"NO_CONITDENCE! MOTION

Statement in the House of Representatives by the RL, Hon,
the Prime Minister, Sir Robert Menzies on Jednesday, 3rd
April, 1963.

Mr., Speaker, the honourable member for Batman
(Mr. Benson) is a very experlenced pilot but he will forgive
me when I say that during his speech I was very much struck
by the fact that he was steering a course that gave the
impression that he was shifting about in a five-knot ebb tide
in the rip of Point Lonsdale, He will understand exactly what
tnat means,

I think he hos fallen into the common error of
thinking that referring a matter to the United Nations is in
itself a constructive policy. Time after time it has beconme
necessary to say that it is not. To z0 to the United Nations
with a policy is one *“hing but to fall into the habit of saying
that Cuba, for cxamplc, should have gonc to the United Nations
or that something else should hzave gone to the United Nations
is not a policy at all, It is a mere cvasion of national
rcsponsibility and of national decision,.

The honourable mcember permitted himself to comment
adversely - he is not the only onc to do so on thec Opposition
side - about President Kennedy's handling of the Cuba incident
and about this Government's instant declaration that we agreed
with what President Kennedy had done., What do honourable mombers
opposite want us to do? “c want lo witness cne of the really
significant events in postwar history, a critical cvent wnich,
if it had not becn dealt with promptly and strongly oy the
President of the U.S,, might have altered the whole balance of
power in the world, When thce President of the U.,S. took in
splendid terms a strong and definite attitude on these matters,
honcurable members opposite say, "Oh, it should have gonc to the
United Nations." I wondor whether honourable members know what
they mean., Do thney mean that the matter should have geone to
the Sccurity Council so that it cculd have becn neatly vetoced
by the Soviect Union? Tinat would have occupiced a certain amoun®
of time. In the me antlmb, the Soviet Union would have continued
to put its weapons - its missiles - into Cuba, building a base
close to the U.,S. which could alter the entire balance of power
in the world. Is that what honourablc members opposite mean?

No doubt it is. Then they would says: "Now that you come to
mention it, of course the Soviet Union would veto it and so it
would come to nothing. But then you can go to the Assembly and
have a fortnight's debate, You can have all of the Communist
satellites lined up and speech after speoch mades All the time
the Communist position in Cuba is being built up until ultimately
the balance of power in the world is “ps“t

Mr., Spcaker hesc are very scrious matters and if
the Opposition's attituéo is that the President of the U,S., was
wrong and that we were wrong to be the first pcople to give our
approval to the U.S. action, then the pcople of Australia might
know about this, I think they will, and I think they might think
about it. They night wonder whether thsy should entrust not

only their cconomic affairs but also their security and their
entire futurce to the peoplc on the other side of this Parliament,
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Now, Sir, I speak as some sort of an expert on
this metter. There are %wo objectives in the "no confidence"
moticn - I know; I have been at the giving end and at thne
receiving end, There are two objectives and one is to put the
Government out, That is an admirable attitude for an Opposition
to have and it has taken an awful long time for this Opposition
to Gecide on that attitude., But there it is - to put the
Government out. The other, of course, is, immediately or
otherwise, to put the Opposition in. This would not be an
unfair analysis - to put us out and to put you in.,

For the purposes of simplicity I thereforc proposc
to provide my own contribution tonight into these two aspects.
I will say something about the first of them. I do not need
to say as much as I otherwise would becausc later on in this
debate my colleagues the Minister for Trade (Mr. McEwen) and
the Treasurcr (Mr, Harold Holt) will have admirable opportunitics
of dealing in detail with somc of these matters, But I will
not entirely let them zo by.

I thercfore start by saying something about putting
the Government out and the rcasons for it., My distinguished
fricend the Leader of the Opposition (Mr, Calwell) has, of
course, a professional gloom about the Australian econony. It
is his duty to be deprcssed and, if possible, to depress other
pcople. He thereforc gove us a professionally gloomy account
of Australia's prescnt economic condition which was so much
at variance with the facts as to be almost too ludicrous.

