
(ASSEMLY.)

The Ron. R. F. CLAUGHTON: When
we consider this Government's electoral
policy and its performance to date, we
see it is a moat dismal affair. I have said
before that our past Premier (Mr J. T.
Tonkin) was probably the best Premier
this State has had. Certainly the perform-
ance of his Government was without equal.

The Hon. N. McNeill: That is just a
slight exaggeration!

The Hon, R. F. CL.AtGRTON: This is
so however his Government's performance
is measured. It was a, tremendous per-
formance for a three-year term.

The Hon. V. J. Ferry: It went out with
a rush at the end.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: The
people in the metropolitan area demon-
strated. their support for the Labor Gov-
ernment with a massive vote. It was the
best vote the Labor Party has had in the
metropolitan area. l do not deny that the
Labor Party lost Government, but I repeat
that there is no more respected man in
this State than Mr John Tonkin, Thous-
ands of people are sorry that he Is no
longer our Premier.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: What about the
citizens who are glad he is not?

The Hon. S. J. Dellar: There were about
2 000 votes involved, were there not?

The Hon. R. Thompson: Less than 2 000
votes.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: The
Liberal Party made the most extravagant
promises. We heard all about what the
Premier could do to ease inflation. Now
11 months later our State has the highest
rate of inflation in Australia-probably the
highest rate that Western Australia has
ever experienced. This is a tangible fact
to put before the people. It is no good
talking about the Australian Government,
because our Premier said that inflation
could be tackled State by State. He said
he could control inflation, but here we have
the highest rate in Australia. The Court
Government is condemned on that record
and it deserves the censure of Parliament.
i could continue on at great length, but
I will not do so. Other Opposition mem-
bers have said enough to warrant the
support of the Chamber. If the amend-
ment Is carried, the Government will not
change. However, such action 'would shock
the Cabinet into forgetting all about the
wind-bagging and the puffing of air it
indulges in. The State Government wishes
to fight somewhere else, but the fight is
in Western Australia. The Government
has aL job to do in stabilising our economy
and bringing our State to the forefront
again. It must drag free enterprise, which
it talks so much about, into full gear again.
I hope members give their support to this
amerndment.

Amendment put and aL division taken
with the following result--

Ayes-S8
Hon. R..Cauhtanl Hon. H. T. Leeson
Ron. D. W*I. Coo sy Ron. R. Thompson

Hon. S. J. Dollar Mon. Grace Vaughan
Ron. Lyla Elliott Hon. D, K. Dana

'Telle)

Hon. C. R. Abbey
Hon. N. E. Baxter

Hon. 0. W. Berr
Hon. H. W. Garter
Hon. Clive Griffiths
Hon. J. Heitman
Hon. T. Knight
Mon. A, A. Lewis
Han, 0. C. MacHinnon

s--1 7
Mon. 0. E. Masters
Hon. M,. Mc~leer
Hon. N. McNeill
Hon. 1. 0. Pratt
Hon. J. C. Tozer
Mon. W. R. Withers
Han. D. Ji. Wordsworth
Hon. V. J. Perry

(Teller
Pair

Eon. H. H. 0. Stubbs Hon, 1. 0. Medcalf

Amendment thus negatived.

Debate (on motion) Resumed
Debate adjourned, on motion by the

Hon. W. R. Withers.

COMMTTEES FOR THE SESSION
Assembly Personnel

Message from the Assembly received and
read notifying the personnel of sessional
committees appointed by that House.
House adjourned at 1.52 acm. (Wednesday).

1&giottatnr Assembtg
Tuesday, the 18th March, 1975

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

DEPUTY CHAIRMIEN OF
COMM[ITTEES
Appointment

THE SPEAKER (Mr Hutchinson): I
wish to Inform the House that I have
appointed the member for Vasse (Mr
Blaikie), the member for Katannlng (Mr
Old), and the member for Canning (Mr
Batemnan) to be Deputy Chairmen of Com-
mittees during the present session.

QUESTIONS (33): ON NOTICE

1. EGGS
Overproduct ion

Mr BATEMAN to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) How many egg producers have left

the industry in the last 12
months?

(2) (a) Is the Egg Board aware of
the identity of the producers
currently causing over-pro-
duction of eggs;

(b) if so, who are they?
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(3) (a) What is he prepared to
do to safeguard the small
farmer with less than 4 000
birds who is totally depend-
ent on egg production for
his livelihood:

(b) would he exempt such farm-
ers from a cut back in flock
numbers?

(4) Would be consider giving approval
to a reduction in the retail egg
prices for a few weeks to clear
surplus eggs?

Mr MePHARLIN replied:
(1) There were 49 less producers in

the Industry at January, 1975,
compared with 12 months previ-
ously based on producer returns
to the W.A. Egg Marketing Board
under the provisions of the
Poultry Industry Levy Act.

(2) (a) and (b) The board considers
that overproduction is not being
caused by certain producers but
is general throughout the in-
dustry due mainly to greatly in-
creased rates of lay by birds.

(3) (a) The interests of all produc-
ers are safeguarded by cost
of production payments pro-
vided surplus production is
maintained at a reasonable
level.

(b) It would be inequitable to re-
duce the licensed numbers of
birds held by producers on
other than a ratable basis.
The object of the proposed
reduction in licensed flock
numbers is to restore the cost
of production to all produc-
ers.

(4) Experience has shown that a re-
duction in retail prices does not
result in a significant increase in
retail sales except over a very
short period. A price reduction
experiment of up to 6c per dozen
which was undertaken in March,
1972, resulted in a net loss of
$30 000, $20 000 being borne by
the Government and $10 000 by
the industry.

2. SCHOOL CANiTEENS
Employees: Wages

Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Education:
(1) Is the Minister considering the

paying of wages for canteen man-
ageress and canteen assistants in
both primary and high schools?

(2) If "Yes" when will these pay-
ments begin?

(3) If "No" what are his reasons for
not doing so?

Mr
(1)
(2)
(3)

O'CONNOR replied:
No.
Not applicable.
A canteen is an amenity in a
school and not an essential ser-
vice such as cleaning or clerical
assistance. Canteens are staffed
with a large number of volun-
teers, and the costs of employing
all canteen manageresses and
canteen assistants under award
conditions could not be justified
when funds are urgently re-
quired for higher priority educa-
tional needs.

3. STATE ELECTRICITY
COMMISSION

Structure of Dlivisions
Mr
for
(1)

A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
Electricity:
Has he seen the letter to the edi-
tor of The West Australian of
20th January. 1975, reported to
have been written by Mr E.
Neesham, in which there is a
reference to divisions in the State
Electricity Commission being
"structured along flat lines"?

(2) If (1) is "Yes" what is meant by
this expression and does he agree
that the State Electricity Com-
mission's profits have suffered as
a result of increasingly costly ad-
ministrative burdens?

(3) Is it a fact that in the past five
years executive aend administra-
tive Positions in the SEC have in-
creased by 1000%?

(4) Is it also a fact that in the years
1955-1969 the output of the Com-
mission increased by 300% while
the workforce increased by only
60%?

(5) Does he agree that the statement
by Mr Neeshamn is cause for dis-
quiet and should be investigated?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) What Is meant by "structured

along flat lines" is not known, but
it is assumed that the writer re-
fers to a horizontal structure
rather than a vertical structure.
It is agreed that SEC profits have
suffered as a result of increased
administrative charges such as
increased salary levels, increased
superannuation contributions,
higher interest rates, increased
pay-roll tax, increased workers'
compensation Premiums, public
liability insurance premiums. etc.

(3) No,
(4) The article referred to the 15

years to 1969 and during this
period revenue increased by 280
per cent and the number of em-
ployees by 58 per cent.
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(5) 1 do not agree that the state-
ment made by Mr Neesham
should be investigated as all op-
erating costs have spiralled
rapidly and no one section such
as administration should be
singled out.
Mr Neesbani has made compari-
sons over the period 1954-1974.
In 1954 the commission operated
25 MW generating units at East
Perth and South Fremantle
power stations and supplied the
metropolitan area and the south-
wvest corner of the State. The
commission's present supply area
extends from Esperance to Kunu-
nurra and the complexities of 200
MW generating units and the in-
terconnected grid system make
effective comparisons extremely
difficult.

4. MOTOR VEHICLE DEALERS
Windscreen Information Forms

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
for Consumer Protection:
(1) Does he agree with the Commis-

sioner that a number of motor
vehicle dealers are not display-
ing the windscreen information
forms as required by law?

(2) If (1) Is "Yes" how many prose-
cutions have been processed
against such dealers?

(3) How many prosecutions have
been processed for misrepresen-
tation?

(4) How many dealers have had to
pay the cost of carrying out a
repair because the Commissioner
has found that work on the
motor vehicle was covered by a
warranty under the Motor
Vehicle Dealers Act?

Mr O'Connor (for Mr GRAYDEN) re-
plied:
(1) Recent inspections by bureau of-

ficers have revealed a marked im-
provement In the situation. In
the immediate Period following
the gazettal of the regulations.
bureau officers generally issued
warnings to first offenders. Fur-
ther offences by those already
warned result in prosecution by
the bureau.

(2) Four cases are In the process of
prosecution.

(3) None.
(4) The precise figure Is not known.

Ilowever, numerous dealers have
baen advised by the commissioner
that they were obliged under the
Motor Vehicle Dealers Act, to
make good defects in accordance
with the warranty. only in
three cases has It been necessary

to issue a formal Instruction to
a dealer (under section 37 of the
Act) to effect repairs within 14
days.

STATE FORESTS
Overcutting

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
for Forests:
(1) Why does the Government regard

the need to overcut in the tim-
ber industry as Urgent, thereby
requiring the migration to Aus-
tralia of timber workers for this
project?

(2) Does he have a responsibility to
preserve the heritage of flora and
fauna for Australians yet unborn
and is he also responsible for
maintaining adequate supplies
of potable water?

(3) If (2) is In any way In the af-
firmative, how can this be re-
candiled with the deliberate policy
of the rapid destruction of our
hardwood forests and the de-
mand for more migrant timber
workers by the Minister for
Labour and Industry?

Mr RIDGE replied:
(1) The Government does not regard

the need to overcut in the tim-
ber industry as urgent. it does,
however, accept the principle of
limited overcutting where the
livelihood of many people would
be Jeopardised if It were not per-
mitted.

(2) Yes. Hopefully this responsibi-
lity will be shared by all.

(3) There is absolutely no basis for
the suggestion that there Is a de-
liberate policy of rapid destruc-
tion of our hardwood forests.

STATE FORESTS
Overcutting

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
for Labour and Industry:
(1) Was he correctly reported in The

West Australian of 8th February
as saying that a showdown with
the Australian Government was
likely because of the effect of its
immigration policy on the West-
ern Australian timber industry?

(2) Has he conferred with the min-
ister for Forests so as to dis-
cover whether there Is an urgent
need for workers In the Western
Australian timber industry?

(3) Does this need arise because of
the need to overcut our hardwood
forests as rapidly as possible so
that they may be destroyed before
tbp. turn of the century?

(4) Is it Government policy to over-
cut our timber and is this why
he Is co-operating with the Min-
ister for Forests In this respect?
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Mr O'Connor (for Mr GRAYDEN) re-
plied:
(1) Yes. The State Government has

made persistent representations
to the Commonwealth Minister for
Labour and Immigration to get
Commonwealth Government ap-
proval for the admission of tim-
ber workers recruited in the United
Kingdom by Running Bras, during
1974.
1 will continue to press that Gov-
ernment for the admission of
badly needed skilled and semi-
skilled workers in those industries
such as mining in the north-west
and goldfields areas and timber
In the south-west where it has not
been possible to recruit labour
from within Western Australia.
The matter is on the agenda for
consideration at the forthcoming
conference of the Federal and
State Ministers for Immigration.

(2) No. The facts are obvious and
no consultation is necessary.

(3) No.
(4) No.

HEALTH
PVC Food Wrappers

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Health:
(1) Was the Minister correctly re-

ported in The Sunday Times of
26th January as; saying: "How-
ever, I do not anticipate there is
any real case for alarm" in re-
spedt of the use of PVC for food
wrapping?

(2) What scientific evidence was the
Minister adducing when lhe made
that statement and does the
statement mean that overseas re-
search in the plastics industry
which indicated that deaths had
been caused by exposure to the
substance Is invalid?

(3) What initiatives has the State
Government taken to investigate
the problem or is It waiting for
action by the Australian or other
Governments, as was the case
with the mercury contamination
of fish?

(4) Has the National Health and
Medical Research Council con-
sidered the matter and what
action is being taken elsewhere
in Australia?

Mr RIDGE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Danger from vinyl chloride mono-

mer overseas was by inhalation.
There is no toxicological evidence
available on the effects of inges-
tion.

(3) Examination of a liner of a "wine
cask" and the air space In the
container by the Government
Chemical Laboratories indicated
that vinyl chloride was not pres-
ent.

(4) Yes. The National Health and
Medical Research Council is con-
sidering maximum limits of mono-
mer in containers, wrappings and
focod. The major manufacturers
and suppliers are conjointly work-
ing on the lowering of levels of
monomer in PVC products.

8. TEACHERS' TRAINING
COLLEGES

Graduates: Employment
Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Educa-
tion:
(1) How many teachers graduated

from each of the Western Aus-
tralian teachers' colleges respect-
ively in 1974 with-
(a) teachers' certificates:
(b) conditional teachers' certi-

ficates:
(c) any other qualifications,
who were-
(I) bonded:
(ii) unbonded?

(2) How many teachers in each of
the above categories have not been
employed by the State Education
Department or by some Independ-
ent education authority?

Mr
(1)

O'CONNOR replied:
Teachers who graduated from
Western Australian teachers' col-
leges in 1974 with-
(a) Full teachers' certificate

status were:
Secondary Teachers' College:

357 bonded
25 unbonded

Claremont Teachers' College:
170 bonded

7 unbonded
Graylands Teachers' College:

151 bonded
5 unbonded

Mt Lawley Teachers' College:
198 bonded
11 unbonded

Churchiands Teachers' Col-
lege:

150 bonded
8 unbonded

(b) Conditional teachers' certifi-
cate status were-
Secondary Teachers' College:

'73 bonded
o unbonded

Claremont Teachers' College:
20 bonded

0 unbonded
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Graylands Teachers' College:
20 bonded

I unbonded
Mt Lawley Teachers' College:

17 bonded
o unbonded

Churchiands Teachers' Col-
lege:

6 bonded
o unbonded

Some of the teachers included
in this category are under re-
view as late results are be-
coming available.

(c) A variety of other qualifica-
tions ranging from M.A. de-
grees to Diplomas of Teach-
ing were awarded at the end
of 1974 but totals are not
available. All, however, are
included In (a) and (b)
above.

(2) It is not possible for the Edu-
cation Department to answer
this question as relating to
all unbonded students. in
some cases the unbonded
students wish to exercise a
freedom of choice in employ-
ment and have thus made
direct approaches to non-
Government schools. The
Education Department would
thus have records of only
those teachers who, on com-
pletion of the course in the
teachers' college, made appli-
cation for employment in the
department. All such teach-
ers have been employed.
The Education Department
has fulfilled its obligation
under the teachers' college
agreement by offering ap-
pointments to all bonded
teachers.

9. MEDICAL STUDENTS
Quota Restriction

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Health:
(1) Of those students who success-

fully completed their first year
medical course in 1973 and who
could not be admitted to the sec-
and year course in 1974 because
of quotas, how many have been
admitted to the second year
course in 1975?

(2) Of those students who have suc-
cessfully completed the first
year course in 1974, how many
were not admitted to the second
year course for this year due to
the necessity to institute quotas?

Mr RIDGE replied:
(1) Eleven. They included those com-

peting for 10 additional places
made available in the second
year of the course in 1975 as a

10.

result of the Government's assist-
ance, and one additional vacancy
that remained after all students
successfully completing their first
year course In 1974 had been ac-
commodated.

(2) None. The university had under-
taken that all students success-
fully completing the first year
course in 1974 would be admitted
to the second year course in 1975,
and this undertaking has been
carried out.

POLICE
Drugs: Charges and Convictions
Mr
for
(1)

A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
Police:
How many charges have been
made against persons for the use
of heroin in each of the years
1970, 1971, 1972, 1973 and 1974?

(2) How many convictions have been
recorded for each of those years?

(3) What are the figures for general
drug use in each of the categories
above?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) Year; Number.

1970-71-Nil
1971-72-Nil
1972-13-Nil
1973-74-Nil
1974-75-8 persons were charged

with a total -of 10
charges relating to the
self-administration or
possession of heroin.

11.

(2)
(3)

All were convicted.
Total charges relating to drugs-
1970-71-101 persons, 167 offences.
1971-72-182 persons, 274 offences.
1972-73-347 persons. 479 offences.
1973-74-414 persons, 577 offences.
1974-75 to 31st December, 1974-

316 persons, 370 offences.

EDUCATION
Policy and Trends: Advisory Committee

Mr A. R,. TONKIN, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Educa-
tion:
(1) Who are the members of the re-

cently appointed committee to ad-
vise the Government on the im-
plementation of its education
policy and on changes in educa-
tional trends and what interests
do they represent?

(2) On what occasions has the com-
mittee met so far and what mat-
ters have been referred to it for
Its consideration?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) and (2) Invitations have been

extended but acceptances are not
as yet complete. It is anticipated
that an initial meeting will be held
at an early date.



[Tuesday, 18 March, 1971 91

12. MT. LAWLEY TECHNICAL
COLLEGE

Radioactive Discs, and Equipment
Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Educa-
tion:
(1) Who is responsible for the

security of the radioactive discs
which were stolen from the Mount
Lawley Technical College re-
cently?

(2) where are these discs kept norm-
ally?

(3) How long before a lesson are the
discs placed on the benches for
use by students?

(4) Is the Minister convinced that
the security is adequate?

(5) Is it a fact that the covering on
the aluminium encased discs Is
fragile and that exposure to the
Alpha and Beta rays could cause
cancer?

(6) How many X-ray machines are
there at the college?

('7) How many dosinmeters were origi-
nally in use at the college and
how many are in use at the pres-
ent time?

(8) If there are fewer dosimeters in
use at present than previously,
what has happened to those that
are missing?

(9) Is the Minister convinced that
the dosimeters are reliable in
their accuracy and how often are
they checked and by whom, to
ensure such reliability?

(10) Do education Institutions come
within the aegis of machinery in-
spectors from the Department of
Labour?

(11) If (10) is "Yes" on what occa-
sions have the drilling and
grinding machines at the college
been inspected over the past
three years?

(12) If (10) Is "No" who is responsible
for ensuring that all machines
are safe?

(13) Is it a fact that drilling machines
at the college have no belt guards
and grinding machines also have
inadequate safeguards?

(14) Does the Radioactive Substances
Act, 1954 apply to the radioactive
substances and equipment refer-
red to in (1) and (6) above?

(15) If (14) is "Yes" what are the con-
sequences flowing from such a
relationship?

(16) If (14) is "No" why does the Act
not so apply?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) The supervising technicians are

responsible for the security of the
radioactive discs.

(2) In a security X-ray laboratory.

(3) The time Will vary according to
the usage of the laboratory
immediately prior to the lesson
requiring the isotopes.

(4) The security Is considered to be
adequate for isotopes which are of
such low intensity that the alpha-
beta and gamma emitting sources
are recorded as sub-licensable
quantities.

(5) The aluminium covering is not
regarded as fragile and, as the
isotopes are not required to be
licensed, it is considered that
exposure to radiation from these
specimens cannot be regarded as
dangerous.

(6) Two =achines.
('7) Originally there were two with

charges, Plus film badge. Currently
four with charges, Plus film
badge.

(8) The maximum number of dosi-
meters in use at any time is four.

(9) Yes. The four dosimeters in cur-
rent use are checked each time
they are used. Any malfunction
would show up when being
recorded in comparison with other
dosimneters. Further, the check-
Ing of film badges would confirm
discrepancies.

(10) Yes.
(11) The machines are inspected annu-

ally.
(12) Not applicable.

(13) More specific information is
necessary to identify machines
which, although not equipped
with guards, do not infringe
safety regulations.

(14) to (16) The college must apply
for a license but the radioactive
sources are classified as sub-
licensable.

13. NUCLEAR POWER STATION
Establishment

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Premier:
(1) What have been the results of

his talks in Europe and the
United States as to the feasibility
of the construction of a nuclear
Power house in Western Austra-
lia?

(2) What Problems will have to be
overcome before such a project
could come to fruition?

(3) Will the Government's opposition
to environmental impact state-
ments, as stated repeatedly
throughout 1974 by the Minister
for Conservation be adhered to
for nuclear projects?
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(4) If (3) is in any way in the nega-
tive, will draft copies of such
statements be publicly and freely
circulated before being compiled
in the final farm?

(5) Have there been investigations
into the possibilities at a nuclear
power station at Ledge Point?

(6) If so, who has been making the
investigations, has a report been
Prepared, and to whom has it
been presented?

Sir
(1)

CHARLES COURT replied:
Encouraging.

(2) A large enough scale of consump-
tion, full economic, safety and
environmental studies will be
needed.

(3) The honourable member is not
entitled to pOse his question as a
statement of fact, especially when
It is not correct. However, the
Government will fully discharge
its environmental responsibilities
for all projects, including nuclear
power.

(4) Answered by (3).
(5) No.
(6) Answered by (5).

14. INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
Pilot Uranium Plant

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
for Industrial Development:
(1) What work is being undertaken

at the present time at Western
Mining's Pilot uranium plant at
Kwinana?

(2) What process is used at the plant
at the present time?

(3) What Process has been used in
the past at the plant but which
has now been discontinued?

(4) What end product-
(a) was produced previously;
(b) is presently produced.
at the plant?

(5) Will he table the report made
by an officer of the Public Health
Department in which approval of
the project was indicated?

(6) Who was the officer referred to
in (5) above?

(7) What are his Professional quali-
fications?

(8) Why was the Environmental
Protection Authority's approval
sought?

MYf
(1)
(2)
(3)

(4)

(5) No such report exists. Western
Mining Corporation is licensed
under the Radioactive Substances
Act. The tests at Kwinana were
carried out in compliance with the
regulations made under that Act.
Routine inspections were carried
out by the Radiological Advisory
Council to ensure that the regula-
tions were met.

(6) See (5).
('7) See (5).
(8) The Environmental Protection

Authority's approval was not
sought. The Department of the
Environment was kept informed
of the project status by Western
Mining.

15. NORTH KCALGOORLIE
SCHOOL
Fencing

Mr T. D. EVANS, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Education:
(1) Is it intended consequent upon the

removal of the former head-
master's residence on the north
east corner of the school ground
at North Kalgoorlie school, to re-
pair and renew the fencing in
that part of the school grounds?

(2) If so, when?
(3) If not, why not?

16.

MENSAROS replied:
None.
None.
The only process used was a car-
bonate leach,
The only end product produced
was yellow cake.

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) and (3) It Is anticipated the work

will be in hand within one month.

TRAINEE TEACHERS
Allowances: Review

Mr T. D.' EVANS, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Education:
(1) On what date in 1974 did the

Minister receive a submission
from the student council of the
Mount Lawley Teachers College
seeking an early review and in-
crease in the range of allowances
paid to trainee teachers?

(2) On what date did the Minister
receive a similar submission from
the education officer of the
student guild of the Western Aus-
tralian Institute of Technology?

(3) As the Minister indicated subse-
quently to the above dates by way
of answers to Parliamentary ques-
tions that the matter of an in-
crease in allowances was under
consideration, would he please ad-
vise whether the matter was re-
ferred to Treasury by either the
Treasurer, the Minister, or the
Education Department?

(4) If "Yes" on what date was the
matter so referred?

92
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(5) If "No" when is It intended to
refer the matter to Treasury and
why has there been such inordi-
nate delay in making the refer-
ence?

(6) Has Cabinet considered the mat-
ter; if so, on what date (s)?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) and (2) The submissions were

received in August. 1974.
(3) to (6) The Government is giving

consideration to the whole matter
of student allowances and bonds.
it Is. not possible at this stage to
indicate what the likely outcome
might be.

17. TRAINEE TEACHERS
Bond

Mr T. D. EVANS, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Education:
(1) How many students in the aggre-

gate are receiving teacher train-
ing?

(2) How many students comprised
the first year Intake this year of
teacher trainees?

(3) Of the number referred to in (2).
how many are under bond to the
Education Department?

(4) Is it known how many of the
1975 first year students are in
receipt of Australian Govern-
ment tertiary allowances?

(5) Was the Minister correctly quoted
in the Daily News on or about
15th January, referring to an ad-
vertisement that appeared in The
West Australian newspaper of the
same date advising teacher
trainees to "beware of the bond"
and to seek the Australian Gov-
ernment tertiary allowances in
lieu, wherein he concurred in
encouraging students to follow
the course of action referred to
in the said advertisement?

(6) If (5) is "Yes" is not this a
patent indication by the Minister
that the Government does not In-
tend to abolish or ameliorate the
bond conditions?

<7) If (6) is "No" what action does
the Government intend to take
re the bonding of students?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
<1) Data gathered from the training

institutions towards the end of the
enrolment Period indicates that
approximately 6 000 students will
be enrolled in teacher education
courses during 1975. No accurate
figure is available yet.

<2) The data referred to in (1) indi-
cates that approximately 2 300
students commenced the first year
of a teacher education course in
1975.

18.

19.

(3) Of the total referred to in i4
approximately 980 students are in
receipt of teacher education
scholarships.

(4) This data is not available at this
stage either from Western Aus-
tralian tertiary education institu-
tions, or from the Commonwealth
Department of Education.

(5) to (7) The Government con-
siders that the policy in regard
to bonds might be modified pro-
gressively, to allow for a wider
choice of alternatives for students.
In this context the statement
referred to was correct.

RAILWAYS
"Prospector": GolTd Colouring

Mr T. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Transport:

Would he have examined the
practicabilities and cost factors
involved in having "The Pros-
pector" more appropriately col-
oured a gold colour on Its exterior
and advise me in writing?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
The exterior skin of these railcars
Is stainless steel which was speci-
fied to provide a non-corrosive,
non-staining, easily cleaned sur-
face, coupled with attractive
appearance.
Adhesion of paint to stainless steel
surfaces is most difficult to obtain
as it Involves complicated surface
preparation using either sand
blasting or acid etching treatment.
This would be a most difficult task
on completed and in-service rail-
cars and even using these tech-
niques It could not be guaranteed
that the paint would not lift under
the normal automatic brush wash-
Ing procedures.
The estimated cost per railcar to
carry cut the foregoing process is
approximately $1 600. Total cost
$12 800 for the eight cars.
However, the proposal Is not
favoured.

EASTERN GOLDFIELDS
HIGH SCHOOL

Roof and Air-conditioning
Mr T. D. EVANS, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Education:.
(1) Is the Minister aware of the fol-

lowing state of affairs existing
at Eastern Goldfields High
School-
(a) serious leaking of the roof;
(b) failure of the air conditioning

system to work effectively this
year?

(2) What remedial action is proposed,
and when?
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Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) (a) Yes,

(b) Yes.
(2) (a) Arrangements are

with the builders
maintenance to
taken.

proceeding
for normal
be under-

(b) The contractors were expected
"on site" on Monday, the 17th
March, 1975, to investigate
the air-conditioning units.

20. This question was postponed.

21. NORTH K ATGOORLIE
SCHOOL

Staff Toilets and Accommodation

Mr T. D. EVANS, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Education:
(1) Is the Minister satisfied with the

situation at North Kalgoorlie
school (a school with approximate
pupil nuznbers--640) whereby
staff have no access to private
toilet facilities?

(2) When is this situation to be rec-
tified ?

(3) Is the Minister aware that the
staff room at this school mea-
sures only 5.45 metres by 3.49
metres and cannot now properly
accommodate the staff of 20
members?

(4) When will this situation be
remedied?

(5) Is the Minister content that the
Deputy Headmaster has no office
but has to sit at a desk in the
large hall without any privacy
(for want of any more suitable
location)?

(6) Are there plans to provide an
office for the deputy?

(7) If so, when will these be imple-
mented?

(8) Is the Minister satisfied that the
Headmaster's office, which mea-
sures only 5.03 metres by 3.03
metres constitutes a sufficient and
appropriate administration block
for a large school such as North
Kalgoorlie?

(9) Is the Minister further aware
that at this school there is a seri-
ous lack of storage space for
school stock including free learn-
ing materials as the one and only
storeroom measures 2.9 metres by
1.7 metres?

(10) When will this storag-e problem
be rectified?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) to (10) The Education Depart-

ment is aware of the conditions
mentioned. There are, however.
other schools with deficiencies

Similar to those outlined at North
Kalgoorlie and an active pro-
gramme of improvements and
upgradlngs is being implemented.
With rapidly escalating building
costs, It is difficult to undertake
improvements at many schools
where such works would be desir-
able. Dependent upon fund avail-
ability In the future, North Kal-
goorlie will be considered for
improvements In future alloca-
tions.

22. NORTH KALGOORLIE
SCHOOL

Classrooms and Library-resource Centre
Mr T. D. EVANS, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Education:
(1) Has the Minister received a let-

ter since school resumed from the
President of the North Kalgoorlie
School Parents and Citizens' As-
sociation complaining about un-
suitable classroom accommoda-
tion comprising a converted
washroom (one class) and an old
library building (very ancient)
housing two classes?

(2) Has the Minister replied to this
letter Promising Positive action
to remedy the situation by the
erection of another cluster build-
ing; if not, does he intend so to
do?

(3) When is the new library resource
centre expected to be available
for use at this school?

(4) Referring to (3) how many weeks
in excess of the contract date for
completion is the date expected
that use of the centre will be
available?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) No.
(3) It is hoped to be completed for

use early in April.
(4) The building is currently 12 weeks

over the original nominated com-
pletion date and the builder has
applied for a contract extension
to the end of March.

23. INFLATION
Government Action

Mr J. T. TONKIN, to the Premier:
(1) In view of his oft-repeated state-

ments blaming the policies of the
Australian Government for the
economic Ills by which the State
of Western Australia is beset will
he explain-
(a) why for the December quar-

ter Perth with 6% had the
highest Percentage increase
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in the Consumer Price Index
of all capitals the average of
which was 3.8%, and for the
whole year Perth had an in-
flation rate of 18% which
was the highest of all capi-
tals:

(b) why food prices in Perth in
January rose more than in
any other capital city, and
at twice the average rate for
Australia as a whole?

(2) As Western Australia's inflation-
ary position Is bad in compari-
son with all other States will he
explain his Government's com-
plete failure to deal with inflation
in view of the following declara-
tion which appeared in his policy
speech for the Elections-

it will be argued that a State
Government can do nothing to
offset the damage of Federal
mismanagement of the econ-
omy.

This is not so.
Inflation can be beaten to a
substantial degree State by
State?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(1) (a) It Is incorrect to deduce from
a comparison of the increase
in the Consumer Price Index
for Perth in December quar-
ters 1973 and 1974 that the
inflation rate in Perth for the
year was the highest of all
the capitals.
Price movements occur In dif-
ferent States at different times
and it is not unusual for a
coincidence of factors in one
State during one quarter to
produce a result out of line
with the experience in other
States.
Although Perth experienced a
higher lift in prices than other
capitals during the December
quarter, for the three previ-
ous quarters, the Perth in-
crease was the lowest of all
the States. As a result, the
Increase in Perth over the
whole of 1974 was 14 per cent
against 15 per cent, or more,
in every other capital city,
giving us the lowest inflation
rate of all the States during
the year.

(b) Meat prices rose seasonally in
Perth during January more
sharply than in other capitals.

(2) This question is based on a
wrong premise.

24. LAND COMMISSION
Funds: Availability

Mr J. T. TONTCIN, to the Treasurer:
(1) What amount of money from the

Australian Government would
have been available to Western
Australia this financial year for
the purpose of purchasing and
developing land for housing if the
State Government had agreed to
comply with the requirements
for the setting up of the Land
Commission?

(2) What negotiations are currently
proceeding in connection with
the matter?

(3) If alternative proposals have been
submitted to the Australian Gov-
ernment will he table a copy of
them?

(4) What States have agreed to co-
operate with the Australian Gov-
ernment in this matter and have
received substantial amounts of
money as a consequence?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(1) No formal offer has been received.
However, it is understood from dis-
cussions between State and
Federal officers. that, up to $8 mil-
lion could be available for the
Purchase of several categories of
land, including non-urban, recrea-
tion, industrial and urban, if we
are able to reach an agreement
which is mutually satisfactory.

(2) Negotiations have been continued
by State officers, and the Minister
for Local Government and Urban
Development and Town Planning
and I are to have discussions with
the Federal Minister for Urban
and Regional Development next
week in Perth.

(2) No. Negotiations are continuing
and it is inappropriate until
finality Is reached.

(4) I understand that South Australia
has concluded a general agree-
ment.

New South Wales and Victoria
have concluded specific agreements
for special areas such as Albury-
Wodonga.

Press reports indicate additional
arrangements with New South
Wales and Victoria, but I am ad-
vised that agreements have not
been completed. We are having
extreme difficulty in determining
the exact conditions and amounts
involved in each case.
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INSTITUTE OF
RADIOTHERAPY

Transfer of Control
Mr J. T. TONKIN, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Health:
(1) Did the Cancer Council of W.A.

initiate the action which has re-
sulted in the decision to transfer
all of the property which has
been under the control of the
Board of the Institute of Radio-
therapy to the control of the
Board of the Sir Charles Gaird-
ner Hospital with effect from 1st
April, 1975?

(2) Did the Cancer Council inquire
through the Minister for Health
or directly of the Crown Law De-
partment whether the proposed
action could be taken without
reference to Parliament?

(3) What is the purpose in having
the Institute of Radiotherapy
superseded In the manner in-
tended?

(4) When was it first decided that
the Institute of Radiotherapy
had outlived its usefulness?)

(5) After the 1st April when the op-
eration of the Tronado machine
will be under the control of the
Sir Charles Oairdner Hospital
will its use be limited to patients
of that hospital or will patients
from elsewhere be able to avail
themselves of treatment by the
Tronado machine?

(6) What advantages to cancer
patients are expected to result
from the change proposed?

Mr RIDGE replied:
(1) 1 am advised that a committee of

the Cancer Council initiated the
action by suggesting it to the
council which, In turn, referred it
to the boards of the institute and
the Sir Charles Galrdner Hospital
for their consideration.

(2) Neither. The Crown Law Depart-
ment was asked simply to advise
what action would be necessary to
effect the proposed change. This
was asked through the Minister.

(3) To improve the arrangements for
provision of radiotherapy to pati-
ents, Including the streamlining of
administration of the organisa-
tions which, although in close
proximity on the same site and
with very similar objectives, have
had separate boards of manage-
ment.

