgusted.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: It disgusts me
that a man with the record of our Gover-
nor Is accused of being used as a pawn.
The Leader of the Opposition should be
ashamed of himself for using that type
of language in this House. It gives me
the greatest of pleasure to support the
Governor as a man, as a person, and
as the Governor. I believe the Leader
of the Opposition should cringe in his
seat for using the words he used con-
cerning a. man holding the position of
Governor, and a man with the record
held by the Governor.

Withdrawal of Remark
The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I ask for

a withdrawal that I used those words
and that I should cringe in my seat for
calling the Governor a pawn. I did not
at any stage use those words- I said he
was used, and is being used, as a pawn
by this Government.

The PRESIDENT:, What are the
words which the Leader of the Opposi-
tion wishes to be withdrawn?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The words
that I called the Governor a Dawn.
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The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I withdraw
those wards and say the Leader of the
Opposition said the Governor was used
as a pawn.

The Hon. R. Thompson: That is what
I said.

Debate (on Amendment to Motion)
Resumed

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Even so, the
Leader of the Opposition should cringe
in his seat for using those words about
a man with the record which Sir Hughie
Edwards has.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Your Govern-
ment denigrated him.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: If there is
any need for the Governor to return
the Speech he has that privilege, as the
Leader of the opposition is aware.

The Honk. R. Thompson: I knew himn
when we were boys together.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS:- That even
disgusts me more.

The Hon. R. Thompson:- We are very
firm friends.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS. It disgusts me
to hear that sort of comment in this
House.

I oppose the amendment. I do not
intend to go into the Address-in-Reply
debate at this stage. I will deal in more
detail with some of the comments from
the Opposition at a later stage.

The Hon. R. Thompson: The honour-
able memiber would have nothing to say
if he did not feed on somebody else's
speech.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I do not think
I use very much of anybody else's speech.
I would not call what I heard from the
Leader of the Opposition this evening
a speech. It was a mere rambling. I
think I have used the Press report on
which to base this very short and concise
speech.

So at the present time I will content
myself with those remarks in reply to the
speech of the Leader of the Opposition. I
oppose the amendment, and I will deal
with other frivolities brought up by op-
position members in my Address-In-Reply
speech. I ask this H-ouse to oppose the
amendment.

THE HON. GRACE VAUGHAN (South-
East Metropolitan) (12.15 a.m.]: As the
Minister for Education is wont to do, I
rise more in sorrow than in anger. I can-
riot become angry with a Government that
Is being so pathetic and somewhat ridicu-
lous In Its tactics and its negative ap-
proach. I undertook a content analysis
of the Governor's Speech. The Leader of
the House said that the Governor's Speech
was an enunciation of the Government's
programme.

The Hon. N. McNeill: An enunciation
of Government policy.

The Hon. GRACE VAUGHAN: Yes. The
part of the Speech which could be said to
be positive-that is. the Government's Pro-
posals and reports of action-made up
about 65 per cent of it. About 22 per cent
of the Speech was absolutely negative and
mostly derogative towards the Australian
Government. I would describe the remain-
ing 13 per cent as neutral; that is, the
Introduction, the tributes, and the closure.

I am quite appalled at the Ignorance of
members of the Governmnent in regard to
the principal condemnation of the Austra-
lian Government referred to by the Leader
of the Opposition In his amendment con-
cerning the health insurance programme
and the apparent lack of co-operation of
the State Government. We cannot accuse
the State Government absolutely because
there is so much secrecy about what sort
of negotiation is taking place. We know
for a fact that the Australian Minister for
Social Security has attempted to obtain
some sort of answer from the Government
of Western Australia for at least six
months. Some time ago the State Govern-
ment was informed of the Programme and
what was expected of the States in regard
to the hospital portion of the insurance
scheme. A great deal of time has elapsed
since then, and probably the Western
Australian Government was hoping and
praying for an election in which the Aus-
tralian Government would be defeated.
Our State Government hoped to go back
to its old conventional way, even though
it has proved to be so ineffective.

one of the Important matters men-
tioned here today was the fact that one-
third of our people are migrants. This fact
ought to be emphasised, and It brought
to my mind a consideration of what is
happening in the rest of the world. The
United States, Switzerland, and Australia,
are the only modern affluent Industrial-
ised countries which do not have national
health insurance programmes.

The Australian General Practitioners
Society must have searched the world to
find a sycophantic professor to bring out
here to open its conference. I am sure the
society searched very hard to find some-
one to agree with its conventional, con-
formist, and reactionary-type attitude to
health Insurance. Migrants to our country
are used to having health cover In the
same way as education and superannu-
ation is provided by means of taxation or
contribution in some cases. We are one of
the three countries which has chosen to
have a lesser health standard for the
majority of its people. I do not deny that
rich people in the United States have a
very high standard of health care. How-
ever, anyone who cares to read Interna-
tional Journals and magazines will soon
discover that a large majority of the
people on low incomes in the United States
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have a very poor standard of health care
indeed. Switzerland overcomes the prob-
lem to a certain extent because it is a very
rich country. It is doing what Australia
has tried to do over the years--Mr
McMahon, Dr Forbes. and others have
tried to cope with the recalcitrant medical
profession demanding more and more.
Switzerland does it, and Australia tried to
do It, by patching up a system which is
fundamentally inefficient and uneconomic.

The Minister for Health, like the Wes-
tern Australian Government, condemns
anything the Australian Government does
without analysing it or seeking informa-
tion about it. The Government should
seek sufficient knowledge to examine any
proposal critically. The Minister for Health
in South Australia has done this, and his
Premier and Cabinet have criticised the
scheme. Of course, this is the way pro-
grammes are improved-by criticism, and
the feedback one gets to a proposal. How-
ever, criticism must be constructive. Up
to date we have seen nothing from New
South Wales, Victoria, or Western Austra-
lia in the wvay of constructive criticism to
assist in producing a better health pro-
gramme. The Minister for Health indi-
cated that he does not know much about
the Medibank scheme. He attempted to
describe it as a funding, and he said that
anyone who wanted extra service would
have to Pay extra. of course, no-one will
pay extra to Medibank; any extra cover
will be Paid to the voluntary health funds
which will continue to insure people who
want extra comfort in hospital.

The Hon. G. C. Mcsinnon: Which Is
precisely what the Minister said.

The Hon. GRACE VAUGH1AN: No, it was
not. He may have made a mistake, but he
did not say any extra cover would be pro-
vided by the voluntary health services.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: I think you
were not listening.

The Hon. GRACE VAUGHAN: I am sure
the Minister for Education must have been
asleep at the time.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: I was not
asleep, I was listening to his speech.

The Hon. GRACE VAUGHAN: There are
other areas in health services in western
Australia which have been neglected, and
I can quote some instances of this, How-
ever, I will refer to these in my Address-
in-Reply speech because the amendment
specifically refers to the health Insurance
scheme, and I will not invite your criticism,
Mr President, by referring to them at the
moment.

The Minister for Health said it must
cost more to run the scheme. Of course
it must cost more for the Immediate term,
but in the long term we will have a better
health service, and therefore, more healthy
people. More people will be able to obtain
health care at an earlier stage. Notoriously.
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and by any sociological study, it is well
known that the people in the lower Income
bracket go less and later to the doctor than
do other people. These people frequently
go to the doctor too late. As everybody
knows, an ounce of prevention is worth a
ton of cure. it is certainly less expensive
to prevent disease than to cure it, particul-
arly when the disease has progressed.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: That is not borne
out by experience here.

The Hon. GRACE VAUGHAN: The Min-
ister referred to administrative costs. We
will make some savings because one fund
will administer the bulk of health care,
whereas we now have 119 voluntary
agencies throughout Australia. I hope
members will refer to the Nimmo report
If they want a, background to understand
the health insurance scheme and its urgent
need for our people. We cannot aff ord to
have an inferior health insurance scheme
in Australia if we wish to hold up our
heads.

