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JOURNALISTs Mr Hawke what would happen lln thc event that the
Legislative Council of western Australia rejected the Burke
Government's aboriginal land rights legislation. Vhat steps
would your Government take?

Wecll it's quite clear from the statement that Premier Durko
and I have agreed upon that wo have basically cotnlmoll positions and
I think that the people of W;estorn Australia can. sc now that (:ho
fear campaign that has been engendored by our Liberal opponents that,
alright mr Burke has worhed sonethinig out, he wiould do that and
we'd come in over the top of him, is bas eless as are most of thoi::*
campaigns that they have been adopting on any-issue that you like
to talk about. Now I am not intimatoly acquainted with the pressu.res
that have been put upon Mr 11assell. Lot's just look at those. Does
the rederal Opposition embrace completely Mr Hassell's1r position
of opposition to any legislation. Or does the Vederal Opposition
agree with the position of the im-iners that this is a reanonable
approach. so it's completely hypothetical as to what, the
Legislative Council will do and what part the Fedleral Opposition
will play in it. flave they completely repudiated the position of
Mr rraser, the principal position of the Li~beral Party, in favour

(of some form of logislettion. flowq if you do giet the position whern
at some stago the influences are such that any legislation is
rejected I would imagine that what the Governiient of W~estern
Australia would want to happen would be that they would saywll
look, in your consultative processes that you are going to
undertake in the period iefter the election we would like t~o be
part of those, as we have been to this point, so that What YOU
mpay do would reflect what i'e would have clone if %we'.d bcon allowed
to implement the legis~lation which reflected the vi -Aes of tho
State Government of TVestorn Au! tralia aiicl the interests which
we, the State Government of Wleute-rn Australia havc consulted.

JOURNALIST; why shouldn't Aborigines regyard this at: a cell-out?

P.11. Well they shouldn't regc-nd it au a nll-out for the obvioun
reauon that wyhalt Mr Burke is prop'oningj ifs somethiing infinitoly
bettor for them thail anything thIZYIvo c~~~ine n~h t
AndI y thinkJ it's c:iiical thtw gttoti on. invo flovar

tahcn the view, nor I doubt haL-vo ui-iy pecople, thant you eq11aLt.0
land rights w-sih the quo!;-6ion o$2 an abs)o)uto right o:C veto Now
Mir burke har, mad qui te clear thtthc;;-u' not goij~ Lo be th~it
right oZ veto in rogard to c~xplo-::ation 'or iininig, I-,kt -ht th& 
%-ill bue an tapparatusn craitted ullfircby the. Abo1i(i1zA~. co-mmunity would
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P.M. cont... have the right to put to POsitions1 to argue their
case. Now the second point that needs to be understood is this 
and people who've been discussing this issue without a great deal
of knowledge seem not to understand the point and that is that
the overwhelming majority of Aborigine-s in regard to the overwhelming
majority of cl~aimns for excploration and mining, favour them. The
Aborigines are not against mining. And the evidence shows that.
They see that there can be, if properly controlled, there can be
significiant benefits for the community as a whole including
themselves. So it's no point in approaching this iss%;e of land
rights from the standpoint of assuming that the abori~jinal people
are against mining. They are not.

JOUR~NALIST; Mr H-awke are you going to remove, in view of what
you've Raid, the veto frow the North<-ern Territory land rights
legislation?

What we have said that in respect of the Northern Territory
and the other States, we will continue to have consultations with
them. But I've made it quite clear in the discuEssions I had with
the Aboriginal Steering Committee in Canberra and in the discussions
I had with the Northern Land Council in Darwin earlicr this week
what the general position of the Government is. And that is that
we don't believe that the right of veto is an integral part of
having effective, fair and efficient land rights legislation.
Now in respect of the Northern Territory they know that broad
position and w'll have consultations with all parties including
the aboriginal people there in the light of the position in the
Territory, how it's worho-1d there. Where they have said -to us
themselves that they recognine that in a .senne there is a
limitation on the right of vato be-)cause the national interest
provision applies. So there is no absolute right of veto in the2
Northern Territory.