(4) 1 am not sure that this was the
thing decided but am advised that
discussions have taken Place over
a period of some months, culmina-
ting in resolutions by the cancer
Council, the Board of Sir Charles
Gairdner Hospital and the Board

of the Institute of Radiotherapy
and Oncology, the last of -which
was made on the 27th February,
1975.

(5) The Tronado machine is but a
part of the equipment involved
and all equipment transferred to
the hospital's control will be avail-
able for treatment of patients
from anywhere in the State just
as In the past. The specific items
of equipment will, of course,
change over the years for reasons
of obsolescence, new developments.
etc.

(6) Patients should obtain very defi-
nite advantages from the closer
integration of radiotherapy ser-
vices with other clinical and labor-
atory services at the Perth
Medical Centre allowing a team
approach to patient care in this
very important segment of medical
practice.

In replying to these questions I would
like to make it clear that the Govern-
ment has agreed with recommenda-
tions put to it by three statutory
bodies made up of medical and non-
medical persons, charged with the
responsibility of conducting important
sections of the State's health services.
In no other issue has this Government
or the previous Government found
cause to disregard advice from these
bodies or to consider them in any way
unable to carry out their functions.

26. UNEMPLOYMENT
Albany and Danbury

Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for
Labour and Industry:
(1) What percentage of the West-

ern Australian workforce was
registered as unemployed as at
the end of February 1974 and
1975?

(2) How many people were registered
as unemployed at the end of Feb-
ruary 1974 and 1975 in the Town
of Albany?

(3) How many people were registered
as unemployed at the end of Feb-
ruary in 1974 and 1975 In the
Town of Bunbury?

Mr O'Connor (for Mr ORAYDEN)
replied:
(1) The percentage of the Western

Australian work force registered as
unemployed at the end of Febru-
ary, 1974, was 1.74 per cent and
at the end of February, 1975, 5.17
per cent.

(2) The number of registered unem-
ployed for the Town of Albany at
the end of February, 1974, is not
available. At the end of Febru-
ary, 1975, there were 325 persons
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registered as unemployed in the
town of Albany. The number of
registered unemployed In the
Albany district at the end of
February, 1974, was 264 persons
and at the end of February, 1975.
723 persons.

(3) The number of registered unem-
ployed for the Town of Bunbury
at the end of February. 1974, is
not available. At the end of
February, 1975, there were 409
persons registered as unemployed
in the town. The number of
registered unemployed in the Bun-
bury district at the end of Feb,-
ruary, 1974, was 684 persons and
at the end of February, 1975,
1 031 persons.

HOUSING

Belmont Flats Area: Redevelopment

Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) When will demolition work

actually commence on what re-
mains of the Belmont Flats?

(2) What stage has planning reached
in respect of proposals to redevelop
the Sydenham Street-Copeland
Drive section of the State Hous-
ing Commission Belmont estate?

(3) Will he Indicate when it Is anti-
cipated construction will com-
mence on the redevelopment
scheme?

(4) Is it intended to demolish all
existing houses (State Housing
Commission and private) in the
area designated for redevelop-
ment?

(5) Is the State Housing Commnis-
sion prepared to purchase pri-
vately owned houses in the area
which it proposes to redevelop?

(6) Will he table a copy of the plans
for the redevelopment project?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) Removal of re-usable fixtures is

(2)

almost complete. Upon comple-
tion. tenders for demolition and
removal will be called at first
opportunity.
Planning has not yet commenced.

(3) No timetable has been set.
(4) Not necessarily: this will depend

upon planning, acquisition and
huimanitarian considerations.

(5) Yes. Subject to mutually accept-
able conditions of acquisition.

(6) As indicated in (2) no plans are
available.

28. ABORIGINES
Royal Commission Recommendations

Mr BRYCE, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Commut-
nity Welfare:

What action is to be taken on
the recommendations contained
in the report of the Royal Comn-
mission into Aboriginal Affairs,
tabled over seven months ago?

Mr RIDGE replied:
Some recommendations in the
report have been Implemented by
the Western Australian Govern-
ment and others are in the course
of implementation.
Approaches in conformity with
other recommendations are being
made from time to time to the
Commonwealth Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs (Senator
Cavanagh), the Commonwealth
having taken over the responsi-
bility and funding of Aboriginal
affairs since the 1st July, 1974.

29. PERTH AIRPORT
Resiting, and Night Plights

Mr BRYCE, to the Premier:
(1) Is he aware that the Australian

Government Minister for Trans-
port has stated that he will not
act on the questions of-
(a) resiting the existing Perth

airport;
(b) imposing curfews on night

flights into the Perth air-
port,

unless he Is requested to do so
by the Western Australian State
Government?

(2) Will he indicate what his Gov-
ernment's policy is in respect of
both of these matters?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) No.
(2) We are conscious of the disability

that noise Imposes on people liv-
ing near the airport, but we doubt
that the Commonwealth Govern-
ment would re-site it in any cir-
cumstances, for Quite obviously,
the cost would be enormous.
We are well aware that certain
international and domestic ser-
vices would be re-routed to
exclude Perth, if we Imposed a
curfew, with considerable disad-
vantages and losses to the State.
The question to be faced by the
Government is: where does the
balance of benefit to the com-
munity as a whole, lie? Cur-
rently. we believe it lies in not
seeking a curfew.
I gather the previous State Gov-
ernment arrived at the same
answer.

97



[ASSEMBLY.]I

30. MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT
Intrastate Flights

Mr BRYCE, to the Premier:
Whet action has been taken (or
is currently contemplated) to im-
plement the recommendation
found on page 18 section 60 of
the 1974 Report of the State Par-
liamentary Salaries Tribunal to

"...implement a system allow-
Ing two intrastate flights per an-
num per member plus the ten day
travel allowance . .... "?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
Consideration Is to be given to the
tribunal's recommendation when
the 1975-76 Revenue Budget Is
being framed.

31. MINISTERS OP THE CROWN
Overseas Trips

Mr BRYCE, to the Premier:
Will he provide the following in-
formation regarding trips made
oversees by members of his Cabi-
net since March 1974-
(a) names of the Ministers;
(b) basic destinations;
(c) purpose of the trips;
(d) duration of the trips;,
(e) the number of civil servants

or "others" accompanying
the Minister in each instance;

(f)I the daily allowances paid to
Ministers and others while
overseas;

(g) the total cost to the State
of all trips?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(a) Hon. Premier, Sir Charles

Court, M.L.A.
Hon. G. C. MacKinnon,
M.L.C.
Hon. M. E. Stephens, M.L.A.
Hon. A. Menseros, M.L.A.

Sir Charles Court, M.L.A.
Cb) 'United States,

United Kingdom,
The Continent.

(c) To promote investment in
and trade with Western Aus-
tralia.

(d) 11/1/75 to 2/2/75.
Ce) Hon. A. Mensaros, M.L.A..

Minister for Industrial
Development, Mines, Elec-
tricity and Fuel and Energy.
Co-ordinator, Department of
Industrial Development.
Commissioner for Fuel and
Power.

(f) No Ministerial allowances
applicable.

(1)

(g) 817 055, including the Minis-
ter for Industrial Develop-
ment and all members of the
party.

Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon, M.L.C.
(b) New Zealand-privately, and

at no cost to the State.
(c) Private holiday-took the

opportunity to discuss matters
of Interest and relevance to
education with New Zealand
departmental officers.

(d) 14/Z/75 to 5/3/75--18 days.
(e) Mrs M. T. MacKinnon.
(I) Nil.
(g) Nil.

Hon. M. E. Stephens, M.L.A.
(bI New Zealand.
Cc) South Pacific Conference on

National Parks and Reserves.
(d) 18/2/75 to 28/2/75-11 days.
Ce) Dr F. Smith, Director of

National Parks Board,
Mrs R. Stephens-Fare paid
by Hon. Md. E. Stephens.

(f) Nil. Minister and "others"
were guests of the New Zea-
land Government.

Cg) $654.00 CM. E. Stephens' air
fare).

Hon. A. Mensaros, M.L.A.

(b) Singapore,
Cc) To open new Departmental

Trade Office.
(d) December 14 to December 16,

1974.
Ce) President, Chamber of Manu-

factures,
Deputy President, Chamber of
Commerce.

Cf) No Ministerial
applicable.

(g) $2 200.

allowances

(2)
Cb) United States,

United Kingdom,
The Continent,
The middle East.

(c) To promote investment in,
and trade with Western Aus-
tralia.

(d) Janutary. 11, 1975 to February
8. 1975.

(e) Premier.
Co-ordinator, Departmeut of
Industrial Development.
Commissioner for Fuel and
Power.

(f) No Ministerial allowances
applicable.

(g) Included in Premier's visit cost.
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32. POLICE
Rape Victims

Mr BRYCE, to the Premier:
(1) Is it the intention of the Govern-

ment to act on the recommenda-
tion of the Liberal Party's State
Council (reported in The West
Australian 28th February, 1975)
to support the development of
an organisation to give emotional
support and practical advice to
victims of rape?

42) Is be aware that legislation has
been introduced in the British
Parliament to " . . . provide
anonymity for victims of illegal
rape in criminal cases except by
direction of the Court . .... ?7

(3) Will the Government take action
to introduce similarly appropri-
ate legislation in this Parliament?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) The increasing incidence of rape

cases Is a matter of concern to the
Government, and inquiries are
under way as to how best the
interests of victims can be pro-
tected.

(2) No details of any such legislation
are available, but further inquiries
are being made.

(3) No action of this nature can be
taken until all studies have been
completed.
The matter is already under close
examination by the Minister for
Justice.
It has been the practice for many
years in this State for the
anonymity of the victim to be
preserved to the greatest extent
possible.

33. SCHOOLS AND HIGH
SCHOOLS

Pt? bara
Mr SODEMAN, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Education:
(1) What schools in the Pilbara are

currently not air-conditioned or
are only partially air-condi-
tioned?

(2) What is the existing schedule for
carrying out the air-conditioning
requirements, as Indicated in the
answer to (1) ?

(3) What extensions and/or new
schools are currently program-
med for the Pilbara, and what
are the scheduled commencement
and expected completion dates for
such extensions and/or new
schools?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) Onslow Primary School

Jigalong Special Aboriginal School
Nullasrine Primary School
Roebourne Primary School
Port Hedland Primary School
Karratha Senior High School

(Partial)
(2) (a) The contract for the provision

of air-conditioning at Onslow
Primary School was let on the
27th February, 1975.

(b) Tenders for the provision of
air-conditioning at Port Red-
land Primary School closed on
the 18th February, 1975, and
it is anticipated that the work
will be undertaken during the
current financial year.

(c) Tender documents, which are
currently being prepared to
provide additional classroom
accommodation at Kikrratha
Senior High School, also in-
clude the provision of air-
conditioning in the old section
of the school.

(d) Roebourne Primary School is
scheduled for air-conditioning
in 1975-76 or 1976-77 pending
availability of funds.

(3) (a) Karratha Senior High School
additions (see (2) (0) above)
-completion date February,
1976.

(b) Karratha Junior Primary
SchoCol-proposed new school
-completion date February,
1976, dependent upon fund
availability.

(c) Baler Primary School addi-
tions--12 classrooms, covered
assembly area, library-
resource centre-proposed
completion date February,
1976.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS
Representation: Statement by Premier

S[R CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-
Premier) t5.09 p.m.]: At what point would
you, Mr Speaker, like me to advise the
House of the change of representation of
portfolios?

The SPEAKER: I think It might be
best for you to do it before questions with-
out notice are asked because your
announcement would be of Importance to
members.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Mr Speaker, for
the Information of yourself and members
generally, I wish to advise that the Minister
representing the portfolio of Education in
this Chamber for this session 'will be the
Minister for Labour and Industry (Mr
Grayden) instead of the Minister for In-
dustrial Development, Mines, Electricity,
and Fuel and Energy (Mr Mensaros).
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The portfolio of Cultural Affairs and
Recreation will continue to be represented
by the Chief Secretary (Mr Stephens).

QUESTIONS 18): WITHOUT NOTICE
HOUSING

Low Income Borrowers' Scheme

Mr J. T. TONKIN, to the Premier:
(1) How many low Income home seek-

ers have been given a Government
guarantee in accordance with his
promise given in the State election
policy?

(2) What is the total sum involved?
Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) and (2) In answer to the Leader

of the opposition, to whom I
extend thanks for ample notice of
the question, I advise as follows--

The Special Housing Study
Group established by the Gov-
ernment has completed its in-
vestigation into a Low Income
]Borrowers' Scheme (LIES). The
financial aspects are now under
consideration by Treasury offi-
cers.

2. MAGISTRATE
Kalgoorlie: Work Load

Mr T. D. EVANS, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Justice:
(1) Has a decision been made to fac-

ilitate the early committal pro-
ceedings determination in the
matter of a man charged with wil-
ful murder at Kalgoorlie as re-
ported in today's Issue of The
West Australian?

(2) If so, what arrangements will be
m~ade and when are Committal
proceedings expected to occur?

(3) If not, when can a decision be
expected?

(4) Does not this ease highlight the
need for the stipendiary magis-
trate at Kalgoorlie to have his
work load relieved?

(5) What arrangements will be made
to facilitate the work of the mag-
istrate and ensure that long delays
in the determination of litigation
are In future avoided?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
The Minister for Justice, who
thanks the honourable member for
notice of the question, advises as
follows-
(1) Yes.
(2) It Is Proposed to use a magis-

* trate from elsewhere to deal
with this matter on the 7th
April, 1975.

(3) Not applicable.

(4) An investigation In February,
1974, indicated there was no
overload, There bad been no
indication since that the list-
ings are In arrears to the ex-
tent of causing concern.

(5) The matter of need for addi-
tional assistance will be con-
sidered by the Minister for
Justice.

3. ELECTRICITY SUPPLIES
Charges: Increase

Mr MAY, to the Minister for Electric-
ity:
(1) Based on estimated sales for the

12 months from the 1st August.
1974, to the 31st July, 1975, what
would be the anticipated increased
revenue from electricity charges
increased as from the 1st August,
1974?

(21 Using the same formula for the
same period what would the SEC
have contributed to general rev-
enue resulting from the Govern-
ment's announced 3 per cent levy
on the commission's income?

(3) Based on estimated sales for the
12 months from the 13th Janu-
ary, 1975, to the 12th January,
1975, what would be the antici-
pated increased revenue from elec-
tricity charges increased as from
the 13th January, 1075?

(4) Using the same formula for the
same period what would the SEC
contribute to general revenue re-
suIting from the Government's an-
nounced 3 per cent levy on the
commission's income?

Mr MENSAROS replied::-
I thank the honourable member
for advance notice of the question,
the answer to which is-
(1) I am advised by the General

Manager, SEC, that antici-
pated revenue from increased
electricity tariffs during the
current financial year is
$10 927 000.

(2) $2567910.
(3) Anticipated revenue from in-

creased electricity tariffs Is
$23 004 000.

(4) $3460630.

4. COURTHOUSE
Kalgoorlie: Use

Mr T. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) Is he aware that fittings in the old

courthouse in Kalgoorlie aire In the
process of being removed?

(2) What is the future intended use of
the premises vacated by the court?
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Mr O'NEIL replied:
I thank the honourable member
for adequate notice of the ques-
tion, the answer to which is as fol-
lows-
(1) Yes.
(2) Government offices.

5. FEDERAL LIBERAL PARTY
Change ol Leadership

Mr BERTRAM, to the Premier:
Since he Is obsessed with Austra-
lian politics instead of Putting
things right in this State-

The SPEAKER: Order! Members must
be careful not to phrase their
questions without notice In such
a manner, please.

Mr BERTRAM: To continue-
-and since he clearly has little
confidence in this State's Liberal
Party members In the Australian
Parliament and no confidence in
Hilly Snedden as Leader Of the
Opposition, what steps has his
Government taken to remove
Snedden from leadership?

The SPEAKER: Order! I am afraid
most of that question cannot be
answered. If the honourable
member were to put his question
in writing and take it to the
Table of the House I think he
knows that, because of the
phraseology, It would be rejected.
I take this opportunity to point
out to members that certain
standards apply to the manner
in which questions may be asked,
and those standards have applied
in this Chamber over very many
years. At times those standards
have been broken down in ques-
tions asked without notice. I do
urge all members, when asking
questions without notice, to try
to hold to the same standards
that apply to questions on notice.

6. PRE-SCHOOL EDUCATION BOARD
Abolition or Limitation

Mr BRYCE, to the Premier:
Will the Premier give an under-
taking to the House that his
Government has no intention of
abolishing the Pre-School Educa-
tion Board, or of seriously limit-
Ing its authority?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
In view of some misinformation
that has been spread aroun4
about this particular question, I
believe my colleague in an-
other Place Is to seek leave of
that Chamber to make a state-
ment on this issue. I think I

7.

will leave it to him to deal with
the matter, because he will state
It as it actually exists, and not
as Is bandied around at the pre-
sent time.

POLICE
Aboriginal Girl: Allegation of Beating

Mr YOUNG, to the Minister for Police:
(1) Has the Minister seen the article

on the front Page of this morning's
issue of The West Australian
headed, "Mother claims girl 13
beaten by Police"?

(2) Did he see the incident on Channel
'7 when Mr Yarran, an aide for
the Aboriginal Legal Service,
claimed that the Police at Moora,
had handcuffed an Aboriginal to
the front of a vehicle, and made
him jogtrot to the Police station.
causing bruising to his wrists?

(3) Will he, in the interests of justice
being seen to be done, urgently
have the claims investigated and
report his findings to the House?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) Yes.
(2)

(3)

No, although I have heard of the
incident.
I have already had investigations
made into the two incidents. In
connection with the incident
quoted in this morning's news-
paper, alleging a mother claimed
that her 13-year-old daughter had
been beaten by the police, I would,
with your indulgence Mr Speaker,
like to read a statement made by
the mother.

The SPEAKER: Yes. It is applicable
to the answer, and I will permit it.

Mr O'CONNOR: The statement is as
follows-

I live at 492 Forest Street, Cool-
gardie. My daughter Bethel
Rose Maher also lives with mre
and my two sons and another
daughter.
Bethel is 13 Years of age and
attends Eastern Goldfields High
School in Kalgoorlie.
On Friday 14th March, Bethel
was home. During the after-
noon she was giving me trouble.
She threw some stones at the
house and broke a window in
her room. I chased her but she
ran away from home. She did
not come home for tea.
At about 9.30 p.m. Constable
Rowe, who was in plain clothes
came to my house. He told me
that Bethel had smashed a
window in a house opposite Mr
Rowe's house. He asked me if
I saw her to take her to his
house.
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A little while later Constable
Rowe came to my house and told
me that he had caught Bethel
and asked me to come to the
Police Station.
I went to the Police Station in
the Police car which was being
driven by David. Bethel was in
another Police car.
Constable Rowe called me into
the cells at the Police Station.
I had my husband's belt with
me and I took it with me to
the cell where Bethel was.
I belted Bethel with the belt a
few times, about four times.
I did not want to give Constable
Rowe the belt. He took it from
me. He had to snatch it from
me. He could have hit Bethel
by accident when he took the
belt from me.
I was very wild and in a bad
temper because of Bethel get-
ting in trouble.
Bethel has been in trouble be-
fore with the Police. I get very
worried because of her getting
into trouble.

The statement continues, but I
shall not read the rest of it. I
also have a statement from the
girl, and I shall refer to a brief
portion of it. In it she said that
the policeman did not strike her
in any way.
The mother went on to say that
Mr Bill Dimer, the Aboriginal of-
ficer in the town, advised her to
make those statements even
though they were inaccurate.
Regarding the Moora incident, the
individual making the claim had
an extremely bad police record,
and on the evening concerned was
arrested while endeavouring to
escape custody. He and two of his
colleagues made the statement that
he was handcuffed to the vehicle
and that one of them was hit over
the nose by a torch.

One of them later stated that he
had made the statement that the
individual concerned was hand-
cuffed to the police vehicle, only
because that individual was a
friend of his. He retracted his
statement after contact with the
Aboriginal Legal Service.

A doctor's certificate was ob-
tained, indicating that the marks
of the inJury were not caused on
the day concerned.
If these statements are factual,
then it is time the Aboriginal Legal
Service held an inquiry into its

internal operations, instead of
wasting a lot of time and funds
of the taxpayers on apparently
internally oriented phony allega-
tions.

Tabling a) Documents

Mr BRYCE: My Speaker, I would ask
that the documents quoted by the
Minister in the course of his re-
marks be tabled.

The SPEAKER:. All relevant documents
must be tabled. I was somewhat
loath to permit the reading of the
statement made by the lady in
question, because I do not allow
lengthy questions to be asked or
lengthy answers to be given in the
House. On this occasion I was
tolerant, but In future I shall have
to watch to ensure that answers
to questions are as concise as Pos-
sible.

8. POLICE
Aboriginal Girl: Allegation of Beating

Mr DAVIES. to the Minister for Police:
In view of the conflicting evidence
which has now been made public
by the Minister, can he advise-
(1) what action he has taken

with The West Australian to
correct what is a wrong or in-
accurate report;

(2) what action is being taken
against the Aboriginal officer,
whose name I did not catch,
and who is said to have in-
cited the person concerned to
give false evidence before the
court?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) and (2) 1 received this in-

formation from the Police
Department only while I was
In the House this afternoon;
so I have not had time to
check It. In view of the fact
that The West Australian
printed the article on the
front page I shall leave it to
the Police Departmient to take
what action It desires in this
regard.

SITTINGS OF TINE HOUSE
Days and Hours

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-
Premier) (5.22 P.m.]: I move-

That the House, unless otherwise
ordered, shall meet for the despatch of
business on Tuesdays and Wednesdays
at 4.30 p.m., and on Thursdays at
2.15 p.m., and shall sit until 6.15 p.m.,
if necessary, and, If requisite, from
7.30 p.m. onwards.
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By way of explanation I would just com-
ment that these are the fairly standard
hours we have adopted from time to time.
I reiterate what I told members before
Parliament adjourned at the conclusion of
the 1974 session; namely, that It Is the In-
tention of the Government to adjourn the
sittings from Easter Thursday, the 27th
March, until Tuesday, the 8th April, the
idea being to have a whole week's recess.
because In that particular week would fall
Easter Monday and Easter Tuesday, and it
would be rather futile to bring members
back on that week. I therefore give notice
now of the intended adjournment so that
members will understand the procedure.

I also want to mention that at the
appropriate time I shall discuss the matter
with the Leader of the Opposition, because
there may be some country members who
would like to get away before the normal
6.15 pin, adjournment on Thursday, the
27th March. If It is generally the wish of
the H-ouse, and alter I have had discussions
with the Leader of the Opposition, It might
be desirable and practical to meet earlier
on that Thursday so that we could termnin-
ate the proceedings halfway through the
afternoon, but at the same time allowing
an equal amount of sitting time. I mention
that to assist members in the planning of
their Personal arrangements.

I also refer to a comment I made to-
wards the end of the 1974 session of
Parliament to the effect that It was in-
tended to try to order the procedures so
that members might plan for the May
school holidays. Here again I shall dis-
cuss the matter with the Leader of the
Opposition, However, If we can anticipate
some of these dates I am sure this will not
only assist the operations of the House and
the staff, but also members in the planning
of their private arrangements.

MR J. T. TONKIN (Melville-Leader of
the Opposition) [5.24 p.m.]: The Opposi-
tion is in no way Opposed to this motion,
It is the usual one and it follows the sit-
ting times which have been adopted for
some time. Last year a difficulty arose with
regard to sitting after tea on a Thurs-
day. I would ask the Premier, after we
have been sitting and getting up at tea
time on Thursdays, whether he will under-
take to let me know In reasonable time so
that I can inform members of my party
where it Is his intention to sit after tea
on a particular Thursday.

I recall that last year when we got into
this difficulty the Premier Said the House
would sit after tea on a Thursday no
matter what happened. I consider that was
unreasonable In view of the fact that pre-
viously he gave an undertaking that he
would not sit after tea on a Thursday, un-
less he had had consultations with me pre-
viously. I would lie to make certain when
we are accustomed to rising at 6.15 p.m. on
Thursdays that If there is any need on the
part of the Government to sit after tea
on a Thursday the Premier will give at

least reasonable notice. What happened
last year was that members of the Govern-
ment knew the House was Sitting after tea
because they were told by the Premier that
on no account were they to leave the House
and that they had to be here after tea.
However, members of the opposition were
not told that.

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-
Premier) [5.26 p.m.]: In reply to the re-
marks made by the Leader of the Opposi-
tion I want to make this comment. The
motion, in its time-honoured way, states-

... if necessary, and, if requisite,
from 7.30 p.m. onwards.

I acknowledge without any hesitation at all
that normally during the session it Is taken
for granted by members that unless there
is a paucity of business we carry on from
7.30 p.m. on Tuesdays and Wednesdays,
and on Thursday evenings, because we
meet at 2.15 p.m., we normally adjourn
at 6.15 p.m.

This is the intention until such time as
the sitting hours are changed, or there
has been some consultation with the Leader
of the Opposition. However, I must make
the reservation, because it is not without
Precedent that the House sat on a Thurs-
day evening before we went onto the
normal sequence of Thursday evening sit-
tings.

I well remember early in my parliamen-
tary career the debacle in this Chamber
at 6.15 p.m. on a Thursday, relating to
whether the House was entitled to ad-
journ.' I do not suggest that I would be
looking for that sort of situation and I am
sure neither would the Leader of the Op-
position. If we had a recurrence of the
extraordinary situation that confronted
the House on the previous occasion in the
last session, I am sure that if the Leader
of the Oppposition were in my Position he
would have had no alternative but to con-
tinue the sitting after tea if need be.
That would be within the Standing Orders
and the sessional order. I can assure the
Leader of the Opposition that it would be
only in an extreme emergency, such as the
one I have referred to, that I would con-
template continuing the sitting Into a
Thursday evening without prior consulta-
tion. However, it has always been my in-
tention to confer with him on these mat-
ters. There was a great deal of consulta-
tion with him about the notice paper and
sittings during the last session of Parlia-
ment, and there was only one isolated in-
cident to which he took exception-and I
think unreasonably.

With that reservation it is my desire
and Intention to confer with the Leader
of the Opposition in regard to Thursday
night sittings. As far as I am concerned,
until further notice the House will sit on
Tuesday and Wednesday nights, and not
after the tea suspension on Thursdays,
unless an emergency, which I cannot fore-
see. arises.

Question put and passed.
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GOVERNMENT BUSINESS
Precedenoe on Tuesdays and Thtursdays

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-
Premier> [5.29 p.m.J: I move-

That on Tuesdays and Thursdays,
Government business shall take pre-
cedence of all Motions and Orders of
the Day.

This is a standard motion, and I need
not elaborate an it.

Last session we devised a change of
procedure which followed on something
similar to that adopted by the Tonkin
Government in respect of private muem-
bers' day. It is always my desire to allow
the maximum amount of time practicable
for private members' day, but I think that
for the time being we had best stick to
the standard hours and regard Wednes-
day as private members' day.

Question put and passed.

COMMITTEES FOR THE SESSION
Appointment

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedland--
Premier) [5.30 p.m.]: I move-

That for the present session-
(1) The Library Committee shall

consist of Mr Speaker, Dr
Dadour and Mr Bryce.

(2) The Standing Orders Com-
mittee shail consist of Mr
Speaker, The Chairman of
Committees, Mr Sibson, Mr
Bateman, and Mr Hartrey.

(3) The House Committee shall
consist of Mr Speaker, Mr
O'Nell, Mr Old, Mr Batemnan,
and Mr Taylor.

(4) The Printing Committee shall
consist of Mr Speaker, Mr
Coyne, and Mr Fletcher.

(5) The Public Accounts Com-
mittee shall consist of Mr
Young, Mr Clarko, Mr P. V.
Jones, Mr Bertram, and Mr
Taylor.

Question put and passed.

ADDRESS -IN-REPLY: SECOND DAY
Motion

Debate 'resumed, from the 13th March,
on the following motion by Mr Old-

That the following Address-tn-Reply
to His Excellency's Speech be agreed
to-

May it please Your Excellency:
We, the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of the State of
Western Australia In Parliament
assembled, beg to express loyalty
to our Most Gracious Sovereign,
and to thank Your Excellency for
the Speech you have been pleased
to address to Parliament.

MR J. T. TONKIN (Melville-Leader of
the Opposition) (5.31 p.m.]: This is the
usual motion which is moved-and, as far
as I can recollect, Invariably carried-after
a session of Parliament has been opened.
We on this side of the House have the
greatest difficulty in supporting this mo-
tion in the way it is worded for the simple
reason that the Government, for two years
in succession, has used the Governor's
Speech for the purpose of bringing for-
ward propaganda against the Australian
Government.

Mr H. D. Evans: Shame!

Mr J. T. TONKIN: The purpose of the
Governor's Speech, and this is contained
in the Message we receive, is to outline to
the Parliament and the people the reasons
f or calling Parliament together. It Is ex-
pected that the Speech willl give an out-
line of the developments in the State and
the projected legislation-not all of it, but
some of It; the more important parts of
it-which the Government proposes to in-
troduce for the purpose of giving effect
to Its policy of improving conditions gen-
erally. It was never Intended that the Gov-
ernor's Speech-and it is a complete mis-
use of the Governor's Speech-should be
used by the Government to set itself out
deliberately to blame and to criticise an-
other Government for its own failure to
carry out its promises and to blame an-
other Government for the conditions which
exist. In many respects these conditions
are general; that Is, they are not confined
to this State but are being experienced in
the other States as well.

It was bad enough for the Government
to take this action on the first occasion.
On coming Into omfce it was flushed with
v ictory. and was anxious to stick its chest
out and kick around all and sundry, but
to do it a second time and put the Gov-
ernor in the position of being blamed by
some people for the Speech he had deliv-
ered is, in my opinion, quite Inexcusable.

The people, generally, do not know that
the Speech which the Governor delivers
is prepared for him-the whole of It.
Within my own knowledge there have been
occasions when the Governor has desired
some addition to the Speech to express
some point of view and the Government
has agreed because the request has been
reasonable and It concerned a matter
which the Government itself might have
Included but had not thought about.

Here we have an example where the
Government has gone out of its way to put
words into the mouth of the Governor and
I aim sure that If he had a free hand he
would be the last one to want to say some
of the things set out in his Speech. It is
most unfair and most unreasonable and, I
repeat, completely inexcusable. I ask you,
Mr Speaker, to listen to the following ex-
tract from the Governor's Speech-

Despite the disturbing increase in
unemployment during recent months,
the Commonwealth Government has
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refused to Permit exercise of the
State's Constitutional prerogative to
foster developmental and expansion
projects which, my Government be-
lieves,-

I will interpolate at this stage and say,
"but cannot prove". To continue-

-would considerably expand employ-
ment and career opportunities, and
achieve economic development which
is desirable In both State and National
interests.

Another reference reads--
The Government also continues to

press the Commonwealth to Provide
adequate financial assistance to beef
producers to assist them over the pre-
sent difficult Period at a low rate of in-
terest and on terms similar to rural
reconstruction conditions.

I stress the words, "continue to press". I
very much doubt whether the Government
has made more than one representation to
the Australian Government in connection
with this matter. It has yet to be proved
that it has made even one approach to
the Australian Government In connection
with this very matter. Another part of the
Governor's Speech reads-

Following the State Government's
undertaking to improve Common-
wealth/State relations and to resist
centralisation of power in Canberra, it
is Proposed to join with some other
States in the establishment of a
States' Secretariat.

This will expand Western Australia's
capacity to detect and resist intrusion
by the Commonwealth into its Consti-
tutional rights and responsibilities.

These are irritating tactics, evidence of
deliberate confrontation, and quite opposite
to what the Premier said in his policy
speech. He said he intended to set up an
Organisation in the Premier's Department
for the purpose of bringing about discus-
sions between the two Governments on a
warmly personal basis.

Sir Charles Court: And God, how we have
tried bard to do it.

Mr J. T. TONY-IN: I repeat: a warmly
Personal basis,

Sir Charles Court: And what a response!
Mr J. T. TONKIN: Dear oh dear. From

the beginning of the Governor's Speech,
last year, and continuing through ever
since then this Government has done
nothing but blame the Australian Govern-
ment for its own shortcomings In this
State and Its failure to put into operation
the promises which the Premier made to
the people. I refer to the question I asked
of the Premier without notice today, which
was as follows-

(1) How many low Income home seek-
ers have been given a Government
guarantee In accordance with his
promise given in the State elec-
tion policy?

(2) What is the total sum involved?
A full year has elapsed and the low income
home seekers would be amongst the first
in need of assistance. That was a lovely
bait to hold out to those People: to allow
them to think they would be given a Gov-
ernment guarantee. The Government was
not required to find the money so that
argument cannot be raised, I asked the
total sum involved and, as I expected, the
total sum is nil.

Mr Harman: They were conned.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: The answer to my

question will give a lot of satisfaction to
low income home seekers, I do not think i
The answer was as follows-

(1) and (2) The Special Housing Study
Group established by the Govern-
ment has completed its investiga-
tion-

Hooray! To continue-
- Into a Low Income Borrowers'
Scheme (LIES). The financial
aspects are now under considera-
tion by Treasury officers.

So, in the sweet by-and-by we may hear
something more about these guarantees to
low income home seekers.

Mr O'Neil: There are other people being
assisted under the Housing Loan Guarantee
Act, but we thought you were specifically
referring to the people mentioned.

Mr J. T. TONKfI: I am. These are the
people for whom the special bait was held
out, and it -was very attractive to those
who were in the position of not being able
to borrow money themselves and who were
not able to obtain it from the building
societies because of their low incomes and
their inability to make repayments, They
would naturally think it was a wonderful
idea and would say, "Let us put the Gov-
ernment in which will Provide this for us."
However, what do they get? An inquiry
that has been proceeding and has now
finished its deliberations.

I ask: How much inquiry would be
needed to establish whether a promise of
this nature could be Implemented-a Pro-
mise which does not require the Govern-
ment to find the money but only to give
guarantees? The inquiry should have taken
place before the Government made the
promise. The Government should not take
12 months to decide whether its Plan can
be implemented. That is absolutely far-
cical. The Government would know, with-
in days, whether or not it could implement
this policy and it would not take a week
to put it into operation, But no: the Gov-
ernment says it will have an inquiry.

This Government has a desire to hold
inquiries into matters which should not
concern it, and it jacks up against inquiries
where it ought to be holding them, The
Government claims an inquiry into an im-
portant matter is not necessary but says
It will carry out its own little inquiry,
make up its own mind, and not tell the
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public the result. In an eff ort to delay
the imiplementation of a promise the Gov-
ernment has held an inquiry over a period
of 12 months1 and now it has referred the
matter to Treasury officers who will decide
when and how the promise can be im-
plemented.

