SPEECH BY THE PRIME MINISTEn, THE RT. HON. R.G.
MENZIES, AT BENTLEIGH, ON THE 1st DLCEMBER,1960

Ladies and gentlemen:

This seems to me like a real old fashioned political
meeting., I am particularly delighted with it because this is
a by-election, and, as you have been reminded, at this by-
election, as indeed at all elections, you have to choose
between the Government and the Opposition,

You've heard the Government herej; you've heard the
"opposition" there; (Laughter, applause) and on Saturday week
you will decide what side you are on., 1Is it difficult?
(Laughter, applause)

Now I've noticed that there are three types of
interjections. One says rubbishj and is rubbish. (Laughter)
One, of cmursg is my time-honoured and most honourable title,
"Pig-iron Boh" (Applause) (If I hadn't been made of some
material of that kind I don't suppose I would be around today.)
(Laughter, applause) And the third interjection - (Interjec-
tion: "How did you get the name "Pig-iron Bob?")

Oh, would you like to hear the story? (Interjections
Now if you are prepared to rcmain silent Ii1ll tell you how I
got the name. Because as you know, I was given the name by
the Communists, and I'l1l tell you, if you would like to know,
now I got it,

You sce the Communist-led waterside workers at pPort
Kembla werc rcfusing to load a ship for Japan at a time when
we irere at peace with that country. They undertook to take
cnarge of the foreign policy of this country.

Wwe, being the Government - (Interjections) - Now,
wait a momem’:° Are you afraid of the story? (Interjection:
"No" ) Jell listen to it then. (Interjecctions) Thewre 1is
one thing you must alvays say about the Coms - they're
cowardly. (Applausc)

The issuc at that time -ras, 'Who ran the foreign
policy of sustralia?!' - the lawfully clected Government, or a
handful of watcrside workers led by the Communist, Roach, at
port LKembla, So I went down to them at Port Kembla - I
didn't talk to them on thc long distance telcphone - I went
down and met them on the spot, and told them that they were
going back to work because we were in charge of the Governnent
of the country. And they went back to work. (Ar—iaie)

Since then I have honourably borne this title - and
seen it chalked on railway bridges. =mach time I see it, I
say "How well they treat me; this is the finest unsolicited
publicity that I could possibly have™, ( Applause)

But the third matter thet has becen thrown up & good
deal tonight during two very interesting spceches, is the
mnatter of the Crimcs Act. I just think that perhaps to
disposc of this largely bogus argument, I might say a word
about it. (There's a young gentleman over here who wanted
to invoke the name of the Presbyterian Church., I don't know
whether he is a Presbyterian, is he? Arc you, Sir? No,
Well, I am) (Applausc) So perhaps as a member of the
Presbytcrian Church I can say this to you - (Interjection:
"Does that mcan the Church is wrong? The fact that i'm not a
member, does that grove the Church is wrong?) Oh! It proves
nothing. (Interjection: ™lell why cid you mention it then'"?)
I mentioncd it bccause I thought I might like to cstablish
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that if it comes to discussing thc views of the Presbyterian
Church I might be morc qualified than you were. (Laughter,
applause)

I say, without hesitation, that the Presbyterian
Assembly was misled on this matter. My distinguished
collcague, the Attorney-General, who has devoted infinite time
and patience, and skill to this mattcr has written to the
Presbyterian Asscembly pointing out where the crrors have been
made.