J)OURNALIST: Mr Hlawke is the Governmcnt still committed to nationalQ. land rights legislation on uiniform princip3.es and the principles
laid down by 11r Holding last year and do you think you can still
meot the timetab~le of legislation in the first quarter of 1935?

vlll, we've never said the first quarter of 1985. The
Parliament will resume 'perhaps for Et brief meeting after the
middle of rebruary of 1985. so no-one's suggesting that you're
going to have icyis-lation in tho firstc cuarter of 19185. But
going to the Gubstance of your question. I thiLn) what is quitc
clear from the joint L;tatcnent of Premnior Burka and myself is
that the Federal Governizent onl behalf of the people of Autralia
in accepting the obligation imposed upon us by tche people so
overwhelmingly in 1967 when thoy changcd the Coistitution. so that
we will accept the responsuibility of seeing that there docs coine
into existence in Australia legi s3ative provisions, which reflcot
comnon principlen. Now, of cou%,,o, what governinent' s havo dono
in to past in other avean 'is that's 3.-oderal Governments -havc
esaid well oa- 11 lool- at what cxI.ots illate andI i&1 vhat ox;is~.s
in States iaectr. those principln'i thon youI lgaltin youl:
Pederal legislation vill acknowlecdge that. will not neck to
go over tho top of it if that 3. iz~1at. on in its form has 'mat
thofsc principlno. So you can get a commonality of principles in
Australia xithotit having Faederal lc(ilto ton o ho th to0p
Of Stato loegislttion -which Yi;-t tlhort pr:!Inciplen.



*JOURNALIST% So Federal legislation might not be necessary, you c
have a series of State Acts?

You could have that but you would have legislation which
would contain the principles and say within in no it recognbise
that those principles are met by such and such piece of logisl.ati
And that's happened in other areas. And I think the fact that
Western Australia has gone so far down the path of considering
this issue and addressing particular problem points, if you like,
and that we've been able to say with PreliLior Burke that his
principles are compatible with our approzich,indicates the way in
which this can be done. If I may make this general point because
it is fundamontil to all the questions that you've asked. And I
just ask your leave to make this point because I think it's relev
What I have been saying for some time and I repeat here at this
Conference, that if we are as Aus:ralians going to have the
people of Australia reflecting now some 20 years later the desire
they expressed overwhlelmingly in .1967, if we're going to havc!
that working effectively weve got to have an acceptance by the
majority of the Australiani people that what is b eing done ro 7ect
their wif-hes and dosireri. That is, that there be a fedeoral
responsibility and obligation in thin area. But it be done and
cceptcd in a way which is going to laut and 13e durable. Th3 %wor
thing that could happen for the Aborigin~al people of Astralia an)
for the Australian commaunitv is- that thore should be imposed
unilaterally from Canberra sone popition which is not accepted
by the majority of Australican people in giving effect to the
wish they cecpresscd in 1967 for a national po!sition. Now I
have said with, confideance consintently 'that I believe we can
get that position. And the events of recent times here in
Western Australia, now culminating in the joint statement of'
Premier Burke and myslf, give justification for that
confidence that I've expressed.

JOURNA~LIST: Mr liat-ke in taking this decision have you adhe::ed to
the letter of the resolution on land rights adopted at the :?artyl.

C Federal Conference?

I believe that what we have dona here is consistent vuith
the Federal Party position.

C0URN7ALIST: Mr Haviko do you think thi:; position meets the
aspirations of mos7t aboriginal people?

P.M.:I think it meeto tho &mpirations of most aboriginal peopl.e
quite clearly there would zoiae spohoespercons who may liave
preferred something diffecrenit. Y have no doubt that there are
some spokesporsons, %who would say an absolute right of veto in
desirablc or necessary.. I~l~ have frontod up the AborigiLnal
steering committeo quite 6.2,rectly and honestly and said I do
not see that as an intaeqrally $-rportar~t part. UThat is imtportant
is that N10 nevor again irk 2xist5:alia hcave a position whc-re there
in not an opportunit0-y or the abo,-iclirial peoplo to C~:prcsu a vtc~w
abou~t exploration oL- miin-,.nc on not., w:here thcy can just Ginply
without come apparatcus ha.ve, a po,,,ition impoced upon th- Tho



11.14. cont other point, of course, which ?4r B~urke and X
recogniscd,that in respect of legitimate sacred sites that in
that area and the mining companies themselves accept this that
there is no qvestion in respect of sacred sites, legitimate sa~cred
sites, of going into that area. The mining companies accept that
that is a separate and, if you like, sacrosanct area. There i:3

no dispute between the mining comLpanies and the Government on -that
point.