Well, I register my most emphatic pro-
test against the Government using the
Governor's Speech in a way which puts
the Governor in wrong with the people;
puts him in a false position and gives the
impression that the views contained in his.
Speech are what the Governor, himself,
thinks about the Australian Government.
when all the Government is doing is using
the Speech as a vehicle for vituperation.

On the subject of inquiries, I will refer
briefly to the situation at Laverton. Very
few People outside the Government were
satisfied with that situation, when I was
in Kalgoorlie recently I talked with certain
people. One person was introduced to me
as a man who had an intimate knowledge
of what had taken place and what he told
me, in my opinion, certainly warranted an
inquiry to establish whether what he was
saying was true or false.

Mr O'Connor: What did he tell you?
Mr J. T. TONKIN: I am not going to tell

the Minister at this stage. I will see if I
can get a written affidavit and produce it
in due course, as is the custom of the Min-
ister every now and again when it suits
him.

Mr Jamieson: Whether it concerns a
prostitute does not matter very much!

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I would like to make
a bargain with the Minister for Police. I
will tell him what I was told if he will
let me see Magistrate Syddall's report
to prove me either right or wrong. That
is fair enough. I asked the Premier whether
I could have a copy of that report.

Sir Charles Court: And I gave the reason
why.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: The Premier said,
"No".

Mr O'Connor: If the Leader of the Op-
position had been in the position of the
Premier he would niot have made a copy
of the report available either.

Mr 5. T. TONKIN: The Miniser does not
know.

Mr O'Connor: Yes, I do.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: The Minister cannot

judge me on his own conduct. He does
many things which I would not do.

Mr Jamieson: Hear, hear!
Sir Charles Court: If the Leader of the

Opposition bad given the same undertak-
ing in connection with Magistrate Syddall's
report as we gave, he would have honoured
it.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I read the reasons
given by the Premier and I think they
seemed reasonable enough If, In fact, the

position was as stated. However, I received
a telegram from Senator Cavanagh which
said he had no opposition to my being
shown a copy of the report.

Sir Charles Court: That does not alter the
circumstances at all.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Well, it does not
make it difficult for the Premier to show
the copy of the report to me,

Sir Charles Court: Yes it does, because
he has told his Prime Minister, and his
Prime Minister has confirmed to me he
agrees entirely 'with the reasons put for-
ward that the report must remain confi-
dential, If Senator Cavanagh tells YOU
something different from what he has told
his Prime Minister, I cannot help it.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I might take occa-
sion to check that.

Sir Charles Court: I would like You to
do so because the Prime Minister has con-
firmed categorically what I have just said.

Mr J, T. TONKIN: Is this what the Pre-
mier quoted in his letter to me or some-
thing different?

Sir Charles Court: What I said in the
letter to you was complete, and proper
and correct in every way. If you think it
is not, perhaps you will tell us where you
believe it is wrong.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I am sorry that I
do not have the Premier's letter with me,
but the Premier referred to a communica-
tion from the Prime Minister.

Sir Charles Court: That is right.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: I quoted what the

Premier said in his letter and now I am
asking the Premier, through you, Mr
Speaker, whether what he has just said
'was Contained In that quotation.

Sir Charles Court:- I am not going to be
cross-examined on this word for word. I
am telling you that the Prime Minister
confirmed it.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: All right, the Pre-
mier refuses to answer.

Sir Charles Court: I will let you have
the Prime Minister's words if you want
them. You know the facts I am telling you
are correct-check with the Prime Min-
ister.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: My recollection of the
words quoted by the Premier in his letter
does not concur with the stand he is taking
now.

Sir Charles Court: Well, I cannot help
it if senator Cavanagh has changed his
mind.

Mr 3. T. TONKIN: To clear this up I1
intend to ask one of my colleagues to read
this letter to the House. The Premier is
denying me a copy of this report.

Sir Charles Court: Why do you not read
out the letter I sent you?

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I am saying that I
do not have it here.
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Mr O'Connor: That is a pretty good
reason.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I would not hesitate
to read the letter if I had It here.

Sir Charles Court: I would like you to
read it out. I will send for a copy of it
myself-I would like to help you.

Mr May: There will be plenty of oppor-
tunity for that; the Leader of the Opposi-
tion will be speaking for quite a while.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: On occasions the
Premier rings me and offers to make a
report available to me on a confidential
basis. He does this without my asking to
see the report, when it suits his purposes.

Sir Charles Court: Oh, no! Haven't you
done just that?

Mr J. T. TONKIN: No.
Sir Charles Court: I must have mis-

understood.
Mr J. TI. TONKIN: The Premier has a

good memory; I challenge him to name
one instance where I rang him and offered
to make a report available on a confidential
basis. As a matter of fact, I never had a
chance to make an offer-the Premier was
so quick with his requests that I had no
chance to think of making an offer.

Sir Charles Court: When you stop being
cynical I would Just remind you that-

Mr Davies: From the master of cynicism!
Sir Charles Court: -you have done the

normal thing between leaders; you have
come to my office and discussed such a mat-
ter with me.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I have no recollection
of that, and I do not think the Premier
can prove it.

Sir Charles Court:, I will inform the
Leader of the Opposition of this when the
House rises, if he would like to know.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I Would like to say
I am pleased, and I know most of the
people of this State are pleased, that the
Australian Government intends to take
action to ensure that there will be an
inquiry into the incidents at Skull Creek
and Laverton. It is very necessary that we
have such an inquiry because there is a
good deal of disquiet in the community
about the incidents, and misstatements
are being made deliberately for the purpose
of fomenting trouble. The quicker we
determine the facts the better. At
the present time there are feelings of dis-
trust and suspicion which are detrimental
to the relationship between Aborigines and
the white population. The morale of the
people generally has been affected. An
open inquiry is absolutely essential in my
opinion, and I am pleased to say there is
every likelihood that such an Inquiry will
be held.

I asked some questions today about the
transfer of the asets of the Institute of
Radiotherapy and Oncology to the Sir
Charles Gairdner Hospital. Frankly, I am

very worried About this because of my
knowledge of the facts that have led up
to this decision. There is a good deal of
opposition in certain quarters to the use
of the Tronado machine as an effective
Palliative and possible cure of cancer. This
opposition comes from a quarter where it
should be least expected; the Cancer Coun-
cil should be the first to look at any new
idea which promises an advance on exist-
Ing knowledge. It should be the first to
be Interested in any new treatment. Instead
of that, it is doing its utmost to play down
the benefits of this machine, and, so far
as it can, the council would like to prevent
the machine being used. We have heard
talk about the necessity for clinical trials
and statements that the machine should
have been tried out on rats and mice before
being used on human beings.

I have here a document called the
Working Party on Cancer Education for
the Pro fessions, which purp~orts to be a
basic course in cancer for the nursing para-
medical. and social work professions. The
document Is issued by the Department of
Health and Social Security, Alexander
Fleming House, Elephant and Castle,
London, I desire to quote portion of it
which deals with clinical trials and the
advancement of knowledge about cancer.
Paragraph 28 on page 25 reads as follows-

Knowledge of the best methods of
treating cancer has been accumulated
slowly over many years as a result of
the practical experience of many thou-
sands of doctors. This method of ac-
quiring knowledge is perfectly satis-
factory when a new method is intro-
duced which is greatly superior to pre-
vious methods-

I am claiming, and I Am as sure as I am
that I stand here, that before the year is
out it will be established that the treatment
of cancer with the Tron ado machine is
superior to any previously known method.
If the H-ouse is sufficiently interested, I
can give reasons for my statement. The
paragraph continues-

-as for example, when penicillin was
introduced for the treatment of staphy-
lococcal infections-but it can lead to
confusion and prolonged argument
when the advantage of the new treat-
ment is only marginal.

I claim that this does not refer to the
Tronado machine, because the advances
made with it are not marginal at all.

Dr Dadour:. They are, you know.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: The results of the

machine are incredible. To continue-
Many of the recent advances in

cancer therapy-new operations, Im -
proved methods of giving radiotherapy,
and new drugs--fall into this class
And, although the accumulated effect
of a series of minor advances may be
considerable, It is often extremely dif-
ficult to detect the benefit that can be
attributed to each step.
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For emphasis I repeat that the quotation
refers to treatment where the improve-
mnent is marginal only. it then continUe -

In these circumstances, improve-
mnents in treatment can be recognized
rapidly only by means of controlled
clinical trials in which the effects of
new methods are compared with the
effect of the best treatment that is
known at the time the trial is in-
stituted. The use of a new treatment
in man always constitutes an experi-
ment; no matter how fully the treat-
ment has been investigated in animals
it Is never possible to tell whether It
is going to succeed in man or not.

I wish some people would take those words
to heart-those people who are claiming
that the machine should never have been
used on humans and that It should have
been tried firstly on rats and mice.

Dr Dadour: That is not quite correct.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: It is so close to the
truth that the honourable member would
not know the difference.

Dr Dadour: It Is close enough to the
truth to be dangerous.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Is it?
Sir Charles Court: Had you been Pre-

mier, and had your Minister wanted to
adopt the caution that is being counselled
by the medical profession, would you have
overridden him?

Mr J. T. TONKIN: The medical profes-
sion-and not all of it thankfully-has
adopted the same attitude as it has over
the Years. Members of the medical pro-
fession wanted to put Louis Pasteur in goal
when he suggested Improvements.

Sir Charles Court: This treatment is not
comparable. I am asking you whether you
would have overridden your Minister.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: From information I
have received, and from my own ex-
perience, I know that some members of the
Cancer Council are opposed to the use of
this machine because they were not con-
sulted about it in the first place. They are
antagonistic to its use, and they will not
learn.

Sir Charles Court: That is not my point;
I am not arguing for or against the tech-
nical arguments which have been put for-
ward because I do not know enough about
the machine. I am asking you a question:
If you were Premier and your Minister.
having received the best medical advice
available to him, thought it was wise to
commit this machine to these further tests,
would you have overridden him?

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I do not think I
would have referred the matter to him in
the first place, knowing the way depart-
mental officers operate in such cases. It
came to my knowledge subsequently-this
may be a little unfair because I am in
no position to prove It-that one of the
officers of the Medical Department Maid

he would not have approved the use of the
machine had It been referred to him. This
man made that statement without knowing
the first thing about it.

Sir Charles Court: You are missing mY
point.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I can see the point
all right.

Sir Charles Court;. Would you have over-
ridden the medical advice?

The SPEAKER: Order!I The Leader of
the Opposition.

Mr J. TF. TONKIN: I would like to say
in anticipation of what the National Health
and Medical Research Council may
put out in due course-and it has
taken a long time for the council to put
out anything-that I know some of the
patients whose cases have been examined
and reviewed. I am waiting to see what
the council says. However, I know that
It showed no interest whatever In comnpar-
ing the best results obtained in the treat-
ment of cancer by the Tronado machine
with the results obtained prior to its opera-
tion. This is the very point made In the
report I have Just read: a substantial ad-
vance can be properly evaluated only by
making a comparison between what was
accomplished before and what has been
accomplished since.

I have dozens of letters here from people
who claim-without any prompting from
me-that they have been treated success-
fully by this machine. Recently I attended
a function at Government House where the
Premier and Sir David Brand were also
Present. It was to celebrate Founders'
Day for Boy Scouts, and when the cere-
monies Were Over, those attending walked
quite a distance over the lawns to partake
of refreshments. A gentleman came up to
me and said "Mr Tonkin, I would like to
introduce my wife to you." I said, "By all
means."

When he brought this woman over and
introduced her, mentioning her Christian
name as well as her surname, she imme-
diately said to me, "Mr Tonkin, I would
like to thank you for the Tronado cancer
machine." She explained to rue that for
months she had been suffering severe pain.
She had had the maximum amount of
radium treatment which cnuld be given to
her and she was still suffering pain and
deteriorating. Then she had treatment
from the Tronado, machine.

I have with me the medical account of
this woman, because when I returned to
my office I thought, "I wonder whether I
have the case history of this person?" So,
I looked through the Papers which related
to the case histories of 40 people, not all
of whom were successfully treated, some
because they were really on their last legs
when they arrived and whose condition was
completely hopeless. The woman was 42
years of age, and this is her case history-

In December, 1973 she had simple
mastectomy for cancer of left breast
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followed by x-ray therapy and radia-
tion castration. In April, 1974 severe
back pain developed, but x-ray inves-
tigation disclosed widespread lytic
metastases in spine and pelvis, with
vertebral collapse in the thoracic
region and with widening of the
rnedlastinum. V. H. F. was given and
the Servigor suggested very wide-
spread dissemination. She improved
and lost her pain1 but in view of the
recent experiences of cases 27 and 28,
she was given three Injections of
inethotrexate, vincristine and cyclo-
phosphamide and then had a blood
transfusion. For the last three months
she has been free of symptoms, living
an active life and her anaemia. has
not recurred. Her lost weight has been
regained, and she is leading an active
social life.

Members can imagine how pleased I was
when I was able to go back to my office
and confirm what I had been told and
what I had seen with my own eyes by a
woman whom previously I did not knowexisted. She was anxious to come up and
thank me for the Tronado machine be-
cause of the benefits she had received.

I could go on quoting case after case in
similar strain. I refer now to a young man
who worked in the Public Works Depart-
ment and, in fact, who still works there.
He was 20 years of age and had a cancer
the size of a tennis ball in his pelvis and
had been suffering severe Pain for 12
months. He was in St. John of God Hos-
pital, Sublaco, when the Tronado mach-
ine was installed and was thc sixth pat-
ient to receive treatment on the machine.

Since then, I have had him up to Par-
liament House for lunch and have intro-
duced him to half a dozen of my col-
leagues, and he has been to the Eastern
States on a month's holiday. Since his re-
turn, he has written me a letter to say
that he has been given a 100 Per cent
clearance. However, in an earlier letter of
the 11th June last year, he had this to
say-

Mr John Tonkin,
Dear Sir,

I have been going to write this let-
ter for some time now to thank you
for my life. I am 20 years old and in
February it was discovered that I had
a cancerous growth in my pelvis. Up
until this time I had been having ter-
rible pain with my back, for more
than twelve months, which sometimes

* left me virtually unable to move.
While hospitalized in St. John of

God Hospital, Subiaco, Dr P. Nelson
informed me of a new German ma-
chine that had just been Installed and

* asked me if I was willing to be one of
the first patients. I was the sixth per-
son to be treated on the Tronado when
it first started and am currently un-
dergoing another series of treatments.

Until the day Dr Nelson asked me
if I would go on the machine, I had
only a vague recollection of hearing of
this Tronado, but now I know quite a
bit about the working side of the Tro-
nado, thanks to an engineer In the
Electrical Section of the PWD where
I work.

The fact that the machine was set
up to go just when I needed it was
like a miracle, So I would like to
thank you very much...

The letter then goes on with a few more
expressions which members do not want to
hear. This young man went off on a holi-
day and, in a letter written on the 11th
February-it Is a coincidence that the first
letter was written on the 11th June last
Year and the second letter was written on
the 11th February this year-he had this
to say-

Mr Tonkin,
Dear Sir,

I'm Just writing to let you know that
I passed my check-up the other day
with flying colours. I am nlow 100%
and feeling so great that it is incred-
ible. I have another check-up in two
months and I am very confident of
getting the same result.

I spent four weeks touring all over
the Eastern States with friends, living
In the open and without a single pain
or restriction at all.

This was a young man who had suffered
severe pain for 12 months and who finally
was hospitalized. He went on the Tronado
machine and now he Is back at work and
taking holidays. Surely this should con-
vince people in the community who say
that the machine is of no value and has
not been proven.

Dr Dadour: That is correct; it has not
been proven. Could I ask one question of
the Leader of the Opposition?

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Put it on the no-
tice Paper and I will do my best to an-
swer it.

Dr Dadour:, How do you come to have all
those case histories?

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I asked for them.
Sir Charles Court: From the patients?
Dr Dadour: Or the doctor?
Mr J. T. TONKIN: No, I got these from

the doctor.
Dr Dadour: That is highly irregular.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Does the honour-
able member think so?

Dr Dadour: Yes.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I will tell the mem-
ber for Sublaco a few things, although
he did not ask the question. The entire
article from which I quoted was first of
all accepted for publication by the editor
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of the Australian Medical Journal. How-
ever, because of subsequent pressure ap-
plied by certain doctors, the editor ad-
vised the doctor that he was sorry, but
he was not going to publish the article
because the subject was too controversial.

Dr Dadour: I would ask you a question
relating to the last case which you quoted.
Did the patient receive treatment only
from the Tronado machine, or did he
have ordinary X-ray therapy at the same
time?

Mr J. T. TONKINr: He had had X-ray
therapy previously.

Dr Dadour: Did he have further
chemotherapy?

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I cannot answer that
question;. I do not know.

Dr Dadour: We have many people who
are walking around the community with-
out the help of the Tronado machine.
They have had chemotherapy and X-ray
therapy and are just as well as the
patients to whom you have referred.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: The question raised
by the member for Subiaco really assists
me instead of otherwise.

Dr Dadour: It was not meant to do
otherwise.

Mr J. T. TONKIN, It opens in my mind
a line of thought which might not have
occurred. I have no hesitation in saying
it Is not claimed that this machine should
be utilised and everything else scrapped.

Dr Dadour: I would not have known it
if you had not told me.

Mr . T. TONKIN: What we are claim-
ing is that the Tronado machine offers
the best advance in the treatment of
cancer and this is the thing that should
be being researched far the purpose of
finding how to obtain the maximum re-
sults from its use. But not a dollar will
the Government provide for research into
its use; not on your life! I say straight-
out that the best results are being ob-
tainied with the use of Tronado, cobalt
and radiotherapy. The Tronado machine
has the effect of reducing the cancer
because of the destruction of the cancer
cells.

Dr Dadour: And everything around it.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: No, that is where

the member for Subiaco is wrong; it is
different from radiotherapy because it
does not destroy the healthy tissue. it is
time the honourable member did some
homework on this question.

Dr Dadour: I have done.
Mr 3. T. TONKIN: The member must

have had the wrong exercise books.
Mr Skidmore: We might hear from

the member later.
Mr J. T. TONKYLN: We have found with

a number of these cases that after the
original growth has been reduced sub-
stantially in size, radiotherapy will get

rid of the residue and they achieve a
100 per cent clearance. That has been
demonstrated, and I have a number of
eases here which I could quote.

I remember the case of a young man,
23 years of age, who came over from
Canberra. He had cancer in the brain
and had full-time nursing treatment when
he came. He had lost the use of his
left arm and his left leg and had iost
his memory. Hie had had all the radium
treatment he was allowed. To treat him
on the Tronado machine, he had to
be tied up with terylene straps to main-
tain him In & vertical position.

After a short period of treatment on
the Tronado machine, his memory re-
turned until he himself said it was 100
per cent restored. He got back the use
of his arm and his leg and was able to
walk about. He has since returned to
Canberra. I am not claiming he is cured.
What I am saying is that, because of the
use of this machine when no other treat-
ment was available to him, he is a differ-
ent man entirely.

Surely this warrants not opposition, not
obstruction, but the closest possible re-
search into the value of the machine. I
should like to quote quickly from one
other case. I refer to this case because
last year in Western Australia alone 1 058
women had their breasts removed because
of cancer of the breast. Let members just
think for a minute an that number-l 056
women had their breasts removed.

The ease I quote relates to a woman and
two doctors who wanted to perform a
radical mastectomy after telling her in the
first place that she had nothing to worry
about. This woman was one to whom Dr
Barter referred and said my discussing
this case with him was deplorable. He
knew all along that I had the woman's
permission not only to discuss it but aiso
to Put it in the newspapers and that it
had been in the newspapers before I had
the discussion with him.

At this woman's invitation, I1 went down
to Katanning and had lunch with her in
the presence of my driver. He knows what
I was told about this case. The wonan had
a lump on her left breast. When she went
to the local doctor he said, "That is nothing
to worry about." A few months later, she
developed a skin rash on her face and
chest and went to a skin specialist who
said to her, "You ought to have that lump
seen to." She said, "I have been to my
doctor and he told me it is nothing to
worry about." "Oh," said the specialist,
"that Is too deepseated to be ordinary
lymph gland trouble. Let me make an
appointment with a surgeon." She agreed.

I do not want to mention the surgeon's
name, but he is well known to me. per-
sonally. When she went to the surgeon he
said, "That is nothing to worry about, but
for your peace of mind I wili take the
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lump out." When it was taken out, it was
found to be malignant and the woman had
five weeks of radium treatment.

Early last year she developed a lump
under her left armpit. When she went
back to the local doctor, he did not mess
around this time, but sent her straight to
the surgeon. Hie would not bear of any-
thing else but a radical mastectomy, but
not until a, mistake had been made in con-
nection with this lump. He took the lu~mp
out and she was advised that it was benign.

The woman went home feeling quite
happy, thinking that the radium treat-
ment must have been good. However, later
she was advised by her local doctor that
the surgeon had informed him a mistake
had been made and that the lump was
malignant and that she had to go back
for treatment. The doctor concerned
wanted to perform a radical mastectomy,
but the woman refused to undergo the
operation. She was then sent to another
doctor who also suggested a radical mastec-
tomy, but again she refused to have it.
She then had treatment on the Tronado
machine.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Before the tea sus-
pension I was giving some details of the
case of a married woman in Katanning who
had cancer of the breast. I want to com-
plete this story by giving some very Im-
portant facts-and I emphasise that they
are facts and not just my own opinions.

The lady concerned had had her name
down with the Department for Commnu-
nity Welfare to adopt a child. When it was
found she was malignant her name was re-
moved from the list, but subsequent to
the receipt of a certificate which she ob-
tained on the 27th August she was allowed
to adopt a child and that child is now five
months old.

I would like to read the certificate and
although I will leave the name out I am
prepared to show the name tW anybody
who wants to see it because the lady has
given me permission to use the informa-
tion with which she has been supplied,
The certificate reads-

I have your x-rays They are defin-
itely returned to normal. I can see how
the areas that I was suspicious about
have cleaned up. The Radiologist is
quite satisfied.

I would confirm that in my opinion
you are well and with no active cancer
present, and I think you could plan to
go north if You decide to do so.

I have written to Dr.. .. about
you, and if you have the opportunity
to come to Perth in the next month
or so, and could write to him in ad-
vance, I am sure he would like to see
you. I think it would be helpful for
him to see you and give us any advice.

That certificate was given in August and
on the 21st March I received the follow-
ing letter from the lady in question-

Dear Mr Tonkin,
I visited the Radiotheraphy Centre

in Leederville on February 4th for a
checkup and x-ray and am pleased to
be able to inform you that Dr Nelson
and Dr Clubb are quite satisfied about
my latest x-rays and have advised that
as far as they can see I am quite well.

I also visited Mr . .. (surgeon)
who agreed that I san well.

Your driver took a photograph at
Katanning when you called last Nov-
ember and I would like his address,
please so that I may contact him fc7-
a copy.

Thanks for your interest in my case
and every good wish for success with
your efforts in the promotion of the
Tronado cancer machine.

I could go on quoting case after case of
people who have expressed their appre-
ciation for the benefit they say they have
derived from the treatment on the Tronia.Ao
cancer machine. Would not you think, Mr
Acting Speaker (Mr Blalkie), that, in view
of the terrible scourge that cancer is,
anything which offered the possibility of
an advancement on existing methods would
be grasped and thoroughly researched? But
instead of that, what do we find? We find
opposition to it, and mainly from doctors.
The same thing is occurring in connection
with the medical scheme-opposlion from
the doctors. It seems to me that doctors
are more concerned with their own inter-
ests than they are with the welfare of thle
people.

Dr Dadour: That is not so.

Mr 3. T. TONKIN: is it not? I will now
relate another true story. Some 50 years
ago I was teaching in a country school in
the south-west where there was a hospital.
There was only one doctor in the town and,
unfortunately, he was addicted to drink.
The committee of the hospital was very
distressed about this; it put up with the
situation for some months and then it
sought to find another doctor. The com-
mittee located a doctor who was prepared
to come down, but the Australian Medical
Association would not let him go. So in
this district we had to put up with a. doctor
who was incapable of attending to his pa-
tients.

I have read in the papers that it is
the intention of the member for Scarbo-
rough to take some action by way of an
inquiry into the State Electricity Commis-
sion. I welcome this; I believe it is very
desirable that there should be an inquiry
to find out why the operations of the SEC
are so costly: why it has become necessary
to put up the charges so frequently. I wel-
come any proposed inquiry because it would
give us a better understanding of what
is really going on.

ill
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To give the House an idea of the increases
I would like to quote some figures. Elec-
tricity charges rose 42 per cent ini five
months. The Government levied the State
Electricity Commission 3 per cent of its
income prior to the first 25 per cent
Increase afld at that stage an extra
$2 500 000 from the SEC funds was to go
into Consolidated Revenue this financial
year.

So the SEC was placed in financial cir-
cumstances where the Government was
forced to give it $6 million in emergency
funds. Although it was argued there was
little else left to tax the SEC is a bad
group to tax because such a proposal is
so highly Inflationary and affects costs in
other directions. Some of my colleagues
will have more to say about this a little
later on In the debate, but I simply em-
phasise at this stage that I believe it is
essential that there be a full Inquiry into
the operations of the SEC to see how It is
functioning, what changes are desirable in
the management, the benefits that may be
expected if these changes are effected, the
directions in which the benefits may be
anticipated, and whether the reorganisa-
tion would be really worth while.

There has been no change over a long
period of years. A former Premier of this
State-the Hon. A. R. G. Hawke-as Min-
ister for Works was responsible for bring-
ing to Parliament the legislation which was
instrumental in establishing the commis-
sion. That was a long time ago and, in
the circumstances, it is understandable that
in the light of experience some changes
would be necessary and desirable.

In dealing with the question of inflation
one needs to have regard to the Premier's
reluctance to get to grips with the ques-
tion. We see how he dodged a question
today by saying it was based on a wrong
premise. The sources of information avail-
able to the Premier and myself must be
very different and erroneous so far as one
of us is concerned, because my question
was based entirely on a correct premise
according to the information given to me.
In his answer the Premier said-

Although Perth experienced a higher
lift in prices than other capitals during
the December quarter, for the three
previous quarters, the Perth Increase
was the lowest of all the States. As a
result, the increase in Perth over the
whole of 1974 was 14 per cent against
15 per cent or more in every other
capital city, giving us the lowest infla-
tion rate of all the States during the
year.

My information shows that during the
previous year Western Australia had the
highest Inflation rate. The figures show
that from December, 1973. to December,
1974, the Western Australian increase was
18 per cent and the national average was
I1A6' ier carut

Sir Charles Court: What was the basis
for that? During the tea suspension I
obtained the statistics, rechecked, and they
confirm that 14 per cent Is right.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I will get this checked
by my research officer. This is the inf or-
mation that was taken out for me.

Sir Charles Court: I think the figure you
quoted was in one of the newspapers.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I do not place much
reliance on the newspapers. I have a better
source than that.

Sir Charles Court: So do I, and this is
why I had mine checked at tea time.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I think we got these
from the statistician.

Mr Jamieson: That is right.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: I leave the matter

there with the Intention of finding out
who Is right at the earliest opportunity.

I think. you will agree with me Mr Act-
ing Speaker (Mr Blaikle)-at least I hope
You will-that the Premier makes some
remarkable utterances from time to time
-they are quite contradictory, but the
ones he makes suits the occasion at the
time, and I suppose he works on the prin-
ciple that memories are short and it does
not matter what he said yesterday so long
as what he says today fits the occasion.

I found out yesterday, while I was li-
tening to the Premier opening a conference
of the co-operatives, that in 1970 he told
the people present-and a number of them
would have been farmers-that what they
needed to do was to think bigger, plan
better, and work harder.

I will say that so far as the Premier
himself is concerned it would be difficult,
to find anybody who works harder, but in
my opinion it would not be difficult to find
anybody who thinks bigger or plans better.

it was In 1970 that he told the people
concerned what I have just mentioned, and
that was the Year and practically the
month that he told the farmers in Wyal-
katchem that they should consider
whether they should go on the old age pen-
sion or get off the land. Was that think-
ing bigger?

I would now like to quote an article
from The West Australian of the 20th
April. 1970, which reads-

Farmers advised to
consider the future

Individual farmers should sit down
and consider their position very care-
fully, Industrial Development Minis-
ter Court said on Saturday.

World prices were making the lot
of the small farmer progressively
harder.

At the annual meeting at Wyal-
katehem of the Moore division of the
Liberal Party he said that If a farmer
was young and had a small farm he
should consider the life that he faced.
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He could decide to work towards a
bigger farm unit, retrain for otter
work or at least consider the position
of his children and ensure they had
other choices.

Older farmers with a small farm
could consider staying till pension age.

Those with an economic farm that
could become uneconomic in the next
five to ten years obviously needed to
make a tactical decision as to what
was going to be best for them.

I ask: Is that thinking bigger? That was
at a Lime when he was advising the co-
operatives to think bigger, plan better, and
work harder. A few days ago he took a
trip to the south-west and had the ad-
vantage of the following nice headline in
The West Australian-

Court has hope for dairymen.
Mr Jamieson. They have not much hope

for him.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: During the election

he was going to put things right for every-
one. All that was needed was a change of
Government and all would be well in West-
ern Australia. Change the Government and
he would put things fight!

So he went down to look at the dairying
industry and yesterday he said that despite
the fact that it was the most troubled and
complex primary industry, he believed that
the years ahead could make up for the
years behind. 'He believed that Western
Australia would be able to supply its own
manufacturing dairy food needs in the
future if the right decisions were made.

What a pearl of wisdom! What a pro-
found utterance! "All will be well with you
so long as you make the right decisions."
What he did not tell them was what the
decisions were. It was so simple. The people
can get out of their trouble, and overcome
inflation and the low prices obtained over-
seas for their products, Provided they make
the right decisions. Well! Considering this
situation is world wide, the right decisions
must be made in many places by many
peovnle before dairy farmers will get out
of their trouble.

In October, 1974, a renowned banker
visited Australia, and the iberal P arty
generally takes a great deal of notice of
bankers. They subscribed heavily, for
example, to defeat the Ciffley Government
in its nationalisation of banking. It is
Interesting to hear the opinions of this
banker, and the following is from The
Australian of the 26th October, 1974-

AUSTRALIA will have to Put up
with a stiff dose of short-term un-
employment if it is to whip inflation,
Mr Walter Wriston, one of the world's
top bankers, said yesterday.

Mr Wriston, who as chairman of
Citicorp and its principal subsidiary
First National City Bank of New
York, runs the world's largest bank-
ing empire, believes Australia's long-
term prospects are very good.

This is no Johnny-come-lately! This Is no
upstart who believes he knows all there
is to know about economic problems!
This is a man at the head of one of the
world's largest banking empires, so It
must be considered that he would fit in
with the Premier's views expressed given
to those in America that they are the sort
of people who should be in Parliament and
not men like us. Therefore, if they
should be in Parliament, we should take
notice of them when they are outside.
He went on to say-

Australia is a fantastically rich
mine-a mine which even bad manage-
ment can't ruin.

So there Is some hope for us while this
Government Is in power! To continua.-

Politicians have got to hold their
nerve at a time like this. They have
to do things for the sake of the
economy that will lose them votes-
but they should not falter.

Cutting the money supply is the
strong medicine needed to take the
high fever out of the Inflation virus--
but it Inevitably creates unemploy-
ment and stagnation, he said.

I admire the way your Reserve
Bank has courageously cut the money
supply.-

We have learned the hard way that
massive government spending does
little for unemployment and is the
fuel that fires inflation.

The trick was in handling unem-
ployment problems. Ur Wriston said
that instead of investing huge sums,
in large scale programs, Australia
should put money Into selected areas.

These small-scale solutions to re-
duce the hardship created by un-
employment required considerable
adaptability and expertise.

Mr Wriston said inflation was a
major public enemy.

Inflation is a retrogressive tax that
hurts the poor most. But inflation
is like living on drugs. You get high
and you start to dance on the roof.

But you have to take more and
more to feel better. If you take too
much it will kill you--so you've just
got to kick the habit.

And that's pretty hard because
we're all mainlining on inflation.

Australia's problems, he said, were
basically the same as those in most
other Western countries today.

There is no doubt that all govern-
ments can, if they will, curb inflation
by practising monetary and fiscal re-
straint and by encouraging productiv-
ity, he said.

That Is precisely what the Australian Gov-
ernment has been endeavouring to do.

Mr Clarko: No fear.
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Mr J, T?. TONKIN: But nothing but
criticism and blame has come from the
Court Government, despite the fact that
the Premier announced to the electorate
in March last year that the control of
inflation was not the sole prerogative of
the Australian Government, but that it
could be controlled step by step by the
State.

Mr Davies: By the right decisions being
made, of course.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: When I asked the
premier about this he said that my ques-
tion was based on a wrong premise, as
much as to say that inflation was not as
bad in Western Australia as I was trying
to make out and therefore he was excused
£rom waving this magic wand of which he
was possessed to cure inflation in Western
Australia.

Mr Clarko: You should send a copy of
t;his speech to Dr Cairns to put him on
the right track.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I have a lot of res-
peet for Dr Cairns and if I sent a COPY
of the Premier's policy speech he might not
survive.

Mr Clarko: He would be more than im-
pressed.

Sir Charles Court: He has had a copy of
my policy speech.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I want to say a little
about the Government's attitude to Medi-
bank, and I will make the very deliberate
statement that despite the fact that the
Premier has said his Government will not
change its mind, this Government will join
Medibank.

Mr Blarnlett: Hear, bern
Sir Charles Court: Mr Hayden says we

can't.
Mr May: Mr Baxter will not even talk to

them.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: The Government will

Join all right.
Sir Charles Court: He says we cannot.

We have passed some deadline about which
he did not tell us.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: He did not say that
at all.

Sir Charles Court: Oh yes he did.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: This is another ex-

ample of a half truth.
Sir Charles Court: It is not.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: I will tell members

what Mr Hayden said. He said that be-
cause the deadline had passed, the Gov-
ernment would not be able to be In it when
it commenced on the 1st July-

Sir Charles Court: What deadline?
Mr J. T. TONKIN: -and that is a dif-

ferent matter.
Sir Charles Court: What deadline, when

we had a proposal before his Prime Min-
ister weeks and weeks ago when Acting
Prime minister Cairns was in office?

Mr J, T. TONKIN: Weeks and weeks
ago?

Sir Charles Court: Yes.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: I ask the Premier:

Did he receive a letter from the Prime Min-
ister requesting his participation in this
and, if so, what was the date of it?

Sir Charles Court: While Dr Cairns was
Acting Prime minister, and that was
while the Prime Minister was overseas-

Mr Blaikie: Which time?
Sir Charles Court: -I answered the

letter.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: Do not dodge the clues-

tion.
Sirl Charles Court: I am telling you.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: The Premier is tel-

ling me all right.
Sir Charles Court: I answered the letter

and said we would not accept the Com-
monwealth Government's conditions and
we sent a counter proposal. He acknow-
ledged the letter and said it had been re-
ferred to Mr Hayden. That is all.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: How many months
elapsed between the receipt of the Prime
Minister's letter and the Premier's reply?

