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MR. MOORZ: FEighteen months ago lir, Holt oecame Prime Hinister.
And just a few_days ago he re%urned from his fifth series of
meetings with PreSident Johnson and his third meeting with lir.
iilson, .ell in mid-term, so to speak, Four Corners looks vack
over the first eighteen months of Mr. Holt's office and examines
his policies a2t home and abroad.

Prime Minister, I think if one was tempted to give a
label, however brief, to your period of office it's very teampting
to call you a "foreizn af%airs' Prime Minister. Now what's your
conment on that?

PRIKE MINIOTER: Wwell, I've never lost sight of the importance

of the home front. No politician, certainly one who's been there

as lonz as I have, can afford to do that unless people are finding
themselves doing well throuzh the economy, their social pro:ress.

They don't want the kind of overnment that can't zive them these
thin:s. sSut my interest in foreign affairs I think has been

overlooked bg people who have seen me through seven years s

Treesurer and have ignored the fact that I've been the first

Australian to chair at least four significant intermational gatherings -
the snly Australian in respect of three of those,

MOORE: Zell, certairnly, Sir, since you came to office
' .. P 2 . o - .

you've provadly done more in the foreign affairs field and had

more ne@Wspaper pudbiicity about your doings in the foreign affairs

field than any Prime Minister we've had.

P.H. Yes, well some of that is exrlained by the need
to make direct nersonal contact with leaders like DPresident Johnson
and Prime Minister Harold Wilson, and also what seemed to me to be
australia's increasing involvement in Asia made it necessary that

I should spend a lot of time early in my period of office in some
of these countries of such importance to us.

1OORE : I wonder, Sir, if I could zet straight into that
then now, It seems to me that although in some ways you've merel

carried forward trends that were there before you came to the office
of Prime #inister, what has hagpened since ¥ou ve deen Prime

Minister is what one might call a firminz of our priorities, and

I would like to look at these, And the four priorities of our
foreign policy that I'd like to look at in order are: our

relations with the United States, with 3dritain, with the Commonwealth,

and lastly in your own special interests so far, in Asia. RNow, I

wonder if we could look first of all at our relationships with the

United States. It's been often stated by you and your Ministers

that this is a corner-stone of our foreizn policy, and, in fact, in
the last election a great deal was said aoout this, and what has

been mentioned repea%edly, and I'm sure you're sicﬁ of it, but I'd
like to_bring it up just asain, is your phrase "All the way with

L3J". DNow some of your critics have said that this meant a total

comnitment to the United States, but you've gcne on to point out that

Xou restricted this to America's policy in Vietnam, Now what I would
ike to ask you is, how far do we zo with the United States, just

how committed are we?
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TLM. iell, first I think we realise how much we have in
comaon in our internationzl ovjectives. e velieve in much the

same sort of society, world order, as the United Stites of America.

e United States h3s taken an increasing interest itself in the

South East asian and Pacific region and in the asian region
generally, much more so than earlier in its_own hi$t0r¥& Our
association with the United States in, say SuaTO, in ATZUS, these

are powerful elements in nusiralia's own security. Now quite rightly,
as_you say, I have used the phrase "All the way with LaJ" in
relation to our involvement in Vietnam, because frankle I velieve
hustralia has an even .reater stake in the outcome in Vietnam than
has the United otates.,

MOORE:: Sir, sorry. Outside Vietnam how far do we 3o
with L3J?
P, iell, where our interests are in line one with

the other, and in most things they are in line one with the other,
that's an entirely realistic appreciation, ctut there are some
directions. PFor example, we differ from them in that we've
recognised Outer Mongolia. e have dinlomatic relations with
Cambodia. In fact, We represent American interests in Cambodia
and Cambodian interests in South Vietnam, which makes us a pret%y
2ood bridge around that area,

MOORE: Jo you see any, sorry, any division in American
policy and Australian policy towards Communist China, say?

P.il. I think not. ‘e've had the same general attitude
in relation to the recognition of Communist China, That doesn't
mean dur minds are closed to this possibility, but it does mean that
the conditions have to .e right, and there has to be an acceptance

oy China of certain international obligntions, certain international
codes of conduct. There also has to ve, of course, an arrangement
which will assure the future of Taiwan, .ut I don't think there's
all that difference anyhow in the attitude of our two governments.

