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Legialative @ounril

Tuesday, the 21st August, 1973

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (The Hon.
N. E. Baxter) took the Chair at 4.30 p.m.,
and read prayers.

QUESTION WITHOUT NOTICE
WOOD CHIPPING INDUSTRY
Legislation
The Hon. V. J. FERRY, to the Leader
of the House:

In regard fo the Press announce-

ment today which states that the

W.A. Chip & Pulp Co. Pty. Lid.

has been granted a license to ex-

port wood chips to Japan—

(a) is it correct that the Japan-
ese set a deadline of Friday,
the 24th August, 1973, for the
license to be granted?

(bY Is it also correct that the
establishment of the wood
chip Industry is dependent
upon the “Wood Chipping
Industry Apgreement Act
Amendment Bill”, now on the
notice paper of the Legislative
Assembly, passing through
Parliament by the 24th
August, 1973; and

(e) if so, will the Government be
giving priority to this legis-
lation?

I realise the Leader of the House

may not have had sufficient time

to obtain a full answer but in view

of the time factor associated with

the question it would be appre-

ciated if I could be given an

answer to it as soon as possible.
The Hon. J. DOLAN replied:

This matter came into my hands

at 415 p.m., and I would suggest

the honourable member have the
question put on the notice paper
for the next sitting.

TASMANIAN SELECT COMMITTEE
MEMBERS
Presence in Gallery
THE DEPUTY PRESIDENT (The Hon.
N. E. Baxter): Honourable members, I
would like to draw attention to the pre-
sence in the President's Gallery of mem-
bers of a Select Committes of the Legisla-
tive Council of Tasmania.

QUESTIONS (13): ON NOTICE
1. BIRDS
Regulations -

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS, to th
Leader of the Hous!a:
In respect to the keeping or breed-
ing of all species of birds, both
indigenous and exotie, in Western

Australia, would the Minister lay

on the Table of the House a copy

of all rules, by-laws and regula-

tlons—

(a) currently in force; and

(b} currently belng proposed by
any Government department?

The Hon. J. DOLAN replied:

The information sought by the
Hon. Member is submitted for
tabling (see Paper No. 254).

METROPQLITAN MARKETS

Produce to Eastern States

The Hon. G. W. BERRY, to the Leader
of the House:

Referring to the answer to my
question on Tuesday, the 14th
August, 1973, in regard to produce
from Metropolitan Markets bought
for resale in the Eastern States,
what are the regulatory market-
ing and quarantine requirements
for—

(a) bags of runner beans Ifor
Adelaide and Melbourne,

(b} bags-of pumpkins for Adelaide
and Meibourne;

(c) bags or cartons of cucumbers
for Adelaide and Melbourne;

(d) cartons of capsicums for Ade-
laide and Melbourne;

(e) cartons of eggfrult for Ade-
laide and Melhourne; and

(f) cases of tomatoes for Adelaide
and Melbourne?

The Hon. J, DOLAN replied:

(a) Beans must be in new bags
and are subject {o Inspection
on arrival at Adelaide and
Melbourne.

{b) Pumpkins must be in new
bags and are subject to In-
spection at Adelaide and Mel-
bourne,

(¢) Cucumbers must be in new
containers and are subject to
inspection on arrival at Ade-
laide and Melbourne.

(d) Capslcums for both Adelaide
and Melbourne must be ac-
companied by a Department of
Agriculture certificate of fu-
migation with ethylene dibro-
mide, Melbourne requires con-
tainers of dimensions:

4 bushel dump case—18 in. x
8-2/3 in, x 7-1/8 in.

% bushel volume fill carton—
18 in, x 11-7/8 in. x 6-1/2 in.

Adelaide accepts the existing

Carnarvon capsicum carton

which is 14-1/8 {n. x 9-1/2 in,

X 16-1/4 in,
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(e) Eggfruit for Melbourne 1s
sgbj{act to inspection on ar-
rival.

Eggfruit for Adelaide must be
accompanied by a certificate
stating that it has been grown
in an area free of fruit fly.
Carton requirements are as in
(d) above.

(f} Tomatoes for Adelaide must be
accompanied by a certificate
stating that they have been
g;own in an area free of fruit

Tomatoes for Melbourne must
be accompanied by a certi-
ficate from the Department of
Agriculture that the fruit is
not coloured. In the event
of export this administrative
arrangement would require re-
negotiation with the Victorian
Departrent.

Cases need to conform with
standards permitted in Vie-
toria and South Australia.

HOUSING
Tenancies: Transfers

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS, to the
Leader of the House:

(1) Has there been any alteration to
the State Housing Commission
rule which required tenants to
occupy accommodation provided
for two years before applying for
a transfer?

(2) If so, what is the new require-
ment?

The Hon. J. DOLAN replied:
(1) No. This guestion is under review.
(2) Answered by (1).

METROPOLITAN REGION
SCHEME

Wannerco: Amendment

The Hon. P. R. WHITE, to the Leader
of the House:

In view of the statement made

by me when moving for the disal-

lowance of the amendment to the

Metropolitan Region Scheme on

Tuesday, the 1lst May, 1973, that

the amendment had *“lapsed by

default” because it had not been
advertised or tabled in accordance
with the requirements of Sectlons

31 (c) and 32 (1) of the Metro-

politan Reglon Town Planning

Scheme Act, would the Minister

advise—

(1) Did Cabinet, the Executive
Council, or the Minister for
Town Planning, seek legal
opinion with reference to the
subsequent validity of the
amendment?

[COUNCIL.]

(2) If the answer to (1) is “Yes"
what opinion was given?

(3) If the answer to (1) is “No”
will the Government take im-
mediate action to obtain the
legal opinfon referred to in
(1) above?

The Hon. J. DOLAN replied:

(1) At the time, verbal advice was
sought from Crown Law Depart-
ment officers. It did not appear
the failure to fully meet the
requirements of the Act regarding
advertising was sufficient to invali-
date the amendment. The Act does
not impose any reguirement to
advertise or give publicity to the
modiﬁcation made to the amend-
ment.

(2) and (3) Answered in (1) abave.

EDUCATION
Achievement Certificale

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH, to
the Leader of the House:

(1) What percentage of children pass
their Achievement Certificate in—

(a) the City;
(b) the Agricultural areas;
(¢) the North-West?

(2) Having falled this examination—

(a) what percentage of students;
and

(b) what numbers of students;
become “drop-outs” from school?

The Hon. J, DOLAN replied:

(1> and (2) The Hon. Member ap-
parently does not understand the
nature of the Achievement Certi-
ficate. Passes and fallures are not
awarded. The purpose is to record
continuous progress of courses
undertaken at different levels dur-
ing the first three years of Second-
ary Education.

HOUSING
Fences: Removal

The Hon. N. McNEILL, to the Leader
of the House:

(1) Has the State Housing Commissjon
adopted a policy of the removal
of all front fences from rental
and/or purchase homes under its
control?

(2) If so, what is the estimated saving
to the Commission of the removal
of all such fences?

(3) Are any exceptions to this policy
allowed on representations from
tenants or purchasers, particutarly
where small children are involved?
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(4) What financial er other conces-
sions are made in cases where re-
strietive structures are required to
keep small children or pets within
the house area?

Has the Commission recelved
significant opposition to the policy
from its tenants?

The Hon. J. DOLAN replied:

(1) Yes, for rental only. This policy
was first implemented in April,
1969, under the Government which
the Hon. Member supported.

$25.00 per house as an average.
However, in the instance of fences
aged around 20 years the cost to
repair and repaint would be ap-
proximately $50-$60.

No, not generally though a case
could be treated on its merits.

Where tenants request some fenc-
ing provision so as to enclose the
back yard the Commission will
leave sufficient materials for the
tenant to construct a wing fence
himself.

No. The objection rate would not
be more than 10 per cent.

{5)

2)

(&)

(4)

(5)

RCADS
Causeway Interchange

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS, to the
Leader of the House:

What is the anticipated comple-
tion date for the road works cur-
rently heing carried cut at the
eastern approaches to the Cause-
way?

The Hon. J. DOLAN replied:
February, 1974.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Camping and Caravan Parks:
Regulations

The Hon. F. R. White for the Hon.
T. O. PERRY, to the Minister for Loeal
Government:

(1) Is it Intended to gazette regula-
tions relating to camping and
caravan parks during the current
Session of Parllament?

If 50, will the Minister ensure that
the gazettal will allow members
sufficient time to study the regula-
tions before the House rises?

The Hon. R. H. C. STUBBS replied:

(1) and (2) No precise date for
gazettal of the regulations can be
given as they have not yet been
finalised.

@)

9.

10.

11.
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COUNTRY HIGH SCHOOL
HOSTELS

North Province: Accommodation

The Hon. W. R, WITHERS, to the
Leader of the House:

In view of the answers received
to question 6 on the 14th August,
1973, and the reduction or pro-
posed cessation of per capifa grants
to private schools, would the Min-
fster obtain the flgures from the
private schools as requested in
part 3 of that question?

The Hon. J. DOLAN replied:

The private schools, listed in cate-
gories A and B of the Report of
the Interim Committee, will be
asked to supply the Information if
more specific details are provided
by the Hon. Member.

The Hedland Hostel provides ac-
commodation for students drawn
from the whole of the North-West:

The Geraldton Hostel boards
students from a wide geographical
area.

Student enrolment at Swanleigh
comes from the whole State,

MILK
Licenses: Transfers
The Hon, N, McNEILL, to the Leader
of the House:

{1) Since the 1st April, 1973, how
many applications have been re-
ceived by the Milk Board of West-
ern Australia for transfer of a
dairy business?

How many of these applications
are for the purposes of re-estab-
lishment?

How many of the applications re-
ferred to in (1) and (2) above, and
including the 20 pending at the
Ist April, 1973, have been—

(a) approved;
(b) declined;
(¢) held, pending decision by the
Board?
The Hon. J. DOLAN replied:
(1) 18.
(2) 6.
(3} (a) 13;
(h) 19;
(¢) 6.

(2>

(3}

HEALTH

Medical Practitioners: Metropolitan Area

The Hon. W. R. WITHERS, to the
Leader of the House:

(1) Does this Government consider
there are sufficient medical prac-
titioners in the metropolitan area?



2816

12,

13.

(2) Are there excess numbers of
medical practitioners in the metro-
politan area?

(3) Is there an insufficlency of doctors
in a;'ly part of the metropolitan
area?

The Hon. J. DOLAN replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) No.
(3) No.

METROPOLITAN REGION
PLANNING AUTHORITY

Subdivisions: Delegation of Powers

The Hon. F, R, WHITE, to the Leader

of the House:
As the Metropolitan Reglon Town
Planning Scheme Act makes the
Metropolitan Region Planning
Authority the responsible auth-
ority for all subdivision and de-
velopment of land within the
metropolitan region, would the
Minister advise the date wupon
which the Authority delegated its
subdivisiongl powers to the Town
Planning Board in accordance with
section 19 of the Act?

The Hon. J. DOLAN replied:

I am unaware of any provision in
the Metropolitan Reglon Town
Planning Scheme Act which con-
fers subdivisional powers on the
Metropolitan Region Planning
Authority and there has been no
such delegation.

DEVELOPMENT

Manjimup Canning Co-operative:
Inquiry

The Hon. V. J. FERRY, to the Leader

of the House:

(1) Is it correct that the Minister for
Development and Decentralisation
recently called for a departmental
inquiry and a full report on the
Manjimup Canning Co-operative?

(2) If so—

(a) has the Minister received the
report;

(b) what does the report reveal,
particularly in regard to the
present financial position of
the cannery and its lkely
needs for further financial as-
sistance?

(3) What action, if any, does the Gov-
ernment propose to take as a resul{
of the findings?

The Hon. J. DOLAN replied:

(1) Yes. The Minister has called for
a8 report.
(2) (a) A report has been recelved

from the management o2f the
Cannery,

[COUNCIL.1

(b) The Directors advise that the
Cannery could possibly reach
a break-even situation by the
end of 1995, but would require
additional financial assistance
of about $500,000 during this
period. The Cannery has al-
ready had flnancial backing
amounting to $1,390,000.

(3) The Government has now agreed
to advance $190,000 from Loan
Funds to meef contingencies to the
end of the year, while the full im-
plications of the Directors’ report
are evaluated. Realising the
urgency of the growers’ situation,
a decision will be made as soon
as possible.

HEALTH SERVICES
Deeble Report Proposals: Motion

THE HON. G. C. MacKINNON (Lower
West) [4.4% pm.1: I move—

That this House views with grave
concern the proposal by the Federal
Government to radically change the
Health Services in this State as pro-
posed in the "Deeble Report”, because,
if carried out, the proposal will—

(a) threaten the individual's free-
dom of cholce of hospital
accommodation and medical
attendant;

centralise in Canberra control
over hospitals and medieal
practitioners;

{¢) place at risk the independence
of church and private hos-
pitals;

(d} deny the individual the right
to Insure against the cost of
medical care;

(e) place In jeopardy the many
assoclated services such as
Sllver Chain, Meals on Wheels,
Home Help and the llke which
have been developed individu-
ally in this State and which
rely on enthusiastic individual
particlpation and local con-
trol;

(f) register and number each adult
person in the community
which would be basic to the
maintenance of computer data
banks of personal historles;

(g) lead to deterioration in the
quality of health care; and

increase the burden of the cost
of health care In the com-
munity.

I beileve this is a matter deserving of very
keen and careful examination and debate;
and that such a debate has not In realily
taken place. I think the whole proposal
has bogged down In a debate about what

(b

—

¢(h

—
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Mr. Hayden has referred to on television
as “the greedy doctors”; the matter of
medical practitioners’ Incomes. This has
caused a great deal of concern In one way
and another, and I will refer to that later.
I think the width, or the breadth, of the
debate is quite contrary to Mr. Haydens
stated bellefs in his original article as pub-
lished in Towards a New Australia Under o
Labor Government on page 241, wherein
he saild—

Public involvement must be encour-
aged In the formulation of policy. It
1s cutrageous that so much formulation
of public policy Is conducted In secrecy.

Yet I do not really belleve the discussion
on this matter has been open and frank.
I am convinced that the exerclses which
have been undertaken have to some extent
amounted to an almost Goebbhels-like exer-
clse in confusion, because the fact remains
that virtually every argument one comes
across regarding this subject leads back
ke a homing pigeon to how much medical
practitioners are recelving, rather than re-
lating to the discussion itself.

The guestion Is not what recompense a
doctor should recelve, but what sort of
health care delivery we should recelve. To
commence this debate, I think I should say
that some myths ought to be exploded. The
first such myth is that there is such a thing
as an Australian system of health care de-
llvery. There Is not. We have as many
different methods of health care delivery
as there are States In Australla—indeed,
we have one more because the Federal
Territorles have a different system—and
each State systern has marked differences
from the others. So the question really re-
lates back to what sort of health care
dellvery we In Western Australia should
have,

The differences between the Staites are
not marginal; they are extreme, The
Queensland system is totally and com-
pletely different from the system that
operates in Western Australla., It is in
the main a ‘“free’” hospital service, with
salaried doctors and the llke. It has a
totally different basis and a totally differ-
ent foundation from that in our State.
There are marked differences in the
church and privately-owned hospltal beds
component within the different States.

Western Australia happens to be one
of those States which have a high com-
ponent of private and church hespital
peds. I think possibly South Australia
may have the highest component; and
that 1s an historical fact relative to the
arrangement in that State.

You mentioned earller, Sir, that we have
some visitors from Tasmania with us. I
think the Tasmanian system and the Wes-
tern Australlan system are probably the
most similar, because during my term as
Minister for Health just after we escaped
frorn the Grants Commission we sent
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officers to Tasmania at the request of the
Tasmanian Government to gulde that
State with regard to some changes sought
to be made to hospital management and
the like; and 'Tasmania adopted the
changes. However, each State has great
differences, and I believe those differences
should have been noted.

The Health Insurance Planning Com-
mittee report, which I destgnated in my
motion the “Deehle Report”, has been ac-
cepted by many people who have not read
it as an examination of the health services
of this country. I feel a number of mis-
takes should be cleared up in this regard.
To start with, neither Dr. Deeble nor Dr.
Scotton is a medico; they are doctors of
philosophy, each having a degree.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: They are doctors
of economics.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I thought
all doctorates in economics or anything
else carried DFPhil's. I thought they had
a degree in economics, but their doctorate
was in philosophy.

