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Mr B. T. Burke: Personal abuse.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister,

Mr Q'CONNOR: 1 continue to quote
what I said earlier—

Mr May: You are wrong.

Mr O'CONNOR: The member may
check this.
Mr May: It was proposed to cross
the river at Deep Water Point.
The staternent of the member for Clon-
tarf was not correct. In 1955 it was Mt.
Henry. I wanied to have that recorded
in Hansard.

Mr May: You have still not clarified it.

Mr O'CONNOR: How else can I clarify
it?

Mr May: By going out and having a
look. Obviously you have not been out
there.

Mr O'CONNOR: I have heen out there.
Mr May: When?

Mr O'CONNOR: In April, immediately
the Main Roads Department's plan was
given to me. In April of last year, when
the plan was given to me by the Main
Roads Department, I asked to be taken
out to the area, and I went out immedi-
ately with the people from the depart-
ment to have a look at it. I did not wait.
I went right over the area involved, I
went to Mt. Henry at that time.

Mr May: You got to Mt. Henry, did
you?

Mr O'CONNOR: Yes.

Mr May: How did you get there?

Mr O'CONNOR: I went on the road—
Mr May: There is no road to Mt. Henry.

Mr OQ'CONNOR: We went as far as we
could.

Mr May:. You cannot get to Mt. Henry
by road.

Mr O'CONNOR: Members opposite are
very touchy on these points. As 1 say,
when the Main Roads Department sub-
mitted the plan io me I went over the
area involved with members of the de-
partment,

I do not think members who have
spoken tonight have made out & case for
delaying the matter. They have put up
no alternative proposal and, quite frankly,
statements they have made leave a great
deal to be desired. I do not think it is
necessary to answer them any further,
except to say I believe the Main Roads
Department has done a tremendous
amount of work in this matter not only in
trying to find the preferred way but also
in trying te check up all the detalls vari-
ous members have requested. I congratu-
late the officers of the department on the
work they have done.

(ASSEMBLY.]

Question put and a division taken with
the following result—

Ayes—24
Mr Blaikle Mr Laurance
Sir David Brand Mr McPharlin
Mr Clarke Mr Mensaros
Sir Chearles Court Mr Nenovich
Mr Cowan My Q'Connor
Mr Coyne Mr Old
Mrs Craig Mr Ridge
Mr Crane Mr Rushton
Dr Dadour Mr Slbson
Mr Grayden Mr Stephens
Mr Grewar Mr Watt
Mr P. V. Jones Mr Young
{Teller)
Noes—18
Mr Bamett Mr Harman
Mr Bertram Mr Jamieson
Mr B. T. Burke My T, H, Jones
Mr T. J. Burke Mr May
Mr Carr Mr MclIver
Mr Davies Mr Skidmore
Mr H. D, Evans Mr Taylor
Mr T. D. Evans A. R, Tonkin
Mr Fletcher Mr Moiler
{Teller)
Palrs

Ayes Noes
Mr Thompson Mr Hartrey
Mr O'Neil Mr Bryce
Mr Shalders Mr J. T. Tonkin
Mr Sodeman Mr Bateman

Question thus passed.

Resolution transmitted to the Council
and its concurrence desired therein, on
motion by Mr O'Connor (Minister for
Transport),

House adjourned at 12.29 a.m.
{Wednesday)

Pegislative Assembly

Wednesday, the 16th April, 1975

The SPEAKER (Mr Hutchinson) took
the Chair at 4.30 p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTIONS (56): ON NOTICE

1. WATER SUPPLIES
Mandurah

Mr JAMIESON, to the Minister for

Water Supplies:

(1) Is he aware of the general dis-
satisfaction of water being sup-
plied through the Mandurah re-
ticulation system?

(2) Has the department plans for the
improvement of this water; if so,
what are they?

Mr O'NEIL replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) Yes, subject to availability of
finance, a scheme to bring water
from the South Dandalup Dam to
Mandurah will be commenced in
the financial year 1975-76 and
co%pleted by about December
1977,
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SEWERAGE
Queens Fark-East Canninglon

Mr JAMIESON, to the Minister for

Water Supplies:

(1) Further to question 15 of 8th
April, 1975, what moneys have
been spent on upgrading—

(a) treatment works;

(b) mains from treatment works
to main pumping station at
Cannington;

(¢) effluent outfall facilities,

in the last flve years?

(2) What is the length of sewer
main from the Cannington main
pumping station to treatment
works?

(3) Will the outfall from the Can-
nington area all be via Wood-
man Point?

Mr O'NEIL replied:

(1) The following moneys have been
expended in addition to those pro-
vided in my reply to question
15 of the 8th April, 1975:

(a) $556000.
(b) $1 513 000.
(¢) Nil
(2) 28 kilometres.
(3) Yes.

ELECTION PROMISES
Housing Finance, and Desalination of
Water

Mr JAMIESON, to the Deputy

Premier:

(1) What action has he taken to
implement his election promise
to propose financial help for
families to extend their homes
to enable aged parents to lve
with them?

(2) What steps has he taken to im-
plement his election promises to
propose long-term loans at man-
ageable interest rates to help
people buy their first home?

(3) In accordance with his election
promise to investigate desalination
of sea and brackish water, what
progress has been achieved?

Mr McPHARLIN replied:

(1) The State Housing Commission
has made some study of the prac-
ticability of "granny” flats to en-
able aged parents to live with
families. In the main, the studies
are indicating the possible need
for change in bullding by-laws
and this is being examined
further.

(2) This question was put to me yes-
terday by Mr Bryece, MLA, and I
.refer the Member to my answer to
question (6> of Tuesday, 15th
April, 1975.

(3) De-salted sea or brackish water
is considered when reviewing pos-
sible alternative solutions to aug-
ment water supply schemes.
Except at Denham, all cases to
date have indicated that conven-
tional water supplies are more
economical. Tenders will be
called shortly for & desalination
plan to augment the supply to
Denham. The operation of this
plant will provide valuable in-
formation to departmental officers
who, in addition, keep themselves
fully informed on the subject
through the technical publications
available and from Iinformation
supplied by those organisations
involved in the development of
desalination processes.

HEALTH
Cancer Patients

Mr DAVIES, to the Minister repre-

senting the Minister for Health:
In view of the fact that it has
been decided not to provide a
separate bullding to house can-
cer patients at the Sir Charles
Gairdner Hospital or Perth Medi-
cal Centre can he advise whether
the $20 000 allpcated in 1973-74
and $25000 in 1974-75 has been
spent, and if so, how it has been
spent?

Mr RIDGE replied:
$10 788 was spent on fees. The
balance of funds allocated to this
project will be re-allocated to
another upon which expenditure
has exceeded the allocation.

SHEPPERTON ROAD
Traffic Flow

Mr DAVIES, to the DMinister for

Transport:

(1) Can he supply figures for traf-
fic flow along Shepperton Road—
(&) befere; and
(b) after,
the opening of the alterations to
traffic flow at the easterm end of
the Causeway when the “flyover”
was brought into service?

(2) If so, will he state, in addition
to figures, the dates and places
where the count was made?

(3) If unable to supply comparative
figures as requested above, what
are the latest figures he can
supply?

Mr O'CONNOR replied;

(1) (a) and (2) The traffic flow sum-
mary sheets, which I table glve
the information on the “before”
position,
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Information in relation to the
“after” position will be available
shortly and will be forwarded to
the Member.

The paper tas tabled (see paper No. 148).

6.

ALBANY HIGHWAY
Traffic Flow

Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Can he supply figures for traffic

(2)

3

Mr
(1)

3

flow along Albhany Highway—

{a) before; and

(b) after,

the opening of the alterations to
traffic low at the eastern end of
the Causeway when the “filyover”
was brought into service?

If so will he state, in addition to
figures, the dates and places
where the count was made?

If unable to supply comparative
flgures as requested above, what
are the latest figures he can
supply ?

O’'CONNOR replied:

{a) and (2) The traffic flow sum-
mary sheets, which I table, give
the information on the “before”
position.

Information In relation to the
“after” position will he available
shortly and will be forwarded to
the Member,

The paper was tabled (see paper No. 14Y%).

1.

INDUSTRIAL AWARDS

Workerg' Compensalion: Calculation of

Annual Leqve

Mr T. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Labour and Industry:

(98

2}

3}

Mr
(1

Is he aware that some Western
Australian industrial awards
exclude consideration being glven
to time spent by a worker on
workers’ compensation when the
guantum of annual leave pay en-
titlement is being compiled?

Would he list such industrial
awards?

Would he list those Western Aus-
tralian industrial awards which
do not sanction the exclusion of
time spent on workers’ compen-
sation from the annual leave pay-
ment compilation process?

GRAYDEN replied:
Yes. The greater majority ot
awards dealing with the private
sector of industry contain in the
annual leave clause a subclause
which reads as follows-——
Any time in which a worker is
absent from work, except time
for which he is entitled to claim

sick pay or time spent on holi-
days or annual leave as pres-
cribed by this Award, shall not
account for the purpose of de-
fermining his right to annual
eave,

As such, any time spent on
workers’ compensation would not
be included for the purpose of eal-
culating annual leave entitle-
ments,

{(2) and (3) Approximately 400
Awards and 200 industrial agree-
ments would need to be searched
by departmental officers to bro-
vide the figures involving an esti-
mated minimum of one month's
work for one officer.

8. BEECHEQRO-GOSNELLS
HIGHWAY

Commencement of Project

Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for

Transport:

(1) Has finance been approved to
develop the Beechboro-Gosnells
closed access highway?

(2) If so, when can it be expected
work will commence?

(3) Will this project be commenced
before the proposed southern
extension of the Kwinana Free-
way?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) No.

(3 Answered by (1).

(3) The southern extension of the
Kwinana Freeway cannot be com-
menced until both Houses of Par-
liament and the Commonwealth
Government have approved the
scheme. Subject to these approv-
als work on the Kwinana Freeway
southern extension is likely to
commence hefore the Beechboro-
Gosnells controlled aceess high-
way.

9. POLICE STATIONS
Gosnells and Cannington: Staff Increase

Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Police:

In view of the increased popula-
tion In the Gosnells-Cannington
area together with the fact as
reported fn his reply to me on
Wednesday, 9th April, gquestion 39
there had been 145 homes broken
into, 25 arrests and 104 reports
of vandalism in the past six
months in the Gosnells area—

{(a) will he Increase the staff at
both the Gosnells and Can-
nington police stations;

(b} ff not, why not?
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Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(a) and (b) No, but I will refer
the matter to the Commis-
sloner of Police, who has the
responstbility of deploying his
force to best advantage.

TRAFFIC

Crosswalk Attendants; Public Holidays
Payment

Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for

Police:

(1) Is it a fact crosswalk attendants
in the past were paid for all
public heolidays?

(2) If s0, why was this entitlement
taken away from them?

(3) Will he reconsider reinstating this
entitlement?

(4) If not, why not?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) No, the rate of pay of crosswalk
attendants contains a loading for
public holidays, and Is reviewed
each year,

(2) There was no entitlement.
(3) and (4) Answered by (2).

NORTH KALGOORLIE
SCHOOL

Substandard Classroom

Mr T. D. EVANS, to the Minisier
representing the Minister for Educa-
tion:

(1) Does the Minister confirm that
letters bearing date 12th April,
1975 from the president of the
North Kalgoorlie School Parents
and Citizens’ Association have
been received by the Minister for
Education and also by the Edu-
cation Department superinten-
dent of building?

Will the Minister accept the in-
vitation tendered in the letter
addressed fto him to visit the
North Ksalgoorlie School?

(3) In the light of the statement in
paragraph 3 of the sald letter
addressed to the superintendent
of huilding, does he siill adhere
to his statement In The West
Australian newspaper of 15th
April, 1975 that “neither a con-
demned pavilion nor a storeroom
is being used as a classroom”?

Mr GRAYDEN replled:
(1) Yes.

{2) No. The Minister has visited
Kalgoorlie twice and is convers-
ant with the condition of schools

2)

12.

13.
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in the area, including North EKal-

goorlie.
(3) Yes.
NORTH EALGOCRLIE
SCHOOL

Overcrowding and Sanitation

Mr T. D. EVANS, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Health;

(1) Does he confirm that the Acting
Commissioner of Public Health
is In receipt of a letter dated
12th Aprll, 1975 from the presi-
dent of the North Kalgoerlie
School Parents and Cltizens’ As-
sociation complaining about
overcrowding, sanitary and health
problems at the said school?

Will he advise whether the invi-
tation tendered in the said let-
ter, for a visit to the school for
an inspection of its facilities by
the officer referred to in (1)
above or by an officer appointed
by him will bhe accepted?

Mr RIDGE replled:

(1) No. A phone complaint only has
heen received.

The Acting Commissioner of Pub-
lic Health has already arranged
for an inspection of all schools

@)

2)

in the Kalgoorlie district as part
of a current programme,

AUSTRALIAN WINE
LICENSE

Restrictions

Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Justice:

(1) Is the Minister aware that the
holder of an Australian Wine Li-
cense is unable to make applica-
tions under provisions (2), (3,
(5), (10}, (11) of section 4 of the
Liguor Act?

Does the Minister concede that
this restriction limits the ability
of such a license holder to make

@

a living?
(3} Will the Minister consider this
situation when considering

amendments to the Liquor Act?

O'NEIL replied:

Yes.

It Is presumed that the refer-

ence Is meant to he section 24,

3n€l not section 4 of the Liguor
ct.

This restriction would limit trad-

ing by holders of Australian wine

licenses in comparison with Lhe

holders of other liguor licenses.

(3) Yes.

Mr
(48]

@
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ROAD TRAFFIC
AUTHORITY

Shire Traffic Inspectors:
Conditions of Employment

Mr OLD, to the Minister for Traffic:

Referring to question 87 on

Thursday, 10th April—

(1) Has a decision yet been made
regarding conditions of em-
ployment of local govern-
ment traffic inspectors?

(2) If not, in view of the dis-
quiet expressed by many
local government authorities
and traffic inspectors, on
what date will a decision be
made?

Mr O'CONNOR. replied:
(1) No.

(2) Submissions from the Muni-
cipal Officers Association on
behalf of local government
employees affected by the
changeover were received
only on 15th April and are
now being examined. It is
not possible to give a firm
date when a decision will be
reached, but the urgency to
do so is recognised.

HEALTH

Arieriosclerosis: Report on
Treatment

Mr DAVIES, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Health:

(1) As in his letter of 11th Decem-
her, 1973 the vascular surgeon
who visited Kassell, Germany, to
investigate the Dr Moeller treat-
ment for arteriosclerosis said, “A
report covering the present and
recommended future manage-
ment, of arteriosclerosis in West-
ern Australia is being prepared.”,
can he advise if the report has
been completed?

(2) If so, will it be made available
to the Government, State Health
Council, THAC or similar body?

(3} If the report has been received
can he table a copy?

(4) If not to hand, can he advise pro-
gress being made?

Mr RIDGE replied:

(1) No.

(2) and (3) Answered by (1).

(4) The report has been prepared in
draft form but requires the in-
cluslon of certain technical de-
tails which are currently awaited
before it can be completed.

16.

17.

BUILDING INDUSTRY

Apprentices-Tradesmen Ratio

Mr

JAMIESON, to the Minister for

‘Works:

1)

(2}

¥

4)

Mr

(8 3]

2

(&)

)

Mr

Is he aware that as at 30th June,
1974 the ratio of apprentices to
building tradesmen employed by
the Government was 1 to 3.57
while at the same date in the
private sector of the building in-
dustry the ratio was 1 to 9.23?
Does he consider this ratio of ap-
prentices in the private sector of
building industry satisfactory?

If not, what is the Government
doing so as to avoid a future
shortage of building tradesmen
as envisaged in the C. H. Smith
report?

Did the answer to question B89
given on the 27th March, 1975
include State Housing Commis-
sion activities?

O'NEIL replied;

While not being aware of the
specific ratios quoted, it 1s known
that there is a marked imbalance
of apprenticeship employment in
the Government versus bprivate
sectors of the building industry.
It the future needs of the build-
ing industry are to be met, it does
appear to be necessary for the
private sector fo increase the
number of apprentices-to-irades-
men employed.

‘The Government has adopted the
recommendations contained in the
Howard Smith, @Q.C., report fol-
lowing his inquiry into the buiid-
ing industry regarding firms em-
ploying apprentices being granted
a degree of preference for Gov-
ernment contracts. A meeting
with representatives of industry,
and others who may be affected,
has been held and details of a
plan to implement the Govern-
ment's decision are now being
finalised.

Yes.

WATER SUPPLIES
Port Hedland Shipping

JAMIESON, to the Minister for

Water Supplies:

)

)

1)

Why is water supplied to ship-
ping interests at Port Hedland
at a cheaper rate compared with
that applying to industry and
domestic consumers?

Will the Government pgive early
consideration to increasing this
price?

What weas the number of kilo-
litres supplied to shipping at Port
Hedland during each of the last
five years?
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O'NEIL replied:

Water is not supplied to shipping
interests at Port Hedland at a
cheaper rate than supply to in-
dustry and domestic consumers.
Water is supplied by the Public
Works Department to the Port
Hedland Port Authority at 15.4c
per kilolitre and is sold by that
authority to shipping interests at
16c per Kkilolitre.

Industrial consumers are each
charged 1ic per kilolitre for the
first 909 kilolitres each year and
domestic consumers are each
charged 7c per kilolitre for the
first 683 kilolitres each year.
The average quantity of water
supplied to shipping interests at
Port Hedland by the port autho-
rity is approximately 90 kilolitres
for each call by the vessel,

No.

1970—1 822 kilolitres
1971—21 721 Kilolitres
1972—24 230 kilolitres
1973—44 192 Kkilolitres
1974—55 972 kilolitres

PUBLIC SERVICE ROYAL
COMMISSION

Submissions
J. T. TONKIN, to the Premier:

In view of the growth of the
number of schemes administered
jointly by State and Australian
Government public servants, and
because of the degree of overlap
of functions performed by some
State and Australian Govern-
ments, has the State Government
sought the gpinion of the Public
Service Board or of any other
Government authority, in order
to make a submission to the
Royal Commission on the Aus-
tralian Public Service?

If not, will the Premier take
steps to do so?

Will the Premier allow the State
Public Service to make individual
submissions which will not be vet-
ted by Ministers?

CHARLES COURT replied:

The number of schemes with
which State and Commonwealth
public servants are currently in-
volved are of concern to the Gov-
ernment, particularly in view of
the excessive, and in some cases,
unnecessary demands on the time
of State public servants.

Recently the Government sought,
from the Public Service Board
the views of s number of State
permanent heads regarding all

19.

20,

2)

Mr
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aspects of this matter, including
the overlapping, duplication and
degree of detail required by the
Commonwealth.

and (3) When the hoard’s report
has been fully considered the
Government will determine an
appropriate course of action.

In any case it is considered both
desirable and necessary that sub-
missions made to the Common-
wealth or one of its commissions
or committees should be subject
to State ministerial contrel, as
it is the State Government ser-
vices and systems that are in-
volved.

NARROWS BRIDGE
Traffic Capacity

MAY, to the Minister for Trans-

port:

Mr

I refer to my question 37 of Tues-
day, 8th April, 1975 which related
to total traffic flow and not to
the distribution between peak angd
off peak periods. Would the
Minister advise whether present
trends predict that daily Narrows
Bridge fraffic will exceed the
theoretical capacity in 1985?

O’CONNOR replied:

If the present distribution be-
tween peak hour and 24-hour
traffic flows continues then the
forecasted demand could exceed
the theoretical capacity. How-
ever, this distribution between
peak hour and 24-hour traffic will
not remain static with the growth
of the region and theoretical
cgpa.city will not be reached hy
1985.

NARROWS BRIDGE
Traffic Capacity
MAY, to the Minister for Trans-

port:

In connection with my question
36 of Tuesday. 8th April, 1%75
and to the replies to parts (2)
and (3) of question 8 of 27th
March, 1875, if the assumption
was not made that the fiows in
both directions are equal, why
does lane reversal at peak periods
not increase the total capacity?

O’CONNOR replied:

Peak period traffic flow will not
be equal in both directions, but
the total dally flows should be
simllar, Reversible lane opera-
tlon has an effect on the peak
period movement only and should
not significantly afiect dally flow.
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NARROWS BRIDGE
Traflic Capacity

Mr MAY, to the Minister for Trans-
port:
Referring to my question 40 of
Tuesday, 8th April, 1975, why is
it that grades and truck volume
should affect the capacity of tun-
nels but not of bridges?

Mr O°'CONNOR replied:
The answer to question 40 does
not state this.

22, EWINANA FREEWAY EXTENSION

23.

British Motorway Standards

Mr MAY, to the Minister for Trans-
port:
I refer to my question 39 on
Tuesday, 8th April, 1975—Why
should British motorway stand-
ards not apply to the Kwinana
Freeway?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

The capacity figures used are
based on Australian experience.

NARROWS BRIDGE
Traffic Capacity

Mr MAY, to the Minister for Trans-
port:

(1) Referring to question 16 parts
(1) and (2) on Thursday, 27th
March, 1975, to questiopn 8 part
(2) on Thursday, 2Tth March,
1975, to table 1.2 and lines 7 to
9 of sections 1.1.1 in the Main
Roads  Department document
proposed southern extension
dated May 1974, does the Minis-
ter accept that the predicted traf-
fic flow for 1989 is 38 600 vehicles
per day greater than the theo-
retical capacity of the Narrows
Bridge in its present form?

Referring to question 8 parts (1)
and (2) on Thursday, 27th
March, 1975, why is the daily
theoretical capacity estimated to
be a factor of ten times the theo-
retical hourly capacity when the
corresponding factors for wurban
motorways in Britain range {rom
four to eight?

Mr O’'CONNOR replied:

(1) The figure of 158 600 vehicles per
day is a forecast of travel demand
and not traffic flow. This demand
exceeds the theoretical capaclty of
the bridge by 38 600.

The ratio of peak hour to dally
traffic flow is a factor which will
vary from road to road depend-
ing upon the function of that

(&9

2y

road. It is not & figure that can he
universally applied automatically
without regard to local conditions.
I assume the Member has based
his guestion on the British tech-
nical memorandum H 6/74 which
gives the ratlos {0 bhe used in
Britain in the absence of exten-
sive netwerk asslgnments or
models. The Main Roads Depart-
ment has information available
based on network assignments
and models which was carrled out
for the Perth Regional Transport
Study 1970. This information is
mare reliable for use in the Perth
sCEene.

24. EWINANA FREEWAY EXTENSION

25,

Traffic Flow

Mr MAY, to the Minister for Trans-
port:
Referring to the reply to ques-
tion 37 on Tuesday, 8th April,
1975, does this imply that total
daily flow will be more than ten
E‘g?f?i the peak hourly fHow in

Mr O'CONNOR replled:
Yes, because with the continued
growth of the metropolitan reglon
it is forecast that the maln growth
In traffic will occur outside the
peak hours.

NARROWS BRIDGE
Traffic Capacity

Mr MAY, to the Minister for Trans-

port:
Referring to question 36 on Tues-
day, 8th April, 1975 will he please
detail answers to parts (a), (b),
(¢), (d) and (e) and state the
premise on which the answers
have been made?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(a} The morning peak hour
showed a ratlo of approxi-
mately 2.8 to 1 and the even-
ing peak hour on the same
day a ratio of approximately
1.8 to 1.

Not necessarily.
Answered by (b).

The flgure quoted in reply to
question 8 of 27th March is
based on actual operating
conditions on the Narrows
Bridge.

As present trends are unlikely
to continue I will not predict
a date. I refer to my answers
toe today’'s guestions 19 to 24.

41))]
(c)
(d)

{e>
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NARROWS BRIDGE
British Motorway Standards

Mr MAY, to the Minister for Trans-
port:

(1) Referring to the reply to ques-

tion 38 parts (1) and (2) on
Tuesday, 8th April, 1975, why
does the reduction of 400 vehicles
per hour to urban motorway sec-
tions with less than 3km be-
tween interchanges which is stan-
dard in PBritain not apply to the
Narrows Bridge capacity?

(2) Why do British motorway capa-

city figures not apply to the situ-
ation referred to in question 39
on Tuesday, 8th April, 1975?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1)

and (2) The capaclty figures
quoted for the Narrows Bridge are
based on actual operating condi-
tlons on this bridge, not the
theoretical design figures for
British motorways.

27. EWINANA FREEWAY EXTENSION

Mr
Mr

W. M. Rahmann. Conclusions
MAY, to the Mirnister for Trans-

port:

a1

2)

&)

4)

5

)
1)

%

Did W. M. Rahmann a highway
planning engineer from the Bris-
bane Main Roads Department
present a paper at the 45th
ANZAAS Conference held 1In
Perth in August 1973 on the place
of freeway development In
citles?

Is W. M. Rahmann a current
holder of a Churchill Fellow-
ship?

Were the conclusions reached by
W. M. Rahmann raised at the
MRPA hearings of objectlons?
If s0, in what respects are the
conclusions of W. M. Rahmann
considered to he invalid?

Why have the conclusions of W.
M. Rahmann not been considered
in planning the southern exten-
sion to the Kwinana Freeway?

O'CONNOR replled:
to (3) Yes.

The views were considered by
MRPA in reaching their conclu-
stons.

Senior Main Roads Department
officers are aware of Mr Rah-
mann’s paper and indeed attended
the ANZAAS Conference in Perth
in 1973. In reaching a conclusion
the views expressed by one expert
must be considered in relation to
other experts who may hold dif-
fering views.

28.

29.
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ELECTRICITY SUPPLIES
Bunbury: Load Growth

Mr MAY, to the Minister for Elec-
tricity:

As perusal of the State Electri-
city Commission annual report
for 1972 reveals that the load
growth in Bunbury is increasing
by approximately 15% per an-
num and that the 1971-72 sum-
mer peak load was 47T MVA—

(a) has there been any increase

in the 2 x 37TMVA trans-
formers operating at that
time;

(b) If “No” will he Indicate if

the growth rate safety mar-
gin has been exceeded hav-
ing regard for the existing
generation system at Bun-
bury;
(¢) () if one of the supply
transformers broke down

would this occasion
widespread power ra-
tioning in the south-
west area?

(i} if so, what action is be-
ing taken by the Gov-

ernment to rectify this
very unsatisfactory situ-
ation?
Mr MENSAROS replied:
(a) No.
(b)Y Yes.

{c} (1) No, but some restrictions
would be necessary and
the supply system would
operate under emergency
conditions prone to more
interruptions than nor-
mal.

Work is proceeding to re-
lieve the situation and
will be completed in the
1975-1976 financial year
provided sufficient funds
are available,

¢1)

GERMAN SHEPHERD DOGS

Restrictions on Breeding

Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(¢

2)

(3}

Has any approach been made to
have the restrictions on the
breeding of German shepherd
dogs in Western Australla lifted
or modified?

If spo, by whom or what organi-
sations have such approaches
been made, and what are the de-
tails of requests received by th-~
Government?

Does the Government propose to
modify or Mt existing regula-
tions which currently apply to
the breeding of German shepher?
dogs in this State, and if so, what
are the details of such proposals?
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Mr McPHARLIN replied:
(1) Yes.
(2> The German Shepherd Dog

)

Association of W.A. has proposed
amendments to the Act on the
basis of—
Controlled breeding within a
specified radius of Perth and in
other districts where the ap-
proval of the shire is given.
Higher license fees for unsteri-
lised Alsatians.
The matter is still belng examined
by the Agriculture Protection
Board and full consideration will
be able to be given to this issue
when the board's report is re-
celved.

MILK

Production and Transportation Cosls

31.

Mr

Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

What Is the estimated cost of—
(a) production; and

(b) transportation,

of milk per gallon in each of the
following dairying areas—3Ser-
pentine, Waroona, Brunswick,
Albany, Walpole, Northcliffe,
Margaret River?

Mr McPHARLIN replied:

No rellable estimate of the cost of
production of mlilk is avallable at
present but a survey of the cost
and Income structure of the
market milk Industry has been
completed by the Rural Economics
and Marketing Branch of the
department.
When the report on the survey
has been finallsed, costs of pro-
duction and transportation will be
able to be determined for—
¢ Metropolitan area (north of
Pinjarra).

¢ Pinjarra to Bunbury,
* Margaret River-Busselton.
* Albany-Denmark,

Simllarly, 8 survey of the dairy
industry carried out by the Aus-
tralian Bureau of Agricultural
Economies in 1974, when avall-
able, could provide information
regarding costs of milk production
in manufacturing milk regions.

DAIRYING
Survey of Industry

H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for

Agriculture:

ey

Is the Department of Agricul-
ture carrying out a survey of the
dairy industry, and if so, what
are the terms of reference
adopted in the survey?

2

3)

4

Is it proposed to conduct an in-
quiry into the manufacturing
milk section of the industry?

Has any private firm indicated
that it is prepared to assist with
the financing of a survey of the
manufacturing milk section of
the dairy industry, and if so,
what is the name of the firm and
what amount of finance has the
firm offered?

If the reply to (3) is “Yes” what
is the total cost anticipated for
such a survey and does the Gov-
ernment intend to assist with
such a survey, and if so, in what
way and to what extent?

Mr McPHARLIN replied:

(§ §]

(2)

)

4

Yes. To provide such cost infor-
mation on the production, pro-
cessing and distribution of market
milk as will enable conelusions to
be drawn on margins which could
be applied@ at each stage of the
prﬁguction and sale of market
m

The Department of Agriculture
does not currently propose to
conduct an inauiry into the
manufacturing miilk sector of the
industry,

The Bureau of Agricultural Eco-
nomics has completed a national
dairy Industry survey covering
casts for 1973-74 (with estimates
for 1974-75). The report will be
presented to the Industries Assi-
stance Comimission on 24th April
and the bureau is willing to make
the results avallable to those
interested after that time. The
report by the Bureau of Agricul-
tural Economics includes results
for the manufacturing and mar-
ket milk sectors of the Western
Australian industry.

The department has not received
any such offer., Two dairy com-
panies have indicated to the Dairy
Industry Authority that they
would be prepared to assist fin-
ancially in the conduet of a sur-
vey of the dalry industry, pro-
vided the Farmers' Unlon agreed
such an inquiry was warranted
and indicated its readiness to par-
ticipate; and provided the terms
of reference of the survey were
acceptable to the dairy companles.

No estlmate has been made of the
cost of such a survey neor has
there been any request to the Gov-
ernment for assistance with such
8 survey.

32. This question was postponed.
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EGGS
Production, I'mports, and Price

Mr H. D, EVANS, to the Minister for

Agriculture:

(1) What was the total egg produc-
tion of Western Australia in
19742

(2) By what number did this amount
exceed or fall short of the State’s
requirements of fresh eggs?

