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QUESTION:

TEXT OF TV PRESS CONFELENCE JITH THE PRIME MINISTER,
THE RT. HON. R.G. MENZIES, IN 3YDNEY, ON SUNDAY,
30TH _iPRIL, 1961

Mr, Prine Minister can we talk, first of all, about
West New Guinea? Both you and Gcnbral Nasution have
sailid that as a result of your tolks here in Australia
that the issue over West New Guinea has been clarificd and
has added, perhaps, to coumon undcrstanding, However the
two views remain quite opposed. Woiuld you say the two
countries have grown farther apart, or closer togcther?

PRIME MINISTER: I would say closer tog.ther - for two reasons, applying

QUESTION:

one each way, ©So far as Indonesia is concoerned it has
obtained quite recadily, a statenent by nyself that
Australia has no nilitary engagerient with the Netherlands?
dircct or indircect. He attached iuportance to that, It -
had been said before, but porhaps not by me. So from his
point of view that was sonething cleared up. And in ny
turn I felt that I had cleared up with hin pretty
conpletely the importance that we attach to self-
determination for the people of New Guinea, whether in
West New Guinca or in our scection of New Gulnea. ind I
think that that rezistered in his nind.

Do you feel, then, that they nay press less vigorously
this claim to WGst New Guinea after these talks?

PRIME MINISTER: Well, I think that one should assune that they won't

QUESTION:

abandon their clain, they'll pursue their clain, But I
think there will be less disposition, perhaps, to pernit
people to suggest a forceful solution of the matter. I
think that the General mcans it when he says "We are not
going to usc force to ecstablish our case". But that he
will use propaganda, all thesc other mecans that are
available, is quite clear., In fact he was very frank
about it.

Do you think that the stand that we have taken nay
increase the influcnce of the Comrmunist Party in
Indonesia?

FRIME MINISTER: I don't think so, The Comunist Party in Indonesia, I

QUESTION:

gather, is on the bandwagon, to usc our cxpression, on
this matter, It 1s anong the leaders of the deaand for
West New Guinea. Then there is a difference of opinion,
Sone people there tnink that if the clain succeeded and
the Dutch handed over West New Guinea then the position of
the Guvernnent a=zainst the Coriunists would be
strengthencd, I would take leave to doubt that. I would
thlnk that if they could clainm that they had a big hand
in zetting - West Now Guinea that their position night be
strcn”thened. But anyhow that is an Indonesian problen
at the noment, not nine -~ thoush, of course, if the
Conrunists did a lot of zood, made a lot of advance in
Indonesia that would be our problen.

Do you feel that the possibility of an incident
creating sone greater conflicet, which General Nasution
nentlonud when he first came here, has disappeared now?

PRIME MINISTER: It would be saying tcoo nmuch to say that it had

disappeared., But I think the daner has rccedede. Because
this business of infiltrators, and soue of thom with
arns, has been discussed and has been nade public,
Everybody now knows that this kind of thing has becen
going on, 4nd I think, thercforc, that there will be a
little less disposition,
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QUESTION What will sustralia do, thoush, if such a conflict
docs erise, whether it is linited guerilla activity that
you have referred to yoursclf, or open conflict?

PRIME MINISTER: Now that is a question that you really shouldn't ask
ne at this stagze. I said all I had to say about that in
ny staternient in the Housec.

QUZSTION: Can I ask you this, Sir? On that - Jdon't you think it
would be of advanta.ze if the Indonesians knew the type of
policy you were envisaging in such circumstances to
prevent them possibly ringing about a fait acoconpli in
that area?

PRIME MINISTER: I don't think so, no, What I indicated in ny
statenent in the Housc was that if anything of that kind,
if force were used - Itve forgotten whether I usced the
actual expression - either in wholesale or in retail and
this zave risc to armed conflict then of course we
couldntt profess not to be interested in it, decply
interested in it., So arc the other nations affcected by
these natters., The United States would be deeply interest
-ed in ity Great Britain, all the SEATO powers would be
greatly intercsted in it. fnd then I indicated it was
soriething the United Nations itself couldn't ignorej and
that what any other nations - irrcspective of such an

"intervention by the United Nations - what they wecre to do,'

they would have to dctermine, But I don't think that it
is wise in a nmatter of this kind for us to be sabre-
rattling. There's cnough of it been pgoinz ong I'd
like to kecp it outside ...