The Nimmo report recommended all
sorts of changes, but these were not im-
plemented by the Liberal-Country Party
Government. That Government toyed with
the Nimmo report because it was becom-
ing very worried about the accelerating and
escalating health costs in Australia. The
situation can only worsen, as has been de-
monstrated in the United States and
Switzerland. The cost of keeping a good
health Insurance scheme going through
voluntary funds in Switzerland has risen
astronomically. 'rae United States Govern-
ment has not been able to patch up the
voluntary schemes, and the health care
for the majority of people has deteriorated,

I was rather bemused and somewhat ap-
palled by the Minister for Health when
he defended the fact that pensioners can
go to any of the big hospitals and receive
attention from marvellous specialists. I
agree with him, but this is the most com-
mon criticism of the health scheme that
the people will not have a choice and they
will be sent to public hospitals and receive
impersonal specialist care. We want to be
looked after by the person of our choice.
I will not go into that because there are
still some grey areas within the health In-
surance scheme where some allowance can
be made. Mr Dans pointed out that this
point could worry people. Let us saY that
surely in this day and age we are not going
to differentiate between the care pension-
ers are allowed to have and the care people
who pay health Insurance are allowed
to have.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You will find
out when the scheme operates.

The Hon. GRACE VAUGHAN: I must
say to Mr Lewis that It is a little difficult
to elucidate facts concerning health insur-
ance when there is such a woeful Ig-
norance of the basie fundamental matters
we are dealing with. One needs to under-
stand generally about health insurance in
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order to realise its niceties. Mr Lewis for its inability to co-operate and to gain
said the scheme would cost $1 408 million
for only 4 million people. I feel his arith-
metic was a little out when he gave the
Population figures for the States because
we do not have 14 million people in Aus-
tralia. When he said that the States of
Western Australia, New South Wales, and
Victoria are excluded from the scheme, he
was incorrect, of course they are not ex-
cluded from the medical care side, but if
the State Governments do not join, they
will be excluded from the hospital side.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: Now I am
absolutely convinced you do not listen!

The Hon. GRACE VAUGHAN: of course,
not as many people need hospital care
as medical care, but it is very much more
expensive. Certainly we hope that the
scheme will be in operation from the 1st
July, and it does look as though Western
Australia will not receive the benefits of
hospital care at that stage. As I have ex-
plained about accelerating costs, the longer
we delay such a scheme, the more it will
cost. The Nimmo report warned us in 1969
-six years ago-that in the long term a
patched up voluntary health scheme will
cost more.

We have heard the words "one million
people" bandied about a great deal tonight.
I am sure that one million people will be
disadvantaged after the 1st July, and the
one million people are the people of West-
ern Australia whom we represent. They
will be disadvantaged because they will
have to continue to pay into their volun-
tary hospital insurance fund as well as
paying taxes to ensure that the national
scheme works in the rest of Australia.
There is no doubt that these people will
be disadvantaged.

I am concerned about earlier care for
poor people. I am also concerned about
the cost of medical care, irrespective of
income. People earning less than the
average weekly wage will Pay very much
less in taxation than somebody who is
earning the average weekly earnings. This
is simple arithmetic. It happens, of course,
with other public and social services, such
as education. Why then should we buck
at the most important matter of health
care? We must try to prevent people dying,
prevent misery and the spread of disease.
Why should we complain about having to
contribute to the health care of people
who are less fortunate than we are when
we are already doing this In the case of
education?

Those were the points I wished to make.
I will probably have more to say about
Medibank during the Address-in-Reply
debate. I support the amendment moved
by the Leader of the opposition and I
believe this House should concur with it
and deplore the use made of the Gover-
nor's Speech and Its negative approach.
We should also reproach the Government

advantages which the people
Australia so sorely need in
health insurance.

of Western
the way of

THE HON. G. C. MacKINNON (South-
West-Minister for Education) [12.30
am.]: Tonight's debate from the Opposi-
tion side has contained more cant, hum-
bug and hypocrisy, allied with sheer
abysmal ignorance than has been my lot
to listen to for many a long day. Members
opposite go on about a utilisatlon of the
Governor's Speech by the Premier and his
Government to criticise another Gov-
ernment. Might I suggest that they go
back through the Hansards relating to Mr
Hawke's day. It is late, and I will not
read out the references; members opposite
can find these themselves.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: If he did it, he
was wrong.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: He did it,
but members opposite, particularly the
Hon. D. K. Dans, have been carrying on
with a holier-than-thou attitude from one
end of their speeches to the next as though
this were the only Government which had
done such a thing. At least we have had
reason to criticise the Commonwealth
Government.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: That is a matter
of opinion.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: It is my
opinion, and my opinion is as valuable as
the opinion of any other member in this
Chamber. Mr Hawke did it not on one
occasion, not on two occasions, but from
my brief research, he did it three years
in a row.

The Hon. fl. K. Dana: Shame on him!
The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: It is all

right for Mr Dana to say, "Shame on him!"
now he is no longer active in the Labor
Party.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: They do
that in the Labor Party; they cast them
aside pretty quickly.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: So, that
is the hypocrisy side dealt with, Why
was it not dealt with in the newspapers?
Why are we getting a bit of curry? I do
not know; perhaps we should ask the re-
porters. However, that is a completely
different argument.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Read one example
to me.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKINNON: Mr Dans
can read them for himself. With regard
to the matter of ignorance, what has hap-
pened with regard to Medibank and the
health scheme in this State and in Aus-
tralia as a whole has been a completely
false premise spread by the theoretical
socialists In this country regarding the
system we are using in Australia.
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In fact, 'we use six systems of health
care, one in every State, and they are each
slightly different fraon the other. There
is nothing unusual about that. In England.
whose system of health care I examined
for five weeks, they also have about six
different systems operating under the
National Health Scheme-probably one of
the worst systems of health care it has
been my experience to examine.

I spoke at length to a medico in the
United Kingdom who, after training In
the United Kingdom, worked for some
years under the Australian system, the
American system, the Canadian system,
and the English system. He considered
that the best system he had worked under
was the Australian system. We heard
talk about people who could not get
health care: that is utter and complete
balderdash.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Why did he go
back to England?

The H-on. G. C. MacKENNON: Because
his wife did not like living out of Eng-
land.

The Hon. D. K. Dana: That Is as good
an excuse as any.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKINNON: The Hon.
Grace Vaughan said that people with In-
sufficient finances get their treatment late
and get insuffcient treatment and im-
mediately jumped to the quite false con-
elusion-demonstrably untrue-that this
Is becausc those people are poor. But
that is not true. The reason they receive
insufficient care and receive it late Is that,
generally-in fact, almost universally-
they lack the necessary drive or ambition
to take advantage of the facilities which
exist.

As you are well aware, Mr President, in
the six years I was Minister for Health I
visited every hospital in this State at
least twice. I have seen hospitals which
were almost full of Aborigines who never
paid a penny and were never billed. Mem-
bers opposite may argue that some of
them were sumamonsed. Those Aborigines
who were summonsed were those in regu-
lar employment who had refused to join
a hospital benefits organisation.

The moment they join hospital benefits.
the summonses are withdrawn. That
policy was adopted by the Labor Govern-
ment and by our Government. Every
hospital in this State which has private
beds has always adopted the principle
that, if a person who qualified for a pri-
vate bed because he was insured for it
required a bed which was also required by
a person who had not so insured, but
whose medical need was greater and who
required a private bed, the latter person
would get the private bed. That is a fact.

No person in the hospital service in
Western Australia even had to bother to

'Write to the Minister to get his bill cut out;
It was done by the administration of the
hospital to which he was admitted. That
Is a fact.