(Interjection: "And they still disapprove.')

tell, I don't know. Thc Presbytcrian Asscmbly has
not met since they rcceived this letter. So who arce you to
say that thoy disapprove., (Applausc) You wvant tc brush
yourself up on the procedurcs of the Presbyterian Caurch, I
cen sce that,

The +rnole point about it is this - or rather there
are two points about it. The first is this - and I put
this question to you, quite scriously, quitc coldly., Does
anybody in this hall belicve thnat we ought not to have a
Commonwcalth Law against trcason? Or against sabotage? Or
against sedition? Docs anybody believe that? Of coursc not,

The Labour Party in the Federal Parliament was so
little prepared to opposc the crcation of laws in respect of
these matters, that it did not opposc the Sccond Recading of
the Bill. Now remember that. The Crimes Bill went to its
Sccond Reading, and the Labour Party confined its attack to a
serics of particular points. (Interjcctions)

I may rcmind you that this Bill was brought down in
Parlizment, the second rcading speech was made, and it 7ras a
couple of months before it came on for discussion in the
Fousc. For the whole of that time it was available to anybody
wno cared to rcad it,

I wonder how many pcoplc who arc making noiscs about
it tonight, have rcad the Crimes Bill. I wonder if the very
younyg man there has rcad the Crimes Bill, I wonder. I wonder
how many of them have read the specch made by the Attorney-
General explaining the Crimes Bill, I worder how many of you
kXnow that the campaign against the Crimes Bill started after
the delivery of the Governor-Gencral's spcech at the opening
of Parliament., It was startcd by thc Communist Party in its
nowspapers. They have spent thousands of pounds on ity and
their campaign was months old before the Bill wvas cver
introduced, and before they kneir onc word of what was in it,

That is a very interesting fact. Then, of coursc,
peoplc arc casily misled on these matteors., 4And so, 'L Grimes
Bill! This rmust be terriblel®

ifell what was the great crgument? I'1l just deal
with onc central point of this. They said, "Oh, this is a
shocking thing. Now this offencc <f sabotage, you don't have
to prove anything cxcept the man's character”, Tnat vwas said,
cnd said almost in terms, by somcbody in the Presbyterian
Assombly. It was utterly vrong. It has been said, rcpeatedly
by pcoplc who haven't read the Bill, and irho know nothing
about the substance of it, that hcre is a law which vould
cnable the Government to grab a man up, and to have him
convicted beforc a jury only on cvidence of his known
cnaracter - and therefore this is @ monstrous politiccl woapon.,

Now the fact is that you cannot prove before the




3:

jury the offence of sabotage, without proving the act that was
performed - and that must be proved to the satisfaction of the
jury - and then in addition to that, if you want to prove the
purposc for rhich the act was done, then you arc at liberty,
if the Judge regards it as material, cnd fair, to prove the
known character of the accuscd. Now let me give you an
cxample. Here is a simple cxample of what I mecan and I'll
lcave it to the zood sense, the enduring good scnsc of the
Australian pcoplc.

glnterjcction: "You'll find out on the 10th
Dcecember®,

Wwell I'11 find out, no doubt. I've bcen told that,
you know, in 1949, in 1951, in 1954 and in 1958, And you
will be yelling it out to me &t the next General XZlection.
(4pplause) But you'll still be wrong.

Now lct us take a casc, becausc this is an
important matter. It is very important that we should not
have unjust, or unfair laws on thc¢ statute Book. Now let us
take this cxample.

i man is ongaged in tocnnical work. or work of a
technical kind in a rescarch cstablishiaent h&V1ng rclation to
the defence of the country, and sonc axtraordlnary,
complicated, difficult, now typc of mechanism has been
svolved. This is of tromendous inportance, let us say, to
the defence of the countrys; and this man, &t a suitable
occasion, when it is ncaring it's tests, and nhas had aany,
mony thousands of pounds spent on it, drops somcthing into it
and smashcs it.

He 1s scen. He drops a great lump of metal, or a
spanncr or whatever it nay be - wbll, pig-iron if you llkb -
(Loughter) - he drops it in, He is at once grabbed. He has,
on all supcrficial appe arances, comnitted an act of sabotage -
and a very scrious onc, It is sinplec to prove wnat neppened,
Then he says, "Well I'm tvlrlbly sorry, but ny hands werc a
bit zrcasy and it slipped out of my hand, and I didn't wmcan it,
I wes the nost surprisced nan in the placc",

Now let me put this to you my fricnds. Suppose the
prosccution could cstablish that that man was a card carrying
top-line Communist who had found his way into that wJorks,
and was there in a position to do damage in linc with the
Communist ideas. I put this to you, as a jury yoursclf: Do
you think that that fact ought not to be availablce to the
jury? Do you think that that fact ought to be conccaled? And
a man zo frec of an aoct of that kind, perhaps at the very tine
when the country stands in its greatest danger? Of coursc not,

Yet we were told by a varicty of pecople, and
unfortunatecly the Prosbytorian Gencral asscnbly of iy own
Church was persueded to believe it, that you didn't have to
prove the acty all you had to do was to prove the character.