MOORE: On the question of our trading with Communist
China, say, is that a serious,....

P.M, xell that is, that is a si:nificant point of
difference. I've said in America that 2t some time there has 1o

be an accommodation with China. It's unrealistic to imagine the
world zoing on indefinitely with seven hundred million neople kept
a8 it were in coventrg, put,.....and trade, diplomatic exchan;es
cultural exchanges, the exchanges for sportin, events, the visits

by journalists and things of this sort can all help to build bridges
sut nothing more effectively so than trade.

MOORE. Do you find that Americun leaders use this same
kind of language when they talk about Chinu, avbout the need for closer
experience of éach other and..,..?

FH. I find they do ﬂrivatelg, out the official policy
of the Government, up to the nresent time, hus not favoured trade.
but I think there is a trend anyhow in that direction,

MOOKE., . kow, 5ir, I wonder if we could look at the other
side of our relations with the United 3tates, the economic relations
between the twc countries? Now it's being suggested that in so far

T -, g+ T4 e 5 0 ' fo : i
as it appears tnat the United otate:s Government is bartering their
tobacco for our wool in the tariff question that the United Jtates
sovernment is not as sympathetic economically towards us as it might
be in view of our overzll alliance, -:hat's your comment on this?

P.H. well, once you set to trading questions you find
domestic politics having a very big influence on the decisions of
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the government. I pointed out guite vigorously in the United
States, as I have here, thut asustralia is a very blg nurchaser
of American _oods, I selieve the most ranidly zrowing market
that the United.Siates has, I pointed out on my last visit that we
buy 468 ner capita in velue of American goods, &nd they buy less
than 2 rer capitu of Australiun goods, and there's a very heavy
balance of trade in their favour. I'm sure thit in the Fresident
we have a friend who wishes to be helpful in these_trade directions,
but he, of course, has to look to a 3enate, and 2 Senate in which
the smaller states, the rural rroducin: states, have just as much

. . ? LS ¢ 4 o ~ f\{ . . .
voting strenzth as say Lew York State or the vtate of California,
knd to the extent that he can ve helpful, I'm sure he will and
that his administration could be helpful.

i00RE. «ell, could T look at the, what I ima:ine are
somewhat similar problems for yourself in australia? How do you,
or is there 2 need for you, to weizh un the desires of the
australian tobacco srower a-ainst the iustralian w00lgrower? Is
this a real problem for you?

UM, <ell, every primar¥ industry is a real problem
for us. I've been nointing this out in Enzland on their Common

Market application, It may e that it represents a2 small
ercentaze relative of trade, but in a vast continent where you
ave scaltered communities, some demendent almost entirely on a
rarticular form of production, you can't treat any form of production
as unessertial, Certainly it's esseuntial to those people, essential
to the nalanced devslonment of the continent. OSo we poin%ed out in
America, where it is the one country in the world industrialised
that imposes a2 substantial duty on raw wool. Sut tobacco in certain
districts of auslralia is of importance to us., oJut even so we've
Eﬁen prepared to move 2 good way on tobacco to come to a deal with
em,

NMNOHE. Gsod,  Dow the last point I'd like to deal “iith
in this area is our military purchases from the United States, The
Christian Science Monitor this weel sujsested that the australian
Government was in danzer of losing confrnl of its overall budget,
the argument bein: that such 2 substantial part of our overali
budzet is devoted to defence purchases from the United States
which in a way are denmendent on the cost structure of the United
Staﬁﬁs over wﬁich you have no control, Now, what's your comment

on this®

P I thirk this is 2 passing phase. You see we've
doudled the defence vote and in the course of that therc's been a
very heavy equinping prosramme, particularly for such things as _
aircraft,” destroyers, submarines which we're getting from the U.K.,
nd there is this nhise s we ouild up the equipment of the Scrvices.
put once we've miniged to ~cquire these things nd ve're spronding
the piyronts out over - long period of yeirs, then I think there will
be 1£s5 pressure on us, certsinly on our overse:s purcheses, It may
interest you to know th:t .ustrili:n purch:scs for defunce doubied 1in
the list twelve months. e are looking nore to our home riirkst for
such thinss as ve can produce here.