QUESTION: Do you have any fears, Sir, that the President of the
United States night adop% an attitude towards Indonesia
that would be opposed to your own?

PRIME MINISTER: That would be opposed to nine? Noy, I have no fear,
It night be different fronm mine., You see what I nean by
that? It nay be that the President - I don't know, this
is pure speculation - would find his nind attracted by
sone form of Trustecship for West New Guinea. I nean
this thing is floated around., Not the kind of trustee-
ship that was proposced by Malaya which was not a true
Trusteeship under the United Nations, but was an interin
nanaZenent, so to speak, before handing it over to
Indonesia. Well, thc President may very well be
attracted by some idea of Trustecship. We don't rcject
sone idea of Trustceship; neither indeed, so far cs I
know, do the Dutch. It is when you get dowvn to the brass
tacks of it, what kind of Trusteecship, who should be the
Trustee, who should be the Adninistering powers, this is
the kind of thing that they argue about in the 6cneral
Assonbly of the United Nations for about a year. We
rnight not be exactly identical in our views -~ that's
the point that I want ...

QUESTION¢ In the event of there being conflict you have mentioned
that perhaps the United Nations would be interested.. Is
there a possibility, do you think, that a United Nations
attitude may be, in fact, against Australials stand on
this, with a majority of "say the Afro-Asian nations
supporting Indonesia's claims?

PRIME MINISTER: The first thing that would be done if this were taken
to the United Nations would be that they would call for
a cessation of hostilitics. That, one would expect
would bring ©to an end for the time being, thesc mat%ers
of hostilities - righting, the conflict - on the spot.
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Then you are quite rights if the Unitecd Natlons then
said, "Well this has become a matter of international
significance and we therefore proposc to investigate it",
and having investigated it proposced then. tu alter the
sovereignty of est New Guinea, and they had the numbers
for it, well that could happen. You arc asking mc to
specculate now about something that is a contingency on g
contingency.

QUESTION s

Sir, don't you fecel that therc is a contradiction in

the.poiicy of one, rccognition of sovereignty and two,

the insistence upon, or the preference for sclf=-
determination on the Australian Government's part? Is

the

re any way in which the securing of self-determination

for the indigcnous people can be brought about by
Australia? Could it go to some tribunal to get that?

PRIME MINISTER:

Oh, I don't think so. I don't sce this conflict that

you are spcaking about., We have sovereignty over at
least portion of our New Guinea territory and we arc the
Trust power in rc¢lation to the other, We recognisc
Dutch sovereignty. But the whole point about sclf-
detormination is that the colonial powecr, so to

des

cribe it, having sovereignty, cxercises that by

pursuing a policy designed ultinately to give the
indigenous people the right to determince their own
futurc., That is an exercisc of sovereignty.

UESTION s
| the

Sir, if Indonecsia zot control of West New Guinca

legally and had o sovercignty that you recognised would

rc be any chance of the indigenous natives of West

New Guinea achieving sclf-dctermination at any time in

the
PRIME MINISTER:
QUESTION s

PRIME MINISTER:
Nas

future?
None.

That would be the end of it. There would be a

conflict then?