(3) In what months were fresh eggs
imported into Western Australla,
and what was the quantity in
each month?

(4) On what date were the prices of
eggs in Western Australia adjusted
in 1974, and by how much for
each grade on each of these
occasions?

(5) Has there been any price changes
in 1975, and {f so, when and by
how much?

(6) What are the names of the mem-
bers who comprise the Egg Prices
Advisory Committee?

Mr McPHARLIN replied:

The Western Australian Egg Market-

ing Board has advised as follows—

(1} Total recorded@ egg production
was 15 914 155 dozen.

(2) There was a surplus of 1326433
dozen eggs over requirements,

(3) March, 1974—11 700 dozen eggs.

April, 1974—353 855 dozcn eggs.
4) —
60g bH55g 50g 45g 2nd
Aprll 1, 1974— € © (© & (@
Wholesale ... 74 71 68 85 58
{¢ifference) nil nil nil nil nll
Max. Retall 80 77 74 7L
(difference) ... anit bl uil ol
August 20, 1074—
Wholesale .. . 78 75 72 69 a0
(difference) ... 4 4 4 4 2
Max. Retail 85 82 70 76
(difference) 5 5 6 [
December 23, 1974—
Whotesale .. 83 80 ks 74 84
(diflerence) 5 k) L) b 4
Max. Retall 20 a7 84 81 .
(difference) & 5 5 6
Note : The " difference " {3 the change from the previous
price.
(5 —

B0g &5g 50g 45g 2nd
Tanuary 27, 1975— (© ey (&) (e} (&)
Wholesale .. 87 84 gl 76 a9
{difference) 4 4 4 2 a
Max. Retail 94 81 88 83
(difference) 4 4 4 2
(6) Mr R, N, Hubbard—Chairman.
Mrs L. Adams-—Consumers’ rep-

resentative.

Mr W. 8. Gash—Producers’ rep-
resentative,

Mr J. Ripley—Department of

Agriculture’s representative,
Mr E. K. Lindorff—Secretary.

RAILWAYS

Bunbury, Albany, and Geraldfon Services:

Finencial Resulls

Mr T. H, JONES, to the Minister for
Transport:

What were the profits or losses
on the following trains for years
1964 to 1974 inclusive—

(a) Austrelind;

(b) Albany Progress;

(¢) Geraldton Midlander?

Mr O’CONNOR replied:

Separate profit and loss state-
ments for individual passenger
services are not recorded,

Where the Railways Department
wants to determine whether it is
profitable or not to continue
running passenger trains it has to
undertake separate economlc exer-
cises.

It segregates the passenger and
freight proportions where these
form joint costs and using what is
commonly called the “incre-
mental” approach can defermine
the avoidable costs and revenue
losses for each service.

A study on these lines was carried
out in 1972 and based on the then
level of costs and revenue—and
without taking into account the
annual costs of future capital ex-
penditure—the assessed annual
loss on an incremental basis of
operations of the services in ques-
tion were—

(a) Australind $62 400.
(b} Albany Progress $102 000.
(¢} Geraldton Midlander $47 300.

With the present inflationary cost
spiral these losses are increasing.

RAILWAYS

Metropolitan Passenger Seruvices:
Financiel Resulls

Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister for
Transport:

What have been the profits or
losses on the metropolitan pas-
enger train services for years 1964
to 1974 inclusive?

Mr O’CONNOR replied:

Rallway accounts are not set up
to segregate the profits or losses
on passenger or goods services
separately.

However, indicative figures taken
out on a statistical basis and
which include arbitrary alloca-
tions for administration and other
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overheads give the following (7) Will he table the report?
agsessed losses— : (8) If not, why not?
mglggg Mr O'CONNOR replied:
iggg 2:436 (1) to (5) Yes.
1966 .. 2.656 (8) No.
}ggg - g:‘égi (7) It was a report sent to me per-
1969 . 3123 Sonally.
1970 ... 3.206 (8) Answered by (7).
1971 ... 3.535
1972 . 4.;63
1973 4.326
1974 5919 37. IMMIGRATION

These figures should not be con-
fused with the savings that would
be achieved if the services were
discontinued. On 1974 figures this
has been calculated at roughly
$2.2 million,

ABORIGINES

Police Palrols in Warburton: Newspaper

Re

Mr T. H JONES, to the Minister for
Police:

(1) Is he aware of an artlcle in The
Sunday Times of 13th April, 1975
headed “Report urges police
patrols”, which referred to a re-
part which he had recelved from
the Warburton area?

Does the report state that petrol
sniffing among Aboriginal teen-
agers was fast assuming massive
proportions and that “Young boys
and teenagers swarm around every
petrol motor in droves s soon as
the backs of staff are turned”?

Did the report criticlse a com-
munity adviser who suggested
that the easiest way of overcom-
ing the problem was to accede to
requests for petrol and did it state
that “boys could become ecrazed
by tooc much petrol snifing and
this could lead to serious trouble”?

Did the report alse tell how
Aboriginal teenagers had—

(a) broken into the school and
stolen equipment and caused
hundreds of dollars worth of
damage;

(b) raided workers'
lquor?

)

3)

(4}

camps for

(5) Was a copy of the report made
available to anyone from The
Sunday Times by him or any

member of the Government?

(8) If “No" will he request an ex-
planation from The Sunday Times
as toc how it was In possession
of the report?

38.

Miss L. Danker

Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Minister for

Immigration:

(1) Referring to questlon 45, 6th
April, what was the reason for the
delay in forwarding completed
formalities on behalf of Miss
Lorna Danker from the State
Immigration Department to the
Commonwealth Department?

Did this delay severely affect
Miss Danker’s prospects of enter-
ing Australia in that it stretched
over a perlod in which the Aus-
tralian Government altered its
policy towards the entry of cer-
tain applcants?

GRAYDEN replied:

and (2) There was no delay caused
by the State Immigration Office.
Miss Lorma Danker’s nomination
forms were forwarded to the nom-
inator by the State Immigration
Office in January, 1974, with ad-
vice to return the completed
forms direct to the Common-
wealth Immigration Department.

This was done by the nominator
and the completed forms received
by the Commonwealth Depart-
ment on 6th February, 1974. Any
subsequent action was the respon-
sibility of the Commonwealth de-
partment.

2)

1)

TECHNICAL EDUCATION
CENTRES, FREMANTLE

HKwinana and Rockingham Students
Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:

How many students who have as
thelr home address any centre
within the Shires of Kwinana and
Rockingham presently attend any
technieal education centre within
the City of Fremantle?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
Shire of Kwinana 276.
Shire of Rockingham 231.
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HOUSING
Fremantle and Kwinana Areas
Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) How meany applications remain
unsatisfied in respect of—
{a) purchase;
(b) () rental;
(ii) pensioner rental;
(¢) transfers,
(1} in the Fremantle area.
(i) in the Kwinana area?
(2) From what date are applicants
being assisted for beoth purchase
and rental—
(a) in the Fremantle area;
(b) in the Kwinana area?
Mr O'NEIL replied:
1) —
Fremantle Ewioana
a) Purchass ... Be7 298
(b) () Bental ... .. 723 118
{li} Pensioner Rental 117 27
{¢) Transfers ... ... Nobt readily a3
available
(2} (a) Fremantle—Purchase: Janu-

ary, 1967 for 3-bedroom and
Juiy, 1968 for ¢-bedroom.

Rental: Dates range from
March, 1968 to March, 1975
depending on bedrcom
accommodation,

Kwinana—Purchase: June,
1969 for 3-bedroom and Sep-
tember, 1970 for 4-bedroom.
Rental: Dates range from
June, 1971 fo March, 1975
depending on bedroom
accommodation.

1)

POLICE
Dorotheq Flatman: Liquor License

Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for
Police:

Further to my question 76 of 10th
April, 1975 and his reply thereto,
has he now drawn the attention
of the Commissioner of Police or
any of his servants or asgents or
any membher of the Police Porce,
and if so, whom, to the contents
of the statutory declaration of
Dorothea Flatman which he
tabled on 5th September, 19747

Mr O'CONNOR replled:
No.

41,

42,

43.

817

LIQUOR LICENSES

Kimberly John Flatman, and Police
Objections

Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for
Police:

(1) Did the police obiect to the appli-
cation of Kimberly John Flatman
for the transfer of the cabaret
license at 104 Murray Street,
Perth, granted on 15th November,
19742

Will he supply the names of the
persons whose applications for
liguor licenses have been objected
to by the police since 1st April,
19747

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) No.

(2) No, but only one application has
been ohjected to since 1st April,
1974,

The SPEAKER: Can the Minister for
Police tell me whether there is
any court case pendlng or any
writ issued regarding fthe person
named in this question?

Mr O'CONNOR: No, Mr Speaker. If
there had been I would not have
answered the question in any
detail.

&)

LIQUOR ACT
Payments under Section 168 (1)

Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister repre-

senting the Minister for Education:
What moneys, if any, has he ear-
marked for payments {o be made
pursuant to subsections 168 (1)
(a) and (b) of the Liquor Act,
19707

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
I have no authority to make pay«
ments pursuant fo subsections
168 (1) (a) and (h) of the Liguor
Act, 1970.

ELECTIONS
One-person-one-vote-one-vailtie Basis

Mr BERTRAM, to the Premler;

Referring to question 71 of 10th
April, 1975 and his reply thereto
in which he sald that comparison
of a referendum and a general
election for representative govern-
ment is not valid, will he glve
each of the reasons sald by him
as Premier o justify his answer?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
The Ilmport of the Member’s
question is not understood. If he
secks my reasons for saylng that
“Comparison of a referendum and
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a general election for representa-
tive government is not wvalid'”, 1
would have thought the Member
would appreciate that, when one
is conducting a referendum, such
as on daylight saving, on a State-
wide basis, and on a single sub-
ject, it is an entirely different
proposition from the continuing
representation on an electorate
basis when the differing needs and
circumstances of widely-separated
communities are involved.

Mr Jamieson: Oh, come on now! The
ruling class!

ELECTORAL BOUNDARIES

Redistiribution under Labor
Government

Mr BERTRAM, to the Premier:

Further to his answer to question
71 of 10th April, 1975 and since
noe Labor Government in this
State has ever been supported hy
a Legislative Councll comprising a
majority of Labor members, 15 it
not a fact that the Tonkin Gov-
ernment had no practical alter-
ative other than to redistribute
the electoral houndaries according
to the then existing law?

CHARLES COURT replied:
No.

Sir

CORPORAL PUNISHMENT
Instrument

Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Community
Welfare:

(1) Does he approve of the use of
sticks from an oleander bush for
the corporal punishment of Abori-
ginel males aged 104 to 154 years
and young women aged 12 to 154
years pursuant to section 34 (¢) of
the Child Welfare Act?

If “Yes” why?

RIDGE replied:

Personally I do not approve of the
use of oleander bush for this pur-
pose, but Children's Courts are
not required to seek my approval
of their decisions.

Answered by (1).

2}

Mr
16}

2)

CHILD WELFARE
Vietnamese Orphans: Adoption

Mr BERTRAM, to the Premier:
Is it true that his Government is
consldering prosecuting certaln
persons, firms or corporations
under the Adoption of Infants Act,

417,

48.

or any other Act, and if so, which,
relative to publicity given to Viet-
namese orphans in this State?

CHARLES COURT replied:

No decision has been made to
prosecute anyone.

Senior departmental officers re-
cently met media representatives
to remind them of the provisions
of the Adoption of Children Act
concerning confidentiality of
adoption matters.

At this meeting, the Director of
the Department of Community
Welfare outlined ecircumstances
under which prosecution could be
made for breaches of the Act,

Sir

FIRES

Insurance Companies’ Accounts.
Inclusion of Fee

Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Chlef Secre-

tary:

(1) (a) Is he aware that insurance
companies are rendering
accounts specifying a fire fee
as part of thelr premium
notices;

If “Yes” does the W.A. Fire
Brigade Board permit this
practice?

(2) Is it a fact that the present sys-
tem of funding of fire fees by
insurers is operating only In Aus-
tralia, New Zealand and Greece?

Mr STEPHENS replied:

{1) (a) Yes.

(b) The W.A. Fire Brigades
Board has no jurisdiction in
the matter.

(2) I believe this to be so.

()

MEAT INDUSTRY
INQUIRY

Public Heaith Department
Papers

Mr MOILER, to the Minister for Agri-
culture:

Would he table coples of the two
papers provided to the Meat In-
dustry Inquiry by the Department
of Public Health on 21st and 24th
February?

Mr McPHARLIN replied:
I am pleased to make available
copies of these papers to the
member,

The papers were tabled (see paper No.
150).
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EDUCATION
Dental Clinics

Mr CARR, to the Minister represent-
ing the Minister for Health:

Mr

Mr

Further to his answer to question
20 of 9th April, will he please
advise—

(a) the reasons why only one
country school has been pro-
vided with a dental clinie,
while eleven metropolitan
schools have them;

{b» the criterla for allocation of
these clinics?

RIDGE replied:

(a) Eight of the initial clinics
established wunder this pro-
gramme were placed in
readily available vacant
elassrooms in selected schools.
The development of the
school dental service in
country areas requires the
provision of housing for staff
as well as school clinics. Ar-
rangements for the develop-
ment of country housing for
school dental service person-
nel are presently under con-
struction,

Schools in which clinics are
placed are selected after a
consideration of wmany as-
pects, including socic-econo-
mic factois, geographic loca-
tion, number of childven at-
tending primary school,
numbers of pre-school and
secondary school children,
number of adjacent State
and Government  schools
and primarily the dental
state of children disclosed by
examination.

(b}

TEACHERS
Secondary: Unemployment

CARR, to the Minister represent-

ing the Minister for Education:

How many tralned secondary
teachers is he aware of for whom
his department is unable to pro-
vide employment?

GRAYDEN replied:

The exact number cannot be
stated with certainty because
some applicants are only inter-
ested in teaching certain sub-
jects in specified schools or in
localities of their choice.

At the present time there are
less than 25 trained secondary
teachers who are prepared to ac-
cept an unrestricted appointment.
These teachers are available in

51.

52.

Mr
ing
(9]

2

3)
4)

€d)

(6

Mr
1
(2}

(4)

(5)

(8)

Mr
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such exlgencles as sickness, &ac-
cident, resignation, and accouche-
ment, ‘The number is thus sub-
ject to daily fluctuation.

BLUFF POINT SCHOOL
Enrolment

CARR, to the Minister represent-

the Minister for Education:

What is the present enrolment at

Bluff Point primary school?

How many of these students live

north of the Chapman River

Bridge—

(a) including bus children;

(h) excluding bus children?

How many live east of the ring

road?

What are the department's in-

tentions conecerning development

of the Anderson Street school

site?

Is there a school site north of the

Chapman River Bridge?

If “Yes” to (5), where is it

located and what are the depart-

ment's intentions regarding its

development?

GRAYDEN replied:

524 at 11th April, 1975.

and (3) This information s not

available at the Education De-

partment and will necessitate an

actual count at the school.

There are no ilmmediate plans to

utilise this site.

Yes., A primary school site has

been Identified In the area north

of the Chapman River Bridge.

(i) In the Sunset Beach estate
area,

(ii) Future planning will depend
on developments In the aresa.

HIGH SCHOOLS
Refrigerated Cold Rooms
MOILER, to the Minister repre-

senting the Minister for Education:

(1)

(2)

(3}

Would the Minister list the high
schools which have been provided
with refrigerated cold rooms at no
cost to the parents and cltizens’
associatlons of the schools con-
cerned?

Is it his department’s policy to
provide refrigerated cold Tooms
during construction of new high
schools; if so, for how long has
this policy been adopted?

Would the Minister indicate the
estimated amount the Eastern
Hills High School Parents and
Citizens' Association would have
to contribute towards the cost of
providing a sulfable refrigerated
cold room at that school?
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Mr GRAYDEN replied:

(§3)

3

53.

and (2) The Education Depart-
ment does not provide a refriger-
ated cold rcom. The space for the
cool room Is provided during con-
struction of the buflding but the
responsibility for provision of the
cool room door and the refriger-
ation equipment does not rest
with the department, although a
subsidy is available for i, Where
the space has not been provided
in some of the longer established
schools, on request from the
school such space will be provided,
usually at the time of more major
works being undertaken at the
school, at departmental cost.

With subsidy assistance, approxi-
mately $1 000,

LAMB

Domestie Requirements, Storage, and

Mr

Exports
BLAIKIE, to the Minister for

Agriculture:

n

2)

)

Can he advise the approximate
weekly requirement of lamb to
meet domestic needs of Western
Australia as indicated by the
Lamb Marketing Board?
Commencing January 1974,
would he advise the total monthly
receivals of lamb by the Lamh
Marketing Board to present date?
Would he advise—

(a) monthly storage of lambs;
() monthl; sales of export lambs

and destination slnece 1Ist
January, 19747

Mr McPHARLIN replied:

The Western Australian Lamb
Marketing Board has advised as
follows—

{1} These vary during the year.
From 1st January to 3l1st
March, 1975 it has averaged
12 237 carcases per week,

(2) 1974 Lambs
January 54 367
February 40 713
March 40 157
April 56 327
May 58 444
June 55 540
July ... 90 419
August ... 140698
September ... 2261783
October ... 280003
November . 200 884
December 83 569
1975
January 52 493
February 47 037

March 50 738

54.

55.

(3) Carcases in storage at close of
each month:

(a) 1974 . Lambs
January .. 25 062
February 24 203
March 23110
April 22 142
May 17797
June 17215
July 40 376
August ... . 112 440
September . 253 582
October e 440197
November ... 398 564
December . 245084
1975
January . 233765
February . 209 532
March 61 108

(b} The Information sought

Is not readily avallable on
a monthly break-up basis
but will be provided to
the member as soon as
possible,

PUBLIC RELATIONS
OFFICERS

Employment by Government

Mr

Sir

T. J. BURKE, to the Premler:
Would he please provide the in-
formation concerning the employ-
ment of Government public re-
lations officers sought in question
321‘3; Tuesday, 26th November,
19

CHARLES COURT replied:

If the member clarifies whether
he means public relations officers
attached to ministerial offices
only or all State Government
activities Including seml Govern-
ment and other statutory auth-
orities, the appropriate inform-
ation will be supplied.

If the honourable member will let
me know about this verbally to-
day I can give him the &ppropri-
ate Information tomorrow.

ELECTRICITY SUPPLIES
Mains: Undergrounding

Mr MAY, to the Premier:

)

(2}

What action has been taken by
the Government in respect of its
election promise to encourage the
underground reticulation of power
iines by private developers and
the siting of overhead power lines
away from street frontages?
(a) Has the QGovernment yet
undertaken an urgent study
of underground power lines {o
determine the best way to
make it standard practice In
urban developments as soon
as possible;
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() if so, when will the study be
completed;

has a target date been set,
after which all future lines
must be placed underground;
when will the separate pro-
gramnme for replacement of
existing overhead power lines
wivl‘l;h underground be phased
n

CHARLES COURT replied:

Reduced charges by the State
Electricity Commission for the
undergrounding of domestic elec-
trical reticulation came into ef-
fect in June, 1974,

This reduction is a most direct
step in the encouragement of the
underground reticulation of
power lines by private develop-
ers.

The present level of charges com-
pares favourably with the rest
of Australia. A developer may
have underground mains pro-
vided at less than $300 per block
on today's prices.

Overhead power lines away from
the street frontage are encour-
aged but depend on the provi-
sion of a paved laneway 161t
wide so that modern construction
and maintenance plant may be
used. The SEC is prepared to
co-operate with any sub-divider
who wishes to make use of this
type of construction.

(a) A senior engineer of the SEC

has made an investigation of
practices concerning  the
underground econstruction of
power lines in the U.X,
Other officers have examined
practices throughout Austra-
lia.
Work is continuing, to deter-
mine the best way to make
the provision of underground
reticulation standard prac-
tice in urban development.

It is expected that the Gov-
ernment will be in a position
to make an overall statement
concerning the policy of
underground power lines to-
wards the end of 1975.

No.

A  decision regarding the
timing and extent to which
existing overhead lines will
be 7replaced with under-
ground, will form part of the
overall statement on the sub-
ject of underground which is
referred to in 2 (h), and will,
of course, depend on the
avallability of expanded loan
funds,

(¢

GY

(83)]

(6]
1))

586.

Mr
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NUCLEAR ENERGY
Government Policy
J. T. TONKIN, to the Premier:

(1> Has his Government formulated

2)

(&}

a policy with respect to nuclear
power?

If so, will he give particulars and
indicate the steps which have al-
ready been taken or which it is
proposed to take for the use of
nuclear power in Western Aus-
tralia?

Is he prepared to set up a non-
partisan committee as early as
practicable for the purpose of In-
vestigating the c¢ase for and

against the wuse of nuclear
power?
Sir CHARLES CQOURT replied:

1)
2)

€ ))

Yes.

Subject to the necessary environ-
mental and social safeguards it is
the Government’s policy to intro-
duce nuclear power to Western
Australia when it can make signi-
ficant contributions to the econ-
omy and reliahility of the State's
energy supplies,

We will continue to press for, and
co-operate in meaningful studies
of the future potential of nucilear
and solar energy at both State
and national level,

Work now in progress is directed
to the determination of the time
when nuclear energy is likely to
be economical and practical for
Western Australia, Particular
attention is being concentrated on
the prospects of using nuclear en-
ergy for the combined purposes
of electrieity production and the
provision of process heat for in-
dustry.

When the stage is reached that
specific proposals can be formu-
lated for nuclear facilities in
Western Australia, the Govern-
ment will ensure that full and
searching examination of all
issues will he undertaken.
Opportunity will be provided for
adequate debate and for the par-
ticipation of all appropriate or-
ganisations and persons in the
examination of any proposals
when the time is opportune,

QUESTIONS (4): WITHOUT NOTICE

1.

FLUORIDATION OF WATER
SUPPLIES

Polent Meotic Mutagen

Mr RIDGE (Minister for Lands): I

wish to seek your guidance, Mr
Speaker, On Tuesday, the 8th
April, the Leader of the Opposi-
tion asked a question of the
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Minister representing the Minister
for Health, part of which was as
follows—

will the Minister for Health
have the article studied and
in due course report the result
to Parliament?

In my reply I indicated that the
Minister for Health would, and he
has now provided the informafion.
Should I now read the answer?

The SPEAKER: The Minister may

proceed.

Mr RIDGE: The Minister for Health

has supplied the following addi-
tional information in relation to
the second part of that question—

The article entitled “Sodium
Fluoride as Potentlal Mutagen in
Mammalian Eggs” which appears
in the Archives of Environmental
Health October, 1874, Vol. 29, No.
4, has been studied.

The authors Georgiana Jagiells
and Ja-Shein Lin only claim to
have shown that in an in-vitro
experimental situation the
oocytes of the ewe and the cow
are more sensitive to heavy toxic
concentrations of sodium fuor-
ide than are the oocytes of the
mouse., That is, the authors have
demonstrated that there are in-
vitro varlations in specles’ sen-
sitivities.

In-vivo

experiments using

‘oocytes of the mouse produced

no conclusive results.

Any applieation of in-vitro ex-
perimental results to in-vivo sit-
uations must be invalid until
proved otherwise.

ELECTION PROMISES
Implementation

Mr CARR, to the Premier:

On the 9th April this year, in an-
swer to a question asked by the
member for Ascot, he advised the
House that he would early this
week table a copy of the Liberal
policy document from the last
election, in which he would have
marked the promises he claims
to have fulfilled. When can we
expect this so that we can judge
the matter for ourselves?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

I understend from my office that
it has completed the marking and
the document will be tabled here
tomorrow and next week in an-
other place.

3.

Mr

YORK HIGH SCHOOL
Oval

McIVER, to the Minister for

Works:

1)

2)

(3

Will funds be made available in
the 1975-76 financial year to up-
grade the school oval at the York
Junior High School?

If the answer is “Yes”, would he
advise when the work on the up-
grading is likely to commence?

If the answer is *No”, would he
inform me the reasons?

Mr O'NEIL replied:

I thank the honourshle member
for prior notice of the question,
the answer to which is as fol-
lows—

(1) to (3) It is desirable that the
work be undertaken in the
next financial year, as the
honourable member has said.
However, it must he appreci-
ated that this will be an ex-
penditure from the Consoli-
dated Revenue Fund. It has
been listed as a preliminary
item by my department, but
the approval will depend on
the availability of funds when
the expenditure of revenue is
being calculated. I do have
reason to believe the work
will be undertaken next year.

ELECTION PROMISES
Rubbish Conversion

Mr JAMIESON, to the Premier:

In reply to question 14 yesterday
the Premier indicated that the
answer to parts (d) to (f) would
be supplied at & later stage. Does
he have the answers?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

I thank the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition for giving me an op-
portunity te supply the answers
to parts (d) to (f) of question 14
which contained two different de-
partmental subject matters. The
answer is as follows—

(@) (i) Yes. Two reports have
been prepared on refuse
disposal,

{a) “Report on Refuse
Disposal in the Perth
Metropolitan Area”
—by Maunsell 1974,

{h) “A Report on Com-
munity Waste in the
Perth  Metropolitan
Region"—Public
Health Department.

(ii) Answered by ().
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(iil) That recycling was not
economical at this stage
but that further investi-
gations should be con-
tinued.

Both reporis referred to
In (i) were tabled in the
House on the 10th Octo-
ber, 1974.
{e) Not &t this stage, but in-
quiries have been made.

(f) Not at this stage.

BILLS (4): INTRODUCTION AND
FIRST READING

1. Consllllmer Protection Act Amendment
Bill.

Bill! introduced, on motion by Mr
Grayden (Minister for Consumer
Affairs), and read a first time.

. Police Act Amendment Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr
O’Connor (Minister for Police), and
read a first time.

. Railways Discontinuance and Land
Revestment EBill,

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr
O'Connor (Minister for Transport),
and read a first time.

. Government Employees (Promotions
Appeal Board) Act Amendment
Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr
Grayden (Minister for Labour and
Industry), and rcad a first time,

ADDRESS-IN-REFLY: ELEVENTH DAY

Motion
Debate resumed, from the 10th April, on

the following motion by Mr Old—

That the following Address-in-
Reply to His Excellency’s Speech be
agreed to—

May it please Your Excellency:
We, the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of the State of
Western Aus{ralla in Parliament
assembled, beg to express loyalty
to our Most Graclous Sovereign,
and to thank Your Excellency for
the Speech you have heen pleased
to address to Parliament.

To which Mr Bryce had moved an amend-
ment—

That the following words be added
to the motlon—

We are compelled by recent
events In Australia and South
East Asia to advise the adminis-
trator that—

‘“Liberal and Country
Party Members and Govern-
ments throughout Australia
must now accept full respon-
sibillty for the decision, based
upon a philosophy of ifear
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and hatred, which led Aus-
tralia to hecome an active
participant in the ecivil war
in Vietnam"”.
It now rests upon the con-
seience of all Liberal and Coun-
try Party Members that—

(a) thelrs was the declsion to be-
come part of a war of mas-
sive forelgn intervention in
Indo China;

(b) their national Government’s
disastrous handling of Aus-
tralia’s role in the Vietnam
conflict (prior to its demise
in Decemhber 1972) resulted

1.

widespread destruction
of property and inno-
cent human life includ-
ing the needless sacrifice
of more than 600 young
Australians;

cruel continuation of the
conflict because of Lib-
eral Government's op-
position to efforts by the
United States Govern-
ment to refer the Viet-
nam conflict to the Un-
ited Nations Organiz-
ation;

the diminution of Aus-
tralla's standing in the
eyes of its Asian nelgh-
bours, all of whom (with
the exceptions of South
Korea and Taiwan—act-
ing as TUnited States
satellites) steadfastly re-
fused to become in-
volved in the internal af-
fairs of another natlon;

an extension of the con-
flict which has produced
two million deaths and
countless orphans, home-
less refugees and maimed
people;

a devastating attack
upon a peasant people
involving the heaviest
bomblng and the great-
est level of fire power
used in history;

some of the world’s finest
old centres of civilization
being transformed into
cities of death and dis-
ease,

a loss of confidence 1In
western elvilization;

pressure upon the Viet-
namese people {o surren-
der their cherished inde-
pendence from China and
all other foreign coun-
tries;
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and that now, Liberal and
country party members have
failed to disguise the blatant
insincerity of their headlong
rush to squeeze every drop of
cheap political mileage from a
campaign of fear and hat-
red.

This present insincerity is il-

lustrated by—

(1) their refusal to assist finan-
cially (In any meaningful
way on a State level) the
Australian Government’s ef-
forts to relieve the problems
of refugees and orphans In
Vietnam;

(2) their refusal to face up to
and support the logical ex-
tension of their policy which
is the recommittal of young
Australian soldiers to the
war;

(3) their approval—as proved by
their silent acceptance of
plans by extremist groups fo
raise private armies to fight
in Vietnam;

(4) their long stand in the con-
tinued and irrational sup-
port of the corrupt and cruel
Thieu regime which does not
enjoy t.1_1e support of even the
people it purports to rule.

MR B. T. BURKE (Balga) [5.08 p.m.]:
I would first of all llke to touch briefily on
the Press coverege—or lack of it—follow-
ing the moving of this amendment by the
member for Ascot. I was surprised to see
that this was the only amendment moved
to the Address-in-Reply which failed to
aftract even scant Press coverage in the
daily papers.

Mr Grayden: It was -
ment. not worthy of com

Mr B. T. BURKE: The only reason I ca
advance for the faflure in %his c?ase ?ieré
perhaps in the search of some journalists
and news-gathering organisatfons for
spurious balance with which to temper
thelr.behaviour. It mlght have been that
cgrtam news gatherers or reporters con-
sidered the item should not be reported
prlqr to the Government having an oppor-
tunity to answer the case presented.

. The only comment I would make 15 that
it seems to be undesirable to adopt this
fruitless se.arch for some spurious sort of
balance if it leaves unreported the facts of
the situation which has occurred.

In moving the amendment, the member
for Ascot dwelt for some moments on the
League of Rights. I intend also to touch
upon the league in its contexi as a ferti-
liser for some of the more extreme right-
wing views held by members opposite.
There §s no doubt that the League of
Rights is an extreme fanatical and dan-
gerous organisation.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Sir Charles Court: What has that to do
with the amendment?

Mr B. T. BURKE: Ken Gibbett, who is a
member of the small but dangerous Nazi
Party, is also a member of the League of
Rights about which he says—

The League is cbviously very sym-
pathetic to Nazism. At League of
Rights meetlngs we talk about the
same things as at Nazi Party meet-
ings. The only difference is that there
are no uniforms, no flags and no re-
ferences to Adoif Hitler.