Now I've ecstablished to you - I hope quite plainly -
that you must prove the act, the very act that vas donc. It
must be c¢stablished beyond all reasonablc doubt to the jury.
And if you do Lhat, and if the Judgo, being told what the
other cvidence is, says, "Ycs, it is matcrial; it is not
unfair that this should go in" then you can prOVO the other
things that relate to thv purposc with which the act was done.

Novw ladics ond gentleaen, I want to go back to
wiere I really intended to start,
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Refoerences have beoen made herce tonight to Frank
Timson. I wrant to tell you that I rogard his death as a very
rcat loss to the Parliamcnt. That is tho common vicw, let me
hasten to say, of menbers on both sides of tne Housc.
(ipplausc) Because ho was an immcensely popular man - greatly
rospected, greatly trusted by fricnds and by foc, It is 2
very sad thing that he snould have gonc,

But, there it is, thesce things happen. Therefore we
have a by-clection and we arce, I thirk, spcaking as head of
the Government, cxtraordinarily fortunate that we nave a
candidate of thc obvious calibre ¢ Mr. Chipp. (applousce)
Boecausc in Parliament at any rate, people arc judged, not by
the amount of noisc thoy can utter, but by the prOCubSbS of
their ninds, by how much they zan thlnk how much they can
axpound, how rmuuch they can judgze the 01rcumst wmnces of the
tincs.,

Therefore this is o jreat opportunity, once norc, to
put into the Federcl Parliamcnt a uan of training and
intcelligence and expericnce who is capable of doing all those
three rather difficult thing Because thinking, and specch,
and judznent arc all difficult. .And ke can do thon,

Now what has been going on since Frank Tinson first
went into Parliamcent, 11 ycars azo? ' have had quite a lot of
elcctions, The olec%ions may be zreat fun to some people who
just have to attend them, But from the point of view of the
fellow who slogs through tnen all over uuStlllWQ, thny arc
very hard work. Wv have had now, in ‘43, ond '51 and (5% and
'55 and '58, five elections in which I nysclf have been all
over ’austrﬁlla° Therc have been denunciations made of the
Governnent. #We have been told, even by iy genial and
adirirable friend, ~rthur Ca lwvll that we arce on the verge of

ruin.

’

dvery time ruin and desolation have been prophesied:
1ass unonploynent 2ll sorts of things. Yet the interesting
thlng is that on oach of thesc five occasions, as you all saw
the issue has been up. Poople in austrelia are not so stupid
as not to know their own circunstances.

What I object to -~bout somc of my opponents is that
they think the people are so silly. I have a zreat respect
for the wisdonm of the people. And the people, exercising
their wisdon, and knowing their own circunstconces better than
any politician could, has five times in succession, roturncd
us to office. That 1s vortn romcmbering, (upplausv)

Ind the ALP Candid .to, rhoever nc way bo - I don't
know - in this elcctorate, has o neoavy task. (Interjcctions)

But, ladics and gentlenen, gvst giance over the
cvents, the pOllCle of thesc yecars. .isi: yon“s‘lvvs iy it is
that you have voted for us so stecadfastly, If you look bock
over the 11 years you can answer that guestion quitc sinmply.
You look outside Australia; look at our ;vl'tions with the
rest of the world, They arce a zrest deal botte aren't they,
than they were 11 ycars ago? (Intul‘bct ons)

