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INTRODUCTION

This is an interview with Mr Peter Jones for the Parliamentary Oral History
Project, conducted by Criena Fitzgerald from 24 June 2003 to 27 October 2003.
There are fifteen tapes.
Peter Jones was born in Launceston, Tasmania in 1933, the son of Harold
Vernon Jones, Headmaster of an independent boys school, and Annie May
Simmons. He attended school in Launceston a nd later became a farmer in
Westwood, Tasmania. In 1960 he married Margaret Antonia (Toni) Maslin and
they have a daughter and two sons. In 1968 he and his family moved to
Narrogin where he continued his farming career.
He was an active member of the Pastoralists and Grazier's Association and the
Farmer's Union in WA. In 1972 he became a member of the WA Barley
Marketing Board through a suggestion to the then Minister for Agriculture.
Through these activities he came to the notice of local political parties and he
stood for and won the contest for Narrogin in 1974, becoming the National
Country Party Member for Narrogin.
Peter held various portfolios until 1983, when the coalition government was
defeated. He joined the Liberal Party in 1985 when it was in Opposition.
In this interview Peter Jones discusses the National Country Party, his decision
to join the Liberal Party and provides an intelligent analysis on the workings of
Parliament and both the National and the Liberal Parties.
As the Minister
responsible for Resources Development, Mines, Fuel and Energy and Industrial
Development, Mr Jones was intimately involved in the standoff at Noonkanbah
and he provides new insights into the conflict from a ministerial perspective and
the relationship between State and Federal governments. He also discusses
his various ministerial roles, in particular his role in the development of the
North West Shelf project.
Peter Jones remained a member of the Liberal Party, becoming President of
the WA Division from April 1989 to July 1991 and Federal Vice President of the
Australian Liberal Party from July 1990 to October 1996. He has had a long
and active career in politics and this interview gives an insight into the workings
of political parties, the impact of a parliamentary career on the family and the
duties and role of a rural representative. Peter Jones was at the centre of
power during a period of rapid development in the history of Western Australia
and his articulate and reflective analysis gives a fresh perspective on these
developments.

Foreword
I came to Western Australia with my family in February 1968. I had been
farming in Northern Tasmania since leaving school in 1950, but was finding it
difficult to expand our operation in an area where land was tightly held, and
unlikely to be sold. I had bought a property at Narrogin the previous year, and
we took possession on 1 March.
I was fortunate in being able to increase the acreage, and by 1972 we had
greatly increased both wool and coarse grain production. In that year, the then
Minister for Agriculture, Hon David Evans MLA, invited me to be the Ministerial
appointment to the W A Barley Marketing Board. This meant attending
meetings of the Farmer's Union, and coming in contact with grain producers,
mainly in the Great Southern region.
In December 1972, the Country Party Member for Narrogin, Mr W A Manning
MLA, advised of his intention to retire at the next State Election, expected in
early 1974. This meant very little to me as I was not involved in any political
activity, was not a member of any political party, or had attended any political
meetings. My wife and I were therefore very surprised when I was asked by a
group of key Country Party members to consider standing for pre-selection,
and if successful, to contest the 1974 election as the endorsed CP candidate.
If I was successful, this would mean a considerable change to our way of life,
especially coming so soon after moving to the Narrogin district from Tasmania.
After considerable discussion, taking advice from those who had asked me to
stand and would work and support my candidacy, and receiving the support of
my wife and family, I joined the National Country Party and nominated for
endorsement. In March 1973 this was achieved and I spent most of that year
doorknocking and becoming known in the electorate.
On 30 March 1974, the Tonkin Labor Government was defeated, Sir Charles
Court was elected to lead a Liberal/NCP coalition Government, and I was
elected to the Legislative Assembly as Member for Narrogin.
The attached transcript provides some details of my early life in Tasmania, the
move to Western Australia, but mostly addresses the years I was in Parliament,
the issues of that time, especially those with which I was associated during my
years as a Minister of the Crown. On the activities and issues of those years, I
have been able to refer to my own personal papers, to copies of records,
Cabinet Minutes, correspondence, and the record of the W A Inc. Royal
Commission. I also gave to my interviewer, unrestricted access to my own
files, correspondence and other papers, and these documents are now placed
in the custody of the Battye Library.
Where I have given views and opinions with which readers may disagree, I
make no apology and respect the views of others which may differ from mine.
Peter V Jones
27 February 2005

This is Criena Fitzgerald interviewing Peter Jones for the Parliamentary History
project tape one, on the 24th of July 2003.
CF

Peter, could you give us your full name and date of birth?

JONES

Peter Vernon Jones and I was born on the 28th January 1933.

CF
Peter, I want to start first with your parents. Could you tell me a
bit about your dad - his full name and his occupation?
JONES
Yes. His name was Harold Vernon Jones. He was born in 1897.
He came from a family that spent most of its time in Tasmania on the land. His
great grandfather had come from England, as a convict, transported in 1816
and under the system that was prevailing then he was a ticket of leave man,
and was immediately released when he arrived, and established a family on
the land in Tasmania. He was given a grant and his sons and successive
families' were mostly involved in farming and land development. [... ] He was
also a brewer, which seemed to be a good occupation then. My father was
born on his father's property at Carrick CARRICK just outside Launceston, and
one of nine, went to the local primary school but then won a scholarship to the
Launceston Church of England Grammar School where he was a good
classical scholar. He went on to the Tasmanian university in 1914 but gave up
after one year and went to Queensland working on cattle stations and various
things like that, because it was an unsettling time. He had a brother away at
the First World War. He was not able to go through bad eyesight. However,
some years later he came back to teaching, he was doing some odd teaching
and tutoring, finished his degree and by the early 1920s had become
established as a school teacher.
CF
was he?

What sort of a person was he like growing up? What sort of dad

JONES
Well there were two sides to him. One was, by 1939 when I was
six and just starting school, we'd had a farm during the 1930s outside
Launceston, perhaps that displayed still his longing for the land, and we had a
lot of fun out there. [... ] I can remember that well as a small boy, and for
example, there was the coronation of King George the Sixth in May of 1937
when I was a little over four. That became a big thing in my parents' life and
we had models of coaches and things like that. [... ] He took a great interest in
developing things. He was very keen on history, and as a classical scholar,
apart from his interest in Latin and Greek, where he won the Latin and Greek
prizes at the university, he was very keen on English. [... ] There was his
constant correction of things, like you must always say "different from", not
"different to" and "similar to" and all that sort of thing, so they became automatic
parts of our lives. And he did find time for us, that's my older brother, who is
four and a half years older than I am, and my younger sister. That was very
good. But the second part was a little more difficult, and that was [when] he
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CF
You said that she did various things like nursed ... volunteer
nursing [unclear]. Did she finish university? Did she have a degree?
JONES

She did not go to university.

CF

You said they met at university.

JONES
Sorry. They met when my father was at university. I am sorry.
[... ] Her father and her older sister and mother [... ] used to have one of these
open houses for encouraging students or people they'd met, or associations
that the girls had made at school or in their activities. My mother never worked
as such,but [... ] they did volunteer work and [... ] that kind of thing.

CF
And you said that the coronation of King George was a big
occasion. Were your parents royalists, monarchists?
JONES
No, I don't think that was a part of it, but [... ] you think about the
way they were brought up, or the period in which they lived. I can just
remember that as kids he came home with this box and we had to make up
cardboard push-outs out of pages and a [... ] coach came together and all that
sort of thing. I can remember [... ] very clearly, sitting on the floor with us
putting it all together. You just asked about [... ] relationships, did we have a
good time growing up in that sense? The answer is yes. That is just one thing
I can remember happening. And he was very keen on sport, so we were
always being taught how to use balls and play cricket and football and so on.

CF

What would you say was your earliest memory in life?

JONES
I have been trying to think about what is the very first thing I can
remember. I can just remember at home ... we didn't live in the school
grounds then. We lived not far away in a suburb, Mowbray Heights, in
Launceston just near where the school was, and I [... ] have this image of
playing - a big back lawn - playing with my elder brother and father on the big
back lawn with balls, you know, but bowling cricket balls and things like that.
[... ]1 wasn't doing that, but just seeing it happen. He was bowling to my elder
brother and, you know ... it's the image of being in the house and being
around there and so on, which I can remember quite clearly, but I can't seem to
remember anything earlier than that. That was 1936 when I was three.

CF

You said that there was convict ancestry in your family ...

JONES

Yes.
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father worked out a system that I set off with him when he went to school walked up to the main school - I would go to the foot of the hill with him and
he'd hand me over to the headmistress and my elder brother would go on up
with him, and we'd get on a tram and I'd go to the [prep] school. That only
lasted for one year, 1939 at the preparatory school, and then ... because the
war made a big difference, when it started, to arrangements, and all sorts of
people in the days of the militia, you know, were called up, and joined up in
1939 and 40. So the arrangements were changed and dad decided that I
would go to the big school, which I did, and so did all, and I was there from
1940 to 1950.
CF
Was there ever ... did you feel under pressure because your
father was the deputy and then the headmaster?
JONES
Ah yes, that makes life different, it does. And particularly when
you're living at the school - from 1945 I was - but the answer is yes, it does.

CF
How did it affect your growing up . .. I mean your friendships and
your relationships at school?
JONES
Well, at the time I can well recall, particularly as I got older, it
seemed very important to me that, you know, and at times I didn't like it much
that it meant, you know, people would view you in a different light because, you
know. They would assume if I saw someone do something wrong, it would be
assumed I'd go and tell myoid man, which you wouldn't do any how, because
he wouldn't want to listen to you anyhow, because he wouldn't take any notice
of that sort of stuff. So it seemed important to me, God I mustn't ... if I see
something I'd walk the other way out, that kind of ... by that I'm referring to
kids smoking behind the bike shed and all that kind of nonsense. You know
later on it didn't matter a crumpet.

CF

[chuckles].

JONES
When you really look back because he was very good when I
realised later, and talked about it with him in later years. For example, in 1941 I
had another brother born. He is [over] seven years younger than I am. He
didn't take much part in all this, in these growing up years of mine, because of
the times during the Second World War, and also the fact that, you know, when
the Second World War ended he was still only four; in fact four and three
months old. Then I left school five years later so I mean then he was only nine,
so I mean he was there, I don't want you thinking he wasn't part of our lives,
but in these activities he wasn't part of that. Dad had a fine line to walk. Firstly,
Robin, my elder brother, was a very bright student and a champion at sport,
and despite my father being headmaster, let me put it that way, Robin became
captain of the school for two years - the last two years he was at school - he
was dux of the school and won the university prizes and all these things as
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within the oil industry and still leads a very happy and prosperous life in Hobart,
as does my sister. So no, no, they just got on, and David wasn't under
pressure, because by the time he got worked through the school, for most of
his school years, my father wasn't there; he'd retired.
CF

Were there any teachers that really made an impression on you?

JONES
Teachers? Ah, yes. It was the day of ... still the time when
teachers ... two or three of them wore mortar boards in class, and gowns,
winged collars when I was a small boy. Up until the time I was in the middle
school, a couple of teachers were doing that. That was totally normal. There
was no problem about that. My father had to wear a mortar board as the
headmaster, every day; and a gown. Now, I think education was more formal
in that sense. I don't recall any discipline being imposed ... we were just ... in
the sense of Dickensian-type classrooms, in the sense of what happened in the
classroom, but there was a structure about education and there was a structure
about school that you took from them, because that was it, you know, what the
programs would be and what they were there, and discipline seemed to me to
be automatic. When I look back on it now, that was the way it was. So in
terms of impressions there were teachers who had their own little ways of doing
things, but I guess the ones that I was (using your word) "impressed" with, were
the ones that taught the things that I liked.