The Hon. D. K. Dans;. What has that
to do with Medibank?

The Hon. 0. C. MacKINNON: The
whole theory that underlines the need
for Medibank has been based on a false
premise of ignorance. This is quite under-
standable. The current Federal Minister
for Health has had only two years' experi-
ence In the Commonwealth field. In that
time, he has had direct administrative
responsibility for the hospital at Darwin,
the hospital at Alice Springs, and a couple
of very well equipped hospitals in Can-
berra. I pause to comment that they are
closest to the baker and get the test
bread.

Ministers In other States responsible for
health services almost invariably have
had years of experience. I am no longer
involved in that field, but I have a back-
ground of six years' experience. There is
no combination of Ministers in Canberra
in fields dealing directly with health ser-
vices which has had the personal involve-
ment with health services that I alone
have had. That is a fact; so how can
they expect to know?

The Hon. D. K. Dana:, Is not Dr
Everlngham a medico?

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: A good
point has been raised by Mr Dans. This
is the sort of point that is brought up in
this argument and it is a completely fal-
lacious argument. Dr Everinghamins1 a
medico! A little while ago I asked a
medico in this town what sort of know-
ledge he had of the total hospital services
In this State. He is an honest man and
a very well qualified surgeon and In fact
a well liked and popular fellow. He said,
"I know two hospitals from the point of
view of a pampered surgeon." Those were
his words.

He said he knew those areas of the hos-
pital In which he worked. Of course, one
would not expect him to know the work-
ings of the kitchen, the laundry, the yard
and the total administration of the hospital.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Then you do not
agree with what one of your front benchers
said recently when he said that Dr Ever-
Ingham maintained that Medibank would
not work?

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: If Dr
Everinaham said that, I agree with himn.
I have no Intention of arguing about the
ramifications of Medibank. All I am say-
Ing about Medibank Is that It is predicated
entirely and absolutely on false premises.

A little while ago-I think while the
Leader of the Opposition was speaking-
something came up by interjection which
related to people on the minimum wage.
In January or February last year. a person
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did not start to pay the total Insurance bill
until be was earning in excess of $70. 1
think the system in operation was that the
person paid nothing if he received less than
$60 a week, one-third of his insurance bill
if he earned between $60 and $85 a week.
two-thirds of his bill if his income was
between $65 and $70 and the entire bill if
he received in excess of $70 a week.

That figure has increased in the ensuing
period, and I do not know what It Is now.
That was introduced by the McMahon Gov-
erment.

The Hon. H. Thompson: I will give you
the correct figure, On $52 a week one
does not have to pay anything.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: That Is
not iight, unless the Federal Government
has reduced the figure.

The Eon. R. Thompson: That Is what
It was when It was Introduced,

The Hon. 0. C. MacKINNON: But I1
pointed out It has been increased pro-
gressively. I gave the figures for when I
was canvassing In January and February
12 months ago, and I said it had probably
Increased since then.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Why did you
have to canvass?

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Because I
wanted to win my seat and to help the
Government win the election.

The Hon. R. Thompson: You were sure
of winning.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKINNON: I am
never sure of winning.

The Hon. D. X. Dans: I am sure of one
thing: this great speech will not change the
Medibank scheme.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKWNNON: No, but I
still think It Is about time some of these
nonsensical statements were Pinned down.
Our health services are absolutely first rate.
I never saw a Person turned away from a
hospital in the six years I was Minister for
Health. I have never known a person with
a genuine case to go to a hospital adniin-
istrator and say, "I cannot afford to pay"
who did not have his bill written off. One
hears this sort of accusation made against
successive Governments, and they are not
corrected. Why are they not corrected?
In the main it is because the officers who
really know the score are loyal men who
do not get involved In Political wrangles.
However, many statements based on false
Premises have been made which have hood-
winked the public into acceptance of Medi-
bank.

The Hon. D. K. Dens: Is it not a fact
that the people who pay their hospital bills
eventually pay for those who cannot afford
to pay their bills?

The Hon. 0. 0. MacKINNON: No, be-
cause in this State we work on a system
of partial payment by direct responsibility
through Insurance, and partial payment by

communal responsibility through tax sub-
sidies. The difference is paid by the com-
munity through its taxes. Members have
been talking about the English scheme.

The Hon. fl. K. Dans: I have not been
talking about it.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKO4NON: I did not
say Mr Dans had. In that sort of scheme
there is a reduction in the total cost Of
the health services because the services
run down to the extent where, for example,
in the United Kingdom I was told a woman
with a prolapsed womb must wait 3j years
to get a hospital bed.

The Hon. Dl. K. Dans: is that an Im-
portant complaint?

The Hon. 0. C. MaLcKINNON: It is very
important because It Is terribly disturbing
to the woman and it upsets her entire
life and the life of her family. A person
with varicose veins can forget about hos-
pital treatment. A man with an operable
hernia has to wait for anything from two
to seven years to get a bed.

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: I think that is ex-
aggerated.

The Hon. 0. 0. MacKINNON: It is not.
Miss Elliott can pick up the phone and ring
Dr Val Lishman in Bunbury-an honest
man who was a surgeon in the United
Kingdom-and ask him.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Does he support
Medibank?

The Hon. 0. C. MacKINNON: I have
not asked him.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: Have there been
any deaths?

The Hon. G. 0. MacKINNON: One does
not die from an operable hernia.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: If one's hernia
becomes strangulated one can die.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKINNON: That Is a
good point.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: But it has, noth-
ing to do with the debate.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKINNON: An Intel-
ligent question has been asked, and I think
it should be answered.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Do you think
Medibank will make everyone sick?

The Hon. 0. C. MacKINNON: The situ-
ation referred to by Mr Cooley constitutes
an emergency and the United Kingdom
is very proud of its emergency service.
Every country has a good emergency ser-
vice. Frequently in the United Kingdom
people who have a hernia are advised to
go to work and allow it to strangulate, and
then it will be fixed up In an hour or two;
but If It remains an operable hernia which
can be controlled with a truss then the
person must wait from two to seven years
for a hospital bed.

The Hon. D. K. Dana: The moral of the
story is do not get a hernia, unless It
strangulates.
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The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON : The moral
of the story is never to allow the country
to have a socialist system of hospital ser-
vices such as that which will follow from
the Medibank scheme. We should always
have a system In which there is a direct
Personal responsibility, such as we have at
the moment. We already have a personal
commitment to pay the bill either through
insurance or completely out of one's
pocket.

The Hon. D. K. Dana: When the Lang
Labor Government introduced Pensions for
widows the Conservative Government of
the day labelled it the "harlot Act" and
derided it.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Fair
enough: and when the Menzies Govern-
ment introduced child endowment I am
pretty sure the Labor members of the
day opposed It for some reason or other.

The Hon, D. K. Dans: Don't be so sure;
they did not.

The Hon, H. Thompson: No, they didn't
because child endowment was first intro-
duced by the Lang Government in New
South Wales Yeers before Menzies intro-
duced it.

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: Are You suggest-
ing that If People do not have to pay for a
hernia operation, more People will de-
velop hernias?

The Hion. CI. C. MacKINNON: I think
that question is silly and does not deserve
an answer.

The Hon. Lyvla Elliott;, That is what you
are saying. You are saying if you do not
have to naY for them, more people will
have hernias.

The Hon. G. C. MaCKITNNON: That
illustrates the attitude we find when people
become imbued with this sort of socialist
theory. Once we get Into the situation
'where no-one Is directly responsible for the
payment of his debts, then no-one cares
about the system and there is a mun-down
of the services. The English health service
Is cheap by international standards because
nobody cares about it any more as no-one
has a personal commitment to pay.

The Iron. D. K. Dans: Why didn't the
Conservative Government kick it out?