Really that's a brave remark for anybody to say '"No',
bycause I venturce to say that 11 ycars g0, 12 ycars go, our
rclations with the United States of Aiicrica, « .1, to cn
cxtont our rvlations with Great Britain, werce Zower than they
had beon for a long, long tinc,

So we sct out repairing this position. I want to
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renind the cudicnce of this. If thoy want to know what the
test is to toke, for an cxample, of our relntions wita the
United States - a very inportant relationship. Becouse, let
me remind ther:, the United Stetes is not & ncutral coun%ry.
ThHe United States is the zreatest power in the free world, and
a great friend and assistant of other countriecs in the free
world. Make no mistake about that. Thore is no question of
noutrality today about the United States, any norc then there
is about Great Britain.,

Therefore just let us consider what has happencd
during our teirn of officc.

I don't think the United States of Ancrica ned
except in the case of the North atlantic Ireaty, tho waTd
Orgunisation, comniitted itsclf in nilitary, or scmi-nilitary
terms, to other countrics, boecausc of Constitutional
difficultics, becausc of the position of the President and the
restrictions on his power,

iJe have, during our tcornm of office, sccured and been
largely instruricntal in sccuring two agrecuents by way of
trcaty with the United States of amcrica. One is the adZus
Poct, United States, justralia, New Zealand, a Pact of the
nost cnormous inportance to us, an arrangeicnt under wiich, at
ragular intervals, there arce consultations on the political and
the nilitary lewvel, between these three countrics.

Later on cance the South Zast asian Treaty, in which
the partners arce Pakistan, Thailand, the Philippines, the
United States, the United Kingdom, France, New Zealand and
Justralia,

Now here you have cnother forn of organisation,
rather sinilar, in sorwe ways, to the N.TO Organisation in the
Atlantic, Let ne remind you that but for the existence of
NiTO, but for the close co-opcration that exists betwcen the
Ulnited States and Canada, and Great Britain, and France, and
West Germany, but for that, and the defconsive forces walch are
deployed in ‘Testern furope, who knows whether we wouldn't have
been in war ycars ago. Those are cnornously important
considerations.

(Interjection: "It's not tu your credit")

jell, I hope you will allow ne to take a little
credit for the fact that it was ny Governuent (Lpplausc) which
obtained ..NZUS ~nd 35.TO-on neither occusion, with any
particular approval by the Labour Party. .is to the other
fellows, not Laobour, not Liberal - onc hesitates to name them -
what their attitude was, I wouldn't know.

But I do know this, that the sccurity of this
country has been streongthened and strengthened to an extent
thot concerns cverybody in this hall tonight, and cveiybody in
sustralia, during the last ten yoears. (4pplausc)

Now, Sir, just lect ne for o fow ninutes consider the
internal, the domestic side of this natter.

I wonder if cverybody realises that in thesce years,
in these last fow ycars, 10 years, 12 ycars, vhatever it nay
be - it 2ll began under Mr. Calwell :rhosc work in relation to
Tmmigration I think was adnirable: (I've ncver denied that) -
wa have rceceived substantially over o million ncw people into
this country. Our population has riscn year by ycar, partly
by migration, partly by natural incrcasc, at o percontage rate
raother higher than Japan. That is worth thinking about.
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Do you rocuicriber how we always uscd to be told that
of coursc the tecning nillions went on teceiiing? Our
pcreentage increase has beon quite remarkable,

Now this is not casily done. You can't bringy as
nany pcople as that into o country without putting cnoriious
stroins on the cconoiiy of the country. You have, and very
properly, great demands on the onc side for houses and schools
and roads and facilities. You can't have 10% of the
population brand new, like that, without having 2ll thesc
additional demands.

Of coursc on the other hand you add to your labor
force hundrcds of thousands of pcuple who arc accustoaed to
working hard, who 3o into factorics, who have taken on great
responsibilitics, in heavy industrics particulagdy. So you try
to get some balance out of all these things.