CF

Which were?

JONES
English - that was my father you see - but I liked English, and I
liked things like geography and history. [... ] I learnt at school a real love of
history and I mean I just keep reading background history and I'm reading
.
and collecting various sorts of books which I have here and elsewhere that
I
certainly learnt that at school, but I guess I came to appreciate it later on a bit
more than I did at the time, but I still lapped it up. The other things were
practical things that I used to do. I'd really studied woodworking at school and
sat examinations in it and things like that, and I built the first house I lived in, so
I mean on this farm that I went to after I left school, so I mean I liked that. They
are the sorts of things that I concentrated on at school.

CF
What about politics? Did you have any ... did you think about
politics while you were a school student, in a much more general sense?
JONES

Yes, but I didn't know the word "politics".

CF

Yes [unclear].
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CF
Peter, you were going to tell me about your father and Chifley as
something you really remember.
JONES
Oh yes. My father was appointed to a post-war reconstruction
board thing after the war. Now it didn't mean he gave up his day job as
headmaster of the school, but he was on a committee, with other people, who
helped make certain that the issues associated with suppliers of the material
that was required to build houses for people coming back from the war, all
those sorts of things. The reason he was there was because in the area of
education, the development of schools and all this sort of stuff, he was there
from the independent school systems. But anyhow - fine - it was a period that
he enjoyed, because it was in an area that he liked to be, and he met people he
wouldn't otherwise meet.[ ... ] They had some issues that they'd, (this
committee) would to and send a delegation to meet the Prime Minister. You'd
go to Melbourne to do so, and Mr Chifley agreed to meet them. My father was
on the little group that went.

Also there was a man called Barker, who ran a vegetable canning business on
the North-West coast. There were big shortages of galvanised iron and things
like that and Mr Barker said, yes, he was going with this deputation to meet the
Prime Minister, and "The Prime Minister will have to give us more. The Prime
Minister will have to do this, because there's a big shortage of building
materials and this sort of stuff, and I will be saying to the Prime Minister, that he
has to give us more." All this sort of stuff. Okay, the deputation goes to
Melbourne. My father had never met Mr Chifley. Mr Chifley comes into the
room where they're waiting to put their case. Could Tasmania have a bigger
share of this, this, this and this? Whatever it was. It appeared that Chifley
came in, very happy, and said, "G'day gentlemen", and so on. "Now, before we
start, which of you is Mr Barker?" Mr Barker said, "Prime Minister." "Mr Barker,
I've read what you had to say. I just want to tell you this. I'm the Prime
Minister. I will be deciding what you get, and how much is for Tasmania, and if
your case is good, it will be considered properly and I will do it that way. But
just remember, I will be deciding and anything you say, I'm not interested in.
And as for the way you wish to conduct yourself, you can go to buggery."
[chuckles]. And that was the end of that. My father, not only remembered that
but felt that that was a reflection of the fact that Chifley was clearly a very basic,
switched on person in relation to the needs as they were put up within the
community, in relation to all the problems and so on. [... ] Here was the train
driver from Bathurst, and yet he clearly had a grasp of how to deal with issues
without getting bogged down and mucking about, and all that. He said they
had an absolutely wonderful meeting, and he gave some undertakings as to
what he would do, and what he couldn't do - made it clear - all of those things,
fine, that was it. So, I mean he just remembered it as if . .. And I must say
this, in much later years, when I was in Parliament, one of the first things he
said to me, after I became a minister, "Well just remember that in making
decisions, Ben Chifley." That's it; that's all he had to say.
CF

Was that his comment where he said, "Don't pretend to politics"?
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No, he did.

CF
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JONES
Well he bought it for us, and for him to retire to as well, but it was
the basis on which I certainly started.
CF

And what sort of farm was it?

JONES
What in Tasmania in those days we'd call a mixed farm. We had
fat lambs, fattening lambs and some crop.
CF
problem?

And you said you built your house, so what was the other

JONES
Oh, it had no buildings on it, as block country, so before we built a
big, proper house I put up - built it part time in my last year at school - a, for
want of a better term, what was a shack, and another building for storage and
things of that nature, and I lived in that for about 18 months.
CF
sense?

So you actually began farming prior to leaving school, in some

JONES
Oh, well, yes, it'd been bought and we used to go out at
weekends there; yes, in that sense.
CF

So how old were you when you finished school?

JONES
I turned 18 the week after I left school, in January of 1951, when I
left school yes. I'd left then.
CF
And you said your brother was all-round brilliant at everything; did
you play sport?

JONES
Oh yes, I did all those things. Played after I left school; played
football for the local farmers out there.
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we have a painting - and I don't know where it's gone - but they were the big
challenges in the physicality side, and yeah, sure, we got out of that in the
sense of getting used to it over here, but I think we both - or I certainly missed
the mountains and that was part of ... you grow up with rivers and things like
that in Tasmania. So that was the big change in the physicality side. The other
big shock was that if you come and buy an old established property, which I
did, that hadn't been looked after, it looks bloody awful when you arrive. When
Toni and the kids were driven by me to the front entrance to this property, there
was an old barbwire bowyang gate that was flat on the ground, and we came
from a property where every gate was right, steel gates that all swung on
straight gate posts that were painted, and all that sort of thing, and this just
looked the dead end of the world. So there were big shocks like that. Toni will
tell you that she painted for a year, which she did, every day for a year she
painted.
CF

Tell me about your wife. What's her name, and how you met her.

JONES
Toni is my cousin - that's Tasmania for you, which you'd know.
Her mother, who is second from the left. .. I'm sorry, not the vertical one of
the left hand up there, but the first one on the top row, that's her mother and
her father's the next one along; and if we go one further, that is Toni's
grandmother, and she was my father's first cousin. Now, we share the same
great grandfather. Toni's father was a teacher in the government service in
Tasmania. He ran and developed, what is called the area school system in
Tasmania. The little days of the little school house, in every little place around,
disappeared and they set up school buses, which brought everybody to a
bigger place, you know, the centralising theme. He founded the Hagley Farm
School, which had a 200 acre farm, in 1936, and made it a boarding school and
brought boys, during the war, who came from England, under the Fairbridge
school system that came to this farm school. That was only about three or four
miles from where I lived and was farming out there, so we were in the same
district. But Toni was also brought up on the land, if you like - or in a country
area - born in 1936. So she. .. No she and I were friends and that ...
although we didn't see a lot of each other in the early years. But anyhow we
got married in 1960.
CF

What's her full name?

JONES

Margaret Antonia.

CF

And was it Jones?

JONES
No, Maslin. That's Toni's grandmother, who was my father's first
cousin, there she is later. Her daughter was that. She was a Miss Jones,
Toni's grandmother, married a fellow called Reg Lovett. Reg and her eldest
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worked very closely with things like. .. My father was - and he imparted it to
me - working with the Department of Agriculture. We always seemed to have
some experiments going on in new types of grain or new strains of doing this,
or whatever, and trying to ... look, if we do something this way, what would
happen if we did it that way. I mean, I was always keen on that and doing that
down at Narrogin as well.
CF

Were you in separate houses from your father?

JONES
Yes. Once I was married, yes. We bought another property,
adjacent, over the road. So we bought that and he was. .. There was a halfbuilt house on that, which had been neglected, so we finished that off and Toni
and I lived there for eight years before we came to Western Australia.
CF

And what did Toni do prior to marrying you?

JONES

Schoolteacher.

CF

And just tell me 'your children's names.

JONES

Philippa, Andrew and Angus.

CF

And were they all born in Tasmania?

JONES

Yes.

CF
Australia?

So here comes the question, why did you move to Western

JONES
We'd started to appreciate, both my father and I, that this wasn't
really starting to look long term, our enterprise there, in the way that agriculture
was going. We began to realise that the longer term production that we could
get off this property wasn't really likely to keep me and educate my three kids,
and look after him and my mother too, but also where was it eventually going to
lead. It was very nice and so on. So, in other words, as the years had gone
by, it had developed into a way of life rather than the business, in terms that
farming was increasingly becoming . .. I mean life was pretty good, but if you
really were having to think about it, we couldn't expand, we'd made the one
expansion, we weren't going to get another one there. We'd intensified our
production on it. All that had gone well. But when you looked ahead, it really
wasn't looking as though it was going to be the farming I wanted to go on
doing, but also it would be cramped. I might add, that in the 35 years since
then, the original farm that we had, and Toni and I went back there in April, is
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to ... "thinking pieces", "challenges for boys", and all this sort of stuff.
Anyhow. .. No, but he and ... until his health started to fail him, my mother
came over at odd times.
CF
You said that the farm was pretty neglected when you got here,
and it was a bit of a shock for Toni ...

JONES

It was a major shock.

CF

... and she spent a year painting everything.

JONES

Yes.

CF

What were the other issues that confronted you?

JONES
The big issue that came along within the first ... late in the first
year, was the first drought. We arrived in 1968. 1968 was a good year, and to
get the property going I had some sharefarming done, and various things like
that, and I was sort of learning about the adaptation of getting in ... how we
should grow crops, and so on. But 1969 was the first of the droughts; the
previous one was 1941, the one before that was 1911, and that created a big
shock amongst farmers ... because farming over here had been so easy back
in those days, of this sort of farming; just grow a crop, and grow wool. Land
had been cheap, very cheap. Anyhow so that was the sort of first challenge
about that. But I must, in looking back on it, there were also crises;1970-71 the
wool price collapsed. They were all - when I look back at them - they seemed
enormous at the time; I think it was more shock than anything: "Wait a moment,
this Western Australia wasn't supposed to be like this, it was all meant to be
good." But people like my cousin, who'd been here for some years, and our
neighbours who'd been here for perhaps longer. .. You know there were a
few South Australians who were down there, and had come over, but a lot of
them were just West Australians totally, born and bred in an old district like
Narrogin, this was the end of the world, "Christ, what's happening?" When I
look back now, though, they were probably, if anything, warnings of things to
come. That [in] farming you couldn't be as slack as some of them had been,
you really had to . .. It was the part of the cycle, whipping up of changing from
seeing farming as a way of life to being a high risk, cash intensive business,
and they had to be buisnesspeople, not just farmers.
END OF TAPE ONE SIDE B
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you know, I was not the highlight in the farmers' union and all those sort of
things, whereas they sort of thought those elected growers ... the growers who
were elected had to be their people anyhow. You can imagine the sort of
incestuous thing that became. These were hangovers from the depression ...
you know . . . when the farmers felt that the St George's Terrace bankers
robbed them. There was a lot of that, but anyhow. So that was all right. I
mean I just kept on farming. However what happened was, unknown to me,
the Tonkin Government, which had been elected in 1971, and the Minister for
Agriculture was David Evans. Someone had evidently noted that I had written
some letters to the agricultural press about all this and so on, and I remember I
wrote to ... the then agriculture minister before the Tonkin Government was
elected, [who] was old Crawford Nalder, and Crawford had this view of he'd do
whatever the farmers' union told him to do. So I made this comment in a letter
that I wrote to the agricultural press saying why I criticised this and I was
disappointed Mr Nalder had refused to review the marketing process for barley.
I then ended the thing by saying, "I have no doubt that if Mr Nalder (as he was
then) was the Minister for Defence, in a time of war, the first thing he would say
was 'Put the wagons in a circle,' [chuckles]." That had been plagiarised from
something I had read about one of the arch conservatives in the United States
at the start of the Second World War, [... ] after Pearl Harbour. However, Dave
Evans wrote me a letter asking whether I would accept a position on the
marketing board ...
CF

On the barley marketing board?

JONES
Yes, which I had stood for and not got on as a growers' rep but
the minister he had a ministerial representative, so he appointed me to it in
1971.