I hope it was rcad overscas by people in other countrics.

They would, of coursc, burst into hilarious laughter, on looking
at their own countrics, to bec told about this one which is in

a state of economic disaster and depression.

Mr., O'Briecn -~ That is not true.

SIR ROBERT MENZIES : Of course that is not true. After all,
the Leader of the Opposition was cgreful to admit from his
attack - I will call it an attack - all the material factors

in the cconomic position, I do not recall him saying anything
about the rcemarkable success of the Government's policy against
inflation. There is laughter on both sides of the Chamber.

I am familier with all those chaps. They laugh on both sides
of their faces. In one scnse, members opposite laugh becausc
they have always said inflation is silly talk and that it is

a bogey and on the other side they laugh because they are not
very plcascd to have to admit in their hearts that the consumer
pricc index has becen stable now for years,

Mr. Ward - How does it comparec with 19492

SIR ROBERT MENZIES ¢ I always know that I am scoring when

some of you yell., But I do not worry mysclf about thats I
am not addressing mysclf to the honourablc member for East

Sydney. Whenever I have addresscd myself to East Sydney I

have had to have police protection,

We have a stable consumer price index. In other
words, the inflationary proccsscs in this country which werc
desperatcly dangerous a few years ago have been brought under
control. Not a word about thatl! Not o word about the
rcmarkable increasc in the employment in Australia; not a word
about the remarkable increcase in production in Australia,
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It is all right, Some of the new boys will learn in due course
that a few facts are much more important than some of the
arguments that they present and even they cannot deny that
there has been a most remarkable increase in production in
this country in the last few years and a most remarkable
increase in savings in this country. I go back a little while
and I can remember .soce0

Mr, Pollard - Bsck to the eighteenth century.

SIR ROBERT MENZIES : And it was a very good century, Do you
know why, Sir? Because it was a century of good sense,

Mr, Allan Fraser - You are an eightcenth century
Prime Minister.

SIR KOBERT MENZIES : "Indecd", says the honourable member,
"an eighteenth century Prime Minister." All I can say is that
at the tail end of the cightecnth contury they had some very
good Prime Ministcrs and he mignt have been proud to be one

of them, But he has forgotten his history. As I was saying,
therce have been increased savings. I can remember the time
when my distinguished opponent, the Leader of the Opposition,
uscd to say "Look at the way savings have fallen away. This
is a sign that the Government is incffective."  Now, when he
looks and sees that there are record savings, with another
£2,000,000 in the savings banks ne says "That is no good.

This is a sign that ocople have no confidence in the future.,"
You cannot satisfy some of these peoples He does not say a
word about the devclopment works progromme, cexcept in onc
respect that I will come to in a minutce, He docs not say

a word about thc record home building in Australia, an undoubted
undceniable fact. He does not say a word about the rcecord
activity in building construction - business construction -

in the cities ~ not a word. He does not say a word about the
public credit being high both here and overseas. He does not
say a word about intcrest rates falling. He does not say a
word - cxcept a hostile word - about investment in this country
from overscas. He docs not say a word about the rcmarkable
and incrcasing growth in the export of manufactures from
Australia - nothing about thesc, Yet the fact is - and
wherever you go you can encounter it - that thore is an
increasing feeling in this country, cven among thosc who were
criticael, that the Govcrnment's policy has been right and

that confidence in this country is building up every week and
every month,

Now, Sir, having said that, bccause I do not want to
take up too much o% my timc cn it ané there will be other people
who can cdeal with the details of this matter .o...

