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has not been done in any publicly adminis-
tered plan i Canada and that is why I arn
giving consideration ta following that proce-
dure. I arn suggesting that this as a way ta
overcome this difflculty. I believe tis will be
accepted as a genuine effort to meet the prob-
lems of the optometric profession.

Mr. Rynard: Mr. Chairman, I sliould like ta
thank the minister for bis explanations, but I
amn wondermng whether anything was said
about tis at the federal-provincial confer-
ences. Were optometrists flot; spoken about?
Has the minister fia indication of what the
provinces intend ta do about this question? If
he has, why does he not take us into bis
confidence and tell us what is going ta be
done? Surely sometbing must be done. At the
present moment in the field of physiotherapy
in Ontario there is discrimiination. If patients
are sent ta a liospital they are covered under
the plan. If they are sent ta a physiotherapist
Who does flot work in a hospital, bis services
are not paid for under the plan. This is dis-
crimnination.

The points we would like cleared up are:
What are the prospects? What is being
proposed? Where are we going from. here? As
I say, I thank the minister for his explana-
tioris. I think some o! thein were overdue but
he did give us some good explanations. But
the key points are the attitude of the federal
and provincial goverinents and what the
situation is regarding optometrists and the
other paramedical services in view of the
statement in the Hall commission report that
optometrists could be included very easily.

Mr. MacEachen: Mr. Chairman, the feelings
of the provinces have been expressed, of
course, in their own plans. They have not
included eye refractions as an insured service.
This has been reflected in the discussions we
have held. I believe the proposal. I now sug-
gest is the kind of proposai that the provinces
wouid feel is the correct one at this time.

Mr. Fulton: Mr. Chairman, I should like to
ask the minister a question. The minister
seems to miss the wliole point of the argument
which lias been put forward by this particular
part of Her Majesty's Loyal Opposition. Our
position is that the federal government should
supplement provincial scliemes. If the provin-
cial schernes allow the services ta be rendered
and ta be compensated for, the federal gav-
erninent should agree ta, pay one hlli of the
cost. Wlien the ininister tries ta reproacli us
for increasing the cost of the scheme, lie 15

Medicare
completely misinterpreting and distorting aur
position.

Our prirnary position is and has always
been that the role that the federal governiment
sliould be playing is to supplement provincial
schemes, and the minister cannot deny that.
Not being able to deny it, when he says that
by our insistence, if the provinces include
these related services, we wiUl be running
counter ta what we criticized hlm for on the
resolution stage, lie must admit lie is guilty of
a distortion of our position.

Why, therefore, does he flot now say to the
provinces and to this house that wliat we will
do is supplement medical insurance plans
which the provinces introduce. The provin-
cial governments are not; unintelligent. They
are responsible for the iicensing of medical
and paramedical people. Does the minister
want to arrogate that power unta himself? I
would think not. Why then does he flot say ta
the provinces: If you institute a prepaid medi-
cal insuranoe plan and decide ta caver under
it the cost af the services of qualiified practi-
tioners i thie field of medical care generally
speaking, we wîll pay half the cost? That is
what we are asking him ta do.

Why does the minister go through these
long and obfuscated arguments about whether
certain provinces do or do flot now include
these services? The province of British Ca-
lumbia has one seheme, the province of Al-
berta has another. The province of Ontario lias
a different; one and the province of Saskatchi-
ewan a different one stifi. Presumably they
are satisfactory to the voters in those prov-
inces. If they are not it is flot the business of
the minister ta say that they should be
changed.

Therefore, Mr. Ohairman, why does the
minister flot simply and straightforwardly say
that lie will now accept amendments in tis
committee ta this bull ta, provide that services
i the field we are discussing here, services

which the provinces are prepared ta include
in a prepaid medical insurance scene, wl]
be compensated for the extent of 50 per cent
by the federal treasury? That Is ail we are
asking the minister ta do. If lie will do that
we could get on witli the bill and really bring
about a medical insurance schesne ta caver ail
the people of Canada and do sa very quick]y.
This is aur common alin and objective.

Mr. MacEachen: Mr. Chairman, I will tell
the hon. gentleman very quickly why it is flot
possible ta accede ta bis request. We had tis
out fully on second reading. The proposai the
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