The Hon. D. K. Dans:
“Economics” on the end.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: That is
right; I am aware of that. Thils report 1s
in no way an analysls of the health ser-
vices of Australia, or of any part of Aus-
tralia, Neither of those men {s in a posi-
tion of competence to make such a report.
Indeed, the report is clearly what it states
itself to be. In the introduction the fol-
lowing is found—

The Committee's recommendations
are based on Its understanding that
the principal elements of the Govern-
ment’s programme are . . .

It then sets out the principal elements of
the Government’s programme. So it is
in fact an gnalysis of the principal ele-
ments of the programme of the AL.P,, and
contains suggestions as to how the pro-
gramme should be implemeuted. I think
that should be very ¢--zfully borne in
mind. The report is not ..n analysis of the
health services of this Strate or any other
State. It does not In any way set out to
prove that the health services should be
altered in any particular way; it is an
econcmic document setting ocut how the
AL.P. policies regarding health services
could be implemented. It seems now that
those policies will in fact be implemented
whether or not we Hke it, despite the
claims of Mr. Hayden that the matter
should be subject to a very wide, careful
discussion throughout the community.

In the report will be found a couple of
fundamental mistakes, owing to Ignorance
of the present health services. Bear in mind
that Dr. Deeble and Dr. Scotton were
research students at a university, and
carried out an analysls of how to imple-
ment a new costing system for hospital
services. They did not know very much

Just tack
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aboui health services. How could they:
the States have all the information. To
iNustrate these mistakes, I point out that
in the report these gentlemen state as an
axiom that health services should be
available to all, regardless of income, The
supposition is that they are not available
to all. Of course, in fact that is wrong
because they are available. In this State
any person who is admitted to a Govern-
ment hospital is able to visit the secretary
of that hospital and explain his finaneial
position; and if necessary his account can
be written off by the secretary—or at least
it can be until the Government changes
the position, and I believe no alteration
has been made in policy since the present
State Government took office.

Arrangements can be made with the
administrator of the hospital for these
accounts to be paid over a term; arrange-
ments can be made for these accounts to
be written off, either in part or in full;
or it may be decided that payment of the
accounts be pressed, if need be by action
through the courts. Consequently, some
people are sued for the payment of their
accounts, where they have the ability to
pay. Indeed, some people whe do not have
the ability to pay have also been sued;
this is done to ensure that they insure
with some hospital benefit fund. Once they
so insure the summonses are withdrawn.

Dr. Deeble and Dr. Scotton made a
basic and a fundamental mistake as to
the need for the ALP. scheme when they
said that hospital treatment should be
available to everyone regardless of his
finaneial position. Apart from this, it
should be borne in mind that the Federal
Government has introduced a scheme
under which people receiving less than &
certain income would not have to insure
and their hospital insurance would be paid
for them. This is a cumbersome scheme
and it will require modification in time. In
the main it Is aimed at assisting the Ab-
origines, as well as some indigent Caucas-
tans,

Another thing those two gentiemen said
was that a system should be developed
under which the ward charges—whether
they he private or public—would he stan-
dardised. In Western Australia that has
been the position; and therefore those two
gentlemen made a fundamental mistake in
that regard. In short, they did not under-
stand the Western Australian system. To
the hest of my knowledge Dr. Scotton and
Dr. Deeble have not been over to Western
Australia.

In regard to the Western Australian sys-
tem of health care delivery, I would like
to quote an article which appeared in the
Daily News of the 14th August by Kirwan
Ward. Over the years I have noted that
he has cften quoted anecdotes relating to
members of Parliament; so it is only fair
when the opportunity arises we should

{COUNCIL.]

quote what he writes. I think this article
sets out the arguments succinctly and very
well indeed. It is as follows—

Most of the arguments about health
schemes seem to break down to a com-
parison between the Gough-bless-
mummy-and-daddy plan and the O.K.
one that some people describe as the
God-help-mummy-and-daddy plan.
What few have hothered to ask is
what's wrong with the scheme we've
got?

On my desk is g file dealing with
the case of 8 woman who recently had
an abdominal operation. Once surgery
was seen to be absolutely necessary
the arrangements were made swiftly
and easlly, with no third party in-
v_olved The patient decided which par-
ticular surgeon inspired the most con-
fidence, and & hospital bed was
available with a minimum of delay.

There were no hangups at all and—
this is of major importance—no paper
work. No filling in forms, no queuing
at counters, no putting names on
waiting lists.

The hospital bill came to $541.65
of which the HBF (in my own ex-
perience the promptest payers in
town) paid $507.20. The surgeon's and
anaesthetist’s fees totalled $203, and
HEF's contribution to this was $198.

The patient had the best treatment
possible, irrespective of her hushand’s
income, and the overall cost to her
was $39.45,

I don’t know Gough's plan in detail
(who does?), I don’t know the UK.
plan in detail, but it does seem that
it’s about time somebody put in a good
word for our own very good existing
scheme and those who run it.

Let us examine more deeply what that
article has set out in relation to costs.
The hospital bill came to $541.65. Let us
say the person concerned was in a private
ward which costs $30 a day, this being an
inclusive fee. So, the person remained in
hospital for almost 20 days. For that
period in hospital the cost to the patient
was $39.45 overall. I hazard a guess that
very few people are able to live at home
for 20 days on $39.45.

The Hon, D. K. Dans: Do you mean as
a single person?

The Hon. G. €. MacKINNON:
say that this woman is single.

The Hon. D, K. Dans: You are saying
that a single person cannot live at home
on $39.45 for that period?

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Yes, for
20 days. The cost would be about $13 per
week, If we get down to tin tacks we could
say that under the present system of hos-
pital treatment it cost the person con-
cerned less than $20 a week for her stay

Let us
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in hospital. If we are to work out the
actual cost we should deduct the cost of
keep at home from the cost of hospital
treatment. I admit there might be a few
additional expenses, such as purchases of
fruit and so on. In any case, the actual
cost to the woman or, in fact, to most
patients, is very small. Yet, this is the
health scheme which the Federal Govern-
ment seeks to destroy.

Kirwan Ward i{s not very respectful of
people in his writings. He is never notably
rude, but he has a racy style of writing.
In his article he saig—

I don't know Gough's plan in detail
{who does?}, I don't know the UK.
plan in detail . . .

I am In the same situation in which he
is, and 1 am not too sure about the plan
of the ALP.

I shall mention the community health
plan. 1 do know the scheme which
is coperating in Western Australia, and I
have reasonable knowledge of the United
Kingdom scheme. In fact, I looked at the
United Kingdom scheme in great detall
for 5% weeks at the invitation of the
British Government, and I learnt a great
deal about it. So, I have some background
for the remarks I am making.

Qur present scheme consists of a chain
of hospitals throughout the length =znd
breadth of the country. These are gradu-
ated in accordance with the standard of
treatment they can provide, or with the
sophistication of the treatment they offer.
At the head of the list are the teaching
hospitals. At present—and it has been for
some time past—the major one so far as
general health is concerned is Royal Pertlx
Hospital; the major one for pedlatrics is
Princess Margaret Hospital; and the major
one for obstetrics is King Edward Memorial
Hospital.

Filllng the hospital needs in some places
are the privaie hospitals and church hos-
pitals. There are the peripheral hospitals
such as Osborne Park Hospltal, Swan
District Hospital, Bentley Hospital, and ¢he
llke. There are community hospltals such
as South Perth Hospltal. There are
regional hospitals In cenires like Albany,
Narrogin, Bunbury, Geraldton, Kalgoorlie
and Northam. There are also distriet hos-
pitals at such centres as Manjilmup and
Merredin. Of course we should include the
local hospitals, the country hospitals, and
the nursing posts which technically are
hospitals under the Act. The latter are
usually manned by double-certificated
sisters. Beyond that there are the Red
Cross depots where qualified and regis-
tered nurses, who are supplied with certain
first-ald equipment, provide medieal
services.

That is only In respect of hospitals.
When people talk about hospitals they in-
variably talk about Royal Perth Hospital
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and on occasfons they might progress
beyond this institution to the teaching
hospitals. At the front line of our defence
against {1l health are the general practi-
tioners. It seems to me that the scheme
of the Australian Labor Party is almed at
the denigration of the general practitioner
and his present mode of operation. The
general practitioner has been the subject
of a great amount of discussion.

I do not Intend to deal at great length
with a lot of figures, but I do want to
show the sort of things that can happen
with the use of figures. I think it is fair
enough to assume that some members have
seen reports in the newspapers which in-
dicated what Dr. Scotton sald when he
was examined by Mr. Wooton, Q.C., before
the medical fees tribunal. He admitted
under cross-examination that he had re-
gretably made a $10,000,000 error in his
caiculations. He admitted that the figures
he gave to the Government relative to the
income of doctors contained a $10,000,000
error.

The Hon. L. A. Logan: Who said this?

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Dr,
Scotton. He admitted that before a
tribunal. Let us lock at some of the figures
that have been mentioned. Mr. Hayden,
the Minister for Social Security, gave an
address to the Perth Press Club at g
luncheon on Tuesday, the 14th August,
1973. In that address he had this to say—

Simlarly, according to the AM.A.
health care costs are rising by 13 per
cent. a year in Canada.

This may be true but in the three
years from 1969 to 1971 the cost of
Commonwealth benefits for health 1n-
surance, health insurance subsidies,
pensioner and repatriation health
care, rose from $350 million to $675
million.

I hope members will hear those figures in
mind. He said that from 1969 to 1971 the
figure rose from $350,000,000 to
$675,000,000. In his address Mr. Hayden
also said—

This is about a 30 per cent, averaged
yearly increase, so if we could get our
costs incremses down to the reported
Cariadlan level, we would be doing
well.

Tet us see how correct that is. Mr.
Smetherham, the Director of Soclal Secur-
ity in Western Australla, wrote a letter in
answer to a query as to whether the figures
were correct. In it he satd—

The following is the text of a telex
recelved from Mr, Bill Hayden, Min-
ister for Sccial Securlty, contents of
which were conveyed to you per tele-
phone this day.

“"Further to our discussion
yesterday on my Perth Press Club
address and the West Australlan
AM.A, query about page 19, I have
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checked my original handwritten
manuseript and find, no doubt due
to my appalling handwritlng, an
error in transcriblng figures.
“Paragraph 1, page 19 should
have read:
‘This may be true but in the
three years from 1969 to
1972 . ..

That is the first correction to the state-
ment made by Mr. Hayden in his address.
He sald the perlod was from 1969 to 1971,
The letter from Mr. Smetherham con-
tinues—
... the cost of Commonwealth
Benefits—for health insurance,
health Insurance suhbsidies,
pensioner and repatriation
health care—rose from $280
millign to $565 million.’

So, one figure is reduced from $350,000,000
to $280,000,000, and the other 15 reduced
from $675,000,000 to $565,000,000. To con-
tinue with the letter—

“Paragraph 2, page 19 should
have read:

‘This 1s about a 30 per
cent. averaged yearly increase,
50 If we could get our cost In-
creases down to the reported
Canadian level, we would be
doing well”’

“Actually there are other sub-
stantial subsidles coming from the
Commonwealth In the form of
taxation concessions for contribu-
tions to health insurance funds.

He trled, to justify nis remarks. Let us

see how he arrives at his ngmes, which
are as follows—
Commonwealth $ million
cantributions 1963 1972
Medical ... . 50 133
Pensloner Medlcal Service 17 28
Hospital . . 54 91
Repatriation Medlcal
Officers . 6 11
127 263

At the bottom of the list he has added
“Fund Benefits”. Under medical and hos-
pital he glves the amounts of $155,000,000
and $301,000,000. These figures are added
to the others and produce totals of
$282,000,000 and $564,000,000. The fund
benefits, however, are not a Commonwealth
subsidy. These are pald by the individual
through his insurance,

Accordingly, bearing In mind what Mr.
Hayden says 1s the cost of Commonwealth
benefits under the scheme we find that the
true figure runs from $250,000,000 to
$280,000,000 and then down to $127,000,000;
and from $675,000,000 to $565,000,000 and
then down to $263,000,000. So the figures
he gave in hils Press club notice are so
very wrong that they are astounding.

The Hon. L. A. Logan: 'They are untrue.

[COUNCIL.}

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: But the
matter does not finish there. I do not
want to weary the House with the com-
plete analysis, but if members would like
to look at the annual report of the director
general for the year 1971-72 they will
certainly find that the figure of $10,000,000
is charged twice under the total fund bene-
fits; and 1t 1s highly likely If these are ex-
amined In great detall that the increase
will be found to be overstated by
$44,000,000.

I brought down these figures using
exactly the same figures per annum that
were used by Mr. Hayden and specified in
his Press club notice. The fieures shown
range from $675,000,000 to $263,000,000;
which is an increase from $350,000,000 to
$675,000,000 which Mr. Hayden says is an
increase of almost 100 per cent. I brought
the figures down from $267,000,000 to
$163,000,000 and I say the increase is still
overstated, prebably by $44,000,000 and
certainly by $10,000,000. It will be seen,
therefore, how misleading Mr. Hayden is
being over all the figures he has quoted,
and how impossible it 1s to aceept any of
them. This is a fact.

The Hon. D. X. Dans: Why is it a fact?

The Hon. G. €. MacKINNON: I wiil go
through the figures again., The figures I
have quoted appear over the signature of
Mr. H. W. Smetheram, Director, Depart-
ment of Soeial Security and the report
was written at the request of Mr. Hayden
and conveyed to Mr. R. J. Hayward at the
request of Mr. Hayden., Accordingly I
hoPe tthat Mr. Dans will accept that this is
& fact.

I want to read iInto the record the
figures given to the Perth Press Club
luncheon by the Minister for Social
Security (Mr. Hayden). The report reads
as follows—

Figures given to a Perth Press Club
luncheon by the Minister for Soclal
Security, Mr. Havden, this week were
inaccurate to put the kindest inter-
pretation on them said the W.A. See-
retary of the Australian Medical Asso-
ciatlon. He sald that according to
Mr. Hayden, the cost of Common-
wealth Benefils for health insurance,
health insurance subsidies, pensioner
and repatriation health care rose from
t{g?g million in 1968 to $675 million in

“Figures taken from the last annual
report of the Commonwealth Depart-
ment of Health and from the last
report of the Repatriation Commission
show the figures were $127 million and
$198 million for the respective yvears”
Mr. Hayden sald.

I do not know who prepared the figures
but no matter who it was it is certainly
shocking when we have an example of
doctors being vilifled, and so on, fram
one end of the country to the other; and
when Dr. Scotton admits a $10,000,000
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error; and, further, when Mr. Hayden
speaking about the subsldies and the cost
of the present scheme exaggerates the
figures to these absurd degrees. It is on
these fallacious arguments that we are
told that we need a completely different
health system.

I mentioned that the Deeble report lays
out the methods of financing and general
management under the proposed ALP.
health care programme. This has to be

read in conjunction with the report en--

titled A Community Health Program for
Australic—Report from the National Hos-
pitals aend Heolth Services Commission:
Interim Committee June 1973, commonly
known as the Sax report.

The Sax report is nothing more nor less
than a pleasant essay. It contains one or
two Implications with one of whieh I dis-
agree. I will read out the part entitled
“Objectives and Principles”, item 13 of
which reads as follows—

The key component of the commun-
ity health program is primary care. Tt
inecludes:

(i) preventive, diagnostic and
therapeutic services provided
from medical, X-ray, phar-
macy and laboratory facilitles
in the community;

(ii) complementary activities,
such as day care, domicilary
care, transpert fo and from
health services, personal wel-
fare services, health educa-

tion, and environmental
healith activity;

(iif> dental, mental health, re-
habilitation, alcoholism and

drug addiction services, fam-
ily planning, casefinding,
soclal intervention, and ade-
quate follow-up programs.

What I have read is so selfevident that
one wauld expect a first-year high school
child to be able to write it. It is probably
what every country in the world is aiming
at today.

The only thing I would argue about in
this document is the airy fairy manner
in which it is thought these things can
be accomplished—block grants to States
and so on. There is also the implication
in the report that organisations which do
so much to ald the health services should
be rationalised and brought together under
one management—organisations like the
Sijlver Chain, Meals on Wheels, and so on.
I certainly do not believe that such organ-
isations would work better if they were
brought under control of one Govern-
ment and run as one large organisation.
I helieve there is a great advantage in
having such organisations running in-
dividually with Iindividual controls and
individual interests. I see great advantage
in having such organisations run parallel
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with each other, because there is always
liaison between these various groups. The
word is passed from one group to the
other and this is of great benefit.