Mr, Copc =~ You have gone a bit flat,

SIR ROBERT MENZIES : I have always noticed that when you are
afriad to listen you moke a noisc, Now, Sir, in the coursce of
his specech the Leader of the Opposition was kind cnough to
make a glancing reference or two to me. At onc stage he said
that I was reportced to have told my Federel executive somcthing.
A1l I can say is that I haed ncver heard of the rcport until he
mentioned it last night and it was quite untrue., I am sorry
that he should rcad things from the gossip columns, He also
rcferred to me,and this fascinated me because I do not know
whether it was a compliment or 2 subducd attack,as 'the sole
triton of post-war Liberalism",
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Mr, O!'Brien - That was a compliment,

SIR ROBERT MENZIES s I suppose he meant to conrey the
impression that I was a triton among the minnows., This, I
think, is overdoing it, Being a triton among the minnows is
supposed to be a compliment to me and an offence to those
who for so many vears have been with me in the problems of
this country. All I want to say to the honourable member -
he has exposed his flank a little on this - is that to be

a triton among the minnows is not half so bad as being a
minnow among the 36 tritons who form the Labour Party and
that is what, hy concession, he is. He is the minnow swimming
in and around among the tritons and coming up occasionally -
if a fish can listen - and listening and diving down againj
the minnow amont the 36 tritons,

Mr., Einfeld - What do you ¢..

SIR ROBERT MENZIES ¢ Thank hcaven you were not one of themj
otherwise there would have becn 35 tritons,

I want to draw attention te just one point about
this devastating "no confidence" motion, There arc a dozen
points I could deal with, but I have time to dcal with only
one. In a remarkable cxercise of reasoning, the Leader of
the Opposition conceded what had been done. In fact; he
rchearsed it, He rcferrced to substantial increases in loan
money for State works, including of course housing; Federal
works: selected development projcctss spocilal non-repayable
grants, most of which were in aid of employmenty reduction
of income taxj; reducced sales tax on motor vehicles, which
has produced the most extraordinary activity in the motor
venicle industry; increased employment benefit and investment
allowances, He then disclosed the perfect, old-fashioned,
dead-as-the-dodo socialist mind by saying, "Not one of thecse
measures was designed to help the crdinary wage earners of
this country." I hope that everybody in Australia will read
tnat and ponder on it, Apparently, if we incrcasc loan
moneys, increase State works, increasc housing and incrcase
Federal works, this will be no good to the worker. That is his
proposition. These activities have nothing to do with the
wage earner, Decvelopment projects such as Mt., Isa, the
ilcstern Australian Roilway or coal loading equipment at
Gladstone and other ports, arc no good %o the wage earner,

How odd that is., I always thought these things were done by
having pcople work on the job and being paid for it, and by
buying materials and having pcople paid to produce %hem°

But the Leader of the Opposition says, "No, they are no good."
He rceferred to the rcecduced sales tax on motor vchicles.s I

ask you, Sir. Herc we had an industry that had sustained a
considerable reduction of production as a result of the
policies we found necessary cnd the reduced sales tax together
with the general restoration of industrial help has cnabled it
to cmploy thousands and thousands more people, not only
directly but indirectly. The leader of the socialist party
stands up and SayS ecoo

Mr. O!'Bricn - Not socialist.

SIR ROBERT MENZIES : Is it not that any longer? Oh! He
stands up and says that none of thesc things is any good to
the wage earner., I lecave it at that becouse I want to say
somcthing about some other matters, So far I have said only
a little on the matter of putting the Government out, Now
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I would like to say somelhing aboul the problem of putting
the Opposition in, which is the other object of the exercise,
If Labour is to go in, I think it is essential thatmt only
we but also the people of Australia shoulcd know where they
stand on the great issues ccnfronting this country, I have
already explained that they do not quite know where they stand
even on matters on which they attack us, But where do they
stand on the ma*tters on which I propose to attack them? They
are putting themselves forward, as the alternative Gevernment,
Apparently they do so very confidently - more confident today
than they will be in a month's time; more confident in a
month's time than they will be in a year's time. They know,
They are not so silly as all that. However, they are putting
themselves forward as the new Government, Now, Sir, what
kind of a Government would this Labour Government be?