CF

And what did you do as that rep ... the government rep?

JONES
Oh, I sat on the board and got fees, went to a meeting every
month up here in West Perth and all this sort of stuff. However, it did exactly
what I was critical of, which was make an allocation to the Swan Brewery every
year, but the only decisions it made were based on crop estimates of how big
the barley crop would be. It agreed to release so many tonnes for forward
selling. That is the only decision it made. It never sold a bloody grain, but what
it did ... I mean of itself, it was responsible for, it ... but the so-called Grain
Pool of Western Australia, which is another body, was its agent, and the Grain
Pool didn't sell anything much either. What it did was use its agents in Japan
and in London to sell the grain, and that was Mitsubishi in Tokyo and the Grain
Growers Cooperative or something it was called, in London; I forget what it was
called. However, it was all very pleasant and so on, but the second year the
barley board agreed that they would fund me to go to Japan to meet our agents
there and go to London and see the end [use,] come back and write a report for
the minister. This was with the minister's encouragement, Dave Evans. So I
went and came back and wrote a report that said look we ought to go out of
existence. It is a waste of time. Here is how the system works in reality, so
either get into the marketing business on a reasonable basis or just get out of it.
Well I mean it caused all sorts of stirs and problems and so on. However, you
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found out he was a party to this. I did not really know him very well. He was
one of the old style Country Party fellows from here, W.A. Manning, and he had
been the Member for 18 years in Narrogin.
CF
Because you were the fourth ... were you the fourth member ...
because 1911 ... were you the member for Narrogin, the fourth member?
JONES

Yes, I think that is right. I would be the fourth one.

CF

I think you said that in a speech.

JONES
Yes, I think that is right, Bill Manning, 1953, that would be right.
Well, Bertie Johnston I think was the first. Right.
CF
The way they approached you and said, "Don't worry we'll fix this
we'll do that, ..." How did you see that ... I mean because you've said to me

JONES
I didn't think about it, you know, because I wasn't. .. When they
said, "We'll fix that ..." I mean, when that was explored, I had to go around to
all the meetings and all that but what they were referring to in a throwaway
way, as I subsequently found out ... "No, no, we were established in the party
offices and have been members for a long time we can help you and pass the
word and all the rest of it." The nominations closed on the 19th of January
1973, and I know I put in a form on the very last day having just become ... I
had to join first, and that was fixed. That was done. I mean these local fellows
helped me get into the Narrogin branch after I'd made up my mind, "All right
we'll have a go."
CF
What did you . .. I mean what did you understand about the
Country Party, because you have said that ...
JONES
Nothing. There was no ... I mean I don't want to give any false
intention that I was a full bottle. I was not. I was totally ignorant. I had no
knowledge, I mean ... there was no Country Party in Tasmania.
CF

That is right, and you have said that ...

JONES

All I knew is there was a Mr McEwen.

CF
Party.

[chuckles] This Barley Board was a hangover from the Country

JONES

Well it was a hangover from ...

CF
So did you understand that this Country Party represented
farmers as it was?
JONES
That is it. If I had been asked just to make a comment why have
anything to do with these people because they are just ... they are hardly
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too much involved in anything in Narrogin other than the Anglican Church. I did
not go to lots of farmers' meetings or anything like that at all.
CF

Were you a member of the Farmers' Union?

JONES
Yes, a member, but that's all, and a member of the Pastoralists
and Graziers [Association], and I'm not sure why I was, but I was. Oh, they
asked me to go on their grain committee, that's right, with this barley thing, so I
joined that and did that, but that was a side issue. Anyhow, look, it grew out of
that.
We then settled down ... I got endorsed and what happened then,
during the year 1973, was ... bearing in mind as I mentioned earlier, it was in
March of 1973 that I went on this trip to Japan after I was endorsed, straight
after I was endorsed. I mean I'd [been] promoted [in[ all this by the Labor Party
[unclear] and so on, and I told him about it. I told Dave [Evans] about it before I
went, and he said "So what?" Anyhow I was having a good talk with him about
three weeks ago now at a former members' dinner; not about this but about
things with Dave. He is a good bloke. Anyhow, we sat down to work out what
we were going to do in 1973. I got some advice from a couple of old members
and others who were there and so on, and we drew up a program, and the rest
of the year I door knocked every town in the Narrogin electorate. I mean I had
only been in Western Australia a short time and Toni and I worked it out, she
used to come and help with that. You would go and be seen at functions and
arrange to go around to the log chopping at Boddington and I did not worry
about [the] door knocking. I quite enjoyed it actually.
CF
What did you like about the campaign? What did you enjoy about
the campaign?

JONES
I liked meeting people, and I mean I was always ... I was always
brought up reading newspapers and that sort of thing so you knew ... I was
aware, and then it became I heightened the interest in doing that on local
issues and things like that. I did not really know what the answer was but if
someone had raised something you could make a conversation out of it
somehow. That is really all I was setting out to be ... not to set the agenda in
this campaigning business, so much as being prepared to discuss or able to
make a comment on whatever was brought up.
CF

Were you campaigning on a particular platform?

JONES
No. If you had asked me that then, I would have said, "What's the
point of that." I do not know. Anyhow, it got a bit serious later in the thing when
the Liberal Party decided look because they wanted to get control ... get a
couple of members in the upper House where a couple of the old Country Party
people were retiring that they had to stand a Liberal in Narrogin as well. They
stood a fellow who was the mayor of Narrogin and had stood 16 or 18 years
before and a well known bloke, Bob Farr, and a very good friend of ours. He in
fact used to authorise my material later [unclear]; and the Labor Party put up
the headmaster of the high school who had also been a former candidate for
the Labor Party.[ ... ] So when I say it got a bit serious, we had to obviously
have some material, and material was produced. I am only mentioning this
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JONES
It was a stupid ridiculous idea that here was a foundation to build
a future, but when I started to think about it; it was meaningless. I guess too
that if it had happened in later years I would have been in it up to my teeth to
try to make certain, to stop it or whatever. Certainly the people with whom we
were working around me and pushing me, Bob Wiese and blokes like that, I
said "Don't you worry about that. Just get on and do this." That was sort of
happening over there somewhere.
CF
But it has been written that that was the beginning of the decline,
that sort of mad alliance.
JONES
Of course it was. It was stupid. I was trying to get elected to
Parliament. Once I had made a commitment, fine, and I was elected to
Parliament, and this other thing was nonsense. Did I give to you that book of
Ron Elphick's?
CF

Yes.

END OF TAPE TWO SIDE A
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they probably did. I'm not saying they didn't, I'm simply meaning there was a
tradition of hate and, on the one hand, hatred of the free marketeers and what
the Liberal Party allegedly stood for, that they were only interested in the city
and things of that nature.
The second thing was that the Country Party traditionally was very much
aligned with the old Farmers Union, and as you may remember Clyde Cameron
said at the time of Whitlam, 'all these people wanted to socialise their losses
and capitalise their profits'. And to a large degree that really was their thinking.
For example, the absolute foundation and fundamental plank which everybody
believed, was that there should be statutory marketing of all rural products and
that statutory marketing must be grower controlled. So you had a board, you
know, like the Wheat Board still remains - well it doesn't; it's actually changed
now. But there were [Boards] for meat and for grain and for other products and
so on, as widely as possible, and these all should be grower controlled. Now
that was an article of faith, and that continued all the way through.
So when you come round to that period, it was weakening but the basis of the
Country Party was certainly coalition. I am now talking politically as distinct
from policy and belief. The practical aspect was it had died away. At one
stage it had the same number of - except for one - it came very close to having
a Country Party Premier in Western Australia. I think it failed by one. But it
was easing away and this was exacerbated by such things as the decline in
rural population, growth in the city, more difficulties with rural marketing and
things of that nature, and so there was the redistribution of boundaries. You
didn't actually have to lose a seat; it was taken from you by the redistribution of
boundaries and so on, [with] declining population.
So, by the time 1971 came around, there was need for some rethinking and the
party went into opposition. But during '71 to '74, I understand that there was
sort of a new, more aggressive approach from some people; people like Mr
Stephens. David Reid became a senator but didn't manage to get re-elected at
the next election. He was involved in party affairs. He'd got into the State
Parliament as member for Blackwood, but the seat was then removed for the
redistribution before the 1974 election. And there were some younger people
in the lay organisation at that time who became very anti-Labor for some of the
things. Particularly you're also looking at the time that was when Mr Whitlam
came in and he seemed to be anti-rural people and so on. So there was a little
gradual fomenting and that was the mix, if you like, when in 1973 I'd been
endorsed for the seat of Narrogin and they had found Dick Old and Bert Crane
and several other people, Hendy Cowan, to stand in various seats. But also, I
mentioned earlier, there was still this great body of older long-serving
members. Almost as one they decided to retire at the 1974 election. And there
was quite a considerable and significant exodus. I mean, you had a situation
where the number of members wasn't great for a start. Then this core group of
long-serving people, who were coming in for some criticism that they were
always interested in coalition with the Liberal Party. They all did what the
Liberal Party wanted and things of that nature.
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he made really foreshadowed the circumstances of 14 or 15 months later,
when he really didn't know what was going on. He was a figure that was lost
and didn't understand the politics in terms of government, and in terms of
making a coalition government work, and in terms of being able to manipulate
or manage and massage a situation so that you can get what you want out of it.
That's the whole art of politics. It is the art of the possible. He had no
background. He was just a local member, and a pretty good local member, but
he was lost in this, and he had been influenced heavily on this DLP thing,
particularly by Mr Fletcher, the then president. It was the pursuit of glory which
was somewhat intangible out there somewhere and not real. It was a situation
that wasn't real, and it died, bang, if you think it over. It just died, bang, which
really meant it didn't have any standing or status.
CF
You said that he was fairly naive. What were his qualities? He
was a good local member. That was it? Did he have any leadership qualities?
JONES
Yes, he was seen ... No, not in this situation. I mean he was a
good footballer and he was a decent person; he really was. But when he got
into the political serum, he was lost. I don't want to suggest that I'm saying that
from a position of considerable knowledge or anything of that or issues at that
time, because I haven't. Later on it became obvious that he just wasn't with it
and couldn't cope. He had difficulty in the Parliament coping with legislation
and there is a well-known incident that is recorded in Hansard. He was
introducing a Bill and it related to the chicken meat industry. The second
reading speech he read was the second reading speech for the Victorian Bill,
which his officers had been using, so he just picked up the piece of paper and
read that. But that is not meant to vilify Ray. He was out of his depth.

CF
Was there a shift then in the way politics operated in the 70s,
because you've described this sort of old boy, farmer group? Suddenly you've
got new men coming in - Hendy, Matt Stephens ...
JONES

Absolutely.

CF

And what was that?

JONES
One of the difficulties that I faced in Narrogin was that I'd come
from Tasmania just four and a half years before, and I wasn't a member of any
political party, and I was asked would I stand for Parliament, but the traditional
old Country Party style, you know, will you be on the local council? Electorates
were a bit smaller then, quite a bit smaller, but you'd be on the local shire,
you'd probably be the shire president, you'd be a key person in the Farmers
Union, and you would've probably been on the progress association or
something like that and the Country Shire Councils Organisation. Okay, so you
were known and then you just nicely slid in. Those days died in 1974. The
1974 election marked the end of that totally but the chink came in 1971, I think,
with Mr Stephens.
Things like forming new branches and getting the
preselection numbers, that would never have been a thing like it's developed
since then and yet it started then.
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and you are putting forward certain things - whatever they might happen to be.
So the principle is not on.
CF

What did Dick Old think, because ...

JONES

Totally the same view that I've just expressed.

CF

And like Hendy was obviously in support ...