Sir Charles Court: I would not guess the
date. It was not very long.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: How convenient.
Sir Charles Court: What has that to do

with it?
Mr J, T. TONKIN: It has a lot to do

with it-
Sir Charles Court: No.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: -because the Pre-

mier complained recently when a state-
ment was made about the deadline that
he had not had the opportunity to know
more about it.

Sir Charles Court: We have not been
told the deadline, not even to this day.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: It took the Premier
a long time to answer the request as to
whether he would join in, and a long
time to submit a counter proposal.

Sir Charles Court: Not really.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: A very long time.
Sir Charles Court: Not really.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: Oh Yes, because I

happen to know.
Sir Charles Court: I will give the exact

dates tomorrow if you like. Victoria has
not answered yet.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: The extraordinary
thing about this is that the Premier made
an announcement that he would not
change his mind because principles meant
more than dollars and cents; and having
made that public announcement, he then
arranged to send the Minister east to find
out more about the scheme. The Premier
sought information and complained be-
cause he did not have It.
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Mr Blaikie:. No-one else has, either.
Sir Charles Court. No-one else can

obtain it, either.
Mr J. T. TONKIN4: What is the use

of a Government which has stated that
it has no intention of changing its mind
because of the implication of dollars and
cents finding out more about a scheme
It has no intention of joining?

Sir Charles Court: Why should we niot
find out about It?

Mr J. T. TONKIN: That does not make
sense to me. The Premier has already
said he has no intention of joining.

Sir Charles Court: No-one can find out
what it is all about.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I propose to inform
the Premier.

Sir Charles Court: Even Queensland,
with all its potential affinity with the Corn-
rnonwealth schemne because of their exist-
ing systemn, cannot be sure of where it is
going,

Mr J. T. TONKIN: The Premier said,
"The Commonwealth has refused to sit
down and discuss details of the schemre
and indicate how State and private hospi-
tals can be protected." I say that is not
true.

Sir Charles Court: It is true. It is spot
on.

Mr J. T. TONXIN: How was the re-
fusa made? By letter or verbally?

Sir Charles Court: They will rnot have
a meeting with the ministers who are
still trying to get a meeting.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: This Is what we
have to contend with. We cannot pin
the Premier down to a "Yes" or "No".

Sir Charles Court: Three non-Labor
States are still trying to have a meeting
with the Minister and he will not meet
them.

Mr Davies: They have to meet them-
selves first.

Sir Charles Court: They have met twice
already.

Mr Skidmnore: You cannot be very sens-
ible if the other States know all about It
and have accepted It.

Sir Charles Court: Do they? South
Australia would not be able to tell you
all the fine print.

Dr Dadour: The Minister himself does
not know.

Sir Charles Court: South Australia has
agreed "in principle".

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Let us have a look
at the scheme which this Government
has turned down out of hand and then
decided, after it has turned it down, to
seek some information-for what purpose
I do not know if It has no Intention of
changing its mind. The aim of the
scheme is to achieve the highest quality
of health care.

Dr Dadour: You can't be serious!
Sir Charles Court: The aim!
Mr J. T. TONKIN: Here is a doctor,

the first to be in opposition, precisely the
same as with the Tronado cancer machine.

Sir Charles Court: Because he happens
to know what he is talking about.

Mr 3, T. TONKIN: Does he?
Mr Jamieson. Like a lot of others, he

does not want to know.
Mr J. T1. TONKIN: The Premier has In-

dicated to me tonight that there is a good
deal he does not know about it. The
scheme provides for the Government us-
ing two separate but closely related
approaches. One is in connection with
medical treatment, which the Government
cannot avoid whether or not it goes into
the scheme. That will apply to every tax-
payer In Australia.

Dr Dadour: And every nontaxpayer.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: How nontaxpayers

will contribute through taxpayers, I do not
know. Perhaps the honourable member
does know.

Dr Dadour: They get a cop from it.
Mr 3. T. TONKIN: The medical scheme,

providing assistance for doctors' fees, will
apply right throughout Australia whether
or not every State Is In it. It has been said
by doctors--I do not know whether the
member for Sublaco is one of them-that
under the scheme It will not be possible
for a private patient to have the private
doctor he wants. in answer to that, I say
it is not possible now.

Mr Davies: Hear, hear!
Mr J. T. TONKIN: So that will not be

any different.
Dr Dadour: It will be harder. I will tell

you about It when I get up.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: So long as the hon-

curable member recites the facts, I will
not complain; but he has already admit-
ted the truth of what I said-that one can-
not now have the doctor one wants-so It
is only a difference in degree. I have yet
to have It proved to mec why under the
Government's scheme it will be harder than
it is now to have the doctor one wants if
one is prepared to pay for him. A number
of doctors practise together In a group, and
if one rings the group for a doctor's atten-
tion one has to take the doctor who decides
to visit one; one cannot have the doctor
one asks for-that cannot be guaranteed.
Why will It not be possible under the Aus-
tralian Government's scheme to have the
doctor one wants?

Mr Laurance: it does not work that way
In Britain or Canada,

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I am yet to be con-
vinced about that. Under the scheme it
will be necessary for those who want a
private doctor to cover themselves by hos-
pital benefit Insurance in order to pay the
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lees the doctor sees fit to charge. At the
present time a means test applies to ad-
mnittance to a standard ward in a public
hospital. Under certain conditions one can
now obtain free treatment in a standard
ward in a public hospital, provided one can
meet the means test. The purpose of the
Australian Government's scheme is to elim-
Inate the means test so that everybody who
Is prepared to go into a standard ward In
a public hospital can do so without charge.

Mr Clarko: At the expense of the tax-
payer.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: The taxpayer Pays
the honourable member's salary.

Mr Clarko: And yours.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: Yes. So it is no dif-

ferent-it is all at the expense of the tax-
payer. It is therefore no argument that it
is at the expense of the taxpayer. The
first step Is the elimination of the means
test so that those who want treatment in
a public ward can get It.

Here Is where the crunch will come. In
those States where the Government agrees
to Join the scheme, the means test will
be removed and patients wanting to go into
a standard ward In a public hospital will
be able to go there without charge; but if
Western Australia stands out, the means
test will still apply here and a number of
people who go into a standard ward In a
public hospital will have to pay-not the
existing charges but the increased charges
which this Government will be forced to
Impose because it now has a deficit of $11
million on Its hospitals. It Western Austra-
ita does not join the scheme, we In this
State are facing certain increases in hos-
pital charges for those who cannot meet
the means test, and In addition through
taxation we will have to subscribe the
money to pay for free hospital treatment
in the other States which join the scheme.

Mr Shalders: Do you not see the elimin-
ation of-

Mr J. T. TONKIN: if the honourable
member is supporting that idea, he should
ensure it is put into operation before
the next election because he will not be
able to do so afterwards. That Is why
I am saying this Government will join
Medibank because public opinion will
force it to do so.

Dr Dadour: How much will Medihank
give per day per bed?

Mr J. T. TONKIN: The figure men-
tioned is $18.

Dr Dadour: Do you know how much
it costs at Royal Perth and Sir Charles
Oairdner? Over $100. So the State still
has to find all that money.

Mr J. T. TONK~I: One thing I know
about the member for Subiaco Is that
when we were in Government he did not
lose an opportunity to point out to us

what was wrong with the Medical De-
partment and the running of the hospi-
tals, but he has been strangely silent ever
since this Government has been in office.

Sir Charles Court: Not really.
Dr Dadour: Do not encourage me.
Mr Sodeman: were you not here dur-

ing the last session?
Mr J. T. TONKIN. I think there is an

obligation on the member for Subiaco to
get up In his place in this Parliament and
say the same things as he said when he
was on this side of the House-and the
situation is even worse today.

Mr Sodeman: You have a very short
memory.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Another aspect of
the Medibank scheme is that it is not
confined to doctors and hospitals. It is
intended to upgrade other community
services, and the money will be provided.
This Government is knocking back an
offer of $20 million, saying, "We can do
without it; we can carry on our hospital
services without that money; we will
finance our deficit on the hospitals with-
out this $20 million assistance from the
Australian Government." But in the next
breath it is complaining that it is not
getting enough money from the Austra-
lian Government for this, that, and the
other.

Sir Charles Court: You do not sell your
soul.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Money was available
to the Government to purchase land, ser-
vice it, and make it available In order to
keep the price of land down. What has
the Government done about the matter?
it held an inquiry and carried out nego-
tiations while the other States were tak-
ing advantage of the available money.

Sir Charles Court: Such as which ones?
Mr J. T. TONKIN: South Australia-
Sir Charles Court: Well, that is no

criterion.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: -and New South

Wales.
Sir Charles Court:, What has New South

Wales taken in this particular type of
land?

Mr J. T. TONKIN; It is land and It
Is money. New South Wales was pleased
to get the money.

Sir Charles Court: New South Wales
was dealing with areas of growth con-
cepts.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: The Government
cries poor mouth in one direction but
throws away $20 million in another.

Mr Sodeman: It should be automatic-
ally forthcoming.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I do not know
whether the honourable member who has
Just Interjected read the announcement
by the Premier that this Government
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would Dot change its mind, and the rea-
son he gave. it was a magnificent dis-
play of belief in a principle-one does
not put aside principles for dollars and
cents.

Mr Clarko: Would you?
Mr J. T. TONKIN- No, I would not.
Mr Clarko: Fair enough. I accept that

as long as You stick with it.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: But that does not

apply in this case.
Mr Ciarko: Why not?
Mr J. T. TONKfl: what Is the prin-

ciple the Premier would have to give away
in this matter?

Sir Charles Court: The sacrifice of a
principle of freedom of choice.

Mr J. T. TON=I: Freedom of choice-
nonsense!

Sir Charles Court: Quality of service.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: Freedom of choice

in what? Doctors? The Premier is only
going on what the doctors say.

Sir Charles Court: Not at all. There
happen to be a few patients involved, and
a few of your supporters.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: There can be choice
in only two things: choice of doctor and
choice of hospital.

Mr Laurance: And choice of how long
you have to wait.

Mr 3. T. TONKIN: Under the scheme
one can have both.

Mr Laurance, As long as you wait 10
years.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: So what is the com-
plaint?

Sir Charles Court: As long as you can
arrange to have your Illnesses at aL con-
venient time as far as the Government Is
concerned.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: It is laid down in
the scheme that one can go Into a private
hospital if one so desires. One Is not
obliged to go Into a ward in aL public hos-
pital. Am I right or not?

Sir Charles Court: How do you do that?
Mr 3. T. TONKIN: The next point Is

one can have one's own private practitioner
If one so desires, and he will be prepared to
look after one.

Dr Dadour: Where? In a public ward?
Mr J. T. TONKIN: No, In a private hos-

pital.
Dr Dadour: But not in a public ward.
Sir Charles Court: How do you get into

a private ward?
Mr J. T. TONKIN: The Premier cannot

have it both ways. He Is so keen about
this principle of freedom of choice, but
surely a person who is prepared to go into
the least costly hospital-a standard ward
In a Public hospital-will not want a

specialist who charges twice as much as
anybody else. That does not make sense
to me. If this scheme Is analysed, It will
be found-

Dr Dadour: It is terrible.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: -that there will be

complete freedom of choice with regard to
doctors and hospitals. Furthermore-

Mr Shalders: If YOU live long enough to
get into a hospital.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: -I. as a taxpayer,
am not prepared to meet the additional
charges which this Government will be
obliged to Impose upon people and to pay
additional taxation so that people in other
States can have free hospital treatment.
That Is the question. I say again the Gov-
ernmenit will not have the backbone to face
up to it. So despite this courageous stand
that "We will not change our mind; we will
not be Influenced by dollars and cents
against principle", the principle will fade
Into the limbo of lost things and the Gov-
ernment will Join Medibank.

Sir Charles Court: That is what you
hope, so that we will slip further Into the
socialist quagmire. You want us to go
further Into the socialist quagmire.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: One final word on
this for the time being-and It Is meant for
the honourable member who referred to
the taxpayer's expense. The taxation pro-
posal Is based on the capacity to pay, so
that the lowest income earners will pay the
least and the highest income earners will
Pay the most-

Mr Mensaros: For the same.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: -and It will enable-
Mr Mensaros: That is equitable?
Mr J. T. TONKIN; What difference does

the figure make?
Mr Mensaros: Somebody pays more

and somebody Pays less for the same ser-
vice.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Of course. That
applies to electricity charges. In somne
States people pay more, and in other
States they pay less.

Mr Mensaros: That is the principle
of getting something for nothing.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: That will be the
day. Something for nothing! We will not
get much for nothing under this Govern-
ment. We are paying dearly for all we get
-our water, our electricity, our gas, and
our food. We are paying dearly under
this Government.

Mr Sodeman: And housing Interest
rates.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I think somebody
said Housing Commission rents had gone
UP.

Mrx Sodeman: I mentioned housing
Interest rates, which were to be lowered by
the Federal Government.
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Mr T. D. Evans: The Hank of New South Mr J. T1. TONKIN: Let mue give a simple
Wales was going to do something about
that.

Mr J. T. TONIN: I think it is as well to
refresh the Premier's mind about some of
the things in his policy speech, because
he seems to have forgotten them.

Sir Charles Court: Oh, no, we haven't.
We have copies on our desks that we tick
off as we fulfil our promises.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: The Premier said he
would move closer to the people in three
ways, as follows--

(1) We will decentralise State Govern-
ment administration and decision
making into the main regional
centres--so that people can talk
to Government on the spot, get
answers, and get action.

(2) We will decentralise administra-
tion and decision making still
further by substantially Increas-
ing the responsibility of local auth-
orities throughout the State-giv-
Ing them funds to match their
wider powers.

This is a good one-
(3) We will establish an open line to

the Government In Perth-setting
up an expertly staffed inquiry of-
fice in the centre of the city, where
citizens can seek guidance or raise
any issue and be assured of im-
mediate response.

Mr Jamieson: Leslie Anderson will take
charge of it for them!

Sir Charles Court: What Is so funny
about this? You will be very disappointed
when it is all done.

Mr Davies: You haven't even got the Itno
yet.

Sir Charles Court: I remember your
leader saying. "We have three years to do
all this; don't hurry us.",

Mr J. T. TONKIN: The Premier even
had the hide to refer to this in the Gov-
ernor's Speech.

Mr Laurance: What about the bloke who
said, "I will remove road maintenance
tax"?

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Without having even
started the programme the Premier got the
Governor to say, "The Government Is con-
tinuing its programme."

Sir Charles Court: So it is.
Ur J. T. TONKINZ: How can one con-

tinue something one has not started?
Sir Charles Court: it has been started.

You read on in the Governor's Speech.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: I will do that. How-

ever, I want to know how it is possible for
the Premier to continue something he haes
not even started.

Sir Charles Court: But it has started.
There are real results.

illustration. If one has not turned on the
tap how can water continue to flow from
it?

Sir Charles Court: What has that to do
with it? Something has started.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I have no doubt how
the Premier will answer, because he will
attend a meeting on Monday and say. "It
all depends on making the right decision."

Sir Charles Court: flue.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: The Premier will say,

"You can get out of all this trouble if
you make the right decision." Where is
the great regional development we were
promised? The Premier will have Plenty
to do in his last two years of office, seeing
that he has not yet made a start on im-
plementing his promises.

Sir Charles Court: You are quite wrong.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: Ilam quite right.
Sir Charles Court: You will be so disap-

pointed.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: In case You have not

seen this, Mr Speaker, I direct your atten-
tion to page 19 of the Liberal Party policy
where you will find the following-

.. vote out the State Labor Govern-
ment on March 30, and vote in Liberal
leadership to put things right.

Sir Charles Court: And they did Just
that.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Then the Premier
goes to the dairymen and says to those
who are producing manufacturing milk,
"All you gentlemen have to do is to make
the right decisions." That Is a great help!
As a matter of fact, one dairyman was not
impressed. If one reads this morning's issue
of The West Australian one will find that
one dairyman was not convinced that mak-
ing the right decisions would solve his
problem.

Mr May: That is what the Liberal Party
has to do on Friday.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I refer now to an-
other point In the Liberal Party policy, and
I think this is the cruel one-

For low income earners we have a
special plan...

Not. "We are thinking about looking Into
a plan which will take us 12 months",
but-

For low income earners we have a
special Plan to help them become the
owners of their home and land.

Mr Laurance: Whitlam said he would
reduce the interest rate by 3 per cent, but
instead it has increased by 3 per cent.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: We are not dealing
with Whitlam; we are dealing with this
State Government and its promises.

Mr Laurance: What did Whitamn say?
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Mr J. T, TONKINi: I am not responsible
for What Mr Whitlarn said, but I am re-
sponsible for pointing out how the present
Premier hoodwinked the electors.

There Is no room for doubt in the next
policy statement. It contains no qlualifica-
tion; it is a straightout offer-

We will give the low income home
seeker a Government guarantee.

Sir Charles Court: That Is right.
Mr May: He didn't say which Govern-

went.
Mr J. T.1 TON~KIN: That statement is

simple enough. But what is the position?
An Investigation has been going on which
Is almost completed. The matter will then
be referred to the Treasury. What on
earth has the Treasury to do with it If It
does not have to find the money? This Is
not a sum of money which must be loaned
to home seekers; It Is a straightout prom-
ise to those people who find difficulty In
borrowing from building societies that if
they put out the Labor Government and
put In the present Government they would
be given a Government guarantee which
would enable them to own their home and
land. If ever there was a confidence trick
that is one.

Sir Charles Court: Don't you realise this
Government has done a great deal to try
to help people through their travail which
was created. by the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment's increasing interest rates more
steeply than any other Government in
Australia has done?

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Words, words, words!
Sir Charles Court: Why don't you read

the other side of the coin and see where
things have been done? Are you proud of
the tact that your people increased Interest
rates to record heights and kept them
there'? Interest rates will be at that height
and even higher at the end of th~s year.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Does not the Prem.-
ter boast?

Sir Charles Court: I hope not.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Well, listen to this.
Sir Charles Court: It all depends on

what you call a boast.
Mr J. T. TONKINq: Well, listen to this.

It is taken from The West Australian of
the 25th December, under the heading,
d"Court: Trip Important' and reads as fol-
lows--

The Premier, Sir Charles Court, said
yesterday that hopes of a recovery for
the economy would depend a great deal
on his coming trip abroad.

Sir Charles Court: That is s0.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Dear, oh, dear!
Sir Charles Court: Don't you believe

that? Didn't YOU believe that when YOU
went abroad?

Mr J. T. TONKIN: It continues-
Sir Charles said he hoped that next

year would see thle economy return to
the condition of good health that West
Australians had been accustomed to
regard as normal.

He said: "All we need to cure our
economic troubles is--

I would say here that this is a new remedy,
because all we needed before was to put
out the Labor Government and put In the
Court Government. That is all we needed
when the election was on, but when the
Premier was going on his trip, the fol-
lowing is all we needed-

-action at the State level and a
return to sanity at the Commonwealth
level, and I promise that I will let no
opportunity go by for achieving both."

I am still waiting for action at the State
level.

Mr O'Connor: And we are still waiting
for a return to sanity at the Common-
wealth level.

Mr J. T. TONKIN., The Premier said he
promised-but that means nothing, of
course-that he would let no opportunity
go by for achieving both.

Mr Watt: That is not a boast;. that Is
a promise.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Mr Speaker, did you
believe that? Fancy putting up that tripe
for consumption!

Sir Charles Court: I have been reading
some of the things you and your Premier
said when you wvent abroad.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Words, words, words!
"I can remember this, and I can remember
that"; but we never get any detail or any
evidence.

Sir Charles Court: I will read out what
was said in 1957 by the then Premier.

Mr Jamieson: In 1957 you went on aL
sabotage mission, and you succeeded.

Sir Charles Court: Your Premier did.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of

the Opposition.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: I think that state-

ment bears repetition. The Premier said
that hopes of a recovery for the economy
would depend a great deal on his coming
trip abroad. Lord help us if the hopes for
our economy depend upon that!

How much do hopes for our economy de-
pend on the Premier's projected trip to
Japan? Will he tell the people In Japan
that he agreed with Mr Bielke-Petersen
that the latter had a perfect right to say he
would withhold exports of coal if Japan
did not buy more beef? He was the only
leader In Australia to come out openly in
support of Mr Bjelke-Petersen and his
confrontation with Japan. I would like to
know what will be the Premier's answer if
the Japanese put it to him: Did he believe
In what he said and think that Mr Bielke-
Petersen was right when he took that
stand? That will be interesting.
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Sir Charles Court: I have no tears
about what they will say to me; I have
much less fears than the Prime Minister In
that respect.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: So we expect to see
quite a lot In the ensuing weeks.

Amendment to Motion
Before I conclude I Indicate that I pro-

pose to move to amend the motion for the
adoption of the Address-In-Reply. I move
an amendment-

That the following words be added
to the motion-

;but we regret that the Govern-
ment inexcusably Placed Your
Excellency in a false position by
preparing a speech intended to be
used Improperly as a means of
criticising the Australian Govern-
ment.

We have also to inform Your
Excellency that for its failure to
co-operate with the Australian
Government in Its Health Insur-
ance Programme with the effect
of denying the people of Western
Australia, particularly the low In-
come earners, the benefits of that
Programme and thus placing them
at considerable disadvantage with
the people of those States which
will be participants, the Govern-
ment is deserving of censure and
no longer possesses the confidence
of this House.

I have already given my reasons In support
of the amendment. I have explained our
opposition to the Governor's Speech being
used In the way it has been used by the
present Government for two years. I have
already indicated that it is a disservice and
an expense to the people of Western Aus-
tralia for the Government to stand out of
the Medibank scheme. It looks as though
it is not possible for Western Australia to
be in the schem2 at its inception, so we are
bound to suffer to somne extent financially
because of our delayed entry. However, I
repeat: I am as sure as I stand here that
the State Government will eventually join
the scheme along with all the other State
Governments ef Australia.

Mr T. D. EVANS: I formally second
the amendment.

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands--
Premier) [8.28 P.m.]: The amendment
moved by the Leader of the Opposition
was as predictable as the track across the
unfenced corner Paddock. Let us have a
look at it. He has made a speech in which
he roamed all over the globe, obviously
groping for something to pin on this Gov-
ernment-and he groped without success.
If I were a member of the Labor Party at
the moment I would be going around hang-
ing my head in shame for being the sup-
porter of a Government in Canberra

which has reduced Australia to ruins In
not much over two years-

Mr Jamieson: Don't you read the fin-
ancial pages of the Press any more?

Sir CHARLES COURT: -a country
which has held its head high In every field
of activity In the past. Look at It today. It
is discredited in so many ways that no-one
worries about the very future of our Stat.
and country.

Mr May: The Liberal Party is In pretty
good condition, too.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Leader of
the Opposition is batting on a very sticky
wicket, because whichever way he turns he
Is confronted with this situation.

The basically Indisputable fact is that
the Present state of ruin which Is facing
the economy of Australia at the moment
-with worse to follow-can be laid
directly at the door of a socialist Govern-
ment in Canberra which arrived at this
situation not by accident or incompetence,
but because it wanted it that way. We
were the one country in the world which
could have been insulated against this sit-
uation of record inflation and unemploy-
ment; but here we have the lot.

Mr Bryce: Have you lost your touch
with miracles?

Sir CHARLES COURT: Two years ago
no-one would have believed that the Prime
Minister of any Government would have
wanted to be a part of a situation like this.

I said that it would be worse the follow-
ing year because we are heading for a re-
cord deficit at the end of June. In the
Federal Parliament it has already been ad-
mitted that It will be something like $2i
billion and possibly more and from our ex-
perience of State finance we all know that
this projects itself Into the next financial
year. The toboggan is greased and one
cannot stop it all of a sudden at the 30th
June and say, 'Let us stop this nonsense
and madness." The Commonwealth Gov-
ernment is indulging in economic extrava-
gance because it is committed to so many
Projects. Take Medibank itself for instance.
The Government is committed to that.
Here we have this toboggan careering
headlong on greased skids and with no
brakes and we are entering the new fin-
ancial year with this great deficit.

From his own experience the Leader of
the Opposition knows that the greatest
fear a Treasurer has is that when he is
facing the 30th June he has a certain Im-
petus in his expenditure that is almost ir-
resistible as it goes over to the 1st July.
A change cannot be made with a flick of
the finger. So the Commonwealth Govern-
ment, and, through it, the nation, is geared
to the situation, and even the Common-
wealth Government itself as evidenced by
what it has been saying at the Premiers'
Conference and other meetings, will be
worse off in the next financial year unless
some miracle happens and It will not let
that miracle happen.
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We have this motion in front of us to-
night which reads-

but we regret that the Governmnent in-
excusably placed Your Excellency In a
false position by preparing a speech
intended to be used improperly as a
means of criticising the Australian
Government.

What hypocrisy! What hypocrisy from a
political Party that Is committed to wipe
out Governors! A political party that is
like the one in Canberra which is corn-
mnitted to making Australia a republic, and
a political party which has no compunc-
tion-

Mr Bryce: What bilge! What absolute
bilge!

Sir CHARLES COURT: The honour-
able member knows how his Prime Min-
ister makes no bones about Australia
becomning a republic.

Mr Jaieson: The trouble Is that you
talk, and talk, and talk, and eventually
believe yourself,

Mr Bryce: That Is absolute rubbish!
You cannot quote one single phrase to
prove what you have just said. You never
need to.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: This Opposition,

which is criticising the speech prepared by
this Government, has a short memory, of
course. I can go back to a Speech pre-
pared by the Government beaded by the
H-on. A. Rt. G. Hawke, of which the Leader
of the Opposition was the deputy. That
Government had no compunction about
criti1cising the then CommoLnwealth Gov-
erment. I wish to quote only one para-
graph from that Speech. On page 6 of the
1957 Governor's Speech, the following
appears-

Despite repeated endeavours, It has
not been possible to secure a decision
from the Commonwealth Government
on a number of major proposals for
North-West development submitted in
1955 by the All-Party Delegation of
this Parliament.

That is almost the same type of text as
that which the Governor used in our
Speech in respect of the problems that
beset us today in trying to get some
development in this State when we are
being denied our constitutional rights. I
will now quote another small paragraph
from page 5 of the Speech made by the
Administrator In the absence of the Gover-
nor in 1958. This Speech was again pre-
pared by the Hawke Government. of which
the Leader of the Opposition was the
deputy. The paragraph reads-

Ministers greatly regret the con-
tinued failure of the Commonwealth
Government to permit the export over-
seas of 1,000,000 tons of iron ore, the
proceeds of which would be devoted to
the establishment of a large scale
charcoal iron Industry in the South-
west.

Mr Jamieson: That is the south-west.
Sir CHARLES COURT: The Deputy

leader of the Opposition agrees with that,
but just because we say something similar
It Is not fight.

Mr Jamieson: You know better than
that!I You want to Sign your State away.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I can go on to
quote some more if the honourable member
so desires. I just want to say that so far
as this Government is concerned it has no
regrets whatsoever about what It put In
the Governor's Speech. It was temperate,
reasonable, and accurate.

Where else does the State Government
of the day publicise such statements? That
is the purpose of the Governor's Speech.

Mr Bryce: The front page of The West
Australian is given to you every day of the
week. What more do you want?

Sir CHARLES COURT: The honourable
member should not talk such nonsense,
Mr Hayden has the front page one day,
Mr Connor the next, and Senator Cavanagh
has it the following day. So the member
for Ascot should not talk about our having
the front page of The West Australian
every day of the week. Where else does a
Government make these statements
known? The Governor's Speech is the
place to publicise them, It is in this
Speech that the Government tells the pub-
lic of the main Issues that are besetting it.
What other great crucial issue is there for
Western Australia to resolve than the very
survival of the State itself with a view to
ensuring its future?

Giovernment members: Hear, hear!
Sir CHARLES COURT-. That is what Is

at stake. Is not the Governor's Speech the
Place in which to tell the public? Where
else would we publicise it, because at that
time we are expected to make a report to
the People of the State, Just as a report to
the nation is mnade In some other countries
and some other Parliaments?

So I make no apologies for the fact that
we included in the Speech these state-
ments and this information concerning the
very future of our State and also the sur-
vival of the economy of this state. I say
here and now that if the Commonwealth
Government would change its policies in
one vital particular the whole question of
Unemployment, not only in Western Aus-
tralia but also in Most of the States of
Australia, would immediately start to
resolve itself and dissolve.

Mr Bryce: You said You could resolve it
Yourself.

Sir CHARLES COURT: If the Common-
wealth Government would only get off
our backs and let us develop our natural
gas deposits in the north, such as North
Rankin, and allow us to tie them In with
metalised agglomerates Production and
commence the huge pellet expansion that
could be undertaken-if we could only be
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allowed to do that without any help we
would immediately start to negotiate to
finalise the investment of over $2 billion
and to talk about the employment of 6 000
men together with all the consequential
development that would follow. Why does
not the present Commonwealth Govern-
ment do this? These are not just words.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: Yes they are! They
are like your jumbo steel mill; it will just
not come here.

Sir CHARLES COURT: It all sounds
so familiar.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: It sounds familiar all
right.

Sir CHARLES COURT: In the early
1960s the main reference from the Op-
position side of the House was to the
"scraps of paper" dealing with iron ore
agreements. Another member used to
have a favourite saying, "Pies in the sky".
However, the existing railways in the
north are not just "scraps of paper". Also
the towns, the ports, and the mines In the
north and the export income that makes
this country survive despite the Whitlam
Government are all a product of the
"scraps of paper" and the "pies in the sky".

So I want to tell the Leader of the
Opposition, if he has not already heard
it from his Federal colleagues, because they
seem to keep in close communication with
him, that on the 10th December, 1974, it
was made clear to Mr Whitlam and to Mr
Connor that if they would only let us get
on with the job we would undertake to
resolve these problems. We do not want
any financial help from the Common-
wealth Government for this. I also tell the
Leader of the Opposition that at the
Premiers' Conference in February, 1975, all
we were talking about was just a palliative
for unemployment; a few bob to be spent
on works here, and a few dollars to be spent
on works somewhere else. What does
that do? It does precisely nothing to re-
solve the total question of unemployment.
We put to the Prime Minister a proposi-
tion which would start to resolve the
total problem, but he would not allow us
even 10 minutes to discuss it.

A similar plea was made by another
State, but it did not get anywhere, either.
That State offered to employ, with no
help from the Commonwealth Govern-
ment, 4 000 men on great development
projects that were just waiting to com-
mence. One of those present at the meet-
ing said, "If you could send your Minister
for Minerals and Energy away for three
months we will fix it."

Mr J. T. Tonkin: You would fix it, all
right! You would put things right!

Mr Jamleson: We have seen how you
sold out the State Sawmills and if one
believes what is being said you would not
hesitate to sell other rights of the State.
Even Your State organisation in Queens-
land is backing us now.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Let us keep
calm. Let us talk of matters that are
important, especially to those young men
and women of this country who are start-
ing their careers. We asked the Prime
minister to give us some time at the
Premiers' Conference-even if it were only
an hour-to discuss real issues that would
get Australia moving again and the pri-
vate sector back to work so that people
could once again hold their heads high.
If this were achieved we could get this
tremendous export income generated
again. However, we never had a chance.
All the Prime Minister wanted to talk
about was the unemployment situation
and giving a few dollars for relief work.
What a way to run a country! How can
one resolve some of these problems of
inflation and unemployment when we
have this stagnating influence in Can-
berra?

We have an oil rig at Woodman Point,
and we could get another one under con-
struction if only we could get the exist-
ing one put to work.

Mr Jamieson: Stop your litigation and
we will not be giving the State away.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Deputy
Leader of the Opposition lets the cat out
of the bag. He is prepared to sell the
State down the river.

Mr Jamieson: I am not a whinging
Pommny like you are; I was born and bred
here.

Sir CHARLES COURT: All right! When
People have to stoop that low-

Mr Jamieson: You are a whinging Porn-
my!

Sir CHARLES COURT: When people
talk like that, one can treat the remark
with contempt.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: We will leave the

Deputy Leader of the Opposition on his
own in his political gutter, but I want to
make the Point that some of the unions--
in fact, some of them who are very left
wing-who are very strong supporters of
the Labor Party who are very incensed
about this matter. They have made their
representations to Canberra to get that
rig at Woodman Point put to work so
that another one can be built. However,
do members opposite know what those
unions have been told? "When the litigft-
tion is resolved" says Mr Connor, "we
are going to have a crash programme." On
whose permits? On whose resources? I
ask those questions because this litigation
before the High Court has nothing to do
with these Permit areas off our north-west
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coast so far as the overall Sovereign rights
are concerned, because these are existing
titles under Commonwealth- State legisla-
tion, and the previous Government was a
party to this.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: Does the Premier know
why the Ocean Endeavour Is not given
work?

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Tonkin
Government did its darndest to try to get
the Commonwealth Government to agree
to the renewals of permits and the farm-
outs. The previous Minister for Mines
went on his bended knees to Mr Connor
to get him to agree to the proposal, but
how far did he get? Precisely nowhere!

Mr J. T. Tonkin: You are not telling us
the true position about the Ocean E n-
deavour.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am.
Mr J. T, Tonkin: No, you are not. I have

been told by those engaged in the indus-
try that there is no sense in using a Rolls
Royce if you can employ a lesser car.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Leader of
the Opposition gets only half the facts.
The fact is that there are parts of this
State where the Ocean Endeavour would
be too powerful a unit to use. There is no
question about that, because it is a matter
of "horses for courses"

Point of order
Mr BRYCE: On a paint of order, Mr

Speaker, for some time we on this side of
the House have been rather patient. We
would be Interested to have your ruling on
whether or not the Premier is addressing
himself to the censure motion which, If
you will read it carefully, Sir, is not the
slightest bit related to the remarks the
Premier has been making in the last 15
minutes.

Mr O'Connor: You are the main of-
fender.

The SPEAKER: There is no strength in
the point of order raised by the member
for Ascot. The issue that is being dis-
cussed at present is the first part of the
amendment moved by the Leader of the
opposition, and It has direct regard for
Commonwealth-State relationshps.

Mr Bryce: That is all very well, but you
are laying a very broad basis.

Debate (on amendment to motion?
Resumed

Sir CHARLES COURT: I gather that I
amn allowed a limited time.

The SPEAKER: Yes, 45 minutes.
Sir CHARLES COURT: I can under-

stand the tactics adopted by the Opposi-
tion in wanting to delay me as long as
they can.