That I thought was made quite clear by General
ution. It was one of the mattcrs of discussion

between us. Because I was saying, "We think that sclf-
determination of theso peoples is of the cessuvnce. The

ut

ch have promised ity the Dutch have made an agrcenent

with us" -~ which I quoted in the House - "undertaking to:

pur

sue this end and you won't have it". And he said, "No,

we won't, because wc rezard West New Guinea as part of
Indonesia, not as a colony of Java and Sumatra or
whatever it may be, but as part of Indoncesia, and it

the
tha
be"

rcfore would have no more right of sclf-determination
n Sumatra would, or the Celebes, or whatecver it may
. So that there is a marked distinction between the

Indonesian approach and our own, and the approach of the

Dut
rel
fri

QUESTION
det
tha
the

ch., And I think this has becn brousht out into sharp
ief as a result of these discussions, in & perfecctly
endly way. There is the point of difference,

On the other hand we have shown our intercvst in seclf-
crizination; and yet we have said in the asgrcement

t we will respect any decision mutually reached by
Dutch and Indonesians about this which, in fact,

would not involve self-dcternination by the pcople of

Wes

PRIME MINISTER:

t New Guinea, would it?

Oh, I scc what you mean., You think there is a

conflict between the idea of sovercignty and the idea of

secl

f-dotermination. I don't think so. We start off



QUESTION:

PRIME MINISTE

QUESTION ¢

L,

about West New Guinea by sayinz Y"We recognisc
sovereignty". We want our own sovereignty to be
recognised and we thercfore respect the sovereignty of
the other ran. One of the facultics of the sovercign
state is that if it wants to deal with its territcxry in
sone way, it may. It has agrced with us that it will
deal with that territory by producing self-determination.
But if it nade an agreerent tomorrow with Indonesia to
transfer Jest Hew Guinea to Indonesia, in the cxercise of
its sovercignty, that of course would be an ond of sclf-
deternination. But it wouldn't prove that our policy and
approach had been wrong., It would nercly nean that the
Dutch themselves had changed the poslicy that is contained
in the Agreenient with Australia. And we would rexret it,
of course., Sovereignty is the paranount thing because it
is the beginning of the whole ratter., Without sovereiznty
it is idle tc be talking to people about ziving then
something in the way of self-deternination because only a
sovereign power can :io that,

And yet in pushing self-deternination hard do you
feel that we may arouse sone cynicism in certain quarters
about this very thing? I nean for instance, do you think
people may ask if Australia belicves in self-deternination
for the natives of South Africa, for the Bantu?

R: Well, of coursc, here you arc raising the whole issue
of South African policy. You have to rencitber that the
Bantu population is in the same country, South Africa,
within the Union of South Africa, within the same country
as the European people. It is not a case where you have
o separate race in o separate corrmunity in o spearate
spot, as we have with New Guinca. If you have a
geographical area like New Guinea, and therc you have &
lot of Papuan people living in it, you can then talk
about sclf-dcterniination for those people in that area,
because the problern lends itself to separate treatnent,
But if we had the Papuans nixed up with our own people in
the Continent of Jlustralia, you wsuldn't be talking about
self-determnination because that would be an irrclevancy -
you would be talking about racial policy, you would be
deciding whether you were zoing to have intesration, or -
separatencssy but you wouldn't be tallking about seif
deternination in the casc of a cormunity which itsclf was
a2 ningled cormunity.

Mr. Mecnzies, could I switcih to a local issue? Your
figures for those registered for cmployment are in the
neighbourhsod »f 82,000, Docs the Government regard this
as a satisfactory fimure? Or does it proposc renedial
action on that?

PRIME MINISTER: Well, you know, this cxpression "a satisfactory

fiure" is a little bit mmbiguous, beccuse if I say "Yes!"
then I will be told I ar all in favour of having 80,000
unenployed, which I ai: nst. No figure of uneriploynent is
satisfactory so long as it cxcceds the inevitable linmited
nunber of people who will be unenployable - and there are
sorze such, of course. But intrinsically, this is not a
critical fisure, of ciurse. Tue work force today in
hAustralia is cstinated to boe %,200,000. 4And if, out of
that nunber, you have 80,000 who are, at a given norient
regsistercd for onployment, with of course another 20,006
vacancies bein: alvertiseld ot the sanme tinme, that is not
a critical fisurc, that docsn't prosent a najor problen.
But if it grow then of course nobody could iinore it - if
the nw.bers isrew.




QUESTION :

De

The point is, Sir, that the Governiient docs recognise
it 2s a problen?