JONES
Everyone else in the room, I think you will find, voted for it and
rejected exactly what was being said, except for Stephens.
CF

Apart from you and Dick Old, everyone else supported Matt?

JONES
I have to read more to check on one thing. There wasn't ... at
one of the votes, and I'm not certain whether it was 1974 or the 1975, Hendy
voted with Matt Stephens on an issue and said he was doing it to support
Stephens so he wasn't on his own. I'm not certain whether that was the '74
vote or the '75.
CF

[unclear]

JONES
Certainly at this one, Stephens spoke about it and was rejected
by everybody else in the party room, and there was quite some voluble
discussion about it. At that meeting there were quite a few of the retiring
members, because this meeting was held ... the election was the 30th March
1974. This would be the following week, something like that the party meeting
was held. But the Legislative Councillors who were retiring didn't leave
Parliament until May the 22nd, which is when it changed. Therefore, you still
had Mr Logan and various others who were members of the upper House and
in the party room still, they were entitled to be there. They would be even more
horrified at this than the new fellows you know. 'You can't have that'. What I
hadn't realised fully at that time, they'd had three years of Mr Stephens and
they knew where he was coming from and what he was on about.
However, that is how we started. We set off into this and then the State
Council, of course, wasn't going to support it not going into coalition. The basic
fundamental issue was you've got to have your feet under the table if you're
going to do anything. So it set off and the Liberal Party - in a Cabinet of 13, the
Liberal Party had 10 ministers and the Country Party had three. McPharlin
became Deputy Premier and Minister for Agriculture and the others - Baxter
became Minister for Health from the upper House and Stephens was given
Chief Secretary and wildlife and so on, and away things went. That situation
continued through until the early part of '75 when issues began to bubble and
so on and the backbench people became more aware that there were problems
because we were not being told about them by our three ministers.
CF
Looking back, you were a great friend of Sir Charles Court then.
What was his view of Matt Stephens?
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CF
Matt was really running the parliamentary party rather than Ray
McPharlin, because you said Ray tried to explain what was going on but really
the backbenchers were in a big fog about the problems with coalition.

JONES
I think it is probably a little closer, with respect, to say that the
parliamentary party, it was just dodging along and doing what it had to do.
There was nothing that came to us that I can recall of any magnitude until late
'74, early '75. The only thing in all of that previous time, and I looked through
Hansard a little bit and some of the index to Hansard, which is where I looked,
the only one was the Road Traffic Authority. We used to have this separate
from the police, a Road Traffic Authority. The Liberal Party had gone to the
election on the basis that the Road Traffic Authority would be given new
houses in the country and would continue and all the rest of it. In fact, it went
back. It'd been separated out, but then it went back into the police force
subsequently, and this was Ray O'Connor, as Minister for Police fiddling
around with this. That was seen as being better for the country to have
something else and all that sort of stuff, but it faded away. But I can't think of
any other issue until lamb marketing and milk quotas came along.
One of the reasons they came along was this. The Liberal Party had far more
rural Members than the Country Party had, and they represented probably
more lamb producers and certainly more dairy farmers - a long way. The south
west they had all that - more than the Country Party had. And the Liberal Party
members were starting to push for what the Liberal Party had said it was going
to do about milk quotas. You had people like Mrs Craig and Barry Blaikie from
Vasse and so on wanting ... 'Look, we said we were going to do this, take it
away, fine. Whatever happened about that, in the long term, at that time ...
this was the formation of pressure. Whether the pressure was soundly based
and really what the total growers wanted or producers wanted is not the point.
This is parliamentary pressure, and [was] discussed. We had a party room
where not only the Country Party members met but you had a joint party room.
So you all met there and the Liberal members would get up and say this. It
wasn't affecting me and I took no part in that.
CF
Do you think you took no part in it because you were coming to
terms with being a parliamentarian?

JONES

Yes.

CF

Your new job.

JONES
Yes. I remember spending that first year of '74, and it wasn't a
whole year, it was only from sort of April-May '74 until Christmas time, and I
went round doorknocking, getting to know the institutions and all that sort of
thing. The institutions meaning the various groups, the CWA groups and all
those [... ] country groups, rural groups, and consolidating myself. My ambition,
still then at that time, was doing nothing. I was a farmer and I wanted to go on
farming, and with being a parliamentary member on the side.
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JONES
Ah, yes. Now you see Narrogin then, was still quite a substantial
government town - centre of the Main Roads. It was the regional centre for the
Northern and Great Southern. The next one was Albany as it were. We had
the Main Roads, we had the regional hospital and the water supply - things of
that nature there - and the railways; a big railway place. It was a junction and
all this sort of stuff. So a lot of those had been migrants, and there were issues
over pensions, state housing and all that. And of course, members of
Parliament became welfare officers. I didn't like that much, but they did. So
they came out and we did all that stuff.
CF
Had you expected that role as a welfare officer? What were your
expectations?
JONES
Yes, because my predecessor was a venerable gentleman from
Narrogin, Bill Manning. Mannings - the Manning family ran a department store
in Narrogin and Bill had moved into Parliament in 1953, and this is 1974. He
had told me, "It's going to drive you mad: people coming in for state housing
and all that sort of stuff." But compared with what people do now, it was
probably less than they do now, even then. I know that that sort of puts some
people off, but it became better when electorate officers became a part of the
system and you had a secretary, because that changed it round completely. It
meant the secretary did nearly all the work, and certainly in my case that was
so.
CF

And who was that for you?

JONES
For me, I had a secretary called, first of all, Ruth Williams and
then Mary Gent. She [Mary Gent] was with me until I left Parliament. But Ruth
Williams was very good and she built up the system. Once we had the office
she had a card index system of how to do pensioners, who[m] to ring, and she
formed a liaison, for example, with federal members' staff that covered our
area, so that when there was a federal pension issue or some federal issue,
she knew who to go to in Wilson Tuckey's office, once he was elected, but he
came a year or two or some years later after when he first got in. They worked
the system.
CF
Do you remember your first day in the Parliament, giving your
maiden speech? What did that feel like?
JONES
The first day in Parliament was the day I was sworn in. I
remember that, because, for the next four times I was sworn in, Charlie stood
behind me because Nedlands was after Narrogin.
[laughter]
JONES
I remember the first time I did. He was standing behind,
whispering as we queued up to go up to the Clerk's table and sign the register.
Yes, I just remember that. But other than that I didn't speak a lot that first year;
I was sitting listening.
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ministers with none of that background. They've probably only been in
Parliament for one term a lot of them, and yet they are now in positions of
significant authority. The system now is different. You now have parliamentary
secretaries and other support things, which are there to help you. That's a trap
in some ways. You're leaving things to others to do, and in the long term, it's
the minister who is responsible for every syllable he utters in the Parliament.
Perhaps that's now declined a bit; they now blame public servants and so on.
We were, I think, fortunate in having a support service which was better than
that which exists today.
CF
In your time in the Parliament, when do you think that shift
happened where that sort of more colleqlal support thing disappeared, because
other people have said there was a shift in that sort of with Burke, there was a
big shift in terms of collegiality?
JONES
Mr Burke was combative and there were two reasons. One is it
marked the ascendancy - and let me very frank about this - of people
becoming ministers who'd never had a job. And again I'm not saying that
unkindly; I'm simply meaning on both sides of the Parliament that is. They go
to school, they might go to university, they then go into a minister's office as a
research officer.

As I said, there were two reasons for the change. One was the progress from
school to university, a research officer in the minister's office and then into the
Parliament. This is both sides of the political equation. In the Labor side you
also could come through the union movement but doing exactly the same thing
as David Parker did, you know, and then into the Parliament. It also saw in
state politics the Burke period of advisers. Certainly in my own time I moved
minister's offices three times into different portfolios and I just took my briefcase
and a pencil. You didn't take an army of people with you. No, I did not have
advisers. I didn't have advisers or anything like that, meaning political
apparatchiks who came in for the term of the Parliament. They were nonexistent in that sense. But nowadays there is a whole different situation and
that marked a very significant political and personal change. The downgrading
of the public service was a result of that - the politicisation of the public service.
And that really occurred during the 1980s in a way from which we have never
recovered. We lost a lot of the corporate memory. How can you have a
situation or survive quickly a situation where something like the top 42 or 43
people in the Education Department left the Education Department over a
period of about four months in the 1980s? That was a terrible position. I'm not
trying to lay any blame on that. I'm just saying that that was a consequence of a
change in the system and it does seem now to work out that way, which I think
is unfortunate.
CF
People have also suggested, though, that Sir Charles Court
[unclear] was much stricter about sort of social intercourse between different
parties - like the Labor and Liberal parties.
JONES
Certainly I can remember in the dining room of Parliament House
there was a bit of blending. Certain people used to like to sit at certain tables.
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McPharlin's portfolio. Although it was a policy issue, when I look back now, I
can see that it wasn't an enormous issue then that you'd wreck a Government
over, but it was seen by Stephens as the trigger that he could use to break the
thing. He'd not succeeded in 1974 to keep us out of it, but here was a way of
getting us out. Right. The stark reality, and I think the thing that so far as I'm
concerned and I know as far as Old and Crane were concerned, and quite a
few of the lay party, was this. The Country Party had a party meeting and
these matters were discussed. The back bench forced a meeting with
ministers. At that meeting, subsequent to it, we still weren't told all the various
things. We weren't told one thing in particular, which I'll come to in a moment.
McPharlin spent 15 minutes, as the record shows, detailing the difficulty that he
was experiencing in getting on with the Premier, and that's the way the minute
records it. I know there were some of those issues, and I remember him saying
that . . . he couldn't understand and couldn't manage to get the Premier to
understand his position, which was that we can't agree to this, you know that
sort of thing. Whereas the Premier's position, as it was subsequently revealed,
well, okay let's see if we can talk our way out of this. 'No, no, we can't do that.
It's on... "You can't have it. It's all agreed" McPharlin had become conditioned
to the view that he couldn't entertain anything else. The present lamb
marketing arrangements had to be maintained, period. Subsequently, months
later, it was resolved on a very straightforward issue-they'd just had an
election-what do the growers want? It was a somewhat straightforward
system organised by McPharlin's successor, Old, in that portfolio who
discussed it with Charlie and it was fixed in one meeting. But you see those
situations didn't prevail then. Anyhow, all this was said.
I'm sorry. I mentioned that there was one issue that we were not told. And that
was that Stephens had actually already resigned, and he'd resigned and
handed his resignation in some days previously to the Premier. Secondly,
McPharlin had tried to resign the day before after Cabinet and the Premier had
rejected it and said, "No, look Ray, go away and talk to your members. This is
ridiculous." That Stephens had actually resigned; it also hadn't been accepted,
but he'd put it in. We were never told that. We were never told that about
either of them, but certainly not about Stephens some days previously. And
you see in this he was trying to engineer all this situation. Fine. The
backbench members in the party meeting said two things. One is, 'Look Ray,
you're the leader. You've got to get on with the Premier, so go and have a talk
with him properly, not about this but about the total relationship and do that.'
We passed this motion saying he should do that. The second thing was, "Look,
whatever you do, don't pull out of the Cabinet, don't pull out of the coalition
[cabinet]. That's not on."
CF
Hendy?

So was that supported by all backbench members, including

JONES
Yes. It is said there. It is stressed there. I've given you that to
take, and it's there written out for you. We did that. The next day, the three
ministers met the Premier and then the first I knew about this was watching the
seven o'clock news back in Narrogin to read here that the Country Party had
been pulled out of the coalition by McPharlin, when he was specifically told by
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This is Criena Fitzgerald interviewing Peter Jones for the Parliamentary History
project Tape Four, on the 13th of August 2003.
CF
What was Bjelke-Petersen's influence in the Western Australian
party about withdrawal?
JONES

He had quite a considerable influence.