The Hon. 0, C. MaCKINNON: Mr Vans
knows that as well as I do.

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: you tell us.
The Hon- 0. C. MacKINNON:- It was

because the one thing everyone will vote
for is a reduction in the amount of money
they must personally pay: and this Is ir-
respective of whether or Dot it is good or
bad In the long term. They will not vote
to change a service If they must pay more
money, even if they would receive a better
service.

Members Opposite may be right about
the Medihank scheme being introduced.
it will be introduced, but it will be disast-
rous for the country and for the health of

Its people. Interest in it has been excited
by a carefully contrived system of lies.
There has been a lack of understanding on
the part of people who know nothing about
the health services of the individual States,
but who have studied this scheme in terms
of theory without the backing of real know-
ledge. They have made statements about
the health services which to my mind have
never been adequately and satisfactorily
contradicted; and most of the statements
they have made have been false. It is
claimed many people are disadvantaged
under the present system, but no-one has
ever been able positively to show that.

One of the classic articles on this was
written by Kirwan Ward. I would be
amazed If anyone can find a single person
who could prove the present system Is a
serious disadvantage to our health services.
Yet we hear that all sorts of people are
disadvantaged: and this Is said despite the
fact that even the Aborigines of thi State
have been looked after very well In our
hospitals and by our Public Health nurses.

The Hon, D. K. Vans:. You amaze me.
How did we ever come to win two elec-
tions while this is one of our main planks?

The Hon, 0. C. MacKINNON: Do not
be amazed because such a scheme was in-
troduced by Beaverbrook in England, and
his party won an election on it; but since
then we have seen droves of doctors leav-
ing England to escape from It.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: There are a few
leaving here, too, but not voluntarily.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I have
spoken in loyalty to the very good health
services that operated in this State while
I was the Minister. 1 have said what I
wanted to say. The debate tonight, despite
the holier-than-thou attitude of members
opposite, has consisted totally of-

The Non. D. XC. Vans: Cant, bluster,
and hypocrisy.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKINNON: -cant.
bluster, and hypocrisy; and Mr Vans for-
got to mention hyperbole. I leave it to
members opposite to convince themselves
of their hypocrisy by turning up the
speeches written by Premier Hawke for
the openings of Parliament and reading
these for themselves.

THE HON. R. T. LEESON (South-
East) [12.50 am.3: I suppose I would be
truthful in saying that there are many
people in Western Australia who do not
understand the Medibank scheme. I admit
that I am not a full bottle on it. but there
are many members in this Chamber alsnl
who do not understand the scheme Judging
from the statements I have heard tonight.

I have said here on previous occasions
that I am in favour of a medical health
service in my Province, and I have pointed
out the shortcomings which some of my
constituents have had to suffer in com-
parison with people in other parts of West-
ern Australia and also Australia as a whole.
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Briefly I refer to those people who require
specialised medical treatment and who, to
obtain it, have to journey to the metro-
politan area. The people residing in the
metropolitan area are not subjected to such
an imposition because they have to travel
a distance of only 10 to 15 miles at the
most to obtain the specialist treatment
they desire. Even those people residing
north of the 26th parallel-

The Hon, 0. C. MacKinnon: Are you
implying that this Labor Government's
scheme will mean the appointment Of
specialists in every country town? Of course
it will not!

The Hon. R. T. LEESON: What I am
saying is that those people residing north
of the 26th parallel in this day and age
are required, after consulting a medical
practitioner in that area, to travel to Perth
to seek specialist medical treatment if it
is required.

The Hon. S. J. Dellar: That is, if they
have a medical practitioner to consult.

The Hon. R. T. LEESON: That is an-
other point. The point I make is that these
people, without a means test, are able to
obtain some sort of specialist medical
treatment in Perth, but the people in my
province who are on the basic wage or a
little above it, do not enjoy such a service.
They are battling to obtain the services of
a general medical practitioner. I make the
point that the man on 8100 a week has to
pay a great deal of money for the services
of any sort of doctor.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: What do you
mean by "any sort of doctor"?

The Hon. R. T. LEESON: He has to pay
a great deal of money to consult a medical
practitioner.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Where?
The Hon. R. T. LEESON: in the country

areas.
The Hon. N. E. Baxter: What particular

country area?
The Hon. R. T. LEESON: Most country

-areas, including the country area that I
represent, and the goldfields areas.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Do not talk
such rot!

The Hon. R. T. LEESON: The Minister
knows full well that he has received depu-
tations of people who have sought infor-
mation on what he can do. but what has
he done?

The Hon. N. E, Baxter: I received a
deputation from one goldflelds area and it
has a doctor there today.

The Hon. R. T. LEESON. Yes, there are
doctors there, but not many of them.

The Hon. N_ E. Baxter: You said there
were no doctors and that people could not
get treatment.

The Hon. S. J. Dellar: Do the people
in Cue have a doctor?

The Hon. R. T. LEESON: The point I
make is that at least, under the Medi-
bank scheme, the people in my province-

The H-on, N. E. Baxter: It will not
produce any more doctors.

The Hon. R. T. LESSON: But the people
will get hospital and medical treatment
free of charge. That is at least something.
I have asked the Minister time and time
again to consider the situation in which
the People of those areas are placed, and
the Minister's reply has always been that
the trouble is lack of money. Here is an
opportunity to give to the people in those
areas the medical treatment they deserve.
It is not all they would wish for, but at
least-

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: At least I am
doing something; It is more than your
party did in three years.

The Hon. R.. T. LEESON: if the Min-
ister has done something I have failed to
see it. Here is a chance to give the people
some sort of medical treatment for which
they do not have to pay. Admittedly if they
have to make a journey to the metro-
politan area to consult a specialist they
will have to pay for that treatment.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: You mean
that someone else will have to pay for their
general medical treatment.

The Hon. R. T. LEESON: I am talking
about general hospital and medical treat-
ment under the Medibank scheme.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: And who
will pay for It?

The Hon. R. T. LEESON: Pay for what?
The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth:. The serv-

ices that you are talking about.
The Hon. R. T. LESSON: Those people

who pay big taxes will pay for It,
The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: The Whit-

lamn philosophy.
The Hon. R, T. LEESON: Some people

are lucky enough to have doctors stationed
in their towns. They are also fortunate
in having hospitals situated in those towns.
There are many people In my province who
do not mind being treated in an ordinary
hospital ward. They are not greatly con-
cerned about being hospitalised in a pri-
vate room although I admit that some may
prefer to be treated in a. single room. How-
ever, the Medibank scheme presents an
opportunity to the Present Government to
say that it has some concern for some of
these people. I represent an isolated area.
The State is split into so many categories
it is not funny. Here is an opportunity to
do something with finance which the State
Government does not have to find.

The Hon. N. S. Baxter: It will not pro-
duce any more doctors. We are trying to
solve the problem by obtaining more doc-
tors through the medical school. A na-
tional health insurance scheme will not
produce more doctors or a better hospital
service.
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The Hon. R. T. LEESON: I am not
saying that. The average person pays
somewhere between $200 and $300 a year
for hospital and medical treatment. If a
person Is obliged to travel to Perth to con-
suit a specialist he may spend another
$200 or $300 to obtain that treatment.

The Hon. Olive Griffiths: Will he be able
to visit Perth to obtain specialist treat-
mnent for nothing under the Medibanc
scheme?

The Hon. R, T. LEESON: No, but at
least he will be saved between $200 and
$300 before he commences to make the
trip to Perth to see a specialist.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: He will not save
that amount at all. He will have to pay for
it by way of taxation.

The Hon. R. T. LEESON: Of course he
will not; what rot!

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Of course he
will; what trash!

The H-on. R. T. LEESON: At this par-
ticular stage I think I have said enough
because I know there are a few more
speakers to be heard this evening.