PRIME MINISTER: Look we don't exaigzerate the problen - not for a

QUESTION

noment., But so nuch Jo we have it on our mind tnx* every
week in Cabinet we have a report on the figures an’ we
have some discussion about where there iay be a patch of
unenploynent, and what nay be donc about it., It's veiry
rnuch in our ninds.

Well how do you look at Quecnsland, Sir, wherc the
figure is 3.,5%?

PRIME MINISTER: Qucensland, of coursc, will always have a certain

e
]
%4

QUEILIN

anount of unemploynent, tcchnically, becausc Queensland
has so ruch seasonal enploynent., If the cane cutting
season is long, then the people who are standing off are
fewer in numbers. If the cane cutting season is shorter,
then you will have people resistered for cmploynent rather
riore nuncrously. Sane way with the neat season, so nuch
affected by the weather - by whether they have had proper
rains in the cattle country - because this will deternine
the length of the 1illing scason in places like
Rockhanpton and Gladstone., Thercfore therc will always be
a slizhtly fluctuntirg figure in Quecensland.

As you do resard it as a problem, Sir, though not a
grave one at this staje, what rcenedial action lo you
contenplate for the foresccable future?

PRIME MINISTER: Oh, well, look I'n not prepared to say that at this

QUESTIONs

stage becausec as I say, thc problem doesn't call for
drastic action at the present tine, What you do is to
have a look at Queensland, to take that exanple, and say,
"Well, now is thoere really o scrious pocket of unenploy-
nent %hero; and if so where?" Then you consider whether
hy sore adjustnent of ycur public works programme, or by
sonze dealing with the housing programme, you migh% bec
able to bring about sone relief in that area., But I an
not zoinz to be dognatic about this because that very
problen is at present under cxanination.

Woyuld you say, Sir, that likcewisc the repercussions of
the so-called "credit squceze" don't call for drastic
action at the nonent? In the way of renedy?

PRIME MINISTER: Well, you know, there scenmed to be profound differences

QUESTION

of opinion on this matter., I noticed in your State and
nine - that is if you arce still a Victorian - that there
is a widespread belief that the right cure now is to
restore inpport licensing, to slacken out on the credit
squeeze,

I don't think cverybody in Victoria shares that view,
Sir, but I do think cven some of your own friends feel
that perhaps the width of your own responsibilities tcday
and the pressure of :lay to day events rzcan that there
isn't sufficient attention possible for the job of
winnin# the next clection rizght at this monent,

PRIME MINISTER: Well, it's intcrcsting that you should say that,

because I had a conference yesterday with what they call
the "organisational planners" in ny Party, and they, and
I, had a very strong belief in connon and that was that
we werc zoing to win the next Elecction. /4And we
discussed ways and neans of doing it.




QUESTION Did you fix any target, Sir, of what would be your
: cnploynent figure for round avdout the election period?

PRIME MINISTER: No, no, All these estinates of figures are, of course,
as you know, rather speculntive,

QUESTION: What has happened, Sir, to one or two of the v uire
loosely described, pcrhaps, as "blanks of platfor~- that
haven't been rientioned for a little while - constitutional
reforn? Was there not an all-Party report subriitted to
you on this cpparently very vital question? JAre we going
to hear any nore of that in the course of this year, Sir?

PRIME MINISTER: Well we had a debate about it the other day in the
House, The Opposition, very naturally, is warnly in
favour of the centire rcport because it embodies
practically every constituticonal principle they sctand for,

QUESTION s You haven'!t particularly fond nenories of rercrendwas
Ithink, Sir, have you?

PRIME MINISTER: I don't nind telling you I am a conplete sceptic
about these refercndunis: 'When in doubt, vote "No'!

QUESTION: And will constitutional rcform require a refercendun?

PRIME MINISTER: Oh, ycs, ohy ycs. Therefore you have to consider very
carefully not only whether it would be asrecable to have
a particular anendment in the Constitution, because on a
nunber of occasions it would be, but you have to consider
'Will the pcople vote to include this anendmentt!? /ind
past expericnce, you know, doesn't lend nuch support to
the view that they will, Because the Constitution is a
conplicated docwienty, nct very nany people have read it,
and fewer have understood it., Judges have disagreed
about itj and the nan down the strcct who is a sensible
chap says, "Well if the Judics can't nake up their uiinds
what this neans, who an I t> say so?"