Mr, Costa - A gecod one,

SIR ROBERT MENZIES ¢ If you are in ity I will be delighted.
But what kind of a government would it be? The govermment, of
course, would be the tired spokesman of 36 outsiders, none

of them elected by the Australian people and any nincteen of
them able to control the minds and the voices of a Labour
government, As the honourable member for Higinbotham (Mr,
Chipp) said this afternoon, this is what is called democracy,
It may have been differcnt in the days when Labour had strong
leaders, but it is not teday when Lobour has leaders wao bow
in the corridors and who wait for their orders and who then
proceed as best they can to carry out their crders, In other
words, the country is nct being offered by Labour a government
of pecple who will attack problcms, cxercisc their own
judgments and stand by their judgment, but people who will
look around the corncr and say to thesce obscure noncntities
wino give them their orders, "Picasz, what is it we arc allowed
to do, That is as clear as a pikestaff, and if it neecdcd to
be made clecar, my honouravle friend with his deputy leader
made it clear at the last Federal Confeorcence of the Australian
Labour Party. A more humiliating spectacle could hardly be
imagined!

Mr, Pollard - That is not what you said to Biry.
You said, "Do it or clse',

SIR ROBERT MENZIES: That was ¢ Prime Ministers hne was the
. 3 0 ,

lecader, Hec was not 2 Prime Minister who had to go away to

36 people and say, "Pleaac oblige mc by telling mco"

Mr, Allan Frascr -~ ¥You arce a onc-mé&n government,

SIR ROBERT MENZIES : The honourable mcmber for Edcen Monaro
keceps muttering about a onec-man governmcnt. If I am the Prime
Minister of this ccuntry, I am thc Prime Minister because the
people have clected ny supporters, who have chesen me, There
is no parallel on my side of politics to this outside control
by a group of 36, or any other number you care to choose,
conpletely irresponsiblc people to whom the sc-called leaders
of thne country would have to make their obeisance,

The next comment I make about the Australian Labour
Party, which wants to come in, is: Wherc does it stand on
Malaya? After all, this ccuntry is a pretty rcmote country
in the world., This country, as thc whole of cxperience has
shown, cannot in great cmergencics be its own solc defender,
It must do its best, but it cannot bec its own sole defender.
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e have all found that time after time, and therefore we have
a lively intercst in what goes on ...

Mr, Urcn - Who did yOoU e.o-s

SIR ROBERT MENZIES =~ If you do not mind - I know your views
are so far left of mine that I sec them in a sunset haze,

I know the honourable member is a little touchy on this, because
it is he who has said - it has becen gquoted - that there is
nothing to fear from Comrunist China, it has no ambitions,

It is like Hitler; it has no territorial ambitions., It is
not pressing on South-East 4sia., That is the view of the
honourable member for Reid, but who accepts it? Who, looking
at what goes on in South-East Asia, could belicve such scerry
nonsense for half a minute, It is important, thercfore, to
know where Labour stands on Malaya, which happens to be a
British country and a country of the Commonwealth of Nations
not so very far to our north, friendly and loyal.

The last decision they made - and I cannot discover
that it has ever be~n altered - is that the Australian
components of the Commonwealth Strategic Reserve in Maleya
should be withdrawn, Now, I will be delighted to know whether
that is still true, Apparcntly it is. A grcat silence falls
over the ranks of the Labour Party. So, let it be obscrved by
everybody concerncd that by their silence they adanit that that
is still their policy. They will be given an opportunity
overnight to find out from - what is the chap's name? -
Chamberlain. But after all, the last authentic remark on this
issue was made by the honourable member for Parkes (Mr, Haylen)
and as a front-bencher and as a loyal observer of the Constitu-
tion of the Labour Party what L: said must be right., It nust
be official, He said, "We on this side of the chamber arc
assailed for saying that our troops ought to get ovt of Melaya.
What has Malaya to do with us?"