Heaven forbid that we should ever reach
the stage when the organisations I have
mentioned will be controlled by Govern-
ment civil servants. This I1s where the cost
will really mount. In a speech glven by
Mr. Eric Roberts it is reported that the
cost of the English system is almost all
gobbled up not in building hospitals and
the like; but in the day to day mainten-
ance of people and not in capital works.

Of course this is true. It is as inevitable
as tomorrow that when there are all sorts
of moneys—particularly those organised
from Canberra—that all kinds of inspec-
tors and the like are appointed. So I
repeat that the Deeble report is not an
examination of the health services of Aus-
tralia; it is an economic analysls of how
to implement the Labor Party policy and
nothing else. The Sax report is a collec-
tion of self-evident truths which are
acceptable to anyone in any party—they
are acceptable by the communists, by the
Labor Party, the D.L.P., and the Liberal
Party; indeed much of what the report
suggests 1s in operation in this State; the
ground work is already being developed
and its implementation is also being laid
down. One can see that this is evident
wherever one might go.

Mention has been made about frail-aged
institutions and the like, and vet no con-
sideration seerns to be given these organ-
isations. There does not appear to be any
real thought given {o the fact that there
are 50 many contingencles other than hos-
pitals which must be considered; that the
whole idea of hospitals is changed; that
the purpose Is to move within the com-
munity and keep people out of hospitals.
No thought is given to the fact that we
have institutions now which are looking
after slow learners, the mentally retarded,
the aged, and those In several other
categories.

A number of these institutions origin-
ated in this State; the major one would
be the frail aged homes, which has been
adopted throughout Australia and has now
been taken up by the Federal Government.

The Hon. V. J. Ferry: It is a very good
system.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: It has
worked well and the sytem Keeps a lot of
people out of hospitals,

Let us caonsider the aspect of nursing
homes; what we used to call “C'"-class
hospitals. It Is amazing to find that
virtually every aspect of health care service
in this country is in violent conflict with
Mr. Hayden. For example there 15 the
national! standing committee for nursing
home care. These people have been having
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debates with Mr. Hayden about fee in-
creases. It Is obvious that the salaries of
nurses have increased alarmingly and
many of their patients are on a set income,
being retired. Many others are on pensions
whose increases are $1.50 a week. To
give a quick example I will quote from the
figures I have here. We find that the sal-
aries of nursing assistanis have risen from
$125 in June, 1972 to $174 in June, 1973,
while the salaries of evening sisters have
risen from an hourly rate of $1 in June,
1972 to an hourly rate of $1.30, in June,
1973, The salaries of cooks have increased
from $91.86 in June, 1972 to $125.41 in
June, 1973.

The Hon. L. D. Elljott:
fortnight?

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: It is a
weekly wage.

The Hon. L. D. Elliott: For one person?

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: That is
what is paid to a cook—$125 a week. The
salary of a matron has gone from $138.06
in June 1972 to $143.96 a week in June
1973.

I am not arguing that these salary in-
ereases are wrong,; I am merely pointing
out that there is a very real need for in-
creased amounts to be paid to the nursing
homes before they go to the wall. I can-
not imagine what would happen to their
patients If the nursing homes did go to
the wall.

I notice in one article there is some
criticiszsn that all the patients in nursing
homes are not bed patlents needing
intensive and heavy nursing. Of course
they are not. If thcy were the nursing
homes would need a staff so large that
they could not possibly keep going. There
must be a grading of people in nursing
homes. It would not be possible for the
nursing homes to continue if every patient
had to be hathed, fed, washed and the
like. Accordingly nursing homes must be
graduated, and the Commonweaith has
been made aware of this problem.

Trouble was being experlenced in West-
ern Australia and the Government assisted
where it could. Under the previous scheme
the State had infinitely more fexibility
and a great number of things were done
to assist.

[Resolved: That motions be continued.)]

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: T make no
excuse for the length of the speech I in-
tend to make because I belleve this is a
matter of vital importance. Very many
aspects should, in fact, be covered and It
is my intention to do this.

I have mentioned the question of nurs-
ing homes. Representatives from nursing
homes, as a group, have met with Mr. Hay-
den but have come back to tell exactly the
same story which every other group meet-
jng with him has told; these people simply

Is that for a

(COUNCIL.]

do not know where they stand. They are
given an answer today and it is contra-
dicted tomorrow. Pigures are checked out
and it is found that they do not tally. The
figures are shown to Mr. Hayden but ap-
parently he does not understand.

The reason for not understanding is
perfectly clear and all members ought to
accept and understand that health care
service is a State matter. The Common-
wealth Government—whether it be Lib-
eral-Country Party or Labor Party—simply
does not have the expertise or the experi-
ence. The only part which the Common-
wealth Government plays is as a tax col-
lecting agency for the people of Australia.
The Commonwealth Government runs only
a few hospitals in Canberra, one in Alice
8prings, and one in Darwin. It is possible
to joke—hut I will not—when saying that
the Commonwealth Government does not
even run a mental hospital as part and
parcel of the health services of the coun-
try. Until only a few years ago the Com-
monwealth Government had no psychi-
atric advice at all. At one conference
when the Commonwealth Government
tried to tell us how to handle certain mat-
ters concerned with mental health I had
to point out that the Commeonwealth Gov-
ernment simply would not know.

Mr, Hayden is arguing on plain, straight
theories which have been taken up by Dr,
Deeble and Dr. Scotton who have given
them some some semblance of body and
form. To me, at least, it is perfectly un-
derstandable that the Commonwealth
Government should be running into all
sorts of difficulties and troubles, because
it simply does not know the position and
has no way of knowing it without the
weight of experience; and this experience
is readily available in the States. Officers
in the States are well clued-up and have
a great deal to do with this subject.

The very many references in the differ-
ent arguments and schemes must be ex-
plained and put on record. Many of them
become confusing, and I apologise for this.
I wish to read from a pamphlet called,
“Paying Mocre, Getting Less” which pur-
ports to be an answer to some of the
usual arguments which are so confusing.
We see arguments put forward that the
poor pay more because thelr payments are
not great tax deductions and the rich, who
pay the same amount in terms of insur-
ance, pay less because of their tax deduc-
tions. To say this is to forget the tax
components and that the rich pay more,
anyway, because they pay far more in tax-
ation. Further, there are counter-argu-
ments to this argument and the harangue
sbout misrepresentation of figures goes on
interminably. Under the heading, “Hos-
pital Services” on page 9 the pamphlet
says—

The State Qovernments stand to lose
most under the Committee’s hospital
plan. They would be completely reliant
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on the Federal Government for fi-
nance, but would have to bear the full
brunt of any criticism which would
inevitably arise because of the failure
of the States’ hospital system to cope
with new and rapidly increasing de-
mands. This situation has arisen in
Canada where the Federal Govern-
ment is now moving to reduce its
previous 50 per cent contribution to
Provincial Governments for their hos-
pital services, leaving the Provinces to
meet a higher share of the spiralling
costs.

Of course that sort of thing will happen
and we will be left holding the baby! The
complaints will be made to the State Gov-
ernment.

No dramatic or cataclysmic changes are
needed even to implement the Sax Report.
Certainly no cataclysmic or revolutionary
changes are needed to improve the methods
of financing and the various methods
of payment by poorer people. Indeed
I believe that those who really deserve
special consideration are not the very poor
because the very poor do not pay now. 1
have always thought that special con-
sideration is deserved by a person who, on
present-day values, earns between $80 and
$100  week. Perhaps he owns a car and
may even have bought his wife a second-
hand car for $200 or $300. This person
looks after his children well, sends them
to school, and pays his debts. If this type
of man is struck by some unfortunate
complaint which needs a doctor’s care and
hospitalisation for a long period he ean
be in difficulty because he is expected to
pay. We frequently find that this type of
person finds himself in real problems in
the event of a disaster of this nature.
However, methods exist under our present
scheme whereby the system can be im-
proved with the greatest of ease.

For example, I will briefly deal with the
pensioner-medical service which now ex-
ists. The pensioner-medical service was
devised by the Commonwealth Govern-
ment and, under this service, pensioners
are entitled to free medical and doctors’
services provided no charge is raised
against them. The Federal Government
pays a subsidy to the hospitals.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Does it not pin
them down to teaching hospitals?

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: No, it
does not pin them down to teaching hos-
pitals. However, Mr. Dans has touched on
the crux of the matter and a point which
so few people understand. A doctor in,
say, g peripheral, regional, or country hos-
pital can afford to handle a percentage
of work which is absolutely free—let us say
about 10 or 12 per cent. Almost without
exception doctors do this amount of work
at no cost. .
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If a pensioner finds himself in a situa-
tion of requiring extensive treatment or,
alternatively, there are many pensioners
in the area, it frequently happens that the
doctor must send the patients to Perth
because no payment system for the doctor
has been devised. Consequently, patients
are sent to a hospital which has a salarled
doctor. 1 ask members to bear this in
mind. Generally, this is a teaching hospi-
tal and this is the reason for so many
pensioners finishing up in teaching hos-
pitals. By a reverse process of logic under
the Labor scheme—

The Hon, D. K. Dans: Say that again—
“reverse process of logic”?

The Hon, G. €. MacKINNON: Yes, to
use the logic of that argument in reverse,
it is almost a sure bet that, under the
Labor scheme, practically every hospital
ir; f?ust.ralia will finish up with salaried
staff.

An infinitely better scheme for pensicn-
ers would be for the Government to say
that it will continue paying the Hospital
Benefit Fund contributions when people
go onto the pension. Arrangements could
be made with insurance funds to this
effect. In this way hospitals and doctors
could be paid and patients could go to the
hospitals and doctors of their choice. The
AMA, has advocated this for years and,
certainly when I was Minister, I advocat-
ed it at every conference I attended over
the years. I am extremely gratified to see
it is now part and parcel of the Liberal
health policy, because it will put personal
dignity back into the pensloner-medical
sysien. This 1s the sort of alteration
which could be made.

It seems to me quite wrong—I almost
said “dishonest”—to label the present
scheme in Western Australia as unijust,
unscrupulous, and unfair to any sectlon of
the community and, literally, to wipe it
out and start again. This is the type of
mentality which says, “Soeciety is corrupt
and all who control and run it must there-
fore be corrupt. Therefore, I, the elect,
will destroy it and, phoenix-like on the
ashes, will bullgd anew”, Frobably, in the
process, the same sort of mistakes will be
made as those which were made when the
old scheme was established. Further, the
poor taxpayer will face the problems of
paying for the destruction of the old, the
building of the new, and all the mistakes
which go with building if.

I am worried about the attitude adopted
at the discussions beeause of the state-
ments which are actually being made by
Mr. Hayden ahout greedy doctors and
about the present scheme being a
shambles. The present scheme may have
its Alaws, but it is not a shambles. I doubt
whether there {s any honourable member
in this Chamber who has not made use of
it. It is also clalmed that the present
health insurance schemes will collapse, but
we see no slgns of this. Of course, the same
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remark was made about building societies
—TI am sure all of us recall that. It is also
claimed that the contribution system is
unfair. Of course, the contribution system
can be modified but, in the main, it is a
play on figures.

The Hon. L. A. Logan: It is another
form of taxation.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: To make
the discussions even more difficult, the
unions have come into it and have threat-
ened to refuse to deliver mail to doctors.
This sort of coercive, intimidatery, tactic
has had Mr. Hayden’s support and has
stopped the free and genuine discussion
and argument which Mr. Hayden himself
promised. This is yet ahother example of
the wrongful use of an organisation. A
union is properly intended to look after the
welfare of its members. Instead, this union
is threatening to use its power for political
purposes to further what I ccnsider to be
the weak arguments of the political party
which that union supports.

The Hon. D, K. Dans: What about doc-
tors who refuse to treat pensioners? I
know there are not many but there are a
iew,

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Yes, there
are a few and it may well be that the doc-
tors have their reasons for this. Perhaps
the doctors concerned have quite a feeling
against old people; I simply do not know,
Perhaps it may be for the protection of
these people. All of us have a right to
refuse to do something which we do not
wish to do.

The Hon D. K. Dans: The unionists may
not like delivering the mail to them and,
sp, they have their own rishts,

The Hon, G. C. MacKINNON: Mr. Dans
should know better than that. For in-
stance, I have argued with Catholic doc-
tors—

The Hon. D, K. Dans: They are very
good doctors.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: —who
have told me that, under no clrcumstances,
would they perform a termination of preg-
nancy operation. I have told them that
they would, in fact, be liable at law if
they did not perform the operation pro-
vided the terminatlon of pregnancy was
medieally necessary and essential for the
welfare of the patlent. T believe I am
right In saying this. At the very least,
such a person has a duty to ensure that
ahother medico performs the operation.

The big difference, and well does the
honourable member know this, is that a
doctor may say, “I am sorry, I do not
operate. I am a physician, but I will send
you to someone who will do the operation.”
A Catholic doctor says, “I will not perform
a termination of preghancy.”

The Hon. D. K. Dans: That has nothing
to do with not treating pensloners.

[COUNCIL.]

The Hen. G. C. MacKINNON: He can
send the pensioner to another doctor. He
may say, “I do not treat pensioners, but
Dr. so-and-so does."” However, the unions
say to the doctors, “None of us wiil handle
your mall and none of us will work on
your building site.” That is where the
difference lies. One would expect a doctor
who has gone to a great deal of trouble to
specialise in pediatrics to refuse a geriat-
ric patlent.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: You are confusing
the issue. No-one would suggest a pen-
sioner would go to a children’s specialist.

The Hon, P. R. White: No-one has re-
fused to treat pensioners—some doctors
have not charged pensioners.

The Hon. Q. C. MacKINNON: If a pen-
sioner or anyone else needing medical
attention were to visit a doctor who then
refused ¢0 treat hlm, I would hazard a
guess that the particular patlent would
have an action against that doctor, if not
through the court at least through the
Medical Boeard.

The Hon. D, K. Dans: A number of
pensioners have appeared on TV telling
us that certain doctors would not treat
them, and varlous medicos have appeared
telling us why they have not treated the
pensioners.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Mr.
Hayden appeared on television and told
us that the Commonwealth contributlon
went from $280,000,000 to $375,000,000. A
few of us did not belleve this figure and
we checked on it. The honourable mem-
her knows the result of that—he was over-
stating his case by millons of dollars.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: I thought you
said it was a Press luncheon?

The Hon, G. C. MacKINNON: That is
right, and it was repeated on TV. One
always has to check matters of this kind.
While I was Minister for Health, I heard
some terrible stories about different doc-
tors. Occasionally I found that a story
was true, but the complaints that were
true were few and far between.

The Hon. D, K. Dans: They are a re-
sponsible section of the community.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: That s
correct. If a doctor decldes not to treat
a section of the community, there is usually
a sound reason for hls decislon, and very
rarely 1s it money.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Are there not two
questions involved here—doctors' fees and
the health scheme? I do not belleve the
two are connected.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I do not
think they should be connected, but I
belleve they have been. Mr. Havden has
very skillfully switched the debate from the
health scheme to doctors’ fees.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: I think they have
done a fair bit of it themselves.
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The Hon. G. C. MacEKINNON: They have
been oversensitive about it, and Mr. Hay-
den has used their sensitivity in this regard
to his advaniage.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Would you say
Mr. Hayden has been falr in the cholce of
a tribunal—Mr, Justice Ludeke?

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON:
know the gentleman.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: I understand that
Mr. Justice Ludeke was the man who—

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I always
thought interjections should be fairly plthy
and to the point!

The Hon. D. K. Dans: I am just finding
out what you know about it.

The Hon, G. C. MacKINNON: This is
not really the question.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Let me tell you
that Mr. Justice Ludeke was the doctors’
advocate—

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!

The Hon. G, C. MacKINNON: I will
accept that, and I think the doctors were
wise to accept the trtbunsal. The doctors
in this State—the general practitioners—
have been doing a job for us and they have
faced all sorts of abuse. Incidentally, I
wonder how Catholic workers who belong
to the building union would feel if that
particular union forced them not to work
on buildings being erected for doctors.

What will happen in the ultimate with
regard to the private hospitals? Let us
make no mistake about it, once the Com-
monwealth Government starts to control
hospltals of this type, it will demand that
they be run the way the Government wants
them run. In this regard I am prepared to
agree that the Federal Liberal Govern-
ment was not much better than the Federal
Labor one.

The Hon. D. K. Dans; Well, they give
most of the money to the public hospitals,
whichever Government s in Canberra.

The Hon. G. C. MacEINNON: I wish
that the honourable member would collect
all these very long interjections into a
speech and make it subseguently.