CF

Positive?

JONES
Well, yes. It depends; if you think in terms of putting the coalition
back together again, it was positive, which of course the state council of the
Country Party subsequently endorsed, then yes. Yes, it was positive. But he
brought a different line. I do not know who even got him here to Western
Australia, because at that stage I was just sitting there somewhat amazed at
what was going on, although I was the secretary of the parliamentary party at
the time, so I was keeping the minutes. Now he emerged very quickly, I mean
he was here for something like 24 or 36 hours, and he acted as a go-between
with the Premier and so on. We then reached a stage, within two or three
days, that the future of McPharlin had to be determined, and he made it clear
he wanted to resign and he resigned. Stephens wanted to keep him in and
thought he had been pushed, but he hadn't been pushed at all. He was a lost
soul. It was all happening around him and he wasn't with us. Anyhow, the
ministers resigned - said they wouldn't be part of anything in the election of
officers, and so on, so that meant Stephens went out into the never-never.
McPharlin was still hanging around.
There was a new election, and Old became the leader and I became the
deputy leader, and Baxter was back in again because he was sort of on the
edge, on the lurk. So, when that was done, there was then the question of - do
we put the coalition back together again? This was a matter being talked about
at some length, because we were now becoming increasingly satisfied that
we'd been deceived, and the deception was that, amongst other things,
Stephens has previously resigned and did not tell us, but this walking out of
coalition in complete contradiction of a motion that had been passed and which
is there ...
CF

Minuted-

JONES
... was in fact... it had revealed a situation of pressure. Also,
Baxter was telling us now the pressure that Stephens had been putting on
McPharlin all the time, all the time. It had been going on for some months,
ringing him up about lambs and milk and so on. So it was not easy for him.
McPharlin, weeks and weeks later, made a lot of that clear to us, that he was
looking to recover and get back into harness then of course, and he had a
rather chequered history after that. He stayed with the National Country Party,
then he joined the National Party, then he came back to the Country Party, then
he was defeated and faded into oblivion.
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in, but he did support Matt. He told the party room so that Matt would not seem
to be totally on his own. I never followed and understood that. He knew that
the motion would be defeated. So we went back in. The state council
subsequently voted to support that view, and we then were in coalition again
until the government was defeated [in 1983].
CF

Did you agree that Old was too inexperienced to be deputy?

JONES
No, the deputy premiership was not offered. If you look in
hindsight, the Liberal Party had the majority numbers by a significant amount.
The Country Party was going back in. It was hardly in a position, after the way
it had behaved, to make too many demands, but the big demand, again to keep
the faithful happy was that [the] Ministry of Agriculture, which the Liberal Party
wanted to get - the rank and file did - but which the Premier knew that the
Liberal Party did not know enough, you know. It was a harder portfolio than
you thought, to administer and deal with farmers and so on. He also was very
much aware of the antagonism against the Liberal Party in rural areas. They
might be winning seats and so on, but at that stage they hadn't yet won any of
the heartland seats way out in the wheatbelt. You know, they'd been winning
seats in the Great Southern and around the dairy industry and so on. The first
wheatbelt seat that they won was Roe in 1974, but that was centred on
Esperance, which was slightly different. It was won by a farmer, Geoff Grewar,
but the next one, the real genuine wheatbelt stuff wouldn't be until Bill McNee
won Ray McPharlin's seat in Mount Marshall, and that was the end of Ray.
Now, Baxter went back in as Minister for Health, Old became Minister for
Agriculture, and I was given some of Stephens' stuff but I was made Minister
for Housing as well. The National Country Party insisted on having agriculture,
so Charlie said, "Fine, you can have it, but you can't have Deputy Premier."
That was accepted.

CF
I have read that Sir Charles felt that Old was too inexperienced to
have Deputy Premier.
JONES

He was.

CF

And you agree with that?

JONES
Not only was he, but I was too, and yet he - Charlie gave me
more than Matt Stephens had had and I succeeded Des O'Neil in housing,
where there were problems of not enough land for housing and things like that.
In some ways he threw me in the deep end, but we did very well out of it, in a
sense, having regard to all the circumstances. On that basis, we then
proceeded through to the 1977 election, where the Liberal Party increased its
numbers over the Country Party. Baxter withdrew from the Cabinet - he wasn't
in the Cabinet, we only had two seats - but Old was given some additional
things to do - some extra things - and he acted as acting Premier when Charlie
was away, but he was never Deputy Premier per se. I was certainly cranked
up the line, and I replaced Graham MacKinnon as Minister for Education and
some other things, and Graham took over some of the things I had - half of
what I had - and added on tourism. There was some agro between the Liberal
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I mean, because after 1980 I became minister for all these development things,
so I read letters and things like that in relation to his pressure on the
government. It's interesting that the Labor Government didn't do it either. You
know, the Tonkin Government didn't give him the benefits that he thought he...
he thought he had an arrangement that would allow that. In fact, there is a
letter where Mr Tonkin wrote to him saying that subject to all the requirements
associated with developments, the Hancock project would be the next one off
the ramp, to go. But what he didn't accept, or didn't understand was that,
"subject to all these requirements." They were very simple things. One is it
had to be a free-standing project. Secondly it didn't interfere with the other
three projects that were already going; there were actually four, three just
coming on. Robe River just coming on was the last one there. But Lang never
came up with a project that would go, you see, and that goes onto my time and
beyond. Anyhow, so he could see that if he could get hold of the Country Party
and influence there, he could probably help bring Charlie down.
The
Government might be defeated and he would be able to influence the
successor government in a way that he would get something. I mean, he was
almost megalomaniacal in dealing with that sort of position. So, yes, he made
it clear and there is a paper in there that I have - I am not certain that it is there
in the box - about the development of a private enterprise party that would do
these sorts of things and look after those who showed leadership in
development and economic growth and that kind of stuff. You know, it was rahrah stuff, but when you started to look at it, it just crumbled and didn't do any
good at all, particularly when doing what was suggested was based on bribery
and that kind of manipulation and playing games.
CF
Was the party, which you have described as, sort of not
particularly sophisticated, when confronted by someone like David Oxer, who
was a big sort of PR person, how was he trying to shift the party? Was he
trying to split it at that point, or just control it, and did he approach you and Dick
Old?
JONES
No, never. He spoke to us, when something was later in place,
but we would have nothing to do with him. I think your use of "unsophisticated"
is correct, in the sense that the approach was made through the lay
organisation, and then a strategy was worked out, and the strategy involved
funding money to find some employees, of whom one would become the
secretary and one would become this, and so on. So Elphick was out, and
wouldn't go along with all that, as you've read, and then a person called Peter
Mayo was lodged in that place, and [then] he had an offsider who did things,
you know, he was the legs man and so on. Oxer was the agent who was
running around doing various things. He also put in a little PR person. But
then they had people like Fletcher, the then president, right under their thumb and so on. Now, without going through it sequentially, which I would have to
look up some notes and some of the other papers to do, to be absolutely
certain - but it reached a peak when efforts were made to get control of the
parliamentary party. That was done by trying to secure the votes of people
against Dick Old. We had a situation where Crane lodged a complaint that was
public, about how he was offered a bribe to vote against Dick for the
leadership. Bear in mind that in the party room then there was still Stephens,
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educationally soundly based - I'm not going to argue that - but the cost in
country areas of more classrooms - you had to, in effect, physically enlarge
high schools by one sixth or one seventh - whatever it was - more classrooms,
more secondary teachers and all that sort of stuff. It you're going to do it, it is
over a long period of time, you can't do it with the stroke of a pen. But then
there were such things as more country kids would have to go to hostels. I
listed all that out. Anyhow, after all this blew over, I went and saw Charlie and
Charlie said, I was a naughty boy. And he was right. I shouldn't have done it
that way. I should have raised it in the party room, and then made that point.
But it happened, and it died. It died because it wasn't able to be implemented
in the way that they had not put enough work into it, and it has never
happened. That is an example of where I felt they really didn't fully understand
the culture or rural people and all about it. Things like its policies in all these
matters were largely influenced just by... you know, the education committee
that drew this up was chaired by Lady Sandover. This is not a criticism. They
hadn't really thought it through enough. Jim Clarko was the leading light on it.
There are ways of doing things and I didn't do it the right way to start with. I
never made that mistake again. There were other things, like the transport
issues that I mentioned. I couldn't support, arbitrarily, the things they were
doing, but I was really pushing for those things in a rural electorate. That's
what got me in there in the first place.
CF
So at that point you couldn't see yourself becoming a Liberal
Party member?
JONES
No! it didn't arise, it didn't arise at all, and it didn't arise with any of
us. We wanted to stay there where we were, and others were wanting to push
and do other things, and go further away from - and do deals with the Labor
Party. That wasn't part of what I wanted to go for.

CF
So, you said Hancock hadn't really approached you, so that when
Fletcher came out and made this very critical and, as you have said, not very
factual speech, was that a surprise? Although you said you'd been aware of
ructions in the state council.
JONES
Oh yes, it was a total surprise, the way he did that, yes, because
it was so obviously factually wrong. Secondly, it was clearly with something in
mind, and thirdly, it was so emotive and hyped up, that it was clearly going to
have repercussions on him. It wasn't going to be effective in doing what he
wanted. What it did lead to was at the elections. Cowan became the vicepresident of the party at the elections at the state conference and the party was
just going on ahead, you see, under those arrangements. But then, this
Hancock thing got really going.
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Was it just a fantasy statement?
hindsight, do you ever see it as being possible?

49
Looking back on it with

JONES
Never, not with hindsight.
You can imagine that kind of
document captivating the imagination of those who were ambitious and
[those] in the lay party who weren't very well informed about the way politics
really is played and what you have to do to be influential and things of that
nature. But it was playing into the hands of those who carried a significant
dislike or even hatred of Sir Charles Court, for example, and also [those] who
were more on the side of the Labor Party than they were on the side of the
Liberal Party.
CF

And that would've been Stephens and Cowan.

JONES
I was also putting a lot of lay persons in that. I mean the reality
of this in an electorate like the one I represented at that time in Narrogin. Of
those who gave me a number one vote on the preferential system, 30 per cent
of those gave the number two vote to the Labor Party, not the Liberal Party.
There would be 70 per cent who voted Liberal as number two as they were
genuine non-Labor voters, but the number one vote went to the National
Country Party, they wouldn't give that to the Liberal Party. They gave it to me.
But Thirty per cent who gave that vote went [and voted] Labor because there
was this ingrained opposition amongst the older generation of people on the
land, because the Liberal Party represented Perth and represented the
bankers and city businessmen who were not necessarily sympathetic to the
farmers, and under whom farmers suffered during the depression. Ray
McPharlin, who figures through this, was very much in his heart of hearts
biased against the Liberal Party, but he had been in politics for long enough to
know that we had to work with them. He was opposed to the Liberals; he was
also a very strong anti-Labor man.
CF
That's right because he writes letters declaring himself a total
anti-socialist ...

JONES

That's absolutely correct.

CF

... and that caused his break with the National Party.

JONES
He hated the Liberal Party, not so much some of the people in it,
but because it helped to create the Depression, and just after the Depression,
economic circumstances - or so he thought it did - that forced his father off a
farm and things of that nature, particularly out among the settlers in the
growing wheatbelt area, where growth was going on all the time, and people
had debts and couldn't sell the wheat. They just weren't all mixed farmers;
most were just wheat growers. They suffered terribly and lost farms. They
couldn't bring themselves to have anything to do with the Liberal Party. That
still lingers. It's different today. It's gradually changed. At that time, there
were still the vestiges of that in the lay organisation. So some would grasp
the Oxer document. There was also a period when the old Country Party
itself was very nearly equal in numbers with the Liberal members in
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Who did?