KOOME, But in the americun purchuse, Sir, are you worried
. . . 0 1, -
at all avout the agparent rising costs, and the fact that the costs

have never seemed to ve identifiable in the F111 and the Charles
hLdams destroyers?

™oy

DM, iWell, of course it trousles us, but we can understand
the difficulty that any country which_is an.ini%iutor of a particular
defence weanon finds in stating at all nrecisely the cost which

will have to ve paid, The United fin;dom is in the same position as
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we are, and we are still satisfied that we are acquiring the best
fighting aircraft in the world.

MOORE. ) Now, Sir, I'd like to move on to our relations with
the United Kinsdom, with critain, at this stage what is your
assessment of Dritain's intentions Zast of Suez?

RS iell, you asked first about our relations. I just
want to mike it clear that our relnations with the United Kingdom
fundamentally remain unaltered, they're vasic. They're a
relationship of kinship, of mubual interest and regird, and those
relations remain fundament.lily unaltered. Sut if the U.K. enters
the Common Market that must affect the emphasis it places on its
dealings with the rest of the Commonwezlth, and if 1t removes its
military Eresence substantially -ast of Suez. That must have some
bearing, t70, on the degree of intimacy of the relationship and the
closeness of our coonerition together.,  So that when you ask me

now what my assessment is of their intentions there is no doubt that
britain in¥ends a substantial withdrawsal of forces phased over a
period of years. One o” the question marks has been whether it
will retain 2 presence, and I don't want to 2o tro deeply into the
outcome of my own discussions in the United Kingdom and {he 're
taking Cabinet decisions on tnose matters over the next week or so.
put I like to think that the United Kinidom will retain a presence
in the Singanore/Malaysian area and thal there will ove coniinui =
co-operation between Lustralia, New Jealand, and other Commonwealth
forces with the United Kinzdom there,

MOORE. Sir, assuming thot 2 presence in some form does
remair there, but on the other hand that there is a substantial
reduction of forces, what shonld ve the policy of the iustralian
Government? I mean, would we be tempted to try to fill the vacuum

so created in terms of munpower and equipment or is there some
zlternative policy completely for us? ~

PN Yes, well first, perhans we should mike it clear in
relation to the reductiion of forces that there was a bi. build-up

of British forces to mest the confrontation issue, and everybody

knew that after confrontation there would ve 2 run down, The guestion
is to what degree, and how soon that run down occurs. Now Australia
and New zealand would naturally expect that as they grow in population
and economic strength they will ove playing an increasing parg in
contributing to the security of the area. 3ut the details of this
have yet to be worked out., "Clearly they can't be worked out until

we know firmly what the J3ritish intentions are.

MOORE. How soon would you expect to know firmly enough to
make 2 decision?

F.H. well, I'd exrect us to know their broad intentions
within 2 matter of wceks,

MOORE. Before our Budget?

F.u, Yes, out I wouldr't say that it would have a bearing

on the forthcoming Budget because there’s no intention on the part
of the United Kinzdom, on anybody's -art in their Government so far
2s 1 can discover, to run their ¥orces down so rapidly that we have
to have @ dramatic chanse. I would hope to see a review suy 1970, 71
of their position. I think it's unwise to commit yourself too far
ahead in %his changing world, P
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MOORE . Sir, this Wueﬁ poth. Tun Agd 1 Raznk and Lee Kuan Yew
ave called for Audtralia and Few Lealan %o have disoussions with
Malaysia and Singapore in an endeavour to, I think, build up some
consortium of forces to replace an eventual dritish withdrawal,

How seriously does your Government take this possibility?

