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Sk: ...and 1f 1 press the right buttons here 1 should he
able Lo talk to the PM of Australia.

PM: G'day Steve sorry to keep you waiting.
Sk : No dramas. llappy New Year.
PM: Thank you v. much Steve and the same to you and all your

listeners.,.have a happy and prosperous 1987,

SR: Four years on, is the job getting any casicr or is it more

hard work?

PM: Well it is a mixtuce Steve, /Mggg work in thec scnsc that you
know und apprepriale the v. tough eccnomic year last year and that
rcquired enormous amount of extra decision making and that was hard
work . It is easier in the other sense Steve, that 1 gucss whatever,
work youre in, yours, minc or whatever, the longer you are in it and
if you are intelligent you learn the ropes and things come easier.
Its a mixture. I think the actual doing of the job has become ~

easier....but therc are a few more things on the plate.

SR: Any timc for an intreospection.

4

PM: l do try to take the odd time offczﬁjust to think how things
are going. Wwhal things have happened over the recenl past, how we
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have handled them. Whats Lhe sort of way we shou!d be dolng things
now and for the rest of the ycar....s0 | do think about my performance and

the pcrformunce of the goveruuvmnl in that way.

5R: Do we have you (inaydibl¢) te ridirnle any sprrulation

that Paul Keating will be moved from Treasury?

PM: Yes.

T TSRy Whilc we are in that Yes/No mode....is it possible to lock

DM, Thato vawctly otghe Seeveo - rnav 1s-wnat— 1 ‘have lived on™

in a promnse - No election in 19877

PM: Not carly '87. )} mean 1 _have said_that. the _Parliament—— - —..-— ..
will go full term - and that means STevc, that at the end of '87

or in thc early part of 88.

SR: Ok. For somebody who really believes in the benefits of
concensus you must have taken heart from progress made.in the

pas+ couplec of days by Simon Crean and Charles Copeman - an unlikely
double, but they secm to have aclually thrashed out some advances

fn the Pilbera dispute and | guess thal is the essence of concensus

as you sce it?

all my life from the time 1 was prestdent of the ACIU, | never took

the attitude that we were always rvight. Or any i1ndustrial

dispute right(?) was always on the side of the trade unions. I

think it is like lifc...whelher dopicstic arguments or disputes

in football clubs or in any groups. 1ts v. rarely that absolute

right i on one sidce and so 1 have always taken the view that the ‘
sensiblc thing to get the best out of the situation is to get pecople
to s{t down and talk and then see whather you can work somelhing

out togcther. And that is (he principle I have had to try to

apply in Govt since I have becen PM And yes you are right 1 am pleascd
to sce that Simon Crean sat down ana talked to Charlie Copcman

and that tley veeiced to have workea suvmething out becausc that is
importaut, novt only for the workcrs and the company up there....but
1t is important ¥ the iron ore industry...but {t is also v. i

important for all Australians bccause that is a significant part of
our export incomc. And Lhial has Aan 1mpact on the otandard of liviag
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[
SR: PM, | know you plan no intervention in the Rupert Murdoch ,
!
1

takeover of the HWT but would you comment on the public perception
that the reason both Labor and the Coalition arc so quict on this !
subject is because that you are all scared of offending R. Murdoch

who will soon control unparrelled political clout.
!

PM: Oh, no. 1 can personally commcnt on that. Let me say these !

things....As far as ] am-concerhed geiicrally, {he same thing
applies when the question of Holmes a Court raid on BHP was conccrned.
] took the view that it was best lefl to the market and that

was interpreted then as Hawkc and the govt. acting In favour of - e

and said..it should apply to the markel....well that was decmcd to

be acting for Murdoch and against H a Courtwith the same principle

- but different players. If we are going to be a free cnterprise
economy which is based on the operation of market forccs then 1

think that that has to work its way through. But it is not absolute
and we have done 2 things....lhe trade practices commission and

the requirements therc with regard to monopolisation and Mr Murdoch
will have to meet the requirements as he has indicated that he’

will of that legislation. And also we have brought in and

proposed and we will be bringing -through -the-Parliament;—legislation
to stop cross-media monopolisation in areas. In other words, the
samc persoﬁbnot going to be able to , in u particular arca, have

‘v, ncwpapers and radio. And | think that 1s a v. forward and
progressive step so that will require Mr Murdoch to divest himself

of certain parts of what he is acquiring...and in this way 1 think
the legimate interests of the Aust. community will be protected. f

SR: - ne other thought on that subjcct, What happens somc '
time in the future if Rupert Murdoch decides once_again to turn - o
his editorial armoury agalnst the ALP. Wil) you stand accuscd
of helping him load the gun? ‘

PM: 1 suppose people might do that. what you havc got to
say basically if you look back over the history of this country |
and the attitude of the owners of the Press Lo labor...they haven't !




historically, any of them, been our friends. So if Mr Murdoch werc
to shoot the gun at us - what would bec new? It is not as though
the Hevald, if I might say so, has been a [riend of Labor.

lf there has been a violent, virulent anti-labor journal in this
country in the last few years, its been the Melb. UHerald. 1t has
been viciously anti-Labor. So 1f Mr Murdoch were to five a few
salves at us i1 couldn': Le anything woerse than what we have been
enduring .

SR Still he will have some pretty impressive weapons to fire
from. Alright PM thank you for your time this morning. Before

departing on your Middle East touv later this weck, like to tip

“the outcome of the Amcrica's Cup?

PM: Australia to Win. And it leooks as though we will be
fighting the Yanks and ] think that is the sort of outcome that
most Australian's want to see. We will be fighting Comnnors and 1
think he is going to be a v.v. worthy cpponent. He is a tough
tough relcntless fighter. A man who brings encrmous cxperience
to 12m sailing. 1 think it wtll be a v worthy final and with

Australia emerging the winner.

SR : 1.think he ha§ been bledg{ﬂg Foo..f.}}}

PM: I think they all do a bit of that Steve,

SR: o we get the public holiday this time if we win?
PM: I will lcave that one open.

SR : Thank you for ycur time.
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