So it is quite plain that even the germ of
the League of Rights is a very potent
fertlliser capable of producing extreme
views once it has trickled its way down
through the different layers of opinion-
forming to result in extreme views at
even the highest level of decision making.

During 1974 a well liked and respected
member of the community I represent
approached me with a letter he had re-
ceived. The letter was from a doctor in
Dianella and it referred to a seminar or-
ganised by the League of Rights. The
seminar was to be held in the suburb of
Morley and the pamphlet which was
received by my friend invited him to at-
tend.

The seminar boasted as one of its major
speakers the member for Moore! This is
the backeground to the conservative and
cruel platitudes which came forth and
which, when translated into Govern-
ment policy, produced the slaughter of
millions of people. This is the background
to the sort of statement made by the
member for Moore in this Chamber re-
cently and the sort of statements that
were at once appalling and pathetic-—ap-

palling, pathetic, and ill sulted to this
Chamber in 1975.
The one undeniable fact regarding

Vietnam and its military strugegle is that
there is just one country involved. Viet-
nam has never consisted of two political
entitles; Vietnam has ever been one
country. There are certainly parallels
which stretech over a period of 19 years in
Vietnam's history. The final declaration of
the 1954 Geneva conference laid down
that there was just one country and pro-
vided for reunification after free elections.
The 1973 Paris peace talks laid down also,
in article 15, that the military demarca-
tion line between the two zones—the
seventeenth parallel—was only a provi-
sional, and not a political or a territorial
boundary as provided for in the final
declaration of the 1954 Geneva conference.

There ¢an be no doubt that the exis-
tence of North Vietnam and South Viet-
nam was a provisional existence that was
catered for firstly at the Geneva confer-
ence and, secondly, at the Paris peace
talks, which would allow for the reunifi-
cation of the country and the particlpation
in responsible government of the parties
involved in the conflict.
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The second parallel I would like o draw
attention to concerns the provisions made
by both agreements for the political reuni-
fication of the country. As I have men-
tiohed, the Geneva conference in 1954 laid
down quite clearly that free elections
should ke held to reunify the country. The
Paris peace agreement also foresaw free
elections and responsible government by
the parties involved in the conflict. That
agreement provided for a national recon-
ciliation council, in article 6, which reads
as follows —

Immediately after the cease-fire, the
South Vietnamese parties shall hold
consultations in a spirit of national
reconciliation and concord, mutual
respect, and mutual non-elimination
to set up a national council of national
reconciliation and concord of three
equal segments . . . After the National
Council of National Reconciliation
and Concord has assumed its func-
tions, the two South Vietnamese parties
will consult about the formation of
councils at lower levels. The two South
Viethamese parties shall sign an
Agreement on the internal matters of
South Vietnam as soon as possible
and do their utmost to =accomplish
this within ninety days after the
cease-fire comes into effect.

S0 we see the existence of two parallels,
The first was that at Geneva, and subse-
quently some 19 years later it was agreed
in Paris, there was one Vietnam.
The second pearallel was that at both
conferences provisions were made that
{’ollowing a ceasefire free elections should
e held,

The third, and perhaps most crucial
parallel that can be drawn, is that the
regime in South Vietnam was responsible
for causing a breakdown of the provisions
and the arrangements which had been
foreseen by the conferences.

Sir Charles Court: Do you intend to tell
us your grounds for that statement?

Mr B. T. BURKE: Yes.

Mr Grayden: That statement ha; been
contradicted by the Prime Minister.

Mr B, T. BURKE: After the 1954 Geneva
conference the Saigon regime stated quite
clearly that it would not hold free elections
and that is why the provisions laid down
were not complied with.

Mr McPharlin: Has there ever heen a
free election?

Mr B. T. BURKE: After the Paris peace
agreement the Saigon Government refuseg
to take into the reconeiliation council, as
foreseen in the agreement, the Provisional
Revolutionary Government. On both oc-
casions then the South Vietnamese Gov-
ernment refused to obey the provisions of
the peace agreements which laid down
conditions for a political settlement.
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What happened subsequently cost mil-
lions of lives. The two greatest powers in
the world lined up behind the combatants
in that terrible conflict. On the one hand
there was Russia, intent on a North Viet-
namese victory, and on the other hand
America supporting South Vietnam. Both
countries were quite willing to use one of
the oldest and most civilised countries in
the world as 2 pawn in the game.

The present situation is one to which
this Government has often alluded in its
depradation of the actions of the Ausira-
lian CGovernment. The present situation
is that the Thieu regime provoked the
massive communist successes In South
Vietnam.

Mr McPharlin:
slaughtered.

Mr B. T. BURKE: According to United
States Defence Secretary Schlesinger—as
he was reported on the 31st March—

It was Saigon’s withdrawal rather
than a communist general offensive
which was the primary cause of the
government of Vietnam'’s present dif-
ficulties.

8o, if it was the slaughter of innocent
people, a5 the Deputy Premier would claim,
the United States Defence Secretary says
that the Saigon Government is respensible
for the slaughter.

On the 3rd April, President Ford sald—

A unilateral decision to withdraw
created the chaotic situation that ex-
jsts now. It was a unilateral decision
by President Thieu,

So, if there was a slaughter of miilions
President Ford claims that the Saigon
Government was to blame.

One of the most experienced political
correspondents to have reported the con-
fliet in South Vietnam is no doubt Denis
Warner.

When speaking about the success which
North Vietnam has achieved in recent
weeks, he said—

The shattering loss of central Viet-
nam, which has swung the balance of
forces entirely in Hanoi's favour, was
not caused by enemy action but by
hideous blunders in Saigon.

8o if the Deputy Premier wishes to main-
tain his stance and say that someone
must be blamed for the slaughter of mil-
lions, or of thousands, let him line up in
opposition to President Ford, Mr Schles-
inger and Mr Warner.

Mr McPharlin: Who is the aggressor?

Mr B. T. BURKE: Let the Deputy
Premier line up against those who have
different views. If he does we will see him
assume his natural stance on the far right
of the political spectrum.

Now let us talk about the democratic
Government which has been quoted by the
Minister for Immigration. This State
Government is so keen to prop up the

Millions have heen
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Government of South Vietnam that it
runs to the ridiculous lengths of saying
that the South Vietnamese Government
was democratically elected. That is what
has been sald in this House by a spokes-
man for this Government.

Mr Young: By observers throughout the
world.

Mr B. T. BURKE: We will hear about
it. In 1971 President Theiu was re-elec-
ted unopposed with the sort of majority
that not even this Premier would lay
claim to. A total of 87.9 per cent of the
people polled, and of those 94.8 voted in
favour of Thelu.

Mr Harirey: He is naturally popular.
Mr B. T. BURKE: 1 will quote from

Keesing’s Contemporary Archives, No-
vember 20-27, 1971 as follows—
Foreign observers, however, were

sceptical of the official figures. In Da
Nang 76 per cent of the electorate
was sald to have voted, desplite the
fighting in the sireets, and in Hue,
where local officials described the poll
as “extremely light”, the provincial
authorities claimed that 67.1 per cent
of the electors had voted. The Daily
Telegraph correspondent pointed out
that in Binh Dinh province, where
9326 per cent of the electorate was of-
flciglly stated to have voted, not
more than 60 per cent of the popu-
lation lived in areas firmly control-
led by the Government.
So we are propping up a Government
which claimed to have had massive sue-
cess with a 92 per cent poll in an area
where only 60 per cent of the population
were controlled by that Government. Vice-
President Ky, who by no manner of
means can be expected to occupy the far
left or pro-communist stance, says this
about those elections—

Vice-President Ky described the re-
sult on Oct. 6 as “a flagrant fraud”,
and 70 senators and deputies an-
nounced on Oct. 14 that they re-
garded the election as “illegal”.

I am amazed that President Thieu does
not import to practise as the opposition
in his country the Minister for Immigra-
tion, who would have been very happy to
see the way the election was carried out.
In fact, he refers to it as "a demoeratic
decision™.

Mr Grayden: The Australian observers
colnsidered it was carried out democratic-
ally.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Vice-Prestdent Ky
and General Minh, both of whom have
held a non-communist stance throughout
the entire conflict, withdrew ifrom the
presidency, sayving they could not trust
Thieu. The article goes onh to say—

General Minh announced on Aug.
20 his decision to withdraw from the
election, deseribing it as “a contempt-
ible farce which will make the people
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lose all hope of a democratic regime
and prevent s reconciliation among
the Vietnamese people”. At the same
time he released a document alleged
to have been sent to province chiefs
instructing them to work for President
Thieu's re-election and to intimidate
supporters of other candidates.
If that is the kind of democratically el-
ected Government which the Minister for
Immigration wants to support, let that sin
be on his head.

Mr Grayden: T will shortly quote some
comments of reputable observers,

Mr B. T. BURKE: If the free elections
to which the Minister is so fond of refer-
ring took place, why did both of Presi-
dent Thieu’s opponents withdraw from
the race?

Mr Grayden: For many reasons.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Most of them con-
cerning the graft, corruption, political
pressure, and terrorism which the man the
Minister claims to be a paragon of virtue
and justice implemented in his wild at-
tempts to retain the presidency.

Let us now talk about the refugees—
one of the issues the Minister so often
wants to talk about—and see what Time
magazine had to say in its latest issue.
Time has some reputation for being an
accurate reporter and interpreter of events,
although hardly one which would line up
on the side of the Labor Party in this
House. This is what Time magazine says
in regard to the refugees—

It would be a mistake to conclude,
however, that the majority of refugees
are fleeing south for purely political
reasons. Caught between two warring
systems, most would probably prefer
to avold both. Unfortunately, very few
are rich enough or sufficiently well
connected to do so.

Mr McPharlin: Why are they fleeing?

Mr Taylor: For the same reason that
you and I would.

Mr B. T. BURKE: For the benefit of
the Deputy Premier, I will quote again the
first few words—

It would be a mistake to conclude,
however, that the majority of refugees
are fleeing south for purely politicat
reasons. Caught between two warring
systems, most would probably prefer
to avoid both.

Mr McPharlin: That does not answer my
question,

Mr Stephens: They could have gone
north to get the benefit of the Govern-
ment you seem to be supporting.

Mr B. T. BURKE: From the wilderness
comes the voice of the Chief Secretary,
putting it to me that the South Vietnam-
ese people should flee from the fighting
by crossing the front lines of the advanc-
ing North Vietnamese. General Jubilation
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T. Cornpone led his troops in somewhat
the same manner—retreating by advanc-
ing over the enemy’s front lines. Time
magazine continued—

Panic implanied only one compel-
ling, overriding desire in the minds of
its victims: to flee and then flee again
untll they were safe beyond the fight-
ing.

That is what Time magazine reports—
Sir Charles Court: What do you say?

Mr B. T. BURKE: —from its experi-
enced correspondents, informing the world
of the situation which exists.

Sir Charles Court: Why are you so0 keen
on supporting and trying to vindicate the
actions of these communist Governments?

Mr Jamieson: You were silly enough to
let him introduce it.

Sir Charles Court: This is your motion.
Mr Taylor: You let him go.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Jamieson: You do not like it.

Mr B. T. BURKE: With your forbear-
ance, Mr Speaker, I would like to continue
my speech and refer to those politically
tinted subjects which the Premier so often
throws Into the debate. Time magazine
says quite clearly that panie-stricken
refugees were intent only on fleelng, and
fleeing again, until they were safe.

Mr McPharlin: If the North Vietnamese
are the henefactors you say they are, why
do they not stay there? They are not the
benefactors you indicate they are.

Mr B. T. BURKE: The fact of the mat-
ter is that people who were confronted with
an oncoming mass of North Vietnamese
regular army troops had no alternstive
but to take to their heels and flee the
fighting. The Chief Secretary would have
them c¢ross the front line of the North
Vietnamese and settle at the rear. In any
situation lke this it is reasonable to ex-
pect people—

Mr Clarke: To run where they will do
best.

Mr B. T. BURKE: That is right—io run
away from the centre of conflict.

Now let us talk about the situation of the
refugees and this Government’s attitude
towards them. It was only yesterday the
Government announced its intention to do
anything—

Mr Grayden: Rubhish!

Mr B. T. BURKE: -—and then, in res-
ponse to the Leader of the Opposition, the
Premier said it was the intention of the
Government to donate $10 000. By the time
the Governmenti gets around to doing any-
thing the $10000 will be gratefully re-
ceived by the North Vietnamese in Saigon.

Sir Charles Court: De you know how
much South Australia and Tasmania are
going to donate?
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Mr B. T. BURKE: I have not heard the
Premier of South Australia (Mr Dunstan)
raising the hoo-ha which the Premier of
this State consistently raises. If the Premier
is so concerned, upset, and aggrieved, let
him put his money where his mouth is; et
him do something concrete to relieve the
plight of the refugees; and let him not gain
any relief by referring to what other States
are doing.

Sir Charles Court: We have made our
decision—and a more generous one than
that of most other States.

Mr B. T, BORKE: Furthermore, the Gov-
ernment's decision is not in accordance
with what it so often says. On the other
hand, the Australian Government, in its
efforts to relieve the situation suffered and
endured by the refugees, is leading the
world, The Australian Government has
donated $3.4 million to international organ-
isations offering humanitarian aid to South
Vietnam.

Mr Stephens: It also gave economic aid
to North Vietham to assist in the aggres-
sion south, I believe.

Mr E. T. BURKE: It seems thls Govern-
ment, which is not prepared to do anything
worth while, is constantly prepared to
criticise a Government which says, “Past
national Governments led by the Liberal
and Country Parties have committed very
grave sins in the name of Australia; not-
withstanding our complete lack of involve-
ment in those decisions, we will make re-
paraticn and lead the world by donating
$3.4 milllon towards refugee relief.” This
State Government does nothing.

The amendment in particular mentions
four points, The first is as follows—
This present insincerity is llustrated
by—

(1) their refusal to assist finan-
cially (in any meaningful way
on g State level) the Aust-
ralian Government's efforts to
relieve the problems of refu-
gees and orphans in Vietnam;

Now {f anybody on that side of the House
believes that a donation of $10 000 is ap-
propriate—

Mr Grayden: It went beyond that. T will
tell you about it later on.

Mr B. T. BURKE: —let him say so; let
him release details to the public. If the
Minister for Immigration has another mis-
sing file mystery up his sleeve, do not let
him hide his light under a bushel. Let him
come forward to tell us of the sterling
work that is being done by this Govern-
ment,

Mr Grayden: That ls precisely what 1
am going to do.

Mr B. T. BURKE: The facts of the mat-
ter are that precisely nothing at all was
railsed until yesterday when the Leader of
the Opposition asked the Premier what the
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Government intended to do. The Premier
had already been confronted with this par-
ticular amendment, and he also knew what
the other States were going to do.

Sir Charles Court: I believe that $10 000
from this State is quite adequate when com-
posed with the amount given by the
Commonwealth with all its facilities,

Mr Jamieson: That is only part of it.

Sir Charles Court: He asked for a specific
figure. How much do you want us to do-
nate? You are trying to fool the public
again.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Paragraph (2) refers
to the refusal of Liberal and Country Party
members in this House to face up to the
logical extension of their policy which they
espouse so frequently.

If the Government is so keen to attack
the Australian Government, and if it is
so keen to protect the South Vietnamese,
then let it stand up to say that it will re-
commit Australian troops to the conflict.

Mr OConnor: To the slaughter, you
mean.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Why does not the
Government follow its polley to its log-
ical conclusion? Why will it not say that
Australian men should be sent back to
Vietnam? Of course it will not.

Mr Speaker, this Government will do
nothing unless it stands to gain some per-
centage. There is no political percentage
at all in recommitting Australia’s best
young men to the war in Vietnam. This
Government will refuse to do so, but at
the same time, it criticises volubly the
honest and sincere attempts of the Austra-
lian Government.

Our Australian Government has been
unequivocal on the position of Vietnam
since the conflict first started. The mem-
bers of our Australian Government have
said consistently that Australian troops
should not be engaged in that war,

The exponents of this war philosophy
said it was right for us to be in Vietnam.
Well, let themn have the sincerity to con-
tinue to say things of that sort. Let the
Government stand up and say that it is in
favour of sending our troops back, and if
it does not favour that, then let it keep
its peace.

In the past few weeks we have seen ex-
tremist organisations making plans to re-
turn to Vielnam in & private capacity.
‘These plans have heen roundly criticised
by the Australian Government, as surely
they should have been. However, there has
heen complete silence on the part of the
Liberal Party representatives and spokes-
men. Does this mean that the Premier of
this State, along with those other people
who share his ideals and philosophies,
hope that these private armies will sue-
ceed; hope that these private armies will
bring upon Australia a similar sort of
shame that we endured as a result—

Sir Charles Court: Did you say that I
had advocated private armies?
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Mr B. T. BURKE: —of the decision first
made by the Menzies Government,

Sir Charles Court: Did you say that I
had advocated private armies?

Mr B. T. BURKE: If the Premier wishes
to talk to the Deputy Premier, I ask him
to cease interjecting because obviously he
is not listening to what I am saying. As a
result, his interjections do not make sense.

8ir Charles Court: T am tirying to find
out what you said. We never advocated
private armies.

Mr B. T. BURKE: The point I want to
make is this: The Liberal Pariy's long and
lone stand in supporting a corrupt and
cruel regime has brought Australia into
disrepute. There is no doubt that the
Thieu regime is as cruel and ass heartless
as that which the Government claims per-
rists in North Vietnam. There is no doubt
that the Thieu regime is far more insensi-
tive to the feelings of the people it pre-
tends to rule than that in North Vietnam;
and there is no doubt that by supporting
this sort of regime we do nothing for Aus-
tralia’s reputation in the eyes of the world.

We know, and we have heard on previ-
ous occasions, the florid and inflammatory
remarks which are the stock in f{rade of
the Minister for Immigration. On one
occasion we were led through the maze of
the second World War, to see stakes cut
from the bodies of still quivering Aus-
tralian soldiers. No doubt today we will
bhe treated to a similar exhibition; no doubt
today, with great bluster and very little
aplomhb, this Minister will stand up to tell
us how the Thieu regime was democrati-
ecally elected. No doubt the Minister will
tell us of the mass slaughter of refugees,
ignoring the fact that we have heard from
reliable sources that refugees have as
much to fear from the South Vietnamese
as they have from the North Vietnamese.

No doubt the Minister will use an em-
tional basis to talk about the cost in
human lives, ignoring the fact that this
Government has failed to make good its
idle boast about what should be done.

Mr McPharlin: Your speech will be a
great morale-booster to the people of
South Vietnam,. You are supporting the
communists.

Mr B. T. BURKE: I am beginning to
believe that if the Deputy Premier did not
have the firm hand of the Premier on his
shoulder, he would stand up to recommit
our troops at one hlow.

Mr Bertram: His shoulder or his neck?

Mr B, T. BURKE: No, that is a foot on
his neck. We have =also heard the state-
ments made by the Deputy Prime Minister
(Dr Cairns) and we have also experienced
the manner in which those statements are
referred to by this Government and its
spokesmen as being alarmingly anarchis-
tic.
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The SPEAKER: Order! Will the honour-
able member resume his seat. It will be dif-
ficult to try to divorce the motion to be
moved by the Minister from the amend-
ment now before the House. I ask members
to endeavour with all the means at their
command, to refrain from referring to Dr
Cairns and his statements in this par-
ticular debate. I ask members to divorce the
two matters in so far as they are able.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Let me just say that
Dr Cairns has been consistent throughout
this whole conflict.

Sir Cherles Court; I'll say he has; con-
sistently pro-communist in his sympathies.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Let us ftrace back
through the factors that have influenced
so vividly the attitude of this Government.
Let us trace back to the potent fertiliser of
the League of Rights. There has been no
denial about the League of Rights from
members on the other side of the House.
I have no doubt that if any member on this
side of the House appeared on the platform
at a meeting arranged and organised by the
Communist Party, we would never hear the
end of it. However, the fascist right wing
is able to boast that, amongst its hardware,
it has members who sit on the other side
of the House. Of course, we hear no denial
from the Deputy Premier, because cer-
tainly he is—

Mr Young: Can you name some of the
members you said that the right wing
boasted amonest its numbers? Can you
name any members who sit on this side
of the House?

Mr Blaikje: Who are they?

Mr B. T. BURKE: At the risk of upset-
ting the Secretary of the Cabinet, I refuse to
fill in the gaps in his information caused
by his constant absences from the Cham-
ber, Let us lock at the fertiliser; iet us see
the resuli—the plant that has been nour-
ished and has flourished with the fertiliser.
This man now occupies one of the highest
positions in the topmost decision-making
body in the State. This now explains the
cruel and pathetic attitudes so often ex-
pressed. It now explains why the Leader
of this State, the Premier of this State, is
not prepared to follow on from his wild
outbursts to say that we should recommit
our troops.

Sir Charles Court: What is this all
about? God, you are just ranting and rav-
ing, like your men from Ascot.

Mr B. T. BURKE: In the same way as
millions of people were slaughtered during
the bombings of Haiphong and Hanoli,
thousands are now losing their lives in
Vietnam, and that is something everyone
in this Chamber deplores. However, what
has happened on this occasion Is that the
State Government, to attract political ad-
vantage, gave notice of a motion, and has
heen caughi-—as Mr Fraser so aptly put it
—with its pants down, This Government
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has been heaten to the punch, and it is
now embarrassed—

Mr Rushion: Is that all you are worried
about?

Mr B. T. BURKE: —by its inability to
confront the arguments presented from
this side of the House.

The Minister for Urban Development
and Town Planning interjected and asked
whether that is all I am worried about.
Of course it is not. However, the introduc-
tion into debate in this Chamber of a
motion by the Minister for Labour and
Industry is a deliberate attempt to gain
political mileage. It is a deliberate attempt
to gain political mileage at the expense of
a situation that should never have found
its way into debate in this House. The
attitudes and philosophies of the Western
Australian Government are riddled with
contradictions. There can be nc escaping
the fact that politicians of the philosophy
and ideology of members opposite forced
Australia into a conflict in which it should
have had no part. There is no doubt that
the then Australian Government—which
was 8 Government of the philosophy of
the present State Government—lied to the
?udstmlian peoplie; and it lied and lied and
ied.

Sir Charles Court: On what basis do

vyou make that allegation against the
Federal Government?

Mr B. T. BURKE: I will tell the
Premier the basis. That Government lied
end lied by saying repeatedly that we
were invited into South Vietnam in 1973.
When the relevant papers were tabled in
the House of Representatives they showed
quite conclusively—

Sir Charles Court: To you.

Mr B. T. BURKE: —that South Viet-
nam accepted the initiative offered on our
behalf.

Sir Charles Court: That is your inter-
pretation of it.

Mr Jamieson:
tion; it is a fact.

Sir Charles Court: It may bhe your in-
terpretation and Mr Whitlam’s interpre-
tation, but it is not the interpretation of
the world.

Mr B. T. BURKE: The facts of the
matter are facts that are on recerd. This
Government has assisted to maintain and
prolong the disrepute into which our name
was plunged by a national Government of
its political complexion.

I conclude by sounding a warning: the
intemperate remarks of the Minister for
Labour and Industry, that will surely
follow as night follows day, should be
diges({:d with perhaps more than a grain
of salt.

Mr Hartrey:

It is not an interpreta-

It makes them more

. palatable, anyway.
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MR GRAYDEN (South Perth—Minister
for Labour and Industry) [5.42 p.m.]: Be-
fore I get onto the amendment I would
like to place the debate in perspective by
reminding members of the reason that
Australia gave assistance to Vietnam. We
were in Vietnam because we believed in
the right of people to be free.

Mr Bertram: Who did?

Mr GRAYDEN: We were in Vietnam
because we responded to an appeal for aid
against aggression, and because the secur-
ity and stability of South-East Asia is so
vital to the security and stability of Aus-
tralia.

Sir Charles Court: That is the vital
thing members opposite overlook.

Mr GRAYDEN: We were there because
we wanted peace and not war—

Mr Jamieson: Peace at your price.

Mr GRAYDEN: —and because we wanted
independence, not serfdom, to be the lot
of the people of Asia.

Mr Davies: Yes, they had good indepen-
dence; I remember.

Mr GRAYDEN: We were there because
we believed that our great Pacific ally, the
United States, should not stand alone for
freedom. Those are virtually the words of
a previous Prime Minister (Mr Harold
Holt); and they are the reasons that
America, and Australia went to the assis-
tance of the South Vietnamese.

Turning to the amendment moved to the
Address-in-Reply by the member for Ascot,
I would like to say at the ouiset that the
statements it contains are so ridiculous
and so patently false that in actual fact
the amendment does not warrant comment
or debate,

Mr Skidmore: Then sit down.

Mr GRAYDEN: Many of the comments
contained in this remarkable amendment—

Mr Skidmore: Now it is a remarkable
amendment.

Mr GRAYDEN: —appear to be lifted
straight from the pages of Pravda, the
Tnbtune, or some other communist docu-
ment.

Mr Davies: Mao's red hook?

Mr Bertram: Would you supply evidence
to support that statement?

Mr GRAYDEN: The amendment is a
reflection on the Labor Party. It does the
party a great disservice.

Mr Skidmore: We have a great cham-
pion at last!

Mr GRAYDEN: The fact that it has been
presented in this Chamber indicates to me
the extent to which the radical new mem-
bers opposite now dominate the Opposi-
tion. There is absolutely no doubt of that
because whenever reference is made in this
Parliament to South Vietnam, for in-
stance, we Mivariably see these radical new
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members congregating in a little gToup; and
shortly afterwards we see action taken,
such as an amendment of the kind we are
now discussing. We constantly see such
action taken, and it is taken over the heads
of those who sit on the front benches of
the Opposition.

My Taylor: Do you know that they took
part in moratoriurn marches before they
even arrived in Parliament?

Mr GRAYDEN: We see this small group
of radical members constantly coming for-
ward, and the rest of the Opposition simply
goes along with what they put forward.

Mr Skidmore: Name the radicals,

Mr GRAYDEN: Mr Speaker, I think the
amendment has a value. It will remain
forever, in black and white, a reminder to
the people of Australia that the views of
the Labhor Opposition in this House at pre-
sent are synonymous with those of the
communist insurgents who at the moment
are endeavouring to overthrow the con-
stitutionally elected Government of South
Vietnam.

Mr Jamieson: History will show what a
clot you are,

Mr GRAYDEN: So the amendment de-
finitely has some value. It will be a per-
manent reminder to the people of Aus-
tralia that the views of the Opposition on
this issue are synonymous with the views
of the communists.

Mr Hartrey: Angd those of the United
States at this present minute.

Mr Skidmere: Don't get technical,

Mr GRAYDEN: For that reason I ex-
press gratitude to the member for Ascqt
for the insight he has given members of
this House into the views of his party, I
express my gratitude fo him for giving the
people of Western Australia an insight into
how Lahor members feel in regard to the
issue of South Vietham, At the same time
I express my abhorrence of virtually every
sentiment mentioned in the amendment.

I have in my hand a copy of the Tribune,
an Australian communist weekly,

Mr Davies: Where did you get it?

Mr GRAYDEN: It contains many state-
ments—

Mr Skidmore: I will get you removed
from Mao’s list.

Mr GRAYDEN: —which are virtually
identical witih the sentiments expressed in
the amendment to the Address-in-Reply
moved by the member for Ascot, which
clearly has the support of the Opposition.
Just listen to some of the comments in the
editorial of this publication and see how
they are almost identical with some of the
comments made by members opposite. It
states—

The war in Indo-China s almost
over, though the fighting continues.
The crushing defeats inflicted upon
the disintegrating Thien and Phnom
Penh regilmes are {rreversible. They are
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beyond salvation, no matter what the
United States may yet do. With true
class instinct, reactionaries every-
where are shaken to the core.

Further on, it says—

Learning nothing and forgetting
nothing, US imperialism and its fol-
lowers are searching desperately for a
new way of fighting the national
liberation revolutions and working
class struggle in the capitalist coun-
tries.

Australian reactionaries were always
among the most pro-American and
anti-Asian, shown in their active sup-
port in Korea and Vietnam. They al-
ways crudely exploited anti-Asian sen-
timent to push through their military
expenditures and conscription, and as
a political device.

It goes on to say—

The controllers of US imperialism,
the men of the multi-nationals, of the
Pentagon and of the administration
see the end of imperialism as the end
of civilisation. “Better dead than Red"
is the essence of this imperialist pol-
icy, and of Fraser's. It is false and
stupid, but it is also dangerous.

This newspaper is riddled with comments
of that kind. So far we have had two
speecheg on the amendment from the Op-
position; one from the member for Ascot,
and one from the member for Balga.

Any person going through the speeches in
this debate made by members of the Oppo-
sition will find comments which are vir-
tually synonomous with the sentiments
expressed in the communist newspaper
from which I have just cquoted. This
amendment to the Address-in-Reply
motion contains the same sort of sentl-
ments. In fact, the Labor Opposition in
Western Australia has aligned itself with
the Communist Party.

Mr Bateman: Rubbish!

Mr GRAYDEN: It is not rubbish; any-
one going through this communist paper,
or the many other publications of a similar
type, will find the same sort of sentiments
expressed as have been put forward by
members of the Opposition during this
debate. So, quite clearly, the attltude of
members opposite s synonomous with the
attitude of the communist insurgents in
Vietnam.

I was rather Interested to hear the
member for Balga refer to the fact that
this amendment did not recelve any Press
publicity. I would have thought that after
the member for Ascoi moved the amend-
ment, memhers opposite would have dls-
covered the error of thelr ways and realised
to their dismay that the amendment would
remain forever in the pages of Hansard
as a permanent indictment of the Labor
Party. It is there in black and white to
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tell the peaple of Western Australla the
views of the Opposition. Members opposite
moved an amendment—

Mr B. T. Burke: And we are proud of it.

Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Balga
says that he is proud of it; proud to stand
behind the communist invaders from the
north in Vietnam who are now In the
process of overthrowing a constitutionally
elected Government

If one consulted the Webster’'s Diction-
ary or any other dictlonary one would find
the words, “anarchist” and, '"insurgent”.
“Anarchist” means a person who Is in
opposttion to the law and an insurgent is
someone who Is actively trylng to over-
throw a constitutionally e¢lected Govern-
ment. So, members of the COpposition
brand themselves as insurgents; by taking
such an aititude they are in sympathy with
insurgents.

Mr B. T. Burke: They did not over-
throw Diem; they simply murdered him!

Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Balga
referred to the elections which have taken
place in South Vietnam; I would like to
make g couple of points in relation to
that matter. The honourable member very
conveniently forgot to make any reference
to the position in North Vietnam, We all
know that North Vietnam has a totali-
tarian Government; no free elections are
known to have taken place in North
Vietnam under the present administration,
There is censorship in North Vietnam and,
therefore, we do not receive reports of
the massacres, atrocities, and other hap-
penings which have taken place in that
country.