7ol ~e look to a srowing contribution by the countries

of the area themselves to their own security and I think they accept
this, At the same time Australin and Pew Zealand would form part,

I would believe, of 1ny zeneral security arrinjement made in
relation to the area, just as I would ilaine the United States

would, and other countries who hive indicited support around

the area in the nast. But we can't be precise on the details of
this. I've already said we would exrect to have to make a growing
contribution to security in the area as a whole. But in Asia at
this time there's 2 meetiny of ASPAC, nine countries are represented
there, and they all have an interest in the security of the area,

MOORE. Sir, now 1'd like to fmrn rather more briefly
to our relations with the Commonwealth, the Sritish Commorwealth.
Tou were reported as saying that at the Prime Hinisters' Conference
last year you were disapnointed that so much more time was given up
to Rhodesia than to Vietnam, and you went on to zive your reasons
why. Now this could ve looked 2t in one of two ways. Either we're
out of step with the Commonwealth, or the Commonwealth is out of
step with us, DNow which is it?
AR ~-ell, we had an eight day conference_scheduled._ Six
days, the first six days, were devoted entirely to Rhodesia. It
wasn't just the dispronortion of time to Vietnam, it was the

. . o PIOT 25 : ! s .
disproportion of time to the zffairs of the remaining nine tenths
of human kind, and this is where I made my protest. "I said,
having resard to the time wailable to us, we ouzht to be turning
to some of.these other questions, including Vietnam, which wasn'
merely of interest to Australiu, after al { lalaya, talaysia,
oingapore were «1so represented there, and the United Kingdom hzs
an interest, although not militarily involved, in the outcome.

1{00E, ~ell, in view of this povious difference within the

Commonvealth as to the priorities of Rhodesia and Vietnam, last year

an{ﬂay, in view of this and the possibility that this could continue,

will you in fact 2ttend another Prime liinisters' Conference?

P M, Yes I'm,....I've been 2 Commonwealth man all my

ublic life. I do hold the view that the modern Commonwenlth is likely
0 have less emphasis in our planning and policy muking in the future
than the old Commonwe:ulth did in the nast, where we were able to come
together pretty closely on matters of pollicy. Jut the concept of a

multi-racizl Commonvealth is worth preserving, After 211, if we

can't coeperate usefully and constructively Ior peaceful purnoses

at any rate, then what prosrect is there for the United lNations?

MOORE. Do you feel there is enough for us to have in cowmon
to make up for the ovvious disasreement over the importance of
Vietnam ind all that means?

DM, Yes, and I do know thit the countries of Africa, in
particular, and some of the never Commonwealth countries attach great
importance to their membdership of it.

MOCRE, zo0od, Sir, low I'd like to move on to isia if I could
briefly =.ain first? You've su;zested that in $2llking about asia, and
you visited ten countries there, thit it's 2 mistake tTo see Asia as a
unity, That in a sense, it's merely 2 seographical expression. That
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there are as,in fact,2s many asias as there are countries and as
many Asiin opinions as there are countries, This would sugsest
that in turn we should hive not so much an asian policy but =2
number of asian policies directed toinrds specific countries.
Now your critics sussest, thoush that on the whole we have only
one, and thet is th:f our isinn policy is our Vietnam policy.
shat's your coumment on that?

"M “ell, first of 111, we do have 2 numver of policies in
relation to individunl countries, I didn't mean we have different
policies for the same country. sSut our_ policy with Cambodia,
which is neutral and tends to the Socialist camp; with Laos,
which is neutral but tends to the ‘estern comn gh%t is a very
different line of policy, sa¥, to what we have in Taiwan, what

we have in Korea, certiinly o what we have in Vietnam. out

211 of these countries have marked dissimilarities, even of
physic2l appearance, certainly of rolicy attitudes, This is

ahy I've stressed that we've Zot to set’ ourselves into the frame
of mind thit there are sre.ter differences of policy, of rhysical
apnearance, of seneril mental and social attitude to be found
there than there are in Lurope, for example. Je just don't think
of the Buropeins as the same sort ~f people.

