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NHS spending

# Industrial tralmng'

—————
COAL DISPUTE

—————
The Nluonal Coal Boara would
look at v val case
saoked e Lo s et My
Peter Walker, Secrctary of State for
Energy. said in the Commons
dunng qucs(mn time.

If there were cases where this had
not been done, the NCB e was willing
to re-cxamine them carcfully and |
any mistakes were made. the power
eglmdusmal tribunals was consider-
a

Some of those calling for an
amnesty for sacked miners who had

0
forgiveness should be given to those
who worked during the disput,
o - a from
Polmaise where mincrs some ne s
- 900 people had bcen
convicted during the dispute and
181 had
A the
impression given by cerain people.
also said that “substantial
amounty of money which  would
have been  used capital
invesiment inthe indusiry would
now have to © repair the
damage done during the dispute.
Mr Walker said that that morning
there were ~full attendances  at
virtually all collieries.

1 hope that the industry will get
back 1o normal working ves
quickly (he added) and take
advaniage of the opportunities
available to it
Mr Harvey Proctor (Billericay. [
That statement meets wi
picasure of the House s ' whole,
Can he confirm that there will be no
general amnesty but that the NCB
will look at individual cases on their
individual merits’

Mr Walker: Yes. | can confirm that,
Robert  Parry (Liverpool
Riverside. Lab): Is not the NCB
adopting double standards? During
the strike it reinstated _sacked
miners 50 35 o, present the best
the present stance
vindictive and hypochticass
Mr Walker: No. There arc plenty of
cases of people convicted during the
strike who have gone back to work
during the last week and are
continuing at work.
Ml Richard Doglas (Duniermline
West, will Walker
examine hat happened  this
morning at Comrie Colliery when
the management in a_vindictive,
boncheaded and _stupid _fashion
locked *men out? (Conscrvative
Iangmer) This is no laughing

Would Mr Walker “get Mr
MacGregor and Mr Wheeler 1o
come 10" his office immediately to
explain why Scotland should be
excluded from the tupe of wording
he is using today? Will he do that
immediately or otherwise sack them
both’

Mr Walker: | am informed. I hope
rightly. that at Comrie the miners

marched o the colliery. held a pecay

mecting. and then returned home.
There arc some 25 NUM members
at the pit and the same number of
Nacod:

Mr Kevin Barron (Rother Valley,
Lab): Why were people sacked last
week when they were working for
two months beforchand? These are

the men Mr Walker and the Prime
Minister were

‘Why have men ‘orkshire been
sacked who have bcen found not
guilty in courts nf law of any
offence? Why have men been
dismissed when their cases do not
come to court for months?

What type of settlement are we
80ing to end up with that is going to
take the industry forward? Is it not
the case that this vindictiveness and
victimization going 10 help
destroy the coal industry?

Mr Walker: 1 totally disagree with
Mr Barron’s assessment. There are
hundrzds of men wor‘kmg ‘who have
the strike of

Hxs ponraynl of the scene
is roully inadequate.

Mr William Hamilton (Central Fife,
Lab): I would draw his attention o a
report in The Guardian  this
morning about older miners who
have been convicted of relatively
minor offences and received small
fines_but have nevertheless been
dismissed and stand to lose £30.000
or more in redundancy pay.

If this ig the case. how can any
MPor theSovernment defend such
inju
Will Mr Walkef instruct the NCB
at all levels to give firm assurance
that_where there are such men
possibly being deprived of their
Tights in this matter. he will give a
directive that that shall not happen?

r Walker knows my views very

well ‘on this srike. IF he and. the
Government and the NCB continuc
with this victimization and terrori-
zation there will be_ no end to the
trouble in the coal min
Mr Walker: 1 rccngnizc and
appreciate Mr Hamilton's _views.
There s no policy of the NCB that
men because they are elderly and
Subject 101 compmsﬂnon should be
dismissed. There is no reason why H:
the NCB should hold such a view
because all the - redundancy and
carly rcwemem payments arc paid
ut of sej s. The NCB h:
no financ.al mlcrcsl it whatsor
ver,
If' you take all of Scotland,

obviously I cannot give the figures
for Polmaisc because they are not at
work, but apart from this 900 people
have been convicted dnnnz the
disputc and 181 have been
dismissed. and_not 900 which is
sometimes the impression given by
certain people. Some 181 were
Giemissed an the NCB considered,
having carefully examined each
case. that they arc justified.