Mr Skidmore:
have occurred?

Mr GRAYDEN: Neither the member
far Balga nor the member for Ascot re-
ferred to the fact that North Vietnam is
a totalitarian regime and that no elec-
tions take place. Instead, members oppo-
site are virtually saying that the elections
which took place in South WVietnam—
which has a parliamentary system closely
approximating systems in our own type
of western democracy—were not conducted
in a satisfactory manner. They overlooked
the fact that while the elections were
taking place, South Vietham was under
attack by the communist insurgents from
the north, The South Vietnamese were
subjected to all sorts of terrorist activities
by the Viet Cong, which was trying to
prevent the success of the elections.

As the member for Balga has placed
such emphasis on this point, I should like
to give the House a brief history of the
elections which have taken place in South
Vietnam. Nationwide elections were held
on the 11th September, 1966, As a result,
a nationally constituted assembly with 117
deputies was formed, a new constitution

How do you know they
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was drafted and a president, a vice-presi-
dent, and members of the Senate and
House of Representatives were elected. The
presidential and senatorial electlons were
held on the 3rd September, 1967, and those
for the lower House were held on the 22nd
October, 1966.

At those elections—notwithstanding the
faet that South Vietnam was under attack
from the north and that all sorts of fer-
rorist activities were taking place as a
result of Viet Cong operations—President
Thieu was elected for a four-year term,
Pollowing the elections for the lower
House in August, 1971—at which, inei-
dentally, Opposition candidates increased
their strength—President Thieu was re-
turned unopposed as President for a second
four-year term, which was due to expire
at the end of August, 1975.

Mr Hartrey: He will not last that long.

Mr Skidmore: He will not last three
weeks!

Mr GRAYDEN: This Government was
constitutionally elected; observers from all
over the world were present,

Mr Barnett: He may have been con-
stitutionally elected, but his own people
are bombing him out of office now.

Mr Q’'Cohnor: Are you a communist
sympathiser?

Mr GRAYDEN: Observers from 41 coun-
tries were invited to observe the elections
to ensure that they were carried out in a
free way. However, only 10 countries ac-
cepted the invitation; they were the United
States of Amerieca, Australia, New Zealand,
Belgium, Great Britain, Morrocco, Greece,
Laos, Japan, and the Phillipines.

I should like to refer members to some
of the Press commenis relating to those
elections. For instance, the New York
Times printed the following comment in
respect of the electlons—

Despite Viet Cong terrorism, the
turnout of voters was substantial.
Most observers believe that, on the
whole, the voting was fairly conducted.

Mr Skidmore: On the whole!

Mr GRAYDEN: Yes, on the whole, be-
cause all sorts of terrorist activities were
taking place. The Viet Cong was going
out of its way to prevent the elections
from being held; South Vietham was under
constant attack from the north. Nobody
has ever claimed that the Government of
South Vietnam is perfect, or that it is
identical with the sort of Government one
would expect to find in Western Australia.
However, 1t was making a valiant attempt
to attain that standard of democracy.

We contrast the situation in South Viet-
nam with the totalitarian regime in North
Vietnam, where there have never been
free elections of any kind.

Mr Skidmore: Is it wrong for countries
not to have elections?
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Mr GRAYDEN: Let us have a look at
some of the comments which have heen
made in respect of those elections. I refer
firstly to the proceedings in the Common-
wealth Parliament at the time; many ques-
tions were asked about these elections, A
question was asked by Mr Uren of Mr
Hasluck, who made the following extremely
relevant reply—

The team of ohservers appointed to
observe the elections in Vietnam was
drawn from a corps of people who are
professionally trained and experienced
in the job of reporting events in
foreign lands.

Mr Barnett: The CIA!

Mr GRAYDEN: To continue—

In that respect they have qualifica-
tions as hiegh as could be found any-
where else in Australia. As for im-
partiality, they belong to a Publie Ser-
vice which, when it thinks of the
Government of Australia, I am sure
does not think of a government drawn
from any party but is prepared, in the
traditions of the Public Service—

He was referring to the Australian Public
Service, To continue—

—to serve whatever government of
Australia is created by the people of
Australia. I would hope that this
House generally would not assume that
because any officer is a member of the
Commonwealth Public Service he
ceases to be capable of complete poli-
tical impartiality. Furthermore, the
job to be done is one that requires
some experience of foreign countries.

In addition to a report from the
team we have appointed we will re-
ceive as an official report to the Gov-
ernment the report from our own
Ambassador, That will be a confi-
dential report as his reports normally
are.

Here is Mr Hasluck, a responsible Minister
in the Commonwealth Parliament, indi-
cating at that time, in reply to a guestion,
that Australia was sending to Vietnam its
own ohservers, drawn from the Public Ser-
vice—and he went to great pains to stress
that our Public Service is impartial. He
pointed out that when those observers re-
turned they reported extremely favourably
on the elections held in South Vietnam.
As a conseguence, Mr Hasluck was able to
make the statement that the reports had
been reasonable, fair, and proper and had
been supported by the Australian ambas-
sador in Saigon, Mr L. H. Raven.

A great deal more was said about this
matter in the Commonwealth Parliament.
Later on, in a ministerial statement, Mr
Hasluck said—

The Australian observers visited
Vietnam from 27th August to 16th
September. Either as & group or
individually they vislted each of the
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four milltary corps areas and twelve
of the country’s forty-four provinces,
almost entirely on inspections of their
own choice.

Further on In his statement he went on
to say—

In all, on election day, Australlan
observers inspected 38 polling stations,
93 polling rooms and 9 counting
places.

Again, in the same statement, he sald—
The report which I have tabled pro-
vides a balanced and careful assess-
ment of the electoral processes, based
on a comprehensive study of the rele-
vant texts,

also made the following statement-—

The Australian observers recognise
that time and distance inevitahly set
limits to the personal o¢bservations
and discussions on which their find-
ings are based. At the same time
they note that their collective con-
clusions were not markedly different
from those of other forelgn govern-
ment observers and of many corres-
pondents. The main conclusions of
the Australian observers are outlined
in paragraph 82 of their report. In
particular they concluded that the
election laws had been drafted very
carefully to fit Viethamese conditions
and to ensure, so far as laws can en-
sure, that the elections would be
genuine. Secondly, they found that
the election preparations and actual
voting and counting procedures had
been thoroughly prepared with a sys-
temn of checks at every level, Thirdly,
they found that, with some exceptions,
these arrangements had been properly
put into practice and that the safe-
guards had been effective,

Those are some of the comments made by
members of the team that Australia sent
to supervise the elections in South Viet-
nam. I go further to emphasise again
that of the 41 countries that were invited
to send observers fo these elections, only
10 accepted the Invitation, Therefore,
in this House, how can the member
for Balga, the member for Ascot,
or any other member at this particular
time try to discredit the present Govern-
ment of South Vietnam—

Mr Jamieson: What did the American
commission say?

Mr GRAYDEN: —which has been elected
with popular support? How can those
members do this? Here we have a con-
stitutionally accepted Government under
attack from communist insurgents bent
on overthrowing that Government and
massacring many of its people, and yet,
despite this, we have in this State of
Western Australia a Labor Opposition sup-
porting those communist insurgents. Does

He
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that make the members of the Opposition
insurgents, or does it slmply make them
insurgent sympathisers?

Mr Skidmore: It would he interesting
to know what you conslder an insurgent
to be.

Mr GRAYDEN: An Insurgent Is one
who would overthrow a constitutionally
accepted government. Every communist
supporter in Australia and throughout the
world is advocating precisely what the
Opposition members are advocating;
namely, the overthrow of the South Viet-
namese Government which, as I say, was
constitutionally elected.

The Opposition members take pride in
the fact—one even moved an amendment
to the Address-in-Reply debate which indi-
cated this—that it is in favour of the South
Vietnamese Government being overthrown.
The Opposition has spelt that out and what
it has said will stand in black and white in
Hanserd for everyone in this country to
see; that is, that members of the Oppo-
sitiont in this House went out of their way
to make it clear that they support the
communist insurgents in Vietnam in their
attempts to overthrow a constitutionally
elected Government.

Mr Bertram: Nonsense!

Mr GRAYDEN: We all know what hap-
pened in other countries such as Estonia,
Latvia, Lithuania, Czechoslovakia and
Hungary. In those countries a situation
similar to that in South Vietnam has oc-
curred; the overthrow of a constitutionally
elected Government by communist insur-
gents. Yet we have the members of the
Opposition supperting that sort of action.

Then we hear of people criticising the
fact that an amendment to the Address-
in-Reply, moved by a member of the Oppo-
sition, does not receive any publicity in the
Press. I should have thought that, having
had a second opportunity—that is, follow-
ing the publication of the debate on the
amendment in Hagnserd—they would be
thoroughly ashamed of it and would re-
main quiet in the hope that it would be
plossed over, but they have not. Instead
they have criticised the Press because the
debate on the amendment to the Address-
in-Reply motion was not publicised. They
are proud of the fact that they support
these communist insurgents who attempt
to overthrow a constitutionally elected
Government.

Mr Jamieson: You and your Premler
would have kept going the carnage in that
country.

Mr GRAYDEN: Earlier I referred to the
term “insurgent” and its meaning. I now
have i{ before me. The definition of the
word is—

Rising in active revolt.
That is precisely what has happened in
Vietnam. There we find the communist in-
surgents, and members of the Opposition
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support those communist insurgents and
mouth the same phrases which those people
have mouthed. I contend that makes every
member of the Opposition an insurgent.
The case is as cut-and-dried as that.

Mr Bertram: Absurd.

Mr GRAYDEN: How can members of the
Opposition advocate and engage in an-
archy, and not b2 anarchisis themselves?

Mr Jamieson: Who is recommending
anarchism?

Mr GRAYDEN: In this House we have
members who have given their acknow-
ledgment to the insurgents in Vietnam.

Mr Bertram: You had better get the per-
son preparing your notes to put in words
which you can read.

Mr GRAYDEN: The first part of the
amendment moved by the member for
Ascot—

Mr B. T. Burke: Is quite exceptional.

Mr GRAYDEN: --does not warrant any
particular comment. I have referred to the
preamble to the amendment. There were
good reasons for Australian participation
in the troubles in Vietnam.

Mr Barnett: Do you think we should go
back into that country?

Mr GRAYDEN: I now refer to the part
of the amendment which states—

2. cruel continuation of the conflict
because of Liberal Government’s
opposition to efforts by the United
States Government to refer the
Vietnam conflict to the TUnited
Nations Organisation;

Of course what is stated in that part of the
amendment is completely false. On the
last occasion when the United States of
America referred this question to the
United Nations, it was bitterly dencunced
by the Viet Cong for taking that course of
action.

The next part of the amendment is as
follows—

3. the diminution of Australia's
standing in the eyes of its Asian
neighbours, all of whom (with the
exceptions of South Korea and
Taiwan—acting as United States
satellites) steadfastly refused to
become involved in the Internal
affairs of another natlon;

The countries to which that part of the
amendment to the motion refers are rela-
tively small countries, and naturally they
were busy defending themselves and
trying to cope with the situation there.
They remained out of the conflict in Viet-
nam, but their leaders were not hesitant to
say what they thought of that conflict.
For instance, Mr Lee Kuan Yew, the
Prime Minister of Singapore, made a
number of statements in relation to this
very situation. He is on record as having
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declared on more than one occasion that
the communists were the aggressors, and
that if South Vietnam fell all the little
fishes in Asia would fall too. That was
what the Prime Minister of Singapore said
about the position in Vietnam. He was not
prepared to intervene, for the reasons 1
have given and for certain other reasons,
However, he did not hesitate in coming
forward to say that in Vietham the com-
munists were the aggressors, and that if
South Vietnam fell all the little fishes in
Asia would fall too.

I wander what Mr Lee Kuan Yew is
thinking today! I also wonder what are
the thoughts of the leaders of the other
counfries which he described as little fishes
in Asia, in view of the deteriorating situ-
ation in Cambodia and South Vietnam!
Mr Lee Kuan Yew made his view abso-
lutely clear. Only the other day in Sydney
he made a comment to the effect that
statements made by some Ministers in the
Commonwealth Government of Australia
could have no other effect than to bhoost
the morale of the communist insurgents,
and destroy the morale of those striving
to preserve freedom in South Vietham. In
the process he was directing his com-
ments to the present Labor Government of
Australia.

Notwithstanding all that, the member
for Ascot has moved an amendment to the
motion for the adoption of the Address-in-
Reply which includes the following—

3. the diminutlon of Australia's
standing in the eyes of its Asian
neighbours, all of whom (with the
exceptions of South Korea and
Taiwan-—acting as United States
satellltes) steadfastly refused to
become involved In the internal
affairs of another nation:

Mr Hartrey: That is true.

Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Ascot
included that statement in his amend-
ment, despite the comments of the Prime
Minister of Singapore, anhd the situation
in Scuth Korea, Taiwan, and all the other
little countries which Mr Lee Kuan Yew
referred to as the litfle fishes of Asia. I
do not know what comments the leaders of
those small countries have made, but cer-
tainly they have expressed views simllar
to that expressed by Mr Lee Kuan Yew.

We ought to get down to the crux of the
amendment to the motion, and this ap-

pears in the concluding part of the
amendment.
This present insincerily is illus-
trated by—

(1) their refusal to assist finan-
cially (in any meaningful way
on & State level) the Austra-
lian Government's efforts to
relieve the problems of ref-
ugees and orphans in Viet-
nam;
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Of course, that assertion can be refuted
compleiely. In respect of this question the
Western Australian Government has done
everything asked of it by the Prime Min-
ister of Australla, and in fact it has of-
fered more in aid and contributions, For
the benefit of the member for Balga I
refer to a telex sent to the Prime Min-
ister on the 3rd April.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 fo 7.30 p.m.

Mr GRAYDEN: Prior to the tea sus-
pension I was dealing with the first para-
graph concerning the alleged insincerity
of the Liberal and Country Party mem-
bers, Part (1) reads—

This present Iinsincerity is
trated by—

(1} their refusal to assist finan-
cially (in ahy meaningful way
on a Stafe level) the Ausira-
lian Government’s efforts to
relieve the problems of re-
fugees and orphans in Viet-
nam;

The member for Balga went a little further
and gave the House the impression that
the paragraph was completely justified.
Therefore I would like to point out at this
stage that the Western Australian Gov-
ernment has done everything asked of it
by the Prime Minister and has, in fact,
gone beyond that and has offered more
than was asked of it by him.

We have heard all sorts of criticisms by
the member for Balga of the Deputy Pre-
mier. It was the Deputy Premier who sent
a telex to the Prime Minister on the 2nad
April. At that stage he was Acting Premlier
and in the t{elex he stated that Western
Australia was prepared-—

... to assist through medical and tech-
nical services...
He went further and said—

Please advise urgently of other ways
we can help,

That was the action of the Deputy Pre-
mier.

In addition, and contrary to the sub-
mission of the member for Balga, the then
Acting Premier (Mr O'Neil} replied in the
following terms to a telegram he received
from the Prime Minister about Vietnamese
orphans—

Western Australia will be able to
cater for 150 Vietnamese war orphans.
We are prepared to receive the chil-
dren sent to us in spite of the fact
that some might not be accompanied
by normal documentation... We will
guarantee accommodation and care
for any not chosen for adoption. Glad
to maintain close liaison with your
Dept of Labour and Immigration, We
will attend to all medical needs and
guarantine arrangements where neces-
sary. We have alerted our regulatory
authorities to step up adoption pro-
cessing procedure.

illus-
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In that reply, a further offer was made.
This substantiates what I said earlier—
that the Governmment has done every-
thing reguired of it and has, in fact, gone
further and asked the Commenwealth
Government to suggest ways in which it
could help.

That, of course, deals with that parti-
cular paragraph in the amendment.

Mr O'Neil: We also made a substantial
cash donation,

Mr GRAYDEN: Yes. From what I have
said it can be seen that the first paragraph
is patently and palpably false and that
alone would justify the rejection of the
amendment.

Let us have a look at the next para-
graph which reads—
This present insincerity is illus-
trated by—

(2} their refusal to face up to and
support the logical extension
of their policy which is fthe
recommittal of young Austra-
lian soldiers to the war;

That is a straightout false statement,
there is not a vestige of truth in it, In
those circumstances it is not worth while
considering it any further, so we now come
to paragraph (3) which reads—

This present insincerity is illus-
trated by—

(3) their approval—as proved by
their silent acceptance of
plans by extremist groups to
raise private armies to fight
in Vietnam;

That statement also is completely untrue.
There 1s no acceptance by the Liberal
Party of plans by extremist groups to
fight in Vietnam. Such an acceptanced
would be absolutely unthinkable, yet the
statement is contained in an amendment
to the Address-in-Reply. Again I say it
is clearly false, and again this is justifi-
cation for the amendment’s rejection out
of hand.

Mr Harman: It is false only in your
opinion.

Mr GRAYDEN: There is not the sligh-
test vestige of truth in it, and the mem-
ber for Maylands knows that only too well.

Mr Harman: No he doesn’t.

Mr GRAYDEN: The member for May-
lands should know and of course he could
not produce any evidence to prove what
is contained in this particular paragraph.

Mr Harman: We are waiting for you
to disprove it.

Mr GRAYDEN: I can tell the member
for Maylands that I have been in the
Liberal Party for a long time as have many
other Liberal Party members on this side
and there has never been a suggestion of
a thing like that. It would be absolutely
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unforgivable and I repeat that it is com-
pletely false, yet it finds a place in this
amendment which is being supported by
the Labor Opposition in this House.

The amendment goes on and states—
This present Insincerity is Hlus-
trated by—

(4) their long stand in the con-
tinyed and irrational support
of the corrupt and cruel Thien
regime which does not enjoy
the support of even the people
it purports to rule.

Ageain, a completely false statement. We
have pointed out earlier that South Viet-
naem has a constitutionally elected govern-
ment.

Mr Jamieson: Can you quote the Con-
stitution?

Mr GRAYDEN: The Vietnamese forces
now moving into the south come under &
totalitarian government under which there
are no elections of any kind, The elections
in South Vietnam were conducted in front
of observers from 10 nations. Actually, 41
nations were invited to send observers but
only 10 attended. Australia sent a team
of public servants and highly reputable
individuals. Those observers came back
and made it quite clear that the elections
were conducted in & very reasonable man-
ner indeed, Yet members of the Opposition
want to include, in an amendment to the
Address-in-Reply, a statement of the kind
I have just quoted; one which is5 &
straightout falsehood. I do not think we
need talk much longer in answering that
particular amendment.

There are & few points I think we should
touch on in view of the fact that they
were mentioned by the member for Balga.
The member for Maylands has been inter-
jecting. He was not present for a haif-
hour before the tea suspension, and he
does not know what has been said. He is
being extremely vocal but if he had been
here and heard some of the comments
perhaps he would be less vocal. I will be
interested to hear what he has to say
on this subject.

Mr B. T. Burke: Why was not the
member for the South-East Metropolitan
Province allowed to move his own motion;
why did the member for South Perth have
to do it in this House?

Mr GRAYDEN: I do not know what
the honourable member is talking about.

Mr O'Neil: We never do.

Mr GRAYDEN: We welcome the oppor-

tunity to reply to the amendment moved
to the Address-in-Reply.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Ordert

Mr GRAYDEN: I intend to quote some
comments made by a very prominent
member of the Labor Party on which I
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would be interested to hear the remarks of
the member for Maylands, or any other
member on the other side of the House, I
will quote from The West Australian, of
the 9th September, 1966, That is some time
ago, when the Vieinam campaign was in
full swing. The article was headed, “Beaz-
ley Attacks Labor Policy On Viet Cong.”
Mr Beazley is the Federal Lahor member
for Fremantle. The article reads as fol-
lows—

CANBERRA, Thurs.—The Austra-
lian Labor Party policy of recognising
the Viet Cong as a negotiating au-
thority in Vietnam has been strongly
criticised by a member of the party’s
federal caucus executive, Mr Beazley
(W.A).

He said that the acceptance of the
Viet Cong as negotiators was the seal
of approval on the strategy of war by
subversion.

His commenis are contained In a
critical review of “Labor and foreign
policy” in the current issue of Aus-
tralian Outlock, the journal of the
Australian Institute of International
Affairs,

Mr Beazley was not misreported; he actu-
ally wrote this article and it is published.
The article continues—

In the article, Mr Beazley also con-
demned the Victorian executive of the
AL.P.

He said that right from the earliest
days of federation the Victorian ex-
ecutive “—and I mean & succession of
ideologically contrasting Victorian ex-
ecutives—has developed the Midas
touch of failure to the level of irre-
sistible genius.”

Later in the article it is stated—

He said that a party that was al-
ways resolving was always explaining.
He asked:

“How do you explain a strong de-
fence policy while abolishing national
service?

“How do you explain respect for an
alliance while withdrawing troops
from the side of your allies?’

That is what the Federal Labor member
for Fremantle said of Labor policies.

Mr B. T, Burke: When?
Mr O'Neil: In 1966.

Mr GRAYDEN: The article is dated the
8th September, 1968, and was published in
The West Australian.

Mr O'Neil: Ask him his opinion now.

Mr GRAYDEN: His comments appeared
in the journal of the Ausiralian Institute
of International Affairs. S0 we have a
very prominent Federal Minister—a mem-
ber of the Federal Caucus Executive—
making statements such as these.

The SPEAKER: The Minister has five
more minutes.
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Mr GRAYDEN: I am sorry to hear that
because I was informed I had unlimited
time. Nevertheless, in the circumstances
I will have to proceed a little faster
through some of the points that have been
raised. An interesting aspect, when dealing
with the rame article which I have already
quoted, i§ what Mr Beazley said. The
article continues—

... the Communist Party had a {ripar-
tite strategy, every point of which in-
volved the Labor Party in a dilemma
of extrication.

One point of the Communist Party
policy was to make Marxism-Leninism
the thinking of the Labor movement.

“The alienation of Roman Catho-
lies is essential in this,” Mr Beagley
said:

“By the withdrawal of Roman
Catholics to the D.L.P. in Victoria the
Marxist-Leninist ideology has been
enabled to occupy the vacuum.

“There are 230,000 who vote DL.P.
in Victoria and 6,000 who vote Com-
munist.

Dr Cairns, in his book Silence Kills,
emphasised there were 700000 Roman
Catholics who had fled from North Vietnam
to South Vietnam. What will happen to
those 700000 people if there 1s a take-
over of South Vietnam by the communists?
The figure of 700000 Roman Catholic
refugees was supplied by the Labor Deputy
Prime Minister of Australia.

Apart from those 700 000 Roman Catho-
lics who fled to Soutth Vietham, there were,
of course, already 2 !large number of
Roman Catholics living in South Vietnam.
We have heard all sarts of comments, The
Federal Minister, Mr Beazley, has referred
to the question of how the Roman Catho-
lics will fare in Vietnam.

Mr Harman: What about the Buddhists?

Mr GRAYDEN: So¢ we have the situa-
tion I have described. The Opposition is
completely contemptuous of the plight of
the refugees in Vietnam. Included amongst
those refugees, as Dr Cairns has stated,
are 700000 Roman Catholics. That is an
extreme situation, in itself. In addition,
of course, there are a large number of
other refugees and the actions of the
Opposition In this House are completely
contemptuous of those people. The Opposi-
tion is supporting, to the limit of its cap-
ability, the efforts of the communist Insur-
gents in their attempt to overthrow the
constitutionally-elected Government In
South Vietnam.

Mr Harman: We have moved out of that
country. It 1s only because of interference
by other powers that it is in its present
situation.

Mr GRAYDEN: The member for May-
lands is aware that is not true. What does
he think the North Viethamese are doing?

Mr Harman: What have we been doing?
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Mr GRAYDEN: Who is causing all the
casualties in Vietnam at present?
Several members Interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! One speaker at
a time.

Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Balga
spoke in terms of Vietnam heing one
nation. I would like to point out that
North Vietnam is one naticn. In the south
there is the South Vietnam Republic.
Each has its own constitution.

I would like to make brief reference to
the fact that the cother day the Prime
Minister of Australla could not wait to
recognise Prince Neorodom Sihanouk and
his Government in Cambodia. He also
asked all the surrounding countries to
recognise this person—not the constitu-
tionally elected Government, I remind
members, hut somebody who has been put
forward by the Nerth Vietnamese as the
leader of that country. The Prime Minister
of Australla could not rush in quickly
enough to recognise him. That is an
extraordinary situation.

As my time has nearly expired, I would
like to repeat that I am horrified at the
attitude of the Labor Opposition in this
Parllament in respect of this particular
amendment to the Address-in-Reply. I
am quite certain 1t does not represent the
true feeling of most members on that side
of the House. It represents the feellngs of
a radical minority who have come into this
House relatively recently and who now
obviously dominate the Parliamcntary
Labor Party in this Parliament.

Mr T. H. Jones:
been here?

Mr GRAYDEN: Not too long. However,
whatever they say goes as far as the Labor
Opposition in this House is c¢oncerned,
even to the extent of supporting an
idiotic amendment of this kind. The
amendment cannot be justified. It is full
of statements which are patently false,
and in those circumstances it should be
rejected out of hand.

How long have they

MR HARTREY (Boulder-Dundas) [7.52
p.m.]; I address this House with a grave
sense of responsibility, to the House it-
self and to my fellow countrymen, to de-
nounce as strongly as I can the ghastly
war which was inflicted upon the people
of Australia by a Liberal Federal Govern-
ment some 10 years ago and which has
been supported unjustifiably thousands of
times since then by the same type of poli-
ticilan as originally instituted it., I would
describe that war by five highly uncom-
plimentary epithets. It was unprovcked;
it was unconstitutional; it was unscrupu-
lous; it was unhallowed; and it was un-
pardonable.

Mr McPharlin: How do you have a
constitutional war?
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Mr HARTREY: I will tell the Deputy
Premier presently,

Mr McPharlin: I know about an uncon-
stitutional war but I do not know about
a constitutional one.

Mr HARTREY: The Poet Laureate of
the nineteenth century, Lord Tennyson,
with that patriotic fervour which was so
characteristic of jingoes in those days,
has written these words—

Not once or twice in our rough island-
story,
The path of duty was the way to
glory.
But I would remind my fellow members in
this House that far more often than once
or twice the warpath has been the bloody
and rough road to pain, poverty, distress,
and desolatlion. Tonight we are dealing
with one such episode on the warpath,
and I hope we are pronouncing the last
requiem for it, saying the last word on it,
and leaving it to rot in its grave as it
should have done long ago.

Mr Coyne: There Is no shame in defend-

ing ourselves.

Mr HARTREY: What a funny remark!
A burglar is living in hls own house; he
goes 300 miles from there to my house to
break into it; and there is no shame in
his defending himself! Who invaded us?
Did we go to Vietnam to invade that
country, or did the Vietnamese invade ours?

There have been Innumerable instances
in history which emphasise the literal
truth of the divine warning which Our
Lord gave {o the prinecipal apostle in the
Garden of Gethsemane—

Put up your sword inte lts scab-
bard: for he that takes the sword
shall perish by the sword.

What hetter illustration of those words
can we have than the war which has
devastated North and South Vietnam—
it is only the one country—in the last 10
yvears, and in which we have so ignobly
particlpated?

When I say “ignobly”, I reflect not at
all upon our troops, some of whom were
there against thelr will, and some of
whom were there as volunteers; but in
whatever capacity they were there, the
Navy, the Army, and the Alr Force con-
ducted themselves as brave young Aus-
traltans in an unhappy situation, and of
them I speak only with pride. But of the
blasted politiclans who sent them there I
speak with the greatest vituperation, and
glways will. In referring to those polli-
ticians I use the words which Tallien
uttered to Robesplerre who was stuttering
in fear of death. He was terrorised, and
he stuttered, stammered, and choked, and
Tallien shouted, "It is the blood of Danten
choking him.” When the members of
the Government speak tonight about this
monstrosity, I say it is the blood of Viet-
nam that is choking them.
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Mr O’Connor: What de you think about
Hungary?

Mr HARTREY: I am not interested in
Hungary at the moment. I am speaking
about Australia, which is my country as
well as the Minister’s.

I said I was golng to point out how
this war was a disaster. I remind mem-
bers that it started on an even worse pre-
text than one of the most disastrous and
foolish wars in which England ever took
part. It is attributed in history to Sir Robert
Walpole, the first British Prime Minister,
that when he was listening in 1739 to the
jubilation of London at the outbreak of the
War of Jenkins' Ear, he remarked, “They
are ringing the bells now: soon they
will be wringing their hands.” That is
exaltlztly what is happening to us in Aus-
tralia.

The Liberal Party was ringing the bells,
counting the votes, and winning the elec-
tion in 1966. It did not win the election
in 1972, The blood of Vietnam choeked it
then and will continue to choke that party
for a long time to come. It will be quite a
long time before the Liberal Party returns
to power as the Federal Government of
Australia, because it took advantage of the
power it had to disgrace the country.

This was an unprovoked war, The pretext
for the war of Jenkin's Ear was that a
Spanish ship was supposed to have cap-
tured a British ship, and its erew to have
cut off the English captain’s ear, although
it is now believed that in fact he lost his ear
in the pillory. It was a fine pretext for a
war, but no more ignoble than the one
put forward by the Minister this evening;
namely, that we could not let our great
Pacific allies stand alone. It is like a little
poodle dog running to my rescue because 1
am attacked by an Alsatian. How ridicu-
lous! No, it was an unprovoked war; there
was no pretext for it at all.

Time and time again we have become
involved In war for no other motive than
loyalty to the Queen and the Motherland.
The Queen and the Motherland were not
in this war; that is why I say it is uncon-
stitutional. T will deal with that later.

The Queen has no interest in this war;'
she was never at war with any part of
Vietnam—north or south—she was not in-
terested in it at all. As T understand con-
stitutional law, and I do understand it,
the Crown is one and Indivisible, The
Queen cannot be at war as far as Britain
and Australia are concerned, and not at
war as far as Canada and New Zealand
are concerned. When I made that remark,
even today to a judge, he sald, “Of course,
we were not really at war.” I said, ""No, we
were not in & declared war; that 1s for
sure,” We were In such an unscrupulous
adventure against an Asian people as is
usually fought with the aild of mercenaries.
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Our Government—not our troops, I
speak of them again with respect,
friendship, and appreclation—forced our
troops to take part in a completely fore-
doomed and foredamned adventure, and it
was not out of loyalty to the Queen. It
was not even out of loyalty to the Ameri-
can alliance, for what greater harm could
any of the bitterest enemies of America
have done her than to encourage the
United States to embark on this war,

At the helght of his power, in or about
1807, Napoleon Bonaparte had Europe
throttled, and then he fell upon Spain.
From then onwards he was destroyed, by
what he himself called the “Spanish ulcer”.
It broke down the entire fahric of his
empire and he was rulned completely.