I do not

The Hon. D. K. Dans: 1 was walting for
vou to speak to your motion,

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I would
then have an opportunity to answer his
gueries in a proper and orderly fashion.

The Commonwealth Government does
provide finance {o the private hospitals on
a per patient basis, but it always demands
to know how the money will be spent and
how the administration will be set up. The
Commonwealth Government has always
appointed inspectors to see that the money
is spent In accordance with iis demands.
My fear is that exactly the same thing will
happen with any other nationalist scheme
—more public servants will be employed In
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administration than patlents cured. The
hospitals will completely lose personal con-
trol,

The Hon. N, McNeill:
queues than cures?

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Choice is
a two-way thing. We can accept or we
can refuse. Much of the publicity has been
to the effect that we do not have much
choice now when seeking medical attention.
However, If we do not ltke a particular
doctor under the present systern we can
refuse to attend him and go to someone
else, No matter what Government mem-
hers say of Mr. Hayden's scheme, it comes
back to the fact that it is an organised
scheme with salaried medical officers. It
will be these officers with whom we will be
dealing. Control over hosplials and medi-
cal practitioners will be centralised in Can-
berra. This is self-evident and anyone who
has had anything to do with Federal de-
partments knows that inevitably a lack of
flexibility follows.

Decisions will be made in Canberra, and
I am not simply referring to decisions
over clear-cut lssues when the answer will
be obviously “No” or “Yes”. In the field
of health services particularly, we are
speaking of something which affects
individual people in individual ways.
There are always variations and flexibility
is required; it may sometimes be hec-
essary for slight changes and medifica-
tions to be made. I have yet to see a
Federal Act which would be capable of the
inclusion of such madifleations.

If we want to see the man at the top,
the man who can make a decision, we will
have to make a trip to Canberra. Most
people acknowledge that the greatest cost
will be transferred from medical treatment
to bureaucratic control, and checks and
more checks by inspectors. It is inevitable
that this will happen as it has occurred in
every country which has instituted a
scheme of this type.

Mention has been made of the scheme
operating in the United Kingdom. It is
usually accepted that the scheme operates
uniformly throughout the United
Kingdom, but this is not so. Quite marked
variations occur in difierent places, but
it is all subject to centralised bureaucratic
control.

I believe the system will place the inde-
pendence of church and private hospitals
at risk. Money will be used to contrcl
them, and their administration will be
altered. Canberra has effected this control
with regard to the different State systems.
The control is accelerating and it will
extend to the private hospitals, It is in-
evitable, and the private hospitals, pursing
homes, and church hospitals are very
much aware of this. A private or church
hospital can operate more cheaply than a
Government institution, which is spending
public funds and therefore the accounts
must be carefully scrutinised. I believe

You mean more
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St. John of God Hospital in Subiaco
operates with an office staff of about four
or five. Any comparable public hospital
would need a staff four times this size. It
is inevitable, and one could almost say it
is proper, because a Government hospital
is dealing with public funds.

Once we see the intrusion of Federsl
finance into the private hospital sector,
we will see hospital staffs multiply with
all the attendant prceblems. Private hos-
pltals will receive the money provided
the hospital is run in the way Canberra
says it must be run. The takeover will
be instdious and slow, but nonetheless
complete. Again Canberra has no expertise
in this sphere. It operates only a few
hospitals and is not involved with mental
health hospitals at all.

People who live and work in Canberra
tend to hold the idea that all Australia is
like Canberra, They forget that the
average wage in Canberra is higher than
anywhere else in the country.

The proposed scheme will deny the
individual the righi to insure against the
cost of medical care. If a person wishes
to ensure that he will enjoy the very best
medical care if he does pget sick, why
should he not be able to do so? There is
nothing wrong with being frugal or with
wanting the best if one Is prepared to
pay exltra for it. I cannot see why we all
have to be dragged to some grey medio-
ﬁﬁﬁy of a socialist heaven and a free man's

ell.

The new medical health scheme will
place in jeopardy the many associated
services such as the Silver Chain, meals-
on-wheels, and home help. Such services
have developed individually in this State
and rely on enthusiastic participation and
control. It is necessary that organisations
of this type which deal indlvidually with
people should be completely divorced from
Government confrol. It may be that they
receive some money from Government
sources: I believe most of them do. How-
ever, they should be organised by
velunteers on an individual basis and
each organisation should be run accord-
ing to its needs, under the contrel of its
own committee, There is plenty of room
for lalson, and indeed there is liasison.
Maost of these organisations operate with
only a few salaried people and a minimum
amount of money. They do a magnificent
job at a very small real cost. Practically
everything pgiven them is passed to the
patients they are helping.

It is indeed clear that every individual
in Australla will have to be registered and
numbered, because this is the basls for
any community-operated system.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: As the Taxation
Department does now?

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Qulte so.
However, a person’s medical history has
always been completely confidentizl. A
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contractual arrangement exists hetween a
patient and his doctor. We will see all the
confidentlal medical information put into
computer language and it will be avallable
for statistical purposes. The Government
will have access to this information and
to the mass accounting which will follow.
The contract immediately will move from
the patient and the doctor to the doctor
and the Government. The very important
contract between the patient and the doc-
tor will no longer exist. Do not tell me
this will not change because i will. Do
not tell me it does not change because it
does. I have seen it operate. I have to
visit a doctor once a week, and whilst
I was in England for five weeks I visited
a doctor every week.

The Hon. L. D. Elliott: This 1s not the
English scheme,

The Hen. D. K. Dans: What happens
with Royal Perth Hospital records In re-
gard fo pensicners in the Outpatients De-
partment?

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: The in-
formation is not computerised. It is kept
in a specialised area. The Royal Perth
Hospital is very jealous of its hospital at-
mosphere which I believe will be lost in-
evitably under the scheme proposed by the
party to which the honourable member
belongs.

The Hon, D. K. Dans: What happens
with hospital benefit fund schemes?

The Hon. G, C. MacKINNON: Hospltal
benefit fund schemes are not acquainted
with the intimate details of people. I
do not care whether a person pays for his
doctor's services through an insurance
scheme, because the contract between the
doctor and the patient still remains. Under
the preoposed health scheme, in many
cases the contract will switch In relation-
ship from between doctor and patient to
between doctor and the Government, and
I think that this would be a disaster. I
think it would lead to a deterioration in
the quallty of health care. Many people
compare the different health services and
show a preference for one or the other,
That i5 quite reasonable, because there 1s
competition between private and Govern-
ment haspitals.

I belleve that under the proposed health
scheme doctors will ultimately become
salaried medicos. I belleve there will be
a loss of personal satisfaction in the dutles
performed and peer group acceptance, and
delays, together with increased cost be-
cause of delays and all that goes with
them. I also believe that the proposed
health scheme will Increase the burden of
the cost of health care in the community.
There is a belief that the new scheme will
reduce costs and give better service, but I
have yet to hear of any of these schemes
being put into effect and actually working.
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People speak of a "free” medical scheme.
The only way we can get free health ser-
vices in this country is for Mr. Whitlam
to see Richard Nixon, tell him how much
the nation’s health services cost and per-
suade Mr. Nixon to write a cheque for
$1,000,000,000, or whatever the cost will
be. Only then will health services be free
to the people of Australla. However,
whether health services in this country
are made available free to us, at half cost
through Insurance schemes, or by any
other method, the cost will still be borne
by the community. Therefore in actual
fact, the services are not free. Further,
I belleve that once we move into a field
where people imagine the health services
to be free, use of those services will in-
crease and the actual real cost of such
services to the community will also in-
crease. What is more, the services that
are rendered must degenerate.

The Hon. L. D. Elllott: Do you realise
that a person will pay less under the new
scheme than he does at the moment?

The Hon. G. €. MacKINNON: No, I do
not. All this talk about people paying
less Is a myth and a play on figures. I
have already quoted to the House the
finanelal statement made by Dr. Scotton,
and the value of the statement that has
been made by Mr. Hayden. Therefore,
tf the honourable member’s figures .ome
from either of those sources I suggest that
she review them because such figures have
been checked and rechecked. With the ad-
ditional bureaucrats that will be appointed
and built into the existing system, health
services inevitably must cost more. To Bill
Smith and to Des Dans it may cost a little
less.

The Hon. D, K. Dans: That is only
speculation.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: No, 1% is
not speculation; it 1s as inevitable as to-
mMOIrow.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: How do you Enow
we are golng to get it?

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: If we are
not, the honourable member will be un-
able to prove me right or wrong. How-
ever, there must be an Inevitable increass
in the cost of health services because of
the ever increasing army of inspectors and
the ever Increasing groups that are ap-
polnted to conduct checks to ensure that
the scheme is being conducted in the way
it should be.

I cannot stress strongly enough that the
Royal Perth Hospltal does not constitute
the total health services of this State. It
is not the beginning and the end of them,
although it is a most important part of
those services. It Is a special hospital
that renders speclal service and % the only
one of its kind. However, what we have
to consider are the people who I think
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will be destroyed under the proposed
health scheme; the froatline troops—the
general medical practitloners—in any
medical care system. They need a hospi-
tal in which to work and they need to
work in hospltals. Those doctors that
come from the country are fully aware
of that. They need the assoclatlon they
get with other medicos In other hospitals.
They do not get this In Royal Perth Hos-
pltal because it is a special hospital.

The general medical practitioner is the
lyneh pin in any medical service. because
it 1s a personal service,

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Have you ahy
idea how many general practitioners would
favour the proposed scheme?

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Ng, I
would not know, It is interesting to learn
that in Ontario the medical association
there in its 1973 report lists the needs of
the people as follows—

Per cent.
Service 17.8
Competence 34.0
Good human relations 46.4
Other 18

These are the things that people want in
the doctor of their cholce, ¥et 21l the as-
sumptions of the Labor Party are based
nn the Pavlovian theory of automatic res-
ponse; conditioned reflex., It is based on
the theory of, “Offer them a dollar and
they will do the job.” That is not true,
because of the personal satisfaction ob-
tained in the duties performed and because
of another most important aspect; the
ability to change human relationships.

I applaud the attempt by the Royal Aus-
trallan College of General Practitioners to
ft the stendards of general practice, and
I will do everything in my power to assist
them. I am worried about their place in
the scheme of thlngs. I am alarmed that
even some of them are inclined to think
that the new scheme, as proposed by Mr.
Hayden and the Labor Party, will assist
them. I am alarmed to think that any-
body in this country is of the belief that
any revolutionary change in the present
system is acceptable, because I do not
believe it is.

I belleve the present system we have in
Western Australia is quite sound. I am
not speaking of Redfern or anywhere else.
One friend of mine happened to say to
Dr. Scotton, “Have you vislted Western
Australia and seen the system there?” Dr.
Scotton replled, “No, but we must do some-
thing. Have you seen Redfern?" My friend
said, “You can fix Redfern, but do not
muck up the rest of Australia.”” In flxing
one or two facilitles 1t seems to be the
determination of the Federal Labor Party
to wreck years of work and experience and
I sincerely hope that this House will join
with me in carrying the motion I have
maved.

Sitting suspended from 609 to 7.30 pm.
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THE HON. R. F. CLAUGHTON (North
Metropolitan) [7.33 p.m.1: It is deplorable
that the credibility of a Federal Minister
should be attacked in this Chamber where
he has no right of reply.

The Hen, G. C. MacKinnon: You can
reply on his behalf.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: That is
an interesting observation by the honour-
ahle member who moved the motion the
subject matter of which has nothing at
all to do with the State Government as
such.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: You have
to be joking. Health is a State matter.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: It is a
matter for decision in the Federal Parlia-
ment.

The Hon. G. C, MacKinnon: It is a State
matter and always has been.

The Hon, R. F. CLAUGHTON: The leg-
islation involving the proposed national
health scheme is not dealt with in the
State Parliament, but in the Federal Par-
liament; and the Miinster responsible for
its introduction in the Federal Parliament
has no rights in this Parliament.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: Rats!

The Hon. G. €. MacKinnon: Absolute
tosh!

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: I am sur-
prised that a member of Parliament with
the experience Mr. MacKinnon has gained
should introduce a motion of this kind.
We heard a great deal from him, but very
little in specific reference to the items
covered by the motion. Unfortunately, 1
am ill-prepared to reply to the specific
items with which he dealt.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith:
brother!

The Hon, R. F, CLAUGHTON: As mem-
bers know, it is not the normal practice
for an immediate reply to be given on a
private member's meotion, but members
will be aware of the circumstances in this
case.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: No; we are
not aware of the circumstances in this
case,

The Hon. R. F, CLAUGHTON: Mr.
MacKinnon had better talk to his leader
afterwards because I am sure he will in-
form him.

The Hon. A. F. QGriffith:
pardon?

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: I sald
that the honourable member had better
talk to the Leader of the Opposition after-
wards.

The Hon, A. P. Grifith: Why should he
talk to me afterwards?

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Mr.
Willlams was qulte prepared to follow me.
There was no need for you to speak.

You said It

I beg your
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The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: That s
very interesting.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: He stood
up at the same time as you did.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: That
again would be a departure from the
normal procedure on a private member's
motion,

~ The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: You are
implying it is wrong?

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: I am not
saying it is wrong.

The Hon. A. F. Grifith: Then what are
you saying?

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: That it
is 8 departure from the normal procedure
adopted in this Chamber,

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: What are yau
saying?

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: What I
have just said.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Are you
imglying there is some skulduggery going
on?

The DEPUTY FRESIDENT: Qrder!

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: I am at
a loss to understand the interjection just
made.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: We are at a
loss to understand what you are insinuat-
ing.

The Hon. R. P, CLAUGHTON: I am at
a loss to understand why a motion of this
sort has been intreduced.

The Hon, G, €. MacKinnon: Because
health has always been a matter of State
authority.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: As 1
stated initially, the legislation coneerning
the national health scheme will be dealt
with in the Federal Parliament and the
Minister responsible for its Introduction
there will be the person answerable in
connection with any charges or criticism
levelled at the scheme. It is not a matter
oh which the State Government would be
expected to provide the answers to the
criticisms raised.

The Hon. A. ¥, Griffith: What about Mr.
Crean’s speech? I cannot answer that here.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: Mem-
bers in this Chamber can comment, but
they are not responsible for anything done
in the Federal Parliament. WMr. Hayden
has been accused of stirring the argument
on doctors’ fees. This again is a matter
on which only Mr, Hayden could be ex-
pected to provide an answer to the honour-
able member.

Charges have been made about the actual
figures in the Press reported to have been
glven by Mr. Hayden at a Press luncheon;
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and this again is a matter in regard to
which only Mr. Hayden could provide the
answers.

The Hon. G. €. MacKinnon: That is
not correct. I provided the proof,

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: The
State Government could not be expected
to answer for him. It would seem to me
to be far more reasonable for Mr.
MacKinnon to challenge Mr. Hayden to
a public debate on television. That, rather
than this Parliament, would be a far more
appropriate forum for this type of discus-
sion.

The Hen. G. C. MacKinnen: That is
absolute nonsense, Parliament is a de-
bating place.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: Yes, but
Federal Parliament is also a debating place
in this instance.

The Hon, G. C. MacKinnon: This is a
matter affecting us as a State.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: In the
Federal Parliament we have members re-
presenting the State and thase members
are quite capable of raising the criticism
contained in the motion. Perhaps Mr.,
MacKinnon does not have sufficient con-
fidence in those Federal members.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: You are
prepared to hand it ail over to Canberra.

The Hoh. A, F. Griffith: He is prepared
to help them get it.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: I am
trying to catch the content of the inter-
jections,

The Hon. V. J. Ferry: You will catch
more than that.

The Hon. R. F, CLAUGHTON: At the
end of hic rather long speech, the honour-
able member touched only briefly on the
matters contained in his motion. In essence
he supplied very little argument to support
the charges he made. At all post offices
a publication entitled, The Australian
Heqlth Insurgnce Program—The Plain
Facts, is freely available, and it completely
refutes all that Mr, MacKinnon has said.

The Hon, G. C. MsacKinnon: That Js
very much a matter of opinlon.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: So was
the subject matter in the honourable
member’s speech entirely a matter of
opinion. This subject i1s one on which
the Australian public—not this Chamber—
will judge the Federal Government.

The honourable member has stated that
the proposal in the report will threaten the
{individual freedom of choice of hospital
accommodation and medical attendants.
What a lot of nonsense.

The Hen, G. C. MacKinnon: Tell us
what is wrong with our present system
which demands such a revolutionary
change.
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The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: The
honourable member is making charges
against the proposals of the Federal Labor
Government,

The Hen, G. C. MacKinnon: I am say-
ing the change is not necessary.