Mr David Heathcoat-Amory (Wells,
C): This whole tragedy could have
been avoided if the NUM had
struck to its rule book and held a
national ballot.
tker: His view has been
totally confirmed this weck by a
certain publication known to be
close to Mr Scargill's supporters
called the Socialist Worker.
It said in a leading article: “In the
afiermath of the strike, onc of the
criticisms bound 10 be levellled at
the miners is that the strike was lost
use there was no ballot. But this
ingnores one central fact there
had been a ballot there would not
have been a strike.” (Conservative
laughter)
Mr David Knox (Staffordshire,
Moorlands, C): Will the Govern-
ment do everything it can to bring
about reconcilliation in the coal

mdusuy

in keep] wilh true -
Conserv: we clpls? S
Mr Walke 0 doubt’ the
majority of mlnm wnm to get back
and ‘the
C! will do

i Wi Mr Mlc(i
‘Yesterday in The Sunday Telegraph?

is just as unfit to run
an amnesty as he ever was to run the
coal industry. In that interview, he.
said lhe mmmer hae nothing to do
with a e decisions. Is he
uum; me v.mth
Would it not be better to get him
back to America as soon as possible?
Laba}nrcheen)

er: ing in
Sinday Teiegraph S on he
question of “saying no amnesty
should be glveil lor :enous crimes.
‘which differs of the

€ Vi
Leader of the Oppns!lloll (Mr Neil

Barron: Vindictiveness
and victimization.

Kinnock) o bis deputy (Mr Roy
Hatters]
M e Stewart (Sherwood. C):
Will he reassure those miners who
chose 10 go to work before the strike
came 10 an end that they will have
protection? We do not want any
repetition of the incidents we saw
on television y.
Thursday and Friday nights imvolv.
ing the Watson family.
Mr Walker: It is important that
pmpcr protection is given o those
courageously. and in very
diffeult conditions, taok advantage
ofther legal rght and freedom (0 g0
1o worl
¢ are those who ask for
amnesties for those who have

s

saying at the weekend

lhal people.are discovering the pnoe
-of insubordination and i

a y. Wwe are going to mlke

it stick”? These are the words of an

an
prerequisite 1o

reconciliati
Will Mr Walker take the lead in
encouraging: negotiations _bet
both ':scs _and not allow the
overime
negouauon!"
las, many miners are
ﬁndmg e apbaling datmane done
by this dispute, which was totally
unjumﬁed on any basis. Th:y have
Iready paid a heavy price and are
cnmmumgwdoso
egardmfd(h:ov:mme ban, am
surprised ason does not
mconuse thal the best opportunity
of recovering from the
get back

a t money is he
preplwd to spend on |l|=m

been deslrvyed luring this dispute.
Apart that, a it f
machinery has been damaged and a

great deal of repair work will have to
be done before any form of normal
working can be acl eved

instead of lhe £800 million the
md\mry would have had last year in

capital "investment and a Slllllllr
amount this coming year, we ne
have the problem that su!manlxal
capital investment will have to go
into restoring the damage done.
Mr Timothy Yeo (Suffolk Soulh C
Will he ensure the cost
dispute is borne by lhe wunlry :s z

‘whole and not just by the customers.
of the coal industry’
Mr Walker: The cost of lhc dispute,
in_all its forms. will be
complicated calculation which will
have effects over several years

Mr Peter Hardy (Wentworth, Lab):
& number of my consituents have
been sacked by the NCB although
their “cases have. ot vt peen
decided by the court and they have
had no opportunity to explain or

z

a bar-to :

defend Ihu an

commitied mevous crimes” vf Ives: * This

” violence * and - argue that ‘embmennﬁ factor. n a nme when

forgiveness or protectionshould be we  shoul h of

gven Io those,who legally went to wnunds.

v ‘dmns“‘“dlw Central Walker: I can assure i the
ol

b Sy Masan (Bar eatrll, b;emveof\hewalboudlslolnnk

at everi/ individy case on i

menl.s, Hhm are cnsu when this
done, the¥ are" wllhns

o m-eumme them. 1

any mistakes on this, l.he

\l; industrial tribunals is eﬂnsuln—
al

M Michael McNair-Wilson (New-

bury, C): In an, any future negotiations
on _pay. wm:l he cnmm& the-|
chairman of to_spend
more money onan improved

bonus
mdumvlt{lmuheme wluel! Mr ]

Scargill so entabl;

“Those who tak abaut contiouing
the dispute by anarchy and guerrilla
more_concerned in

caders of thi h:
thosk i the e ustry

suffered enough miscry alreads
M Walker: 1 agree. The nxulre of

coal reserves
mmen * sill are- sy that, e
high productivity, this mdus!ry has
a good re and it is
cerainly in the interosts of any pay
agreement 10 seck to maximise and

Mr Stanley Orme. chief Opposition
spokesman on encrgy: The position
of the coal board is untenable in this
situation. Whn( has hxppcned m
Scotland is als

e e
HEALTH SERVICE

An increase of prescription chas
10 £2.per-item, 2nd of, charges for
treatment will increase total
rmm rges to the NHS by

a year, Mr Norman

3 m!-:ury of State for Social
Services, said in a statement in the
Commons.