JOUR~NALIST: Prime Minister to what extent do you thiink thc
Federal Government thould accept responsibility for educating
Australians on land right%;. And why in it. '"that most of the
$600,000 set aside for the public awareness program remains
u n ~pe nt?

Well let me go to the first part. Ye. I do believe that the
(.Government har, a responsibility on this. And in our way we have

becin doing that. -The Minister and I have been engaged in
discu!;sions and consultations with intereot groups and 1 think
that is the first area. The mining companies and the farmers 
they have had] conccrno and'so we've been talking with them, as has
Prei, Ocr *Burke.- And out of that cornsultation process I beliove that
there has been a considerable dagrcee of a~lucation in- the areas
whore it matters. N ow as to the program and process of th-le
expenditure of the ai-ount of money to %;hic'.h you refer, that irs
a iiatter for decision by the Minirtcr and I have no reason at
this stagje to feel. that the approplriate processes have not been
followed.

JOUPNAIIST: M4r Hawkc, 11r Burke himaself b-alieves, that up to
fivc Federal F-eats could be at risk on the land rights issues on
December 'I Do you think the agreement batween the State and
Federal Governm~ents on this issue i-iay alleviate that 6ituatiort?

P 1 don't think be believes that now. I think that in that

(pperiod when, if you lik e, theQ fcar campaign was running at full
tilt that there m~ay have been some b~asis for the foar eprersnod
by Premier Burlke. But what ho has done, and with my assintancG,
is to talk; with the groups concerned. Those campaignus havo boon
taken off because thc-re is a recognition that there is a capacity
to reconcile thec legitimtec righ-ts of the aboriginal peopla r~t
the legitimate conce:,-ns of miners, and farmers that the economn:Lc
developm~ent of Australia *houl6 not )be inpropexly impaircd. 110%w

,w.e have been able to reach an honourable and construoctive resolution
of these various concerns. And that zhou.ld be, and *is I ])QliOIV0,

a matter of great C011.1ort to the1 people of this countYry. 2hey, hv
had eniought of unneccesary coiifrontation. It was unnocnsoary
confrontation engendered by the conse :vativo pairtien in this
country which broughbt Australia to its, OconIoic Eknd eocia. knoes
by the beginninu of 1983. 1:o ha.-vo broug1l t a~n enid to con -rontzition
by sitting down and ti).kiiig with groups, trying to reach cons Tlcunl
And that' vs wht the Axirtralizn poop).P. %yaz thats I y t 
have confidence i-n this Gv>':ntand 'J111 they vill zclqm 

anincreased mandate the conf.16once in w~y Govo1frnrrnt on I ccYb 



JOURNALIST: Prime Minister# can we go to another issue.
I f the family home is going to be excluded if a capital gains
tax was brought in, why i s there a need for a now capital gains
tax?

W'oll I'm not saying tbat there's aL need for a new capital
gains tax. You sec this is what ought to be quite clear. I have
not asserted that there is a need for a new capital gains tax and
you hit a very relevant point. People seem to operate on the
basis that there 'is not in existence a tax on capitdl gainc.
It exists in two respects. In 2G(AAA) of the existing legislation
there is a position that if there is an acq-.uisition of a capita)
asset and it' s turned over within twelve months', then that att:racta
tax at the normal marginal incom-ie tcax rate which somne people would
say is excessive. And under 25(A) of the legislation there is
also a tax on capital gains if the asset in question is doemed to
have been acquired deliberately for the purposes of turnover. NOW
the argument that exi.-ts acrous the political spectrum, not only
in the Labor Party, but in the Liberal P-arty large sections of
which say that a capital gains tax is inevitable, is whether tbere
is any need to add to those instruments. And particUlar.y whcethef
thore is any need to add those instruments, to give Governplent on)
behalf of the people of Australia a proper armoury of weapons
against the tax avoidance indiintry. Now it's precisely that :3ort
of discusirion which we wi)ll have stimulated -within the com-,munity
after thle election so that thec community can ex~press tGhe view
as to whether the existing capital gainS tax is efficient, whether
it operates at too high a lovel -because. it operates now at tile
norma). marginal tax rate of those invovled whother in fact -he-cc-
inay not be anl argument for a lerrate of capital cgains tax within
the existing system, or whether there needs to be sone change. to
makc sure that the tax avoidance industyy is not allowed to flourish
thirough the absence of sorme othor provision. But in all of 1;ho
exis~ting tayx on -capital gjains, whici ba~s been there for riany* ycarrs,
there has'*never been and uill never bc as far as the Labor
Government is concerned, any tan: on tho private hoyne. There never
woul3d be xle call say thattl the Liberals- say nothing about what
their capital gains tax system would be..