The Hon. R. F, CLAUGHTON: The hon-
ourgble member desires to change the
basis of his argument to suit himself.
That is a reasonable approach to adopt in
a debate, but we are expected to answer
the debate on the actual motion. No
threat is evident to the individual's free-
dom of choice unless that threat is already
in existence under the present system. If
& person goes to a public hospital he
accepts the doctor who Is on duty. If he
requires specialised treatment, the patient
accepts the specialist in attendance.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: What spe-
cialist is at the Northam public hospital?

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: A person
has complete freedom under the scheme
to request any doctor he desires. In effect
a wider choice is available. At the moment
we have no choice under the scheme builg
up in an ad hoc sort of way by the pre«
vious Liberal Government. If we want
to insure gurselves against medical or hos-
pital expenses we are forced to join a
private enterprise insurance fund, We
have no alternative.

The Hon., J. Heitman: What s wrong
with that?

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: If a per-
soh is exiremesly poor he must accept the
treatment which comes his way. He does
not have any choice,

The Hen, G. €. MacKinnon: Is the
Friendly Societies Health Services a pri-
vate enterprise fund? I thought it was a
iodge fund.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: They charge the
same as the Hospital Benefit Pund.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: I take it
Mr. MacKinnon approves of the Friendly
Socleties Health Services.

The Hon. G. C, MacKinnon: I happen to
be a member of 1t; but what has that to
do with the price of eggs?

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: That is
extremely good: I am pleased to hear it.
The fact remains that if a persen wants to
insure himself to guard against tre-
mendous bills for medical and hospital
expenses he must do so with one of the
funds. He does not have any freedom of
choice about that.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Is the Hos-
pital Benefit FPund 2 private enterprise
fund?

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: It has
often been said that under the new scheme
a person will be presented with a card
and a number. But what is the present
situation? I have a card and a number.
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I am a digit In a computer somewhere and
I have no control at all over the rules
made by that body.

The Hon. G. €. MacKinnon: You have
the right to say whether or not you will
join, but under the national scheme you
will not have that choice.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: What a
wonderful right that is. What happens if
I do not join?

The Hon. G. €. MacKinnon: Who wants
natlonalised medicine anyway?

The Hon. R. P. CLAUGHTON: I want it,
for one.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: That shows
you are out of step with the average per-
son.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: It cer-
tainly shows someone is out of step. I
agree that medical and hospitalisation in-
surance 1s a good thing. I have been in it
since before I was married because I could
see its obvious benefits,. However, I do not
think the present system is desirable be-
cause one must insure with a private
organisation over which, in fact, one has
no control and where the public cannot
examine what is going on.

The Hon. J. Heltman: What say will one
have in the case of nationalised medicine?

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: Just the
same say as the public now has on all mat-
ters on which Parliament legisiates. If one
does not like what is going on one can
express his disapproval through the ballot
boxes. There is that check on what is
done in a true democratic system. How-
ever, there is no check on what is done
at present. We can, therefore, dismiss the
thought that there is any threat to the
individual freedom of cheice regarding
hospital accommodation and medical at-
tention,

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: You can-
not, you know.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: The situ-
ation will be much the same as it is under
the present system. People do have a
choice, bearing in mind that hospitals
cannot be spread around the State, willy
nilly. Hospitals are constructed by private
enterprise, or through the use of public
funds so the ordinary person bears the cost
in some way.

The motion continues and sets out that
control over hospitals and medical prac-
titloners will be centralised in Canberra.
Well, it Is rather strange that we have had
public hospitals for a very long time but
it has never been feit that they were a
disadvantage to the people of Western
Austrelia. In fact, we have a centralised
system In Western Australia itself whereby
social service beneflts and pensions are
distributed to the population. The same
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system operates in each State. If I have
a4 complaint regarding repatriation bene-
fits, or social service payments, I do not
have to take my complaint to Canberra;
I deal with the heads of departments in
this State. The problems are resolved
without reference to Canberra.

The Hon. G. €. MacKinnon: You would
have to be joking. You could not know
because you have not yet been in the
situation with regard to medical services.

The Hon. R, F. CLAUGHTON: If I do
not know then the honourable member
opposite has failed in his task to let me
know. In a self-imposed manner he con-
sidered it his duty to set himeslf up and
explain these things to us in the motion.
If there is a problem he certainly did not
demonstrate what it was.

The Hon. &G. C. MacKinnon: The hon-
ourable member does not even know that
50 per cent. of State hospitals are run by
hoards.

The Hon, R. F. CLAUGHTON: If the
member opposite cares to read what he
has said he will see there is no substance
in his claim as outlined in the motion. He
hl?l‘; his opportunity and he failed lament-
ably.

The motion confinues and states that
the proposal will place at risk the inde-
pendence of church and private hospitals.
That is a lot of nonsense. It does not
seem to matter how often Mr. Hayden de-
nies these things, the same charges appear
to be brought up again. I suppose it is a
case of the constant drip wearing away the
stone; if the same thing is said often
enough people will begin to believe it.

I hope the Federal Minister is able to
retaliate to the same extent so that the
unsubstantiated charges are not believed
by the public. Fears are continually raised
in the mind of the public in regard to what
might happen,

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: And in
every likelihood, could happen.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: No proof
has been forthcoming that it will happen.
If was rather inferesfing to note that the
honourable member spoke about the use
made of the health system in England. An
article appeared in the Daily News on
Thursday, the 16th August, under the
heading, “Use or Abuse”. Under the sub-
heading, “Canadian f{ree health study is
good news for Hayden” the article com-
pletely contradicts many of the charges
which Mr. MacKinnon made regarding the
number of people who would be flocking
to the doctors and the hospitals. It simply
did not occur in Canada. The charges
have no basis at all. There was some In-
crease in the number of people who went
to the doctors, but it was a small fraction
of 1 per cent.
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There was a similar increase in the num-
ber of people who visited doctors earlier
than they did previously, and whose con-
ditions were treated earlicr and more
effectively. Under the old system those
people may have waited longer to visit
their doctors and then found themselves
in serious trouble. So, the two instances
balanced out,

We had a free health scheme operating
in Western Australia for a long time.
It operated at Kalgoorlie and I spoke to &
doctor who practised there approximately
seven years ago. I guestioned him on this
very point: Did more people go to him
with trivial complaints than was the prac-
tice in Perth? The doctor replied that
there was no significant difference.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: That was
because there were only three doctors serv-
ing the whole of Kalgoorlie. That was the
maost “undoctored” place in Western Aus-
tralia while the scheme applied, and that
is the reason that people could hot get in
to see the doctors. It was a real problem.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: The ex-
Minister seems to know the gentleman
about whom I am speaking, and who was
at Kalgoorlie at the time!

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: But I was
instrumental in changing the system from
a panel to a fee-paying service.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: The hon-
ourable member seems to have the ability
to read my mind. I have mentioned that
instance because it simply substantiates
the result of an investigation of the Cana-
dian system, and which completely dis-
proves the remarks made by the honour-
able member opposite.

He also quoted, from a pamphlet which
criticised the Canadian scheme. I think it
was put out by the A.M.A., and it was
titled, “Paying More and Getting Less”.
I cannot remember the exact words of
the quote but it referred to the rapidly
increasing commitments of the scheme.

It is rather interesting that on a previous
occasion doctors had quoted the Canadian
system, and had taken the remarks of Dr.
LeClair quite out of context. The extract
I have reads—

On PFriday, In a joint statement,
these groups quoted the Canadian
Deputy Federal Minister for Health as
saying "“We have come to the ines-
capable conclusion that we have the
wrong system.”

The allegations made by the General Prac-
tittoners Society, the Royal Australian
College of General Practitioners, the Na-
tional Asociation of General Practitioners
of Australia, and the Australlan Medical
Association were completely refuted in the
information received from Canada,

Dr. LeClair refutes the statement, or the
case built up by the organisations to which
I have referred and says the quotes made
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by him were completely out of context.
He was, in fact, referring to something
completely different from the material
for which the quote was being used to sup-
port.

‘While the member who has moved this
motion might try to destroy the case put
up by Mr., Hayden, by using a few mis~
quoted figures—

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: My figures
are not misquoted. They are taken out of
an anhual report, a statistical part of the
Government.

The Hon, R. F. CLAUGHTON: The
honourable member should listen more
carefully; I did not say his figures were
misquoted.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Are you
saying that the figures quoted by Mr. Hay-
den are wrong?

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: A few
figures were quoted by Mr. Hayden, and
with those figures the honourable mem-
ber tried to convince us that the whole
scheme is no good.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: It Is a
proposition based on wrong figures,

The Hon. R, F. CLAUGHTON: Pages
and pages of figures are connected with
this health scheme, not just those which
were quoted. The argument shows a lack
of—perhaps I had better not continue my
statement: I do not want to unnecessarily
criticise the member opposite. However,
I expected a far sounder argument to be
presented by him.

The honourable member said that the
independence of private hospitals was at
risk. The Deeble report gives three options
which the Government might follow. The
Government has not stated which course
it will follow, but it has said it will
support the private and church hospitals.

I earlier referred to The Australian
Health Insurance Program, and in that
pamphlet the question is asked, “What
will happen to religious and charitable
hospitals?” The answer is as follows—

It is proposed the Australian Gov-
ernment should match, on a dollar
for dollar basis, anhy operating subsi-
dies which the State Governments
may agree to pay, so that these hos-
pitals will not run at a deficit. They
will be expected in return to limit
their charges to the maximum pro-
posed for private patients in public
hospitals.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: And every
bit of money will have strings such as
that attached to it.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: Does not
the money which is made available at the
moment have strings attached to it? It
is rather odd that only a couple of weeks
ago I received a call from a lady who was
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a patient in a private nursing home. She
was extremely worried. The hospital was
run by a church organisation and she
considered it should have been a charitable
organisation. However, the charges at
that nursing home ahsorbed the whole of
her pension, and more, and her savings
were steadily being eroded. She could see
the day coming when she would be left in
penury. That is the sort of system which
operates at present and which the hon-
ourable member opposite believes to be so
marvellous.

'The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: You have
picked one case out of thousands, quite
unsubstantiated, to prove the system is
bad. That is ridiculous. Bad cases make
bad laws.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: That
pretty well sums up the argument. the hon-
ourable member presented to this House.

The Hon, G. C. MacKinnon: Your argu-
ment.

The Hon. R, . CLAUGHTON: 1In cne
Instance the figures glven in a statement
made by Mr. Hayden were wrong. The cor-
rect Information was glven subsequently,
but I might add it did not make any differ-
ence to the percentages. The argument on
percentages remalned true. In one in-
stance Dr. Scotton—

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon:
only $10,000,000.

Th: Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: What
were the total ficures? The honourable
member slid over that aspect. Why were
we not told the total figures that were in-
volved? When one speaks of a total of
$30,000,000, an amount of $10,000,000 he-
comes slgnificant; but In a total of
$300,000,000, an error of $10,000,000 15 not
so significant.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: In my
humble life, $10,000,000 has always been a
significant sum.

The Hon, A. F. Griffith: Now I knhow
what goes wrong 1In the Treasury—
$10,000,000 out of $300,000,000 does not
mean much.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: This is
the sort of argument on which the honour-
able member attempted to build up his
case, and 1t was completely removed from
the substance of his motion. I tried to
find out what the argument was about, but
the actual relationship of his argument to
the motlon was left to the last few minutes
of his speech. As for substantive argu-
ments to support the motion, I was at a
loss to know what they were. The motion
goes on 0 say—

{b) deny the Individual the right to
insure against the cost of medical
care;

That is just not true. The scheme quite
clearly glves people the right to insure.

That was
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‘The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Provided
they also pay all the other costs imposed
upon them by the Government.

The Hon. R. F, CLAUGHTON: Yes.

The Hon. G, C. MacKinnon: A double
deal.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: If one
wants something additional to that which
Is recelved by the rest of the community,
Is |t unreasonable to ask that one pay a
little extra for {t?

The Hon. G. €. MacKinnon:
has to pay twice.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: That is
by the way. The real charge made by the
honourable member 1s that the scheme
denies the individual that right. It does
not deny the indlvidual that right. He
still has the right under the scheme. If he
wants to take out private insurance in
order to get Into a private ward in the
hospltal and have the care of a specialist
of his choice, he may do so0. That right is
not denjed him.

The motion continues—

(e) place In jeopardy the many as-
soclated services such as Silver
Chain, Meals on Wheels, Home
Help and the like which have been
developed individually In this State
and which rely on enthuslastic
individual particlpation and local
control;

I have not been able to find In the papers
I have before me any statement ln which
it is sald that will or will not occur, but in
the Budget speech given by Mr. Crean to-
night a sum of $2,000,000, I think, was
mentioned for Meals on Wheels. Does that
sound as though those organisations are to
be done away with? I am sorry I do not
have with me the report of a speech of
Mr. Havden in which he expressed his sup-
port for these private voluntary organisa-
tions. But when we accept his statements,
and when we take Into account the Federal
Budget, that charge in the motion is denfed.
It 1s not factual.

But one

The motion continues—

(f) register and number each adult
person in the community which
would be basic to the malnten-
ance of computer data banks of
personal histories;

I daresay there has to be something in the
motion that Is factual; and I suppose that
would be it. As I sald earller, I am a con-
tributor to a hospital benefit fund, and I
have a card bearing a number. I have
no control over what that organisation
notes in its records.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Your name,
your age, your wife's name, and the names
of your children,

The Hon. R, F. CLAUGHTON: Does 1t?
The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Yes.
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The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: I am
glad the honourable member was able to
tell me that. I did not know. For all I
know, the records could contain c¢ther
information, to which I have no access,
and I have no protection as regards what
the fund does with the information.

The Hon. J. Heitman: What has it done
with the information in the past?

The Hon. R. P. CLAUGHTON: I do not
know. I am not told. In fact, I would
prefer data concerning me to be kept
under the proposed health scheme, where-
in the public has the right to demand that
the elected representatives take respon-
sibility for what is done. I think that is
a far preferable situation to the existing
situation, where there is no contrel at all.

The motion continues—

(g) lead to deterioration in the guality
of health care;

That has not been proved. Nothing the
honourable member sald subsiantiated
that aspect.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: I do not
think it will improve, either.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: When a
member makes such charges about a pro-
posal, and the person responsible for the
proposal does not have the right to answer
.in this Chamber, I suggest it behoves that
member to substantiate fully the charges
he makes.

I do not know what provision the
Federal Government is making for hos-
pital care, but perhaps we should suspend
our judgment until we hear about 1t.
There is no doubt that the quality of care
provided by the Government of this State
in its public hospitals—one could call
them nationalised or socialised hospitals
as they are run by the Government—lacks
something.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: What daes
it lack?

The Hon, R. P. CLAUGHTON: Bu{ that
charge has not been substantiated here.

The motion continues—

(h) increase the burden of the cost of
health care In the community.

Again, it has not been proved. I would
like to quote comparative costs but in the
short time I have had at my disposal 1
heve not been able to ascertain them.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: You can
only make guesses.

The Hon, R. F, CLAUGHTON: I am sure
one of the other members will have a
little more time to research the matter
and provide the figures.

I regret that I have had to get up
tonight and speak to this motion. It is a
matter which is not really relevant to the
Government, of this State.
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The Hon. G. €. MacKinnon: I keep tell-
ing you health has always been relevant
to the Government of this State because
the State Government runs the health
services in this State. The Federal Gov-
ernment does not run them.

The Hon. R, F. CLAUGHTON: One
could go through the whole range of
human activities and say everything is
relevant; no{ just health care. We could
say defence is relevant, for that matter,

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Of course
it is relevant.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: Buf we
do not debate defence proposals here be-
cause defence is under the jurisdiction of
the Federal Government.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: It is dealt
with by Mr. Davies, your colleague in the
other House.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: Defence?

The Hon. G. €. MacKinnon: Mr. Davies
is the Minister for Health. I am sorry; if
you said “defence”, you did not enunclate
clearly.

The Hon. R. F'. CLAUGHTON: We could
say all things are relevant to this Parlia-
ment, but if the Government of this State
does not present the legislation to this
Parliament we must accept the fact that
there is a separation of responsibilities he-
tween State and Federal Parliaments. We
have heard enough about it in the last few
weeks.