This is the Labour Party! What has Malaya to do with
us! In other words, wc cannot, says the Labour Party, care
less what happens in Malaya. We cannot care less if Malaya
is over-run by the Communists, And, indeed, they had the
non-aggressive Chinese Communists conducting activities of
insurgency in Malaya and it was onc of the honours of our
battalion in Malaya from tinme to time to take part in resisting
these pcople and in tracking them down, But the Labour Party
says, "“Wnat has Malaya got to do with us?"

Teke their attitude towards the creation of Malaysia,
This is very well described in that splendid newspaper, the
Melbourne "Age" amly this morning in a leading article. I
will undertake to read a few lines fron what the ncewspaper
said bccause it puts it to perfection, It said, speaking
about the ILabour Party and its policy, now handed out in
writing in W.A. by the boss - wecks afterwards -

It believes in cffective "decolonization"

It is extraordinary how left-wingwrs love these long words,
Effective decolonization, The article continues -

", ..., of the three northern Borneo territories, but
it passes no judgment on the proposal for incorporating
British Borneo in Malaysia."

And that is truc. Not a word about it. Silence, The Leader
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of the Opposition incautiously said recently, when he was a
free man., that he thought it was a good idea, But now now,
Nothing but silence now on that front, The "Age" article
continues -

"The Party's attitude towards Malaysia appears to
the outsider to be mere double talk, and its
failure to recognize the importance of the Common-
wealth Strategic Reserve suggests a refusal to face
facts,"

Then the "Age" goes on, charitably I think, to say =~

"Flexibility is a useful quality in strange ways but
it does not mean evading or pecstponing decisions,
What the conference failed to give was a clearly
formulated and presented foreign policy for a party
which is Australia's alternative government,"

And then, with a superb but delicate touch of irony, the "Age"
article concludes -

"Its Parliamentary leaders were entitled to expect
rore"

I think this is gorgeous. I really think this is the finest
journalistic sentence I have read this year -

"Normally the people expect the Farliamentary leacders
of a great party to give a lead, to cxpound ideas in
the party,to take decisions on policy."

Then the "Age" with all its charity, says in the final paragraph =

"What a pity, bccause the Parliamentary leaders of
the Labour %arty are not as other men., They have to
be given something by Chamberlain and company and
rcally it is very disappointing that they were not
given more,"

This, Sir, I think is not only a piece of delicate irony but in
its fashion quite superb,

Now, Sir, my time goes on and therecfore I pass on to
the next thing on which I am curious about the Labour Party's
attitude., The Labour Party, this prospcctive govermment, the
one that wants to come into office -

M1, Einfeld - Inevitably,

SIR ROBERT MENZIES : I do not object, my dear fellow, to your
cheering yourseclf up in this fashion, I would in your position,
Personally I wish you well. I think you would make a very good
whatever-it-is, The Labour Party wants to have a nuclear-frece
zone gouth of the equator. May I take it that that is still
Labour Party policy?

Mr, Einfeld - Hear! Heeri

SIR ROBERT MENZIES ¢ Thank you very much., I knew that if I
were nice to you, you would respond, This is still the Labour
Party'!s policy. Of course, this idea of having an area south
of the cquator and round the world in which no nuclear weapons
can be deployed sounds very attractive and a lot of Labour
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people think thal the pecple at large will be deceived into
thinking that all thet means 5s that Mstralia will not herself
have nuclear wearons. Of cocurse, that is just a pathetic
outlcok on it, The fact is that a nuciear-free zone south of
the equator - if you could get away with it, if you could get
the other people of the southern hemisphere to agree to it -
would mean that no nuclear» weapons couid be deplcyed even in
cur defence, south cf the eguator.

Mr, Binfeld - No.

