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Mr, Speaker, I think I ought to begin by
congratulating my honourable friend the Leader of the Opposition
(Mr, Calwell) on his speech. After 211, he has had great
difficulties on this matter and we have witnessed them from afar -
how was he going to reconcile the very war-like utierances, so
dramatically described in the "Sydney Morning Herald" with the
well-known views of some of those who sit, metaphorically,
behind him? And so we have been waiting anxiously to see the
grand reconciliation. I do want to congratulate him on the way
in which he has escaped from his known difficulties, oy diving
into a nimbus of words, because that is what he has done tonight,

But in my limited time I cannot deal with all the
points I would like to deal with. I hope I will be excused by
the House for a little recollection of my ecarlier, and what some
of you may think my more respectable, days at the Bar. We had a
broad rule, as cress-examincrs, that if you could bowl a witness
out in a really good cold-bloodcd lic you ought not to worry
about him much longer thercafter, Bearing that little principle
in mind I just take one statement among the many made by the
honourable gentleman in the course of his specch, "“Have we cver
insisted on the principle of self-detcrmination" he said., "We"
(the Government) "Oh, no," he says "thc Prime Minister has’
bimself admitted that the Govermment has not", and he then
proceeds to quote from a speech of nine made in this House on
27th April, 1961, after the visit of General Nasution, and he
quotes two passages, torn out of their context; one of them
referring to sovereigaty and the other of them referring to
domestic jurisdiction. And with a triumph of eloquence, or what
passes for cloquence, he says "Here you are, This is an admissimn
by the Prime Minister that the principlec of self-determination,
to which the Labour Party is now so devoted, has becn abandoned
by him and is not worth a mecntion",

I sent ont for my statement of 27th April., I invite all
members to read it, if they want to judge the truthfulness of the
Leader of the Opposition. Read it - it is in "Hansard" at page
1247 and the following pages - because in the coursc of this
statement - I think it might be dcsirable to rcemind honourable
members of ity I will not ¢uote a11 the passages, because there
were many passages on this matter - I went on to cxplain - this
is to General Nasution - what we were doing in cur scction of New
Guinca in pursuit of our long-held goal of improveiment of living
standards, c¢ducation and hcalth to a point where the population
wouid frcely determine its own future. Then later on I referred
to the fact that the Government of Australia, under my cwn
Prime Ministership, and the government of the Nethorlands had
made an agreement in which they jointly declared that they are
thercfore pursuing and will continue to pursue policics directed
towards the political, cconomic, social and educational
advancement of theproples in their territorics in & manncer waich
rcecognizes their affinity. I said further -

"In so doing the two Governments arc determined to promote
an uninterrupted dcvelopment of this process until such
time as the innabitants of the territorics concorned will
be in a position to deternince tncir own future".

Then again - I will not »oad it all bccause I have not times I
think I have only twenty minutes - I went on to add -



"In our owa New Guinca Territories our policy i3, by steady
degreos and up to the limits of our financial and
adiministrative capacity, to prozote the advancement of the
people so that ultimetely they will choosc for themseclves
their own constitution and their future rolationship with
us. e will respect tnelr cnoice wnatover it may be.

This, for us, is not a new policy. He have pursued it for
years. It arises from our scnse of responsibility, a
responsibility whica cannot be suddenly or prematurely
abandoned if our trustceship is to be honourably performed!

Sir, thosc arc threce out of half a dozen references, in
ny statement of tnat date, to this problem in this Housc. And yet
the bedevilled Leader of the Opposition, bemused by brawls in his
own party, nas the nerve to stand up here and say thot this
principle is something for which we do not speak, sometring for
which we do not stand, and which apparently I am supposed to have
abandonecd specifically in the three statements from which I have
read cxcerpts to the Jiouse., Sir, I rccall the old principle of
cross-cxanination to wnich I referred and if he were the witness
I vould say, "I leave it there",

Now, Sir, let me 20 on a little., I will not leave it
there, for this purposc: The honourable zentleman, so pressed by
nis owvm domestic party anxictics, has thought fit, as usual, to
deliver a torrent of personal 2busc at ne., I wan% to make it
clear that he almost invariably cpologises in private, But he
nas done it, I made an awful fool of myself at Sucz. Really, it
is about time that ncoplec understood that it is not an insult to
a Prime Minister of Austialia Jor nim to be invited by cighteen
nations in the world to present their views to the President of
Bgypt. It is not an insult to the Prime Minister of Australia,
It is not a job that anybody would covet, If anything would make
one sick, it is this crawling, =pologectic attitude that you should
ncver take on any responsibility in the world, cven on bchalf of
your most powerful frioends, unlass you have it underwritten for
success in advonece. I ant nappy to say that I am not made that
way and neither arc ny colloaguas,
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This is the irony of it alls: The honorable gentlcman
loves to guote what somebody said cbout ny appearcnce at the
United Notions in Novoember, 1960. I want to tell honourable
nenbers that at that appearance I nade a speech which was as
strong as & specech could be z2bout the principle of sclf-
determination and about what we werce doing in Papua -nd New
Guinca., In that speech I mode zn cttaciz on the villainous now
colonialism of the Soviet Union, The Leader of the Opposition
docs not werry about that specch. It wos not in his official
newspapcry it was suppresscd. But that was the speech I made,
Yet he comcs back to it znd says, "The Prime Minister was neover
fit to be Minister for xtornal Affeirs, Instead of cultivating
the fricendsnip of grect countries like the United States of
Arzerica and the United Kingdon ne sught to be cultivating the
friendship of the governrients and veonles of Asia. That was the
theory that was put intos his mouth at that <ime. I do not want
to repeat what T said on an ecrlicr occasicn, but I remind
honourable ncuoers that only a month or two igo tne honsurable
gentlenan, goadod oa by his fricnds in Sydncy, made a dramatic
statenent the only significance of which was to say that, instead
of cultivating the fricndsnip of the Asian people 211 of whon
support the Indonesian clair, I suosuld have been prepared to
declare war on them, not over the Australian territory >fI Papua
and How Guinea, for which 211 of us will fight, but over West New
Guinca.