But thore must have been quite e few people who

thought that this large nigration prograrmce was foolish because

it would throw Australians out of work. Don't you think it
has been o pretty sgood occhicwiient over these ten years to take
in, and absorb, thesc hundreds of thousands, this million and
nore of pcople, without any uncrniployment at all? (ipplausc)

Then take another thing, take enother aspect of this.,
You can't incrcasc the population of the country at this rate
without sctting out to develop the resources of the country.
Because if you didn't have the developrent of new resources,
you couldn't carry additional population.

Thercfore we have had the most trerendous taslh in
front of us of dcveloping Australia, not solely that we should
do its: the State Governiients have had it; local authoritics
have it., But Justralia, as a N-.tion has had this trciicndous
task of national dcveloprient,

I don't think -nybody on cither sidc of the Housc
would deny that the ccononic developiment in Australia in ten
ycars has been alnost fabulous. Even ny distinguished opponent
the Leader of the Opposition, had to say the other day? "I
adriit" - as if it were a matter of reluctance - "that the
country is very prosperous',

:Jell there it is. (Intcerjcetions) My dear fellow
the fact that you are alive docesn't disprove iay casce
(Laughter) ift.» all, that kind of odd thing must occur in
the best rezulated countrics. (Laughter) The fact is that it
is a very prosperous country.

What is mwuch nore important, perhaps, than individucl
prosperity, is the fact that the whole basis of future
developrient in sustralia is being laid strongly and well., You
can sce it in all aspects of our life.

In spite of Lobour doctrines to the contrary, it is
not possiblc to develop .wustralia, a country of ten nillion
pecople, ferely by the savings of ten nillion people. Teon
million can save a zood deal - wo do in Justralia - but if we
arc zoing to develop the country and take on these onoriious
undertakings, like the Snowy Mountains Schene - a £450 nillion
job - if we arc going to take on a lot of these other tasks
and perforn then, then we nust be able to attract into
Australia capital frow overscas.

Now I just want to say soncthing about this boefore
I finish - capital fron overscas., (Interjections)
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I know that ny friocnds opposite - by opposite I mean
not therey, but up at Canberra - that ny fricnds opposite are a
bit cold on jzctting capital in from overscas. They think, you
know, Mr, Chairman, that there is sonecthing wrong dout
allowing .Anericans, or Englishnaon, or even Scotsien, to come
into the country and invest their capital, and take sone
profits out of the country. This they rezard in sonc strange
way, as an evil thing,

Ladies and gentlenen, I wonder if they rcalisc that
our net capital =ain, not Governnent borrowing, but private
investnent, :scnuine productive private investimient, our capital
gain from overscas in the last cight years has averaszed at
lcast £100 nillion a ycar; and last year it rcached its peak
at £200 nillion,

But for the novenent into Jlustralia of thesce sreat
suris of refreshing money, this irrigation of .ustralian
cnterprise, this creation of work and factorics and cnploynent,
the rate of progress in JAustralia would have bcon slowed down,
and we could not have accormodat ed the flow of nigrants that
we have received.

That is just onc of the sinple facts of the econonic
life of the nation. I-nention it to you because although you
will cncounter pevple who will arguc about all sorts of things
that touch them personally, or that arc temporary, your recal

- task now, and when the next General Election comcs along, will

bc to say to yoursclves, quite simply: "Do we think that this
statec of affairs will continuc under the other Governent?".,

iAnd of coursc it won't, of course it won't. Because
people abroad are not fools on these matters. They are not
going to invest their noncy, and put their cnterprisc and skill
to work in a country if they think that it is an unstoble
country, if they think that it is run by pcoplec who arc
ignorant, or inconpcetent. (Interjections)

My dear boy, onc of these days you should sit down
and rcad a little his%ory; it will greatly inprove your nind,
You will find that your idecas about what happened then just
won't bear the slightest cxanination.