The subject of the motion is a matter
whieh will be legislated for and fully de-
bated in the Federal Parliament, vet we
are asked to discuss it here. I am not
averse to discussing it, but we do not have
in the Parliament of Western Australia
the Federal Minister who will be respon-
sible for introducing the legislation and
explaining it to the Federal Parliament,
and whatever we resolve here about this
matter can have no relevance to what
goes on in the Federal Parliament. The
Federal Minister for Health—

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Dr. Everlng-
ham. I do not mind coming to your as-
sistance,

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: The Fed-
eral Minister for Social Security—

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Mr. Hayden
1s the Minister for Social Security. Ap-
parently the Commonwealth is taking over
the health services of the States.

The Hon. R. P. CLAUGHTON: The Fed-
eral Minister for Social Security has been
at great pains to ensure the public is fully
informed. We have available to us—

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: He s
spending $1,250,000 of the taxpayers’
money to do so, is he not?
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The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: In a
matter as important as this, should
we quibble about the Government taking
the trouble to inform the taxpayers—

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Yes, be-
cause he is selling & party line.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: —about
what it intends to do? If the Federal
Government did not do so, it would be
accused of secrecy. It is one of those
“‘each way” matters—if one does it, one is
wrong; if one does not do it, one is still
WIong.

I vehemently oppose the motion before
the House on the grounds that it is not
an area of leglslative responsibility of this
Parliament and that the honourable mem-
ber has not proved the case set out in the
motion,

THE HON. R. J. L. WILLIAMS (Met-
ropolitan) [8.14 pm.l: T am somewhat
amazed. I have always regarded you, Mr.
Deputy President, as being au fait with
Standing Orders. I have always regarded
the clerks at the table as being completely
responsible in theilr parliamentary duties.
But the implication seems to be, according
to the last speaker, that the motion 1s out
of order.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: I did not
make that charge.

The Hon. R. J. L, WILLIAMS: Had it
been out of order, it would have been ruled
out of order by you, Slr, or sttention
would have been drawn to it by the clerks.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: Keep to the
facts.

The Hon, R. J. L. WILLTAMS: I am
keeplng to the facts. This might become
a Uttle uncomiortable for Mr. Claughton.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: Perhaps you
will substantiate some of the things that
Mr. MacKinnon left out.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: He hasn't had
a chance to say anything yet.

The Hon. R, J. L. WILLIAMS: I wish to
make it perfectly clear that if my opinion
is wrong then I have nc¢ right to be in
this Parliament. However, I feel I have
every right to represent my constituents
on all matters that are of some urgency
to them, be they State, Federal, or inter-
national.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: I take it
you have not much confidence in Mr.
Garland®?

The Hon. R. J. L. WILLIAMS: 1 do not
see what that has to do with the subject.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: He is the
Federal member for yvour area.

The Hon. R. J. L. WILLIAMS: I sup-
pose Mr. Claughton has a great deal of
confidence in Mr. Viner? I still say I
am entitled to speak in this House on any
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subject appertaining to the people of
Western Australin. If it Is necessary to
alert them to the fact that a health scheme
which is not perfect but which has worked
verv well in this State is likely to be sub-
stituted by the dream of nationalised medi-
cine, then I will do so: because the proposed
legislation and the pamphlets we have
seen preceding it are only the Beveridge
report of 1946, amended for Australlan
consumption. Nationalised medieine in
the United Kingdom now costs some
£2,000,000,000.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: DId you say it was
the Beveridge report?

The Hon. R, J, L. WILLIAMS: I said it
was the Beveridge report of 1946, as
amended for Australlan consumption: al-
though there seems to be very little differ-
ence. Having said that I have a right to
register a protest, and I intend o do just
that. It seems that the previous speaker
would like us to debate on television with
the Pederal Minister the rights and wrongs
of the scheme.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: I suggested
that Mr. MacKinnon do that.

The Hon. R. J. L. WILLIAMS: I merely
say that we do not like the David Frost
show. This is the Chamber where
matters should be debated. I happen to
know that when he was in this State Mr.
Hayden refused to debate the matter with
the Vice-President of the AM.A, who has
sormne little interest in the subject. Pos-
sihly the Minister did not have time; I am
not criticising him.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: Probably you
would like—

The Hon. Clive Griffiths: You are getting
a lot of interjections.

The Hon. R. Thompson: The interjec-
tions are more entertaining than the
speech.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: I do not
think they are entertaining, let alone
informative.

The Hon. R. J. L. WILLIAMS: The pro-
posed national health scheme is outlined
in a report written by two economists—
although only one gets a mention as it is
called the “Deeble Report”, but the other
gentleman is Dr. Scotton. When one reads
through their report carefully one finds
they point out various dangers in the
scheme; and these inherent dangers leave
me in no doubt when I say that the scheme
is questionable.

I do not know of any person in Western
Australia who has been refused medical
treatment on the ground that he cannot
afford to pay for it. When I talk ahout
Western Australia, we must not forget
that Mr. MacKinnon pointed out that the
States have differing health schemes. Ours
happens to be one that has grown up, and
I would say that in comparison with any
other health scheme in the world it is one
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of the cheapest and most efficient. If
there are cases of people belng refused
medical treatment due to inability to pav
for it, I would like to know of them. I
know of no doctor who would refuse to
treat a person who has insufficient money
to pay for the treatment. I understand
even Royal Perth Hospital has an inbuilt
system whereby people who have in-
sufficient money and who can satisfactorily
prove that fact can have their accounts
written off. If that is not a satisfactory
health scheme I do not know what is.

Great play was made about patients not
having a choice of dactor. It is inevitabie
that under such a scheme one will not be
able to see the doctor one wishes to see
because the demands upon his time will
be so increased and the conditions under
which he must work will be so increased
that it will be difficult for one to see him.
Perhaps I could give a simple example of
this. In the United Kingdom there is a
waiting list of anything up to three vears
for those who wish to undergo an opera-
tion for a simple hernia.

The Hoh, D. K. Dans: There is no
evidence yet that it will happen here.

The Hon. R. J. L, WILLIAMS: No, we
have no evidence yet that it will happen
here, but I think it is fair conjecture to
say that the pressures placed upon medical
people will result in something similar oc¢-
curring. Perhaps I should be even more
iocalised than that, and say that in my
mind there is no doubt that private hos-
pitals will eventually be taken over con-
ditionally, and their costs will escalate. 1
think this is rather sad when one realises
this could bhe the fate of the St. John of
God Hospital and St. Anne's Hospital. At
the moment both these hospitals are
running at something like a five-figure loss
each month through no fault of their own:
it is simply caused by escalating costs in
the provision of domestic services.

We all know that the nuns receive very
little for their work, apart from the satis-
faction of attending to the slck. I think
we owe these people a debt which is not
easy to wipe out. The Sisters of St. John
of God were the first to become involved
in the care of the sick In Western Australla
in 1895 when they established—1I believe it
was in Adelaide Terrace—a three-bed
hospital. Then in 1897 that was increased
to a 40-bed hospital. No-one who reads
the history of Western Australia will fail
to be surprised at the devoted care they
gave to sick miners during the typhoid
epidemic on the goldfields. Any funds the
Sisters have had have been reinvested in
the extenslon of their hespitals, and they
now have an “A’”-class hospital of some
3177 beds at Subiaco,

I think there is probably not a member
of this Chamber who has not, either
through his family or through his friends,
been affected by the Sisters of St. John
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of God. Probably every member has been
nursed or knows someone who has been
nursed sl St. John’s; and people go fo
this hospital out of cheice. The strings
attached to any matching money grant
will be that the Sisters must devote at
least one-third of their bed space to public
wards—it could be more—or that the hos-
pital will be turned into a cominunity
centre.

The Hon. D, K. Dans: Does it say that
in the report?

The Hon. R. J. L. WILLIAMS: I will quote
the report In a minute, hecause I knew
Mr. Dans would ask that. One thing
we must be sure of in a report like the
Deeble report is that the proposed scheme
will be fair and equitable to all members
of the community; yet paragraph 3.56 on
page 33 of the report states—

There is no way of knowing the
effects of making comprehensive hos-
pitat care available without means test
or charge,

So the suggestion thal we are to have free
health services is, as Mr. MacKinnon said,
a myth; we will have to pay. When one
considers the people set out in the Deeble
report ir. chapter 7, starting on page 58,
and going through to page 66, one finds
a great number are involved. There is a
very interesting chart on page 65 showing
how the processing of claims will be done.

If anyone has been to Eastbourne in
the United Kingdom and has visited the
Medical Health Records Department to
look at the system of processing claims,
and then has visited three or four other
cities in the United Kingdom in which it
has become essential to process these
claims. he would be only too aware of the
fact thas the only increase we will see 1s
an increase in bureaucracy.

We will nave Inspectors, auditors,
checkers, claim recelving clerks, counter
clerks, counting and batching clerks, ex-
amination and inquiry clerks, editing and
converting to computer form clerks, assess-
ment and payment clerks, computer pro-
cessing clerks, statistics clerks, and cheques
and statements clerks, along with all their
managers; and we will have to pay for
them.

We wlil have to pay for them, althoush
not initially; because as soon as the scheme
is commenced, as sure as God made little
green apples, the fund will run into debt
and the charges will be increased.

The National Health Scheme in the
United Kingdom was to be free for all,
but within a year of its introduction the
Minister responsible—the late Aneurln
Bevan—was forced to resign because the
scheme was in debt and he would not agree
to a ls. prescription charge being levied.
Surely we can see in the United Kingdom
a pattern of what may occur in respect
of the escalating costs of such a scheme.
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I suppose when one s sick one of the
greatest aids to one’s recovery is to know
one's doctor and to have complete faith
In him. Even if a person does not know
the doctor in charge of a ward in s hos-
pital, the doctor will make every attempt
to ensure that et least the patient feels
the doctor is a buman heing. I think it
ill behoves the Federal Government to call
these people greedy doctors. Those of us
who have worked and studied with these
men when they were aspiring to become
medical practitioners know the amount of
hard work they put into their profession
for very little reward in their training
days, ané for two years after they leave
their college or university.

I think the proposal to give them a
guaranteed income under this scheme of
$30.000 a year after they have been through
such intensive training, and considering
the responsibility of their work, to say the
least makes ane smile, especially when
one realises that a Federal Minister can
earn $34,500 a year, and he is not required
to have any specialised training.

_Those figures are somewhat contra-
dictory. because in point of fact about six
weeks ago we read that the average
Income of doctors in Australia ranged
bet“feen $15,000 and $26,000 per annum.
Is it not significant that since 1969
specialists have not inecreased thelr fees
at all; and that is what the tribunal
which gave those figures was all about:
and it is what the case for doctors’ fees
being raised was all shout.

I have never quibbled about paying =
doctor’s fee. I have never quibbled he-
cause I have watched a person in paln
and seen a doctor come along and relieve
that person’s pain and anxieties and make
him well again. I do not think any mem-
ber of this Chamber would say that he
chjects to paying a doctor his fee. I will
not fall into the political trap of explain-
ing that doctors™ fees is not the real issue
before the country at the moment. That
has been put up as a smoke screen, and
it was a very clever one, by those who
wish to confuse the issue and rush the
hationalisation of medicine through the
back door.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Who raised the
fees—the doctors?

The Hon. R, J. L. WILLIAMS: I do not
care who did, The doctors were sus-
ceptible to a trick which went down very
well. 1 refer to paragraph 3.63 of the
Deeble Report which is as follows—

Adequate remuneraiion is an essen-
tial pre-requisite to attract the
experienced snd senior medical staff
on which the quality of care rendered
to hospital patients will depend.

That is a contradictory piece. It says that
we have to pay the doctors the proper rate
to attract them, because if we did not the
standard of hospital care would drop.
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Against the castigation of doctors by
Mr, Hayden, the Minister for Social
Security, both Deeble and Scotton say that
we have to pay the doctors an adequate
remuneration, because the training of the
Australian doctor is the most thorough
that one can find in the werld, There is
no need for them to have to suffer depri-
vation of income because of nationalisa-
tion of medicine. They could easily irans-
fer their services to other countries which
do not have such & nationalisation scheme.

In point of fact we know this has worked
in reverse in the United Kingdom, where
quite a number of doctors decided to dis-
sociate themselves from the national
health scheme by going to other paris of
the world to practise, Other doctors in
that country have given up practice under
the national health scheme and have gone
into private practice entirely, It was
around 1848 when a private insurance
company in Great Britain, the B.U.P.A,
began an examination of the financial
position of doctors and the assets which
they had.

When we take into account the needs of
Western Australia I think Mr. MacKinnon
was very correct in what he said. We know
what this State needs. If one listened to
the Federal Budget tonight one could not
help remarking on the mention of the
capital eities by the Treasurer. He men-
tioned Melbourne, Sydney, and then Mej-
bhourne again, and he also mentioned
Brisbane. However, he did not mention
Adelaide or Perth: yet people in these two
cities have to pay taxes.

I am unashamedly a State-righter. We
in this State have the right to alert the
people to what they will have to face.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: We should
hear in mind that the Staie has been
responsible for the health services.

The Hon. R. J. L. WILLIAMS: That is
correct. We should guard against the
handing over of the health rights of West-
ern Australia to the Commonwealth. The
only right which the States have handed
over to the Commonwealth is the right to
collect income tax, and that was first
granted during the last world war. Once
we decide to accept the natignallsation of
anything we, as a State, lose the right of
having any say whatsoever. That is the
very danger in the present system.

I would hate to think that a person in
Canberra was responsible for the health of
people, such as those on stations in the
north. It might be that the officer in Can-
berra would have to bring out a map to
find out where the stations were located In
Western Australia.

We in this State know our people, our
hospitals, and our doctors. By supporting
the motion before us if we did nothing
more than to alert the church hospitals
and the private hospitals that they would
be the victims of a land grab, the llkes of
which has not been seen since the days of
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Henry VIII and Ollver Cromwell, we would
have done our duty. I have great pleasure
in supporting the motion.

Debate adjourned, on motion by
Hon. D. K. Dans.

The

SUPFLY BILL
Third Reading
THE HON., J. DOLAN (South-East

Metropolitan—Leader of the House) [8.35
pm.l: I move—

That the Bill be now read a third
time,

‘When I moved that the third reading of
the Bill be made an Order of the Day for
the next sitting of the House, 1t was with
the Intention of clarifylng some misgivings
or doubts as to the date of the next State
general election,

First of all I propose to read a statement
that I recelved from the Premlier this after-
noon. This 1s addressed to me as Leader
of the House, and Is based on discussions
that were held hy the Government yester-
day. It is as follows—

21st August, 1973.
THE HON. LEADER OF THE
LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL:

For the purpose of allaylng apparent
concern that the Government intends
to delay the General Election due next
year untll May, It is desirable to state
that the Government proposes to hold
11;1534Election on, or before, 30th March,

However, because the date of the
Senate Electlon is not known, it 1s
essentlal for the Government to keep
its optlons open in order to avoid a
possible clash of dates. Should this
occur, 1t could be necessary for the
State Election to be held in April,

(Signed) J. T. TONKIN,
Premier.

The Hon. A. P, Griffith: May I have a
copy of that statement?

The Hon. J. DOLAN: I will have a
photostat copy made immediately. I
trust that my remarks will resolve any
difficulty and allay any concern that might
be in the minds of the Opposition.

THE HON. A, F. GRIFFITH (North
Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition)
(837 pm.): I am a little disadvantaged,
because I have not hefore me a copy of the
statement that has just been read cut by
the Leader of the House. I would like a
copy of it to enable me to proceed.

I have just been handed a copy. I am
grateful to the Leader of the House for
reading it to us. The statement is signed
by the Premier and is dated the 21st Aug-
ust. I feel compelied to say that this
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statement has arrived after a long and
tedious attempt to get something like this
before the House. I am grateful for it.

I must examlne what the statement
means. The debate was adijourned from
Thursday last at 2,00 am. The adjourn-
ment was agreed to on the understanding
that the Leader of the House would con-
fer with the Cabinet on the following Mon-
day in order that & clearer picture of the
intentions of the Government in respect
of the State general election next year
might be presented to us, because it had
been strongly rumocured that the Govern-
ment intended to hold onto office beyond
its three-year term as far as possible, to
the last date on which it could constitu-
tionally hold an election; that is. the 4th
May, 1974.

The Hon. R. Thompson: I wonder who
started this rumour?

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: If the Min-
ister can tell me who starts this sort of
rumour he would know infinitely more
about this matter than I do., Until I ob-
tained a copy of this statement by the
Fremier, it was very difficult to believe
otherwise, because other statements made
by the Premier in response to the request
by me on behalf of the Opposition in this
Chamber were not. to say the least, clear
at all.