SIR ROBERT MENZIFS ¢ Oh! This ig fascinating., So &1l we say
to the United States of Mmerica, for example - a great nuclear
power - or to Great Britain is: "We are not going to have ycu
south of the ecquator cxcept, of course, if we get into trouble.
There is a level =

Mr, Rinfeld -~ You are clicwning akcut this.

SIR ROBFERT MENZIES ¢ T am not clowrning, I am talking about
a metter so serious that you ought to be achamed ¢f yourself
for treating it as a jJole,

Mr, Einfeld - You are clowlilga.

STR ROBERT MENZIES ¢ Clowningd [ am telling the labour Tarty
in this pilace that if their nuclear-free area south of the
equator ever came into operation and were supgorted by the
pecple of Australia, that would be national suicide. The trouble
with the honourable member for Philip Mr, Einfeld) is that he
will not face up to the facts., He likes to aveid them. The
£9et is - and do not run awvay from iv toc fast - tnat if we ars
going to have as our allies the United States of America and the
United Xilngdom - those groat powers which have nuclcar strength,
cne of which, the Unitzd States of Amcrica, pcssesser the
Polaris submarines -~ which is 2 7ude word with the Opposition -
and will hcve them in the Indian Occan, are we to say o

them, "Locok, whaicver happens, you understend that no nmuclear
weapon 13 te be discharged by you or contrelled by jou Ifrom
Australian territory, because the Labour Party says it is not

to happen?” Therefore, if those peaceful Communist Chinese -
;ne ncn-aggressers in Viet Nam and Lac

™
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Mr, Poilard interjieciing - -

SIR ROBURT MENZIES : Listen for a whilej; it will do you no
harm, TIf thesc people become invelved ia war and the United
States of fmerica is alongside of us, who stand rignht in the
southward track of these movements, are we to say to them that
although people north of the equator can use intercontinental
ballistic missiles and other nuclear weapsns nc Australian
gevernment is going tc allow the United States of /fmerica to
use this as a base for countoer attack? Does it not mean that?
If it dees not mean that, perhaps the honocurable member fer
Phiilip will bc good cnough some time to explain to us what

1t does mean.

Mr, Einfeld - I will give you instruction in this
any time,

Mr, OfBrien - It will be vcry simple, too,
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SIR ROBERT MENZIES : Yes, it will be very simple., I quite
agree., The truth of the matter is that the Labour Party has

to give up trying to have it both ways. You advocate a
nuclear-free zone south c¢f the equator, because tnis pleases
your Communist supporters, and then, in the next breath, to
satisfy your right-wingers, who are sensible and decent people,
you say, "That does not mean what it says". What in the name
of fortune does it mean?

Perhaps the honourable member for the Australian
Capital Territory (Mr, J,R. Fraser) who is interjecting, mignht
devote some of his attention to writing a powerful article for
the "Canberra Times'", expla.ning that this does not mean that
nuclear weapons cannot be deployed from Australian territory,
even though Australia is under attack, Mr. Epeaker, if you
can hear me over the gutter noises of wast Sydney, I just want
to say that the attitude of the Labour Party's conference to
the North West Capc installation is of a picce with the
isolationism exhibited in that party's attitude cowards a
nuclear-free zone, [t is a natural corollary, Opposition
members now say, I think, that by a vote of nineteen to seventeen
they got something through which disappointed us., I hope they
have all read what they got *hrocugh.

You know, Sir, there is a very odd thing about this
last Labour Party conference. On the matter of North West
Cape - a matter of immediate and vital importance to the
people of Australic - no written document was handed out at
all, Did honourable mcmbers notice that? On the contrary, the
master - naturally not the Leader of the Opposition - came out
and read to the press, quite quickly, from a piecc of paper,
That is all they have ever had. I thought at the time, "This
is pretty good, because this willi always give them the
opportunity of saying that they were misreported and that that
was not what they decided." The other day, in the fastnesses
of Perth coss

Mr, Harding - What is wrong with Perth?