Mr Bryce: We will move for an exten-
sion of time.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Let me go back
to the matter of the Ocean Endeaviour, It
is true that this vessel has a special capa-
city beyond that of many other rigs. That
was the reason it was built that way. There
are parts of Western Australia where it
could fulfil a very desirable function, be-
cause of the deeper and rougher water, and
the like. However, that is not the point.

What has been asked is this: Because of
the fact that people in the field of mineral
and oil exploration are leaving Australia by
the dozen, the company is asking to be al-
lowed to take the rig away so as to earn an
income and Is prepared to negotiate
immediately for the construction of
another one if such income can be gen-
erated, That is the point which the
Leader of the Opposition is forgetting.
This is something which is thoroughly
understood by the unions concerned.

I therefore come back to the point I
made: If only the Commonwealth Govern-
ment would change its policies so as to let
the States get on with their job, whether
it be Western Australia or Queensland.
the whole outlook so far as the economy,
employment, and inflation are concerned
would start to correct itself, so that over
a reasonable period of time we will get back
to a healthy and vigorous economic situa-
tion where people will regain confidence,
as against the present disastrous situation
in which we find ourselves. This can be
evidenced by picking up the newspapers
and reading about people being scared stiff
to know what is around the corner.

The workers realise that every time there
Is a rise In wages others have to be put off,
because they cannot all be retained at the
Increased cost level.

Mr Barnett: Is It not your responsibility
to re-employ the men on the rig?

Sir CHARLES COURT: No. it would
be if the Commonwealth Government lets
this State run the State In the way we
want to run It and can run it; however, the
Commonwealth Government denies us this
right. When the State did have the right
to run its affairs In Its own way, we did not
have unemployment; we had a sound econ-
omy and there was greater confidence in
the community than the State had exper-
ienced previously. Today we have these
tremendous opportunities ready to be
grasped, but we are being denied the right.

What do we hear from the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition? He says, "Why
not drop Your court case, throw the State
away, and give the Commonwealth every-
thing it wants?"

Before I conclude it Is appropriate that I
should say somethng about the Medibank
health scheme. As I shall not be able to
deal with all the points raised by the
Leader of the Opposition, even thougah
they do lead up to this amendment, and In
view of the restricted t~me, I want to refer
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to the last Part of the amendment which
States~

We have also to Inform Your Excel-
lency that for Its failure to co-operate
with the Australian Government In Its
Health Insurance Programme with the
effect of denying the people of West-
ern Australia, particularly the low in-
come earners, the benefits of that
Programme....

How far does the Opposition expect West-
ern Australia or any other State to go in
selling its soul to a Commonwealth Gov-
ernment which just Issues an edict and says
"Sign here"? Do members opposite not
expect us to put up opposition? Do they
know whether South Australia has accep-
ted the Medibank scheme and finalised the
details? My information is that South
Australia has not. It may have accepted
the scheme In principle, but it has a lot of
fine type to work out.

We said to the Commonwealth Govern-
ment quite properly when It put up the
scheme, "We do not like It and we reject
it". However, we put up an alternative
with which we could live so that we did not
sacrifice any principles and leave our State
hospitals in jeopardy and in danger of be-
Ing taken over quickly by the Common-
wealth. We did not leave our private hos-
pitals in jeopardy, and we did not sacrifice
the quality Of the Services which are pro-
vided under the existing system. However,
the Commonwealth Government does not
want that; it wants to bring everyone down
to a common level. That Is the socialist
doctrine.

Mr Bertram: That has nothing to do
with socialism.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Many Socialists
assume office with heady Ideas to make
things better for everybody, but in point
of fact the first thing they find they have
to do Is to bring everybody down. We have
found that in the present Commonwealth
Government and its administration in the
last couple of years; it is trying to bring
everybody down.

Mr Bryce: You have spent Your life In
picking a selected few and trying to lift
them up.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Our objective
is to lift everybody up. If we do not allow
Some People to aspire to greater heights
we deprive them of incentive. They are
the pacesetters. However, the Opposition
wants to bring everybody down to a com-
mon denominator,

Several members Interjected.
Sir CHARLES COURT: On occasions

the Deputy Leader of the Opposition gets
so low. I thought he got over that a, few
Years ago.

Mr Jamnieson: What Is wrong with you
now? Am I getting you on the raw?

Sir CHARLES COURT: He fails to see
what we are trying to initiate.

Mr Jamieson: We know your back-
round well.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We have always
been ready to negotiate with the Common-
wealth Government on the so-called Medi-
bank scheme. At this point of time we
cannot even get a meeting between the
three State Ministers--from New South
Wales, Victoria, and Western Australia-
and the Federal Minister. The Federal
Minister does not want a meeting.

Mr Davies: Why do you not stand on
your own feet?

Sir CHARLES COURT: If the Federal
Minister is genuine in wanting to talk
to the three State Ministers, it makes good
sense to have a meeting. We have called
his bluff. What does Mr Hayden, the Fed-
eral Minister, do? He seems to get away
with murder. A week ago he said he could
not give the costs involved within 41 weeks,
but all of a sudden over the weekend he
plucked a figure out of the air. Even that
figure is suspect, because one cannot tally
it with the figures appearing in the news-
papers. As a result even a. fourth-year
student can see through the figure given
by the Federal Minister.

He is being challenged by people with
knowledge, and they show that he Is out
by hundreds of millions of dollars In his
figure announced over the weekend. If the
Commonwealth Government is so inaccur-
ate about the finance involved in the Medi-
bank scheme, how much more inaccur-
ate would It be in terms of the quality of
service and the tremendous bureaucracy
it is recruiting? Somebody has to pay for
the services of this bureaucracy which the
Commonwealth Is building up, I say quite
frankly that I have come to the conclusion
that the Medibank scheme will be a dis-
aster for the nation, We cannot get the
quality of service which we are entitled to
expect from it.

We should be talking in terms of im-
proving the health services. We are not
Prepared to accept the word of Mr Hayden
and his colleagues. We want some proof as
to how they will allow the State and
private hospitals to function, how they will
ensure that the autonomy of the State
services is preserved, and how they Will
Improve those services. We are saying to
the Commonwealth Government, "Forget
your socialist philosophy for the time
being. Let us get on with the job of
improving the quality of the services in
this State." I think I have a few minutes
left.

The SPEAKER: The Premier has 13
minutes left.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I wish to re-
turn to the question of inflation, which is
inherent in the last part of the amend-
ment moved by the Leader of the Opposi-
tion. When the present State Government
was elected it immediately approached the
Prime Minister, as it had Promised to do.
and said, "We acknowledge you are an
elected Government, but you have to ack-
nowledge that we are an elected Govern-
ment. We believe we should co-operate,
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-and try to find ways and means of solving
,some of the ideological problems which ex-
ist, so that at least we can get some re-
sults for the nation."

After some delay which was understand-
able because of the May election we even-
tually had a meeting. The Minister for
Works and I fronted up to some seven
Federal Ministers, and we laid our position
right on the line in a very straightforward
manner. What did we get for our pains?
Precisely nothing.

We attended the Premiers' Conference in
June, and again I tried my best to co-oper-
ate in overcoming some of the problems
which beset the Prime Minister, to see
whether he was genuine in trying to find
solutions to those problems. On that oc-
casion where did we get? Precisely no-
where. All we got was a series of working
parties. If members opposite speak to the
Prime Minister and the Premier of South
Australia they will be told that of all the
Premiers I was the one who co-operated
most in trying to find a way to overcome
the problems, even If we had to bend our
Policies. We did that on the basis of try-
Ing to get a national approach to the
questions of inflation, unemployment, and
a general decline of confidence in the com-
mnunity. What did we get for our troubles?
Precisely nothing.

What did the Prime Minister do? He
merely said, "Go home, solve your prob-
lems yourselves, and Put up your charges."
Let members Opposite not forget that It
was the Prime Minister who said, "Put up
Your charges and taxes and raise the
money from Your own resources." We
pleaded and pointed out that out of that
would come higher charges on freights.
water, and everything else that is infla-'
tionary.

The Prime Minister's own. kith and kin
from South Australia and Tasmania gave
him the same story, but'despite that the
Prime Minister said, "You go home and
make your utilities pay their way. If
You cannot afford to carry these things,
hand over to me Your railways and your
hospitals:' This is the great socialist
Pincer being closed around us, because the
Prime Minister has the money. He
merely came up with the old story of ask-
ing US to fix It up ourselves. The resultant
increase in taxes and charges in Western
Australia was the product of that confer-
ence. This affected not only Western Aus-
tralia; the same happened with every
Other State that tried to plead with the
Prime Minister, They said, "Don't you
want to try to break down this inflationary
spiral, because everything you want us to
do is inflationary?"

Mr Davies: You got the highest result.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Is the honour-

able member not satisfied that Western
Australia Is lower than other States?

Mr Davies: Our inflation is higher than
that of any other State.

Point of order
Mr BRYCE: For the benefit of members

on this side of the House will you, Mr
Speaker, rule that during the course of
this amendment which Is really a censure
motion it is feasible and permissible for
a member to raise in debate any issue
within the scope of the activities of the
National Government?

The SPEAKER: The Question at issue
is one about which there are ramifications.
The points raised by the Leader of the
Opposition and the points being made
in response by the Premier are fairly
close together. It is true that members
can wander from their proper courses in
trying to kepp to the terms of the amend-
ment, and in certain instances the Pre-
muier may have strayed. I would ask him
to ensure that he speaks to the health
insurance scheme and its effect on the
people of Western Australia, and to try
to refrain from references outside the
text.

Debate (on amendment to motion)
Resumed

Sir CHARLES COURT: Thank you, Mr
Speaker. I certainly will obey your direc-
tion, as I always try to do; but I would
point out to members that the other
matter that has been discussed by me
today has a very direct bearing on what
the Leader of the opposition has said,
and what appears in the amendment.

Mr Davies: Thc spccch should be on
the amendment.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I just remind
members opposite that the amendment
Is In two parts. The first part concerns
the Governor's Speech and complains
about the material included in that
Speech.

Mr Davies: The morality of putting the
Governor in that position,

Sir CHARLES COURT: If I were to
deal, Point by point, with what is con-
tained in the Governor's Speech, and
what has been complained about, I would
touch on everything to do with the
economy of the country. The things we
are complaining about are in the Gover-
nor's Speech, and the Leader of the Op-
position is complaining because they ap-
pear in the Governor's Speech.

Mr Speaker, I do appreciate your rul-
Ing in the matter and I do believe I have
endeavoured to keep strictly within the
terms of the amendment. I come back
to the question of Medibank because we
do not Intend to give up easily on this
question.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: Is the Government
going to change its mind; that is what
we want to know?

Sir CHARLES COVET: We have told
the Commonwealth Government, very
clearly, that we have rejected the scheme.
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Mr J. T. Tonkin: You won't change
your mind?

Sir CHARLES COURT: We have re-
jected the scheme put forward. All we
are asking of reasonable people is for
the Commonwealth to sit down with us
and discuss something which is fair and
reasonable, and logical.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: Why not make public
what the alternative is?

Sir CHARLES COURT: If the Federal
Minister would have the decency to sit
down and discuss this matter with the
three States most directly concerned this
information could become public and I
would have no objection to its being made
public after we have had a chance to put
our case to him and get his reaction. The
Information could then be given to the
Public, and the public can decide whether
or not we have made the right decision
so far as good health is concerned and
so far as the economy of health services
in this State is concerned.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: Without the slightest
Idea of what Is contained in your proposal
there is no hope in the world that the
Australian Government will agree to it.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I do not think
so either, because the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment wants to bring every State to its
knees and it does not care how it achieves
that purpose. This is on, day In and day
out.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: Does the Premier
think that Mr Bjelke-Petersen would allow
Queensland to be brought to its knees?.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Queensland is in
the same dire straits as we are. That
State might be aL little better off at the
moment but it is in a different situation so
far as Medibank is concerned because of
a long-standing arrangement in that State.
However, in the ultimate I remind the
Leader of the Opposition of a decision
made in Queensland last Saturday by the
National Party. After having looked at the
Medibank scheme and comparing it with
what that State already has it was re-
jected.

Mr T. D. Evans: What about the attitude
of Sir Gordon Chalk?

Sir CHARLES COURT: What about it?

Mr T. D. Evans: it is far different
from that of Mr Bielke-Petersen.

Sir CHARLES COURT: He did not
accept Medibank. He said he wanted the
right for his Minister to be able to nego-
tiate because Queensland and the Com-
monwealth are still poles apart. Queens-
land has not accepted the proposition and
why should we go in like lambs to the
slaughiter? Does the Leader of the Opposi-
tion not want us to put up some sort of
fight to get a better deal? Some of the
arrangements now being made by the Can-

berra Government will strangle this State,
The attitude of the Federal Government
towards the payment for pensioners In
hospitals is outrageous.

Mr Davies; Do not talk about that.
Sir CHARLES COURT: These are mat-

ters we wvant to sort out with the Com-
monwealth Government, When we can see
that our autonomy is protected, that our
State Government hospitals are protected,
and that our private hospitals are protected
we will make up our minds whether we
can accept the Commonwealth proposal
or not accept it. I point out to the Leader
of the opposition that we will not dis-
card principle for the sake of dollars and
cents.

It will not be easy but I want the situa-
tion to be clear. The Federal Minister has
announced that the deadline has passed
but he has not told us- yet what the dead-
line was, whether it was the day the pro-
posal appeared in the newspaper, or the
day before.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: It must be perfectly
clear that he must have time to work out
a scheme and, therefore, there must be a
limit to the length of time the States have
to decide whether or not they will be In
the scheme. Does the Premier think the
Federal Minister should wait until the end
of June?

Sir CHARLES COURT: The case put
forward by the Leader of the Opposition
collapses to the ground.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: Does the Premier think
the Federal Minister should wait until the
end of June when the scheme is due to
start on the 1st July?

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Federal Min-
ister was not prepared to meet with the
States and yet he announced a deadline.
The Ministers representing the three States
affected are ready to talk to the Federal
Minitster this week i!' he wants to try to
find out about our alternative.

The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier has
three minutes.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We reject the
amendment completely. what we set out
in the Governor's Speech was temperate,
reasonable, and accurate. The Governor's
Speech was the right place to say what
was said. Where else does the State Gov-
ernment tell the people of the State that
the State is being mauled because of the
actions of the Federal Government? There
is no more proper place than In the Gov-
ernor's Speech so far as my party is con-
cerned. We will talk to the Commonwealth
Government. if it will talk to us. We will
find out how far it is trying to push us
down the drain in an attemout to strangle
us. When we can find out the attitude
towards Government hospitals and private
hospitals we will make up our minds.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: I think you already
have.
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Sir CHARLES COURT: We will Proceed
with a scheme in the form we accept, not
a socialist attempt to Push this State
further down the drain. We are not pre-
pared to accept the amendment.

MIR MOILER (Mundaring) [9.06 pm.]:
I never cease to be amazed at the ability
of the Premier to dodge an issue and refuse
to answer questions. The simple fact Is
the Australian Government is Pledged to
Introduce a national health scheme. The
editiorial in The West Australian of Fri-
day, the 7th March, 1975, stated, in part-

Free treatment in hospital was an
essential component of Labor's 1972
health Plan.

Ever since the Present Australian Govern-
ment wvas elected, back in 1972, it has
maintained that pledge to the Australian
people-that it would Introduce a national
health scheme. The Senate rejection of
the proposals was one of the reasons for
the double dissolution of the Australian
Parliament which brought about the most
recent election. The present Australian
Government went to the People on this
Issue, amongst others, and it made the
position very clear that it would Introduce
a national health scheme. The setting up
of Medibank Is the only way the Australian
Government can provide free medical
services and hospitalisation for Australian
citizens.

I have been listening to the Premier dis-
cussing the attitude of the Australian Gov-
ernment, and its pledge to the Australian
People. The determination of the Austral-
Ian Government conflicts with the attitude
of the Premier in this State. Within the
last five minutes the Premier stated-and
I jotted these words down-when referring
to the Australian Minister for Social Secur-
ity (Mr Hayden) "The Minister Is not pre-
pared to meet with the States." That is a
complete lie.

Withdrawal of Remark

Sir CHARLES COURT: Mr Speaker, I
ask for a withdrawal of that remark.

The SPEAKER: I ask the member for
Mundaring to withdraw his remark.

Mr MOILER: I shall withdraw the re-
mark but I shall endeavour to Prove my
point.

Debate (an amendment to motion)
Resumed

Mr MOILER: In a recent issue of The
West Australian the Minister for Health
in this State (the Hon. N. E. Baxter),
in reply to a statement by seven Fed-

eral Labor Politicians that Western Aus-
tralia would pay twice for hospital services
in this State if the State did not adopt
Medibank and the national health scheme.
said those gentlemen were playing politics
of the worst kind and Ignoring the facts.

The Point I want to make is that Mr Enx-
ter said the State Government had sub-
mitted for Commonwealth consideration
certain counter proposals. He went on to
say that he hoped to discuss the Western
Australian proposals with the Minister for
Social Security.

Sir Charles Court: That Is right.
Mr MOILER: On the 13th March-a

little less than a fortnight after the first
announcement-Mr Baxter said Mr Hayden
offered to meet him next Tuesday, which
would have teen the 18th March. He said
Mr Hayden had offered to meet him to dis-
cuss Medibank but he had declined the
offer because it did not leave time to organ-
Ise a meeting that would include the New
South Wales and Victorian Health Min-
isters as well.

Sir Charles Court: That Is right.
Mr J. T. Tonkin: That Is different

from what the Premier said.
Sir Charles Court: I said the three

States wanted to meet Mr Hayden.
Mr J. T. Tonkin: Hle offered to attend

a meeting.
Sir Charles Court: With one State.
Mr J. T. Tonkin: You cannot get away

with that; he offered to meet the Minister
from this State.

Sir Charles Court: I said he would not
meet the Ministers from the three States.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: You did not.
Sir Charles Court: I did.

Mr J. T. Tonkin:
not meet you.

You said hei would

Sir Charles Court: He will not.
Mr J. T. Tonkin: Well, he offered to

meet you.
Sir Charles Court: Right out of the blue

he fixed one date for one State. Three
States are involved.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: You said he refused to
meet you.

Sir Charles Court: So he did. I will not
see him alone.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Old):
Order!I The member for Mundaring.

Mr MOILER: The point is quite clear
that within a fortnight the Federal Minis-
ter had made offers to meet all State Mini-
isters but Particularly he made an offer to
meet the Minister for this State In Perth
with officers from the Australian Govern-
ment department and officers from the
State Government department.

Mr 'T. D. Evans: That meeting should
have taken place today.

Mr MOILER: Yes. It was stated that Mr
Hayden said he was available to meet the
Minister, but that was not suitable to Mr
Baxter.
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In this afternoon's issue of the Daily Sir Charles Court: If the Australian
News appeared the following comment-

Medibank talks in Melbourne to-
morrow between non-Labor State
Ministers for Health will not be
attended by WA's Minister Mr Baxter.

The reason given by Mr Baxter and our
Premier for not taking part In the discus-
sions with the Federal Minister was that
they had to have discussions with the
other States. Mr Baxter has rejected the
opportunity to discuss the matter. The
comment continued-

He had phone talks today with
Ministers in New South Wales and
Victoria.

Why could he not have done that a fort-
night ago, so that he could then
have had discussions with the Federal
Minister as the Federal Minister at-
tempted to arrange?

However, I see no reason for this need
to confer with Victoria and New South
Wales. The Premier seems to believe there
is something sinister about the Australian
Government Introducing a scheme whbich
it promised to the Australian people, but
which is opposed by the non-Labor States
throughout Australia. It seems that the
Premier believes the governments o-f Vic-
toria and New South Wales would have
more consideration for Western Australia
than would the Australian Government. If
there Is logic in that argument I would
like the Premier to explain where it lies.

Surely the Premier, with his Minister
for Health, should be repeatedly ap-
proaching the Australian Government in
an effort to arrange the very best means
of introducing Medibank into Western
Australia.

I do not know why the Premier is con-
cerning himself with Victoria and New
South Wales. As the Australian Minister
for Social Security has suggested, this is
purely for political reasons. The Premier
of this State does not care about any
detrimental effect to the people of Western
Australia, provided he can play politics.
Time and time again lie tells us that
Western Australia should be able to stand
on its own feet, and that we should take
the initiative. On this occasion I believe he
Is quite right; we must consider this State.
The only way to consider this State is to
negotiate for the early introduction of
the complete Medibank scheme for Wes-
tern Australia.

To my knowledge the Premier has not
denied that the Medibank scheme will be
Introduced on the 1st July, and that the
refusal of the State Government to reach
agreement with the Federal Government
in regard to hospitals will cost the people
of Western Australia many dollars per
person. The Premier has not challenged
that point, but for political Purposes he
is prepared to stand out against agree-
ment with the Australian Government.

Government will agree to our terms, or
reasonably close to our terms, it will cost
us less.

Mr Jamieson: What are your terms?
Make them public.

Mr MOILER: Why does not the Premier
make public his counter proposal? If his
scheme will receive the whole-hearted
support of most of the people of Western
Australia,' why does he not table it in this
House so that we can decide for ourselves
whether he is acting in the best Interests
of Western Australians? In his typical
arrogant fashion he will not accept the
fact that the policy of the Australian Gov-
ernment was supported by the people of
Australia and the majority of the people
of Western Australia. This health scheme
was one of the main planks of the policy
of the Labor Party.

Mr Laurence: The speech Is not much
good, but your diction has improved.

Mr Jamieson: You would be a good
judge!

Mr MOILER: I thank the member for
Gascoyne for his comments--undoubtedly
he had an excellent private school educa-
tion.

The Premier challenged me in regard
to the offer put forward by the Federal
Minister for Social Security (Mr Hayden).
I would like to quote from The West Aus-
tralian of the 13th March when Mr Hay-
den said that he regretted the inexcusable
and undesirable result of the State
Ministers' behaviour-he was referring to
the Ministers in the non-Labor States. The
report continues-

He was Prepared to meet them
either separately or together-but only
if they indicated a serious interest in
joining Medibank.

Surely that is reasonable. Federal Mini-
sters have many calls on their time, and
they cannot afford to negotiate with Mini-
sters who have indicated quite clearly that
they will not co-operate with the intro-
duction of the Medibank scheme. The
Australian Government will be forced to
introduce the scheme in the best way it
ran. The Ministers in the non-Labor
States have overlooked the fact that the
people within their States wish to see the
scheme introduced.

Mr Sodeman: How do you know it is
the wish of everybody in the State?

Mr MOILER: The Introduction of a
national health scheme was one of the
major Planks in the Policy of the Auts-
tralian Labor Party.

Mr Jamieson: For two elections.

Mr MOILER: The Labor Party was re-
turned to office very handsomely.

Mr Watt: With a reduced majority.
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Mr MOntH: One can only assume that
the people who voted for the Labor Party
supported its policies.

Mr Sodeman: The referendums pro-
duced an interesting situation.

Mr MOILER: We have heard about the
State Government's counter proposal, but
we have not seen it. I ask the Premier
to table its counter proposal so that the
people of Western Australia can make
their own decision, The Premier has the
paternal attitude that he and he alone
knows what is best for Western Australia.
For a few years we have seen evidence
of opposition to the scheme by some of
the medical profession. I emnphaslse the
ward "some" because in an article In The
West AusItGat of the 4th January, 1975,
Dr R. Clark, Vice-President of the New
South Wales Branch of the Doctors Re-
form Society, said this-

People would be surprised at the
number of doctors who would co-
operate in the new health scheme
due to start in July,...

Dr R. Clark . . . said the public li-
age of doctors had fallen drastically
because of the Australian Medical As-
sociation's unbridled attacks on the
scheme.

Members of the medical profession who
oppose the introduction of Medibank do
so for selfish reasons.

Dr Dadour: You can't be serious!

Mr MOILER: I would like to reply to
the honourable member who asked whether
the scheme is supported by the People of
Western Australia. Not only do the
majority of Western Australians support
the introduction of the scheme, but also
a large number of our doctors are more
than ready to co-operate with the Aus-
tralian Government.

Dr Dadour: How many?

Mr MOILER: Dr Arnold, as spokesman
for the General Practitioners Society, had
this to say to medical Practitioners-

Most doctors will refuse to treat
patients who send their accounts to
Medibank, the Federal Government's
new health insurance scheme, the
General Practitioners Society claimed
yesterday,

People who sent bills to Medibank
after its introduction on July 1st in-
stead of paying their doctors in cash
would be asked not to come back.

Mr Janieson: What happened to the
Hippocratic oath?

Mr MOILER: These doctors have no re-
gard for their patients.

Mr Jamnieson: It has become a hypo-
critic oath.

Mr MOILER: Many doctors seek only
to retain thefr position on a pedestal.
Further on the doctor says--

Most Australians, including pen-
sioners, could afford to pay a $6
doctor's fee on the spot and in future
they will be asked to do so,

This statement conflicts with the alms
of the Australian Government. which
seeks to provide a national health scheme
for the benefit of all. It is easy to see
that the members of the General Prac-
titioners Society desire to maintain their
hold on the community regardless of any
detrimental effects which will flow to the
people of Australia.

Time and time again we have heard
about the cost of the scheme. The Pre-
mier referred to this factor again tonight,
as well as to the matter of f reedom. of
choice. The Premier works on the assump-
tion that if one repeats a statement often
enough, many of the people will fall for
it. One of the very first matters raised
by the medical profession in opposition
to a national health scheme was this
question of freedom of choice. We were
told that we would not be able to choose
our own doctor. We saw some shocking
advertisements In the Press. One showed
a pregnant woman whose husband is
comforting her with words to this effect,
"Never mind, I will endeavour to see
that you do not go to a public ward."
This implied some disgrace in going to a
public ward. The medical profession made
a great to-do about the fact that patients
would not be able to choose their own
doctors. I would hate the Job of count-
Ing the number of times this deliberate
lie has been refuted by the Federal Min-
ister for Social Security, but I notice the
Premier was very Quick to adopt this
argument tonight. He said, "Freedom-"

Mr Jamieson: He was not too sure of it.
Mr MOILER: Perhaps someone might

help me with the phrase.
Mr Bryce. Freedom of something.
Sir Charles Court; Quality of service.
Mr MOILER: Equality of service.

Sir Charles Court: No, quality of ser-
vice.

Mr Sodeman: While you are being
facetious--

Mr MOILER: I am being quite serious
Many people may come to believe that they
will be denied freedom of choice. However,
people will be able to go to any doctor
they choose. The argument about free-
dom of choice was washed down the drain
years ago but our Premier still proffets it
as an argument for opposing the introduc-
tion of the scheme. This shows how far
behind the times he is.

Sir Charles Court: How do you get into
a private hospital under the Medibank
scheme?
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Mr MOILER: Of course one can go to
a private hospital.

Sir Charles Court: Tell us how.
Mr MOILER: Anyone may pay the addi-

tional amount involved if he wishes to do
so.

Sir Charles Court: Tell us how.
Mr MOILER: We must bear in mind

that we do not go to the hospital of our
choice-we go to the hospital of our special-
ist's choice. I may wish to go to the Swan
Districts Hospital, but if the specialist to
whom I am referred does not attend that
hospital, he will not come out there for
me.

Mr Skidmore: That Is for sure.
Mr MOILER: This situation has always

existed. Under the Medibank scheme there
will be little difference in the patient-doc-
tor relationship. We saw tonight that even
the Premier is getting ready to back down.
As our leader pointed out, the Premier said
at first, "We will never accept the Medi-
bank scheme; we will not back down."
However, he is now getting ready to back
down. He says, "We will make a fight of
it and do this and that." Rest assured that
before State election time, the Medibank
scheme wiil be in operation in Western
Australia. The people of Western Austra-
lia will demand it and the Premier, even
with his great use of the English language,
will not be able to avoid coming back to
this fact.

In answer to a question directed to him
in the House of Representatives on the 6th
March concerning Medibank, Mr Hayden
stated-

Dr Dadour: Did he answer it?
Mr MOILER: --quite clearly that under

Medibank the Australian Government will
share with the States 50 per cent of the
net operating costs of the private hos-
pitals. He said that New South Wales will
stand to gain about $30 million in 1976-'l6,
Victoria about $25 million and Western
Australia about $20 million.

Mr Sodemnan: What an assumption that
is-5O per cent of an Increased figure!

Mr MOILER: When we look at the Gov-
ernor's Speech, we note that he felt it
worth while mentioning that it was neces-
sary to budget for a deficit of $8 746 000 for
the 1974-75 financial year. If we In West-
ern Australia can afford to Ignore an offer
of $20 million to help us with our costs
in providing hospital care and the develop-
ment of hospitals and associated works, I
think the Premier needs to explain clearly
how he proposes we can do this.

if the Premier continues to adopt the
arrogant stand he has been adopting, un-
doubtedly hospital charges will increase
and, besides contributing to hospital care
in other States which have co-operated
with the Australi an Government. the West-
ern Australian public will also have the

additional burden of funding increased
health care costs within Western Aus-
tralia.

I think it is obvious--at least it should
be obvious-that there is only one step
this Government can take and that is to
make an immediate effort to co-operate
with the Australian Government in the im-
plementation of a policy which the Aus-
tralian Government put forward in its
platform at the last election and at the
Federal election in 1972 and which it is
determined to introduce for the benefit of
all Australians, including Western Aus-
tralians.

DR DADOUR (Sublaco) [9.33 p.m.]: I
rise to speak mainly on the Medibank
Issue. This seems to me to be the crux of
the amendment moved by the Leader of
the Opposition. I find it very hard to un-
derstand why we as a Government are
being criticised for our nonacceptance of
Medibank. Medibank Is contrary to Liberal
principles. It Is nothing more than a
nationalisation of medicine and associated
services.

I shall make one statement about Medi-
bank now, and I will come back to it later.
It will eventually cost 10 per cent of our
gross national product. I base this estim-
ate on the evidence of the experience in
both the United Kingdom and New Zea-
land, which are confronted each year with
this crippling cost. I think It Is very
wrong that we as a Government should be
criticised. It is the Premier's and the
Cabinet's right to hold out for a better
deal. I maintain that the reason the
Premier has held back from joining Medi-
bank is that he is holding out for a better
deal for the people of Western Australia.
This fact has failed to get across because
of the criticism which came back at us.

We have been blackmailed by Mr Hay-
den and his henchmen in Canberra into
joining the scheme. We have no alterna-
tive but to accept and to become a mem-
bet of the scheme, otherwise we will be
disadvantaged as a State by paying out
taxation which will go towards meeting
the hospital costs in other States, where
the scheme has been accepted.

I believe the term "Medibank" to be a
very wisely conceived term by the Federal
Minister. I believe he is trying to cover
up a great deal of what we ire trying to
bring forward as our main objections
which are, of course, that Medibank repre-
sents a nationalisatom of medicine. Why
are we, the doctors, against nationalisa-
tion of medicine?

Mr T. D. Evans: You are assuming
firstly that It Is nation alisati on.

Dr DADOUR: What else can It be?
Mr T. D. Evans: It is a question of

definition.
Dr DADOUR: What other term can we

use? It is nationalisation of medicine.
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Mr T. D. Evans: It Is a national health
scheme.

Dr DADOUR:. It Is a nlationlalisation of
medicine, and it will become worse and
worse as time goes on, and I will explain
why.

Mr T. D. Evans: You prove it.

Dr DADOUFI: I will at least double or
treble my income under Medibank. Today
at Parliament House whilst I have been
attending the sitting of the H-ouse, and
having lunch and dinner, I have done
six consultations. I do not charge for
those, but by God, when the Government
takes over do not think I will not. This is
what I am trying to say to members. They
do not understand the full import of the
scheme. Mr Whitlam says, "'The doctors
will play the game. They will not charge
more than they are charging now." Many
a time I see patients without making a
charge. I have never made a charge for
repeat prescriptions, and I would write
something like 50 a day. But wait until
this scheme comes in; I will be getting my
$5 a head, and this will go on throughout
the medical profession. The Government
will cripple us and take our incentive from
us. No longer will we be the conscience of
what the public should pay.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: What you just said
reminds me of a story.

Dr DADOUR:* I gave the Leader of the
Opposition a fair go.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: You interjected on me.
Sir Charles Court: But you had limit-

less time; the member for Subiaco has
only 45 minlutes.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: I will see you later
about it: It will be a different story from
what you told me just now.

Dr DADOUR: We have also been told
that a 56-hour working week will be nor-
mal for a general practitioner. I for one
will go for less. I am going for the 40-
hour or the 36-hour week like any good
trade unionist. So the Government will
have to replace me with two doctors, not
one.

Mr Davies: Two doctors would not re-
place you.

Dr DADOUR: My main concern Is:
What is it going to do to our country and
for the people? It Is going to cost 10 per
cent of our gross national product.

Mr T. D. Evans: Where did you get that
figure from?

Dr DADOUR: That Is the figure which
applies In the United Kingdom and New
Zealand and our scheme-a fee for service
scheme-is almost identical to the scheme
which operates in New Zealand. It Is a
nationalisation of medicine.

The Premier Is holding out. Why? It is
because of the Private hospital area. The
private hospitals such as St. John of God

and the other private hospitals are non-
profit organisatlons. They do not know
where they are. Mr Hayden cannot anis-
wer their questions.

Mr T, D. Evans: They will be better off
under Medibank.

Dr DADOUR: Better off! They will
Probably leave Australia. They will go to
another country where they are needed.

Mr T. D. Evans: Rubbish'
Dr DADOUR: It is not rubbish. If this

nationalisation of hospitals is to be foisted
on the private sector, they will up and
leave.

Mr T. D). Evans: Their bad debts will
disappear overnight.

Dr DADOUR: They will up and go. We
do not know the future of this section of
hospital care. The Premier is holding out
to see what can be done about this but
because we do not accept the scheme
in toto as the Labor Stat~es have done,
we are criticised, when all we are
trying to do is to get a better deal for the
people. That about sums up the situation.

As I said the Commonwealth Govern-
menit is using blackmail tactics. Mr Hayden
was reported in the newspapers last week
as saying that Western Australia had
missed the deadline and would not be
able to join Medibank and consequently
would be paying taxes to assist those
States which had agreed to the scheme
and wou ld be thus disadvantaged. We are
Still not sure about some aspects of the
scheme. For instance, I believe that, if a
person wished to be covered for treatment
in a private hospital, he would still re-
quire hospital benefits insurance.

Mr Hayden has given us a figure of
$1 4001 million as the cost of the Medi-
bank scheme-about the same cast as the
present health scheme. I for one cannot
see how it will not be much more than
that. What is he going to do about phar-
maceutical benefits? Is he going to remove
the $1 charge on pharmaceutical Items?
Will he allow People to have any drug
their doctors order for them at no charge?
This has been his promise but we have
not seen anything in the newspapers about
it, or heard any utterances from him on
the subject.