THE HON. D. W. COOLEY (North-
East Metropolitan) U12.58 anm.]: I sup-
port the amendment moved by the Leader
of the Opposition and I think it can be
dealt with in three parts. It is a criticism
of the Government for the manner in
which it has used the high office of Gov-
ernor in this State. It Is a criticism of the
Government for its failure to assist in the
Initiation of the health insurance pro-
gramme introduced by the Australian
Government, and, thirdly, it is a criticism
of the failure of the State Government to
honour its electoral undertakings and pol-
icies Put forward at the last election.

We feel the Government deserves the
censure of this House. With all due res-
pect to the Governor I agree with the pol-
ICY of my party to abolish the position of
Governor in this State and, if it were nec-
essary, my vote would be the first one in
the barrel to bring that about. However,
I would be the last one to denigrate the
Position of Governor in this State, because
I think it is a high and dignified office. I
think it has bjeen dignified more by the
fact that the present occupant of the posi-
tion is a person who has brought great
credit to Australia. He is a Victoria Cross
winner and we all know of the great deeds
he performed in the last World War. He
performed those deeds as an Australian and
It does seem very wrong to me that the
Government of the day should use his of-
fice for the purpose of implementing a de-
liberate policy it has set ever since it has
become the Government in this State;
that is, to denigrate and belittle the Aus-
tralian Government at every opportunity.

The Leader of the Opositlon has out-
lined very adequately the feelings of mem-
bers on this side of the House. The Min-
ister for Education might produce evidence

to indicate that the same procedure has
been followed on other occasions, but that
does not make the Government's action
right.

In the implementation of such a policy
there is no justification for the attitude
that has been taken by the Government.
If it is fair enough to get the Governor
to criticise the Australian Government,
then why is his position not used to give
praise to the Australian Government for
some of the steps It has taken, particu-
larly those In the field of social welfare
and education? If the Government feels
it proper to use the position of the Gov-
ernor to criticise the Australian Govern-
ment it ought to be consistent and en-
deavour to give some praise to the Aus-
tralian Government.

The Hon. A, A. Lewis: Do you think Mr
Hawke, a Labor Premier, would have done
that?

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY; Perhaps on
occasions he did give praise to the Aus-
tralian Government.

The Hon. Olive Griffiths' in his Speech
the Governor did give some praise.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: It is very
qualified praise. I think Mr McNeill justi-
fied the Government's action by saying
that last year the same thing was done
and the Government had no regrets for
what it did.

The Hon. N. McNeill: Did I say that
tonighet?

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: Yes. The
Minister referred to the criticism that was
expressed in the Governor's Speech last
year and said It was well founded, or
words to that effect.

The Hon. N. McNeill: You have a re-
markable imagination.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY., If the Minis-
ter checks his speech he will find that
he did justify in some way the attacks
made on the Australian Government last
year through the medium of the Gover-
nor's Speech. At this point of time I
would remind the House that the Aus-
tralian Government was elected by the
people of Australia six weeks prior to the
opening of the Western Australian Parlia-
ment last year. This is a well-aimed and
deliberate policy to denigrate the Austra-
lian Government.

I had a very unhappy experience of this
at a citizenship ceremony conducted in
the City of Stirling. That Incident
brought no credit to the Government or
the representatives It has sent out to es-
pouse this policy.

Much has been said about the Medi-
bank scheme and the failure of the State
Government to co-operate with the Aus-
tralian Government. I think we should
go back a little in time to get an appreci-
ation of what the Australian Government
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has been trying to do. A number of mem- In the initial stages the contribution of
bers in this House will recall the time
when we virtually had free medicine in
Australia. I refer to the old contract
system operated by the friendly societies,
and the time when a large proportion of
the People of Western Australia were not
encumbered by hospital charges and medi-
cal fees. 'The system was operated at a
very low cost.

I have been a member of a friendly
society scheme from the age of 16 Years,
and I well remember the contributions
when I first joined. The amount was about
15 shillings Per quarter to obtain bene-
fits for medical attention. If one con-
tributed to obtain hospital benefits one
had to pay one shilling per week.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: What were your
wages in those days?

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: About £5
Per week.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: The basic wage
then wvas £:4 12s 6d.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: At that time
there was virtually free medicine available
to the People, and they were not encum-
bered by high contributions for hospital
and medical benefits. Like Mr Dans, I
received an account at the end of rebru-
ary from the friendly society to which I
belong. I found the contribution was $62
for the quarter, or almost $5 per week.

Recently I was obliged to pay an
X-ray account for one of my dependants
who attended a doctor's surgery. The total
account was for about $25, and I received
about $20 in refund. In fact, I paid nearly
20 Per cent of the bill.

I recall the occasion when my first child
was born in 1944. At the time I had cover
under the hospital benefits fund, although
I was still in the armed services. I was
a member of a friendly society scheme.
The total amount I was required to pay
for medical services for the birth of my
first child-the account included pre-natal
and post-natal care of my wife-was £1.
I Paid that account to the St. John of God
Hospital.

What Is the position at the present time?
It is vastly different, and that is the
reason the Australian Government is
facing up to the Position. It considers
there should be some alternative to the
Present system. The current health service
was introduced In Australia guaranteeing
the people initially that they would not be
required to Pay more than 10 per cent of
the total fee for medical attention if they
joined a registered health benefits organ-
isation. That requirement was introduced
by the Federal Government. There was
no payment by the Government unless the
person concerned belonged to a registered
health benefits organisation.

the Government and the refund from th3
health benefits organisation amounted to
90 per cent of the account. However, that
situation did not last very long. I do not
want the House to think I am critical of
the AMA or the doctors at large. I am
rot, and I have the highest respect for
doctors. A number of reople in tile
medical Profession are very good friends
of mine.

Because members of the medical pro-
fession wanted more payment for their
s~rvices, and because there was a Govern-
nment in office which was not prepared to
keep pace with medical refunds, the 10
per cent gap widened considerably to the
point where the Federal Liberal Govern-
ment under Mr McMahon or Mr Gorton
introduced an amendment to the Act
which required contributors to pay not
more than $5 for any medical service.
T'hat was known as the common fee sys-
tern, but that scheme was dependent
upon the goodwill of the doctors. We all
know what happened; the goodwill dis-
appeared very quickly. The specialists in
the various fields of medicine felt they
should be paid a bigger fee for their scr-
vices, and the common fee In many cases
disappeared. It reached the stage where the
Patient had to pay more, and furthermore
his contribution was increased consider-
ably. Consequently the gap between the
rebate and what contributors paid for
medical services became greater.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: Particularly
in the last two years.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: Yes, but since
the introduction of the common fee ap-
proach the gap has widened considerably.
At one time the gap was not so great.

As we know, the concept of Medibiank
was initiated by the Australian Govern-
ment, and It does not represent nationalisa-
tion of medicine. The Australian Govern-
ment has been very careful to stress this.

The Ron. R. Thompson: St John of God
Hospital is welcoming it.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I do not know
how anyone at all can Interpret it as
nationalisation. The medical side will be no
different from the present arrangement. It
can be likened to the pre-war contract
arrangement of which I spoke.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: Would you clear
up that financial point?

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: Yes I will
later. The Minister for Education said
that there should be some payment made
by the patient. Under the Medibank
scheme the patient is required to Pay
under some circumstances. If he pays
his own bill or the doctor bills him, he is
required to Pay 15 per cent of the amount
the doctor charges. The difference between
this and the other scheme Is that that
differential will remain consistent and the
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patient will be free of any doubts in res-
pect of the amounts he will have to Pay.
So I cannot see how the scheme can be
interpreted as being a natlonailsatlon of
medicine. The patient has freedom of
choice of doctor; there is no question about
that. He can go to his own doctor and he
can be referred to a specialist which the
doctor he attends nominates. For pension-
ers this will be an additional benefit. For
the first time under the social security ar-
rangement pensioners will be able to get
specialist treatment of their own choice
instead of the present compulsory special-
ist treatment imposed an them.