MO0, Could I put this argument another way then? T think
what is often suggested by your critics is that our policies are
much oetter defined towards” the smaller, perhans more vulnerable
and deperndent countries in the area than our policies are defined
towards the bigzer boys - Japan and Indonesia und so on. The
argument goes on to say :elf, the roason why we take so specific
an_interest in the smaller dependent countriés is because 1t suits
our Vietnam policy, and the argument then zoes on to say that it's
about time that we took a more detailed policy towards Japan and
Indonesia,

P.l. 2ell, of course, we do have wery detailed policies with
Japun, out these are principally on the trade side vecause Japan
hasn'i been involved in defence or military prerarition over recent
ears., but Vietnam looms so lurge for us, not merely because we're
elping to safeguard 3 small country which is under aggressive attaok
or terrorism, subversion znd matters of that sort. This is important,
but it's not the fundamental thing avout the Vietnam conflict, «hat
is fundamental there is the shape of hsiw, indeed the shure of the
free world for the future. If you were to have 2 Communist domin,
nst necessarily 2 Chinese Communist domain, but » Communist domain
as we very well might huve had if we hadn't intervened in Korea and
then followed that un by the intervention in Vietnam. If you'd
had that right down throush South-Zust asin from China soutiviaras,
and perhans even penetrating s I'm sure it would hnve if the checls
hadn't been annlied, into Indonesia, then it would have bLeen 2 very
different kind of world with which we'd oe dealing in the years to
come. =hat we are doin: here by these policies is 2allov independent
countries to develoo their resources, to ;ain economic growth, to
co-operite, 1 mentioned ASPaC, there was™a shining example. TCaFL,
the &sian Development osink, In a variety of waysn%he countries of
4sia are co-operaiting in 1 minner they've never done through the
centuries,

MOORE. _This week, Sir, Mr, Cavot Lodse wns reported 2s saying
that United States troons could ve in Vietnam for anotler 25 years,
Da you think sustralian troons should be?

P.M, well, a lot of people speculzte. Some say it's all
Zoing to pe over in 2 years, some say 2nother thing, don't thivk

anyoody can say with firmness because it's not merely o pilitary
result” which will determine this. I've maintained all along that

A



-7~

2 militury result will not oe sufficient of itself. It would leave
the way cpen for 2 continuing guerilla campaign of the sort we had
to face in lialaysia,

HMOORE, 3ut is the fi:ure of 20 or 25 more yeurs 2 ridiculous

one, do you think?

Has I vwould certiinl¥ hope it wis quite unrealistie, Jut I

do remember that it took us 15 years to cleun up the situation in
Malaysia and that was far less éxtensive, much less complex. On

the other hund, the forces involved were very much smaller than is the
case in Vietnam, No, I think the North Vietnamese will find the oost
too heavy much earlier than that, and cuite apiart from the military
results obtained, there will be 1 ralisation at some point of time,

and who can say when, when they decide the game is not worth the candle.

MOCRE. Now, Sir, I'd like to come at last home to domestic
affairs, It sesms to me that this year, more than any other year
there is 1 crisis in at least the thinking about Commonweﬂlth/Sta{e
relitions in Lustralin, That the federation is under more critical
anilysis then evsr before, and there are some suggestions thai in
f~ct” federation_has broken down, in fact, in imsir:lia, That the
St:tes are simply the finonci:l <sents, nd none too efficient at
that, of the Commonwealth. Now, how siands the federation.

P.H. “ell, you're speaking 2 week after a Premiers' G. nference,
ind the Loan Council meetings, and that's never really the uvest time
to .e culmly anilysing the State of Commonwealth/State relitionms,
because 28 you know we 2o through these motions each time and certain
results occur, I've found some papers now which siid we were too
tight -fisted to begin with, 2nd, wﬁen they've analysed what happened
125t week sayings that the Commonwealth his provided too much money for
the States. "3o that's 2 maitter of judgment, Sut could I come really
to the crux of what you're saying? I pelieve in o federal system.

I believe thit in 2 cCountry 71s vist wnd sparsely settled s Australia
¥ou must haive some decentrnlised activity of jovernment, snd rather
han have this come through a vottleneck in Canverra, it's better that
each State should have its own governmental sdministr:tion, MBut there
should ve then close co-opsration with the central administration, and
far from the federition breaking down this is growing as I could point
out in a number of specific insPances.

MOORE. out isn't one of the chirges mide that in fact there is

now a bottle-neck in Canberra, that it's just 2 matter of bad puslic

administration to have one sovernment coliecting taxes and unother

government spending it? -ho's responsivle fer what?