JONES
They were those in the lay party that must have met him. He
had asked certain members to go and see him. There was an invitation to
parliamentary members to go and have a talk with him. Old didn't go. I didn't
go. I don't know who did. Certainly, I understand that Mr Stephens went, and
I assume that Hendy probably went and had a chat with him about all this. If I
can look at it another way around, it is not impossible - I do not know the
actual spark that initiated all this - I don't know that, but it's not impossible that
somebody went to him with the idea; someone like Oxer went to Hancock with
the idea. Hancock, if you remember back then, was not all that politically
bright in terms of achieving the ends that he wanted. The first thing he did
was to go out and make a statement in the press instead of quietly doing
something behind the scenes, such as just going and sounding things out or
whatever. If he'd been a better operator, he could probably have achieved
more, but he started any of these initiatives in a publicly adversarial way. And
therefore, It has occurred to me subsequently, probably it was put to him,
"Look, for you to get your approvals, which means getting control of other
areas of activity, and to get parliamentary approval for things, perhaps here is
a way you can do it."
I wanted to ask you, in the sense of that, Hancock was like a
CF
lobbyist if you like, in a sense of offering something - a sort of early lobbyist.
Has the influence of lobbyists and professional lobby groups changed during
your period in Parliament from the '70s on? Have they become more
influential?

JONES
Well, it has changed certainly because more sophisticated
people are retained. Certainly, I was approached by various people in
industry and others from time to time wanting to push a point of view about a
particular thing that was happening. For example, there was an expansion of
the prawn fishing and lobster industries going on when I was first Minister for
Fisheries in the mid '70s. But it was the fishermen who came and saw you,
you know, "Here's what we ought to be doing." There was an industry body the Fisheries Advisory Council. They were the lobbyists. Now, a lot of those
people would be paying someone else, probably a former member of
Parliament, to go and do some lobbying and find out what is going on. Yes, it
has changed and become a little more sophisticated, but I don't know whether
it's any more successful - I'm not close enough to know that. If I go back to
last year, Mr Griffiths was forced to change the membership of the new racing
control body that he was putting up [by increasing] the number of country
members versus metropolitan members. Clearly because intense lobbying
went on, and it was successful. I only know that from reading the press. Yes,
it has got better and more sophisticated, but I don't know whether it is
generally more successful. This sort of thing was just. ..

CF

A fledgling?

JONES

... agricultural. [Telephone rings] Excuse me for one moment.
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What do you mean by "with help"? What sort of help?

JONES
He had the rest of us making certain that we took a bit of the
load at times. When he was being publicly criticised, of getting up and saying
that, 'That's not right. Or 'it's wrong what you're proposing' or all that. In other
words, we helped to rebuff the criticism levelled at him within the National
Country Party.

CF
So, he was getting a lot of criticism from the lay members of the
Country Party as well as from those lapsed ...
JONES
Well, he was being portrayed as the one standing in the way of
having a good, strong, unified Country Party. You can see from some of the
publicity at that time, he, more so than me or anyone else - because well he
was the leader, he was also seen as having ... as the weak link - in a sense.
So he was the one that they went for. Some of the lay people were very
genuine about that. They saw him, or believed he was the obstacle. "If only
we could get together again, paradise would be back with us." They didn't
see the fact that a commitment to do that meant a commitment to us to enter
into arrangements if we accepted the views of Hancock, Oxer, Fletcher and
Stephens and so on - accepted their views you would be having to obey
certain orders that were given to you. You'll recall from what you've seen in
the papers there that Mr Oxer told one meeting that, 'You will do what I say'.
[chuckles] You can imagine how that went down. So I wasn't going to do that
- none of us was going to do that. Some genuine lay party people didn't
understand how bad that was you know, that sort of orders given from
externally. But who were also just naive and believed, 'look if we all get back
together again ... ' And Dick was seen as the obstacle, rather than the real
obstacle being, you know, the deals that had been done and by which the
parliamentary members would be asked to abide, which none of us would do.

CF
And can you outline those for me, those real issues where there
was absolutely for the four of you, no way that you could enter into any
unification?
JONES

Without looking up the actual individual things ...

CF

No.

JONES
Some of the basic principles were - that we were asked to deal
with - that if the Liberal Party wanted to bring in something with which the
National Country Party was totally opposed to, the minister would have to
resign and it would break the coalition, PERIOD. That sort of thing. They
would also have been willing to vote with the Labor Party. Even though you
were in coalition with the Liberal Party, you know, we should vote with the
Labor Party on certain things. You haven't got to be very bright, with the
greatest respect, to work out that you can promote them. Agents would go
and talk to the Labor Party, (say, Stephens and others) and would say, 'Look
if you put up a motion doing this or that or altering the budget or something
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JONES
I don't recall at any time wanting to go and die in a ditch over it.
But I think that the system we had, it suited the political situation. The
preferential system. .. it hasn't changed that. I preferred that, didn't see any
reason to change it to a proportional [system]. I am not quite sure why
Stephens and subsequently Hendy really thought they would get such a big
benefit out of it. Did they manage to persuade you that there was a big
benefit for them? [pause in tape] No. To me, it wasn't a big issue; there were
other bigger issues than that. But it didn't become one. I don't recall ever
being put in the position: "Look, are you in favour of keeping what we've got or
are you a proportional?" I do not remember that happening. It was pushed
from within where Stephens was concerned, but he did not manage to get a
lot of converts.

CF
There was also a theme running through that failure to . . . I
mean, we will discuss the Eckersley report in a minute ... of a strong feeling
that Stephens and Cowan were sort of supporting socialism, if you like. What
do you understand that to be? I mean, do you see the Labor Party as
socialist?
JONES
Not really. It was a nice political term, but not really. For the
most part, you wouldn't say they were now federally ... In some ways, they're
more free market than some of the Liberal Party people there. Matt declared
himself as a democratic socialist when he left the Cabinet after one year.
That's what he said, I understand. Therefore, he related to that agrarian
socialist side of the old Country Party that really [meant] government
dominance in all these things, and the statutory marketing on which the
Country Party was founded. I do not think that had got around to saying,
'Well, what does it mean where welfare is concerned. They were not issues
discussed at a state level to any great degree.
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a stupid and ridiculous thing. It was purely within a group with in the lay
organisation that got carried away, and it cost a lot of money - nearly $1
million disappeared or they lost. Others subsequently tried to salvage some
money from it by helping to run a store. I think Robert Reid got involved; ...
CF

Drake-Brockman and...

JONES
Yes, and others. We knew of it, but not about it in detail. Also, I
think if it had been brought to us, we wouldn't have been involved in it
anyway, firstly, as members and as minister, in my case, you wouldn't have
anything to do with it at all.
CF
Many of those stores were in Labor Party strongholds in places
like Bassendean ...

JONES
Hopeless. But the whole thing, if you think about it, what did they
know about running grocery stores, or whatever sorts of stores they were?
Why were they sucked into this? Where was it thought that we would get
such an enormous amount of money, that the profits would come? It was just
ill-founded and ill-managed and it went inevitably into a terrible mess.
CF
Tom Drake-Brockman said that he knew, but not in detail, what
was going on. Do you think he should've made himself more informed?

JONES
Well of course he should've, and I really mean on his own
behalf, not ...
CF

No

JONES

He was an investor in it. He was president, or had become ...

CF

He was president.

JONES
Yes. He was in a position of leadership that really didn't justify
or even condone going out and doing these things, not in my view. So yes, of
course he should've made himself [aware]. Somehow or other he should've
had better advice and advisers, and for others to have a look at it. Now, when
they started to think perhaps things weren't as they were represented, it was
too late.
CF

How damaging was that for the National Country Party?

JONES
I think it made the Country Party look stupid, or that group of
people. Fortunately, we were somewhat spared, but we all had to kick in
some money. The members of Parliament weren't damaged per se because
they had not been part of it. It weakened the image and credibility of this
group of people: "How can they run a country if they can't run a grocery
shop?"
CF

(Chuckles)
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Tell me about that.

JONES
He and a couple of others from the National Country Party had
come to Parliament House, and had asked for and had a meeting where he
raised some of the issues about how we were all getting on and all this sort of
thing. We made it clear that we could not join with these fellows until they
changed their way of doing things. Within a very short time, though, John
completely changed sides. He just stopped being here, and went straight
over. Having said, "No, you can't have anything to do with them." He fell for
the (I must not say bribe) inducement that was put his way. He could be in
office. I think they had joint presidents or something for a short period, and he
then became the president of the lot. He went on to be the federal President
of the National Party, but he was seduced for his own personal career. He
still wanted to get into Parliament, which he never did. He still saw himself as
being a politician in there somewhere sometime. He just went over. That was
the start of it all moving away in the end.

Anyhow, in 1984, he was writing ... he wrote to all of us and pushed hard for
us to get in there. Why? One of the blokes I talked to at that time was a
fellow called Bob Wiese. Bob Wiese has been a friend of mine ever since I
came to Western Australia.
He subsequently, in Richard Court's first
government, became Minister for Police and Emergency Services. He then
got disillusioned with being a member of Parliament and went back farming
and just retired. Bob was one of those who came and asked me to stand for
Parliament. He had been very loyal to me and I talked to him. He still was
right up to this period. He came along and said to me that the National Party
is not going to get anywhere when it joins up again unless it has you, meaning
me, and a couple of my colleagues in there as well. Because we were the
only ones who . . . I must not say had credibility, as that sounds like I'm
promoting myself and I'm not trying to do that. We were public as we had
been ministers for a period of years. We had achieved significant prominence
in the Government and were certainly, potentially within the community, seen
as being necessary if this National Party was to succeed. Bob Wiese talked
to me about that quite a bit. I was just not persuaded and that even if I left
Parliament, it would not worry me, which I subsequently did in 1986. It
certainly has never worried me in the slightest degree because I'd rather do
that than just sell myself into it for the sake of giving some credibility to the
new National Party, and be bound by the rules and the procedures which they
then were bound by.
Fortunately, circumstances work their way. In 1983, the Government of which
I was a member was defeated, and then there were 10 years of opposition. In
that 10 years of opposition, they started losing numbers again. Parliamentary
numbers were lost. How can I put it? They didn't gain any credibility at all
and got back into coalition simply by virtue of [the fact] Stephens was not
there and hadn't been there for years. That helped. But they were back
again. The only reason they get into a coalition was because of the numbers again. They had cooled down, and the days of ... I mean Hendy was a
different sort of fellow. When I say different, he'd lost a lot of the things he
was urging and pushing for 10 and 15 years earlier. He gets in there and
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Parliament to do. It went on election after election. The support was there
and there was no problem about that at all. Then it reached the point that the
party, as we knew it, left us and decided that the party was there, part of it
broke off and went over there and then gradually the rest decided to go over
there, too, because they weren't going to come back. So, this lot decided,
'Right. .. ' Once we'd got out of office that is that way. The last remainder that
were these, they stayed. The Country party as it was (the old NCP), carried
through for the first year in opposition, whatever it was, it just kept there. It
then started to crumble because more pressure was applied: "If we're to beat
the Labor Party, we've got to get back into office. To do this, we're going to
have to be one. Therefore, perhaps we've got to merge" This message
started. Fine. That is how in the end Patterson crumbled and he went, and
so on. After sticking out resolutely and saying he was never going to do that,
over he goes.
We just stayed where we were. That is what annoyed everybody else: the
fact that the parliamentary party - Baxter, Gayfer, Jones, Crane and Old stayed where it was and just got on with what it had to do.
CF
Do you think it's because they placed too much influence on
some sort of notion of party loyalty or what the party represented?