The H-on. G. C. MacKinnon: Only when
they go to hospital.

The Hon. D. W. COOLS'Y; I do not
believe that.

The Ron. Cl. C. MacKinnon'. At present
It is only when they go to hospital,

The Hon. D., W. COOLEY!: if a pensioner
requires specialist treatment he must pay
for it.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon:, No. At the
present moment, the only time a pensioner
gets a specialist not of his own choice is
when he goes to hospital, and that applies
to me, too.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: If they want
a specialist of their choice at present they
must pay for it.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon., That Is not
right.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: It is correct.
The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: No. It is not.

That is another false assumption. It Is just
not correct.

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: Do you mean that
any pensioner can go to a specialist in
Kings Park Road?

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: Pensioners
get a specialist imposed on them only when
they go to Royal Perth Hospital, and the
same applies to me If I go there.

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: They are covered
for free consultations by specialists away
from a hospital?

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: Of course
they are if their general practitioner refers
them.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: To a special-
ist?

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon* Sure. That
has always been so.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I have a
different Idea of the situation.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: I know what
I am talking about; You do not.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: The Minister
always adopts this attitude.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: Let us be
fair about it. I was the Minister for Health.

The Hon, D. W. COOLEY: Everyone but
the Minister talks balderdash, rot, and rub-
bish.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: in this
situation, that is true.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY!: I do not think
it is. If a pensioner goes to a doctor who
refers him to a specialist, the Pensioner
must pay for the specialist treatment.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: He is referred to
a specialist at the out patients' depart-
ment at a Public hospital.

The Ron. 0. C. MacKinnon: it depends
where you live.

The PRESIDENT: Order!
The Hon. D. W. COOLEY!: Let me touch

on another interjection I heard during the
debate. I think it was Mr Wordsworth who
complained thaci the people in wealthy
circumstances had to pa for Medibank
services. There is nothing very much
wrong with that. I cannot see why a per-
son's financial position should determine
the quality of the treatment he receives.
Everyone in this country should be en-
titled to the same treatment for a serious
illness. A rich person should not receive
better treatment than a poor person.
Everyone is entitled to the best treatment
possible; and under Medibank this will be
the position.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Anyone with a
serious illness in our hospitals gets the
same treatment as the next person.

The Ron. D. W. COOLEY: I believe that
is how it should be,

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: It Is. You
do not know our teaching hospitals.

The Hon. 0. J. Wordsworth: I said:
Don't think only the rich People will be
Paying; everyone will be paying.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: In his state-
ment the Minister has assured us that
Medibank will cost only $2 million more
than the old scheme. Mr Lewis says that
four million people will be in the scheme
And 10 million will be out of it. For the
four million it will cost the Government
$1 408DOD0 according to Mr Lewis;, but
that is not the situation at all.

Medibank will come Into operation on
the Ist July and the cost Is for every
single person in Australia. If there are 14
million people in Australia the whole 14
million will be covered by the medical
side of Medibank. The only additional
amount will be between $100 million and
$150 million if Victoria, New South Wales
and Western Australia accept the hospital
arrangement. That is the situation. It is
not a question of the cost for four million
people. The medical side of Medibank will
cover the whole of Australia. If the West-
ern Australian Government resists the
scheme it will be behaving like King Can-
ate at the seashore trying to still the
waves. it will not hold back Med ibank.
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The Hon. A. A. Lewis:. You follow that
through and compare the estimated coat
for four million people as against the $150
million for the 10 million people.

The Hon. D. W. COOL2EY: The extra 10
million people will cost $150 million.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: I am sorry to in-
terrupt you, but further on In that article
is a breakdown of how much it will cost
for the medical side and how much for
the hospital side.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: No there is
not.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: You must have
the wrong article.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: Mr Hayden
said that the costing showed that the ad-
ditional new cost to be met by the Govern-
ment to provide medical Insurance for
everyone In Australia plus the Medibank
hospital plan would be $449 million.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: If I can Just Pick
you up on that point, further on in that
article Is a breakdown of what the med-
ical cost will be and what the hospital
cost will be.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: You could
have explained that in your speech.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: Mr Claughton,
let me interject quietly and-

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: But you
should have-

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: I1 will discuss it
with you later. Mr Cooley. Obviously Mr
Claughton does not want to hear the
facts.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: To get off the
subject of Medibank-

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: I think you had
better. You have not explained the $449
million either.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: -the unfort-
unate part is-and this is Inherent in our
censure on the Government-that if West-
ern Australia does not join the scheme It
will not get the allocation of money-
whatever it might be-which the Federal
Government has undertaken to give it.
Therefore everyone in Western Australia,
apart from pensioners, will have to pay for
hospital services.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Should you not
wait to see what we do in the next 10 days
or so?

The Hon. D, W. COOLEY: We are
speaking on assumption.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: You should
not censure a Government on assumption,
surely.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY. In this
House, Mr Baxter, Mr MacKinnon, and Mr
McNeill, have all said they are opposed to
Medibank.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: We cannot get
any details.

The Hon. N. McNeill: I did not say that
at all. I am afraid you are romancing
again.

The Hon. 0. 0, MacKinnon; Fancy hav-
ing a censure motion on an assumption.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: It is not an
assumption. The Minister said he would
not support Medibank and we feel the
Government should on the hospital side
at least otherwise an unwarranted levy
will be imposed on the people of Wes-
tern Australia who will be required not
only to pay extra to their health organisa-
Lions for all sorts of hospital care--
whether public or Private-but also to
pay a tax to the Federal Government to
support those people In the other States
who are taking advantage of the scheme:
that is, Tasmania, Queensland, and South
Australia.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: That is
assumption.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: It is very well
based because the Minister has said that
the Government will not be in the scheme
when it starts. This State will have to wait
until September.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: That is a pos-
sibility; that is what Mr Hayden said.

The H-on. DI. W. COOLEY: In other
words, the Government missed the early
bus.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: The bonourable
member has not mentioned the figure of
$20 million. I would hate to have to raise
my voice, but that is $20 million for one
million people in Western Australia.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: Yes,
The Hon. A. A. Lewis: Right. There are

4.5 million people in Victoria and New
South Wales so that would be 44 times
one million which would be $90 million for
each State, giving a total of $180 million.

Point of Order
The Hon. Ft. THOMPSON: Mr President,

is the member opposite to be allowed to
continue making speeches whilst sitting
down?

The Hon. a. C. MacKinnon: He is ask-
ing a question.

The PRESIDENT: Honourable mem-
bers, I think you will agree that during
the whole of this debate there have been
a considerable number of second reading
speeches from members in their seats. This
has occurred on both sides of the House.

Debate (on Amendment to Motion)
Resumed

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY:- Let me return
to the third part of the amendment,
which is the failure of the Government to
honour its electoral undertaking in Its
stated policy. I will turn to one aspect of
the failure of this Government in respect
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of the question of unemployment. I ap-
preciate that the failure of the capitalist
system right throughout the western world
has brought about unemployment in every
western country.

The Hon. N. McNeill: That is rubbish!
It Is the attempted Implementation of
socialist theories which is causing the
trouble, not the capitalist system.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I do appreci-
ate the State Government is in some diffi-
culty in respect of this problem, but it Is
not the fault of the Australian Government
that there is unemployment throughout
Australia any more than It Is the fault of
the Australian Government that there Is
unemployment In Great Britain, Germany,
Japan, and every free enterprise country in
the world. There Is no unemployment In
the socialist countries because they have a
different economic system from ours.
However, there is a breakdown In the
economy of the western world.