That 1s exactly what happened in the
United States which was at the peak of
power 25 or 30 years ago. At that time it
was the only possessor of the atomic bomb,
it had the greatest navy in the world, it
had the greatest alr force in the world, it
had the most military power, it had the
greatest manufacturing capaclty, and 1t
was the greatest nation on earth without
a doubt. Where is it now? Is it now the
greatest nation in the world? No, it is not.
And why not? Because the blood of Viet-
nam is choking it, too, and that is a fact.
And then members opposite ask: why are
we in such a hurry fo have Prince Sihan-
ouk back in Cambodia? I will deal with
Cambodia in a moment. It is the United
States that 1s rushing to get Prince Sihan-
ouk back, to patch up the terrific damage
this war has done tn the entire fabric of
the American Republic. Their main con-
cern is not the damage and misery inflic-
ted on the comparatively few Cambodians.
Millions of them may suffer much, but
they are stlll only a few by comparison
with many more millions who will still
remain in China and many other nations
of Asla.

The mighty damage has been done to
the United States itself by the division of
its people. They have always been divided—
recently hetween black and white, but
their people are now divided also between
“hawks” and ‘“doves”, between “minute
men” and communists, between rich and
poor, and between every kind of faction
imaginable, Their problem has become
more than anything else the bitter dissen-
sion in their own ranks over the violent
atrocities performed in Vietnam. I cannot
talk too scathingly about this matter.

I sald the war in Vietnam was uncon-
stitutional, and I have explained my rea-
sons for saying it was unscrupulous. How-
ever, the most unscrupulous feature of
the whole matter has not yet been men-
Eioned in this debate, and I think it should

e.

Over 100 years ago a phrase was current
in the United States, and this phrase is
very apposite to the present debate. Before
the Civil War the phrase was used, “The
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crime against Kansas”. The Southern
States were ftrying to thrust slaves
and slave owners into a free territory of
the United States, the free territory of
Kansas. The idea was that there would be
enough slaves and enough slave owners to
have it turned into a slave State when it
finally obiained representation in Con-
gress. The balance of power was very close
in those days, and gangs of ruffians were
sent from the Southern States into Kan-
sas to crush the free people and to take
power with the aid of imported rough-
necks from the Southern States. This was
called the crime against Kansas.

Let me remind members about *“The
erime against Cambodia”! Nothing worse
has been perpetrated in this century, in-
cluding two world wars. Here was a peace-
ful Asiatic country, not troubled by com-
munists or disturbed by divisions. I did
not have any bother at all with anybody. It
was ruled by a man who had been its king,
but who thought he would exercise more
real influence by becoming s popular poli-
tician. He handed over the position of king
to someone else, and he took on the rank
of Prince Sihanouk. He did his very utmost
to steer a perilous path of neutrality in a
very dangerous sltuation. What did the
United States—owr glorious ally—do? First
of all, surreptitiously it called on Prince
Sihanouk to side with it. When he would
not do so it called in the CIA—the fine and
glorious Central Intelligence Authority;
what intellizence and what a glorious
organisation.

When the United States could not get
rid of Prince Sihanouk, it rajsed a revo-
lution to destroy the peaceful neutrality of
Cambodia—that beautiful and fortunate
country. This country had many attrac-
tions as a tourlst resort, but the United
States brought its unfortunate inhabitants
down to the lowest form of refugee. Why?
For what purpose? We were told that if
one country fell fo communism, they would
all be overrun,

Are we all to look under the bed every
night, like the Minister for Immigration
does, to see whether there are any com-
munists here? Cambodia was overwhelmed
by a hero—a hero indeed! A hero who the
other day, general as he is, commander-
in-chief of all the military forces—blah,
blah, bhlah—ran away and atiempted to
take a large amount of gold Into Switzer-
land. A fine example of heroism! Wonder-
ful heroism—this has been a wonderful
war!

Now I said that it was also an unhal-
lowed war. Just let me recite a few feat-
ures of it. We know them, we have heard
them, but it is worth while hearing them
for the last time, I hope. It is the last time
I will talk of them in this House, anyhow.
What has happened to the troops of the
United States who were in Vietnam? A
large number of them, poor devils—and I
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say this in sorrow, not in exultation—be-
came the vietims of the drug habit which
has long run rife in East-Aslatiec coun-
tries. The Asian people can handle drugs
much better than the white people, in
the same way that we can handle drink
much better than the Aboriglnes can.

The Ametrican troops became disease-
ridden, and especially with various kinds
of venereal diseaze. Many of the froops
could not be Immediately repatriated to
America; they had to be staged in camps
time and time again hefore they could be
repatriated to the United States to mix
with their own people. Quite a substantial
percentage of them had been so degraded
in Vietnam—not wounded In baitle but
degraded by thelr surroundings—that they
will be disease ridden and drug-addicted
for many years.

Does the blessing of God abpear to be
on these unfortunate, unhappy people?
Could this have happened if the war had
not been an unhallowed and unholy war?

‘We have heard of the tiger cages. About
2% years ago the news was suddenly
sprung that most brutal atrocities were
being performed by Mr Thieu's Govern-
ment, not only on wretched Viet Cong
prisoners, but on members of his own fol-
lowing—these loyal people who rushed
down to the ballot box to give him 90 per
cent of the votes. These poor wretches
were being put into horrible cages In
which they could not even stand up. When
they were finally released they c¢ould no
longer stand up—they had lost the cap-
acity to do so.

These atrocities were hushed up, but
they still go on. When Salgon finally falls
and these poor devils come out of the
cages, it will be “The night old Dixie
died”. That is precisely what I hope will
happen, and I hope it will happen speedily
indeed. If that Is treason, my friends, inake
the most of it!

Besides the crime against Cambodia, the
United States used the most powerful Air
Force in the world to defoliate the territory
not of the enemy, hut of their allies, the
ones we sent our troops to rescue. People
have to eat; whether they are allies or
enemies they will not survive unless they
eat. They will not eat in an agricultural
country unless they grow their own food.
They cannot grow their own food if we
destroy with poisonous chemicals the fer-
tility and productivity of the land. By
deliberate policy the Govermment of the
United States sent wave after wave of
alrcraft to bomb in Vietnam; and on top
of all this was the deliberate and complete
destruction of the foliage of the beautiful
jungle lushness of the country. So0 the
people cannot how grow rice.

Another necessity for the people to grow
rice is water in abundance. In a trootcal
country like Vietnam water is found in
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abundance. The Vietnamese have chan-
neled the water by an ingenious but ele-
mentary system of canals. However, wave
after wave of hombing deliberately
smashed those canals in order to deny
them to an enemy advancing into the
territory. But it was the territory of thelr
allies that the Americans destroved:; and
we are asked to believe that this is a good
war and that we should give the former
Federal Liberal Government a vote of
thanks for participating in it. They will
get that from me on my dying day; if I
have a spare breath on my deathbed I may
use it for that purpose,

This is the sort of thing we are dis-
cussing tonight. It is the sort of thing I
hope we are ¢condemning tonight. It is the
basis of the amendment moved so ably by
the member for Ascot and subsequently
supported so eloquentiy by the member for
Balga, and which is now receiving my sup-
port to the best of my humble ability.

We were told even less than a fortnight
ago that the constitutionally elected
President who is still the legitimate Gov-
ernment of Saigon, according to my
learned friend over there, caused one of
his generals to die suddenly in a very
mysterious way. It is supposed that he
committed suicide, However, he was de-

scribed in the Press as a devout Roman
Calholic.

Mr Grayden: Do you believe everything
you read in the Press?

Mr HARTREY: I do not believe any of
the damned propaganda the Minister’s mob
put in the Press, to start with.

Mr Skidmore; The Minister certainly
tried tonight to convince us to believe what
we read in the Press.

Mr HARTREY: All I can say is that no
Roman Catholic who is devout in his be-
liefs commits suicide, for that is the final
impenitence. The general in question had
a decent family and was in an honourable
position, but he had expressed discontent
with the Thieu Government and he was
subsequently found with a bullet in his
head. It was said he put the revolver to
his head. If members opposite believe that
they will believe anything. I certainly do
not believe it. I believe many people have
been similarly assassinated.

Mr Grayden: By whom?
Mr HARTREY: The Thieu Government,
Mr Grayden: How do you know that?

Mr HARTREY ; How does one know any-
thing? Who assassinated that general?
Who placed people in the tiger cages to
which I referred?

Finally, the war itself was unpardonable
and still 1s unpardonable. The Romans had
a phrase for a war such as this: bellum
inexpiabile, or the inexpiable war; the war
that is never to be forgiven., It will be a
long time before we will be forgiven for
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helping our gloripus allles to destroy Viet-
nam. I refer to the CIA, the FBI, President
Nixon, and the other fine fellows who were
running it.

I say that with proper respect for the
American people, because I was privileged
as a member of the Royal Australian Air
Force to associate time and time again
with American military personnel, both
Navy and Army. I have the greatest re-
spect for their ratings and officers. They
were all fine fellows. The officers were
very well spoken and educated, and the
ratings were excellent in their behaviour
and discipline. However, the United States
has been turning out the wrong type of
politician for the last 100 years, and that
is nothing to he proud of.

Mr Rushton: Oh!

Mr HARTREY: The Minister for Local
Government, can laugh if he likes. If he
knew half the history of America that I
know he would not laugh., Tammany Hall
is a notorious example, and Nixon is
another notorious example of the wrongs
they have done,

Mr Grayden: A Labor Prime Minister
was screaming to them for help in the last
war.

Mr HARTREY: The Minister for Labour
and Industry is always sereaming about
something, The Prime Minister of Australia
at that time did not scream; he was a far
better Prime Minister than ever was put
up by the Minister's mob.

Mr Grayden: What did he do?

Mr HARTREY: He did a hell of a lot

more to help win the war than many people
I know.

I hope I have said sufficlent to convince
memhers opposite—or if not to convince
at least to persuade them against their
will—that this war has been a monstrous
experience for Australia, and that it has
been the hateful and horrible legacy of a
Pederal Liberal Government aided by the
Federal Country Party. “Blackjack” Mc-
Ewen was just as much responsible and as
much to blame as Sir Robert Menzies,
bg:ause he acted as Menzies' satellite and
stooge.

Mr Laurance: Are you saying everything
will be all right in South Vietnam when
they take over?

Mr BEARTREY: I am saying nothing of
the sort; I am saying everything would
hﬁwe been all right if we had not gone
there.

Mr Laurance: Then why are you worried
about South Vietnam?

Mr HARTREY: I am not worried about
Vietnam. I am an Australian, and I am
worried about Australla. I am deploring in
this House the fate that befell Australia
and saying it 1s s monstrous disgrace to
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Australla that it was responsible for help-
ing to inflict agony upon South and North
Vietnam. As an Australian—and, I hope,
a patriotic one—I will take some time to
recover from the disgrace of being in ahy
way assoclated with the destruction of
crops In Vietnam and the destruction even
of the ability of the people to grow rice.
That was a shocking thing. The tiger cages
were shocking things, and all the other
atrocities were shocking.

However, I am not worried about those
things from the point of view of the Viet-
namese but rather from the point of view
of Australia, for this i1s an Australlan
Parliament.

Mr Laurance: Dor’t you answer cries
for heip?

Mr HARTREY: 1s the member for Gas-
coyne making a cry for help; or what the
hell is he talking about?

In conclusion I wish te say that I
hegrtily support the amendment to the
Address-in-Reply moved by the member
for Ascot. 1 will not recite the amend-
ment because members are able to read
it for themselves. I approve of the amend-
ment without deallng seriatim with its
features. I hope we will not again have
any further debate on the miserable at-
tempt by the Liberal Party to justify
President Thieu or in any way to mitigate
the atrocily of what Federal politicians
inflicted upon us from the year 1965 to
the end of the year 19%72.

MR CLARKO (Kerrinyup) [3.19% pan.l:
I rise to oppose the amendment—

Mr Jamleson: Here is a young ridicule,
and not a young radicall!

Mr CLARKQ: —moved by the member
for Ascot and supported by the member
for Balga. In his speech the member for
Balga said there is one Vietnam. I ques-
tion that because if one goes back some
2000 years into the history of this par-
tlcular part of the world cne finds that
in the northern section there was an area
known as Tonkin. One should be careful
how one pronounces that word! That
area is what we now refer to as the north-
ern part of North Vietnam. The country
of Tonkin at a later date attacked the
central region, which in varfous times has
been called Annam. In later times these
aggressors from the northern part of what
we call Vietnam attacked the area which
was known as Cochin-China,

They did in fact attack this particular
area; namely, the mouth of the Mekong
Delta, which had belonged to the Cam-
bodians. So, there has been aggresston
from the north in this country in the past
on many occasions.

It Is also true that many of the pecple
who are opponents of the support in the
1960s by Australia and the United States
have said It was a great pity that this
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action took place, because it reduced the
traditional opposition of the Vietnamese
to the Chinese. In the preceding 2000
years, the Chinese dominated that country
for at least 1000 years of that time,

The question of Vietnam frem the point
of view of somebody who believes in demo-
cracy rests to a large extent on the agree-
ments arrived at between the two parties
at Geneva on the 20th July, 1954. Amongst
the major articles of that agreement of
1954 1s one whereby both parties agreed
to the withdrawal within 300 days, by
stages, of the forces of both parties to re-
groupment zones on e¢lther side of a pro-
visional military demarcation line,

Mr T. D. Evans: Note the word, “pro-
visional”.

Mr CLARKO: This was the line at the
17° north parallel. The line was drawn
between the opposing forces of the north
and the south and, In fact, 1t is very
interesting to see what the people of Viet-
nam thought of that decision.

The member for Balga said it was not
possible in the present invasion of Saigon
for the people to retreat through the
attacking lines of the North Vietnamese
forces. In 1954, at least 800 000 people—
some say It was more like one million—
voted, as they say, with their feet; they
moved from the northern area to the

south.

However, there is no record of any sig-
nificant number of people choosing vol-
untarily to go to the north. One million
people—about the population of Western
Australia—voted with their feet to go into
the south.

Mr T. D. Evans:
those?

Mr CLAREKOQ: 1 believe that is very
clear evidence of what the Vietnamese

people wanted.

Members have talked about free elec-
tions. No true democrat can actually
speak of free elections and communism in
the same breath. I am sure members op-
posite would know that in the Union of
Soviet Soclalist Republics—they call
themselves socialists, because that s what
they are; and, of course, a lot of people
who sit opposite also call themselves soc~
falists—

Mr Hartrey: Including me.

Mr CLARKO: —a very different sort
of voting procedure is adopted. This is how
one votes In Russia: One gets a ballot
paper on which there is the name of a
communist candidate. The voter does not
have any choice; the party simply selects
that particular candidate. The voter then
has the choice of voting for that commun-
ist candidate or of writing in the name of
some other person. That is very easy to
do, but it is a little dangerous because to
do so one must go Into a large room, go

Was Thieu one of
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up to the table, pick up one's ballot
paper—

Mr Hartrey: How do you know? Have
you ever been to Russia during an elec-
tion? Iave you ever voted Iin a Russian
election?

Mr CLARKO: No, but I suggest that the
honourable member read a book written
by Merle Fainsod, probably one of the
i_:ading commentators on the Russian sys-

m.

Mr Skidmore: You should go and have
a look at it for yourself. I was there dur-
ing an election, and I know what happens.

Mr CLARKO: The political sclentist to
whom I have just referred says that the
voter has an option; if he does not wish
to cast his vote for the communist candi-
date, he must move to the other side of
the hall and write on the ballot paper the
name of the person he supports. It is also
true—there is evidence to support this
statement—that many people who do that
sort of thing disappear shortly after-
wards. That is the system adopted at a
Soviet, socialist, communist, Russian, cl-
ection.

_There is only one statement we can be-
lieve from a communist; when he says he
aims to take over the world by any means,
fair or foul, he means it.

Point of Order

Mr SKIDMORE: Mr Speaker, I fall to
see the relevance of the remarks now be-
ing made to the motion which is before the
House. The motion contains no reference
to a comparison between the system of
elections in the USSR and anywhere else;
elections are not mentloned.

The SPEAKER: I rule that the member
for Karrinyup is in order in developing
his argument and in making comparisons
as other speakers have done. However, I
ask him not to dwell on the comparisons:
3% must return to the topic before the

air.

Debate fon emendment to motion)
Resumed

Mr CLARKO: We in this House know
that the member for Swan is very well
disposed towards the Russian communists.
I am not surprised he rose to defend them
when I commented on their electoral sys-
tem, The honourable member may have
been to the Soviet Union, but I challenge
him to produce any sort of electoral sys-
tem in that country which is comparable
with the system we have in Australia,
where the voter gets a fair go.

Mr Jamieson: Oh yes! Loaded voting! A
fair go!

Mr CLARKO: I challenge members of
the Opposition on this point; the Aus-
tralian electoral system is regarded by the
political scientists of the world as one of
the fairest which exists. In fact—

Mr Jamieson: You would be the only
political scientist who thinks that.
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Mr CLARKO: —the secret ballot system
operating in Australia is described by the
Americans as, “the Australian ballot”.

The SPEAKER: Order! I remind the
member for Karrinyup that he is allowing
himself to be carried away.

Mr CLARKO: Mr Speaker, I believe my
remarks go right to the core of the sub-
ject: one is the question of elections and
the other is the question of communists;
these are the two central issues within the
argument relating to Vietnam.

A great deal of criticism has been levelled
at the fact that an election was not held
in Vietnam two years after {he agreement
of 1954, The reason that the south did
not hold an election is not, as members
opposite like to say, that President Eisen-
hower had been advised that 80 per cent
of the people would vote communist.

In fact, I am tremendously intrigued by
the support of the Opposition for recom-
mendations of the CIA, because that was
a CIA recommendation to President Eisen-
hower. I would have thought that mem-
bers of the Opposition had no respect
whatever for recommendations made by
that body; in fact, there are a few recom-
mendations of the CIA for which I do not
have a great deal of respect, either.

I now wish to discuss the question of
the communists of North Vietnam attack-
ing and killing the people of South Viet-
nam—Kkilling not just the women and
children but also the teachers in the small
villages of South Vietnam, the chiefs, the
civic leaders and, in fact, anvbody with
any potential influence, particularly any-
body who spoke out against the North
Vietnamese communists. Thousands of
them were done away with by these ter-
rorists from the north.

I do not need members of the Opposition
to tell me that there was an element of
nationalism in Vietnam; very clearly, there
was., Certainly in terms of principle, one
must support Asian nationalism. However,
what happened in Vietnam was that com-
munism laid itself as a parasite right
over the top of Vietnamese nationalism.
It could not move independently; the
whole direction, purpose, aims, ammuni-
tion, support and so on became totally
communist.

In the earlier days, there were Vietnam-
ese nationalists who sought to drive out
the French and other forms of foreign
domination; however, these people were
either done away with or pressurised by
communists. Some of them no doubt were
even converted to communism. But what
Vietnam has finished up with is communist
aggression. We have this overtaking of
nationalism throughout Asia; it is what
is happening in Vietnam at the moment.

Let me say this—I am happy to receive
any criticism for my philosophy—I very
much helieve in the domino theory. If
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one looks at the northern parts of those
countries just below Vietnam, one can see
the same thing happening. Who controls
the north of Laos? Thnat part of the coun-
try is controlled by people who are led by
Chinese communist cadres. Certain people
from that area have been taken to Peking,
trained and returned.

I could also refer to the northern part
of Thailand; the Government of Thailand
in the south has no control over this area.
In the early days, Burma was the same;
in fact, in szocialist Burma today, one will
find that the far north of that country,
on the underbelly of China, is dominated
by Chinese communists,

I ask Opposition members: Do they
believe that communists seek to take over
the world? Perhaps they do not know that
is what the communists themselves say.
However, that is their aim. I am amazed
when the member for Swan says that
theory is out of date, because if we look at
the map of the world and delineate those
countries that have been taken over hy
communists in 1920, 1930, and every 10
vears thereafter we have an excellent
guide to determine whether the commun-
istic world is either expanding or con-
tracting.

I repeat, they have said that their aim
is to take over the world and if one viewed
a map of the world one would have to be
blind not to realise they are gradually
achieving their aim. When I was a boy,
countries under the rule of the British
Empire were coloured red, but if one looks
at a map of the world today, the coun-
tries that are coloured red are those that
have been taken over hy communists and
are now under eommunist domination.

Communists have no respect for human
life, and no respect for human freedom.
In the USSR it is generally regarded—
and I have flgures here to confirm this—
that some 2.5 million people lost thelr lives
while the communists established them-
selves in the Soviet Unlon. The situation
today in South Vietnam is that thousands
and thousands of people have lost their
lives from the guns of the North Viet-
namese communists. It is a pity that the
nationalism of the South Vietnamese has
been totally obscured by the action of
communism overlaying their nationalist
movement.

After the outbreak of World War I,
John Curtin—who was not a Western Aus-
tralian—made known through the medium
of local newspapers, his philosophy against
the policy of conscription. If we read the
arguments put forward by John Curtin at
that time against conscription in World
War I we will find he was totally and
diametrically opposed to conseription. His
consclence would nof allow him to accept
it. However, when World War II broke
out, and Australia declared war on Ger-
many—and later Japan—not only did he
introduce conscription for home defence,
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but also he devised the ruse of drawing a
line well north of Australia through
South-East Asian countries and stating
that our home defence began at that line.
He did that because he was obliged to do
it.

Our State Minister for Health referred
to John Curtih, who in the early 1940's
had no hesitation in saying, “We look to
America”, without any reservation or con-
sideration of our past assoclations with
Britain and other countries. John Curtin
knew full well that America saved Aus-
tralia during World War IL I ask the
members of this House to read our history
books to ascertain whether or not that is
true.

The member for Boulder-Dundas has
asked: What are we doing in Vietman?
A similar question could have been asked
during World War I; what were we
doing in Germany? When our troops
went into Germany there was no question
of any attack being made on Australia,
and when we became invoived in World
War II, Australia was not under at.tgck
at that stage. In short, what I am saying
is that when we went to war against Ger-
mahy during the Great War and the World
War our country was hot under attack.
If we believe in a theory of defence which
states that the only iime to become in-
volved in a fight is when people Jand on
our front doorstep, this is tantamount to
putting ourselves in & totally adverse posi-
tion in which our homes would be in
danger of being wiped out; to say nothing
of our lives.

Even the Australian socialistic Govern-
ment today helieves in g defence force,
and though it has let it run down to
practically nothing, it will not say that
we do not need a defence force. Unfortun-
ately, if we find the communists moving
further southwards and we find ourselves
in danger, I feel Dr Cairns would find no
difficulty in moving in support of them.

People have been trying to put the blame
on me for what Federal Governments did
when T was a boy, but I cannot accept any
responsibility for their actions. T mention
that because it points to the weakness In
this amendment that has been moved by
the Oppositien and which is portrayed by
the following—

“Liberal and Country Pariy Mem-
bers and Governments throughout
Australia must now accept full res-
ponsibility for the decision, based upon
& philosophy of fear and hatred, which
led Australia to become an active par-
ticipant in the civil war in Vietnam”.

Who amongst us here made the decision
that Australia should enter the Viethamese
war in April, 1965—10 yvears ago? In my
opinton the responsibility for the lives
that have been lost rests with those people
who support international communism,
whether they are communists themselves,
fellow travellers, or, alternatively, those
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in Australia who are supporters aof com-
munists. I say that those in Australis who
support communists, despite their great in-
fluence in Hanoi, are not prepared to make
any effort to deter North Vietnamese or
South Viethamese communists, who are at
present attacking the area adjacent to
Salgon, from killing women and children,
elderly people, and anybody else who gets
in their way. If we are to blame anyone
for the slaughter that Is golhg on at the
moment in South Vietnam, why should we
not blame them?

We have learnt that in South Vietnam
there are at least a certain number of
people who are anti-communists. Mention
has been made by the Minister of catho-
lics in South Vietnam. I would not hold
out much hope for their future under a
communist government in South Vietnam.
I am certaln the ecommunists will give no
representation or any support to people
who are non-communists, let alone to
anti-communists in South Vietnam, If
they achieve the domination of Salgon.

After they take control these communist
Vietnamese will not allow the people to
speak out as they wish. They will not
allogv people to read what they want to
read,

Anyone who has studied the history of
Russia will know that one can find case
after case where the communists have re-
called thousands of books and rewritten
them in accordance with their current
ideclogles. That is the sort of practice
indulged In by all communistic govern-
ments, and I challenge any member of
this House to deny it. If members wish
to confirm what I say they have only to
read some books on the theory and prace-
tlce of communism, because there Is no
doubt that from time to time communists
seem t0 change only their theoretical
approach.

Mr Jamileson: Have you ever studied
the history of Christianity. It is so similar
to the point you are making that it is
laughabhble.

Mr CLARKO: That may be so. I have
done some study on Christianity. I was a
lecturer in history before I came into this
place. I cannot say that I have studied
every aspect of world history; in faet, I
do not know of anyone who has.

We find today, and at present, the com-
munists are shelling the refugees as they
travel southwards to Saigon. I have heard
Senator Wheeldon say—although it has
been said by many people—that it is
better to be “red” than dead. What wiil
occur in South Vietnam is that a person
wil] either be red or dead. It is not much
of an atlernative.

It 1s an alternative similar to that given
to the people of Hungary. Ask those people
about the communist armies and agegres-
sors who entered that particular country.
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Ask the people of Latvia, Estonla, Lithu-
ania, and Czechoslovakia what they think
of the communist aggressors. In fact, ask
them what they think of our particular
brand of politics In Australia when Mr
‘Whitlam had the gall and the indecency
to recognise Savlet control over the Baltic
States, After the next electlon I would
be interested to learn how many Estonian,
Latvian and Lithuanian immigrants vote
for Mr Whitlam.

The North Vietnamese prefer war to
negotiation. The only reason any commun-
ist forces have entered into negotiations
and agreed to get round the conference
table, has been to let things cool off for a
while so that they may build up their
forces, and then commence again to work
for their cause.

Much has been said about the desire of
the Vietnamese people to be free from any
form of foreign interference. If a new
Vietnam arises out of the ashes in the
next few years its people will not be
free from the communist influence that
comes from either Peking or Moscow. One
way or the other they will be dominated
by this ideology—the most harmful, hate-
ful, and destructive force that exists in the
world today.

It is true that the communists are only
extreme socialists. Of course, in those par-
ticular countries the communists say they
are cocialists. We have representatives in
Australia who call themselves socialists
but they do not say that in the pamphlets
they issue at election time.

In regard to the amendment to the mo-
tion which blames the Liberal Party and
the Country Party of Australia for inter-
vening in the Vietnam war, no mention is
made of the fact that New Zealand was
also involved in that war; but as far as
I know there was no Liberal Party or
Foudntry Party Government in New Zea-
and.

It is very easy for some people to say
in 1975 that a country’s foreign policy in
1965 was either partly wrong or fully
wrong, or whatever else they may claim it
to be. Anybody who studies the foreign
policy of a nation, and reads books on the
subject, will find that movements or
changes in foreign policies take place.
What happened in the case of Vietnam
was that the United States of America
went into the war in Vietnam in the 1950s
with only two objectives in mind.

Firstly, the Americans were trying to
achieve peace for the people of South Viet-
nam—ithe noncommunists. Secondly, they
were trying to develop some form of
negotiated solution. I am afraid to say
that at times the Americans are not very
hard-hearted. Of course. in both World
War I and World War II, excluding the
Japanese attack during the latter war, the
Americans went to the aid of Britain and
Europe. I wonder where the people of
Paris would be today if they were under
communist domination.
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One has only 0 go to Europe today to
see how the peoples of counitries in West-
ern Europe are free to live under non-
communist Governments. The USA went
to the aid of those countries in both World
War I and World War II; and similarly
it went into the war in Vietnam for the
same reasons. Much has been said of the
great might of the USA, and how it was
able to rain down a huge load of bhombs
on Vietnam,

Mr Hartrey: On South Vietnam,

Mr CLARKO: I am talking about the
bomhs on Hanoi—

Mr Hartrey: They hombed their own
allies in South Vie{nam,

Mr CLARKO: —and the bombs on Hai-
phong. Nobody can say that the Ameri-
cans seriously tried to wipe out the people
of Hanoi. They dropped bombs all around
the place, but they did not use their full
power, It would be interesting to read
what the historians cay the Americans
might have donhe! In the role they played
in Vietnam the Americans were the kind-
liest enemy one could find anywhere, They
could have exerted, with their total air
superiority, their full might on Hanci and
wiped it out. However, the Americans did
not do that; what they wanted to do was
to maintain the peace of the people of
South Vietham who were noncommunists.

I do not give any credence to the fact
that 98 per cent of the people of Vietnam
voted for Ngo Dinh Diem. Somebody did
throw doubis on certain election percen-
tages, but if we look et the election flgures
of the USSR we find the candidates in-
variably received 97 or 98 per cent of the
votes.

Mr Skidmore: That Is not so. You do
not know anything about this matter,

Mr CLARKO: I am dubious when I see
percentages as high as that received by
candidates.

In July, 1968, Sir Paul Hasluck, who
later became the Governor-General of
Australia, said there were four dominat-
ing influences in the world, including the
countries of Asia: namely, rising nation-
alism in Asia and Africa; the power poli-
tics of the bhig three nations—the USSR
the USA, and the People’s Republic of
China— the ideological conflict, and the
prime group in this role were the com-
munists; and worldwide expectations of
8 better life—which all people in Austra-
lia subscribe to, but which is not
possible in countries dominated by the
communists—of a Hfe where there is free-
dom. However, the communists do not
grant such freedom.

Geoffrey Fairbairn wrote an article
which appeared in The Bulletin. At the
time he was & lecturer in history at the
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Australian Natlonal University. This was
what he had to say about the Australian
commitment in Vietnam—

. .. our commitment grows out of
these characteristics of the Austra-
lian tradition: “A human concern for
the bullied, a sense of solidarity with
mates in danger, a pride in fighting
wicked and expansionist powers, an
swareness that what is being fought is
as dreadful and destructive of the
human splrit as Nazism; and a coura-
geous understanding of the fact that
for the rest of Its history Australla
cannot contract out of the agonies of
its near neighbours.

I have heard members opposite interject-
ing and outlining events that took place In
this war which 1 certainly do not support.
I do not support any inhumanity of man
to man.

If those members of the Opposition
have any conscience, then instead of mov-
fng this amendment they should take
action to try to persuade the Australian
Government to intervene with the Govern-
ment of Hanol, to get it to draw back Iits
forces and stop this butchery of the people
of South Vietnam.