QUESTION: Does that mecn, Sir, that there will be no
constitutional reforn proposed?

PRIME MINISTER: Le¢t me choose ny words with some care, I dontt
anticipate that you will have a constitutional referendun
before or at the election,

QUESTION: Now, 8ir, if we could ask »f onc of thesc other
things that have been mposed by your Party. Will we
shortly hear »f any progress in reiard to restrictive
practices, and the neasures necessary to elininate them?

PRIME MINISTER: I'm sorry, old boy, out you have becn su occupled with
such success in the television world that you haven't
heen reading your parliarientary debates, Because the
Attorney-~Goneral has boen questioned avbout this matter
several tines., nd I can tell you that he takes this
problen very sceriouslys he has done an cnorrous arsunt of
work on ity he investigated when he was over in snerica
to scc how they were handling their problem; we had
another investization nade in London about the working of
their Restrictive Practices ict. It is not a matter om
which the Commionwealth has single power, Thercfore the
Attorney-General hirnisclf is in consultation with the
States on this matter., B8ut it is not to be hurried. It
is no use pretonding thoet you have discovered the answer
to all this, and putting down a picce of lezislation that
can have a coach and six driven through it, But the work
is being continued. I nyself attach very great importance
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to sceuring the best poussible neasure that can be #ot in
collaboration with the States,

UESTION ¢ Have you any hope, Sir, that at least the broad
) ) ,
rrinciples can be stated in your Policy Sgeech whien
should be the ond of this year?

PRIME MINISTER: I would hope so,

QUESTION: Sir, there has becn a great deal of talk 2bout the
hurden that you bear carrying the dxternal Affairs port-
folio as well as the Primne Ministcership. Is there any
chance that you will Dbe relinquishing that portfolio?

PRIME MINISTER: I don't know yet. MAl1 I con say is that I have had
two major operations in the capacity - not intewraxl
operations - major operations in the field of Futoraal
affairs, that reclating to the Prine Ministers!

Conference and S»uth ifrica an! the attendant nniters
and the other ratters on which I spoke the other day., I
don't think anybody, really, on cither side of tho Housc,
felt that I wasn't infornmed on the natters that I declt
with,

QUESTION ¢ Without suggesting that, Sir, don't you feel that a
weakness could be that in this day and age there nust, of
necessity, bc contact with isian heads of State, oand your
dual role which demands your prescnce at Prime Ministers!
Conferences, for example, and things like that, »~uier
restricts your ability to s0 to .isia to sec thes- ,.cople?

PRIME MINISTER: Look if that is a disability in ne, let ne rciind you
that it is a disability which i1s shared by the [Frimc
Minister cf New Zcaland and by the Prine Minister of India

QUESTION By the way, Sir, wasn't there criticism of that by
9 b
your own High Cormissioner in India, Mr. Crocker, in a
departnental docunent?

PRIME MINISTER: Was therc? Well, I haven't sccn it.e ¥ou scen to have
an infra-rced eyec.

QUESTION s When Lord Casey was Prine Minister up until January
last year, I think, it would be true to say that he
travelled very intensively in sasia. Do you feel that you
have becen able to do that 2s rmuch as you would have
perhaps liked because of the fact that you occupy both
portfolios?

PRIME MINISTER: I think I have done it enough. You can overdo this
business, you know, I find when I an talking to Foreign
Sceretaries around the world, both in inglané and in
Washington, that they are all getting a little tired of
the idea that a Foreign Sccretary, or a Foreizn Minister,
has to be in thce air all the time. They have becen forced
to the conclusion that if there is to be continuity of
policy there has to be a jsreat deal of wurk done at the
centre, and more responsibility imposed on .abassadors.
ind conscquently if I were Foreign Minister, Minister for
Internal affairs, and nothing else, you wouidn't gct ne
hurtling around the world at a sreat rate, at intervals of
a nonth or two., I'nm not criticising anybody. I would
find that, nyself, incunsistent with the proper perforn-
ance of ny policy work. Other people thrive sn it. John
Foster Dulles absolutely throve ontravelling around,

QUESTION: Lt the other end of the scale, Sir, we have Mr,
Khrushchev who does zet around a great deal, doesn't he?
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Presunahly bhecause he feels that it is worthwhile,
particularly in the part »f the world in which we h
this vital stake, in ..sia.