The Hon. N. McNeill: A communist
country would not be game to have un-
employment.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: The Govern-
ment has a responsibility to the people in
this State and It should not be facetious
about it. I imagine that not many people
sitting here In this House have experienced
the indignities which go with unemploy-
ment.

The Hon. J. Heitman: Any Person who
wants to work can find it.

The Hon. P). W. COOLEY: The honour-
able member opposite might live In a
vacuum of 40 Years ago but, as a boy, I
experienced what happened in the great
depression of the 1930's. Perhaps Mr
Heitman was eomfortable in his country
town but in the metropolitan area and
in the industrial areas of this State it
was very difficult to obtain work. That
situation prevailed right up till the
second World War In 1939. As I said. I do
not think any members opposite experienc-
ed the hardship which goes with unem-
ployment, otherwise they would be more
concerned with the increase In unemploy-
ment today.

The Hon. N. McNeill: Is the honourable
member suggesting we are not concerned?
It has been the Policy of our Government
as long as one can remember to provide full
employment.

The lion. D. K. Dans: The policy of both
Governments.

The Hon. N. McNeill: Yes, both Govern-
ments.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I do not
know when the position will improve. In
criticising the present State Government I
will quote from the Monthly Statistical
Summary put out by the Australian Bureau
of Statistics. In January, 1974, there were
10 153 unemployed in Western Australia.
When the Tonkin Government went cut of

office in March of that year there were
7527 People unemployed, a reduction of
almost 2 500 people In a period of two
months. In January, 1975, we had 25089
people out of work in Western Australia.
Job vacancies had fallen from 5 500 when
the Tonkin Government went out of office
to 2 846 in January of this year. That is a
terrible Indictment of this Government.

The Hon. N. McNeill: And the Federal
Government.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: On the 16th
August, 1972, the then Leader of the
Opposition said-

If we are given the opportunity to
perform, we will solve the problem.

The Hon. W. R. Withers: That still
applies.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: He also
said-

I would be prepared to stake my
reputation on success.

In answer to an interjection, asking how
long it would take, he said-

Within six months of getting back
into office and sorting out some of
the mess which has been created.

He also said-
This is a State responsibility.

The then Leader of the Opposition said he
would stake his reputation on solving the
problem within six months. What has
happened? There has been an nlmnost 150
per cent increase In unemployment since
this Government went into office. It Is not
all the fault of the State Government,
and It is not the fault of the Federal Gov-
ernment. When a Government makes a
policy statement such as that, or a state-
ment staking Its reputation on its result,
it is high time It was censured for allowing
the present situation to apply in Western
Australia.

The Hon. R. Thompson: The Govern-
ment should resign.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I agree.
The Hon. W. R. Withers: That is what

the Australian Government should do.
The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: M-embers

should vote for the amendment to the
motion because there are large numbers of
People In their electorates suffering from
this terrible scourge of unemployment. If
members opposite had experienced unem-
ployment they would do something about it
very quickly.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: We could
give some of the unemployed a lift to
Onowangerup.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: We all know
the parochial attitude of the member oppo-
site. To conclude, what I have just stated
is in keeping with the electoral promises
given to the people of Western Australia
before the 30th March last Year. Some of
the people were fooled by that propaganda
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but the Government has not shaped up to
its obligations in this respect. While the
Government continues to criticise the Fed-
eral Government at every opportunity it
will not solve the unemployment problem.
The Government should come to grips with
other matters instead of endeavouring to
tear down the Federal Government and
blaming it for unemployment in this
State. I consider the amendment should
be carried by this House.

THE HON. R. r. CLAUGHTON (North
Metropolitan) [1.29 a.m.]: I support the
amendment to the Address-In-Reply mo-
tion moved by the Leader of the Opposi-
tion. I believe the matters covered by the
ame=ndment have been amply demons-
trated. It cannot be denied that the
criticisms mentioned do appear in the Gov-
ernor's Speech, although not to the same
extent as they appeared in the previous
year when some 15 criticisms were listed.
Perhaps the criticism made on the previous
occasion bore some fruit and influenced
the Government to reduce the number of
criticisms In the speech we heard last
Thursday. Indeed, we might even conjec-
ture that perhaps the Governor himself
was a little more adamant about the con-
tents of the Speech.

Nonetheless, at the reduced level the
same kinds of statement exist in the
Speech, which is to be regretted because
of the position in which the Government
is Placed.

The Hon. N. McNeill: At the risk of pro-
longing your speech, what are the words
to which you object?

The Hon. R. F. CLAtIGHTON: I would
have thought that at this stage of the
debate it would have been conveyed to the
Minister for Justice. I do not want to go
right through it but, as I intend to criti-
cise the statements made by the Minister
for Education, I will take one instance from
the Speech. I am looking at Hansard of
Thursday, the 13th March, where this
statement appears on page I-

Despite the disturbing increase in
unemployment during recent months,
the Commonwealth Government has
refused to permit exercise of the
States' Constitutional prerogative to
foster developmental and expansion
projects ..

The Hon. N. McNeill: That is just a
statement.

The Hon. R. P. CLAtUGHTON: It is a
criticism of the Australian Government.
I assume the Minister will admit it is
critical of the Australian Government.
Does he admit that br does he say it is
in praise of the Australian Government?

The Hon. N. McNeill: Go on.
The Hon. R. F. CLATIGHTON: As he is

silent, I assume he agrees it is critical.
The point is that not only is this an im-
Position on the Governor, in our belief,

but it is also a device to turn public at-
tention away from the dismal record of
this Government. When the Minister for
Justice was speaking, I was waiting for him
to seize the golden opportunity to give
chapter and verse on the record of the
Government, but not one Instance did he
give of anything Positive the Government
has achieved in its first 11 months in off-
flee. That is a matter of concern to the
People of this State-far more so than the
matter contained in the first part of the
Proposed amendment.

The Hon. N. McNeill: Your Leader re-
ferred to a speech I made at the end of
the last session of Parliament in connec-
tion with the record of the Government
last year.

The Hon. R. Thompson: It was not very
impressive, though.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: I am
not referring to the speech of the Leader
of the Opposition. I am referring to the
fact that the Minister for Justice was
given a golden opportunity to justify his
Government's existence. When the op-
portunity was presented by way of inter-
jection he slid away to something irrele-
vant and not pertinent to the Govern-
ment's performance. I believe this Gov-
ernment has very little indeed to be proud
about.

To take the first point, I think it has
been quite adequately demonstrated that
items of criticism of the Australian Gov-
ernment do exist in the Governor's
Speech. That cannot be denied. The
next point in the proposed amendment
deals with the Medibank scheme and
draws attention to the failure of this
Government to allow the people of West-
ern Australia to enjoy the benefits of the
scheme at the earliest possible date, which
is the 1st July. Through its obstructionism
it has put the people of Western Australia
in the position that their costs will be
greater than they need be. I believe the
Government is seriously at fault, and it
refuses to offer any justification either to
this Parliament-which is serious enough
-or to the people of Western Australia in
general.

Here again, there is no question about
the failure of the Government and the fact
that it deserves censure. No matter what
far-fetched topics the former Minister for
Health (Mr MacKinnon) brings up, they
do not demonstrate that the Ministers of
the Government have knowledge of the
subject.

In my electorate are many people who
have lived in the 'United Kingdom and had
experience of the scheme in that country.
I have yet to find one who Is critical of
It. It is on the point of service to the
Public that a system stands or falls. The
People who have spoken to me have been
quite fulsome in their praise. They say
it is an excellent scheme, no matter what
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supposed facts Mr MacKinnon brings for-
ward in this House, which would be better
substantiated if they were results of well
researched surveys which the present
Minister for Health brought to us.