JOURNELIST; But Mr.1 Ylawke on that point by stressing the exinting
capital gajins provisins that. aro there aro, you tryi(ng t~o zhiflt
emphasis and do you believe that this issue is causing you
Political )iarra.

P.14. Do it's certainly not causing us political harmt bocaute
thcre is a distinct axwareness in the Australian people that vhcn
it comes to tax you can't trust the Libe.rals. You can't then
for these reasons. You can't trust theni bocause they allowied the
tax: avoidance induntry to flourish which cort the ordinairy avcra ,7
Australian taitpayer over the yoars billions of Clollars which
ivp~.os(A iiora ta;x upon thle oer0ina-.cy tnnpcaycr. So they do;i 't
ty-'Uat thia gor that :ceason. TZhey don"., trut tem bcauroc
ill all election cartiagn thcv mac PKro-.iT;eS about talxers and thnnir.
tall Policiucc and tlecn chanrjo then after the .clction. Jr-nd 
thoy don't trust thenm becauzo in our hi3tory there hao boan no

0**



P.M. coflt...z parties in Government like the Liberals and matiofl
Party which have found new taxes to irnpose upon the people iwithout
consultation. so they don't trust them and right,,ly don't trust :hem.
And I've made it quite clear that I hope that for every day from now
Until 1 December the quostion of taxation is up at the forefront of
debate. On Monday Mr Peacock and M4r Howard will bring down their
tax policy and we will annihalato them on tax including on the quostio!
if they want to talk about it, a capital gains tax. I look forward
to it being at the forefront of debate from now until I. December.

*JOURN~ALIST: Prime. Minister you'v~e oiatlined two qualifications to
any capital gains tax if one were to be introduced. And this morning
on ra-dio you said that consideration had been given to the subject.

*Can you tell us aboutthe circumstances of that -co'.nsideration.

P.M. It's a~ matter of, and you oughlt to be aware of it, it's been
a matter of debate within all parties. Oux debate that's taken

(place h-as been open. But what I'm saying is that this Goveriintent
has ot o wrk ndewayat a-il i~n re-spect of any new taxes. Anid

most importantly, as distinct from our opponents, 7 have made the
undertaking which I repea-t here, that under_) our tavation -review
there will be no increase in the general level of taxes. You see
the people of Australia are able to look at us now in Government.
We've had two Budgets. And we have reduced the Budget deficit
by virtuaaly $3 b:illion in our two )3udgnts and we have dona that
with a tax cut, which will take effe-ct in a few days time, a ra
tax c:.ut significantly beyond tax indexation. This is the firult time,
for very vgry many years,that there has been a real Itax cut. Lat
me give you the figures. xf we had merely given a tax cut whic.h
reflected indexation, the full year cost cf thiat would havo be,3n
1.3 billion. The full ycar cost of the tax cuts which the

Australian citizens are about to enjoy $2.1 billion. In other
*words a significant real tax cut. And I proiied the 2Wutralian

people that whey) we go into the next nudget, and in the context
of the ta)x evcithat uell be undertaking, there will be no
increasct in the general level of tayxes and we will furthor reduJce

C. the Budget deficit. So those are the facts,. only under Labor
are real tax cuts, a promise of- no increase in the general
levcl of taxes and a promise to consult with the Australian
people as to what sort of tax nystem they want which will meet
what they desire and are entitled to. That is a syntem which
meets the two criteria of fairness and equity. and economic
efficiency. our record is clear and clean, Xt is unprecedented in
giving real tax cuts and aga,*'nst that thcy have the rocord of
fraud and deception of the Liberal Nation~al Parties,

JOUR~NALIST: Prime Minister tod ay's Gallup Poll shows Labor
percentage points; ahead. Do you fear that you have too

early and arc you tzhing any stcprs to counteract that clangor.