PRIME MINISTER: But you nust always rcuoeriber that Mr., Khrushoh..sr has
an cxtraosrdinarily - what shall I say?- well-dis.: lined
adninistrative structure under bin and is, hinss!?
cssentially, the sreatest living Minister for Pic,. .andaj
and propagande, he finds, 1s nore uscfully exhibi’. .
cutside his own country. .And so he ;oes,

QU=STION: Do you ever attenpt to envy hin these advantages of
his efficient propaganda ,.7?

PRIME MINISTER: Never! You sce I have & reascnable cxpechation what
when I an Jdisnissed I'1l still be alive, ‘iri vor, L
feel that this is an enornous advantaze in o oL Licg
country. (Laughter)

QUESTION Sir, if we c.uld ask you a qu.stisn as Prine pinister
and Minlster for Extornul Lffairs, You nust be vory
disturbed about the cvents in Lavs the last coupt of
days. Do you rezard then as very dangerous?

PRIME MINISTERg Yes, I do, This thin; isn't poinz very well, 5% the

DATO neeting we were ablz to get & unaninous 3o on the
part of the oJATO pochs in fav}ur of havingz an iadouen-
dent, united, neutral Laos, quite lnuepanCpf oLy menl
by thp Soviet Union or the Communlst powers, o el
by the Western world, That was the JJJ cetive, i n
order to get that a proposal was nade 2y urqu Fdiann
which was approved of by the United States for ¢ casoe-

fire, for the re-constituticn of the Internatgn‘*l
Control Commiission and the re-calling of a lh-pcuer
Conference. 111 this loosked to be Q\ol. And the Soviet
Union itself, after a little Jdelay, azrecd and has joined
in the call for & cecase-fire., I hope, bona fide,

QUESTION You have sone doubts about that?

PRIME MINISTER: Coertainly! Because the fightins has sone one The
Pathet Lao has been fi:zhting and fishting since, making
advances since. I would like to be sure that the Scviet
Union has excreisced its imuense influence with the Pathet
Lao, the Comnunist jroup, to Lring about a ceasc-fire,
But as it is the fizating is going on. 4nd reclly, as at
today, as y>u know, the pjs;tlon 1s vory scrious. It nay
be that before the Conference can cver be ;in there will
be a conquest of the essential areas of tho country and
cnce the Cormunists become established in that fashion
it is not a sinple nmatter to set rid of them; and
indecd every SEJTO power will have to think very hard in
the next Jlay or two about the circunstance that ariscs
should the capital, the royal capital and the adninistra-
tive capital, both "of then, fall to the Counmunists.

QUESTION: Is SEATO allowed to intervene in Lavs, as therc haos
ocen nd indictaile invasion?

PRIME MINISTEK: It could intervene unler the S»uth East .sian Treaty
on the request »f the King.

QUESTION: Fas thcve been such a request, Sir?
PRIME MINISTEK: Well, not up to the nonent,
QUESTION s Do you antiecipate wone, Sir?