(Interjection: "Now zo on Bob, tell us about
inflation and round it off, #Helve heard you) (Laughter)

Stand up, stand up and lect's hkave a look ot you, I
wish you would stand up becausc I reckon-(Interjecctions)
I wish you would have stood up, bccause at a zlance, in the
distance, I wouldn't think I nccded to tell you ~nything
about inflatisn at all, (Laughter, opplausc)

Now, ladics and gentlenen, I have confined ny ronarks
to o couple of matters which I think are of considerable
inportance. I just rcpeat to you that you have a choice to
nake on this matter. 111 T do is to urge you to nake your
cnoice, with thouzht, I know that there is always soncbody
who will say, "ih, the Government is goinzy to zet it in tho
neck",

Well, only the other day, netaphorically, we had a
by-cl.ction in sBendigo and I was told the saile thing., .wnd what
happened in Bendigo? The Governiient candidate got norc votes
than before, The Labour majority was lower than it was boforoe,
I thousht it was pretty zvod.

We had a by-clection in Celare. The Governaent
inxajority increased,
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There arc all sortvs of calanity hoders, professional
moaners, and thosc who entourtain this strange fantastic,
juvenile idea that there is sonething cleover ahout kicking the
Governnient - as lonz as you don't ltick it out,

You know that is a prcttyv pvoor perforiance isn't it?
They say, "Well it's a by-clcction, zive then o kick, It
won't put then out®, O0f course you would never drean of
voting them out at a General flection. "But let's sive thon
a kick",

Well I have had a fair fow kicks in ny tine, and I
won't losc any sleep over it, onc way or the other, But I
think you will, unlecss this clection seces ac T beliceve It irill,
- (Applausc)

S —— g -~ s o m——

Quostions

I would likc to know why docs the Governnont
consistently contest scats in the country, as Liberals, agoinst
the Country Porty?

Prime Minister:

Welly, Siry I aiz sorry to disappointl you, but you nay
not bc awarc of the fact that there are twro naterial facts
herc. Onc is that at Canberra nmy Party ard the Country party
work togcther in Governnent in the nost complete anity and
have done so for a reocord period of tinc.

The sceond 1s this, that if you would cast your cye
over the list of nenmbers sitting in the House of Representatives,
you would find that there arc more country neibers belongin-«
to the Liberal Party than there arc to any othoer Party. (M\pglause)

o —— - o

Questions

I would 1like to dircct o question, through you lir,
Chairman, to the Honourable the Prine ifinistere why, after
speaking for so long he did not nention Mr. Holt's horrop"
budset? (Laughter)

Princ Ministecr:

Sir, thc answer to that is quite simple: Because it
is not a“horrorbudzet. It is o perfectly sonsible sct of very
noderate proposals. and before we go riuch longer in Australia
people will rcalisc how z00d it is. Don't forget that peoople
like you were screaiing blue nurder back in 1952 about the
sreat Budget that was called the "Horror 3udiet®. But by the
time it had done its work, the Gov.rnient ras re-clected by
the people of sustralia, (appravss)

e erTe s w - e p———




Questions

Arc you preparced to i;ive us Natisnal Insurance in this
country?

Prine Ministor:

Sir, I venturc to say that the Justralian systcir of
Social Scrvices has no superior in the world. The faet is
tnat the answer to your complaint, if it is onc, is that there
have been nany, many thousands, hundreds of thousands of
pcople cone out here to .ustralia knowing what our Social
Scrvices are, .nd I heven't hecard that they 20 back,

The fact is that you can ncever conpare onc sct of
Social Scrvices in once country wvith another sct in another
country, bccausc they have different foundations and they
cover different itens., But the Social Service systen in
Australia is, I venturce to say - we can always arguc ocbout
dctails in it - in the broad, and in thc substancc, has no
supcrinr in the world. (.applausce)

Qucstion:

Will the Prine Minister undertake soue revision of our
cducation policy throughout ..ustralia so that we have
diplomats trained in sian languases, ministers trained in
obscrvation and history of .asian affairs and in gencral a
better educated Cabinet?