UM I don't think that creates the vottle-neck, 2ottle-necks
develop out of policy, not out of providin; the funds for neople.

Each S%ate can make its ow¥n =oliciés. Jdut there is this much point
in what you're putting, that the electorate is demanding a mucﬁ

greater Commonwenlth participation in matters which were formally
urely matters within the constitutional province of the states,
¢alth, educ:tion, and matters of that sort, which were primarily
St.te matters are now regarded as veing directly of interest for

the Commonwealth, Ard, indeed, we'vre nroviding vast sums as you know
in both these diresctions,

KOCHRE. dut isn't mart of the trouvle too that the electorate

or some clements of it, are wanting to know which sovernment do they
olame for either, as they resird, inadequate services or, on the other

hand, increased {axes? )

LML «ell, in my exnerience they know which government to
000/8
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blame. It's alwags the Commonwealth Government, because they say

the Commonwealth Government's got the money and the State Governments
aren't slow to point out to tiose who importune them that they can't
grovide the money because the Commonwealth won't give it to them,

ut I think thoushtful peogle appreciate that a Federal system is
necessary in this continent. And it's up to us to make i1 work, and I
would assure ¥ou that we do that in very many directions. There are
conferences at the Ministerial level on a scale which never existed before
in different devartments of Uovernment.

MCORE., Sir, now I wonder if we could turn to a orief -ccount of
¥our Parliamentary record since you've been Prime Minister? The
irst_thing aobout it, of course, is_the undouoted triumph at the
last Federal election, your first election as Prime Hinister, when
¥ou came back with a record majority, and that's an undoubteé
riumph in anyone's terms, On' the other hand, since then some
geople are detecting some black clouds on the horizon, and I'd like
0 go very quickly %hrough the three which normally stand out, and
ask for your comments on them, First of 211, the fact that you
at present have a reuvellious, to put it mildi%, Senate, leople are
sugzesting that this shows 2 _less of control by the Government over
the “sovernment's business, Your comment on thit,

P.H, tell, first we have 2 minority in the Senate, e lost

by death two Senators which we couldn't replace on the nresent electoral
system. So we are in 2 minority in any event. OSescondly, the Labor

Party regiments it vote in the Senate,” Our Scemators try to vehave
as_they think Jenators should, and occasionally depart ¥rom the

policies of -overnment. sut faking in view the fact.....

MOORE . But you do have some revel’ious Senators of your own?

P M. vell, I don't know what vour definition of rebellious is,
There are one or two I think who intérpret their indenendent role
rather toe liverally for themselves. But, senerally sneaking

the Senators support the Government, but ledve to themselves” the rizht
to dissent where they think this is justified. If the Iabor Senators
would behave in the Same spirit, the Senite would work much more along
the lines that it was intended to work. sut of course theirs is a
regimented vote, But while you have the pronortional basis of voting
for the Senite there will always be a trouvle for zovernments from

an almost evenly divided Senate.

MO RE. You don't feel thut it would have been po sible for the
vovernment to have negotiated a way through its problem in the Senate?
I mean, is it the mere fact that you are In a minority or could you
have with some more diplomacy, or finesse, or whatever the word is,
achieved your end?

P.M. well, there are not many matters of major moment thit the
senate his prevented us from puttinz throush. You've had the recent
instance of the postal charges, out that raises other issues and I'm
not surprised th:t Mr. Calwell sot very angry at what he regarded as
a breach of Lipor rractice and princip{e on this matter,

MOORE . Sir, could I now turn to the Voyaser debate, where it's
sometimes been suy:zested that this shoved t£Q% the Tarty had lost some
of its control over its members, and you were reported s saving,
admittedlﬁ only reported 2s sayinz, that you were led to say, t%at you
would rather lead a solid Party of 20 thah a ravole of 80. " How did’
you say anything like that?

P.M. This was not in relation to the Voyaser matiter, sut I would
say it was over that :eneral reriod but mnt in"relation to that, oh no.
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M0 RE. It @15 on the occasion though, wasn't it?