PRIME MINISTER: I don't know,




QUESTION ¢
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I think a point that viewers would like very rwuch to
hear fron ysu, Sir, is what you consider nenbers of the
British Conmonweal%h still have in cormion? .ind vaat do
you see as the future? .\ lot of people, I thinK =iink
that there is a slow disintegration, or an ent ) the
worth of the Comnonwcalth,

PRIME MINISTER: Well, I think, in spite of what has happenedl, uvhat the

QUsSTION

sreat thing we have in cormon is that we all relo :“-:*
fhat we stand in a rather special relationship to e¢ach
other - naybe rather undefinable ~ but a rathe:r sucooins
relationship to cach other which cnables us tc oot At oo
Prine Ministers! Conference and have a discussion. bl
the doors, of a kind that I don't think you kov'('u‘,,ILw
have in any cormittee or forun of the United ifavic:

Now that is a trenendous advantaze. We gfﬁ o e o ¢
other pretty well and we can tﬂlk quite 1“'*"y o Aluﬁ
other, We can assist each othor, if you R Lo
that way,with advice on matters ralling w: cn? (wn
experience, My trouble, esscntially, abc1i t.-s -zt one
was that I felt that South sAfrica, being in

=froku ,ut out
on a natter which was a problen of polic; st e

boundaries of Ssuth ifrica, may, if we ar: ned «35%3&1,
zive rise to further difficulties in the f]'lL\n e we
bevln to talk, in the Prime Ministers' Con.. .riaus &hoab
our internal, what we all think of our int '“\1 IS
then I don't sce any end to it. Perhaps th: shucw nien
to the Cornonwecalth by these recent events wil) hifiir a

rcalisation into the niinds of the other Cou. S i
countries that this process is not to be ol ~waol oo
continue, cxcept perhaps under the most cxt. ove nucy
circunstances.

Was thet your notive, Sir, in raising the Wiise
sustralia qucstion so promptiy when bhlS thing tnoppenqd?

PRIME MINISTER: I'd like to make it clear that I didn't raise the

QUESTION:

White iustralia question - nor do I ever refer to the
White Australie policy, as a natter of fact: I refer to
our irmigration policy. That natter was promptly raised
vy Sir Edsar Whitehead of Rhodesia and was jiven sone
proninence That hoving been raised I, in prlvato, took
the opertunlty of pointingz out to ny dollca’wﬂc in the
Conferconce that that was our bLusiness, just as whot
happbnpd to the Chinesc inlialaya was Malay's D usincss and
not wine, just as what night happen about the Tanils in
Ceylon was the business Jf Ceylon not niinec.

This support, Sir, for donestic jurisdiction which
y>u have aahereu t> in the Cormonwealth is not so now, in
the United Nations, where .ustralia recently cast a vote
conderming apartheid, Is there sonie danger, do you
think, that we niay be accused of doing onc thing in the
Conrdnwealth, and another thing in the United Nations -
over this?

PRIME MINISTER: I have been. I have becn accused. ./n eninent

QUESTION:

journal in this city, when the vote hal bcen cast in the
United Nations, said that I was the ro xtest political
acrobat of all time. But when I niade ny full statement on
this natter to Parliament and had explained our actions
on this natter Izot a very connendatory leading article
in the sanme paper. SO the acrobatics were not all one wey.

Why were thecwe acrobatics, as you put it, 5ir? Why
did w¢ chanse our policy at U.N?
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PRIME MINISTEXR: Well, the position, histcrically, in the United
Nations was tnat Grca% Britain and /fustralia had, over a
nunber of years, voted a.ainst this resolution - not
because they were in favour of apartheid, but because
thoy said that this was a natter of domestic jurisdiction.
This time Great Britain altered ite vote from opposition
to strai:ht out support.

QUESTION: Was that a surprisc to you?

PHIME MINISTER: It was. .1 complete surprisc. I had knowlcedie of it a

few hours bheforec the vote was to be taken. In the
result they said, "We naintain doncstic jurisdiction, we
naintain our attitude on that; but in the events that

' have happened and particularly the removal of $S.uth
ILfrica from the Cormonwealth, this natter now nas
achieved international simirficance, and we thercfore
propose to vote fcr it". And Jdustenlia? What would have

| . happened to us if we had becen the only Cormonwealth ‘

country standing out - sitting over there with Portgual?

We would have becn nisrcpresented all over Asia about our

attitude; and we were not Joing to be misrcprescnted. We

had had enouzh, We weren't ;2ing to be nisrceprescented any
. further, So we voted with the United Kingdon,