What ¢ paradox it dis t2 have ¢ll this vulgar abuse about
the Prime Minisver, atv the time being also Minister for External
Affairs, not aking fricnds with Asic. I veature to say that no
ion has done more to cnbitter our relilctionship with the Asian
countrics in the last six rmonths Than the over-cxceited Lear. » of
the Opposition,.
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There is reclly not wuch oceasiun to claoorate tihis
natter.e But 30 I may nieke it quite clear that the sccond point
which I hove been making is firnly bagced, I renind honosuradle
menbers once nmors that I ond later oy colleaguc, the Minister for
Ixternal Affairs (Sir Garfield Brrwick), nade stotements in which
we indicated, not for the first time, our views on this matter,
ic stat cd whéere wo stood on such matters 2as peace being the great
principlec adopted by the United Nations, no threats, no amed
forece, cnd the assurances that had been given to us. We stated,
secondly, our belief that this matter sught o be cdiscussed
peacefully and negotiated betwoen the Netherlands and Indonesia.
If the Opposition disapproves of that, it is new to me. I can
ronenber the time when Mr. Chifley, o former Prime Minister whose
name honourable members »pposite invoke, and cnother former leader
in the perszn of Dr. Evatt bousted clearly, and I thought propoery,
that this was a natter between the Nethterlands and Indonesia,
Apparently all that is gone. Those gentlemen must have turned out
to be wrong.

We on this side of the House have stated our views. Ve
have stated that we desire a peaceful settlement, that we are not
a party principal and that we will respect an agreement made
frezely and rot under threat of war. 3ut ebove eall things, we
stand for tne principle of self-determination of the future of the
Papuan people whethcr they are in Yest New Guinea or East Nevw
Guinea. These views have been stated by us here, in the Press
and in the United Nations. They have becn debated all around the
world., Our views arc quitc well knowvn. Does the Loader of the
Opposition quarrcl with them?

Mr., Menzies - Thank you. I do not know clearly. If he dozs not
quarrel with them, what is hce quarrelling about? If these views
constitute the policy of the Labour Party, what is the uproar

about? If they are not part of thc policy of the Labour Party,

let honourable members opposite rise and plainly and

unambiguously say so., Let them snap out of this compromising coma ‘
into which they have Jfallen, rise one by one - even my friend the
Leader of the Opposition - and say where they stand on this

matter and what they would do tnat we have not donc,

- - . hl ‘
¥Mre. Leslie - I do not know,
|

The only answer that comes up as repetitively as the
beat of a metronome in the speech of the Leader of the Opposition
is "The United Nations, the United Nations, the United Nations',
Docs he know that this matter has becn before the United Nations?
Does not he lmow that if this matter were taken to the Sccurity
Council a dozen times the Soviet Jnion would veto whatever view
vas taken., Docs not he lmow that this matter has oboen the subject
of resolution aftor resolution in the General f#ssombly? This idea

£ transferring your burden to thoe Uaited Notions is no policy at
all., It becomes worsc than no policy at all if, as the honouraole
zgenticman did, onc sets ebout jeoring a2t what he calls the power
blocs and log-rolling campaigns by inturested parties. Of coursce
honourapvle members will undorstand that that is a roference to
our old-fashioned belief thot wiien it comes to pecace or war in
this part of the world where Groeat Britain and the United States
stand is of vital moment to this country. According to honourche
ncmbers opposite this is old-fosaiencd stuff, In their view we
should not bc intcrested in whot no describes as powor blocs.
Thank God w2 have a powe. bloc in the world., It will be a pocr
day for Australia if, in thc nam: of some theoreticoal idea, about

he United W:tions, we abandon our linus of communication wita,
to repeat my own rhrase, our crzat and poweriul fricnds, No
country in the world morce than ours aceds great and powerful
fricnds. I 2m 211 for thom, I biiicve tant the people of
Australia are for them, and I belicve that any policy pursucd by
us which would put at risx our fricndship rith thosc fricends
would be rojected by overy scnsible person in the o untry.