11. Uell T think you refer to the *fact that %ie've clone up to
56 and the others ar-e at 36. Thc::ec no politician allve ithaL-t Ilnr
aware of' who doein" t 3ileo an i.ncraze in thein ratincj. th!.nic if)
you za ;hod Nr~ Peacoc'., for iJnit:.nc', 17hcthc'r hold I. to do n a o
you ),now what the zanrwer irs. 1,ow1 1 have said., Peter, r.it::0:,
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P.M. cont...s' word go when, as distinct from my conservative
predecessors we've come clean with the people and said there's
going to be an election, we're not playing around with dates, I've
said we are not going to rest on our laurels. We are going to conduct
a hard, continuous campaign. We're going to do for the Australian
people what they are entitled to. That is we'll go to them on these
things. We'll go to them on our record, show what we've done, what
we've achieved. And we'll contrast that with the aby,smal performance
in Government and in Opposition of the Liberal and National Parties.
But more than that, and this is where I think.the Australian people
see merit in the position that I and my Gov&rnment adopt we are
not merely fritcrring around with little issues which are concerned
with trying to create fear and dissension and take Australia back
into that abysmal period of confrontation which brought Australia
to its knees. We have been in Government and are now adressing
ourselves to the sorts of issues and decisions that need to be
taken to capitalise on the turnaround of this economy from stagnation
to the fastest growing economy in the world. We're saying, well that':
good because we've done that together.. But what are the sorts of
things that we have to do to build in the medium and longer term
upon that success. And it's because the Australian know that we
are making decisions in those areas and that we are directing their
attention and thinking to those points that I believe we can hold
the approval that we've got. We will not be resting on our laurels.
But we will not be insulting the intelligence of the Australian
electorate by thinking that they have only issues in their minds
which go back to the period of confrontation, of setting Austr&lian
against Australian. We'll be talking about the real issues which
are of concern to them and their children, making a more secure
and better Australia into the future.

JOURNALIST: On tax as Prime Minister you don't take responsibility
S for the decisions of the Whitlam Government. why should Mr Peacock

take responsibility for decisions of the Fraser Government.

Because he was a Minister 

JOURNALIST: Mr Keating was a Minister.in the Whitlam Government.

Mr Keating was.a Minister for 6 weeks in the dying days
of the Whitlam Government. And even you, Greg, I would think would
be able to sec the distinction between Mr Keating being a Minister
in the dying days of the Whitlam Government and Mr Peacock who
was a Minister throughout that period. Now not once did Mr Peacock
in Government express any opposition to those policies. But, and
I'm very glad you asked the question, there did come a time in the
period from.'76 to '83 when Mr Peacock did express some opposition.
But it was after he ceased to be a Minister. It wasn't in rogard
to tax policies, he didn't dissociate himself from all those policioc
and deception and fraud of the Praser Ministry on the areas of tax.

I' 
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P.M. cont...: But when he had his fight with Mr Fraser about
the leadership and went and sat on the backbench, he did theu
express a Peacock view about an issue of importance. Su wo ran
look at Mr Peacock and say what is it that Mr Peacock really
thinks about an issue which is before the Australian electorate now.
And that's on the issue of assets tests. Because he then spoke as
Mr Peacock saying what he believed.And he said in the Parliament
and at the National Press Club that he believed in means testing
of social welfare payments. He said a Government must show -:ourage
in facing up to this issue. Now that's what Mr Peacock believed.
It's presumably what he believes now. But unfortunately the courage
has run out.

JOURNALIST: Prime Minister, about an hour ago Mr Peacock said
he'd like two debate.

Oh, two debates. Does he like two debates. Well he'i;
had more than two debates in the Parliament, he's a tiger for
punishment.