SIR ROBERT MENZI¥S ¢ Nothing. It is one of the finest cities
in Australia, I have always had an ambition to live there. I
am thinking of that quite seriously, All I can say is that in
the fastnesses of Porth tie master produced, in writing, the
decisions that the conference had made. There was nothing in
the document about North wWest Cape. Of course, Sir, the whole
basis of this thing is that the Labour Party has gone back,
after a nmuch better interiude at one time, to its isolationist
attitude towards the problems of the worlé° It wants to say
to the Unitea States, "Certainly we do not mind your spending
£35M on a radio communications station., That is very nice,
Thank you very much, We do not mind your using it for naval
communications in time of peace as long as we are the joint
owners and managers, although we will not pay for it. But if
the occasion occurs whoen you really need naval communications
more than at any other time, then, although you are our
associate in ANZUS and SEATO and we know, as people of common
sense, that you and your friendship are vital to us, we want
you to understand that yocu connot use the station urdess the
Australian Government of the day happens to say that you can,"

I hove heard a lot of people saying that the establish-

nment of this station is an inwasion of our sovereignty. Our
sovereignty has been invadcd before, as the Lavour Government
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f the past well knows, I suppose it was an invasion of
our sovereignty when all. the forces in Australia were put
under a foreign command, Nobody complained about that,

It was a jolly good cause, 1s iv not a fact also that this
technical sovereignty ¢f ours was so far invaded that members
of the American forces, although they were in Austialia and
night commit crimes in Australia, were removed ircm the
jurisdiction of the Australien courts and placed under
Imerican jurisdiction? I am not complaining about that,

I would have done exactly the same thing under tihe same
circumstances, But this, we are now told, is the kind of
thing that is an invasion of our sovereignty. The Labour
Party of those days underctood pretty weirl that to subtract
from your own scvereignty by cexercising it in favour of a
friend is much more imporvant than losing it all to an
enemy.

Mr. McGuren - Who criticised the Government?

SIR RCBERT MENZIES : 1 do not know., I ¢id nct, If it is
any comfert, I say to ycu now that that was right. Wwhy do
you now say it was wrong? ‘e have heard all this cackle
about scvereignty and we heve neard it said that we must
not allow the /mericans to ccme in here and have rights,
Finally, Sir, with three minutes to g0 ces.

Mr, Armitage -~ Economic issues?

SIR ROBERT MENZIES - No, I am dealing with issues which you
detest but which will determine in the minds of the Australian
people whether you will get an opportunivy to ruin this
country., Apart from naying lip-service to the United Natlons,
where does the Labour Party stand? Why, it was only in 1955
that Dr. Evatt propcsed to save £40M from the defence vote,

so he obviously thought that it was much too much, The
henourahle member for keid (Mr. Uren) pithily expressing
himself in 1960, said, "Disarm!" In Cctober, 1360, in the
same debate, the honourable member for Talor (Mr. rollard)
said that a police force, pending the arrival of the United
Nations, was all that we nceded. Tine honourable memter for
Lalor is a gallant and distinguished member of this Parliament,
He is an old friend of mine, But he was exhibiting a point

of view on this matter, In October, 1950, the honourable
member for Yarra (Mr. Coirns) sald that we should supply
troops to the United Nations and nowhere clse,

Now, Sir, how do you sum it all up? Here is a
party that wants to bc pub into office, It is dubious and,
indeed, isolationist in its attitude to defence. It has a
dangerous attitude towards a nuclear-free zone, It has an
unrcal and evasive attitude on Malaya, It is divided on the
veality of our association with the Unived States, as
cxenplified by the North-West Cape installaticn, Above all
things, it has a dismal pecsition as the humble but obodient
servant - as the lackey, I think that is the Communist
exprezsion - of the outside body now fomous in history as
the 26,