Mr Skidmore: Do you think the South
Vietnamese will stop there?

Mr CLARKO: If we look specifically at
the amendment to the motion we will find
the following—

Mr Skidmore: I am glad that at last
you are looking af the amendmernt.

Mr CLARKO: The amendment states—

(a) theirs was the decision to become
part of a war of masslve foreign
intervention in Indo China,

There was & great deal of forgeign inter-
vention in Indo-Ching, but it was not only
by the eountries with which we were proud
to be allied. There is slso foreign Inter-
vention by the communist countries—I
refer to the Pecple’s Republic of China
and Russla—which pour in tremendous
quantities of ammunition and arms to
support the Vietnamese communists.

I wonder whether members opposite are
genuinely concerned about the loss of life
of the Vietnamese people. If they are I
do not believe they should move frivolous
amendments to the motion for the adop-
tion of the Address-ln-Reply, like the one
before us. Instead of doing that they
should be doing something about the
thousands of deaths taking place in that
country.

I conclude by pointing out once again
that when the day comes that the com-
munists rule South Vietnam, firstly, there
will be very little safety to the people of
the other parts of South-East Asla, who
will see coming closer to their front doors
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a falling domino. If we look at those par-
ticular countries we find that the com-
munist groups ln them are well prepared
for future struggles. To take the Philip-
plnes we find the existence of communist
groups in islands outside Luzon, who are
fighting against the central Government.
To take other countries I have named,
such as Thailand and Malaysia, we find
that at present there still exist small
groups of communist guerillas who were
pushed out of the peninsula of Malaya
back into Thailand.

Mark my words! As the pressures come
closer towards Malaysia these communist
groups will be activated, and will be given
increasing help from other Asian com-
munists who occupy the countries north
of them.

These Chinese communist dominces are
trying to establish themselves everywhere.
They have already taken gver Tibet. I won-
der if the member for Boulder-Dundas
agrees with the taking over of those very
simple, peaceiul people.

We all know what they did in India.
They marched down the Brahmaputra Val-
ley and attacked India. We also know the
situation in Indonesia where the rulers are
very much aware of the need to keep on
guard against the communist guerillas who
still exist in parts of that country,

All these things are of tremendous con-
cern and represent a threat to Australia,
Australians do not want to become involved
in wars.

For between two-thirds and three-quar-
ters of Its history, Australia has been
gaverned by non-Labor Governments, but
during the whole of that time Australia
has not been at any time an aggressor
against weak neighbours, and it never will
be,

But this does not gainsay the fact that
we must maintain an adequate defence
force. We must have allies and the result of
the actions of the present Australian social-
ist Labor Government is that it has de-
stroyed all our old alliances including our
relationship with the mighty United States
of America, the country which, in hoth
world wars, was the chief supporter of what
we call the free nations of the world, That
relationship has been destroyed and instead
the present Labor Government has been
all around the world making a variety of
deals with the soelalist communist coun-
tries, yet not one of us would want to live
in any of those countries except, perhaps,
the member for Swan who considers that
a certain fish factory in Russia is the finest
in the world! Personally I would rather go
to Lancelin!

What we need to establish in Australia
fs a country free from communist domin-
ation. We have communists in our ynions.
We had one in the parliamentary dining
room today—a great friend and workmate
of members of the TLC.
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If the Labor Party was only smart
enough it would remember what occurred in
the 1940s in Victoria. The reason the DLP
came into being was that certain right-
wing Labor men realised they were being
taken over by communists and they got
together to defeat the communists at their
own game.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER.: Order!

Mr CLARKO: This is the typical reaction
of those who are not doing too well!

I conclude on this note: None of us in
this country wants to be under the control
of the communists. Members opposite jump
up smartly when someohe on this side sug-
gests they are ecommunists or semi-commu-
nists, Members opposite are gullible and
allow the communists to penetrate their
unions. I suppose that as long as members
opposite get handouts from the unions at
election times, they do not mind!

We want Australia to be free of com-
munists and I suggest that if the countries
of the near north of Australia are taken
over by communists, the security of Aust-
ralia will be dangerously threatened.

Mr T. H. Jones: Have g look under your
bed tonight.

MR FLETCHER (Fremantle) (854
pm.]l: Someone asked why this amend-
ment had been moved by the member for
Ascot. It was moved as a consequence of
the motion proposed by the Minister for
Labour and Industry. Why the Minister
intends to move it, I still do not know. I
do not know why those on the other side
of the House permitted it, because the
issue is as dead as the dodo. Whether or
not it was the Minister’s own idea, I do
not know, but it would be a totally futiie
exercise as the motion should not be de-
bated in this House.

Mr Harman: I wonder why the Premier
intends to allow him to move it.

Mr FLETCHER: Yes, I do, too. And I
still wonder why the Minister—
Severa]l members interjected.

Mr FLETCHER: When the cross-con-
versation is concluded—

The SPEAKER: Order!
for Fremantle.

Mr FLETCHER: I want to know why
the Minister is trying to resurrect the anti-
communist issue and hreathe life hack into
it In an effort to disadvantage those on
this side of the House. As I have said,
the issue is worn out and no political
mileage is to be gained by it. However,
because of the Minister’s intention, the
present amendment is before us and I am
on my feet prineipally as a consequence
of the fact that the Minister happened
to mention what my Federal counterpart
said, or was alleged to have said—it was
probably read out of context—Iin 1966.

The member
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Subject to your indulgence, Mr Speaker,
and that of the House, I will acquaint
members opposite with what I said in
Ottawa in 1966. My remarks are recorded
in Hansard No. 2 of 1967, because that was
the first opportunity I had to speak in the
House and indicate what I sald in Ottawa
where I represented this Parliament. What
I said then was alleged to have been almost
treacherous, but it is now regarded as
being quite respectable because many, in-
cluding members of the clergy, now sup-
port what the radical member for Fre-
mantle said in 1866.

What I said about this particular matter
during my speech on the Address-in-Reply
debate is recorded at page 1202, and it is
worth reading—and I say that without
any desire to be egotistical.

I was in Canada at the time as a
delegate from this State Parliament to a
Commonwealth Parliamentary Association
Conference. In my speech in Hansard I
mentioned that the member for Fremantle
was a delegate representing a portion of
those 760 million people represented by all
delegates. I explained to the House at the
time that the subjects discussed were the
Commonweaith and the world, interna-
tional affairs, and Vietnam. I said—

I will now read the consensus of
opinion, though I will not go into a
great deal of detail. It reads as
follows:—

The danger of esgalation of the
war in Vietham was generally
recognized. United States military
action in South-East Asia and the
mistrust existing there and else-
where between communist and
non-communist blocks were
poisoning international relations.
All effort should be directed to
bringing an end to hostilities in
Vietnam and to bridging the dan-
gerous gulf beitween East and
West.

Certain delegates—
Let me interpolate here to indicate that
the member for Fremantle was included.
To continue—

—strongly criticised U.S. policy.
As self -appointed policeman of the
world, the U.S. misconceived the
problem in Asia; it hinged not on
communism but on whether Asia
should or should not continue to
be dominated by the West.

That, fundamentally, was, and stitl is, the
issue in the world today and that is how
I see it. I would like members to look on
me, not as an elder statesman, but as a
sincere person. I admit I am not young,
but, as members will recall, the Minister
stated that these radical ideas emanated
from the radical young members on the
other side of the House. I am giving an
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opinion of a person who is rapidly ap-
proaching the stage of being a superan-
nuated member.

I marched in the moratorium parades
and I am proud that I did, because I
deplored the fact that our youth were
being taken from this country—

Mr Hartrey: Hear, hear!

Mr FLETCHER.: --to fight, on foreign
soil, an undeclared war that had nothing
at all to do with us. They were fighting
simply because we were tied to the
American war machine.

As I have explained previcusly, if one
country is tied economically to another
it is under some obligation to sup-
port that ally, or so it was assumed. As a
consequence, we became involved simply
because the Australian Government was
in that position. In respect of Australia,
as I have also said previously, if 2 coun-
try which is dominant in trade with an-
other country has that trade withdrawn, it
ends up in trouble. A country in such &
position can then either join the country
with which it trades, as an ally, or lose
that financial assistance. Australia, under
an anti-Labor Government, capitulated
todsuch a threat and so we became invol-
ved.

Prior to the first session an ex-Federal
member, Mr Peter Howson, attempted to
tell me in a hotel room one night what I
would say at the conference. I clearly told
him I had traveiled 10 000 miles to express
my own thoughts and I am proud of what
I sald because what I said is indeed rele-
vant now. We were associated with an is-
sue which has since totally discredited us.

I wish members had listened to the 7
o'clock news tonight; they would have
heard a commentator saying that Da
Nang had returned almost to normal, and
all the events envisaged had not occur-
red, Kiddles were back at school and
everything else was almost normal. The
member for Rockingham was present with
me and heard the news item and, as I have
said, I wish other members, too, had heard
it. These comments are not my own; they
were stated on the news service tonight.
The commentator said that the situation
was returning to normal and people were
being looked after. All those things that
were to happen did not happen. As a mat-
ter of fact, the commentator was told he
could move about as he wished, and that

he would be able to go to Saigon in the
near fufure.

I am aware that repeating what I had
to say in 1968 does smack somewhat of
saying, “I told you so”. It is easy to be
wise with hindsight but, for some reason or
other, I happened to be wise with foresight.
ang I could see the situation developing.
I went on to say—

If as a consequence of my few min-
utes address—

Here I am speaking In Ottawa. To con-
tinue—
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—any delegates are convinced that
Australia's role in international af-
falrs in Asia is inimical to her own
and Asia’s, and the world’s best inter-
ests, then I ask those delegates to re-
quest their various Governments to
endeavour to influence Australia
away from her present involvement in
Vietnam.

Some of my comments were printed in
The West Australian in a paragraph which
occeupied about two inches. That is why I
had my comments recorded in Hansard.
Even if my comments do nothing more
than gather dust here I am able to refer
to them as I am doing tonight. I would not
have spoken tonight if my remarks were
not pertinent to what has already been
said.

I spoke about being a white-skinned
Asian among a billion coloured Asians. 1
said that 1t was stupid for us in Austra-
lasifa—Austral meaning south and Asia be-
ing self-explanatory—to be involved in
Vietnam. I went on to say that our action
in Vietnam was tantamount to slapping a
swarm of hees Immediately abaove our
heads. We do not have to crawl to our As-
ian neighbours, but we do not have to
antagonise them either, I consider that if
we attack one coloured Asian we attack
all coloured Asians, I thought that as a
patriotic Australian it was my duty toe put
this point of view, whether or not I was
authorised to do so. My remarks went
on-——

I wani delegates to know that Gal-
lup Polls—

I am talking about 1966. To continue—

—reveal that a majority of those of
the 11,000,000 questioned, are op-
posed to the negation of democracy
in the sending of our conscripted
youth to invade any part of Asia in
an undeclared war.

I would like to emphasise that: It was
undeclared war. How did it come about?
Because Johnson was highly imaginative
and clalmed that the whole might of the
American Navy had been attacked, The
only vessels which could have attacked the
American Navy were a few Vietnamese
canoes and the attack was alleged to have
taken place in the Gulf of Tonkin,

Whether the attack ever took place or
was by a few canoces, or by torpedo craft,
the reaction was not justified. The Ameri-
cans intended to attack, and so they
looked for reasons, even imaginary ones.
The Americans tried to do what the whole
French nation failed to do in one century.
Like the French, they suffered ignomini-
ous defeat, in a situation I did not want
to see happen to a western world nation.
We were part of that defeat, and that
concerns me. That was my atftitude then,
and it still is. It is 2 notorlous fact that
not one of the Governments which have
ruled South Vietnam since 1854 has been
democratic. The country has been ruled
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by military forces which have forcibly
suppressed opposition. I went on to say-—

Yet here we are an allegedly demo-
cratic nation—a party to an invasion
of an Asian neighbour’s soil to assist
any but a democratic regime.

I reason the situation this way,
Asians have as much right to repel
invasion from Australia as Australia
has to repel invasion from Asia.

That is simple logic to me. I went on to
say—

Like many thousands of other Aus-
tralian volunteers I joined forces with
others some 20 odd years ago to repel
imminent Asian invasion of Austra-
lian scil. I submit that Vietham today
is attempting to repel an American-
Ausiralian invasion force which has
crossed thousands of miles of ocean
to ensure continuation of the Western
presence and influence in that part of
Asia.

Why cannot members opposite open their
minds to such logic and be less con-
servative in their attitudes of sticking to
causes which are long dead? I went on to
say—

Should we be surprised if the State
of North Vietnam comes to the aid of
South Vietnam when invaded? Do
they all become “Commies”, or “Com-
mos” because they object to belng in-
vaded and having their children,
parents, homes and property bombed
and buwnt?

The quickest way to get people, who are
not living in the western way of life, into
a communist camp is to bomb them into
that camp. They arrive at the conclusion
that they have the choice elther to accept
the western way of life complete with
bombs, napalm, bayonets, and so on, or to
go the other way., The quickest way to
drive them that way is to take the action
we took.

That was the argument I was develop-
ing. I went on to say—

I believe there is an obligation on
such a gathering as is here convened,
to remind those who profess and sub-
scribe to democracy, and accompany-
ing Parliamentary system that some-
thing more than lip service is expected
from signatories of the United Nations
Charter . . .

Further down I sald—

... I see little purpose in electing
myself or Federal collezgues to Aus-
tralian ParHament, if decisions over
which we have no control or opportu-
nity to debate, are made and imposed
upon us by representatives in Wash-
ington or elsewhere.

These interjections then followed—
Mr Court: I hope you made it clear
that was your personal view,
Mr Graham: He would not be alone
in that opinion.
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Mr Brand: You would share it.

Mr Graham: As do a number of
people everywhere.

Then I said—
I did. I would like to continue so
that this can appesr in print, because
I am not ashamed of it.

I will not repeat the speech I made before,
but later on I said—

Let us briefly investigate what
America and her reluctant allies are
fighting. Principally the N.L.F. assis-
ted now by Northern relatives,

If Western Australia were attacked we
would expect to be assisted by South Aus-
tralia, Vietorla, or any other State of
Australia. If we would expect that to hap-
pen in Australia, why would we not con-
cede to North Vietnam the right to help
cousins, friends, and relatives in the south
in repelling an invasion?

I do not wear an RSL badge—some
members opposite would wear it on their
pyjamas because they are that way in-
clined—but if Australia were invaded by
Asians, despite my age I would reach for
a gun, as would members on the other
side of the House. That being so, why do
they deny to the Vietnamese the right to
do likewise?

It was not a Labor Government which
sent our troops to Vietham. I say the
troops went there as part of the anti-
communist crusade; and anybody who
objected to those troops going to Vietnam
was automatically branded a communist
sympathiser. The issue divided the nation
and the Liberal and Couniry Parties won
election after election on it, To my way
of thinking, it was no more than a gim-
mick, and it won election after election.
And what was the cost of it? About 600
Australian lives. In effect, we paid for
those election resulis in Australian blood
and in American blood, 55 000 Americans;
were killed, Millions of Viethamese were
killed; their irrigation schemes were
bombed in order to deny the people water
with which to grow their crops, and de-
foliants were dropped on them. I cannot
imagine people who are supposed to be
civilised supporting such a policy or being
party to it. Surely we are not so divided in
our ideclogies that members on the other
side would condone what was done.

Mr Laurance: Would you support the
North Vietnamese who are slaughtering
the South Vietnamese with the latest
Russian equipment?

Mr Hartrey: Rubbish!

Mr Laurance: That is the way you are
putting it.

Mr FLETCHER: I did not say that at
all.

Mr Laurance:
acceptable to you.

You said it was more
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Mr FLETCHER: I think the honourable
member knows I am more sincere than to
say that. To coniinue with what I said
in Ottawa in 1966—

The National Liberation Front is a
coalition of three political parties
opposed to the Saigon dictatorship. It
is led by a non-Communist lawyer,

I mentioned this for the benefit of the
Premier and members on the front bench
opposite. I went on to say—

On its committee are Buddhist and
Catholic Priests, Protestant Clergy,
small business men and professional
people. It has its own Government in
the South Vietnamese countryside
with its own laws, taxation system
and health and education services.

That always existed there, and as their
countrymen approached from the north
southern troops dropped their arms.

Mr Laurance: You know they are com-
munists.,

Mr FLETCHER: I pointed out the king
of people who comprised the National
Liberation Front, Dges the honourable
member mean to say because he defends
his own country a person is a communist?
I wish the member for Gascoyne would
listen rather than interject.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Blaikie):
I think the member for Fremantle should
address the Chair.

Mr FLETCHER: It is very natural that
the honourable member should take excep-
tion to what I am saying because he is
young and conservative, and young and
old conservatives will not accept the fact
that what we on this side of the House
have said all along has been vindicated.
We cannot implant the western way of
life in anybody’s mind. It cannot be
thrust onto people with a bayonet. We
may kill people but we cannot kill an idea
with bombs, bayonets, and the other
frightful weapons that were used by us
and our allies. The National Liberation
Front was not then communist, and many
associated with it today are not com-
munists. Many intellectuals support it. 1
went on to say—

The Democratic Party of Vietnam ...
a viclently anti-communist group, who
had formerly supported the discredited
Bao Dai, estimated in July, 1963, that
the National Liberation Pront had the
support of a least 75 per cent. of the
people of South Vietnam, and ruled
about 80 per cent of the country.

That was the situation, but the American
umbrella of B562 aireraft dropped a great
tonnage of bombs on a State the size of
a pocket handkerchief in comparison with
the size of Europe, in trying to smash
those people into submission. Yet the
member for Karrinyup says these people
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were communists, If ever they had justi-
fication for anything, they now have
justification for being communists, hecause
that huge tonnage of bombs would disil-
lusion anybody about the western way of
life. On page 1204 of Hansard for 1967
1 listed the objectives aof the National
Liberation Front, as follows—

(1) Overthrow of the military dic-
tatorship within Saigon.

Eiection of a National Assembly
with universal suffrage, freedom of
opinion, Press, assembly, ftrade
unionism, and religion,

General amnesty for all political
prispohers—dissolution of all con-
centration carnps.

Suppression of foreign monepolies
and encouragement of national
industry.

Agrarian reform on the basis of
“land to those wheo till it.”

Education—to liquidate illiteracy
from all.

To establish s National army, to
abolish the draft, and to abolish
all foreign military bases.

And I refer members to the last one In
particular, The American war machine
was not satisfied with the toehold it had
in South Korea; it wanted an additional
toehold in Asla, inh Vietham, and that is
how the cause developed; the cause of
war, because American bases were required
iIn South Vietnam.

At that time I wanted to know who
appointed America the policeman of Asia.
It was the first time I had heard that ex-
pression, and I used It myself. I have
since seen it used, and I would like to
think I was the originator of it. I have
seen it quite often in print since. A
prestigious American who was not a dele-
gate but an ohserver wanted to know who
had asked: Who appceinted America the
policeman of Asia? I said I had. I might
add that observer, Senator William Ful-
bright, shook me by the hand. I told him
that he was as good as a breath of fresh
air to Australia because of the policies he
espoused about the American intervention
in South Vietham. He Is a delightful man,
a humanitarian man, who, desplie the
opposition and vilifieation he recelved in
his own country, was proud enough to
carry a flag In opposition to the Vietnam
war.

I am proud I carried that flag in 19686,
even If I was condemned by members
opposite for doing so. I have read only
part of what I said on that occaston. Let
me say that not only the coloured people
of Asta clapped me when I sat down, but
also many of our own white people clapped
me to endorse what I had said.

I find 1t strange to come back here all
these vears later and still fight the same
fight as a consequence of the motion
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which the Minister for Labour and In-
dustry proposes to move. As I say, our
amendment would not have been moved
had 1t not been for the notice of motion.

Let us look at the declining support
heing recelved by the Amerlcans and the
Thieu Government, I wish to refer to The
West Ausiralian of the 10th April, 1975.
I do not, want to alarm members opposite,
50 I will read only a small portion of the
article. It is headed, "Attack on city close
to Salgon”, and I wish to quote the fol-
lowing paragraph—

A moderate Buddhist group which
has been a steadfast supporter of the
Sajgon Government over the past few
years has called on President Thieu
to resign.

In a letter dated April 1 but made
public only todey, the Venerable
Thich Tam Chau criticised President
Thieu for falling to deploy his troops
to prevent what he called a disaster
among the armed forces and people.

This comment came from a Buddhist
source. I point out to the House that
many Buddhist priests tipped petrel over
themselves, and then set alight to them-
selves to demonstrate opposition to what
the west was doing to the easf in Vietnam.

Mr Jamieson: What did Madam Neu
say about that?

Mr FLETCHER: The priests did that
because they were opposed to the war.
However, there are conservative buddhists
inst as there are conservatives on the
other side of the House, and this con-
servative element did not tell the people
what to do until what they considered to
be the enemy was on the doorstep.

In The West Australian of the 4th April,
1975, under the heading, “Thieu in peril
as Reds near’”, we see the following—

As communist troops rolled almost
unchecked towards Saigon today
pressure mounted on President Nguyen
Van Thieu to hand over the leader-
ship of South Vietnam.

The pertinent paragraph in this report
is the following—

South Vietnam’s Roman Catholic
primate, Archbishop Nguyen Van
Binh, lent his weight today to the
move for politlcal change.

A brief statement bearing the pri-
mate’s signature called on President
Thieu to “respond to the people’s
hopes for an immediate and orderly
change in leadership.”

He cited an appeal by the Senate
yesterday which called for new leader~
ship and said this appeal reflected
the people’s aspiration for change.

Now those two distinguished venerable
gentlemen were very quiet while the west
was winning; and while Thieu's troops
were winning they were significantly quiet.
However, as I say, since there has been a
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reversal, they have deserted the sinking
ship. As pointed out by the member for
Boulder-Dundas, one of the leaders, Lon
Nol, attempted to leave the country via
Swissair, with $54 million-worth of gold.
Yet his troops were hungry and the people
were hungry.

Mr Rushton: Do you think they eould
eat gold?

Mr FLETCHER: The report was that
these leaders wanted to ship 16 tonnes of
gold to a Swiss bank.

Mr Rushton: Do you think it wise to
leave it to the communists?

Mr FLETCHER: That is the cause the
State Government is supporting. That
money belonged rightly to the people, and
their leaders were trying to desert them.
Now perhaps members understand why the
troops are not enthusiastic about the war.
It is little wonder that refugees are being
slaughtered and the troops are throwing
down their guns.

I saw the fleure the other day of the
cost of America's recently lost equip-
ment in the war in Vietham. It was given
as $15000 million—$15 billion—of the
American taxpayers’ money. This money
and equipment have gohe down the drain;
the troops threw down their arms because
they had no cause to fight; and they
were totally disillusioned with the cause
and the leadership. And yet we sent troops
to back them up—for nothing more than
political gain., Qur nation was divided—
one Australian against another—simoly so
that elections could ke won, That may be
said to be drawing a long bow, but I can-
not see it otherwise, and nor can many
other people,

In tonight’s issue of the Daily News we
have a report from a commentator in
Saigon. He is there, and not safely in this
place as I am, This is part of his report—

He sald the city was ‘“strangely
calm—almost fatalistic,” but Govern-
ment troops were abandoning positions
en masse.

The troops are abandoning their positions
simply because their officers have accepted
the troops’ pay whilst the troops deserted
the front lines and went home. Now no
doubt the officer class has done very nicely
out of the war, but the unfortunate troops
do not have a2 cause for which to fight,
and naturally they are deserting.

In The West Australien of the 12th
April, 1975, we find the following—
There are tens of thousands of
other South Vietnamese intellectuals,
professors and teachers, editors and
opinion leaders who have supported
the South Vietnamese cause and the
alliance with the U.S, We have a pro-
found moral obligation to them.

This American commentator is saying that
we have a moral obligation to these people,
not only to get the 6 000 American people
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out of Saigon, but also to take their quis-
lings and collaborators with them. Of
course, these people have a vested interest
in collaborating with the Americans be-
cause of the associated payola. The article
goes on to say—

The immediate reaction in Congress,
embittered by the billions of dollars
spent and the 55,000 American lives
lost in the Vietnam cause, was mainly
cold and antagonistic.

It is antagonistic to suggest to people that
they should contribute hundreds of mil-
lions, or even thousands of millions of dol-
lars to be poured down the drain in Asia.
The next paragraph says—

Senator John McLellan, of Arkan-
sas, a Southern conservative Democrat
who heads the powerful appropriations
committee, said: “Further aid will just
prolong the conflict and perhaps post-
pone, briefly, the inevitable

This statement could be more appropri-
ately used in connection with the motion
to be moved by the Minister for Labour
and Industry, because it emphasises what
the Minister is criticising someone else for
saying. I draw members’' attention again
to the senator's comment, “Further aid
will just prolong the conflict and perhaps
postpone, briefly, the inevitable.” As I said,
our Deputy Prime Minister passed a sim-
ilar remark, for which he is heing vilified
by the Minister for Labour and Industry.

Much of my thunder has been stolen
by those who have spoken before me. Mem-
bers apposite have tried to point out that
President Thieu was elected at a demo-
cratic election; but he was the only can-
didate, Conservative and all as members
on the other side of the House are, at least
they give us the opportunity to contest
elections. President Thieu did not have an
opponent: his opponent was convenfently
in gaol.

Mr Mensarcs: How many opponents did
the North Vietnamese fellow have?

Mr FLETCHER: This situation was re-
peated in South Korea when Pak was
elected; his opponent was in gaol with a
fractured skull—the result of a very con-
venient accident.

Mr B. T. Burke: I am sure you mean
he was in hospital.

Mr FLETCHER: I do not think they
were humanitarian enough even to put
him in a hospital gaol. It is people with
that sort of polities we assisted by send-
ing our men to die in Vietnam. We sent
them there to bolster up a rotten regime
like that,

I did not want to have to speak on the
issue again, but I was provoked into doing
so. I support the amendment moved hy
the member for Ascot.

MR CRANE (Moore) [9.31 pm.]: Firstly,
I am sorry I have to rise to waste further
time tonlght when there is so much busi-
ness before the House, However, as I
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have been named in the debate this even-
ing I feel it is only reasonable that I
should make at least some response to
the remarks made.

The member for Balga named me as
having addressed a seminar on inflation
at Morley on the 10th August, last vear.
He was quite right; there is no doubt that
I did address the seminar, However, I
just wonder tonight, if what I saild at that
seminar is in issue., What has this to do
with the amendment before the House? I
wonder whether the member for Balga Is
embarking on a little crusade of character
assassination. I would hope not, because
I can assure sll members—and I am sure
they will believe me—that I shall never
stoop to such tacties in this House. 1
know for a positive fact many members on
both sides of the House would not do it,
either. 1 see the Leader of the Opposition
sitting opposite; I have a great deal of
regard for him, and I am sure he would
not be a party to such tactlcs.

However, during the course of the de-
bate the member for Balga mentioned
that I had not responded to his comment;
that I made no interjection, and therefore
I must be guilty, or words to that effect.
May I remind all members that possibly
I would he one of the few members in
this House who does not interject. Per-
haps I will learn the habit as time goes
on, but I would hope not. I have always
been a firm bhellever in the right of every
person to put his point of view, and I be-
have accordingly. I belleve we all have
a right to be heard and that we have a
right to respond to what has been said
about us. Those are the tactics I adopt,
and I hope I will always continue to adopt
them, I recall some words spoken by a
famous and great statesman many vears
ago. I cannot recite them exactly as they
were spoken, but they were to this effect:
Whilst I do not agree with what you say,
I will defend to my death your right to
say it.

Mr Fletcher: It was Voltaire.

Mr CRANE: That is right, it was Vol-
taire. I believe those few words contaln a
great deal of principle. I hope to enunciate
that principle here and I will respect all
other members who make an endeavour to
do likewise because I believe the conduct
of this House would be ever so much better
if we adopted that principle instead of
allowing the debate to turn into a dog
fight as sometimes happens, So I have
defended my right not to interject tonight.

I refer to the seminar to which I was
quite rightly accused of speaking. My
reason for so doing is that I was invited
by a member of my electorate to speak as
his elected representative in Parliament,
It was requested that I speak on the
politicians’® dilemma of inflatlon. With
your permission, Mr Speaker, I would like
to read a few short passages of my speech
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on that occasion io glve you some idea
of the manner in which I spoke. These
were my opening words—

Mr. Chairman, Ladies & Gentlemen,

I must confess that I was rather
surprised, and perhaps a little flattered
that a member of Parllament, so
recently elected as I, should be offered
the opportunity of dellvering this
address today.

Point of Order

Mr BARNETT: On a point of order,
Sir, T understand that what the member
for Moore is speaking about has nothing
to do with the amendment.

The SPEAKER: I am inclined to agree
that at the present time it has nothing
to do with the amendment, but I am per-
mitting the member for Moore to speak
briefly on this issue as his name was men-
tloned in certain circumstances which had
relation to the debate in hand. Therefore
I helleve the member for Moore is entitled
to make a brief report on the matter. Of
course, he must not base his speech on it.

Debate fon amendment to motion)
Resumed

Mr CRANE: Thank you, Sir. I might
add I am quite prepared to table this
address if the House so desires. In fact,
I request permission to do so. I certainly
will not take long to get to the point I
was endeavouring to make. My address
continned—

I considered the matter for some
time before srriving at a decision, and
then on realising that I was being
asked by a member of my electorafe, I
felt it my responsibility to oblige If at
all possible. My two main concerns
were firstly, as a new member of Par-
liament, I do not have a great deal of
experience from which to draw my
conclusions professionally, and sec-
ondly, I felt I could not match the
calibre of the other speakers you have
here today.

The SPEAKER: Order! I think the mem-
ber should paraphrase his remarks to give
the House an idea of what he said at the
seminar. I do not think I can continue to
allow him to make the guotation in full.

Mr CRANE: Thank you, Sir; I will not
carry on with this line. I respect your rul-
ing. As I sald before, my address to the
seminar 1s available for anyone to read.

If I may continue in my previous vein, I
would say In defence of speaking at the
seminar that I am sure that because a
person goes to church it does not neces-
sarily follow that he is a Christian, If I read
the Bible I am sure it does not necessarily
follow I am a Christian. And if anyone reads
the communist manifesto I am sure that
would not make him a communist.
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We must learn from life. We must be pre-
pared to listen to others because that is
how we learn, For that reason I have never
vet been afrald to stand and hear what
people say so that from them I may learn
and make my own Judeements. I helieve
that Is a reasonable conclusion for any per-
son to come to.