JONES

Again, you'd have to say that they took a view that, 'We are the
traditional things and we are the ones who stuck with it. Well, fine, but If that
was so good why did they need to start producing a new constitution that gave
the lay party power to tell the members of Parliament what they had to do?
They could not do anything without the approval of the state executive or state
council. What was different about the way that Hendy approached his eight
years of being in power, what was different from that in terms of policy or
principle or whatever high sounding word we want to use, from what
happened on many times previously when coalitions were formed? Nonethere was no difference. It was just the same thing going forward. No, it
didn't make any difference to me. Your asking about joining the Liberal Party
- was it easy? No, I wouldn't have done it out of choice, but there was no
choice left. I made it clear to people in my electorate that I wasn't prepared to
be a nothing and sit as an Independent - because that is nothing. You had to
either stick with what I was doing or join the Labor Party. There weren't any
other choices. I wasn't going join the Labor Party if I was going to stick with
what I was doing, which I did.
CF
Because you had been accused by various people of being a
pseudo Liberal for some years ...

JONES

All the time. Yes

... so you said if you had a choice you wouldn't have joined the
CF
Liberal Party

JONES

No, I would not have necessarily done so.
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whatever means, it was heavily entrenched. It has filtered away, and it has
filtered away in New South Wales. What happens and how it will be replaced,
I do not know. There are always moves to join the two together. I don't think
that's going to happen because you won't get the Country Party to join the
Liberal Party. You might get both of them willing to form a new one or
something of that nature. That will be something for others to decide when
the time comes. It has nothing to do with me.
END OF TAPE FIVE SIDE B
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CF
[Chuckles]. Did you during this time ever. .. because you are a
great friend of Sir Charles Court ...

JONES

Yes.

CF

Did you ever discuss the issue with him?

JONES
Never. He had retired in 1982. I still saw him in one or two
things. Certainly during 1982, when I was still in Parliament I, I in fact,
arranged for him to do one or two jobs for me in relation to the North West
Shelf. So, we did see each other and I sought some advice on certain issues
with him. But in terms of my personal decisions and what I was being
confronted with, he never raised it with me and I certainly didn't embarrass him
by seeking any involvement of him in giving me any opinions.
CF
What were the issues that you thought with him, that you
discussed with him?

JONES
I asked him would he help in some negotiations with the North
West Shelf joint venturers. Even though he was retired, and subject to the
approval of the new Premier, he told me he would do that. So, Mr O'Connor's
approval was very quickly obtained, and he went to Melbourne and had some
meetings with the joint venturers about some particular issues of pricing and so
on, on which he was very well informed and was able to. [... ] He had been
involved in them as Premier and Treasurer; so he continued that after he left in
much the same way that Richard Court continued the China negotiation, with
the approval of the new Government, after he left Parliament. It was much the
same as that, but he never interfered with my personal and political situation.
I will just ask you about this now because we are talking about
CF
him: how did you see him as a leader? What's your assessment of his
qualities?
JONES
Again, to me that's something that I formed over a period of
years, not very quickly.
CF

No.

JONES
When I first met him and had things to do with him, he had just
become Premier and that was after some years of opposition. He served as
deputy in the Liberal Party for 15 years before becoming its leader, and then
Premier after the election. It was very easy then to say, well he was very
arrogant or he's clearly wanting to implant his hand upon the affairs of the State
in a very definite way and so on. After some time, and then particularly after
working with him in Cabinet for seven and a half years, I formed a different
view, that in terms of leadership, he was very much superior to anything that
there's been since, in terms there, because he had managed to clearly know or
identify what were the important issues to leading a parliamentary team. A
parliamentary team is not made up of a team that is selected based on skill.
It's a collection of people who have been voted in by disparate groups around
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JONES
No. I don't recall, as a minister, (and there were some sensitive
areas, particularly in the later years of my ministerial career) ever having him
say to me, "You mustn't do this or you mustn't do that" or something like that.
Because what had developed over the years was this, (and I don't think it exists
now in the same way that it did then). When I first became a minister, there
was a wealth of experience in the Cabinet. People who had been ministers
with David Brand in the Brand government for six years before (they went three
years into Opposition and then came back in 1974), there were people you
could go and take a bit of advice from. Also it was customary ... you grew into
the habit of saying, (or I did for example and I think the others did in their
particular area) to Des O'Neill, who was Deputy Premier and who had been
Minister for Housing before I was, "Look, here's an issue that's come up. How
would you have dealt with that?" Or, "Is there any background on this that you
know that I should know?" You just did that, but it doesn't seem to work that
way now.
There was certainly no restriction on the Press because I had a press officer,
which not every minister had, from day one in 1975. I had one dedicated to me
for the whole of my time as a minister. But by '77 I think nearly everybody had
one, certainly they did by say 1980. You depended on them, because of the
arrangements which existed, you would get them to ring up, when you were
preparing some release. They'd ring the Premier's office or the Premier's press
key person and say, "Look, my minister's thinking of doing this or answering a
statement that's been made. Here's what we propose. Does that cut across
anything the Premier wants to say?" That sort of thing existed. It seems to me
these days there are more Press people or journalists floating around. There's
more ambitious ministers who want to do everything they can, and the wires
get crossed a bit at times, and so on.
No, there was never any clamping on what was ever... none put to me.
Whether it was done on others, I don't know. He had a great, (I nearly said
trick, I don't know if that's right) of saying, and it came up the first time when I
went to him for some advice on the Argyle diamond mine development, which
we were doing and for which I was responsible. There was an issue over
royalties, because we were bringing in profit-related royalties for the very first
time. I just said to him, "Look, I'm having trouble about how we're going to
explain this to the Parliament, because the profit-related aspect doesn't kick in
for a good many years until the joint venturers have had the chance of
recouping some of their capital funds and so on. They are paying a flat rate
and then when the profit goes up we're going to get our share of that increase
from that point on. I'm having trouble getting it nice and simple to tell the
Parliament exactly what we're doing in that regard." We sat down on his
verandah in front of his house then in Waratah Avenue in Dalkeith. I lived in
Circe Circle and I rang him about this thing on a Sunday morning because I
was trying to get it ready for Parliament. He said, "Just come on round." He
said, "There's a very simple way of doing this that I find it works most times, not
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JONES
Particularly Toni with some difficulty. First of all going into
Parliament, that was no major difficulty, except for the campaign, but the
campaign was down on our territory, it wasn't away. During that year, 1973,
because I wasn't known around the Great Southern; outside of the Narrogin
district, very well. I put [in] a lot of time and doorknocked every house in the
electorate, which wasn't as big as it is now. Toni used to come too. She'd
drive the car from block to block and round then, and I'd go around knocking on
doors and things like that. So, they were good days. We enjoyed that together
and we'd go and have a picnic somewhere under a tree or lunch at the pub.
Whatever it was, that was good. Then I got into Parliament, and again there
was no real problem for the rest of 1974. The election was on 30 March 1974.
For the rest of that year there was no real difficulty about it because I came to
Parliament three days a week, sometimes four; but really you came up
Tuesday morning and went home Thursday night, and then stayed there for the
rest of the time. Toni was on our farm, which was 13 miles outside Narrogin.
At that stage the eldest of our children was just about to start boarding school
here in Perth. That happened actually in '74; that was the year.

After Christmas and in the first months of 1975, I found I was spending more
time in Perth, because I was a member of the Public Accounts Committee [and]
because events within the National Country Party were starting to take a bit
more time. I was the secretary to the parliamentary party and as such ... for
example there was a big visit in January of '75. Doug Anthony and his
parliamentary colleagues came for a visit and I was organising that, so I was
gradually spending more time here in the metropolitan area, or travelling
around the state a bit more. Anyhow, that was all right, we coped with that.
Then in 1975, I became a minister after a few months, and that was when the
family rot set in, because it reaUy meant I was spending quite a lot of time in
Perth then. Amongst other things, three days became five or at least four and
a half but then very quickly five.
The portfolios I had meant some travel. For example, in 1976 I became a
member of the Australian delegation to the United Nations, the minister
representing all of the States. There was one federal minister and one state
minister and it happened to be me, with a delegation of a lot of people. We
were overseas for some weeks. That kind of thing started to emerge, so I was
spending more time away. The elder then of our two boys went to boarding
school. Toni was still there and we reached an understanding; perhaps it might
be an arrangement. I conceded to an ultimatum that we had to buy a house in
Perth and I said, "No, we're not going to do that until after the 1977 election." I
had to be sure, first of all, that we'd win the election, but also I mightn't be a
minister. But if we did, and I was, then I'd buy a house; and that's what
happened.
That meant, because I'd changed some portfolios and gone up the ladder a bit,
in terms of doing other things as well, and a lot more effort and involvement
was required from me, particularly starting to attend more public functions
associated with what I was doing. So Toni used to come and spend the
weekend in Perth at times. I had to leave home for two or three weeks on
some occasions, but she would be back down there working away. That
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CF
Do you think there's enough support in the Parliament or enough
recognition of what country members have to do?
JONES
There probably isn't, because no amount of money that they get
really takes the place of what we're talking about: the need for a time
commitment. The North West members, for example, and those in the bigger
rural areas they have enormous commitments for travel. I doubt that there is
sufficient recognition of that or understanding of that, and that's not a thing that
is compensated by money. The money business gets a lot of publicity. I
entered Parliament and the backbenchers' salary then was $10,000. That's
1974, 29 years ago, yet that's all it was. There were no secretaries and
electorate offices. You got your typing done by a pool at Parliament House and
the big pool had three people in it, that's all, and they had to do all the typing for
backbench members. We had a $200 stamp allowance, and my electorate
allowance was $1 750. That was the total. No cars were given, like you have
now; you had your own. It started to rise a bit, but even when I left Parliament
the backbenchers' salary was about $45-$47 000. So money was not a part of
it then. It's become more a part of it now because it's not only the salary they
get, but a whole heap of other perks and a motor car. What was done to
accelerate the superannuation benefits was quite unbelievable, compared with
what it was then. I mean, you didn't go in there for the money. That's what I
think converted me to saying that you've either got to pay members of
Parliament a lot of money, or nothing. Probably neither of those is acceptable.

CF

What happened to your farm in that time?

JONES
It kept going until I realised that neither of our two boys was
interested and the management arrangements (I had a manager). It kept going
very well, but it wasn't quite the same. You know, you'd go home at the
weekend and you'd find something wasn't done quite like you'd have done it. It
wasn't a thing that I was very happy about, even though it all went very well. It
reached a point when I realised that we should sell that, so we did.

CF

When was that?

JONES
In 1981, and I bought another farm. I bought a small one just on
the edge of Narrogin, built a new house on it and I share-farmed it out to a
neighbour. We just had a nice house, which I'd built next to the golf course,
and we stayed there and I didn't sell that until 1988. The farm, in the end, just
had to go. I was not unhappy about that, even though I wanted to keep a small
farm, which I did, but the other one had become so big. It was a big one and it
wasn't being worked well; therefore, it was better for me to get out. It was a bit
of a worry, even while I was still doing other things.

CF
You have said several times to me that you were a minister within
three minutes and you had no idea of what to expect. Did your department
help you, the public service help you, in your first ministry?
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JONES
That was always the way. I mean, I had no-one else; I just took
what I was given.
CF
In your first portfolios, which were housing, fisheries and wildlife,
conservation and the environment. ..
JONES

Right.