Prince Ministcers

I understand you perfectly Sir. I an very happy to
answer this question because I am surpriscd that you have not
recaliscd that if any iriiic liinister in the history of this
country can fecl soric pridce about wnat has becen done for
University cducation in australia, I'm the fellow,

(Interjection: "You haven't done cnything®)

Oh! Haven't we? Jcll then, Siry I will tell you
that ny Governaient was the first Govermnmont to cstablish
zrants to the sStates for the State Universitics. 4fter
running then for a couple of ycars, and cstablishing the
Commonwealth scholarships -

(Interjection: "4,000 of then!™)

There were 3,000, Well don't you like to hear an
answer?  You nay have leoarned Jdsian languages, but you badly
nced to learn a little courtesy. (Spplausc) I'll continuc
with ny answer to this sonoewhat cvasive interjoector of nine,

Lfter running a systeii of gronts I cestablished the
Murray Corimittec, The Murray Counittec cance cut and
investizated the ‘*ustralian Universitics. They brousht down
rceormendations which involved what sccuied to us to be enormous
Commonwealth expenditures on University ceducation which was
notytechnically, our responsibility.

o adopted cvery rcecunnendition.  f4nd, in conscquence,
over the three years that have just finishoed, the Covionweal th
itsclf has found over £20 nillion towvards the Universities of
sustralie - o sun of noncey without -rhich not one of thenr could
hove expanded and half of then would have sone broke,
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Then we appointed a Universitics Cormission -~ they
nay 2f coursc, be incompctent pcople. Ithink they arce o group
%hp nost distinguished pcople in Australia - under the
Chalrnanshlp of Sir Leslic Martin,

The Cormission investigated the Universitics. It
brought down its rccoimeondations only tac other day for the
sccond threce years Those recormmiendations involved an ineroase
in the Comuonwoalth paynients fron 220 nilliions in three ycears
to £39 nillions in tho necxt three years, Tnat is a total in
six years of £59 nillion. Dvcry recomriendation they made has
been accepted. And then I live leng cnoush o hear sone
fellow zet up and say, "It's time we took w bit of intcrest in
Universities", (Applausc/

w

Questions

I ask the Frime Minister: 'Is it a fact that since
1949 prices have a little norce than dousied? It is also a
fact that your Governinient has ziven oniy 5/-- increasce in child
endowiient for onc child only. Now wo uldn't it logically
follow that the valuc of that child endowmicnt is about half of
what it was originally? Do you think this is a zood rocord?

Pririec Minister:

Ladics and gentlenen, this question is a perfect
cxanple of how pcople can get natters confuscd. The feet is
that I don't nced to be put in the dock about child cndowrent,
My own Governnent introduced it. Nor do I need to be put in
the dock about the cxtension of child endownient for the first
child; bccause it was ny Governient that did it, So we have
a little positive centry on osur books of child cndownient. Your
Party has nonc.

If you arc 20ing to understand the siznificance of
Child Endowniecnt then I want you to have a look at this,

Child Endowrient was introduced at a tine when the
Arbitration Court, as it then was, was jreatly concerncd to
know how it could do soiiething bbtter for the fanily wase-
earncr, It was beccausce of that cxanination that child
endowrient cane into thoe picturc,

Later on the .rbitration Court, and the .rbitration
Commission nor. and norc developed the idea that the basic wage
ought to be the highest wapge that industry can bear. So that
it is no longer just a umatter of counting up what a famnily
needs - though that nay have sornic inpact on it. The real
thing is to sy, "What is the hishest waze thot industry can
pay?", Wazes in roeal terms have gone up since the first
introduction of child cndowrnient very nuch indecd.

If the .gentleman putting the question will study a
little the ;raph of the cost-of-living figures, the "C" scries
Index, or whatcver other Index figurce he noy carce to look at,
and also look at the riscs in the basic waze, to say noth1n7 of
the conpotitive wazes that are built up on top of it, he w1ll
find that therc has bcen o very substantial increasc 1n real
vages at a tine whon the child cndownient paynient has stood
still., Onc adds itsclf to the other; and the rcsult has been
a protty prosperous cormunity.