What is he going to do about dentists
and other paramedical areas? He is
going to have a real old time trying to
find the money and I tell members now
that the cost of the scheme eventually will
further cripple our already crippled econ-
omy. I am fighting to get less money be-
cause I believe it is the best thing for
Australia. We do not seem to want to
learn by the errors made in Great Brit-
ain, New Zealand, and Canada. We must
follow along the same old line and go down
the drain.

Mr T. D. Evans: I did not see the
Heath Government rushing to repeal the
legislation.
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Dr DAflOUR: It has reached the point
of no return: it would be almost impos-
sible to change the scheme. The Junior
doctors in the United Kingdom at the mo-
ment are virtually on strike. So far, we
have been blessed in this country in not
having the medical profession strike, but
I can see with this system of medicine
coming in that something must happen.

Let us look at the doctor who Is In pri-
vate Practice-the surgeon who goes, to
work In a hospital as a registrar. When he
was In private practice, he did 10 opera-
tions a day, but because he is now in a
hospital, his work load gets less and less
and he has less incentive. This is a fact.
As a result, we will find that we will have
long waiting lists for operations In hos-
pitals, such as they have in Great Britain
and New Zealand where for an operation
for cancer of the breast-what the dear
Leader of the Opposition was harping
about earlier this afternoon-they have
waiting lists of six months and perhaps
longer. But it will be too late then, as it is
too late in Great Britain, to change the
system.

Mr Davies: That is quite wrong.
Mr Skidmnore: That does not necessarily

mean it will happen here. On what do
you base that sort of assumption?

Dr DADOUR: I have just stated that
my assumption follows what has been the
experience in Great Britain. I believe that
within two years, three Years, or four
years, this will be the situation. Let us look
at what is called the standard hospital
bed. The pensioners have access to these
beds at the moment. When this scheme
comes in, there will be great competition
from all and sundry to get those beds
because people will not be prepared to
stay in a hospital benefits organisation. to
cover them for private treatment.

Mr Davies: From where did you get
your information relating to pensioners?
On what do you base your assumption and
what do you use as your figure?

Dr DADOtJR: We know that the pen-
sioners will not be refused treatment at
public hospitals.

Mr Davies: What Is your authority for
saying that Pensioners may not have ac-
cess to public ward beds?

Dr DADOUR: I corrected that; I origin-
ally said it round the other way. However,
there will be competition and we will then
find overloading of our present hospital
beds.

But what Is going to happen to the
Private sector? People will not want to
remain with a hospital benefits organisa-
tion because it means more money out of
their pockets which Probably would not
be tax deductible because they would be
entitled to so-called free treatment at
Public ward level.

Let us see what the Government will
provide. It will provide $18 Per bed occu-
pied per day under the Medibank scheme.
The cost at the main teaching hospital is
over $100 per head per day.

Mr T. D. Evans: What does the Aus-
tralian Government provide now?

Dr DADOUR: It provides $2 per day
for an ordinary bed, and $5 per day for
pensioners.

Mr . D. Evans: It will increase the
amount to $18 per day.

Dr DADOUR: For many years it was
$2 per day. Despite the $18 we will still
have to pa the greater proportion, be-
cause it does not amount to a 50 per cent
grant. The actual cost is much higher.
Queensland has been offered the sum of
$40 million, because it has had a form of
free hospitalisation for a number of years.
That State Government has borne the
cost, so the Commonwealth will pay
Queensland half of the cost of running
private hospitals.

There Is nothing selfish in the refusal
of doctors to accept the Medibank scheme.
As I said before, my own income and the
incomes of all general practitioners and
specialists will become larger, because we
will not be the conscience of what we
charge the patient if the Medibank scheme
is introduced. We will be charging the
Government, and because of that the posi-
tion will be the same as that of a person
who tries to take the Taxation Depart-
ment for a dollar and avoids taxation. If
he Is caught all that will be said Is, "Bad
luck". The doctors will be charging the
Government, and I believe that as a result
they will derive greater Incomes. That is
a fact, and no-one can deny it.

Because of this kind of attitude that will
be adopted after the introduction of the
Medibank scheme, the work load of each
doctor will become less. He almost becomes
a servant of the State. Because the work
load of a doctor becomes less, the people
will not be able to get their choice of
doctors as readily as they can now. They
will not be able to obtain a second opinion,
and they will be stuck with the one doctor
unless they give three months' notice.

The third part of the quality of patient
care is the choice of hospital and the time
of operation by the surgeon. All of this
will be jeopardised. The fourth part of the
quality of patient care Is the basic right of
total privacy In conversation, consultation,
accommodation, and documentation of Ill-
ness. This will be jeopardised In one way
or another, because there will be very many
people looking after a patient.

We are left in the air In regard to many
aspects of the Medibank scheme. All that
we have been told Is that the Common-
wealth will provide $18 per day per bed.
It has not spelt out anything In relation to
the pharmacists or pharmaceutical lines.
This Is still very much in the air. I wonder
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when the Commonwealth will make a
direction that a patient cannot have more
than a certain number of consultations Per
year. That is a possibility, because under
the pensioner health scheme if a doctor
sees a pensioner too often he Is soon told
by the Commonwealth Government. Often
doctors are told by the Commonwealth that
they are seeing their pensioner patients too
often, and the doctors have to justify what
they do. I suggest the same will apply to
ordinary patients under the Medibank
schemne.

Too much criticism has been levelled
against the doctors about this matter. I
am pointing out that the main reason most
doctors are opposed to the scheme Is based
on the experiences of Great Britain, New
Zealand, and Canada which is following
the same pattern. I predict that within
two or three years the cost will amount to
10 per cent of the gross national product
of this country; and that represents a
great deal of money. The cost will virtu-
ally cripple our country. If there is a
change in the Federal Government I won-
der whether it will be possible to retrieve
the position.

I fully support the action of the Premier,
the Cabinet, and the Ministers when they
rejected the Medibank scheme out of hand
and tried to negotiate for better benefits
for the people of Western Australia. I
see no reason for the amendment to the
Address-In-Reply moved by the Leader of
the Opposition to be agreed to. 1, for one,
am a firm believer in private enterprise.
I also believe that the rapport between the
doctor and the patient Is a most Important
factor and should be preserved. Possibly
it is the most important factor of any
medical treatment. I believe all this Is In
jeopardy and will be destroyed by the Medi-
bank scheme, which is better known as the
national health scheme.

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park) [9.50 p.m.]:
In supporting the amendment I will ad-
dress myself briefly to the first Paragraph
relating to the attitude of the Government
and the difficult Position in which it has
placed His Excellency the Governor, be-
cause of the words he was forced to mouth
on its behalf. The Premier tendered a very
tame apology, and that Is understandable.
Probably he has had all his public rela-
tions officers, including Mr W. W. Mitchell,
working on research Into the various
Speeches. He had to go back to 1956 to
find two very minor breaches, In one of
which the Governor or whoever repre-
sented him at the opening of Parliament
said, "MY Ministers". He spoke on behalf
of his Ministers, and made it clear the
speech was not his.

In the Governor's Speech there is no
apology for what the Government is doing.
There is no morality In that sort of ap-
proach. If the present Government has an
opportunity to write another Governor's
Speech for the opening of Parliament we

hope it will ensure that whoever conducts
the opening of Parliament will not be
Placed in such a similar difficult position.

in regard to the Medibank scheme the
only thing that emerged from the debate
was that Government members had an
appalling lack of knowledge of the scheme.
I do not have a great deal of knowledge
of it, but I am sure that the two speakers
opposite from whom we heard know less
than I do. The contribution by the Prem-
ier was appalling, because he used the
occasion to deride the Australian Gov-
ernment. He put on his record No. 6 or No.
7, which we have heard so often before.
He got into the groove, and that seems
to be his answer to all criticisms of this
Government. He gave no indication as to
whether he believed the Medibank scheme
would meet the needs of Western Austra-
lia.

He did not deal at all with the savings
to the people arising from the reduced
hospital benefit contributions; and he did
not deal with the position of the outback
people who are now getting standard Gov-
ernment ward accommodation, hut hav-
ing to insure themselves for it. The people
of Carnarvon, Kununurra, Wyndham,
Derby and Port Hedland will all be getting
free hospital accommodation under Medi-
bank, and will not have to contribute
$2.85 per week to insure themselves. This
aspect does not seem to get through to
Country Party members, or to other Gov-
ernment members.

It is not only the people of the metro-
politan area who are involved; there are
hundreds of people in the country areas
who will benefit from it, and all of them
arc now using standard hospital accom-
modation. The accommodation they are
supposed to be deriding is said to be not
good enough for them or for the people of
Western Australia; but it is the very same
accommodation that Is now being used by
them and provided In first-class hospitals
throughout the length and breadth of the
State. The difference is that the people
now are forced to insure themselves for
this accommodation, but under the Medi-
bank scheme they will be saving $2.85 per
week.

Mr Young: The cost to the people will
be $10 a week If we calculate the increase
in taxes.

Mr DAVIES: It is not a free scheme; it
is not a nationalised scheme;, and it is not
a socialistic scheme. To back up what I
am saying I refer to the editorial in The
Australian of the 1st March. It will do
members opposite good to read that editor-
ial because it does away with the bias. In
that respect the member for Sublaco was
unfortunate, because this evening he
seemed to have suffered a double bias, and
I hope he can find a doctor to cure him.
He is being biased as a Liberal
and he is as biased as a doctor,
and these two aspects are inhibiting his
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usual objectivity in dealing with matters
concerning health. He and I have had arg-
umients on health matters, but we have a
great deal in common. I am afraid that
In view of what he said tonight he will
have to find someone to cure him of his
double bias.

The member for Mundaring has detailed
the action taken in regard to previous
elections. The proposal for a national
health scheme did not start at the last
election or the one before that in 1969. It
goes back to the time when the Senate ap-
pointed a Select Committee to inquire into
this matter on the 3rd September, 1968.

Part of the submission from the Austra-
lian Medical Association to that Select
Committee was-

A danger point has now been
reached as a growing number of con-
tributors fail to provide adequate
cover, either because they cannot af-
ford the Increased contributions or
because they feel that the government
is not carrying its share of the burden
of increased hospital charges.

That was the stage reached when the
Select Committee was appointed in 1968.
So, this is not a new proposal.

On the 25th September, 1989, the com-
mittee presented an interim report: and
on the 2nd June, 1970, it presented a
final report. On the 18th April, 1968, the
then Minister for Health (Dr Forbes) an-
nounced the appointment of Mr Justice
Nimmo's committee of inquiry into health
insurance; and on the 25th March, 1969,
the report of' that committee was tabled
in Parliament. There was the Federal Par-
liament which realised that a problem ex-
isted, and did something about the matter.
First of all it appointed a Select Commit-
tee, and then a committee of Inquiry un-
der the chairmanship of Mr Justice Nimmo
into Australia's health insurance.

Mr Sibson: Nothing wrong with that,
Mr DAVIES: I agree there is nothing

wrong with that, If it was genuine
and believed there was some reason for
the appointment of a committee, then
after the committee had made Its recom-
mendations it should have acted on
some of them. John Gorton tried to do
that, but as a result he is still trying to
remove the knife from his back. He can-
not find a doctor to take the knife out.

The Nimmo committee agreed that
standard ward care in the public hospitals
should be made available by the States to
every member of the community regard-
less of means. This is exactly what is
happening. It is also what the Senate Sel-
ect committee and the Nimmo committee
have recommended. The Nimmo commit-
tee added that the Commonwealth should,
to use its words, "supervise and financially
support a hospital scheme which will en-
able contributors to maintain Insurance
In standard ward tables without financial
hardships" and ensure "that payments

made to hospitals on behalf of pensioners
will be placed on an agreed footing, hav-
ing regard to the amounts received by
hospitals from standard ward patients".

We wanted some action. On the 4th
March, 1970, the then Federal Minister
for Health (Dr Forbes) undertook that the
Government would continue its examina-
tion of the important issues raised by
those recommendations, and actively pur-
sue negotiations with the States.

There was a discussion between the
officers of the States and the Federal Gov-
ernment on the 2nd April, 1970. and that
was reported to me in a minute from the
Director of Administration of the Public
Health Department when I became the
Minister and he recommended that the
hospital charges be raised.

The report to me was made in May, 1971.
He reported to me that they had not
heard a word from the Commonwealth
in regard to the recommendations of the
Nimmro committee, or a word from the
Commonwealth on the meeting between
the States and the Commonwealth on the
2nd April, 1970. They were not likely to
hear a word, because the Federal Govern-
ment was Liberal, and would not have
the nerve, despite what Mr Gorton said,
to try to upset the lucrative arrangements
which were applying at the time. it
did not have the nerve to do that, and so
it did nothing.

It was not only the Government in 1969
which propounded this. In 1972 the Labor
Government was elected, having as a vital
part of its platform this very issue. In
May of last year that Government was
re-elected, again with this issue as part
of its platform. The Australian Govern-
ment knew that if hospital costs kept on
escalating and nothing was done about it
we would not be able to keep on increas-
ing the premiums under private health
insurance.

My own premium has increased from
something like $24 a quarter to $53 a
quarter. How many families can afford to
go on paying such high premiums to en-
sure they have hospital cover?

Mr Sodeman: What is the cost in New
Zealand?

Mr DAVIES: I am not concerned about
New Zealand, Canada, Brazil, South Africa,
Ethiopia, or Abyssinia, I am concerned
about the kind of treatment dished out to
people in this State and I want the best
treatment at the lowest possible cost. 'That
is what Medibank is aimned at. If members
opposite could get the bias out of their eyes
and look at the scheme objectively they
would see that it is possible under the
scheme.

Mr Sodeman: You are not biased?
Mr DAVIES: Of course I am biased, but

I hope I am biased in a better direction,
and that I am led by better pressure
groups than are those on the other aide.
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Mr Sodernan: That is an assumption
to which you are entitled.

Mr DAVIES: We come back to the ques-
tion: what are we going to do? The Gov-
ernment can do nothing about the medical
side because after the 1st July this be-
conies a fait accompli. It will not be
achieved in the way the Australian Gov-
ernment wanted it to be achieved, because
the Senate, being terribly shrewd and
clever, threw out the legislation to enable
the levy to be imposed, and it would have
been a reasonable one. I would have been
Paying less than I am now under the pre-
sent system and I would have welcomed it
because it would have cut my amount to
about half and probably would have been
less still unless I wanted to take out private
insurance. As I said, the Senate was very
clever; it cut that off. At the same time
it cut off any money which would have
been available to the Australian Govern-
ment to bridge the Private insurance
companies from the time the new scheme
took over until they decided the way in
which they would operate.

So, once again having their biased blink-
ers on, members of the Senate did the
worst Possible thing they could for the
Australian public.

We now come back to the situation in
Western Australia. Everyone presumes that
it is Possible for a Person to consult the
doctor he wants, go to the hospital he
wants, have the operation he wants, at the
time he wants: but that is far from the
truth. If I want to consult a specialist
probably I would have to wait six weeks.
People come into my office and ask me if
I can obtain an earlier appointment than
they have obtained because they have six
weeks to wait.

Mr Clarko: It is a lot better than six
months as it will be under the new scheme.

Mr DAVIES: The honourable member
must be talking about Nyasaland or
Ethiopia, because It is certainly not the
position as I found it In Britain. I can
supply operating lists I brought back from
that country. However, I wvant to devote
my limited time to the Western Australian
position. The ideal situation which we
would like is just not attainable. We can
go to the hospital where our doctor oper-
ates and can receive treatment when he
is ready. We are completely at his mercy.
We often have to wait far longer than is
desirable so the situation at present is far
from ideal.

Referring to the opportunity to visit a
doctor of our choice, I can quote an ex-
perience my wife had. After I grizzled to
her about her constant coughing she rang
the centre to which we usually go and
asked for an appointment to see Dr X. She
was given one for two days hence at 9.30
on the Thursday morning which she said
was not convenient. She was then given

an appointment for 12 o'clock on the fol-
lowing day, and was told that she could
not see Dr X on Thursday or Friday be-
cause he was on holidays. She accepted the
appointment with Dr Y for 12 o'clock on
Friday. She arrived at the surgery and
waited for an hour after which She was
informed by the receptionist that all the
doctors had gone to lunch and there would
be no more appointments until after lunch.
She wanted to know what had happened
to her appointment because one had been
made for her at 12 o'clock. She was in-
formed she could come back at 2.30 when
it might be possible to fit her in, but not
with Dr Y. She could see Dr Z then.

She returned at 2.30, and at 3.30 she saw
a doctor, but It was not Dr Z, but Dr A.
That made a total of four doctors who were
involved and she spent the best part of a
day in the surgery. This is the kind of
freedom of choice we are getting.

Mr Clarko: That is an argument against
Medibank because the situation will be
worse than that.

Mr DAVIES: According to everyone the
scheme will be badly abused. We are all
going to rush to the doctors because we
have nothing else to do. We will slip into
the doctor, show our card, and ask for a
check-up, Of course such a contention Is
nonsense. People do not visit a doctor to
fill In half an hour, but because they are
ill, and there will be no more visits under
the new scheme than under the old one,
That is all bunkum.

I am getting off the point again. The
fact remains that our freedom of choice Is
a myth under the present system. If we
are patient we can see the doctor we want
and go to the hospital we choose to attend,
but often we must wait.

The hospitals in Western Australia are In
a serious financial position, and I
do not blame the Premier one little
bit for trying to obtain the best
possible deal for them. If I were
Minister for Health I would be doing
exactly the same thing. What I do blame
the Minister for Is his inactivity. If a
scheme like this were In the offing and I
wanted to argue with members of the Com-
monwealth Government, I would be Into
them, head and shoulders, not waiting to
be Invited. I would be over there asking
them when they were intending to answer
our correspondence. I would be asking
them questions concerning the position and
when I could expect to hear from them.

Of course It Is too late now to take part
In the scheme on the 1st July. The reason
for this Is terribly simple and the Minister
should know it. He knows that if any
change is to be made in medical fund
benefits at least three months' notice must
be given, That Is why if hospital charges
are raised in June they cannot be applied
until September. Three months' grace
must be allowed before the new rates are
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applied. That Is the very simple explana-
tion concerning the deadline. Everyone in
the Medical Department would know It
even If the Premier and the Minister did
not. It is a very simple fact of life.

Because under this scheme, at the request
Of doctors, we can continue to run private
hospitals, the hospital funds must have the
Opportunity to adjust their premiums and
refunds. That Is the simple explana-
tion so do not let us blame anyone for
not telling us about a date. Everyone
should have known the date, and if he
did not he was slipping.

The tact remains that In the Press In
January the Western Australian Govern-
ment gave an emphatic "No" to Common-
wealth hospital moves. That was on the
15th January and there was some talk
about the move being rejected. The paper
said, referring to the State Government-

It has also rejected the suggested
form of agreement proposed by the
Federal Minister for Social Security
Mr Hayden. to the State Minister for
Health, Mr Baxter.

However, the Acting Premier, Mr
McPharlin,-

One of the amiazing things about this mat-
ter Is that the poor old Minister does not
say very much. The statements are made
by the Premier, the Acting Premier, or
someone else in his stead. On this occasion
It was the Acting Premier (Mr McPharlin).
The article continues--

-said yesterday that WA would be
Prepared to discuss the early imple-
mentation of any new arrangement
that would be acceptable to the State
and Federal governments without en-
tailing major administrative changes.

The concern, it will be noted, was not
about costs, but about an agreement
which would not entail major adminis-
trative charges. The article continues-

The State Government had submit-
ted several proposals to the Federal
Government for its consideration.

The State Government believed that
any agreement should Indicate clearly
that resultant savings to the State
should not be set off against financial
assistance grants.

This is something of which we must
always be careful. It Is no good our saving
$20 million in one corner If the next time
at a Premiers' Conference we are penalised
by $20 million because we received that
amount for hospitals. This is a reasonable
request and one with which I would agree
at any time.

However, later Press cuttings Indicate
that far from being anxious to talk to the
Australian Government about Medibank,
the Western Australian Government has
been waiting for the other Ministers to

move, because in The West Australian of
the 13th March this year was the follow-
ing-

In Perth Yesterday the State Health
Minister, Mr Baxter-

In one of his rare utterances-
-said that Mr Hayden was attempt-
ig to create panic with his state-
ments on Medibank. He said Mr
Hayden had offered to meet him next
Tuesday to discuss Medibank, but he
had declined the offer because it did
not leave time to organise a meeting
that would include the NSW and Vic-
torian Health Ministers as well.

Mr Skidmnore: But they had already
made up their minds I thought.

Mr DAVIES: So we are told. The fact
remains that Western Australia has waf-
fled on and on with this. A great many
concessions have already been made to the
scheme as It was originally proposed and
yet after all this time-the Government
should have been well enough informed
that it would have to make a decision by
the 1st March-it let the opportunity slide
from its grip so that every Western
Australian for at least another three
months will have to pay his full hospital
benefit insurance. I consider that adver-
isemnents should be placed in the Paper to
ensure that People know the situation.

At present the Western Australian Gov-
ernment gets from the Australian Govern-
ment the totally Inadequate amount of
$5 a day for every pensioner. My prede-
cessor, and 1. as Minister, took this matter
up time and time again at Ministers' con-
ferences with the previous Liberal Gov-
ernments and I understand it has been
taken up with the Present Government.
This is a totally inadequate sum when the
cost of keeping a patient in Royal Perth
Hospital is something like $69.18 a day.
It is obvious who is providing the free
medical benefit for the pensioner patients.

The last figures given to me Indicated
that the ratio was roughly 30 per cent
pensioner-patients, 10 per cent Aborigines.
and 60 Per cent Caucasians: that Is. white
people. if we want to be indelicate. The
amount for pensioners is $5 a day which
falls far short of the actual cost. Unless
they were In a subsidised medical scheme
-and the procedures required for that are
almost frightening-Aborigines and those
not in any scheme at all received an
amount of 80c a day. For those who were
insured the Commonwealth Government
paid $2 a day and the fund made up the
balance.

The Commonwealth Government first
paid that $2 a day on the 1st January,
1958. and it has not altered the amount
since then, so what extra benefit we have
been getting from the insurance funds has
come from our premiums.
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The Commonwealth Government has
been fully appreciative of the fact that it
must do something about raising the sub-
scription. It now indicates that it will pay
$16 a day and half the operating costs,
less revenue, which works out for this
State to something like $20 million a year.
That is a sizable sum of money which
could be injected into health services in
Western Australia.

It is true there has been some concern
about private hospitals. For a very long
time they have been an integral part of
the hospital system in Western Australia,
and I am sure they will continue to be. At
the Present time, if one goes into a private
hospital the Australian Government pays
only $2 a day and the hospital fund pays
the balance. Under its proposals, the Com-
monwealth Government will pay $18 a day
and one can insure oneself for the bal-
ance; so if one wants to take out private
Insurance it will be much cheaper than it
is now-much cheaper than the $2.85 per
family Per week component of the present
Premiurn.

I do not know what the amount is pro-
Posed to be but the medical component is
taken out. Because the charge will prob-
ably be $45 a day, as it Is now in most of
the hospitals, one will have to insure one-
self for the difference between $18 and $45,
which is $27; so the premium will be much
cheaper.

Roughly 20 per cent of the acute beds
in Western Australia are private beds.
Altogether, the Government has a grand
total of 7 016 beds In Western A.ustralia.
The ratio is Quite good. Perhaps we are
oversupplied in some areas and under-
supplied in other areas, but we will never
reach the ideal position where we always
have a vacant bed at the closest hospital
at the moment one wants it. The '7 018
beds are made up of 2 188 in the teaching
hospitals, 3 335 in the nonteaching hos-
pitals, and 1 493 amongst the nursing
homes. That is a considerable number
of beds and a considerable cost is involved
in running them.

I might mention to those members who
have country electorates that I am quot-
ing from the annual report of the Medical
Department for the year ended the 30th
June, 1973. The 1974 report has been tabled
but I am not quoting from it because
someone might want to check my figures
and it is easier to obtain a copy of the
printed report than the report which has
been tabled.

There are something like '73 nonteaching
ing hospitals in the country areas and every
one of them has standard ward acconmmo-
dation which will be available free of
charge. The Deputy Premier can get a bed
at the new hospital at Dalwallinu free of
charge under the Medibank scheme. People
who are on the bread line will probably
welcome the fact that they do not have to
pay $2.85 a family a week in medical in-
surance.

(6)

What does it matter where the money
comes from-whether it comes from gen-
eral revenue as does finance for education
and social services or whether it comes
from direct taxation? It is a sizeable sum
but if we are getting value for it and
keeping people healthy, surely that is what
counts. The only reason more is not being
spent is that the Commonwealth Govern-
ment has not raised its subsidy since the
1st January, 1958. The Commonwealth
Government is a cheapskate. The Previous
Government did not play the game and I
can understand the present Government
not saying, "We will up the ante for you."
It wants to set up a system which is more
equitable and better for everybody con-
cerned and which will provide a better
service. It is doing a tremendous amount
in the spheres of Aboriginal health, com-
munity health, mental health, supplying
artificial limbs, and helping quadriplegics.
In every area it is putting money where
it has been needed for many years.

One criticism which I do not wholly sup-
port is that the people asking for assis-
tance have to prove their case, submit too
many reports, and provide too many sub-
stantiating facts. I would expect them to
do that. I would not say, "You want $1
million? Right-o." A Government cannot
be run in that manner. Once the scheme
gets going we will know where we are. The
criticism is not that the State Government
is trying to get the best possible deal-I
would be critical of it if it were not-but
that it does not seem Lo know what Is
going on and seems to be reluctant to tell
us what kind of a deal it is doing. The only
thing we know about it is that the Gov-
ernment is trying to ensure that any money
made available is not offset against future
grants. That is about the only fact we
know. I thought we might have been given
tonight a hint or two as to the areas where
the Government considers the scheme falls
down.

At other times and in other places I
have been critical of the minister for
Social Security (Mr Hayden) because I did
not think he had made himself readily
available to the AMA and other groups
who wanted to argue with him. I did some
research into the matter and found I was
quite wrong. He has increasingly made
himself available. Indeed, some of the
modifications that have been made to the
scheme have been directly due to AMA re-
presentations, and these deal with people
who want additional private health insur-
ance being able to contribute to private
funds. Full benefits for medical services in
private hospitals will be provided. The bed
subsidy payable to patients in private hos-
pitals has been increased by 30 per cent,
and the Australian Government has agreed
to defer measures and drop premium pay-
ments designed to encourage doctors to bill
the Health insurance Commission direct.
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I will not go over the medical part again
because the only change to the existing
system is that there is an extra way in
which the doctor can claim, in that he can
bill the Government direct if he wishes,
in which case he will be charged 15 per
cent but he will save himself that in ad-
ministrative costs.

I do not know what the doctors are
cavilling about. They can make a lot of
noise. I am beginning to be suspicious of
them. Do they think perhaps the Gov-
ernment will be able to check on their
earnings? Perhaps that is something the
Government has not previously been able
to do effectively. I paint out that the
Government has undertaken to pass legis-
lation providing for secrecy, which did
not exist before, We were astounded to
find that under the previous Government
something like 33 different sources or
agencies had access to Government in-
formation. One could go to the Depart-
ment of Social Security and find out all
kinds of information-whether flavies was
a good credit risk, or whether he had ever
received social security payments. Under
the present Government, that information
will not be available. The Government has
promised to bring in legislation to ensure
it is not available. I am sure the Govern-
ment will accept any amendments the
opposition might want to propose to
ensure we have the tightest possible
security around information of any kind
which may be put through computers
belonging to the Government.

In the hospitals themselves, one thing
will follow which has been agreed to by
every Australian Minister for Health over
a number of years; that is, the system
of honoraries will be done away with
and doctors who attend at hospitals will
be paid for their services. We are long
past the time when we mnust rely on
the charity of doctors for treatment.
Surely either the State or the Common-
wealth can afford to ensure that doctors
do not have to go along to hospitals to
treat patients on a charitable basis and
that they are properly paid for their ser-
vices. Under the Medibank scheme it is
proposed they shall be paid on a ses-
sional fee or contractual basis, and I
believe there Is a possibility of a fee for
service basis.

Pensioners, who are now deprived Of
the complete scope of medical attention,
will have exactly the same medical at-
tention as is available to me or anyone
else in this H-ouse. They will be able to
go to the doctor and the doctor will re-
ceive the full fee that he is able to charge
me. There will be no 20 per cent reduc-
tion because the Patient is a pensioner.
If the doctor wants to refer the pensioner
to a specialist he may do so. He will not
have to send the pensioner patient to
the Royal Perth Hospital, where the
patient will have to sit in the corridor

f or hours. The pensioner will have the
same treatment as every member of this
House receives.

The Treasury will be better off. This is
a matter we must look at carefully but
since 1972 we have had a chance to
define attitudes towards any changes
which may be made. When we sent
officers to Canberra in April, 1970, to dis-
cuss with the previous Liberal-Country
Party Government the recommendations
of the Nirnmo report, which are about
to come into force in some States of
Australia, we had some inkling of what
was going on and what to expect. We can-
not sit back and say, "We cannot join be-
cause you have not told us what is going
on." That is no excuse. These matters
have existed for years, and no-one has
taken any action in regard to them.

I do not believe the Government has
a leg to stand on. I believe the public
in Western Australia-not only the lower
income bracket which we mention in our
proposed amendment but also particularly
the many hundreds of people resident in
the country who use the country hospitals
-will be Penalised if the Government does
not join this scheme. The Government has
lagged for too long. It is time it moti-
vated itself. Let us not wait to see what
the other States are going to do. Let us
get the best deal for Western Australia.
Let us get on with the job immediately
and ensure that we do not miss out for
a~nother three months on something which
is badly needed in Western Australia and
has been needed for a long time.

MR BERTRAM (Mt. Hawthorn) (10.29
p.m.]:. The Opposition would not be worth
its salt if It did not move an amendment
a-long the lines of the present amend-
ment. The State Government has with-
out a doubt placed His Excellency the
Governor in an embarrassing position and
in a way it certainly should not have done.
We say the Government has done this
but most of us on this side of the House
are of the belief that the architect of
this practice is really the Premier him-
self and that the rest are simply follow-
ing along in his wake.

The first part of the amendment-and I
propose to speak principally to this--says
that the Opposition regrets that the
Government inexcusably placed His Excel-
lency In a false position by preparing
a speech intended to be used improperly
as a means of criticising the Aus-
tralian Government. So far the only
attempt to defend the Governor's Speech
has been put forward by the Premier.
and what a poor effort that was. He
dug back over a decade to find what he said
was a comparable situation.

Mr Carr: it Is a pity he didn't go back
to 1953 to see what was said then.

Mr BERTRAM: I think he went back to
1955. It might have been 1936; but no
matter when it was he certainly went back
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many years and referred to an occasion
which, if I heard hbn correctly, was an
instance of the Parliament of this State-
and not just one of the Parties in the
Parliament-protesting against Menzies
who was at that time, and had been for
many years prior to It-and did so for
years thereafter-putting a noose around
the neck of the economy of this State
and precluding it from developing in
the manner in which it should have been
allowed to develop.

That Is not a comparable situation at all.
The Premier Is aware of our Standing Ord-
ers. He is aware of the provisions of the
Parliamentary Privileges Act. Being aware
of those provisions, he has said, "We will
put these things Into His Excellency's
Speech and all the members of the Oppos-
ition will have to go to the Upper House to
hear It. They will be a captive audience.
We will attack their colleagues in the Aus-
tralian Parliament and they will be able to
do nothing about it. We will abuse Stand-
tIg Orders and do this through the Gover-
nor's Speech." That Is really an abuse of
tradition and custom, and It destroys the
dignity of the Parliament. This is not an
Isolated case because we have seen recently
other Instances In which tradition and con-
vention have been tossed cut of the
window. I will name a few.

Mr O'Connor: Like the Speaker In Can-
berra,

Mr BERTRAM; I will give the Illustra-
tions I intend to give. First we had the
extraordinary case of Premier Lewis of New
South Wales who, for reasons which could
only be based on hatred and mischief, de-
parted from a long-standing convention.

Sir Charles Court: Did he?
Mr BERTRAM: Yes, he did; and instead

of appointing a Labor person to fill a
vacancy In the Senate, as has been done on
many occasions, he tore up that convention
and, In effect, broke the law in a moral
sense.

Mr Clarko: He broke no law.
Sir Charles Court: There was no pre-

cedent.
Mr BERTRAM: I am talking about

moral law.
Sir Charles Court: There was no pre-

cedent.
Mr BERTRAM: Oh, nonsense.
Mr Jamieson: There was a precedent

last year in this State.
Mr BERTRAM: Premier Lewis tore up

the moral law with the tacit approval of
this State Government and departed from
convention and tradition.

Mr Clarko: That is not moral law by
any definition.

Mr Jamiesoni: Of course it is.
Mr Clarko: You don't know what moral

law Is.

Mr Jamieson: You don't know what
morality is,

Mr BERTRAM: The member for Ear-
rinyup should know by now that if there
is an understanding between people, wheth-
er they be Individuals or political parties in
or out of Parliament, then one just does
not depart from that understanding when-
ever one feels like it,

Mr Clarko: That is not moral law In any
dictionary In the world.

Mr BERTRAM: Whether or not It is
moral law, It is what I am talking about.

Mr Clarko: Thank you; you may pro-
ceed.

Sir Charles Court: Tell us about the
Gair affair.

Mr Jamnieson: That had nothing to do
with this. He could have been replaced
by somebody the Premier in Queensland
wanted to replace him with.

The SPEAKER: I think we should avoid
conversations across the Chamber and
allow the member for Mt. Hawthorn to
proceed.

Mr BERTRAM: Thank you, Sir. The
Tonkin Government was faced with a com-
parable situation when a. Country Party
member wished to retire or resign only a
year or so ago and it was approached by
the Country Party, the National Alliance,
or whatever It is for the time being called,
and asked whether It would follow preced-
ent and appoint a Country Party member
to fill the vacancy in view of the fact that
Parliament was prorogued. That Govern-
ment raised no query. It did what we
would call the right thing. However, Mr
Lewis did the wrong thing and he was
aided and abetted by the Premier of West-
ern Australia.

That is one instance. I now turn to an-
other. When one has a captive audience
one does not abuse that privilege. When
one attends a citizenship ceremony one does
not start politicking-at least we on this
side of the House have not done so in the
City of Stirling In my memory, and I have
attended many such ceremonies. However,
only the other night the Minister for Immi-
gration-and I am sorry he Is not present
at the moment-attended a citizenship
ceremony in the City of Stirling and did
precisely that. He threw away customs,
traditions, and conventions and did not care
two hoots about the fact that he had a cap-
tive audience. He said, "I will tell you,
and you are going to listen to me", just like
the Prenier did when be said to this House,
"You are a captive audience and I will tear
apart your colleagues in Canberra; you
will not be able to answer me In another
place because you cannot Interject and you
certainly cannot make a speech; you are
tied and gagged, and I will abuse my priv-
ilege."