I might mention also that the Reverend
Father Justin of New Norcia was a guest
speaker at the seminar. I do not know
lﬁpw members opposite would like to brand

1,

The member for Ascot in moving his a-
mendment mentioned during an exchange
of interjections with the Premier that one
cannot beat an idea with a bullet. I believe
the member for Fremantle made a similar
suggestion only a short while ago. I should
like to peint out that I believe there are
times when it is necessary to beat ideas
with bullets; it is necessary for survival.

I recall the 1930s, when the greatest
scourge that ever faced humanity, the Nazi
Party, came into power in Germany. The
hazis had ideas; Nazi Germany had ideas.
However, I do not helieve as the member
for Ascot said, that we had any chance of
beating those ideas with a better idea.
We had s bhetter idea but we had to resort
to bullets.

We remember at that time that Hitler,
the leader of the nazis, always claimed he
wanted peace, and many in the world be-
lieved him. He wanted peace, all right! He
wanted 3 piece of Ausiria, a piece of Czech-
oslovakia, and & piece of Poland!

It was when he moved into Poland that
Britain declared war on Germany, and
Australin followed suit within a matter of
a few hours. I would suggest that that
example outrules the suggestion of the
member for Ascot that we cannot beat an
idea with a bullet, because we did.

I will not continue to discuss that period
because it was a rather unfortunate period
in our history and perhaps started many of
the troubles we face today. However, we
should remember that the ides Hitler had
was to rule the world himself; in the pro-
cess, he murdered six million Jews. I believe
we had every right to take our bullets and
beat that idea.

A very prominent person who was in the
House yesterday—I will not mention his
name—was disappointed that people had
stood up in this House in defence of the
senseless slaughfer of human beings, Good-
;}ess knows, he has seen a lot of such kil-
ing,

He said, “It hurts me to hear people cal-
led nazis when in fact they fought the
nazis and it hurts me to see people not
appreciating the freedom we enjoy when
they have never had their arses in a cock-
pit.” I hope you will excuse me for using
such an expression, Mr Speaker, but I am
sure you understand what I mean.
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We must appreciate what we have and
the many people who gave it to us. This
amendment has been moved to a motion
we on this side of the House moved as an
Address-in-Reply to the Governor’s Speech.
Reference has been made to comments I
made during my speech in this debate,
when I referred to communism. My
philosophy towards communism is that I
reject It at all costs; I make no bones
about that. I do noi accept communism
and I do not accept anyone wishing to
thrust it upon me or my own people
against their will.

I would remind members of the House
that since the last World War, the wars
of the world have been civil wars. I refer,
of course, to the wars in Korea, Cambodia,
and all these other places. They have been
the direct cause of communist unrest. We
must remember that the communist works
in a very deflnite and predetermined man-
ner. He hreaks down the moral fibre of a
nation and then attacks it from within.

I believe it is up to us as responsible
peoble to see that the moral fibre of this
nation is not tampered with, because that
would eventually lead to communists at-
tacking us from within,

Mr Jamieson: Tell us something about
the Chile situation.

Mr CRANE: What—the wheat we
wanted to sell them?

Mr Jamieson: ‘That is all you are in-
terested in.

Mr CRANE: No, not really.

Mr Jamieson: You are not concerned
about how many people are being killed
over there.

Mr CRANE: I said eariier that T did
not intend to speak for long this evening,
because there is a lot of business before
the House.

Mr Harman: Yes, 20 Bills!

ir Young: Who is stopping them from
going through?

Mr CRANE: I hope I have adequately
defended myself against comments regard-
ing my address to the seminar. I believe
members opposite are entitled to put thetr
views, just as I am entitled to put forward
my views. T have already declared very
firmly that I reject communism at all
costs; I believe the memhers of my party
reject it also.

However, I would hope the remarks
made about me tonight were not meant
to cast any aspersions on other members
of my party. I accept all responsibility for
any actions I may take and I assure all
members that I am not afraid to stand
up anywhere and defend myself for any
of those actions.

It is regrettable that the debate has
been so protracted by these matters. In
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conclusion in speaking against this amend-
ment I should like to restate my complete
hatred—that would be a satisfactory word,
when I consider what it does to people—
of communism. I can assure you, Mr
Speaker, and all members of the House
that if there is any person in Australia
at present or in the future who has any
ideas that one day he may be the Com-
missar of Kununurra, well before he is the
member for Moore will be dead.

MR SKIDMORE (Swan) [9247 pm.]l: I
wish to speak in support of the amend-
ment and I should like to quote that part
of it which is the very essence of the
reason we on this side of the House believe
the amendment should receive the en-
dorsement of the Parliament. It states—

We are compelled by recent events
in Australia and South East Asia to
advise the administrator that—

“Liberal and Country Party
Members and Governments
throughout Australia must now
accept full responsibility for the
decision, based upon a philosophy
of fear and hatred, which led
Australia to become an active par-
ticipant in the civil war in Viet-
nam”.
It may be felt that such an amendment
would open up debate where emotions be-
came aroused and people became irrational
in their utterances in the House. I should
like to refer to two such irrational utter-
ances which have been made tonight.

Firstly, I refer to the comments of the
member for Karrinyup, who, in his address,
showed his lack of understanding of the
harm wars do o people, nations, and alt
concerned. Because he dealt for so long
not with the motion before the Chair but
with communism, I felt compelled to raise
a point of order so that the honourable
member would be brought hack to the
matter before the House.

The hatred of communism which has
been expounded by several Government
supporters seems to be born out of a fear;
a simllar fear to that to which I have been
subjected over the last 30 or 35 years.
Even during my industrial life, I was
accused of being the fellow traveller of the
communists—for what that is worth. If I
have been, then I have been. I have been
accused of being a sympathiser with com-
munist causes; if I have been, then so
be it; I do not deny it.

However, members should look at the
points of communist philosephy with which
I sympathise. It is not the name of the
party in which I believe; it is what is
behind some of its philosophies. It is the
connotations that others place upon the
“red” bogey that I do not support. Mem-
bers opposite have raised the socialist
bogey; I am proud to be a socialist. I do
not expound the theories of communism

1
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that members opposite expound when they
tell us of the hatred and greed Indulged in
by communists throughout the world.

This is not so and those members are
well aware of that. This is the old bogey
that has been dragged out over the years
and it has become sickening to listen to
it being raised again and again and again.
In fact, the immaturity and the lack of
knowledge of the member for Karrinyup
has been shown by his constant reference
to this bogey of communism. He said
that he used to be a lecturer in political
history, but I would suggest that the only
political history he bothered to study or
research was the question of communism
which he raised time and time again to-
night, because from all that research not
one whit of wisdom has he gained.

The Minister for Labour and Industry
mede some statement, in rather heated
terms, about communists. He may call
them what he likes but I regard them, in
the true sense, as being socialists in their
own country, and history will reveal the
accuracy of my statement whether or not
the members on the other side of the
House agree with me. Of course, I realise
that they will never accept the theory
that there is some good to be gained from
socialism. Statements have been made
that electlons held in communistic coun-
tries virtually amount to g gerrymander
because there is only one party for whom
the people can vote, However, if the
USSR desires to embrace an election sys-
tem of its own, that is its business. The
system is not made any better by drawing
a comparison with the democratic system
we have in Australia, because when it
comes to a question of voting in elections
under our democratic system, even in this
State, it could perhaps be said that a
gerrymander is in existence here.

However, I do not want to develop that
theme of hatred because it has no merit
and makes no sound contribution to the
debate before the Chair. Nevertheless,
that is all we have heard from members
on the other side of the House tonight.
They have done nothing but make an at-
tack against communism when, in fact,
it is socialism.

Frequently the Minister for Labour and
Industry interjected by asking, “Who is
killing whom in South Vietnam?" and
every time he came back with the answer
it was ithe North Vietnamese who were
killing people in South Vietnam. If that
is so I do not know why the war in
South Vietnam did not end 10 years ago;
that is, if there is only one group of
people responsible for the killiing of the
South Vietnamese. How dishonest can a
member of Parliament be in trying to
claim that there is only one antagonist
In a war? Of course peaple are being
killed by the North Vietnamese and also
by the South Vietnamese and I object to
that in the same way as anyone else,
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I have no time for war and the harm
and death it leaves in its wake, apart alto-
gether from the misery that is caused to
those people who do not even take up arms
in a war.

I ask those members on the other side
of the House to take their minds back to
a few short weeks ago and to think of
who was doing the killing in South Viet-
nam. They will recall the terrible fate
met by the refugees who tried to board an
aircraft when trying to get out of Saigon,

Mr Clarko: It was not Salgon.

Mr SKIDMORE: Well, it was some other
South Vietnamese town.

Mr Clarko: It does make g difference.

Mr SKIDMORE: No doubt the member
for Karrinyup will get his name recorded
in Hansard for posterity. I apologise. It
was not Saigon. I have been properly
corrected by the memkbker for Iiar;m.vutp.
However, these refugees were trying to
board an atrcraft at some airfleld in South
Vietnam. Members on the other side of
the House may laugh when I make men-
tion of only an airfield, but it is well
known that those who shot down their
own people and killed them were the
South Vietnamese soldiers who tried to
board the plane before the refugees. There-
fore it is of no use Government members
trying to say that only one group of pecple
have killed South Vietnamese.

Several members interjected.

Mr SKIDMORE: The member for Kar-
rinyup has had his opportunity to ma}:e
his contribution to the debate and vir-
tually all we got from him was an attack
on communists during practically three
parts of his speech and he made no con-
tribution to the amendment to the mo-
tion that is before the Chalr, If the
member for Karrinyup would only keep
quiet and let me get on with my speech
we would all be much better informed.

It becomes patently clear to all of us
thai the proposition expounded by the
members of the Government and those
who are opposed to this amendment is
simply one of posing the qupstlon: Who is
dolng the killing in South Vietnam? If the
member for Karrinyup cannot be -in-
cere, I can, and I say in all sincerity that
it is not only the North Vietnamese who
are doing the killing In South Vietnam.

Mr Clarko: If the communist aggressors
left South Vietnam there would be no more
1lling.

Mr Jamieson: If one West Perth foot-
baller left the State Subiaco would have
no trouble on Anzac Day.

Mr SKIDMORE: All that members op-
posite wish to do is to raise that time-
worn bogey of communism which I am try-
ing to avoid.

Mr Clarko: You are avoiding it alto-
gether.
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Mr SKIDMORE: I am not trying to avoid
it because I do not believe In it. I do not
want to become involved in the matter
because it has nothing to do with the
amendment before the Chair. Therefore
the question that was posed by the Mlni§-
ter for Labour and Industry as to who is
deing the killing, certainly does not stand
up when it 1s obvious that there are people
on both sides who are doing the kiiling in
South Vietnam, and I am afraid that this
is often the outcome of any war.

I do not want to dwell on the history of
the Vietnamese war, hecause in all prob-
ability I will be laughed at in view of the
fact that I cannot pronounce some of the
names of the people involved In that war.
However, many pechle throughout the
world could be in the same position, be-
cause there is difficulty in pronouncing
many of the names of the leaders, presi-
dents, generals, and other leading digni-
taries in Vietnam. However, the difficulty
a person may have in pronouncing such
names does not make any less valid the
point that people In South Vietnam are be-
ing killed by more than one group.

On the question of pronunciation I
would say that even in this House the
English language is used in some strange
ways and I have no hesitation in saylng
that probably I would be one of the worst
offenders. Nevertheless I think the prin-
eipal aim is for & person to get his mes-
sage across. I make mention of that sim-
ply because it is cbvious that I have got
my message across to members on the
other slde of the Chamber; judging from
their interjections they are well aware of
the point I am trying to make in regard to
the killing of people In South Vietnam.

During his speech the Minister for La-
bour and Industry went on to outline what
he consldered would be the outcome of the
war after the advancing hordes had taken
over South Vietnam. He sald that the
communists would guickly come down on
the little fish in the pond. He quoted that
reference from an article, but I do not
know the date of it. However, it seems to
be a quote from statements made by
Lee Kuan Yew when he arrived in Austra-
lin and addressed several assemblies in the
Eastern States. I gquestion as to whether
or not he consldered the communist hordes
;Jgr]:tlld come down on the little fish in the

The Australian of the 9th April contains
an article dealing with the so-called
domino theory, which has been tossed out
even by the American Government as
being no longer valid, as having no essence
of truth, and as not likely to take place.

Mr Young: But it has taken place.

Mr SKIDMORE: Let us see what was
said by Mr Lee Kuan Yew, the Prime Min-
ister of Singapore. The article states—

This i1s why Mr Lee Euan Yew, the
Prime Minister of Singapore, appeared
to be blasé about the domino theory
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after his talks with Mr Whitlam last
week, when he dismissed the theory as
“old hash.” He is not worried about
any southward thrust hy communist
troops and, being a strong man with
tight control over his country, is not
unduly disturbed about insurgency
movements pathering strength either.

Yet the member for South Perth said that
at the time Mr Lee Kuan Yew was dis-
turbed about the little fishes in the pond
and the fear of their being gobbled up by
the encroaching hordes of communists,

I simply would like to make this reflec-
tion; If 850 milllon Chinese decided to
march southward, they would do so with
or without the support of members op-
posite or of anybody else. They would be
able to do that through sheer weight of
numbers, and practically without resis-
tance. However, have the Chinese ever
trieq to develop the theory of marching
south in a warlike way? Of course, mem-
hers on the Government side will know
what has happened.

Mr Clarko: What about the confliets in
Tibet and India?

Mr SKIDMORE: They have not made an
attack, as some members on the Govern-
ment side seemn to think. I shall not
swallow the bait of the member for Kar-
rinyup by discussing the Tibetan situatlon.
He might say that I am running away
from the argument, but I am not.

I turn to another part of the speech
made by the Minister for Labour and In-
dustry, who has just returned to the Cham-
ber. He made a remark ahout a statement
agttributed to Mr Lee Kuan Yew. In
another newspaper, the Nalional Review,
of the 4th to 10th April an article appear-
ed, which indicated that the reporters were
spot on in thelr analysis of what Mr Lee
Kuan Yew had said. The article fortifles
the other article I have mentioned.

1 shall paraphrase thiz article dealing
with the statement made by Mr Lee Kuan
Yew who happened to be in Australia at
the time. In effect he said that the domino
theory had already been discarded by the
same people who had invented it—the
American State Department—and that
Singapore had not felt in the least
threatened.

However, Mr Fraser, the Federal Leader
of the Opposition, considered as authentic
such on-the-spot authorities as The Syd-
ney Morning Herald cartoons which depict,
for example, Mao Tse Tung pushing over
g line of dominoes while Jim Calrns looked
on in glee. Such are the means by which
Mr Fraser 1s convinced that the domino
theory is in existence, and this is one as-
pect which worries the Australian public,
So much for the concern of Mr Lee Kuan
Yew.

There then entered Into the troubled
situation in Vietnam & light comedy period,
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in which three musketeers took up arms
and sallied north into enemy territory, in
order to see at first hand what was going
on in the countries affected. They came
bhack after spending about two days in
those countries, and made great pro-
nouncements about the problems of the
refugees and the orphans; they gave &
complete solution for a war that has de-
feated the efforts of many great statesmen.
The three musketeers who came back to
Australia with the answer were Peacock,
Sinclalr, and Sulllvan,

They went to the trouble-torn country
of Vietnam, and at the time much play
was made in the Press of the fact that they
paid their expenses out of their own poc-
kets. Great play was made of the fact
that these three persons went to South-
East Asia in order to solve the problems of
Vietnam, when in fact that was not their
purpose. All that they were required to
do was to get to Bangkok, irom where they
would be ferried around by American
officials.

Those three persons were ferried around
Cambodia and Vietham on a fact-finding
mission. Let us see how much these great
men of wisdom-—the three musketeers
—did to solve the problems of Vietnam. I
have a little run-down on their activities,
which I prepared because I did not want
to elaborate on the problems associated
with those three persons.

What happened was that they landed
in Bangkok, from where they were fown
intc the city of Phnom Penh., They were
supposed to have made an in-depth study
of the refugee problem. They landed at
the airport in Phnom Penh, and after a
few hours there they flew to Saigon. They
then returned to Australia and made a
profound statement that they had an
answer to the refugee problem. That was
the kind of in-depth study they made.

How lrresponsible 1s it for the Minister
to talk about our efforts, when in faect
the previous Liberal Government should
be held responsible for the slns that
have been cast upon all Australians
through the Australian intervention in
Vietnam? If that 1is the sort of
leadership we can expect in 1975 from
the Liberals, then we certainly cannot
accept the leadership that was glven to
the people of Australia when we were
involved in the war in Vietnam. An ano-
logy can be made with the leadershlp of
the people whom we condemn by the very
amendment that is before the House. In
going to South-East Asla the three muske-~
teers I mentioned made great play to the
Australian public of the fact that they
paid thelr expenses out of thelr own
pockets, as though that was a magnificent
gesture,

When we look at the question of the
Viethamese orphans and children who
have been evacuated for adoption in Aus-
tralia, I express the opinion that this is
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a great tragedy for them-—not that they
should not be evacuated, but that they
should be coming to Australla to be
adopted. I say that after due reflection
on all the things that might be said about
me by people who read Hansard. I say
with complete humility that it is very
wrong to remove orphans fram thelr home
country, bring them to Australia, and have
them adopted Into our way of life. Even
their own people say this is wrohg, and
history will bear out the fact that this iIs
a great tragedy and a great mistake,

The SPEAKER: Will the member for
Swan relate his remarks to the amend-
ment?

Mr SKIDMORE: I am taking the same
license to develop my theme as other
speakers have taken. I bow to your wishes,
Mr Speaker, and hope that I will not fall
into the error you mentioned, The people
I have been speaking about would be in the
same sttuation as those who have been
evacuated for the sake of safety; but I
think they should be refurned to their
own country, so that they may grow up as
Vietnamese, for that is truly what they
are, There is no question that they should
be returned.

I do not Intend to continue speaking
for much longer, but I do want to make
some pertinent remarks about this terrible
struggle taking place in Vietnam. Those
on this side of the House have been ac-
cused tonight of propounding an amend-
ment which brings ridicule on the Ilouse
and brings Western Australia into dis-
repute.

Let us consider what prompted the mov-
ing of the amendment. It was prompted
by the Minister’s notlce of motion on the
notice paper. I do not have any desire to
play politics over a war-torn country or
the people in it who are suffering, and I
am sure that this applies to all those on
this side of the House. However, having
had the gauntlet thrown at us and hav-
ing been challenged, and told we were ir-
responsible. it behoves us as an Opnosition
party to take up the gauntlet, and that was
the reason for the birth of the amend-
ment now hefore us.

No doubt I will have angther opportun-
ity later on to speak to this subject, but
I would like to make one further quota-
tion before I conclude. Many books have
been written and many theories have been
submitted on the problems of Vietnam. We
tried to solve the problems overnight. We
have had the whole might of the American
nation apparently in Vietnam, but all it
did was escalate the war. There {s no ques-
tion about that because the American na-
tion itself has now recognised the fact
that it was an unwinnable war and chould
never have been foueht. The indictment of
that nation's President is a clear indica-
tion of how the country stands and the
people have come out and sald, that,
no matter what mandate he had the Presi-
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dent was wrong—and must go—and go he
did, and quite rightly so. Other nations
have adopted the same policy.

After the last election the Labor Party
recalled all troops from Vietnam and stip-
ulated that we would fake no more part
in the fighting. Again we were a leader nf
nations, but the suggestion was made that
the Australian Prime Minister had brought
nothing but ridicule upon us on the in-
ternational scene. What a lot of hyp-
ocrisy! He stands head and shoulders
above other Prime Ministers. He has been
a man of great humane feeling on the
question of the suffering of many people.

1 do not want to make a comparison of
Prime Ministers from various parties. I
make this statement fn a very broad
sense. The Prime Minister stands head
and shoulders above all others as being
one of the greatest Prime Ministers we
have had and, because of that, one would
feel-—I am trying to relate my remarks to
the amendment by making an analogy—
that the Government we represent should
not be challenged for being devoid of any
feellngs and for not having made any ef-
forts to keep peace. The blame rests with
the accusers, and not with us.

As I said, I would like f0 make one final
quote from a book written by a man vili-
fied many times. He, too, would perhaps
stand head and shouiders above those who
in Australia have fought a cause on the
question of our involvement in Vietnam.
He has been attacked physically by the
police and probably by some of the people
in his own party for his stand. He has al-
ways steadfastly moved forward in the be-
lef that we should not be involved in the
war because it should be a war for the
Viethamese with no interference from us.

I agree with him and I have heen very
proud to be a particlpant in moratorium
marches on this question. I have also wit-
nessed what has happened to some of those
students who took part in the marches.
When they were marching peacefully
through the streets of Perth they were
roughed up by people who held opposing
views. I have also seen films of similar in-
cidents in other States.

It is to our shame that a man who s0
genuinely tried to demonstrate that we
were wrong had so many aspersions cash
on him and will probably have many more
cast on him in later debates,

He wrote a book titled, The Eangle and
the Lotus with the subheading, “Western
Intervention in Vietnam 1847-1968" . It
contained a very comprehensive history of
the whole of the problems which have
faced that war-torn country for many
years. Many of these have been men-
tioned tonight and most were substantially
correct. The [acts related by the member
for Karrinyup concerning the history of
that country were correct.
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I think we should all take note of the
quotation T am about to make and it is
because of this I have risen to speak to-
night on this amendment. I wanted to
ensure there was no doubt where I stood
on the matter. The guotation reads—

Mourn not the dead
But rather mourn the apatheic throng,
The cowed and meek
Who see the world’s great anguish
and its wrong
And do nof speak.

MR JAMIESON (Welshpool—Deputy
Leader of the Opposition? [10.17 p.m.]l:
Tonight the member for Karrinyup gave
us quite a history of Vietnam, However,
he missed a very important portion of
the history, that is, the part covering the
pericd between the beginning of this
century and the present time. The honour-
able member stated that the forces of the
north were against the forces of the south,
but such & statement is not easily recon-
ciled with the facts because Thieu and Ky,
and the likes of those two come from the
north and Ho Chi-Minh was more or less
associated with the people of the south so
thz situation is not so clearly defined as
the member for Karrinyup tried to make
it out to be, Indeed, one must study the
history of the Ho Chi-Minh regime to ap-
preciate a little more of the nationalist
movement which occurred there long
before Ho Chi-Minh became embraced by
communist elements about which I will
say a little more later,

Ho Chi-Minh was very much a nation-
alist-movement man and had the support
of the people of Vietnam and at the time
of the Versailles Trealy he was given cer-
tain undertakings by the French that they
would leave, but the undertakings were dis-
honoured and the French remained there,
to their great regret. Up to about 750 000
people dled in an effort to maintain some
sort of law and order in the counfry which
was in a state of national revolution
against the usurpers. The French eventu-
ally held up their hands in holy horror
and declded to get out of Vietnam and let
the Vietnamese have thelr own way. This
is the more recent history.

While the French were there no doubt
Ho Chi-Minh was looking for friends be-
cause he required friends in need who
would he friends indeed and he gained
the friendship from Moscow. Of course
he accepted it because possibly there was
np other way for him and his nationalist
movement to carry on to the extent they
did. Ultimately of course people far and
wide intervened; people who had not pre-
vigusly had a foothold in that particu-
lar area of the globe, Then of course his
forces were raised in opposition, his head-
quarters being associated with Hanoi.

Somebody saild that the bombs which
were dropped in Hanol did not do much
damage, However, that person certainly
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did not see some of the films which showed
the terrific bomb damage and the com-
pletely devastated areas of Hanoi. I ima-
gine that the bombing had a profound
effect on the people of North Vietnam. To
not admit that, would be to hide one’s
head completely In the sand,

We now come to the other side of the
story. The member for Moore has joined
forces with the member for Karrinyup.
Only 30 years ago we were happy to have
the communists on our side, as we were
happy to have the Americans on our side,
for our own salvation and for the salava-
tion of the communists and the Americans.

Mr Coyne: They were happy to fight
with us, too.

Mr JAMIESON: I am not denying that,
but we had a very good reason to fight
together. However, some people so easily
forget recent history. We fought against
forces we considered to be evil. However,
the forces on the other side probably con-
sidered us to be evil because we were evilly
stopping them. The forces of evil are in
the mind’s eye and in my consclence I
assumed that the group with which I was
associated, in the services, was the right
group. Evidently the member for Moore,
from what he sald in his rather abstract
remarks, was also associated with some
of the forces which combined with the
communists, and fought alongside them.
At that time the Vietmin forces were
fighting alongside us by harassing the
Japanese whenever they could and giving
us =zssistance. As o result of that assis-
tance we promised them they would have
a free country.

I ask: Who went back on their prom-
ises? Was it the communists, or the wes-
tern world? 1 think that on examination
it was the European countries which had
made the promises but for some reason
or other they saw fit not to carry them
out. As a consequence, the nationalist
movement was engendered into the people
of Vietnam and it was bound to dominate
them.

It is of no use the member for Karrin-
yup quoting what happened 1000 years
ago. During the last 1000 years the En-
glish nation itself has been in furbulence
and one has only to read history to learn
of the blocody battles which took place in
that nation. Indeed, I do not think it has
altogether settled its problems up until
today. Of course, that is another story.

I do want to warn Liberal Party and
Country Party members in this House that
they need t0 know exactly where they are
heading. Last year, while in the United
States, I had a run with a Democratic
candidate. I was privileged one afternoon
to be at an address where a representa-
tive from Minnesota, Don Fraser, who is
not an inconsequentizl member of the
Congress Forejen Affairs Committee-—as a
maiter of fact, he is one of the vice-
chalrmen—addressed the meeting of
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Democratic supporters. I was rather
amazed to hear his comments when he was
asked, during a question nperlod, what he
thought would be the future of America in
foreign affairs. He immediately said that
never again could the United States set
itself up as a policeman of the world. That
is what he said; an influential man on the
Congress Fareign Affalrs Committee.

He then went on to explain his theories
on how the image of the United States
Congress Foreign Affairs Committee could
be improved. At the time it was at an all-
time low. I tell members of this incident
bhecause it is factual., If membhers opposite
intend to support somebody else they
should know where they are going because
a sad lesson has been learned. The French
learnt the hard way that there was no
chance of a military decision in the parti-
cular situation.

Mr Coyne: Only for the communists.
They take advantage of a military deci-
sion.

Mr JAMIESON;: That, of course, is
wrong, If the communists were ali of one
happy family, as members opposite would
make them out to be, that theory might
be correct. However, members opposite
know there is constant turmoil between
the Russians end the Chinese, As a matter
of fact, if one reads the literature which
the Russians print and make available at
their airports, and on their train services,
one will find most of it attacks the
Chinese.

The Russlans acknowledge that the
western world is somewhat different from
Russia, but they feel the Chinese should
be going along in concert with them on
certain features. However, they could
never reach agreement.

Mr Coyne: But they willl, when Mao
goes,

Mr JAMIESON: In furning to another
field, Mr Speaker—and I am not asking you
to be overtolerant—I suggest the forces
in Rumanla operate under a different
scheme. One¢ of the higgest worries to
that country is Russla to the north. The
Rumanians have a different system of a
socialised republic, far different from the
Russians. The systems are as alike as
chalk and cheese, but I do not want to
expand an that at the moment,

The Rumanian system is not nearly as
sophisticated or developed as the Russtan
system and the Rumanian people are
looked upon by the Russians as of a les-
ser orientatlon. Rumania has a different
set-up bhut it is still within the bloe of com-
munist countries referred to.

It will he several! hundred years before
the Astan group all hecome communists,
I doubt whether it will ocecur within our
lifetime, or within the Ilifetime of our
children. Assuming they did become a
communist group, there would he much
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for them to do to put thelr own house in
order. They would have to go down into
Indonesia, and Singapore, and countries
such as that.

Mr Coyne: That will not be long.

Mr Young: You seem to be giving up.
I thought they were to stop at South
Korea.

Mr JAMIESON: It will take the com-
munists so long to get their own house
in order, with all the things which will
have to be done, that we do not need to
worry about them. I have not examined the
Asian situation thoroughly, but from what
I have seen they will have a great many
problems to overcome. By the time these
problems are overcome I hope we are
sensible enough to have adopled some
form of socialism which would fit in with
the general scheme of things.

It has been proved through history that
as people are educated a system of
soclalism naturaly manifests itself along
the way. I have confidence in the people
of the future to know that this will hap-
pen, and the more money that is pumped
into edueation the more chance there will
be of this occurring, as it has in other
countries,

Mr McPharlin: A short step to com-
munism,

Mr JAMIESON: I do not know what the
Leader of the Country Party refers to as
communijsm. If one gets down to baslecs,
it means government by the community
with which I think the Leader of the
Country Party agrees in some sort of
round about way.

Mr McPharlin: Or rule by terror.

Mr JAMIESON: The Deputy Premier is
now getting into a different field. Some
communist countries might be ruled by
terror. Chile probably is; it was a left-wing
country. The fact is that some countries,
both right and left, are ruled by fear. I do
not countenance this and in the ultimate
I do not think anyone in the world should
countenance it. However, the natlonalist
movement in Vietnam is the movement we
must have regard for.

I think the amendment is quite justified.
It pre-empts any attempt on the part of
the Government to take advantage of a
situation which might exist. Any further
debate on the Government's proposed mo-
tlon will be a repetition of the present
debate, and you might not be very tolerant
of that situation, Mr Speaker.

I support the amendment moved by the
member for Ascot. I think it is quite jus-
tifled and Is well thought out, bearing in
mind the nature of the motion which was
to be proposed by the Government. It was
necessary for the Opposition to state its
position very clearly, and I think the vari-
ous speakers have done that, They are not
afraid of anything they have said but will
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stand by it because they know where they
are going. But if there were a change in
the situation in South-East Asia tomorrow
I do not know what policy Government
members would follow because they do not
seem to have a policy.

Amendment put and a division taken
with the following result—

Ayecs—18
Mr Barnett Mr Hartrey
Mr Bateman Mr Jamleson
Mr B. T. Burke Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Carr Mr Skidmore
Mr H. D, Evana Mr Taylor
Mr F. D. Evang A, R, Tonkin
Mr Fletcher Mr J. T. Tonkin
Mr Harman Mr Meclver
{Teller)
Noes—23
Mr Blaikle Mr Mensaros
Sir David Brand Mr Nanovich
Mr Clarko Mr Old
Mr Cowan Mr O'Neil
Mr Coyne Mr Rushton
Mr Crane Mr Bhalders
Dr Dadour Mr Bibson
Mr Qrayden Mr Sodeman
Mr Grewar Mr Stephens
Mr P. V. Jonea Mr Watt
Mr Laurance Mr Young
Mr McFPharlin (Teller)
Pairs

Ayea Noes
Mr T. J. Burke Mr O'Conbor
Mr Bertram Mrs Cralg
Mr Bryce Mr Thompson
Mr Davtes 8ir Charles Court
Mr May Mr Ridge

Amendment thus negatived.