In the early hours of last Thursday
morning I asked that after the matter had
been considered by the Cabinet we be
told of the Government’s consideration
“this day"” by the Leader of the House. Of
course, we were not told “this day” by the
Leader of the House firsthand, as the same
information that is contalned in the
Premier’s statement appeared in The
West Australian this morning. The report
is as follows—

The Premier, Mr Tonkin, yesterday
narrowed the likely time of the next
general election to March or April—
but said that the exact date would
depend on the Senate election due
early next year.

He said after a Cabinet meeting had
discussed the timing of the election
that the Government did nat know
when the Senate poll would be held
and had to keep its options open to
avoid a clash of dates.

Taking account of the propased visit
of the Queen to W.A. early in March
and the constitutional restrictions re-
lating to Easter, there were only two
or three Saturdays avallable in March
and one in April

The Queen would come to W.A. on
Maléch 5 and would stay till March B
or 9.

The Legislative Council’s belief thati
the Government planned to put off
the election till the first week in May
—the latest time constitutionally avail-
able—was founded on a rumout.
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“There never was any foundation
for such belief and the Government
has no intention of unduly delaylng
the election,” Mr Tonkin said.

SUPPLY BILL

This statement that the setting of
an election date is being held up only
because of the Senate poll means that
the Legislative Council should pass
the Supply Bill today and thus remove
the threat of forcing the Government
to call an early election.

The Council is scheduled to resume
debate on the Bill, which authorises
payment of the State’'s accounts this
afternoon.

In the debate last week the Liberal
and Country Parties called for an as-
surance from the Government that
the electlon would not be put off till
the latest possible date. Mr Tonkin's
statement should satisfy this call,

I do not wish to delay unduly the third
reading stage, but we know that under our
law no electlon can be held on an Easter
Saturday; and neither can one be held on
the Saturday preceding, or the Saturday
following Easter. Easter Saturday in 1974
will fall on the 13th April; therefore the
Saturday preceding is the 6th April; and
the Saturday following is the 20th April.
The last date on which the Government
can hold an electlon constitutionally is
the 4th May,

It has been made abundantly clear by
the Government that it does not intend to
hang onto office until the 4th May, 1974,
I take it that it is abundantly clear that
the Government intends to go to an elec-
tion on or before the 30th March, 1974,
provided the Senate election does not
clash with any date the Government might
choose, up to the 30th March, 1974.

The Commonwealth Electoral Act does
not have the same prohibition in respect
of Easter. As far as I am aware the Com-
monwealth Electoral Act simply states that
an election for the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment must take place on a Saturday;
and, in fact, if one likes to draw a long
bow—and it would be drawing a long bow
—one could say a Commonwealth elec-
tion could take place on the 25th Decem-
ber if that day happened to fall on &
Saturday, Nearer to the point, it could
take place on Easter Saturday if that
happened to be the date selected; and
next year Easter Saturday falls on the
13th April.

While I think it is unlikely that the
Commonwealth Goveroment would fix an
election date for either one of the two days
I have mentioned it is not beyond the
bounds of possibility, I suggest, that the
Commonwealth Government may pick Sat-
urday the 6th April, or Saturday the 20th
April. In that event I cannot see how the
State Government could claim there would
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be any conflict or likelihood of a conflict
or clash &s a result of the dates selected
for the Senate and the State elections.

I take it that in those circumstances if
the date for the Senate election were
known to be before the end of April the
State Government would go to the polls
before the end of March. That wowld not
be a reason to use the last sentence of
this letter which says—

However because the date of the
Senate election is not known it is es-
sential for the Government to keep its
options open in order to avoid a pos-
sible clash of dates. Should this occur,
it could be necesary for the State Elec-
tion to be held in April,

In those circumsfances the only date on
which the State Government could adjust
its election date would be to April the 2Tth,
which would be exactly one week removed
from the 4th May which, we are assured by
the Government, it does not intend to use.
Could I place this interpretation on the
Premier’s letter: Can I take it the Gov-
ernment has every intention—and it is
surely clearly stated in the first paragraph
of the letter—of holding a State general
election on or before the 30th March 1974;
and that it would only use the date of the
27th April in circumstances which would
prevent it from otherwise going to an elec-
tion hefore any date in March?

The Hon. J. Dolan: Will you give your
second point clearly? You sald we would
only use 27th April if—

The Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: I said the
State Government would only use the 27th
April if the Commonwealth Government
fixed a date in April which, in fact, would
conflict with any possibility of a State
election heing held prior to the 30th
March, or on the 30th March,

The Minister can see what I am driving
at. It is possible for the State Government
to interpret its own undertaking in this
respect and say, “Because the Senate elec-
tion is going to take place on the 6th April
it will therefore clash and we should not
have a State election until the 27th.”

The Hon, R. Thompson: What you are
getting at is in the second last sentence
of the first paragraph—that the State
Government proposes to hold the election
on or before the 30th March, 1974.

The Hon, A, F. GRIFFITH: I have said
that, but I realise there is a saving para-
graph in the second portion of the letter.

The Hon, J. Dolan: It is an option,

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: That is s0.
I suggest, with all the good intentions in
the world—and even though I accept the
assurance that has now been given; and
it has been a tedicus job to get it—that
the Government should also assure us that
it does not intend to exercise the option
which is the 27th April unless there are
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unusual circumstances which necessitate
that course being adopted. Can I be given
that assurance?

The Hon, J. Dolan: I can say, “Yes."”

The Hon. R. Thompson: Waould it not be
fair to say if the Senate election is held on
the 30th March at least a three weeks’
campaign would be needed, and that simi-
larly a three weeks’ campaign would be re-
quired for a State election which after
taking into consideration the Easter period
would bring us to the 27th April?

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: The Minis-
ter is already, perhaps unintentionally,
preparing the way for the very thing
about which I am concerned.

The Hon. R. Thompson: I am being
honest with you.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I am sure
the Minister is. If there is to he a
Senate election on the 30th March he will
not discover that on the 29th March; he
will know of it two ar three months ahead.

The Hon. J. Dolan: Not necessarily.

The Hon. A, F. GRIFFITH: Therefore
it will be quite competent for the Gov-
ernment to fulfil its undertaking and for
it to hold an election before the Senate
election.

The Hon. R. Thompson: It could be
true.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I want to
know whether 1t will be true, not whether
it could he true.

The Hon. R. Thompson:
know the date.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: But if it is
going to be held on the 30th March or
the 6th April the people and the country
should know well and truly ahead. I do
not think the Government should find
that as a reason to use the second para-
graph of the Premier’s letter.

The Hon. R. Thompson: We should not
read any ulterior motive into the letter.
We are being as honest and as frank as we
can.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I have said
this is so on the 21st August—

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Do you think
there will be a Senate election in March?

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I cannot
tell the honourable member. If anybody
should know about that it should be those
who support the State Government in
Western Australia,

The Hon. R. Thompson: We do nhot
know.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: If Mr.
Whitlam does not tell members of the
State Government I am certainly sure he
will not tell me,

The Hon. D. K. Dans: I thought there
may have been a leak somewhere.

We do not
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The Hon. J. Dolan: In Wales!

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I would he
the last person in the world to0 be in
receipt of any knowledge of there being a
leak.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: You said
you had recelved rumours about the date
of a State election.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I have not
received any rumours about the date on
which the Senate election will be held. I
wiill not go any further than that.

I take it from the Leader of the House
that he does give me an assurance in the
words for which I have asked for 1t?
There is one other thing I must know. I
can tell the House all the names of the
Ministers in the Government at the
moment from the Premlier down; but
what I cannct tell members—and I will
not talk gbout any rumours I have heard—
is the names of the Ministers who might
be in the Government around and about
the time that the Government sets the
date for the State election.

I can say, however, that I feel sure the
great majority of the Ministers will be
present, and I take it that this matter was
considered in Cabinet yesterday by all the
Ministers present; they were all aware of
what was going to be said and I hope and
trust it commits the ministry, whether or
not one of them happened to be out of the
room at the time. I want an assurance
that this commits the ministry to the
undertaking given in the Premier’s letter.

The Hon. R. Thompson: You are not
starting rumours,

The Hon. A, F. GRIFFITH: 1 only read
the newspapers. It is quite falr to
assume that the undertaking given in the
Premier’'s letter commits the ministry.

The Hon. J. Dolan: Of course it does.
We accept the Premier's word as binding.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I thank the
Leader of the House. I do not think
I can ask for more. I am only sorry I had
to ask for this assurance for so long and
that it was necessary for me t{o keep on
asking. It would have been much easier
had the Premier put his signature to a
document of this nature in the first in-
stance because I feel sure a lot of words
may have been saved.

THE HON. CILIVE GRIFFITHS (South-
East Metropolitan) [8.55 pm.l:; I would
like to take this opportunity to make one
or two comments. I would first like to
make it known to members of the House
that we have as & visitor in the President’s
gallery Mr. Rod Frampton, clerk of the
Legislative Council in Hong Kong. Mr.
Frampton is also secretary of the Com-
monwealth  Parliamentary  Association,
and I would like to place oh record our
welcome to Mr. Framptonh and his wife
and children on their first visit to Western
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Australia. I trust that their stay in Wes-
tern Australia will be a pleasant one; as
pleasant as the welcome we received when
we travelled to Hong Kong and partook of
his hospitality in that country.

The other matter cn which I wish to
comment is one of grave concern to the
South Perth City Council. It has been
caused by the failure of the State Hous-
ing Commission to co-operate and con-
form with the requirements of that
councll and by the commission’s frag-
mented approach to the planning and
development of the Karawara housing
scheme,

I bring this matter forward at this stage
because of a letter I received from the
South Perth City Council! and as a result
of a discussion I had with that council
over the failure of the State Housing Com-
mission to honour an obligation which it
undertook to honour with the South Perth
City Council in relation to its co-operation
in the preparation of plans and specifica-
tions in the housing development in the
estate known as Karawara which, for the
people who are not familiar with the
location of the particular area, is In East
Manning adjacent to the existing
Koonawara development.

The South Perth City Council is most
concerned at the Government's action
which has resulted In the State Housing
Commission endeavouring to bypass the
requirements and bhuilding by-laws of the
South Perth City Council.

This is not a matiter which has arisen
recently; it is one that has caused the
local authority great concern for many
menths, because it has been apparent from
the commencement of the development
in question that on instructions from the
Government the State Housing Commis-
sion has set about the construction of the
development concerned with absolute dis-
regard for the views of the South Perth
City Council.

The South Perth City Council was so
concerned about this that it called a
special meeting as long ago as the 14th
Mareh, 1973. To this meeting it invited all
parliamentary representatives for the area
together with members and officers of the
State Housing Commission. At the meeting
all the areas of dispute were discussed at
length in an endeavour to reach an amic-
able agreement which would permit the
project to proceed without any breach of
the requirements which must be met by
any other developer in the City of South
Perth.

The members of the State Houslng Com-
mission present were the Chairman, Mr.
Hawkins, and Mr. Corser, At the begin-
ning of the meeting they expressed the
view that there was no cause for con-
cern on the vart of the South Perth City
Council because they were convinced that
there had been no deviation by officers of
the State Housing Commission from
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standard rules and requirements. They
could see no reason for the South Perth
City Council seeing fit to call a meeting
of this nature.

After all of the officers of the South
Perth City Council had given an account
of what had actually happened in nego-
tiations between officers of the commis-
sion and officers of the council it was
interesting to note that the attitude of the
Chairman of the State Housing Cemmis-
sion was completely different {from
his attitude at the beginning. Mr.
Dolan was present as ohe of the parlia-
mentary representatives for the area, He
gave the council an undertaking that he
would vigilantly look after the interests
of the local authority and ensure that the
State Housing Commission, or the Govern-
ment, did not encroach uponh the powers
of the local authority and that the require-
ments of the by-laws of that authority
would not be by-passed.

To return to the Chairman of the Stafe
Housing Commission, he was practically
apologetic to the South Perth City Coun-
cil and indicated that the commission had
not been aware of the extent of the areas
of dispute. He undertook to organise a
meeting within a week between officers of
the commission and officers of the counecil
for the sole purpose of ensuring that
agreement was reached on how the project
was to proceed. He said that it was not to
proceed without the concurrence and
goodwill of the local authority.

As I have said, this was as long ago as
the 14th March., Consequently I was
astounded to receive the letter I did, from
the South Perth City Council. It is dated
the 17th August and though it is quite a
long letter I intend to read part of it be-
cause it illustrates some of the points 1
made the other evening when I spoke to
the second reading debate on the measure.
At the time I suggested the State Housing
Commission seemed to be embarking upon
a path whereby it considered there cught
to be one set of laws for the State Hous-
ing Commission and another set for the
ordinary people in our community. I re-
ferred to a recent newspaper item in
which the General Manager of the State
Housing Commission accused the Carnar-
von Shire Council of blackmail because
that council wanted the State Housing
Commission to comply with the uniform
building by-laws and the council by-laws.

I went on to criticise the General Man-
ager of the State Housing Commission. I
prefaced my remarks by saying that the
Government had encouraged members of
the public service to make statements and
comments at random. I said that, in the
absence of any rebuke on the part of the
Minister concerned, I took those comments
to be the comments of the Government.
The Leader of the House chastised me
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when he closed the debate and sald that
he had taught the General Manager of the
State Houslng Commission when a child
at school and he therefore knew him to be
a person beyvond reproach who ought not
to be criticised—or words to that effect.

The Hon. J. Dolan: Hm!

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: I will tell
the Minister exactly what he said if he
likes because I have it here.

The Hon. J. Dolan: It may be better.

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: To deviate
slightly, today I put & few questions on
the notice paper asking the Minister to
give me some idea of the Government's
attitude towards the position of members
of Parliament who criticlse members of
the public service If in the opinion of a
member of Parliament they deserve to be
criticised. However, tonight I am not
speaking to criticise the General Manager
of the State Housing Commission—

The Hon., R. Thompson: That 5 &
change.

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: —al-
though he deserves to be severely criti-
cised. Copies of the letter I received from
the South Perth City Council were sent
to The Hon. J. Dolan, M.L.C.,, The Hon.
R. Davies, M LA, Mr. Gravden, ML.A.,
and The Hon. D. May, M.L.A.,, who all
represent parts of the City of South Perth.
The letter was sent to all these members
including myself and it states—

Dear Sir,

RE. SHC. DEVELOPMENT
AWARA”

Council is concerned at the manner
in which the above development Is
progressing.

A Special Meeting of Councll's
Building & Town Planning Commit-
tee (which Committee has power to
finalise urgent matters relating to the
above development) was held last
night and the following action was
decided upon:—

1. RE. APPLICATIONS FOR BUILD-
ING LICENSES FOR THE FIRST
PORTION OF STAGE I DE-
VELOPMENT (2 DUPLEX, 16
HOUSES) BOONA COURT AND
GILLON STREET.

(A) The Commission is advised

“KAR-

as follows:—

Council is unable at this
stage to lssue Building
Licences, for the following

reasons;—

(1) Subdlvision approval for
the individual lots has
not been granted, and
Council is not satisfied
that the Commission will

(96}
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meet the conditions of
subdivisional approval he-
cause:—

(a} The Commission has
not indicated to
Council's satisfaction
that—

(1) it intends to con-
struct adequate
interceptor seep-
age drains in
time for their
effects to be
studied during
this winter;

I interpolate to say that for months the
council has repeatedly asked the State
Housing Commission to indicate what it
Intends to do in regard to the drainage of
this land. The council has told the State
Housing Commission what its requirements
are and has asked to be provided with a
comprehensive drainage plan so that it
may study the plan to ascertain whether it
complies with council requirements. This
request has been ignored.

The Hon. R. Thompson: The require-
ments of drainage must comply with the
Public Health Department.

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: The
State Housing Commission has not pro-
vided any plans except one with a pencil
line on it indicating the main drain. This
is the extent of it but no details have been
provided and the counecil has no indication
as to whether or not the drainage will be
satisfactory. Anybody who goes to the
Karawara area at the moment can see
water lying all over the ground. Clearly
tl'.his indicates a tremendous dralnage prob-
em.

The' Hon. L. A. Logan: There must he
compliance with the present drainage
scheme,

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: This is -
what the City of South Perth is asking.
As I have said, it held a special meeting
to which it invited all and sundry who had
anything to do with the scheme. This
was done in a genuine attempt to over-
come the problem.