Mr O'Connor: Is this related to the
amendment?
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Mr BERTRAM: The Minister for Immi-
gration. was so antagonistic at the citizen-
ship ceremony that members of the audi-
ence walked out; and then he alleged that
the MHR for Perth (Mr Berinson) bad put
on a turn by Insisting upon having preced-
ence over the Minister for ]immigration.
That does not happen to be true at all, and
I would ask members to have regard to the
stinging reply by Mr Berinson in The West
Australian of a day or so ago. In his let-
ter he cleaned up the Minister for Immi-
gration in no uncertain manner, and also
indicated that a comment made by the
Minister In the same newspaper only the
day before contained lies. That is not al-
together unusual, as we have found In
recent and not so recent times. However,
more of that later.

What did we find? Last Thursday at the
opening of Parliament the member for
Balga asked a question of the Minister for
Immnlgratlcn, and he was asked to place
the question on the notice paper. of
course, he did not have time to do so, and
when he again wished to ask the question
without notice today the Minister was not
in the Chamber.

Mr O'Connor: At least it would not have
been completely without notice today, any-,
way.

Mr BERTRAM: As I understand the
position at the moment, the Minister for
Immigration has sent a letter of apology to
the City of Stirling. So he now confesses
his guilt and It seems Mr Berinson Is blame
free.

Mr O'Connor: That is not so.

Mr BERTRAM: Having established the
facts, that is another instance-and I
could go on indefinitely, but I do not pro-
pose to do so at this stage-of the Liberal-
Country Party members bringing Parlia-
ment Into contempt and tearing up the
rules and abusing traditions, customs, and
conventions for reasons best known to
themselves. They have destroyed the dig-
nity of this House.

Mr O'Connor: Poor old Mr Cope.

Mr BERTRAM: I think It is poor when
people abuse privileges. Let us consider
Standing Order 30 for a moment, As the
Premier would know, even If those who sit
beside and behind him do not know, that
Standing Order reads as follows-

On the receipt of the Message to
attend the Governor to hear his
Speech, the Speaker with the House
shall attend at the place appointed by
the Governor.

So members of the Opposition in this place
have no choice; they shall attend. The
Premier knows that.

Mr O'Neil: Did they all attend?

Mr BERTRAM: I am not sure whether
all members of the Government attended;
apparently they were not so thrilled about
what was in the Governor's Speech. I now
turn to Standing Order 70 which states-

If any Member has.-
Cd) persistently and wilfully re-

fused to conform to any
standing order; or

he may be named by the Speaker, or,
if any of the abovenamed offences has
been committed by a Member in Com-
mittee, by the Chairman.

So there is plenty of strength in that
Standing Order. There is a Standing Order
which makes it mandatory for members to
attend to hear the Governor's Speech, and
there is also provision that if the Stand-
ing Order is disobeyed the force of the law
can be brought to bear.

I turn now to the Parliamentary Privil-
eges Act, of which the Premier would also
be well aware. Section 6 states-

A member of either House may be
ordered by the House of which he is
a member to attend before either
House, or before any Committee of
either House, without summons.

So the House may, if necessary, and if it
wishes, and if the Government has the
numbers-as it has in this case-force
members who show an inclination to re-
main here to proceed to the other House
to listen to the Governor's Speech. Section
8 of the same Act states-

Each Rouse of the said Parliament
is hereby empowered to punish in a
summary manner as for contempt by
fine according to the Standing Orders
of either House, and in the event of
such fine not being immediately paid,
by imprisonment in the custody of its
own officer in such place within the
Colony as the House may direct until
such fine shall have been paid, or until
the end of the then existing session
or any portion thereof, any of the of-
fences hereinafter enumerated whether
committed by a member of the House
or by any other person-

Then follows a long list of offences. The
first reads as follows-

Disobedience to any order of either
House or of any Committee duly
authorised in that behalf to attend
6r to produce papers, books, re-
Cords, or other documents, before
the House or such Committee, un-
less excused by the House in
manner aforesaid.

So those are the mandatory rules, and they
are backed up by strong enforcement Pro-
visions. If members of the Opposition
should seek to avoid being forced to go to
the other place and be subjected to this
sort of harangue, they can be severely
dealt with. Does anyone suggest that situa-
tion is fair?
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The Speech comes from the mouth of
the Governor, although in fact it is the
Premier speaking. The public are as-
sembled in the gallery. The Speech could
be broadcast on radio and television. But
the Opposition is denied the opportunity
either to interject or to say anything at
all or probably even to leave the Upper
House while the Speech is being made. Is
that fair? Which member of the Govern-
ment suggests that is a fair dealing? it
is a further abuse of the Standing Orders,
it is an abuse of tradition, and it is also
an indication of the lengths to which the
Premier will go to vent his hatred against
members on this side of the House and
what they represent.

So much for that aspect of the amend-
ment before the House. I turn for a mo-
ment to Medibank, and make one or two
comments. It seems to me singularly
strange that people who never utter a word
on social questions suddenly find them-
selves very concerned about Medibank
when it is related to their pockets. I
would be far more impressed with the
opponents of this scheme if they concerned
themselves with social questions, generally,
from time to time, and did not concern
themselves with selfish self-interest.

Once again in this debate we have wit-
nessed the Premier showing his complete
and utter despair. One has only to listen
to him from time to time to realise the
utter despair he exudes and passes on to
the public. It is a pity that he does not
get on with something positive and seek to
give the State some leadership. It Is a
pity that he is obsessed with the Australian
political scene to such an extent that he is
not Prepared to come to grips with what
Is going on in this State and the job of
work thbat needs to be done within the
State. I only wish he would allow himself
to be brought into clearer focus in regard
to the standing In which he is held by his
Parliamentary colleagues. This would be
made manifest to him If he ever offered
himself as leader of the Federal Parliamen-
tary Liberal Party. If he did offer him-
self as a candidate for this position, from
what I can gather from the people who
walk around the street, I believe that about
50 Per cent of the people of this State
would be thrilled if he were successful in
being accepted. It would be interesting to
see if Mr Fraser would welcome him with
open arms.

During the time of the Tonkin Govern-
menit and since the coming to power of the
Whitlamn Qovernment, we have seen a situ-
ation going on and on and on. It is simply
this: that whatever the Australian Govern-
menit does, no matter how good it is, It
must be attacked. No constructive oppos-
ition; just attack. It must knock and
knock and then, when a new issue comes
along, attack and knock that. Then, after
a few months have elapsed the Idea Is to
gradually acknowledge what the Govern-
ment has done; gradually acknowledge that

various decisions made by the Government
-whether it be the Tonkin Government or
the WhItlamn Government-have turned out
to be correct.

However, because of the incessant non-
stop knocking, the People have reached the
belief that they cannot place any weight
on the arguments Put forward by the Oppo-
sition. The Opposition has put forward
all sorts of arguments against the Medi-
bank scheme but, in a few months' time.
the Western Australian Government will
comply with the Australian Government's
move in regard to Medibank and the pro-
posal will become a reality.

When another issue Is raised the Oppos-
ition will again make a great deal of noise.
The Premier, having no confidence in the
Liberal Party members In the Federal Gov-
ermnent, plays the role of a Federal mem-
ber In this State, and then we have the
spectacle of a Federal senator coining over
onto the State scene to interest himself
in the affairs of the State Parliament, be-
cause I take it that he does not have any
confidence In the members of the State
Parliamentary Liberal Party.

The point is that this continual hope-
lessness--this continual knocking and
attacking whatever Labor Government is
in office-destroys the credibility of the
Opposition because too often the Opposi-
tion has raised arguments against such
proposals as the Medibank scheme; has
then forgotten all about them, but subse-
quently adopts the very proposals it has
argued against. For the reasons I have
given, I support the amendment.

MR SIEmMORE (Swan) (10.50 P.m.]:
I support the amendment and I want to
deal initially with the first part in which
the wording suggests that His Excellency
the Governor has been Placed in a. false
Position by the Government preparing a
Speech intended to be used improperly as
a means of criticising the Australian Gov-
ernment.

One may say that a member of Parlia-
ment should at least keep his politicking
within the bounds of what could be con-
sidered as common parliamentary decency.
When one finds that the Governor Is
forced to read a Speech which has pure
Political content in many sections of it,
in my opinion, the embarrasment that is
placed upon the Governor is reprehen-
sible. It is an attitude I would not adopt
myself, and I find no comfort in the state-
ment made that some previous Govern-
ment of a Political colour different from
that of the present Government adopted
the same tactics. I condemn such tactics,
regardless of what Government uses them.

It would appear to me to be almost
tantamount to saying to the Governor,
'Whilst you hold your Position you are
there to expmess the thoughts of Her
Majesty the Queen." I therefore find my-
self being unable to accept that the Gov-
ernment should be required to express any
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criticism of the Australian Goverrnent
indulged in by members of Parliament. I
do not think that the Governor's Speech
is the proper place to make such criticism
at this moment. I refer to those sections
of the Governor's Speech where It was
stated that there was a disturbing increase
in unemployment during recent months
and that the Commonwealth Government
has refused to permit the exercise of the
State's constitutional prerogative in en-
tering upon the development and expan-
sian of vast projects.

I find myself unable to under-stand the
attitude of the Premier in this regard
when this evening it was brought to his
notice that a work force was unemployed
and the Premier was asked if he felt it
was his concern to deal with the question
of their unemployment. However, the
answer he gave was: No, that comes within
the Australian Government's Policy.
Nevertheless, Is this not precisely what the
Government has asked the Governor to
read in his Speech? However, one would
not think so when we realise that the
State Government has committed itself to
restore an acceptable level of Industrial
growth.

If the Government intends to restore an
acceptable level of industrial growth, ob-
viously it has to look after unemployment,
because surely to goodness that is what
the exercise is all about.

I merely wish to make the point that I
express regret that any Government-
whether it be a Labor or a Uiberal Govern-
ment--should place a Governor in the
position of having to make a political dis-
course on the efforts of any Government,
no matter what its political colour may
be. I condemn the Government for plac-
ing the Governor in such an embarrassing
position and I repeat my own personal
expression of regret that I happen to be
part of such a Government, albeit reluc-
tant; however, I have no opportunity to
take any part in the preparation of the
Speech that was made by the Governor,

Mr Blalkie: Do you like sporting pic-
tures?

Mr SKIDMORE: I have adopted a new
attitude this session, Mr Speaker; I will
try to refrain from answering stupid inter-
jections so that I will not be sidetracked.
However, I a-m quite prepared to answer
reasonable interjections to see whether
something constructive can emanate from
them.

Mr Blaikie: You seem to have the desire
to Prevent the Governor from witnessing
a football match.

Mr SKIDMORE: I will continue to deal
with the question before the Rouse. The
State Government is depriving the public
of Western Australia of the benefits of the
Medibank scheme because it will not ac-
cept the Australian Government's propos-
als, One may well ask: Is it a good scheme

or aL bad scheme? How do we analyse the
statements expressed by those on this side
of the House and decide that those argu-
ments in support of the scheme are wore
soundly based than the objections put
forward by members on the Government
side? One can only look at the wealth of
information that has been given to us by
the Press over many months. It has pub-
lished statemnents by various people; by
members not only of the Australian Gov-
erment, but also of the State Govern-
ment. Some statements made by members
on both sides are irresponsible. I, as a
member of Parliament, have to try to sift
out what I feel is the right attitude to
adopt in regard to the Australian Govern-
ment's Medibank scheme.

Many speakers made play on the point
that their concern was that the Medibank
scheme would develop into the same sort
of situation that now exists in regard to
the health scheme In Britain. I am sug-
gesting that some of the G~s who are
putting forward that line of thought are
certainly getting plenty of Press coverage,
but they are not being completely fair to
themselves, their patients, or to the scheme
Itself. The Medibank scheme is com-
pletely different from the health insurance
scheme In Great Britain and therefore we
cannot make a direct comparison of the
two schemes and be fair to the patients,
the doctors, and the scheme Itself.

I would like to go on and refer to some
of the Issues raised by other speakers to-
night because I feel that some comment Is
required. It has been suggested that the
minister for Social Security (Mr Hayden)
Is reluctant to give a costing of the scheme.
If I were the Minister In charge of this
legislation I would show a like reluctance
to give a costing of the scheme because
Mr Hayden has said repeatedly that the
costing is dependent on the question of how
many States will accept the scheme. At
no time has he ever said he will not give a
costing. In fact there are many Press re-
ports available which Indicate the Minister
has given an initial costing subject to all
the States accepting the hospital benefits
scheme. The costing would then have to
be upgraded to a given figure, but I will
not dwell on that because I do not know
why the State Government is so terribly
worried about the total cost of the scheme
inasmuch as, in reality, it Is faced only
with its financial commitment under the
scheme.

When we examine figures given to us by
speakers this evening, and flnd that under
the previous scheme the State received $2
per bed per day reimbursement and that
under the Proposed scheme it will receive
$18 per bed per day, it i~s rather
difficult to understand, based on figures
such as that, what opposition there could
be to accepting $18 as against $2 per bed
per day.

Mr Blaikie: Are you sure it is not $18?
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Mr SKIDMORE: I am not sure1 but I
understand the figure to be $18.

Mr Blaikie: I think you will find that
the Australian Government has given
the figure as $16.

Mr SKIDMORE: I would accept even
$16. In fact any amount over $2 would
have merit, provided of course that the
State is not faced with the situation of
having to upgrade hospitals, outpatient
services, and probably supply mare beds
because we could reach a situation where
many people who are genuinely denied
hospitalisation under the existing scheme
would find that, under the new scheme,
they are able to undergo operations that
are greatly belated.

Some ailments are not of a nature which
demand that a person be a physical wreck,
but the lives of those persons can be made
much easier. I refer specifically to the
question of men and women suffering from
varicose veins. This Is the type of oper-
ation which is put off time and time again.
People can put up with. -that aliment for
many years without having to have the
operation. So, it is possible there will be
a need for additional beds for those people
who seek hospital care under this scheme.

The Australian Government was aware
of the need for a national scheme and has
put forward a proposal to fund the State
Government In order to offset some of the
costs involved. An article appeared in
The West Australianh of the 23rd Febru-
ary, 1975, under the heading, "Medibank
a Shock for WA". The article, in part,
states--

The third factor affecting wallets in
WA Is the $11 million estimated amount
of additional hospital expenditure the
WA Government will have to meet next
financial year if it does not join the
scheme. The 1974-75 estimate was $9
million.

So, one 'would accept the sum of $11 mil-
lion as a figure which would not be un-
realistic, although it Is obvious that the
Government has not been able to check it
out as being completely accurate. How-
ever, it gives a fair estimate of the addit-
ional cost Involved and what the Austral-
ian Government has offered the State
Government as far as funding is concern-
ed. The Australian Government has said
it would give to the States an amount of
money which would offset those costs and,
in fact, it would give the States a greater
amount to allow them to undertake the
provision of extra facilities for people who
require hospitalisation.

Dr Cairns, the Australian Treasurer, has
listed the losses to the States which do not
participate in the scheme as follows: New
South Wales $30 million, which it would
have received had it joined the schemC
Victoria $25 million; which it would have
received had it joined the scheme, and
Western Australian $20 million, which It
would have received had it participated
in the scheme.

The State Government has said It does
not wish to take part in the scheme be-
cause there are certain parts of it which
the State does not like. According to
what has been said it seems that what the
State Government has objected to is some
sort of close secret. We have not been
able to find out anything and certainly
the Premier, and the Minister for Health,
have not bothered to try to enlighten the
people of Western Australia regarding the
problems assoiated with the scheme
which has been put up by the Australian
Government, It seems that an alternative
scheme is better because It Is acceptable
to this State Government. What It is, we
do not know, and I doubt very much
whether the people of Western Australia
will ever know the details of the scheme
which has been put up.

Mr Blalkie: From where did the hon-
ourable member get the figures regarding
the losses to the States?

Mr SKIDMORE: I can only quote from
a report In the paper. It states that some
$20 million would be given to Western Aus-
tralia by Dr Cairns. The article Is dated
the 7th March. The article is headed,
"Cairns can't give cost of Medibank". Al-
though the heading to the article Includes
Dr Cairns' name, the figures were actually
given by the Minister for Social Security
(Mr Hayden). The article states-

Failure to join would cost Western
Australia $20 million next financial
year, New South Wales $30 million and
Victoria $25 millon.

One can only assume that the figures
quoted In the Press are factual because the
Minister has made the statement. I accept
them in good faith and I suggest that if
there is any doubt in the minds of mem-
bers they should research the issue and
advise me whether the figures are wrong.
They will then have a better knowledge of
the subject than I have.

Mr Sodeman: The statement that we
would lose that amount of money is fairly
broad.

Mr SKIDMORE: The statement was
made on Friday, the 7th March. It states
that Dr Cairns told the Leader of the Fed-
earl Opposition (Mr Snedden) that the
plans for Medibank made allowance for
rising costs.

Mr Sodeman: I am not arguing wish
that; I agree. The honourable member
has said that if we do not accept that
amount of money that will be an equation
for a loss factor. In fact, if we do accept
it the loss might be double.

Mr SKIDMORE: I suggest the honour-
able member should make his own speech.
I am worried about the role of the doctor
in our community. As an individual I have
noticed a distinct change in the attitude
of our doctors towards their patients, and
it ia regrettable. It seems to me that the
doctors have decided that their role in
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society has changed with the times to the the attitude of doctors has changed and
extent that they now form themselves in-
to groups of four or five and undertake to
practise in medical centres. I do not quar-
Tel with that concept because of adminis-
tration costs in these times of inflation.
However, I do quarrel with the attitude
of the doctors who seem to treat people
like numbers on pieces of paper. A patient
can be treated by Dr A on his first trip
to a medical centre, by Dr B on his second
trip, and by Dr C on his third trip.

One might ask what that has to do with
the Medibank scheme. I will project my
argument a little further by simply saying
that the attitude I have outlined is be-
coming fixed in the minds of general
practitioners and they will not accept the
Medibank scheme simply because they do
not want to be dictated to by the Aus-
tralian Government. I am unable to under-
stand the opposition of the doctors to -wards this scheme proposed by the
Australian Government.

I will refer to an article which appeared
in the Press on Thursday, the 3rd March,
under the heading. "Pay in cash or don't
return: doctor". It Is time we assessed the
responsibility of each general practitioner
regarding his attitude to patients. In es-
sence, the doctors are telling their patients
not to come back if they send their bills
to Medibank. The article states-

People who sent bills to Medibank
after its introduction on July 1 in-
stead of paying their doctors in cash
would be asked not to come back, Dr
P. C. Arnold, general secretary of the
society, said.

The article further states-
It is an unpleasant move but neces-

sary if we are to stop our doctors
becoming dependent on Medibank
cheques and retain control of our
medical services.

Let us analyse that statement for what It
means. In essence, the doctors are saying
they will come under the dictates of the
proposed medical service and will have no
control. What a lot of utter rubbish. There
is no question that the payment of the
fee by the patient, or by the scheme, is in
any way controlling the medical services
of the doctors. It is a deliberate attempt
to mislead people. It is the sort of attitude
pedalled by many doctors in an attempt to
confuse the minds of the people. Actually,
the scheme will be for the benefit of the
doctors so fax as Payments of fees are
concerned. The article to which T have
referred goes on-

"I think very few of them will be
tempted to try it, though. There will
be notices up in most surgeries warn-
ing patients they will not be welcome
If they do it.

I suggest those doctors who put forward
that philosophy should take a good look
at themselves. As I said earlier, I believe

they regard a Patient as a number or a
name on a piece of paper as distinct from
a human being who requires attention. I
do not intend to be emotional. What will
happen to the unemployed person who
needs medical attention?

Mr Blaikie: What happens to him now?
Mr SKIDMORE: What will happen to

the deserted wife with young children who
will have to pay her doctor's account? I
assume she will have to pay her account
when she requires medical services. Of
course, she will have to pay whether she
is subsidised or not subsidised. It Is irres-
ponsible for a doctor to say that if a
person does not pay cash for a medical
service he should not come back.

Dr Dadour: Which doctors are they?
Mr SKCIDMORE: Doctors who are ap-

parently being spoken for by Dr Arnold.
He is speaking for them.

Dr Dadour: He is speaking for a few of
them.

Mr SKIDMORE: Then it Is about time
the member for Subiaco got out and
spread the gospel and told people that the
secretary of the society is speaking for a
few only, and not the great mass of doc-
tors.

Dr fladour: I think if the honiourable
member were to read the article he would
find that the secretary was not speaking
for anybody but making suggestions.

Mr SKIDMORE: We now find that the
secretary was speaking for a few only. I
wish more doctors would do their own
speaking to the people.

Dr Dadour: How about reading the
article?

Mr SKIDMORE: I simply state that the
question disturbs me greatly when I find
that the attitude Is to be, pay up or do not
come back. It has also been suggested
that doctors can foul up the system by
sending out accounts without detailing the
services rendered. The system would not
work because Medibank would not be able
to reimburse the doctor. I do not know
what difference there is In being paid by
the Patient or being paid by Medfiank.
The only difference I can see is that Medi-
bank will reimburse only 85 Per cent of the
fee to those doctors who undertake to send
their bills to Medibank. I think doctors
should be quite sure of where they are
heading.

I know many doctors charge an extra
fee for processing accounts. They have
obviously woken up to the fact that It costs
money to send out accounts and reminders.
I usually forget to pay my doctor until he
has sent two or three reminders, and I do
not think I am very different from most
other people. It costs a certain amount of
money to process the accounts, and yet
the medical profession would deny the
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Australian Government the 15 per cent
payment to cover administration costs.
What a saving the scheme will be to doc-
tors. They will have no bad debts, no let-
ters to send out, no accounting system to
keep for bad debtors, and they will have a
cash flow coming in. The doctors will be
far better off, but they say that the scheme
will mean control of their medical service.

Mrs Craig: And the doctor will sack the
girls who work for him.

Mr SKIDMORE: The scheme will mean
the fulfilment of the desire we all have
that doctors should receive a fair and equi-
table payment for the services they render.
However, I certainly do not subscribe to
the belief that doctors should be paid an
exorbitant fee, or that they have the right
to tell their patients to pay up or not come
back.

I can see no objection to the scheme for
doctors to be paid direct by the Govern-
ment. The medical profession Is simply
being obstructionist. It does not want the
scheme to work. Many members of the
profession have come to this country as
sponsored migrants from Great Britain.
These doctors seem to think that what has
happened in Great Britain will happen
here. There are no grounds to substantiate
that belief. The doctors are working on
the assumption that certain things will
take place.

Dr Dadour: of course they will.

Mr SKIDMORE: I would not mind If
the doctors were being factual in their
objections. I would not mind If they tried
.at least to be honest with their attitude to
their patients. I would not mind if they
were fair and reasonable on the question
of funding, but they have entered Into a
hate campaign about a scheme when no-
one Is sure of Its ramifications or of the
way in which It will work. The doctors
simply say, "It Is no good; It will not work
because it did not work in Great Britain."
I believe the doctors should look again at
their attitude.

Mr Blaikie: What about Canada?
Mr SKIDMORE: There is one shining

light on the horizon. It is to the credit of
one Particular association that it has deter-
mined to accept the scheme almost 100 per
cent. I refer to the optometrists and their
association. An article appeared in the
Press on the 26th February, 1975, and It
said that Mr Hayden had Indicated that
the benefit would be 85 per cent of the
negotiated fee, with a maximum payment
of $5 for any service. The fee refers to any
necessary examinations for the prescription
of glasses, and any other optical needs.
The article goes on to say-

in PERTH yesterday a spokesman
for the Australian Optometrical As-
sociation said that he expected 100 per
cent acceptance of the scheme by
optometrists in WA.

He said that optometrists had been
fighting for such benefits for their
patients for more than 25 years.

Is it suggested that the Patient who attends
an optician or an optometrist is any differ-
ent from a, patient who attends a doctor,
or that the accounts administered by an
optometrist are any different from those
administered by a doctor? This association
has welcomed the scheme with open arms
as a good scheme, and obviously the people
will be pleased because at long last they
will be reimbursed for optical services. I
might point out it Is a remarkable thing
that we hear this Government saying It Is
unable to understand the attitude of the
Australian Government to Its proposals
when we have an association of this kind
saying that negotiations on the fee struc-
ture were being conducted between the
national council of the Australian Opto-
metrical Association and officers of the
Department of Social Security. These
people are talking to one another about the
scheme. They have not rejected it because
no finality has been reached. They have
adopted a sensible attitude. They said,
"Let us look at It. We believe it Is a good
scheme. We will work out the ifs and huts
about payments afterwards." The optic-
ians are aware that there will be a maxi-
mum of $5 for any one service. So this is,
one little ray of sunshine on the horizon
for the people of Western Australia.

The optometrists' association is showing
a very responsible attitude to the Aus-
tralian people, and of course, the Western
Australian people. Many doctors will be
working under that particular scheme be-
cause I understand some doctors specialise
in the field of optometry and therefore It
is niot unreasonable to assume they will
carry out the wishes of their association.
I draw that parallel for the purpose of
showing that the attitude of the general
practitioners is an unreasonable one. It is
a scandalous attitude, and it should be
condemned. I condemn it because I be-
lieve they are holding the People of Wes-
tern Australia to ransom.

I would like now to come to the question
of talks. It has been bandied about that
this is the Province of the Ministers of
several States, and the province of those
who will and those who will not. I would
be prepared to accept the sincerity of this
Government If It could convince its Mini-
ster that he ought to do what the Govern-
ment Says he should do. However, the
Minister does not do that. In a Press state-
ment M~r Hayden said that he is prepared
to meet People to talk about the scheme.
In the Press on the 13th March we see
the following-

Mr Hayden said that he regretted
the "inexcusable and undesirable"
result of the State Ministers' behavi-
our.
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Mr Hayden's comment arose out of the I believe the Minister's failure to attend
conference and lhe referred to the Mini-
sters in the non-Labor States. The article
continues--

He was Prepared to meet them
either separately or together-but
only if they indicated a serious inter-
est in joining Medibank.

I turn now to an utterance of our own
State Minister for Health. He is quoted in
the Press as saying that he attended a
conference regarding the question of Medi-
bank and he made this statement along
with many others-

We hope to discuss our Proposals in
the near future with the Minister for
Social Security, Mr Baxter said.

That was on the 2nd March, 1975. Our
own Minister said that he would talk very
soon with the Minister for Social Security.
We have heard the Premier tell us that
the Government has a scheme which it
feels is a very good one. The Ministers
for Health in New South Wales, Victoria,
and Western Australia, are firmly con-
vinced that the Proposed scheme is the
one they want and they will not accept
anything but this particular scheme. I
would think that the Minister and the
Government would have made up their
minds by this time. However, I find my-
self unable to understand the situation
because it seems that a double standard
has developed. Has the Government put
up a scheme it really wants, or is it just
being obstructionist towards the Medibank
scheme? It seems to me that the State
Minister is unable to accept the fact that
there is a Government scheme. On the 2nd
March he said he would hold talks with
the Minister for Social Security. He ig-
nores the fact apparently that his Gov-
ernment has instructed him that it wants
him to stand fast. In fact, on page 3 of
today's issue of the Daily News we see the
fol lowing-

Medibank talks in Melbourne to-
morrow between non-Labor State
Ministers of Health will not be atten-
ded by W.A.'s Minister Mr Baxter.

He had phone talks today with
ministers in New South Wales and
Victoria.

I merely suggest that If the concern which
the Premier expresses for the Mediban
scheme is a genuine one and he feels his
Government cannot accept it in its present
form, our own Minister should attend the
talks which are to be held to discuss the
scheme. If the talks are not to discuss the
scheme, why are the other two State
Ministers going? If a different scheme is
to be considered, our Government may be
sold down the drain. When it comes to the
question of what will be accepted, our
Minister will not be there to put forward
the Government's proposals.

these talks is a clear Indication that the
Western Australian Government has no
intention of being other than obstruction-
ist to the Medibank scheme. The State
Government is not fair dinkum in its
attitude.

All along our Government has said, "We
have a scheme. We are going to adopt the
scheme and we do not want anything else."
Then it will not send its Minister along to
defend its scheme. It will allow Victoria
and New South Wales to negotiate some-
thing else. How will the Government
know what takes place? I cannot sub-
scribe to the Premier's statement that this
is his only reason for not adapting the
Medibank scheme.

I want to conclude on the point that all
of us in Western Australia will have to
meet some of the costs of any scheme
through taxation. We meet some of the
cost for the hospitalisation of our people
and even for ourselves now. I want to
say that the question I find myself unable
to resolve is the question of the disadvan-
tage to the many Western Australians
brought about by the State Government's
failure to accept the scheme. It would
appear from articles in the Press-and I
use these articles because the facts and
figures have been processed and I have not
been able to undertake that task because
of the time factor-that People in the
States participating in the total scheme
will save about $3.50 a week as they will
not have to pay private insurance contri-
butions. Because of the Government's
attitude, the people of Western Australia
will save about $1.40 a week per family
contribution for the medical Part of their
health insurance. However, they will still
have to pay about $1.75 a week to be cov-
ered for standard ward hospital care. They
will have to pay this because the State
Government will not accept the scheme.
The people of Western Australia. and no
doubt members of Parliament, will have to
Pay Private insurance of $1.75 per week If
they wish to be covered for standard ward
care.

Much has been said about the fact that
we will not have a choice of medical atten-
tion. That is a lot of rubbish because we
will have the same choice as we have now.
We will be able to choose our own doctor
and our own hospital if we so desire. I
would like to Point out that when I was
sent to hospital for emergency treatment
I was very thankful that someone Put me
into the Royal Perth Hospital and that a
completely unknown doctor operated on
me. I did not know who the doctor was; I
did not have a clue.

Dr Dadour: You were lucky. If he had
known who You were he would have cut the
wrong thing.

Mr SKIDMORE: It did not really mean
Much, but I can understand the opinion of
members opposite that I could have been
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In dire straits. It was a fairly minor pro-
cedure In which he took away some of the
appendages nature bestowed upon me.

Mr Hartrey: Not all of them, I hope.

The SPEAKER: The honourable member
has five minutes more.

Mr SKIDMORE: I want to conclude on
this note: I believe the concern expressed
in this House Is well-founded. I cannot
understand why the many advantages
available to the people of Western Aus-
tralia, are to be denied them by the policy
of this Government. The Government
should accept its responsibility and join the
Medibank scheme.

I have said that it will provide an op-
portunity for many people to obtain free
hospital treatment who In the past be-
cause of their economic situation have not
been able to enjoy such treatment. I find
it reprehensible that the burden of those
People has been added to by doctors say-
ing, "Pay up or do not come back.' That
Is the challenge they have issued to people
as patients. I do not believe that Is the
general attitude of doctors.

However, I urge our general prac-
titioners and all other doctors to
stand and be counted on this ques-
tion instead of allowing these loud-
mouthed Britishers or wherever they
may come from, who propound the theory
that people are only names and numbers
on a piece of paper, to be exploited for
the doctors' benefit and who do not con-
sider the human interest issues, to be
their spokesmen. I comnmend the amend-
ment.

MR JAMIESON (Welshpool) [11.31
p.m.]: The amendment moved by my
leader has been fairly well canvassed.
However, there are a few points I wish to
emphasise and give a little more promin-
ence to. The first part of the amendment
states-

but we regret that the Government In-
excusably placed Your Excellency in a
false position by preparing a speech
Intended to be used Improperly as a
means of criticising the Australian
Government.

The Premier did a little research Into
previous Governors' Speeches that he
thought might indicate where Labor Gov-
ernments of this State had been somewhat
critical of Federal Governments. He cer-
tainly brought out some chestnuts. He
quoted the Governor's Speech of 1958, at
which time the Federal Government had
not received the message that there was
iron ore in the Pilbara and was refusing to
allow 2 million tons to be exported because
It considered that Australia did not have
enough for its own requirements. That
letter from the Minister of the day is on
file In the Premier's Department. I think
the State Government was entitled to be a
little critical on that occasion.

However, what the Governor read in
1958 was not nearly as carping as the type
of criticism the present Governor
engaged in at last Thursday's open-
ing of Parliament. I do not know
how the present Government prepares
these Speeches, whether the entire
Cabinet accepts the responsibility, or
whether the Premier accepts the respon-
sibility himself. I would be surprised to
learn that the whole Cabinet was Prepared
to sit back and condone this sort of material
being prepared for the Governor's Speech.

Not only the Opposition has been crit-
ical on this occasion; the Press of this
State has also been critical. The Press is
not renowned for being Labor inclined.
Sometimes the Premier says it is not very
Liberal Inclined, but at least the Liberals
seem to get a better run than we do be-
cause they are more closely associated with
the aims of the Press. However, on this
occasion, the Press has come out and crit-
icised the Government for having put His
Excellency in such a position.

What it means is that next year, when
another Governor is to be appointed, If the
Government Is to continue with this sort of
performance, the only person it will be
able to get to be Governor will be some
Liberal Party hack. That Is about the
only person who will be Prepared to take
on the job. Nobody worth his salt Is go-
Ing to keep coming here and espousing
some cause in which he does not believe
on behalf of the Government of the day.

Sir Charles Court: You do not seriously
think that the Speech caused the Gover-
nor any personal embarrassment do you?

Mr JAMIESON: I do, and last year's
Speech did, too.

Sir Charles Court: Oh, God!

Mr JAMIESON: The Premier had bet-
ter have a talk to some people and find out.

Sir Charles Court: You amaze me. WVhom
do you suggest we talk to, apart from Mr
Coleman?

Mr JAMIESON: I suggest you talk to
the Governor himself.

Sir Charles Court: Do you not think he
is capable of talking for himself if he
objects to anything?

Mr JAMIESON: I know he is not very
happy with the performance he has been
forced to portray In this Parliament. But
of course the Premier tried to get rid of
him.

Sir Charles Court: Who tried to get rid
of him? This Government has done every-
thing It can to assist the Governor over
his great illness.

Mr JAMIESON: Everything to assist
him, but try to get rid of him at the same
time! It was passing strange that he hap-
pened to be the only Governor of this State
ever to be appointed by a Labor Govern-
ment.
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Sir Charles Court: We applauded the
appointment.

Mr JAMIESON: Yes, but sometimes
people are damned by faint praise, and
sometimes they are damned by even less
than that.

Mr Sodernan; By insinuation from you.
Mr JAMIESON: In this western world

of ours there are two kinds of inexact
sciences widely practised; namely, poli-
tics and medicine. It takes a sound Per-
son to be able to handle one. I do not
know whether we can take very much
notice of criticism that comes from cer-
tain quarters.