Michael Meacher, Labour

4 0
ind that that would
awly to |70 ‘million prescriptions a

s-. his statement, Mr Fowler said
tha next financial year. the
heaith service planned to spend an
inging total

spending w0 some” £17.560
Thal is an increase (he said) of
‘over 20 per cent in real terms since
this Government came to power. In
England alone the health scrvice will
be spending an extra £870 million
next year. The great bulk of that
exira Spending wall bt paid for from
taxation and_ national insurance.
But. as the Government's detailed
spending plans made clear. the
Govenment_believes that_ there
hould be some increase in the
conlnb\lllun ﬁom d!ml Ch:l‘l&s
In

ments - crowns, inlays. bridges and
dentures ~ will mcmse by 6 10 10
per cent. The maximum charge for
any smglt counc of treatment will
increase by just 4.5 per cent. We
hav: dended 0 dnnu the structure

routine treatment
such as fillings and extractions and
10 relate the charge more closely 1o
the cost of treatment.

In future patients will pay the full
cost of routine lmm\em up 10 a
maximum of £17 - rather than
£14.50 as at present - but they will
:;so pay Iwo-fifths of any cost above
i

In the hospital service we intend
to increase the charges for private
patients and overseas visitors 5o

that th charges meet the ﬁ-u cost of
the services provided ling all
overheads, some of

be

of just over 14 per cent although
there will be variations for different
types of charge and hospital. These
charges will now make a total
contribution of more
million a year to health authoritics™
budeets.
‘These changes. wil come into
fiect at the beginning of April

e result will be that the health
service remains  predominantly
funded by general axation - whic
accounts for some 86 per cent of
Cxpenditure. A further 1§ per cont 1
derived from national insurance

had had an agreemcnl this. wﬂuld
have never have arisen. In 1972 and
1974 a negotiated settlement would
have meant these positions could

lved without th

bitterness  which has now been
engendered in the industry.

Mr Walker: Yes, that is why I regret
e Opposition did not do far more
in encouraging acceptance of the
Acas compromise and also far more
in moving Mr Scargill from the
totally intransigent position he took.
Mr  George Foulkes  (Carrick,

Cumnock and Door Lab)
later asked the Sccrelarv o St o
concede that because of the slump
in the value of the pound there was
no nced to close any pit in the
foresceable future.

Mr Walker: 1 doubt whether he was
heard 10 be very vocal when the
pound exchange rate wa: 3
secing that under his_calculation
that meant that all pits should close.

No plans to sell off mining industry

There were no plans for privatiza-

tion of the coal industry, Mr

Hunt Under-Secretary of State for

Encrgy. said during question time
What matters for this industry

now (he said) is a period
consolidation 1o recover Trom this
damaging disputc

called on the Opposition to
o 1o cudomn irresponsible talk
of guerilla action in the pits which
could only destroy the industry.

This strike has inflicted very
substantial damage (he said) and ler
no onc in this House underestimate
the extent of that damage. For the
President of the NUM 1@ alk of the
fight to continue it. it must be the
view from all sides of the House that
the only fight that now matters is 10

rebuild the industry, which has been
shattered by Scargill’s strike.

Mr Jeremy Hanley (Richmond and
e Arthur Scargill has
Tepeaiedly Sid we i BriarS e
the cheapest deep-mined coal in the
world. would he confirm or deny
that statistic as it scems 1o be not
only a vial plank of NUM policy
but also a fest of Mr Scargill's
veracity?
Mr Hi I statement is incorrect
and one_further cxample of the
Testering alschoads of the Prevdins
to pcrpclnne this
pointless political stri
Mr Stanley Orme, chlcfovws[non
spokesman on encrgy: To get rid of
sucrrilla acuvity in’ the: ane 1

gl a negotiated
hnd a mecting this
Monday morning with Nacers on

NUM officials. Nacods gave me a
€opy of a letter which they wrote on
March 6 to Mr Spanton asking for a
meting on modificd collery review
procedure and for all partics to
atiend. Will he agree that that
should go ahead?