A No, I didn't object at 211 to the line taken oy
our own members on the Voyaser mitter, and I think I can say quite
fairly that on the morning on which I arnounced the Government's
decisions to the House, we had 2 specinl Party meeting and I've
never known the partg more united than it was’ 2t that point of time.
I was very hanpy with the atmosphiere in the Party.

MOORE. That wasn't on the morning on which you were
reported to have said.....

P.U. Yo. No,

MOORE, Yell, now the Nexus Referendum and its defeat.

Did you take this as 2 personal affront to your position 2s
Prime Minister?

P.M. Ilo more so than I took the nine to one vote for

the aporigines proposals as an overwhelmin: endorsement of the
Governmen%. No, neonle voted, 1 think the vote on the Nexus was

not based on very solid informition and revealed a prejudice

against more politicians, That was the cry that was gut up, 2lthough

in substance it was likely to have just the reverse effect.
MOORE. You don't see it then is in any way 2 defent for a
Prime Minister that he can't carry 2 referendum in Which he ks the

support of the Leader of the Opposition?

P.M. dell, a2 lot of Prime Ministers would feel themselves
rebuffed if they tnok thit attitude. There have ocen very few
referendum nproposals adopted through the histor¥ of the Federation

but we felt we hid to give the ruvlic the onrortunity of ceciding this
before we tackled the task of redistrioution, The vital task because
the electorates are so ill ualanced even in the same State and in the
same city areas,

MOORE. Now, 3ir, could we turn very briefly to relations
between the Coalition Farlics. LNow 2 lot of people % lot of thin:s
have veen said recently and headlines made about wn alleged rift
within the Party and it's often su ested thut the Liberal Party is
out to set rid of the Country Party and rule in its own right. ~Now,
what's In this?

I, Well, nothing as far as I'm concerned, because it's
my own velief that as far ahead :s 1 can see there should be in the
interests of zood government in Australia a coalition vetween the
Liberal Party and the Country Partx. I've made this quite clear to
my collengues and to lir, McBien, IMr, Mciwen and I are old colleagues -
we've peen together in Parliament for more than thirty years, e've
been in governments together for just on twenty years as fellow
Ministers, and we can usually sort our wa¥ throuzh our problems. 3ut
we're competitors for votes, let's face i1, we're separate Parties,
we're out to get the best of what we can for the electorate and they
are, and they have a2 difficult problem in 2 neried in wnich the urban
growth is tendinz to outstrip the rural srowth - of maintzining an -~
identity, and I can understind some of the things that so on inside

the Coun%ry Party.

%QOREé and inside the Liber=l Tarty? Are there no tensions
ere”
JE dell, agiin we are competitors, and some Liberals

of course, tend to take more extreme vieus of where we should stand
in relation to tlie Country Party than others, but over the whole field,
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relations are as good, and when you trace it back over the period of
the coalition, I Think remrkably good, and may I just_conclude

on that by sayinz I find in prac%ice I have fewer problems arise in
relations witg the Country Party than I do with some of my colleagues
in what is now 2 very larze Liveral larty.

MOORE. 8ir, at the beginning of this digcussion I s cested
that one might descrive you as a "Foreign aff:irs" Prime Minister. If
it was put %o you, how would you descri.e jovernment Holt-style?

P.M. I don't think there should ve a s»ecial emphasis placed
on people's view as to foreign affairs or home affiirs, I've said

at Ythe outset what haprens on the home front is vital, and overwhelmingly
imfortant but placed as australia is, of course, so do our forei%n
policies become of great imnortince to us. But 1f you ask me wha

18 my general approach,

MCORE. ~hat is your style of government? How would you
surparise i1t?
P.M. iell, I put it to President Johnson that I tried to

be firm, fair, forthright and friendly, if you like - a fair deal
Governmént, He told mé that his objec%ives were -rogress, reace and
prosperity. I said, ".cll, let's mirry them tosether, and we've got
it made™,” and I would descrioe m¥ own approach in those terms and

I think you avoid a great deal of the complexity of government when
people nccept you s bein§ fair, and understand that you'll be firm
and forthright, but also know that you'll be trying to be friendly.

HOORE. “rime Minister, thank you for giving us your time.

P.M. Thank you.

¥ I 3 I W I I K I I I K WK KN KK