The last migrant who spoke to me on
the matter was 62 Years old and had niot
been here very long. He had not a word
of criticism. The only area where he felt
the scheme might be feeling the strain
related to the people from overseas who
flocked to England to enjoy the services
provided. They would hardly be doing so
if it were such a dreadful scheme.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I beard a dif-
ferent story from a 86-year-old man in
Royal Perth Hospital who told me about
the English scheme.

The Hon. R. P. CLAUGHTON: Had the
Minister for Health Presented the results
of well substantiated research to this
House, there would be some value in his
comments, but they are only one man's
opinion and have no more value than the
opinions of those who have spoken to
me. I recall the motion regarding the
health scheme which was moved in this
Chamber by Mr MacKinnon in 1973, when
the present Government Parties were in
Opposition. The motion set out a series
of statements about what he believed the
health scheme entailed. In his speech to-
night he talked about lies and misrepre-
sentation. I believe there is no more seri-
ous instance of lies and misrepresentation
than the motion which was moved and
Passed in this Chamber in 1973, which is
contained on page 2818 of Hansard No. 3
for 1973. The first paragraph of that
motion reads--

..the proposal will-
(a) threaten the individual's free-

dom of choice of hospital ac-
commodation and medical at-
tendant;

Very few people Persist with that kind of
charge against the health scheme pro-
posals.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: And you say
that is wrong?

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: I also
draw attention to the fact that the sisters
of St. John of God Hospital in Subiaco are
in favour of Medibank. They made the
statement that they wish the Minister
would talk to them and not for them.
That piece of advice may assist the Minis-
ter. The sisters say this because many
patients cannot afford to pay their hospital
bills. If our present health scheme is so
good, how does this happen?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You tell me
where the national health scheme will help
them.

The Hon. R. Thompson: It can help
them greatly.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Do you think so?

The Hon. R. Thompson: The sisters at
St. John of God said for you to talk with
them and not for them.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: It will not work.
The Hon. R. F. CLAtIGHTON: I do

not intend to develop that argument at
great length. The statement in the amend-
ment Is quite true. Without a shadow of
doubt the people of this State will not be
able to participate In Medibank on the
1st July. That cannot be denied.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You do not
know that: you are only guessing.

The Hon. R. P. CLAUGHTON: By no
means can we participate in this scheme
by the 1st July.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: There is no
guarantee it will operate in any State of
Australia by the 1st July.

'The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: The
earliest we will be able to participate is
September, and even that date is doubtful.
The Minister has placed the people of this
State in a dreadful Predicament.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I have not
placed them in any dreadful predicament
at all.

The Hon. R. F. CLAtIGHTON: What
are the people to do? Do they continue to
pay contributions to the existing funds?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Of course they
must: they have to cover themselves until
the 1st July in any case.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: I am not
speaking about the period up to the 1st
July. Even if Medibank comes in on the
1st July we have to cover ourselves to
that date. It is the period after that date
which is in dispute.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: There will be
no doubt about it. If the scheme comes
in on the 1st July. people will have to
cover themselves for the next quarter.
That is common sense. This could happen
in Tasmania and South Australia.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: Has the
Minister explained this procedure in de-
tail? Has he told the people of Western
Australia about this?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I have told the
people through the Press.

The Hon. H. F. CLAUGHTON: Do the
people know what the State is going to
do? Is the Government genuinely looking
after their interests?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Apparently You
do not read the Press properly.

The Hon. R. F. CLAtrGHTON: Without
statements of this sort, the amendment Is
well warranted and the Government de-
serves censure.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I have told the
people to continue with their contribu-
tions.



(ASSEMLY.)

The Ron. R. F. CLAUGHTON: When
we consider this Government's electoral
policy and its performance to date, we
see it is a moat dismal affair. I have said
before that our past Premier (Mr J. T.
Tonkin) was probably the best Premier
this State has had. Certainly the perform-
ance of his Government was without equal.

The Hon. N. McNeill: That is just a
slight exaggeration!

The Hon, R. F. CL.AtGRTON: This is
so however his Government's performance
is measured. It was a, tremendous per-
formance for a three-year term.

The Hon. V. J. Ferry: It went out with
a rush at the end.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: The
people in the metropolitan area demon-
strated. their support for the Labor Gov-
ernment with a massive vote. It was the
best vote the Labor Party has had in the
metropolitan area. l do not deny that the
Labor Party lost Government, but I repeat
that there is no more respected man in
this State than Mr John Tonkin, Thous-
ands of people are sorry that he Is no
longer our Premier.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: What about the
citizens who are glad he is not?

The Hon. S. J. Dellar: There were about
2 000 votes involved, were there not?

The Hon. R. Thompson: Less than 2 000
votes.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: The
Liberal Party made the most extravagant
promises. We heard all about what the
Premier could do to ease inflation. Now
11 months later our State has the highest
rate of inflation in Australia-probably the
highest rate that Western Australia has
ever experienced. This is a tangible fact
to put before the people. It is no good
talking about the Australian Government,
because our Premier said that inflation
could be tackled State by State. He said
he could control inflation, but here we have
the highest rate in Australia. The Court
Government is condemned on that record
and it deserves the censure of Parliament.
i could continue on at great length, but
I will not do so. Other Opposition mem-
bers have said enough to warrant the
support of the Chamber. If the amend-
ment Is carried, the Government will not
change. However, such action 'would shock
the Cabinet into forgetting all about the
wind-bagging and the puffing of air it
indulges in. The State Government wishes
to fight somewhere else, but the fight is
in Western Australia. The Government
has aL job to do in stabilising our economy
and bringing our State to the forefront
again. It must drag free enterprise, which
it talks so much about, into full gear again.
I hope members give their support to this
amerndment.

Amendment put and aL division taken
with the following result--

Ayes-S8
Hon. R..Cauhtanl Hon. H. T. Leeson
Ron. D. W*I. Coo sy Ron. R. Thompson

Hon. S. J. Dollar Mon. Grace Vaughan
Ron. Lyla Elliott Hon. D, K. Dana

'Telle)

Hon. C. R. Abbey
Hon. N. E. Baxter

Hon. 0. W. Berr
Hon. H. W. Garter
Hon. Clive Griffiths
Hon. J. Heitman
Hon. T. Knight
Mon. A, A. Lewis
Han, 0. C. MacHinnon

s--1 7
Mon. 0. E. Masters
Hon. M,. Mc~leer
Hon. N. McNeill
Hon. 1. 0. Pratt
Hon. J. C. Tozer
Mon. W. R. Withers
Han. D. Ji. Wordsworth
Hon. V. J. Perry

(Teller
Pair

Eon. H. H. 0. Stubbs Hon, 1. 0. Medcalf

Amendment thus negatived.

Debate (on motion) Resumed
Debate adjourned, on motion by the

Hon. W. R. Withers.

COMMTTEES FOR THE SESSION
Assembly Personnel

Message from the Assembly received and
read notifying the personnel of sessional
committees appointed by that House.
House adjourned at 1.52 acm. (Wednesday).
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The SPEAKER (Mr Hutchinson) took
the Chair at 4.30 p.m., and read prayers.

DEPUTY CHAIRMIEN OF
COMM[ITTEES
Appointment

THE SPEAKER (Mr Hutchinson): I
wish to Inform the House that I have
appointed the member for Vasse (Mr
Blaikie), the member for Katannlng (Mr
Old), and the member for Canning (Mr
Batemnan) to be Deputy Chairmen of Com-
mittees during the present session.

QUESTIONS (33): ON NOTICE

1. EGGS
Overproduct ion

Mr BATEMAN to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) How many egg producers have left

the industry in the last 12
months?

(2) (a) Is the Egg Board aware of
the identity of the producers
currently causing over-pro-
duction of eggs;

(b) if so, who are they?