Mr Hunt: The Government has
always wanted 1o sce a negotiated
settlement. It was a great tragedy for
the future of the mduslry that sadly
He did not support the ive
msemmg the
document they obtained from the
coal board as the best possible offer.
Tha lnl'fernmll anen ta tha NI

arges we arc
sceking an extra £10 million o
income tohelp offct the cost ofthe
wi stands at
£| 500 m||||on: ear. Because of the
cxemptions _policy almost throe-
of prescriptions  arc
dispensed frec of charge.
i means that the retired, those
on low incomes including those on
supplementary benefit and family
income supplement. children, ex-
pectant mothers and people suffer-
from certain conditions do not
y charges. In addition, more
Than one in frve of the preseriptions
which are paid for are covered by
prepayment certificates.
1t has been suggested recently that
we should narrow the range

right o protect those in nesd from
the impact of charges and we do not,
therefore,  intend make any
change in the categorics which arc
exempt from prescription charges.
lowever, we_do_believe that
those who can afford it should make

cover wel under Rl e contof the
verage prescription which is now
ahnul £4.50.
S0 be equivalent
Lot of the
prepayment ce
T dental teaiment there_are
i wide exemptions  from
The cxisting range of
cxemptions - for children. those on
low_incomes and expectant_and
nursing mothers - will continue.
These  exemptions account for
almost half of all chargeablc courses
of treatment. Dental cxaminations
will continue to be free of charge for
all

Tha Akamas

. Afier the changes |
have announced today charges will
account for only some 3.2 per cent
of 10tal health service spending.
The net e l s the

Government is m: all health
charges this Apri will e 1o increase
1otal income froi some
£40 million next year. This will be a
contribution towards the extra £670
million of health service spending
we are planning for next year. If we

Sims: Many will feel
charge is not unacceptable

Mr Meacher: This latest huge
increase. at five times the current
inflation rate. is paralieled by an
cqually big réduction in the tax
component of the NHS funding
since 1979 so that under _this
Government, the sick are having to
pay more for their medicines to
pave the way for cven bigger tax
handouts to the rich in Budget after
Budget

Fowler lookmg for extra income
from prescription charges

have not shown excessive cost
increases and some have become
«cheaper per unil to the NHS since
the mid-1970s? Many people will be
paving more for their precriptions
than they cost the NHS.

The maximum dental :hzrg:s.
which i what more than 90 per cer
of people have 10 pay for uulmem
have reached a level whm the
principle of a general i
Teadily availabie 10 all i need fs in
dan;crm'wlllpﬂ ng.

hese huge increases in prescrip--

IIDI\ and other charges (he said) fnr
the sixth year running. are unjust.
discriminatory and a vicious
penalty on some of the the mnsl
vulnerable people in our society a
even at this stage we call on e
Government 10 withdraw them.
Mr Fowler: If he wants more
resources. they have 10 be found and
paid  for. t@x, _national
insurance or cl ax and
national insurance arc providing 97

cent of the cost. It is hypocritical
10 call for more spending on health
and 1o condemn every means of
raising that money.
Mrs Jill Knight (Birmingham.
Edgbaston. C): The poorest and

st needy are protected all the way:
along the line. Even those that are
ncither poor nor needy are still
going_only 10 pay £2 for a
prescription which is worth £4.50.
That 1s a bargain in anybody's
money
Mr '\llﬂ!lel Mtldonml‘l (Leeds
has Mr Fowler
cho i 'mt 10 introduce a
substantial increase in prescription
charges when he aims 10 save £75
mlllnrm next Mondzy by his limited
list of drugs proposal

Pharmacists have been asking
clients 1o say whlch onc item | mos!

imply
catnot afford 10 pay for o e s
s are prescribing.

Mr Fowler: | am constantly being
vrcss&’d 10 spe‘ml and provide more
are providing £800

rlulllon mcn‘ for the health service
next year. The issue comes down to

contribution.

Mr Roger Sims (Chistiehurst, C):
Many people will feel that a charge
of £2 for a prescription imposed on

those who can well afford to pay it is
not an_unacceptable figure when

compared with the cost of a packet
of cigarettes, a pint of beer or a
cinema seat.

The list of chronic conditions
which enjoy cxemption is relatively
limited. There arc some who feel it
might be widen
Mr Fowler: | wm certainly look at
that point agai
Mr Roy c-my (Hahhx C willhe
clarify the position of prescri
scason ticket holders?

Mr Fowler: | hopc we will be able to
help with
Mrs Ann Clw;d (Cynon Vallc)‘
Lab) said it was not truc
expectant mothers did not pay lny
charge. If (shc went on) you becor
pregnant when you have started
vour treatment you pay for it unless
u can arrange (0 become pregnant
before you start that treatment,
Mr Fowler: 1 will look at that
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