Notwithstanding the fact the Govern-
ment has told us it has overcome the
housing shortage, for some reason or other
it is showing indecent haste in its attempts
to complete this project. This almost
smacks of belng something different from
simply wanting to construct houses. I
would Ilike to know what it i5. The fact
that Karawara is In the Clontarf Legisla-
tive Assembly Electorate may or may not
have something to do with 1t. However,
a time limit has been placed on it. At the
meeting which was called one of the points
meade by the officers of the State Housing
Commission was that the Government had
issued instructlons that a tight tlme limit
was the essence of the contract and the
completion dates were critical.
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The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: Was it the
27th April?

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: It was
before the 27th April. Notwithstanding
the undertakings which were given at the
meeting the council now finds itself in the
situation of being forced to write to all of
the parliamentary representatives to ap-
peal for some assistance to ensure that the
State Housing Commission complies with
the requirements of the local authority. The
letter continues—

(il) its deep main drain proposals are
adequate and are acceptable to
the MW.SS, & D. Board;

This is the next point upon which the
council is doubtful. The Metropolitan
Water Supply, Sewerage, and Drainage
Department has been asked to look at this
but, as yet, nothing has heen forthcom-
ing. Building licenses have been demanded
of the South Perth City Council; the con-
tract has been let; but the requirements of
the South Perth City Council have not
been complied with. To continue—

(jif) the integration of local (parking
area and roadway) drainage,
interceptor seepage drainage and
main drainage have been proven.

The undertaking given by the Com-
mission that a minlmum of one metre
dry fill would be maintained over the
subdivision will not now be met this
winter; it is noted that the ground
water level is currently no more than
one meire below ground level In many
places within Stage I and the present
ground water level is known to be
only 0.5-0.75 metres below previous
maximum recordings,—

I interpolate to say that the South Perth
City Council has records of the water
levels. These records have been kept from
the levels in years past.

The Hon. L. A. Logan: So does the
Public Health Department.

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: The
South Perth City Council knows what the
levels are and is not guessing. The records
are available for anyone to see. To con-
finue—

—and the suggested interceptor
seepage drains have not been con-
structed to gauge their effective-
ness.

(¢) The Commission at this stage has
not satisfied Council that its road
construction proposals wlll meet
the conditions for subdivision
approval,

2. The levels for buildings have not
been set and cannot be set until Items

1 (a) and 1 (b} are satisfied.

It is noted that on 15th Decem-

ber 1972 the Commission stated that
it was engaging a firm of Consuliant
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Engineers to prepare detailed plans
and specifications and would submit
these to Council for approval.

The fact that the above items are
still gutstanding and that many sub-
missions made to Council have heen
incomplete, fragmented and unsatis-
factory leads Council to believe that
a proper detailed plan for the develop-
ment has not even at this late stage
been produced.

The fact that expensive remedial

work on roadways and huilding sites
was necessary—

I will explain that later—

—leads Council to believe that the
development was proceeded with with
undue haste and without proper plans
for the development being produced
and submitted to Council for approval.

(B) A copy of Council’s reasons for re-
fusal to issue Building Llcenses. as
listed ahove, be sent to the Builder,
Jaxon Construction Pty. Ltd.

That is the first item in the letter and it
indicates why the counecil is not prepared
to grant building permits. It also sets
out a long list of reasons why the coun-
cil is not prepared fo grant development
approval. I will not weary the House with
these, but they are all in similar vein.
The letter goes on to say—

The Committee also resolved as
follows: —

That in view of the verbal
statement made to the Town
Clerk today by the General
Manager, State Housing Commis-
sion that he was going to refer the
matter to the Government, a copy
of the above resolutions be for-
warded to all local Members of
Parliament and they be also sup-
plied with copies of any corres-
pondence requested from Coun-
cil’s file.

Enclosed herewith please find copies
of correspondence to and from the
Main Roads Department, Commis-
sioner of Police and the State Hous-
ing Commission (referred to in item
3 (3) above).

If you wish to peruse Council's
file and be supplied with copies of any
of the other relevant corrspondence,
would you please contact me.

Bearing in mind that this is low-lving
land and is subject to flooding in winter,
certain filling and drainage requirements
must necessarily be complied with by all
developers, including the State Housing
Commission. However, the commission
went ahead with filling without presenting
any plans to the local authority and with-
out consulting it. The commission also
went ahead with compacting without re-
moving any of the dead trees, roots, or
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vegetation on the ground., The founda-
tion sites were compacted on top of the
vegetation. This compacting was extended
out onto the roadways and it is on this
base that the commission intends to build
houses and construct roads.

‘The local authority was horrified at this
action, but the commission obiected to the
local auhority's decision. However, it
agreed to engage a firm of consulting en-
gineers. As a result of the report from
this firm, the State Housing Commission
had to remove all the filling and start
again.

These extra costs had to be met by the
State Housing Commission because it was
pressured by the State Government into
completing the project at all costs. Iy dis-
regarded the South Perth City Council's
requirements. Of course, the housing sites
have now been rectified, but nothing has
been done in respect of the roadways. The
councii has asked the State Housing Com-
mission to accept responsibility for the
maintenance of the roads in future if they
are constructed in the proposed substan-
dard manner. Of course, the commission
will not accept this responsibility. It in-
tends to go ahead with the development
of the roads,

The commission appealed to the Minister
for Local Government for permission to
build a narrower road than that laid down
in the by-laws. The Minister upheld the
appeal and the commission is going ahead
with the Radburn scheme of development
—a substandard road system constructed
in a substandard manner. Why is it that
members of Parliament have {o bring mat-
ters such as this to the attention of the
House? Surely the Government should
immediately instruct the General Mana-
ger of the State Housing Commission to
cease operations until he has presented
comprehensive plans and specifications to
the council detailing exactly what will be
done.

I am conscious of the time and I do
not want to delay the passage of this Bill
any longer than necessary. There are
many more things I would like to say.
However, I will refer briefly to the parking
area set aside for this development. The
South Perth City Council believes that the
parking area will be insufficient because
of the decision made by the Minister for
Local Government to permit roads of 20
feet rather than the prescribed 24 feet.
There will be insufficient room to park
cars on both sides of the road.

The Hon. F. R. White: Are these
hreaches of the by-laws?

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: Of
course they are.

The Hon. F. R. White: Why does the
council not invoke the penalty clause?
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The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: Unfor-
tunately the council finds that it is fight-
ing the whole State Government.

The Hon. F. R. White: But the State
Government is bound by the legislation
the same as anyone else.

The Hon, CLIVE GRIFFITHS: We know
that.

The Hon. F, R, White: Take the com-
mission to court.

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: I am
trying to tell the Government that it is
bound by the laws. However, for some
reason or other this Government places
itself completely outside the law. It has
no regard for the local authority what-
ever. A representative attended a meeting
called by the South Perth City Council
and gave all the undertakings in the
world. He said that the council’s interests
would be looked after and no attempt
would be made to ride roughshod over it.
The next thing we know is that every
member of Parliament representing the
ares received an appeal from the South
Perth City Council for assistance because
the council is in fact being disregarded.

The South Perth City Council wrote to
two bodies which they regarded as experts
in regard to parking requirements and
road safety; that is, the Main Roads De-
partment and the Police Department.
These departments were asked to give an
opinion on the State Housing Commission
proposal for this development. The Main
Roads Department replied saying that it
was a hopeless proposition—I admit this
is my resume of the department’s letter—
and a totally unsatisfactory situation. The
department thought it would cause havoc
to the users of motor vehicles in that
particular area.

A brief letter was received from the
Police Department. It reads as follows—
Traffic Branch

Town Clerk,
South Perth City Council,
Municipal Offices Civic Centre,
SOUTH PERTH. 6151,
Dear Sir,
STATE HOUSING COMMISSION
DEVELOPMENT—KARAWARA
I refer to your letter of May 31, re-
questing comments on this proposed
development, and submit the following
as pertinent.
A perusal of the plan received indi-
cates that the road system would be
inadequate.
Yours falthfully,
(Signed) A. L. M. Wedd
COMMISSIONER OF POLICE

The Commissioner of Police says that the
road system would be absolutely inade-
quate.
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Not to be outdone, the State Housing
Commission goes to its expert on road
matters, Mr, Rexilius, Chief Architect, to
give his opinion on whether the road sys-
tem was adequate. Mr, Rexillus says—

The comment made by Sgt. Rule—
I do not know where Sgt. Rule comes in.
The letter from the Police Depariment was
signed by the Police Commissioner but
rerhaps Sgt. Rule looked at the plan. It
continues

—of the Police Traffic Branch that
the road system would be Inade-
quate is an opinion but it is not clear
on what this opinion is based.

I know Mr. Rexillus and his wife. They
are very nice people and good friends of
mine. I now intend to ecriticise him but
it 1s not personal critielsm. I am criticis-
ing his competence to pit his opinion as
to what is and is not adequate in regard
to reads against that of the Main Roads
Department and the Police Department.
I challenge his arguments and his compe-
tence to make an assessment.

However, the Government has decided
to accept the opinlon of Mr. Rexililus and
to disregard the concern feli by the South
Perth City Council. I wanted to comment
briefly on the concern felt by the South
Perth City Council that the State Housing
Commission, under instructions from this
Government, is not co-operating with or
abiding by the requirements of the local
authority in regard to the Karawara
estate,

THE HON. I. G. MEDCALF (Metro-
politan) [9.26 p.m.J: One of the aspects
of the debate on the Supply Bill which
has interested me greatly 1s the number of
constitutional experts who have sprung up
on all sides. It must have been apparent
to members who have read the Press,
watched TV, or even listened {0 the debates
in Parliament—both in this House and in
another place—that a number of experts
on constitutional law have suddenly ap-
peared and said that the Legislative Coun-
cil cannot withhold supply.

It was quite astounding really to realise
that, in saying this, these people were in
fact exercising that wishful thinking which
we all tend to indulge in sometimes, that
dreamlike state when we say, “That must
be the law because that is what suits us."
In fact, of course, we must be very literal
about this. There is not the slightest doubt
that the legislative Council has, and bas
had at all times, the ability to reject the
Government’s Supply Bill. It is not spelt
out in so many words in our Constitution
because 1t does not need to be. It is neces-
sary for all Bills before Parliament to be
passed by both the Legislative Assembly
and the Legislative Council. In our Con-
stitution there is a negative requirement
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that in respect of amending money Bills,
the Legislative Council can take only cer-
tain actions, but there is nothing to say
that the Legislative Council cannot refuse
to pass a supply Bill, In other words, its
powers are not limited in the way in which
some of the so-called constitutional experts
have sought to claim,

There is no doubt about this. The
plain words of the Constitution and the
practices of British Parliaments make it
quite apparent that the Legislative Coun-
cil has the power to refuse to pass a sup-
ply Bill if, on its own decision and judg-
ment, it sees fit not to pass it.

However, it is generally conceded, and
I think I indicated this earlier, as g
matter of convention the Legislative
Council or second Chamber would look
for a major issue which would justify its
interference in the passage of a Bill to
grant money to a Governmeni for the
ordinary financial services of Government.
Traditionally, as indicated earlier by The
Hon. A, F. Griffith, the second Chamber
wauld require a major issue such as corrup-
tion in Government, gross negligence, or
neglect of the interests of the State or of
the people,

I have examined the situation carefully
myself, as I suppose all members have done.
I believe that there could be such an issue
in the present situation of the transference
of State powers to Canberra. The powers
and influences of our State are being
transferred to Canberra, and I use that
word “influences” advisedly because I am
referring not only to the legislative powers
of the State but to the many administrative
powers that the Government exerclses
without recourse to legislation.

If the people of this State were to suf-
fer as a result I believe this would con-
stitute an issue. However this, on its own,
would perhaps not be an fissue for the
second Chamber without a further elemeni
which 1 belleve is also present. That 1s
that the Labor Government in Canberrs
is being aided and abetted in what can
only he described as a conspiracy againsi
the States by its little brother in Western
Australin, The Labor Government in Wes-
tern Australia, by its policy and platform
must follow the party lne and transfe:
power by request. We have read of thi:
in the Press; that is, that it has been told
to do so either by legislative or adminis-
trative action, or by default or inaction.

One member of this Chamber during
the second reading debate on this Bill saic
that the speeches here would be more ap-
propriate if made in the Federal House¢
in Canberra. I do not dispute that; !
helieve that this is s0. However they were
not made in the Federal House in Can-
berra, hut were made here. That is the
point. The very fact they were made
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here shows the depth of feeling that mem-
bers of this House have in regard to the
transference of the powers of the Parlia-
ment of this State to Canberra either by
leglslative or administrative action, or by
default or inaction.

I believe we have sufficiently quoted Mr.
Tonkin who said that the transfer of the
State’s powers was unwise and unnec-
essary and would be the downfall of State
Labor Governments. I believe the public
will, in time, come to realise that maybe
this Is the real Issue for them and that
such an issue may have justified the Legis-
lative Council in intervening. In my view
it probably would have, had not other con-
siderations prevailed.

Finally, in view of the comments that
have been made publicly, I want to reiter-
ate my own views on the matters raised by
The Hon. A. P. Griffith in relation to the
Leader of the Liberal Party, 8ir Charles
Court. I hope that no man or woman in
this community would think that the ac-
tion of the Opposition members—or at any
rate the action of members of the Liberal
Party—in the Legislative Council, In not
taking the advice of Sir Charles Court,
is a disloyal act. If they think that they
will think wrong. Such a thought is
born of ignorance of the very high charge
which Opposition members of the Legisla-
tlve Council believe they have in being
members of this House; that is, to act
propetly, carefully, and with stability as
members of the second Chamber.

I believe this feeling that Legislative
Council members should act properly,
carefully, and with stability 1s shared by
many members of the Labor Party who
are members of this Chamber. I belleve
they would share the view that a Legisla-
tive Councillor should act cautiously and
with a certain amount of restraint as a
member of a House of Review, but alas,
they cannot say so. They are bound to
the platform of the Labor chariot, and any
deviation from the platform or the policy
will mean disciplinary action and possible
loss of endorsement or even expulsion.

Sir Charles Court is undoubiedly a
leader of exceptional ability, and I would
like, personally, to reiterate the comments
which have been made by The Hon, A, F,
Griffith, I endorse those comments and I
believe I can speak for & number of other
members when I say he has our full sup-
pott.

THE HON. J. DOLAN
Metropolitan—Leader of the House)
(934 pm.1: I was delighted when the
Leader of the Opposition said he was not
going to ask for more. I thought that he
may have been a little like Oliver Twist.
However, evidently our thoughts are co-
ordinated in regard to what both of us
have said.

(South-East
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I would like {0 make one comment on
the remarks made by Mr. Clive Qriffiths.
As stated by him I atiended a meeting at
which were also present representatives of
the M.R.P.A., including Mr. Hawkins, and
also members of the State Housing
Commission, It was quite a pleasant meet-
ing and at its conclusion all parties were
perfectly happy that the correct thing was
about to be done. That was last March,
and until a letter reached me late yester-
day I heard nothing more about it. I did
not get home until midnight last night be-
cause I was attending a concert and that
letter is still lying unopened on my office
table. That is the first Indication of any
kind I have received from the South Perth
City Counecil. As Mr. Clive Griffiths has
said, I take it the letter relates to the area
that has been under consideration in this
House ever since I have been here, At the
moment the name of the area escapes me,
but it has a peculiar name. However, it is
a place that has all the necessary facilitles
for a housing settlement, including good
transport, water, sewerage, and power. If
is within easy reach of the city.

Tomorrow, when I open the letter which
is at present lying on my office table I
will read of the matter that has been men-
tioned by Mr. Clive Griffiths. As is custo-
mary, when matters are raised during the
debate on the Supply Bill, I will follow the
example of previous leaders in thizs House
and ensure the members concerned that
answers will be given to any issues that
have been raised during the debate on this
Bill.

The Hon, . R. White: We have not re-
ceived answers to the queries raised on
the Address-in-Reply debate yet, s0 I think
you should reconsider the statement you
have just made.

The Hon, J. DOLAN: I will refer all the
matters that have been raised to the de-
partments concerned and ask the Minis-
ters in charge of those departments to
ensure that replies are furnished to the
queries that have been raised. I do not
keep a tab on every request that is made
to ensure that the honourable member
who makes it receives a reply, but should
any member fail to receive a reply to any
issue raised by him, I will be only too
happy to contact the department in ques-
tion and ask that an answer be supplied
to that honourable member as soon &s
possible. I give an assurance that I will
do all that I have promised to do, and if
a department fails to do that I can only
offer an apology.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a third time and passed.

House adjourned at 9.39 pm.