Debate (on molion) Resumed

MR DAVIES (Victorla Park) [10.36
p.m.]: Like other speakers, I take the op-
portunity to say a few words about two or
three general matters which are of con-
cern to me.

I would like to endorse the remarks of
the member for Swan, who sald he was
having difficulty in getting his office pro-
perly furnished. I think this applies to all
members. There has been some small
movement since the member for Swan
spoke, but if the Minister for Works could
hasten action to get our offices furnished
it would be appreciated by all.

More importantly, I believe, we need to
review the position In regard to the taking
of leave by our secretaries. When the see-
retaries go on annual leave—and they are
entitled to four weeks’' leave a year—no
arrangement is made for relief In the
office. I find this unbelievable. It has been
accepted that there is benefit in having
etectorate offices, and it has been accepted
that secretaries are necessary to meintsin
the offices, do the typing, and so on. Yet
when the secretaries go on annual leave
the Government says, “Bad luck! You can-
not have anyone to relieve your secretaries,
You can do what you like for one month.”
For 11 months of the year we apparently
need staff in our offices, but for one month
of the year when our secretarles go on
leave we do not need anyone to do our
tvoing, answer the phone, attend to the
office, and look after our electorates.
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Mr Sibson: I will have my secretary do
your typing for you, if you like.

Mr DAVIES: Although the member for
Bunbury kindly offered to have my typing
done in his office, it would be inconvenient,
to say the least. to take up his offer.

Mr Jamieson: The security would be
pretty bad, too.

Mr DAVIES: I believe something should
be done to provide office relief.

Another matter I wish to mention
briefly is the position regarding trafic in
the city. I have scanned the report of the
committee the Tonkin Government ap-
pointed to consider a design for the central
Perth area. In some respects I am a little
disappointed in that the report seems to
deal only with traffic and pedestrians, but
perhaps I have taken more notice of the
Press reports than of the contents of Pro-
fessor Stephenson’s report. I have the
highest regard for him but I thought
something more definite would come out
of the work of the committee.

One aspect which needs immediate
attention is the way traffic becomes con-
gested in Hay Street east of Barrack
Street at present. One cannot travel up
Hay Street in a westerly direction but has
to turn north into Barrack Street, which
is a ohe-way street. At almost any hour of
the day that I have had occasion to use
this route, I found ftraffic banked up
as far back as Pier Street.

I find that some people are becoming
inereasingly cross about the delay. We
must think well ahead. If one comes in
from the Causeway, one can travel around
Riverside Drive, and then inte Barrack
Street to go to the north of the city, other-
wise one hes te drive along Hay Street be-
cause there is no right-hand turn out of
8t. George’s Terrace. ©One cannot turn
into Murray Street because it is a one-way
street, and at least 90 per cent of the
time there is no right-hand turn out of
Wellington Street. So trafic going north
along Barrack Street must enter it elther
from Riverside Drive or from Hay Street,
and of course all this latter traffic banks up
outside the Town Hall and causes un-
necessary delays.

Professor Stephenson has drawn atten-
tion to some of the emergent problems,
but of eourse the problem I am discussing
is already there. I can see no immediate
answer to it, unless we allow some right
turns out of Wellington Street which
would make the sifuation g Htile easier.

I want to say that the constant
Press utterances of the Mintster for
Police appear to be having some effect on
the road toll. We congratulate him for
this. The policy of consistently bringing
to the attention of people the need to take
exceptional care on the road at all times
1s having its effect. We had a very good
Easter in terms of the road toll, sithough
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I believe the casualty section of the Royal
Perth Hospital was very busy the follow-
ing week. The total number of fatallities
is down for the year, and that is some-
thing we all applaud; we hope it keeps up,

However, I feel it is time to review some
of the penaities set out in the Road Traffic
Code. One I wish to refer to particularly
rclates to traffic proceeding across level
crossings while the hoom getes are in mo-
tion., We all agree that once the boom
gates move and the red light flashes trafic
must stop immediately. However, it has
been pointed out to me that some motor-
ists have been booked for moving off before
the boom gates are completely vertleal
again and the light has gone out., We all
understand the safety involved in this
madtter, but once the train has gone and
the gates are moving up, it is not unrea-
sonable that motorists move off once they
can get clear of the gates.

I believe the penalty for this offence is
$40—equal to the highest penalty imposed
under the Road Traffic Code. A neigh-
bour who complained to me about this
matter sald that he had moved off as he
felt rather embarrassed because the people
in the cars behind were togting him. He
was holding up the traffic by not moving
off, and the police often tell us—and the
Minister has told me in correspondence—
that the aim is to keep traffie fiowing and
avoid unnecessary delay. I polnt cut that
a penalty of $40 for such an offence is
completely out of proportion to the other
penalttes under the code.

These are some of the matters referred
to, I think, as “wood-and-water-matters”,
by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition.
The matter I want to bring to the notice
of the House particularly is once again an
issue which I thought would have been re-
solved by now—It relates to the treatment
of arteriosclerosis, On several occasions
last year I asked dquestions about this
matter, and I will mention all these ques-
tions so that we will have one concise
record of the unsatisfactory position In
relation to this treatment.

At the end of last session the Minister
representing the Minister for Health in
this House rose f{o his feet and told me
very forcibly in effect I should mind my
own business and that everything was
under control. In fact, I heard one Gov-
ernment member say, “Well, he put Davies
in his place”, and perhaps he thought the
Minister had. I would be delighted to be
put in my place at any time if I felt I
was achleving something, I hoped, having
been put in my place, that I had achieved
what I set out to do; that is, to start the
ball rolling so that a certain machine,
which had been lying idle since arriving
in July last year, would be put into opera-
tion, However, the sad story I am about
to relate will show that nothing of any
consequence has happened since I was put
in my place at the end of November last. It
is about tlme someone else was put in his
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place, because It is an indictment of the
Government that someone has not got off
his posterior, that the matter was not fol-
lowed up, and that no further action was
taken to use this form of therapy, or even
for someone to say that it would not be
used. The Government should not keep
people dangling on a string.

Many people suffering from this disease
are now immobile, and the treatment can
afford them some relief. Certainly it will
never provide a cure, but it can provide
relief in many cases. If the Government
takes any notice of my remarks tonight, I
hope it will take action to ensure that
there is no further unnecessary delay such
as has already occurred,

I know for a fact that at least one mem-
ber of the Government, and not a front
bench member, supports me in what I am
seeking to achleve. He fs interested in
this treatment because of information he
received from an elector. He is anxious
that the Government does something
about Dr Mséller's treatment for arterios-
clerosis. In the medical dictionary I have,
arteriosclerosls is defined as follows—

ARTERIOSCLEROSIS hardening of
the arteries. A comprehensive term
often wused to include any chronic
arterial disease or degeneration, but
strictly applies to a slow, non-
inflammatory degenerative condition
of the arteries In which lime salts are
deposited in the middle layer of the
arterial wall.

There is apparently no known cause, and
apparently no known cure for the disease.
If members are interested I have other
extracts from the dictionary which define
some of the terms used. As I said, the
cause of the disease is unknown, and there
is no known cure. However, arteriosclero-
sis 1s widespread.

In an attempt to find out what was
happening, last year I asked questions in
the House about the mortality rate of the
disease. On page 1774 of Hanserd of the
1st October, 1974, the Minister represent-
ing the Minister for Health replied to my
question. He was good enough to define
the terms under which the statistics were
kept, and he then sald—

Hospital morbidity statistics are avail-
able In the same terms and show that
the relevant flsures for WA hospital
discharges for 1971 and 1972 were 122
and 141 respectively where arteriosc-
lerosis was the principal condition
treated,

The Minister als¢ told me that depending
on the Interpretation and elassification,
there were 138 deaths in Western Aus-
tralia in 1971 and 126 in 1972. So if we
take the latest figure, 126 people may have
been alive today had Dr Moller's treat-
ment been available. We did not have it
in the State at that time, but as at least
100 people dle from the disease each
year, presumably many of the 100 people
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who have died this year could have at
least been relieved of their pain and suf-
fering, and perhaps even given many more
vears of active life had they had the
copportunity to obtain the treatment. They
are the statistics.

I was not the only one interested in the
treatment of this disease, On page 3568
of the 1973 Hansard the then member for
Dale, the present Minister for Local Gov-
ernment, asked the Minister representing
the Minister for Health—because I hap-
pened to be away at that time—the follow-
ing question—

(1} Will he take initiatives to enable
persons in Western Australla sui-
fering from arteriosclerosis to re-
ceive the Dr, Mgller West Ger-
man <¢linic treatment in this
State?

(2} What financial assistance is avail-
able from hospital benefits funds
and Government agencies to as-
sist a person to make the visit to
Germany and to receive the treat-
ment?

The member was going about it the wrong
way of course, although he did ask
whether the treatment was avallable in
this State. He then went on to ask about
the position of sending people to Germany
to be treated.

The answer given by my colleague, the
then Minister for Agriculture (Mr H. D.
Evans), stated that any proposal in this
direction put up by a responsible medical
body would be examined and duly consid-
ered. That was in regard to the treatment
being available in this State. Secondly, the
Minister said that no financial assistance
was available to enable a person to visit
Germany for treatment. I suppose that is
only proper because we could not run our
medical system on that basis.

Some argument occurred regarding what
eventually transpired, and you will recall,
Sir, that a leading vascular surgeon who
happened to be going to Germany offered
to visit Kassel and to spend some time
with Dr Moller and subsequently to make
a report. That surgeon was good enough
to do this and to bring back a report, and
his letter to me was printed in Haensard,
as I quoted it during my second last speech
on this matter. It appears on pages 3547
and 3548 of the 1974 Hansard. Although
he said there was need for caution, he
said he felt there would be some advantage
in bringing the machine to this State to
be tested.

Subsequently argument occurred about
what transpired, and in his speech on the
28th November, 1974, the Minister for
Lands, representing the Minister for
Health, said the machine was ordered by
the department on the 30th May, 1974.
That statement may be found at page 3999
of Hansard of last year. Yet I have in my
hand a letter dated the 15th May, 1974,
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which was written by a supposed agent
of the department, who turned out to be
a retired doctor employee who was In
Germany receiving treatment at his
own expense, A fortnight before
the department was supposed to have
ordered the machine this gentleman wrote
to a colleague and said that the machine
was ready for dispatch and that it had
been fitted with a special thread to take
Australian oxygen bottles. I do not think
there is much point in hecoming involved
in an argument and saying, “We didn't
know that you had ordered it.” However,
I point out that the Minister said it was
ordered on the 30th May, yet the lefter I
have here—and I would be pleased to table
it if necessary—states that the machine
was available on the 15th May.

The machine was ordered and was sent
to Western Australia and I understand it
was eventually sent by air as a result of
the dithering that occurred. Delivery was
finally effected on the 4th July, 1974. The
time taken to get the machine to Western
Australia illustrates the ineptitude of the
present Minister. But, as I said, all this is
of little consequence now; it is only aca-
demic.

Onece the machine arrived I asked a
series of questions., On the 4th September,
1974, T asked a question which is recorded
on page 1173 of Hansard feor that year. I
asked whether the machine had arrived
and was in use, etc., and T was told the
machine had arrived. Mind you, Sir, the
machine arrived in July, and I asked this
question in September, some two months
later. The Minister informed me as fol-
lows—

No delay has occurred in the pre-
Hminary testing of a machine which
was acquired by the Government from
Dr W. Mdoller in July. Extensive
mechanical tests have been neces-
sary to establish the levels of per-
formance and safety of the machine
under different conditions. These
tests are still in progress, but it is
anticipated that a controlled clinical
trial of suitable patients with peri-
pheral arteriosclerosis will be able to
commence In  approximately one
month.

I then asked a question on the 10th Sep-
tember regarding who was doing the test-
ing and who was hurrying along the work,
as I hoped this was being done. ‘The
answer I received was as follows—

The equipment has hbheen placed
under the management of the peri-
pheral vascular unit operated by the
visiting vascular surgeons at the Royal
Perth and Sir Charles Gairdner Hos-
pitals. No specific installation pro-
cedures have been necessary.

In fact, the answers I received to the
whole question were very vague indeed,
and threw suspicion on the action of the
department even at that stage.
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However, as I mentioned previously, I
had been told on the 4th September that
the machine probably would be available
in about one month. So on the 17th Octo-
ber I asked what had happened, because
more than a month had passed and I con-
fidently expected that patients would be
receiving treatment by then. That ques-
tion appeared on page 2386 of Hansard of
1974, and the reply of the Minister was—

Progress in the developmental work
necessary to establish the levels of
performance and safety in use of the
machine acquired by the Govern-
ment from Dr. Maller is continuing.
Llst_s are also being prepared of
patients who may be suitable for in-
clusion in the controlled clinical trial
which will be undertaken at the con-
clusion of the developmental work.

No indication was given as to when all
that would come about, although the time-
tabling was then at least a fortnight be-
hind. But, patient as ever, I let the mat-
fer rest until the 26th November, 1974,
when I asked what progress had bheen
made. Incidentally, I referred my ques-
tions one to the other; I did not try to
trap the Government into giving answers
which would be at variance with one an-
other. I made it easy for the Government
to check what it had told me previously so
that it could update the information. On
page 3628 of Hansard the Minister sup-
plied the following answer—

The format of the controlled elini-
cal trial to be carried out using suit-

able patients on the machine
acquired by the Government from Dr
Moller—

That phrase was always used. The answer
continued—

—is almost finalised and will be sub-
mifted shortly to the relevant Uni-
versity and hospital authorities for
their approval.

As you will recall, Sir, I had a few words
to say about the matter during the de-
bate on the Estimates on the 21st Nov-
ember. My remarks at that time are re-
corded on pages 3547 and 3548 of last
year's Hansard, and it was then I read
out the report of the docter who visited
Kassel in Germany, I slsc mentioned
that caution was necessary; in fact I used
that word several times, However, I re-
ceived no response.

On the 28th November, 1974, one week
later, when dealing with the items of the
Estimates T had another bash at the Gov-
ernment for its insctivity in regard to this
matter. My speech on that occasion is
recorded on pages 3998 and 3999. I con-
sidered then, as I do now, that it was a
cruel hoax to keep pecple who cannot get
out of their wheelchalrs dangling on a
string and waiting for treatment, hoping
all the time that progress was heing made
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when obviously it was not. That Is when
the Minister came hack and read beauti-
fully the notes prepared for him.

I do not know who prepared his notes;
I cannot begin to imagine who did because
I do not know of any officer in the depart-
ment who would prepare notes of that
type and take such license with what I
had already said. It is a matter of regret
that apparently such an officer is in the
Public Heslth Department. However, that
is of little consequence because, as I indi-
cated then, I thought we were getting
somewhere. You will recall, Sir, that in
September the machine was to be ready
in one month, then I was told matters were
proceeding; then later I was told it was
almost ready, and then at the end of
November the Government thought it
would not be very long before the machine
was in operation. Therefore I thought,
perhaps foolishly, that it would not be
long before the machine was in operation.

After Parliament opened this year I
asked a question on the 20th March. In
my question I referred the Government to
the earlier questions and asked what pro-
gress had been made and how many
patients had been treated, and if none had
been treated when was it anticipated that
freatment would commence., I confidently
expected the Government to say the
machine was then in use, that X number
of patients had been treated, that the
results were good or bad, or that the
machine was still being evaluated.

It has been something like seven or eight
months since the machine arrived here.
The machine has been here; apparently
we have had a team working on it, but to
date no patients have been treated. I
asked what the position was, and received
the following reply—

(a) Further progress has been made
in arranging the necessary pro-
tection of the rights of patients—

This is something completely new; we have
never spoken about the rights of the
patients before, Previously, as soon as the
Government could get the machine going,
it was going to start wsing it; but now,
we are talking about the rights of patients.
The answer continues—
—who may be included In the con-
trolled clinical trial of the machine
acquired by the Government from Dr
Mbdller.

I have never had & question answered
which has not used that phrase. To con-
tinue—

It was agreed that the machine be
placed under the management of the
peripheral vascular unit operated by
the visiting vascular surgeons to the
Reyal Perth and Sir Charles Gairdner
Hospitals, that use of the machine on
patients would be in accordance with
appropriaste requirements governing
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human experimentation, including the
protection of the patients and the sat-
isfactory ohtaining of his consent. The
Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital has now
come to an arrangement with the Uni-
versity of W.A. whereby the Human
Rights Committee of the university
will, on behalf of the hospital, review
and ensure the protection of the rights
and welfare of patients within the hos-
pital involved in eclinical trials of this
kind. It is anticipated that the Human
Rights Committee will be able to give
early attention to this important
aspect of the work to be carried out
on the machine,

Part (6) of my question asked how many
patients had been treated, and the answer
was, “Nohe as yct.” The final answer to
my question reads as follows—

(¢) The controlled clinical trial will
be undertaken subsequent to and
in the light of the advice of the
university's Human Rights Com-
mittee.

Why walt untit now to refer the matter
to the Human Rights Committee of the
university? I doubt that there was any
reason to refer the matier; but if there
were, why did not the Government do it
immediately it knew the machine was
here? It seems the Government has np in-
tention of using the machine. I believe itis
playing a cruel heax on at least 100 persons
who will probably die this year, who could
receive some relief if treatment were given
to them.

What pure humbug this is! I say that
advisedly, because one of the members in
this House, the member for Albany, raised
the matter with the university on behalf
of one of his electors. Unbeknown to me.
he rang the university and asked whether
it could hurry the matter along and I
understand he was told that the university
knew nothing about it.

Mr Watt: They knew about it, but they
had not vet been glven a submission to
report on it.

Mr DAVIES: I was led to believe by the
Minister that the matter was well and
truly on its way. The university knew
about i, but had received nothing!

Why does not the Minister answering
these questions either tell me the truth or
tell me to shut up, sit down, and mind my
own business? I would scon tell him
otherwise, of course! Why give me this
continuing humbug? Why string me along,
just as I am forced to string along people
in my electorate by saying, “The Minister
has told me this, and I believe it to be a
fact”? I am being made to look as much
& prevaricator as the Minister obviously is.
He is certalnly not giving me the truth,
and many people are suffering because of
it.
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Mr McPharlin: Have you spoken to the
Minister about it?

Mr DAVIES: Have I!

Mr McPharlin: I take it that you are
talking about questions.

Mr DAVIES: Yes; I have spoken to the
Public Health Commissioner, but not
directly to the Minjster, But let the
Deputy Premier ask one of his Cabinet
colleagues whether he has spoken to the
Minister and see what answer he receives,
I will give the Deputy Premier the Min-
ister’s name, 1f he likes; he has not been
able to get any assistance from the Min-
ister.

I do not know whether or not the Min-
ister will agree to use the machine; cer-
tainly, the 8ir Charles Gairdner and
Royal Perth Hospitals have some control
over its use; it is between the doctors and
the vascular surgeons there. It may be
that the Minister has no power to order
the machine to be used, buf if that is the
case, why does the Government not take
it away from them, get another machine,
or send some German-speaking doctor to
Kassel and start the whole damn thing
again? The Minister could have patients
treated within a month, if he really wanted
to.

I suppose many people are asking, “Is
this freatment of any value?"” As members
know, I am only a layman and can speak
only on the basis of evidence made avail-
able to me. First of all, I refer mombers
to my earller quotations, which are well
documented; they will see what I said
about people who had allegedly received
some relief. I have here a copy of the
Australasian Nurses Journal of March,
1974, which Includes an article by Dr
Mdller on oxygen as treatment for the
vascular system. Any honourable mem-
ber is welcome to peruse this article if he
so desires.

Does the Minlster or the Government
belleve in this treatment? The Minister
must assuredly believe in it because in reply
to a letter written to him by a lady liv-
ing in Sydney, he said that the treatment
was available, She wrote to the Minister
on the 21st October, 1974, and, by the
time a reply was posted—I do not know
when it was sent, because it was un-
dated—she had left for Germany to chtain
the treatment there.

She was only a working woman, but
because of lack of information relating to
the treatment in Australia, she went to
Germany on the 29th November. When
she left, she had not received a reply from
the Minister; it was only after a local
man told the Minister it was time he re-
plied to him that the woman received a
reply from the Minister.
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The Minister’s letter stated—

Thank you for your letter of 2lst
QOctober, 1974, enquiring as to when
treatment by the method of Dr
Moller might be avallable in W.A,
to sufferers from arterio-sclerosis.

Although the machine used in this
treatment has been acquired by my
Government from Dr Mdaller it is still
undergoing evaluation and it is not
possible to pive a definite date from
which it will be possible to have pati-
ents accepted for treatment on the
machine,

In any case, it will be used at first
only on & limited basis for patients
who are suitable for treatment under
controlled test conditions.

I do not care how limited the treatment
is, as long as the machine is used. To
continue—

Cases for treatment will be selected
by W.A. vascular surgeons from
amongst patients whom they have
examined and assessed.

It is probably of more relevance to you
that similar examination and assess-
ment of patients with arterio-sclerosis
ts carrled out at St. Vincent's Hos-
pital, Sydney, where a similar mac-
hine is in operation for the treat-
ment of selected patients.

If you would like to find out whether
your particular condition is suitable
for treatment it is suggested that you
make an appointment to see Dr T. P.
Nash at his weekly clinle for out-
patients at that hospital on a Tues-
day afternoon.

The letter is slgned by Mr Baxter.

Surely that indicates the treatment is
known in Australia and is acknowledged
by the authorities as a valid treatment.
The Minister knows it is avallable in
Australia, and that it is accepted by the
medical profession. I have in my posses-
sion a photocopy of an aerogramme
written on the 8th December from
Germany by the woman to whom I have
just referred, and included in her letter
is a note from Dr Mgéller.

Although it 1s in German, I remember
enough German from my yvears at school
to be able o translate it roughly. Dr Moél-
ler says, “This lady is the 193rd patient
from Australla who has obtained this treat-
ment.” One hundred and ninety three
people from Australin have travelled to
Kassel to obtain the treatment for which
Dr Mé&ler has become famous.

I have here both the photocopy of the
original letter from Dr Mdller and a trans-
lation. I cannot vouch for the translation;
certainly my German is not sufficient to
ensble me to translate the letter accurately
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enough to be able to say the translation
is absolutely true. However, I am pre-
pared to make the letters available to any-
one who may want to translate the
original.

I will read one or two extracts from
Dr Mbéller’s letter as follows—

The machine is now produced
under licence by “Feinmechanische
Werkstatten Adolf Moller” In Fulda
(Hessen) and costs of course con-
siderably more than the billed one.

It is now being manufactured commerc-
jally in Germany. He makes some ¢om-
ment to the effect that a clever person
like a doctor should not have any diffi-
culty in mastering the machine, He
says—

With the right technie, over 1 mil-
lion intra-arterial oxygen insuffla-
tions have been made in the last 2
decades, and that without any com-
plications.

Therefore, from that, it can be seen that
over one million insufflations have been
made without any complication. That is
what Dr Moller himself said. This letter, as
translated, continues as follows—

Leading German capacities, like
Prof. Zenker and his successor Prof.
Heberer, both surgeens in Munich,
and another 40 professors, have given
positive opinions for the oxygen-
therapy, in order to induce the Ger-
man Ministry of the Interlor to declare
the intra-arterial oxygen-therapy a
modern scientific method entitled to
subsidy, in accordance with the re-
commendation of the Germany Min-
istry for Youth, Family, and Health,
under file No. D IIT 7-213 104-1/5 of
last year. With this, the difficulties
regarding the recognition of the
therapy have been put aside for all
times.
It has been officially recognised and the
treatment is now subsidised by the Ger-
man Government, similar, I imagine, to
the manner in which our health insurance
is subsidised here. Leading German pro-
fessors have acknowledged the oxygen-
therapy treatment and the German
Ministry of the Interior has also said it
recognises that the oxygen-therapy treat-
ment is entitled to subsidy.

The SPEAKER: The member has seven
minutes,

Mr DAVIES: Thank you, Sir. A cutting
on the treatment which appeared in a
newspaper there apparently went to a man
in South Australia by the name of Mr P.J,
Gogegins, of 5 Jago Street, Salisbury. He has
been on radio and television in that State
in his efforts to get the freatment intro-
duced to South Australia. He has suffered
much of the same “run round” which I am
beginning to accept is the norm in this
Btate. Mr Goggins wrote a letter to the
Australian Nursing Journal in May, 1974,
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Incidentally, he told me in his first let-
ter that he had reached the stage that,
when he arrived at the Adelaide railway
station on his way to work he had to take
a taxi 200 yards to his office, because he was
unable to walk that distance, Since then he
has driven a car to Western Australia and
travelled all over the south-west and
other parts. 1In his letter he went on to
state how well he felt, but he recognises
that he will soon be ready for another
course of {reatment, Like most of the other
193 people who have had this treatment
and who have enjoyed some heneflt from
it, he realises that after a period of from
one to four years he will have to undergo
the treatment again, but he and others are
faced with the question of how they will
return to Germany to obtain it.

Following some material that was pub-
lished in the Ausiralian Nursing Journal
dealing with the Méller therapy for vascu-
lar diseases, Mr Goggins wrote a letter to
the editor of that journal giving some
answers to the criticisms that had been
made of the treatment. In view of the
fact that I will not be able to quote all
the extracts from the letter he wrote to
the editor, I will have to paraphrase them.
Firstly, he says that the therapy is not
a cure. Nobody has ever said it is a
cure. As I have claimed, the therspy
never will be a cure. I think other people
have said it 1s a cure, but T am not con-
vinced it is a cure.

Mr Watt: Dr Mdller does not say it is
g cure,

. Mr DAVIES: No, he does not. In the first
line of one letter I quoted from earlier, Dr
Moller says, “My treatment is not a cure.”

The second reply that Mr Goggins
makes to the criticlsm that was made of
the Mdller treatment, and which is made in
the letter he forwarded to the Australion
Nursing Journeal is shown In the quote I
am about to make. It reads as follows—

Criticism: As Dr Méller employs
orthodox treatment for his patients, at
the same time as they are receiving
the intra-interial oxygen therapy, it
Is difficult to assess to which forms of
ltJretalé!ment possible benefit can be attri-

uted.

Reply: If Dr Mbller is obtaining
greater success with orthodox treat-
ment than are his critics, then surely
an Investigation is justified to obtain
information on his methods of apply-
ing the treatment, which makes it so
much more effective than the results
in Australia indicate.

That, of course, is self-evident, and Mr Gog-~
gins goes on to make further explanation.
The third reply that he makes is in con-
nection with the criticism that the treat-
ment is not proven. I think I dealt with
that aspect in the last quote I made from
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Dr Mdller’s latest letter which, incidentally,
is dated the 18th February, 1975, The
fourth criticism that was levelled against
the Moller treatment was that there was
insufficient scientific basis and against this
Mr Goggins, in part, made the following
reply—

As the Miller therapy has been used
successfully on many thousands of
humans, the need for experiments on
animals and a clinical test on humans
has been eliminated,

I suppose medical men would argue against
that reasoning, hut the fact is that the
oxygen-therapy treatment has been used
to benefit. The fifth criticism that was set
out in this letter to the editor was—

Dr Méller has not had his treatment
accepied by the medical profession.

Singe that letter to the editor of the
Australian Nursing Journal was published
I have been able to quote from Dr Mdbller's
letter dated the 18th Pebruary, 1975.

The sixth point of criticism set out in
the letter to the editor was—

The therapy has been tested by the
Department of surgery at the Univer-
sity of Adelaide,

I do not know much about this, but I will
read to the House what Mr Goggins said
in reply to that criticism. It is as follows—

If the authors of these statements
are referring, and I believe they are, to
A Trial of Intra-arterial Oxygen for
the Treatment of Arterial Disease in
the Legs", then I must reject these
statements as being incorrect, as the
abaove report does not describe the
Méoiler method of oxygen therapy.

Having experienced the treatment
and observed others being treated I
am in a position teo know the facts.

Mr Goggins then goes on to talk about the
position in Adelaide. I will now mention a
rather interesting aspect of this matter. In
two letters from the Royal Adelaide Hospi-
tal, one dated the 18th September, 1972, it
is mentioned that the equipment for this
treatment is available in the Royal Adel-
aide Hospital. Part of this letter reads—

The equipment for this treatment is
available at the Royal Adelaide Hospi-
tal, such treatment is given by a
speclalist ih Vascular Surgery if he
considers it necessary.

On the 4th April, 18974, Mr Goggins was
advised by the Acting Assistant Medical
Superintendent of the Royal Adelalde
Hospital—
I have no knowledge of it being
gvailable in this hospital . . .

8o there is conflicting evidence from the
Royal Adelaide Hospital.
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My time has almost expired, so I will be
unable to quote to the House all the criti-
cisms and the replies made by Mr Goggins
set out in this letter to the editor of the
Australian Nursing Journal. However, the
fact remains that I have bheen given the
run around in regard to this matter. The
Government must now clearly state
whether it believes there is value in the
oxygen-therapy treatment, and if it does
it must get it into operation in this State
immediately. I do not know why the Gov-
ernment keeps on deferring it for another
day. Every time I raise the question I am
told about some new tactic, but I can only
consider it to bhe a delaying tactic. If it
were hecessary to refer the matter to the
Human Rights Committee at the university
it should have been done immediately the
machine arrived in Western Australia.

If those in authority wanted to make
certain that patients were properly treated
in accordance with their rights, it seems
to me we will soon not be talking ahout
humans, but about corpses, because the
people concerned will be dead before they
are able to get the benefit of the treatment.
We have already indicated that 100 people
will die this year from some form of
arteriosclerosis for which this machine
could provide some tremendous relief,

Sa I return to the statement I was about
to make; that is, the Government has to
make a clear statement on what it intends
to do. If it does not intend to go on with
the oxygen-therapy treatment or use the
machine, it should say s0.

If the people handling the machine are
not happy about doing the work, but the
Government still believes there is some
interest in it-—I believe there is—then it
should look for some persons, preferably
CGerman-speaking doctors, to go to Kas-
sell, to spend a period of time there, to
come back to Western Australia, and put
the treatment into effect immediately.

What the Government has done makes
a farce of the reply given by the Minister
representing the Minister for Health, which
I have referred to. In speaking in the debate
on the Appropriation Bill (Consolidated
Reserve Fund) when I raised this question
the Minister for Lands, who represents the
Minister for Health in this House, had this
to say—

I can assure the honourable mem-
ber that arrangements are being made
to expedite the developmental work
which is needed to bring this about
because, like the honourable member
the Government is extremely anxious
to have the machine put to use.

I doubt it.

Question put and passed; the Address-in.
Reply thus adopted.

House adjourned at 11.21 p.m.