However, the situation is that the Press
has determained that there has been an
omission on the Part of the Government
in feeding the Governor this sort of clap-
trap to put over to a captive audience.
Let us look at what has happened In the
past. I go back to the time of the MvcLarty
Government which, of course, suffered
under the great socialists of the day, the
Chifley Government.

Other than a few mild comments, the
Government of that day was never crit-
ical. it indicated the need for an adjust-
ment of Commonwealth-State finances;
that has been a standard thing through
the ages. it pointed out what the Grants
Commission had given the State. That was
about the only mention of the Common-
wealth In the whole Speech, except for a
bit about the Government making a
vigorous approach to the Commonwealth
towards providing more financial assist-
ance to the goidining industry.

Sir Charles Court: They were allowed
to get on with their development pro-
gramme with little hindrance.

Mr JAMIESON: In the time of the
Hawke Government we were not allowed
to get on with any development pro-
gramme, but did we carp or go on like
that? No! All we gave was a mild criti-
cisnm.

Sir Charles Court: One must use the
right Place to say something about it-thie
Governor's Speech.

Mr JAMIESON: We were also laceed with
a hostile Federal Government in 1971-72.
members should have a look at what was
said then. We may have been damning the
Federal Government by faint praise; I
do not know. We mentioned that the net
gain in migration to Australia had been
reduced during the year. Troublesome ec-
onomic factors influenced the Common-
wealth Government against encouraging
high migration levels recorded in Previous
years. We were more or less commending
that Government for realising there was
a problem and cutting back. The Gover-
nor's Speech in 1971 also stated-

Special assistance of $5 million from
the Commonwealth Government pro-
vided some relief to the State's Bud-
getary problems . ..

If we had liked to be as critical as the
present State Government, we could have
cut into the Commonwealth pretty severely
because of its refusal to help us.
We had to cut back on all -our works
Programmes; no new works could be com-
menced. We had to blue pencil half our
projects around the place. The then
Premier will tell members how difficult it
was to get through, because of the stric-
tures placed upon this State by the Com-
monwealth Government before assistance
would be given. But did we come
out with carping criticism? No! We re-
ferred to the matter briefly in a mild sort
of way and then got on with the job. But
the present Premier must have a whipping
horse.

Let us have a look at another year. I turn
to the Governor's Speech at the opening
of Parliament In 1972, where he said-

The Government notes with satis-
faction that its representations to the
Commonwealth to increase the maxi-
mum subsidy on gold have been suc-
cessful.

it went on to say that additional revenue
provided by the Commonwealth would per-
mit a Budget deficit to be within the esti-
mate, and that finance provided by the
Commonwealth Permitted us to provide
another ship on the Darwin service. They
were the only references to the Common-
wealth.

This indicates that although we were in
a position to criticise what could be called
a hostile Federal Government, we were
prepared to co-operate because that Gov-
ernment had been duly elected by the
people of the Commonwealth. We faced up
to the fact that we had a responsibility to
co-operate with the Federal Government.

But long has been known the Premier's
attitude to the Commonwealth-in fact,
long before he became Premier. It was his
fault that future conventions on the Com-
monwealth Constitution nearly went down
the drain because of his attacks on the
Commonwealth and the attitudes he ex-
pressed at the last convention. Anybody
who does not believe me should examine
the record In the Parliamentary Library
to see what the Premier had to say. It
caused concern throughout the delegates
at the convention that this sort of think-
ing should be portrayed. Of course, the
Premier Is not prepared to reconcile his
views in any way.

Sir Charles Court: But your Prime Min-
ister wrecked the convention In the first
hour. He said that certain things were not
negotiable.

Mr JAMIESON: He did not wreck the
convention: It went on at an even beat
until the now Premier got on his feet and
stirred and created a situation which
could not be overcome. I told the conven-
tion at the time that if people like Sir
Charles Court thought they were going to
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achieve something in 10 minutes, they were
failing in their duties as representatives of
their States.

The Premier must be reconciliatory with
people. He cannot say that he has been:
he has been sniping, snarling, spitting and
Scratching ever since he gained the Trea-
sury bench and he has consistently main-
tained this attitude towards the Common-
wealth Government. Do not expect the
Federal Government to sit back anid do
nothing about It. It is not going to con-
tinue to accept this sort of criticism.

Sir Charles Court: The Federal Gov-
ernment has never made a concession Yet.

Mr JAMIESON: Of course it has. The
Premier has received a considerable amount
from the Commonwealth. Even with all
this malarky about how finance will be
arranged, we will join the Medibank
scheme In due time. I did not see the
Premier putting on a skip and a dance
about the amount of money made available
for education. Of course, the school teach-
ers did not play up like the doctors are at
present. The Premier did not say. "We
will accept it under certain conditions."
Instead, he said, "Good, It is money for
education and we will have It." How has
that money affected the administration of
education, except perhaps to overload It in
regard to planning?

Sir Charles Court: It is quite different
from what the Federal Government wants
to do with Medibank.

Mr JAMIESON. It is not different; the
principle Is exactly the same. The Premier
is falling for exactly the same thing as
many doctors have fallen for, as the Prime
Minister has already Indicated. I have had
more fights with the Prime Minister than
the Premier can ever hope to. but I would
say be was right on this issue when he said
that the medical profession had so mis-
represented the entire situation that It now
believed what It was saying.

They have been likened to children who
get themselves into a scared mood before
they go in to see a horror movie. They
have become so convinced that they will be
scared that it would not matter what hap-
pened or what was said to them. Simil-
arly, the medical profession is thoroughly
convinced that whatever comes out of this
will not be to their good but will be to the
detriment of them and their patients.

Sir Charles Court: The Prime Minister
wants to take over the hospitals.

Mr ,JAMIESON: He does not.
Sir Charles Court: He has asked the

Premiers to hand over the hospitals.
Mr JAMIESON: He does not want to

have the administration of them. The ad-
ministration will remain the same. That
Is the sort of claptrap the Premier is put-
ting over to the public. It is not factual
at all.

Sir Charles Court: He has asked for that

Mr JAMIESON: It Is not factual.
Sir Charles Court: You were not at the

conference.
Mr JAMIESON: In view of what the

Premier has been putting over I do not
think he was present either.

Sir Charles Court: The Prime Minister
wanted the railways and the hospitals.

Mr JAMIESON: He agreed to have a
look at the railways, because the States
were in such a difficult financial situation
in respect of the railways, the same as they
were in respect of hospitals. That is the
great problem.

This State will have a deficit of about
$16 million at the end of this financial
year for the running of hospitals. That
has to be overcome, and increased taxes
will be imposed on the people. If the
Government Is prepared to do that it will
have to lace up to the consequences of its
actions. The Government will have to tell
the people that not only will they be de-
prived of the Medlbank scheme but they
will also have to pay Increased hospital
charges. That choice is open to the Gov-
ernment, but so far as I am concerned I
support the Medibank scheme.

The situation is a very elementary one,
because socialised health services have been
with us in some way or other for a long
time. No-one in his wildest dreams will
agree to the discontinuance of the health
services provided by local authorities. These
are completely socialised health services,
and provide all the safeguards to protect
the people from diseases and features
which Impair the health of the community.
I should point out that we allow locMi
authorities to establih clinics to provide
Immunisation for the people. Mll these
services can be regarded as soclalised
medicine or community services, but I
would like to think of them as community
services.

When we look at the costs we find that
the training of a medical practitioner
amounts to about $100 000, and this Is
monley out of the pockets of the taxpay-
ers. For that reason alone doctors should
be prepared to give something back to the
State services, and to be co-operative with
the State in providing such services. In
the ultimate I see no other way than to
provide some universal services to cater
for all the people in the community. It is
not only a case of infants needing clinics:
adults also experience ill-health. How
many people do we know who fail to see
their doctors because of the considerable
waiting period in the surgeries? They be-
come impatient, and for that reason many
of them do not see their doctors when they
should.

Dr Dadour: Tell me how many?
Mr JAMIESON: r would not hazard a

guess. Possibly up to 25 per cent of the
people who should see their doctors do not
do so. They go to the doctors only when
they are really sick.
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Dr Dadour: Rubbish! Mr JAMIESON: What lIs the use of
Mr JAMIESON: We should strive to de-

vise a system of preventive medicine. I
would rather prevent a person from get-
ting sick than treat his complaint when
it might have become incurable.

Mr Sodeman: Most of us have families.
My family has not had to wait to see the
doctor. If the Medibank scheme is intro-
duced in Western Australia there will be a
greater shortage of general practitioners.
The secretary of the General Practitioners'
Association has talked about the shortage
of general practitioners. Prom where will
we find the doctors to service the north of
the State?

Mr JAMIESON: Where did we find the
doctors to service the north previously?

Mr Sodeman: We have not found them.
Mr JAMIESON: We have always had

that problem.
Mr Sodeman: You will need more doc-

tors.
Mr JAMIESON: We might need more.

but we have to face up to that problem.
Why should we deny people a service
they should be given, just because of the
exisatence of a problem?

Dr Dadour: What is wrong with the pre-
sent set-up?

Mr JAMIESON: My personal experience
when attending a doctor's surgery is that
at times the doctor has said, "You are
like the rest of the people. You do not
come along until it is too late."

Mr Clarko: That is true. You came
along too late!

Mr JAMIESON: We hear the member
for Karrinyup again. He takes a sniff of
the MACE in his Pocket, and goes into
one of his dreams. He does not come out
of it.

Mr Clarko: I think somebody belted
you with one when you were young.

Mr Sodeman: I have always received
medical attention when I wanted it.

Mr JAMIESON: This is a feature of
medicine in modern communities. One
might get attention because one is a mem-
ber of Parliament for the area, but other
people experience Problems in getting at-
tention. Many people have indicated how
long they had to wait at a surgery for
medical attention. I do not think that in
this day and age the Patients should be
put into a waiting room at a surgery
among a number of others with Illnesses
which might be contagious. That does not
help the patients. When a Person is sick
he does not want to be bothered by other
sick people. All these drawbacks should
have been sorted out long ago. In this re-
gard I do not think the medical fratern-
ity has been Practical. It should provide
some way to overcome these features.

Dr Dadour: What features?

talking to anyone who is not prepared to
listen?

Dr fladour: You do not know what you
are talking about.

Mr JAMIESON: Neither does the hon-
ourable member know what he is talking
about, and that makes two of us.

Dr Dadour: What is wrong with the pre-
sent scheme?

Mr JAMIESON: There is a great deal
wrong with it, because It does not pro-
vide all eschelons of the community with
medical attention at all times. Until we
reach the stage where that applies the
scheme will not be satisfactory so far as
I am concerned. Even if we have to
train 500 000 doctors in this country to
provide medical attention to the people
under the scheme, I think we should train
that number. We all realise there is a
restriction on the training of medical
Practitioners, but there is no limitation
on the training of accountants or lawyers.

Mr Bertram: There used to be.
Air JAMIESON: Where there is a need

to provide medical care there should be
no such restrictions. We should not shy
away from the Problem just to cope with
the situation which the member for Fl-
bara, suggested might occur. If we run
away from that situation we will do so
forever. We should face up to it.

I suggest the Medibank scheme Is a
worth-while one which this Government
will have to adopt because there is no
alternative. The Government cannot keep
facing up to a deficit of $15 million to
$16 million a year. It will not be able
to meet the deficit, because the State does
not have a large enough Population.

Dr Dadour: Who will Pay for the
scheme?

Mr JAMIESON: The people of Austra-
lia will have to Pay for it.

Dr Dadour: Your argument is not vaid.
Mr JAMIESON: When the people en

masse Pay for it we get the better end of
the bargain.

Dr Dadour: You would be taking money
away from education and other essential
services.

Mr JAMIESON: We would not. I would
Point out that the present Government
has been Prepared to grab all the money
that has been funded for education that
it can; it did rnot care where the money
came from, or whether It was for medical
services or other purposes. It has been
Prepared to put such money into the
coffers of the State, as I expect it to.
In the case of the Medibank scheme I
expect the Government to do the same.

There are not unlimited funds available.
Some concern has been expressed on the
economy. I am not an economist, and
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I say that I have not heard any member
in this House suggesting a way of over-
coming this international problem, except
the Premier. However, people treat his
remarks as a Joke, because the problem
of inflation cannot be cured locally. A
few million dollars floating around in
Australia will not make one bit of differ-
ence to the economy of the western
world. if members think it will they have
another think coming.

Sir Charles Court: How is It that West
Germany has kept its rate of inflation
down?

Mr JAMIESON: Only recently. Look at
the problems which beset that country
previously. One might say that Brazil
has reduced its rate of inflation down to
30 per cent, but the fact is the rate was
140 per cent three years ago.

Sir Charles Court: I am not talking
about the West Germany of Hitler's time,
but about modern West Germany.

Mr JAMIESON: It am talking about
modern Brazil, but in the case of West
Germany this is a socialist state. It must
be remembered that the Government of
that country has powers which the Premier
of this state is not prepared to give to the
Commonwealth Government to control
finance. The control of finance by the
Government is all-important.

Sir Charles Court: In West Germany
the Government is getting away from
central control and is arriving at a truly
federal system.

Mr JAMIESON: That country has a far
denser population than Australia, and the
people are confined in a comparatively
small area. That makes a. lot of difference
to the economic structure of a country.

The Opposition is quite justified in
moving the amendment. I do not think
the Governor should have been put Into
the position that he has been put: and
the newspapers do not seem to think so
either. Only the Premier seems to think
that such action was justified.

I think we are justified in arguing that
the Medibank scheme is an improvement
on what exists. Until something better
comes along we should go along with a
scheme like this. We cannot continue with
the present set-up3 under which some
people are insured but others are not,
while some are exempted because they are
in receipt of social service payments. Such
situations must lead to complications to
doctors in recovering fees due to them, and
in assessing whether or not they will receive
the fees. If all the people are covered uni-
versally the incomes of doctors would be
guaranteed and they would be able to
budget for their activities, just as other
people are able to do.

The doctors are engaged in the practice
of medicine, and they know a great deal
about the subject. I respect their know-
ledge, but unfortunately not many of them
know much about economics or politics.
Whether or not the introduction of the
Medlbank scheme is a good economic move,
I suggest it Is a good political move, and
it is a scheme which should be adopted by
the Government and this country,

MR CARR (O3eraldton) [11.58 p.m.]: I
am more than pleased that the Premier has
returned to the Chamber, because I have a
few remarks to make. These are mainly
.related to his statements on Common-
wealth-State relations. I would prefer to
make my comments when he Is present,
and therefore I am pleased he is in the
Chamber,

This evening we heard from him another
harangue on Commonwealth-State rela-
tions. Of course, this has become a vicious
and strenuous attack on the Federal
Government.

Sir Charles Court: The fate of the State
is involved.

Mr Jamieson: The State will still be
going on when both the Premier and I
have long departed.

Mr CARR: I had thought it would not
he possible to find anything in the com-
ments of the Premier with which I agree.
However, I have examined some of the
remarks he made previously. I find that he
has made some statements which are quite
agreeable and reasonable on Common-
wealth-State relations. I refer to the 1950s
,when different circumstances existed in
Australia. At the time we had a Federal
Liberal Government and five States
Including Western Australia where Mr
Hawke was Premier with Labor Govern-
ments.

I know people can change their political
views over a period. Circumstances occur
which make people think that perhaps the
situation is not what It used to be and
cause them to change their minds. How-
ever, I have found statements made by
the present Premier which are exactly the
opposite to what he has been saying during
the last two years-statements which in-
dicate he has been exercising in political
somersaults.

During the 1950Os, the Hawke Labor Gov-
ernment was being obstructed by the Tib-
eral Federal Government, and some people
would suggest that that situation is com-
parable with the present position.

During that time the present Premier
criticised the Hawke Government for some
of the attitudes It was adopting at that
time.

Mr Davies: Unusual for him.
Mr CARE: When I study some of the

actions of which the present Premier ac-
cused Premier Hawke, I find that they are
exactly the same as the actions taken by
the present Premier.
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Everyone would agree that the Premier
Indulges continually in extravagant lan-
guage. He continually abuses the Federal
Government and accuses it of all sorts of
things. "Socialism" and "centralism" have
become complete bogey words and are a
mania with the Premier. Let us study what
he said on a Previous occasion, which was--

'The attitude adopted by some State
Governments has been a rather sorry
and unstatemanlike spectacle, because
rather extravagant language has been
used In condemning the Common-
wealth Government for the stand It
has taken.

That is the present situation. Let us have
a look at another of his tactics; that is,
Psychology of fear-fear that the State Is
about to collapse, be taken from us, be
overrun, or be broken into little pieces.

Mr Sibson: Members on your side have
said that in this House.

Mr CARR: Let us hear what the Premier
had to say on a previous occasion concern-
ing this attitude of fear. He was accusing
the Hawke Government of mouthing ter-
rible depressing and pessimistic statements.
He said-

They have gone to the extent of
saying that unemployment and de-
pression will result from the action
that has been taken over the last year
or two. I submit that this is dangerous
talk and bad psychologically. The
member for Leederville quoted a very
reliable authority on the psycholo-
gical approach to Government finance.
I have no doubt that the gentleman
who made such aL statement did not
intend to alarm the public to a point
that would precipitate a possibility
of unemployment, but I do suggest
that public opinion, being so sensitive
to what is said by these leaders, reacts
very quickly to any suggestion that
there may be an economic recession
or threat of unemployment.

Sir Charles Court: What is wrong with
that?

Mr CARR: Let us look at a third tactic
used by the Premier. He adopts a very
parochial, localised attitude, and he criti-
cises those of us who suggest that perhaps
what is in the interests of Australia could
very well be in the interests of Western
Australia. In the 1950s he said-

The geographical nature of our
State makes it imperative that we
have harmonious and sympathetic
relationships and understanding with
the so-called larger and less dispersed
States.

Sir Charles Court: That is fair enough
too.

Mr CARR: To continue-
They must be encouraged to think

in terms of Australia-
Sir Charles Court: That is fair enough.

Mr Bryce: That must be 20 years ago.
Sir Charles Court: We think in terms of

Australia more than your people do in
Canberra.

Mr CARR: To continue-
-and we in turn must continue to
think of our duty to Australia, because
I think that this State in particular
has always been particularly con-
scious of its obligation to Australia
and the Commonwealth of Nations.

Further down he says--
At the risk of presumption, I also

suggest that the stage is set for the
Premier to invite the State Premiers
to approach their future Common-
wealth-State relations on an Aus-
tralia-wide basis rather than from a
narrow political and local standpoint.

Sir Charles Court: With all that I agree
and if you would only take notice of what
is going on in Australia you would find
that that is what the Premiers are trying
to do.

Mr CARR: To continue-
The initiative must come from the

States if they want to accept their
responsibilities and right to govern.

Mr Sodeman: That is what has hap-
pened. You are spot on.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER:, Order!I
Mr CARR. Many of us suggest that the

Premier has been indulging in what we
could call low-level, political football. He
Is kicking Commonwealth -State relations
around to try to get a few extra political
kicks for his side. Let us look at what the
present Premier said in the 1950s. It
reads-

With respect, I submit that the
prime task of the Western Australian
Government in the financial field is to
try to lift this Comm onwealth-State
financial wrangle out of its present
low level of political football. The
Premier is in an excellent position to
give a lead in this, in view of the fact
that five of the six States are of the
same political colour as he is--

it is four nowadays. To continue-
-and I suggest that If the other
States will not follow such a lead, we
must accept the fact that they arc
prepared to accept the risk of uncer-
tainty and instability as a matter of
purely political reasoning.

Mr Blaikie: Have you a speech of your
own?

Mr CARRh: I thought members opposite
would like to hear what their leader had
to say.

The next tactic to which I would like to
refer, and It Is one continually used by
the Premier, is his reference to the strings
attached to the money from Canberra. He
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says it Is tainted because of the strings
attached to it and that It cannot be used
as we desire because the centralists in
Canberra are Willing us how we must use it.

Sir Charles Court: That is correct, too.
Mr CARR: On a Previous occasion the

Premier said-
It is unreal to expect any Common-

wealth Government, no matter what
its political colour, continually to ac-
cept Public criticism and unpopularity
for raising funds through taxation
while the States, whose Governments
In some cases have no compunction in
criticising the incidence of taxation by
the Commonwealth Government, want
more and more money made available
for their needs. In any organisation.
it is axiomatic that there should be no
responsibility without the requisite
authority. It therefore follows that
there should not be authority without
the requisite responsibility. In all sin-
cerity, I submit that we have largely
brought about that undesirable state
of affairs In the overall financial op-
erations in Australia, namely, that one
person is responsible for raising all the
funds whereas other people do a
large degree of the spending.

He would now blame the present Austra-
lian Government, which is responsible
for raising the bulk of the taxation, for
trying to have a say in how it is to be
spent.

Sir Charles Court: We blame it for
wanting to interfere with our basic Phil-
osophies and policies.

Mr CARR: The Premier said many things
in his 1953 speech with which I agree.

I am only sorry he is not states-
manlike enough to be consistent on this
occasion. I submit he has been guilty of
blatant political somersaulting and I do
not consider there is any reason that this
House should have confidence in him or
his Government.

MR B. T. BURKE (Balga) [12.09 am.]:
We have lurched into the second year of
a Government which promises the People
everything, gives them nothing, and before
they get it, takes it from them; a Gov-
ernmnent with Saint Vitus' dance, with
everyone dancing to the tune of Sir Charles
Court. Let us look closely at the people
with whom the Premier surrounds him-
Self. The first is the Minister for Agricul-
ture who farms from City Beach, who en-
joys not one tittle of respect in the farm-
ing and agricultural communities, and
who allows himself to be stood over by
the Premier.

Sir Charles Court: Who told you that?

Mr B. T. BURKE: Let me tell a story-
a true story.

Mr Clarko: That will be a change.

Mr B. T. BURKE: I am sure You, Mr
Speaker, will be as shocked as I was when
I beard it.

We all know there has been some con-
troversy lately about the Lamb Marketing
Board and a proposal to extend its pow-
ers. While not being personally privi-
leged to listen to Cabinet discussions I
think it Is very important and true to
point out that this Premier who talks
about co-operation with the Federal Gov-
erment issued an ultimatum to his
Deputy Premier to the effect that it the
Country Party did not accept the fact that
the authority of the Lamb Marketing
Board would not be extended, the Country
Party Ministers could walk out of Cabinet.

Sir Charles Court: Who told You that?
It would be interesting to know.

Mr B. T. BURKE: I am interested to
note that the Minister for Agriculture re-
mains in the Cabinet at the price of abdi-
cating his responsibility to the people he
claims he represents.

Sir Charles Court: He has abdicated no
responsibility.

Mr McPharlin: Who told you those
things?

Mr Blaikie: When are we getting the
true story?

Mr B. T. BURKE: Earlier this evening
we heard the Minister for Fuel and
Energy interject and typify the thinking
which colours the opinions and policies of
this Government.

He said that the policy of allowing
People on lower incomes to pay less for the
same services was a policy of allowing
people to get something for nothing. If
that Minister truly believes what he said,
let him come out against the progressive
taxation system now in operation in this
country. It is not unusual for the Minis-
ter to m outh this sort of statement. When
I first entered Parliament the same man
said that we should not increase the com-
pensation paid to injured workers because
it would discourage investment in this
country.

Mr. Sodeman: Which part of
amendment deals with compensation?

the

The SPEAKER: Would the honourable
member Please relate his remarks to the
amendment.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Yes, I1 intend to by
drawing together the threads of stealth
and deception-

Sir Charles Court: Here he goes again.
Mr B. T. BURKE: -that this Govern-

ment has woven into a pattern which it
presents to the people and which it then
proceeds to use to blame the Australian
Government for everything that happens.

Sir Charles Court: Have you submitted
this speech to the Daily News? That pub-
lication is the Balga special.
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Several members interjected. The SPEAKER: I ask the member for
Mr B. T. BURKE: Throughout this

evening I have refrained from interjecting
in the hope that members on the other
side might Provide me with the same
courtesy.

Mr Clarko: Where is the rest of the
story?

Mr B. T. BURKE: Richard Cranium
from Karrinyup continues!

Mr Clarko: The only lurching done here
is done principally by you.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Balga.

Mr B. T. BURKE: The present Govern-
ment made its attitude and policy quite
clear when it placed into the mouth of the
Governor when he delivered his first
summons to Parliament to meet, fiery and
antagonistic statements about the Austra-
lian Government. This is a State Govern-
ment which earlier said it wanted to co-
operate and wanted goodwill between the
Australian Government and itself. It ex-
pects us to believe that when at the same
time it allows the Governor to bring upon
himself criticism and lowers its own posi -
tion by putting words of antagonism into
his mouth.

If I can continue upon this train of
thought which encompasses so much of
this Government's performance, I will
touch firstly on what has become known
as the Laverton incident. What is the
great mystery? What happened that the
Government is afraid to let the public find
out?

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

Mr B. T. BURKE: This is an elected
Government. It claims the privileges with
which that election provides it. The Aus-
tralian Government is an elected Govern-
ment also, but it is not afraid to tell the
public what has been going on in Western
Australia.

Sir Charles Court: We want to heal the
situation and get things working in a sen-
sible way.

Mr B. T. BURKE: The Premier does not
want to heal anything. He wants to hide.
He has always wanted to hide.

Sir Charles Court: You want to divide
the community.

Mr B. T. BURKE: When we were in Gov-
ernment we could proudly stand behind our
leader and take a step backward for no-
body. Members on the Government side
cannot do that and never will be able to
do so. The Premier practises deception and
wants to hide.

Withdrawal of Remark
Sir CHARLES COURT: Mr Speaker, I

have allowed a fair amount of license to
the honourable member but I must ask
that those words be withdrawn.

Balga to withdraw the remark that the
Premier Practises deception.

Mr B. T. BURKE: I withdraw it, Mr
Speaker.

Debate (an amendment.to motion)
Resumed

Mr B. T. BURKE: It is a fact that this
Government does not want the people of
Western Australia to be privy to the events
which have taken place. The Australian
Government, taking a much broader and
more balanced view, has said, "If there are
things of which we should be rightly
ashamed, we can be ashamed of them only
by knowing them."

Sir Charles Court: It has one desire; that
is, to embarrass the police-not to get che
community working properly.

Mr B. T. BURKE: So we advance one
Yard further by realising and having re-
vealed to us that the matters this Gov-
ernment wants to hide will embarrass the
police.

Sir Charles Court: No-one said that at
all.

The SPEAKER: The honourable mem-
ber should relate the Laverton incident to
the amendment before the House. On an
earlier occasion I said there was a limit
to the tolerance I could show when mem-
bers departed from the text of the amend-
ment. I would be pleased if the member
for Balga would confine his remarks to the
amendment.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Thank you, Mr
Speaker. I was endeavouring only to
answer points which had been raised earlier
in the debate by other speakers.

The SPEAKER: I am afraid that is very
difficult with the amendment before us.
The honourable member may do so when
speaking to the Address-in-Reply motion.

Mr B. T. BURKE: The same tactics
which have been applied by this Govern-
ment in a number of incidents are now
being applied to the question of Medibank
-the same smokescreen of hot air and
loud, long words which mean very little
and distract those who are listening from
the true purpose.

I can give one more example. Mention
has been made of development and how
the Liberal-Country Party Governmeiit.
when previously in power, placed Western
Australia firmly on the development train
and we were to have a repetition of that.
Perhaps the Premier can tell me one de-
velopment for which he has been res-
ponsible in the last 12 months.

Sir Charles Court: We have so much
lined up that we will keep going for the
next decade If only you can do something
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about your friends, and get some support
from your metal workers' unions, too.

Mr B. T, BURKE: The question is not
what is lined up. When I was young I read
a book entitled The Adventures of the
Wishing Chair; the chair grew wings but
I had to go to sleep) first. The Premier's
developments will always be pie in the sky.
If he is able to tell this House of one sub-
stantial project he has been able to get
under way in his term, we will listen; but,
as with Medibank, he turns it back on the
Australian Government and blames his in-
ability to get anything done on the Aus-
tralian Government. At the same time,
when the Tonkin Labor Government was in
power there was no room to manoeuvre:
it was the fault of nobody but the Tonkin
Government that something did not hap-
pen. In the transition period of its wild pro-
mises, this Government promised it would
be able, State by State, to get people off
their behinds and working, and to make
decisions and solve the problems. But now,
12 months later, nothing has happened.

Twelve months later, with regard to
Medibank, we are about to embark on what
is Probably the most despicable course this
Government has taken. This Government
is holding back from the people of Western
Australia the opportunity to have medical
care which for 23 years the iberal Party
was neither able to implement nor cour-
ageous enough even to think about. The
Government in this State is siding with
those fringe area doctors who would pro-
hibit People from enjoying the full benefits
of Medibank by refusing to treat those who
wished the doctor to send their bills direct
to the commission which would make a
bulk Payment to the doctor. This Govern-
ment is deliberately supporting a position
which will make medical treatment dearer.
It is supporting the People who are in effect
adding 15 per cent to the cost of medical
treatment.

During the speech by the member for
Swan we heard interjections about the
people who are now on subsidised benefits
from the Australian Government through
the Social Security Department. That is
the whole point of the exercise. Pensioners
and others whio are now being treated on
charity will be treated in their own right
as People entitled to the care everybody
else enjoys. Members on the Government
side would say deserted mothers and Pen-
sioners who are at the moment being
treated through charity are perfectly well
treated. We would say those people should
be elevated to the normal standards of
care which everyone should be able to
expect.

That is the medical side of Medibank and
the Government's unforgivable Position on
the medical side; but perhaps the worst
aspect of the Government's attitude and
Policy is that it is Prepared to deny to

the people of Western Australia proper and
adequate hospital treatment.

The Government knows that unless it
agrees to enter Medibank the hospital ser-
vices in this State will be in chaos within
months of its refusal. Insurance will spiral
to a level people will not be able to afford
because the Government's hospital charges
will rise at a fantastic rate to overcome
the lack of finance due to its refusal to
accept Australian Government assistance.
So, as the Leader of the Opposition so ably
Put it earlier this evening, there is no
chance that this Government will not
enter Medibank.

The Premier and his Government will
kick the issue around for a few months,
take as much of the credit as it possibly
can, and blame the Australian Government
as often as possible; but in the end the
electorate and the opinion of the people
will force the Government to knuckle
under, explain its true position, and say to
the Australian Government, "We are sorry,
we were wrong; we will co-operate in your
scheme." If the Premier believes what I
say is incorrect, I defy him to bold out
against Medibank for at least one year,
and the cost of hospital treatment will be
so great that the Government will be re-
moved perhaps even before its term of
office has expired.

Summing up, the Government's repeated
attempts to blame the Australian Govern-
ment for almost every wrong or Ill it suf-
fers are being destroyed by the forces at
work within the Government parties them-
selves. I have no doubt that if a Federal
election were held within the next month
the Whitlam Government would be re-
turned with an increased majority.

Mr Clarko: Do you not read the polls?
Mr Jamieson: Who is your leader?
Mr Clarko: Who is the leader in Tas-

mania?
Mr B. T. BURKE: Had I made that state-

ment six months ago there would have
been many more and far louder guffaws
from the other side, but the uncertainty
exists. The Government parties do not
know whom to support; they are in com-
plete disarray, and the time when they
have been able to blame the Australian
Government Is fast coming to an end.

Mr Clarko: is it going to resign?
Mr B. T. BURKE: The Premier's repeated

threats and statements in opposition to the
Australian Government are, on this occa-
sion at least, just so much hot air because
arrayed against his stand on Medibank
is perhaps the greatest and most powerful
weapon which could possibly be opposed to
him: that is, the wish and basic desire of
all people that their dependants. wives, and
children shall be Properly cared for, and
that the care should be available to them at
a rate which will not turn them into
beggars for charity to supply an essential
need.
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Amendment Put and a division taken (b) which are they; and
with the following result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. J1. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr H. D. Evans,
Mr T. D. Evans

Mr Blalkie
Sir David Brand
Mr Clarke
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mrs Craig
Mr crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Grewar
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr LAurance
Mr MePharlin

Ayes
Mr A. Ri. Tronkin
Mr Fletcher
Mr Bateman
Mr Taylor

Ayes-la
Mr Hamian
Mr Harmry
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr May
Mr Mclver
Mr Skidmore
Mr J. T. Tonkin
Mr Moller

(Teller)
Noes-24

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Pairn

Men samro
Nanoch i
O'Connor
Old
O'Neil
Ridge
Shalders
Sibson
Sod em an
Stephens
Watt
Young

(Teller)

Noes
Mr Thompson
Mr Rushton
Mr. Grayden
Mr Coyne

Amendment thus negatived.
Debate (on motion) Resumed

Debate adjourned, on motion by
Young.

Mr

House adjourned at 12.29 am.
(Wednesday)

1rgiudatine (Tnunril
Wednesday, the 19th March. 1975

The PRESIDENT (the Hon. A. P. Grif-
fith) took the Chair at 4.30 pm.. and
read prayers.

QUESTIONS (16): ON NOTICE

1. ABORIGINES
Royal Commission Report

The Hon. R. THOMPSON, to the
Minister for Community Welfare:
(1) Has the report of the Royal Com-

mission into Aboriginal Affairs,
tabled in Parliament on the 28th
August, 1974, been studied by-
(a) the Minister;
(b) Cabinet?

(2) If so, has the Government accep-
ted the report as being of benefit
to the Aboriginal Community?

(3) (a) Have all the Commissioner',s
recommendations been accep-
ted by the Government;

(b) if not, why?
(4) (a) What recommendations have

been accepted;

(c) when will they be imple-
mented?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER replied:
(1) (a) Yes.

(b) Copies have been studied by
individual Ministers.

(2) The report is considered to be of
benefit to the Aboriginal com-
munity.

(3) (a) No.
(b) Quite a number axe matters

for consideration by the
Federal Minister for Aborig-
inal Affairs.

(4) (a) to (c) Health recommenda-
tions in the report-

(1) This has been done.
(2) This could only be de-

cided by statutory
medical and nursing
authorities.

(3) Some of this has been
implemented and is con-
tinuing.

(4) This system has been in
existence for quite some
time.

(5) This is a Commonwealth
matter.

(6) we have quite a number
of Aboriginal Aides and
Nursing Assistants, plus
at least one Head orderly
employed. Community
Health Services employs
over 40 Aboriginals as
Health Workers and the
numbers are being in-
creased.

Education.
In regard to the recommenda-

tions of the report concerning
education the attached Informa-
tion has been supplied by the
Education Department which I
now table.

The information was tabled (see paver
No. 88).

Housing.
The Hon. Member is aware that

any variation in Housing pro-
posals from the Federal Govern-
menit's policy can only be made
after recommendations to the
Federal Minister.

Policy was discussed between
the Minister for Housing, myself
and Senator Cavanagh at a meet-
tig in my office last year and ap-
proaches are currently being made
to Aboriginal communities to as-
certain the various types of
housing systems they favour.