CF
Were you particularly interested in any of those issues; because
we have discussed your interest in country schools, which we will look at later,
but in that first portfolio, did you have any particular interest, or how did that
develop?
JONES
Housing I had no knowledge of at all. In fact, I subsequently
found, first of all, there had never been a Country Party minister in any coalition
government who had had housing, because housing was a metropolitan thing
for the most part. There were some bits around the State and up around the
North West, so it was predominantly in Perth. Secondly, they'd never had a
minister who came from the country either; it had always been someone who
was a Perth person. That took a bit more time, and I had no knowledge or
understanding of that. In both of the others, yes, I did. It's not that I was a
great fisherman, for example, but I quickly was able to grasp that fishermen are
no different from farmers; they're self-employed in a high-risk, capital-intensive
industry, so I got on very well with fisheries. Conservation, in its pure and
responsible form, I had the old-fashioned view that every good farmer is a good
conservationist anyhow, and I could relate to that without a lot of trouble. In
fact, I generated a lot of interest in both those and a lot of time I spent travelling
around. We created national parks, we created a new National Parks
Authority, which there hadn't been. We did quite a bit of work on creating some
reserve areas and so on, and also doing things in fisheries, travelling around
the fisheries and so on, because I enjoyed doing that. Yes, I did have a good
relationship with both of those and they worked well.
CF
Were there any particular conservation issues that arose during
that time that you felt, because of course the conservation movement was
gathering strength in the 70s, were there any conservation issues that affected
your ministerial position?
JONES
Yes, there were a couple of big issues that became for that time
big issues. One was an alumina refinery, which was going to be built up at the
Swan; Pacminex. I forget now exactly the operating name. The Government
declined that, but that had been around during the Labor period as well. We
started a program of conservation through reserves, which was cataloguing
land and so on. That went on for some years doing that, based on a thing
called System 1, System 2 and so on, about what should be looked after and
trying to get to know the land. We got that up and running. Then, in terms of
issues, there were a couple of issues in Perth. One was Servetus Street, which
was peanuts compared with what happens now. It was a big issue whether
Servetus Street should become part of the northern outlet system. Bear in
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who've got vested interests aren't interested in making it easy for government,
but you don't often get a reasoned outcome, you'll get a political outcome. I
personally don't agree with the outcome that's come out of the suggested
Ningaloo Reef [redevelopment]. What Ningaloo Reef requires, as I understand
it, and knowing something about it from my days at the Water Corporation,
when we had to put in sewerage up there, it is a management plan. I don't
think it wants a great resort like the resort that they have there, but what we've
got now is a political decision, which hasn't given anything, and there are still
boats and things running in there and doing this. Now, since then, there's been
another decision about putting in a boat ramp and so on. In other words, we're
having odd-job decisions piecemeal, rather than - what is the overall plan for
that area? It's supposed to come, is it next year or some time? Meanwhile all
this hoo-ha that went on has achieved nothing. There's still a sewerage issue,
there's still a water issue and there's still people pouring up there with their
boats.
CF
So, what you're saying is, in the 70s there weren't as many
vested interest groups [unclear]?
JONES
On both sides of the coin, but certainly not as many on the
adversarial anti-side of development. There were vested groups wanting to do
things and agitating for approvals to do things.
CF

Development?

JONES
Yes. Mostly a lot of those were in housing, knocking trees down
and running in and doing urban ... there was the sprawl of Perth growing. You
know, land developers did pretty well in those early days before there was a
greater emphasis placed on a far better management of the urban development
system than has developed. It gets a bit too difficult at times but it's a better
system now. At least it's a more constraining system on urban development,
land clearing and so on than there was then.
CF
In your portfolio you allocated housing to Robert Bropho, who was
a sort of fledgling Aboriginal leader then. He's achieved different sort of
notoriety now. What was the Government's view then ... and we'll look at
Noonkanbah next time ... but about Aboriginal land rights and Aboriginal issues
at that time?
JONES
Look, it wasn't a big issue. There were phrases used then, which
are now not used, phrases like native welfare, you know, using the word
'native'. The portfolio of community welfare, which addressed welfare for both
black and white. If minerals were found, or if there was any exploitation of an
Aboriginal reserve, even back then, there was a requirement under the WA law
that royalties would be split, then that was the thing that was in. There wasn't a
lot of exploration the way there is now, although it's declined under native title.
The Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority ... there were bodies then which were
gradually coping with taking over from the previous regime. The previous
regime, I am not talking about a political regime, but a management regime
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again, they don't pay for water either and they just give in, don't pay water
rates, get evicted or whatever. Look, that was the start of those issues. When
I went to education, they were still there because by this time the kids were
being paid to go to school, you know. I didn't really enjoy those years because,
although I spent a lot of time at it, I didn't think that the Aborigines, or what we
now call our indigenous people, they had much of which they could be critical
of us.
CF
them?

What would you have changed then; you said you didn't enjoy

JONES
Perhaps we ought to have been thinking, such as happened up
north, in terms of schooling. There was an Aboriginal settlement on the edge of
Narrogin. The parents received money to send the kids to school; they then
put the money into drink. I am an opponent of the 1967 referendum, which
gave Aborigines the rights of citizenship. I'm not opposed to that in any way
whatsoever, but when we gave them citizenship and the privileges of that, we
didn't give them the privileges or responsibility for that, what it meant. We
should have been, as a community and as a government, doing more about
saying, "Fine, if we're going to have now this situation, which we should have,
then that in turn means we've got to gradually bring it in." Look what it did ...
and you're probably well aware of it, more so than I. Look how it destroyed
whole communities in the Kimberley and the Pilbara when it did away with the
mission system, because they were supposed to be paternalism.

CF

Paternalism.

JONES
Paternalism, sorry, yes, being paternalistic and so on, but up until
then there were people who had a school, which the Government established,
on their stations at a place like Gogo Station and Christmas Creek, out from
Fitzroy ... I went to the schools and visited the schools there. We put in twoteacher schools, they'd usually be. The kids got a feed every day, they got
lunch every day; they got a shower every day. They lived on the station, they
were getting some money paid from the station, but they were also getting
rations and things like that and we were educating these kids. Overnight that
disappeared because, flowing from the referendum ... particularly, during, as I
say, the Whitlam period and beyond, well-intentioned but stupid ... came the
fact that we can't have this paternalistic situation, and if they work on the
station they have to get exactly what the white man gets; they have to get
Industrial Commission wages. The cattle industry couldn't afford that. You
could account for two people or four people but not for 44 people, or whatever it
is they keep in the village. So, they end up in places like Fitzroy Crossing on
the grog, and we're still paying a price for that a generation later.
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JONES
But it wasn't my ministerial responsibility, and it... I mean by that
time, I was having some transport issues in relation to resource development
and things of that nature which led to the considerable difficulties that I had,
and some considerable opposition in dealing with the Minister for Transport.
For example, at the Worsley Alumina development he wanted a railway to be
put through the forest, instead of the conveyor belt that was built, to carry the
bauxite from its mine to where the refinery was established near Collie; and this
is taking ore from near Boddington through the trees. It was considered far
less environmentally damaging to build a continuous conveyor belt, which I
think is some 50-odd kilometres in length, in two straight lengths, rather than
having a winding railway through the hills, that would be of greater length
because of the requirements of the railway and cause far more damage to the
forest and the trees than having that, and that view prevailed. But also there
were some other issues over transport, where I disagreed with Mr Rushton, but
in this one I had no reason to not agree with what he was pursuing.

CF
And
development?

were

those

other

issues

also

related

to

regional

JONES
Oh yes, they were all related to what fell under my responsibility
as resource developments, and so on. For example, one was the carrying of
pipes for the Dampier to Bunbury gas pipeline. A small proportion of the pipes
for the line were made here at Kwinana, and they had to go to Geraldton to be
coated, and the railways, through their minister, insisted that railways,
regardless of cost, should carry those pipes there. The cost of road transport
was something like half and it could be done over a regular pattern that suited
the management better, but, you know, the railway mentality was such that
they pursued a "look it's railways or nothing" type mentality, which they had,
that was the situation then, but that didn't prevail either.

CF
The other issue that got particular prominence, but it was also a
metropolitan issue, was the closure of Tresillian. Do you think...
JONES
Oh, yes, yes, I did have some interest in that, but that was just
personal, no ministerial involvement but just a personal. .. I lived in the area and
I knew something about the people there and I'd made myself aware. I mean I
lived in the Nedlands area, in the same way that I did with Sunset later, and I
was totally on the side of the Premier, or the member for Nedlands, let me put it
that way, as he was, and I think time has proved that correct, but it was an
emotive issue. The point is, here were people in Tresillian who ... well, not to
be hard about it, they were not fully aware, not able to look after themselves,
and they were really deserving of better treatment than was available at
Tresillian, better caring, things that today we'd just take for granted, but bearing
in mind this was 20 years ago; in fact a lot more than 20 years, because 1976, I
think, something like that. It was absolutely correct what was done and time
had just demonstrated that to be, because it wasn't about the use of a building,
it wasn't about trying to get another facility for Nedlands, in other words push
the people out, as was being suggested, and here this can then be used for a
community purpose. It wasn't about that at all. What it was about was better
facilities for the people who were unable to look after themselves, who didn't,
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I mean. For example, his style... you see he got beaten in Cabinet, if that's the
right word, or. .. I mean Cabinet never took a vote, and I don't know whether
they do now, but they never took a vote, there was a consensus issue, and he
brought in things usually and was very... you know, his experience at handling
Cabinet or being in the Cabinet was such that he'd say, without a paper or a
Cabinet minute being prepared, "Look, I'm thinking we ought to consider doing
so and so. Would you give it a bit of thought and we'll have a talk about it next
week". Then next week would come along and he'd know he was starting then
with probably just two people, or something like that, on his side, because noone had even thought about it, but then next week we'd have a talk about it and
he'd get the feeling, "To get this through Cabinet I need to craft a Cabinet
minute this way." Because we'd have a talk about it the following week and
someone would say "No, well, look, we couldn't do it. No, we won't agree with
that, but we want to do something else." So when the minute came in it would
be in a form that he knew and would go through. We all did that. All of us did
that sort of thing on contentious issues. There's no way you'd go in with
something that wouldn't be popular, and distribute a minute that hadn't been
tested first that you'd get somewhere with it. But even so, there were times
when he did bring a couple of minutes in, that I remember and they gave rise to
considerable concern. He didn't get them and they were just withdrawn.
CF

Do you remember what they were?

JONES
No, but I know one was... not exactly I don't, but I remember the
argument more, and that was that it was something to do with amending the
law, which would have provided a greater punishment for certain offences, and
the Attorney, he just raised it in Cabinet and said, "I think we ought to do this."
You see. The Attorney General, Ian Medcalf, opposed it solidly and gave very
good reasons for it, and we agreed with those reasons, or most of us did, and
[Sir] Charles just didn't proceed with it.

You could say that there were odd times... when you say, "Did we ever
disagree?" Yes, there were times when he would... I would have thought
tended to bulldoze something through Parliament, which was public, more so
than through Cabinet, and he'd take issue and be very strong and dogmatic
and where you'd see his Calvanist upbringing shine through. Most of those
sorts of issues would have been issues on public responsibility and
accountability and morality and those kinds of issues, because he takes a firm
stand on that. He did then. He might even be more conciliatory now, but he
took a very strong stand on public behaviour, accountability and responsibility.
That section 54B was an issue. It's an issue that says Peter Dowding, for
example. (And David Black would remember this from the seminar out at Curtin
to mark [Sir] Charles' 90th birthday) Dowding spoke at that, and started by
saying he'd only came into Parliament because he was totally opposed to
section 54B as an infringement of human rights and, you know...
CF

Civil liberties.

JONES
Civil liberties and all sorts of other things, and then proceeded to
say for all the good things that were done they were far outweighed by all the
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degree. But, I mean, when you think of accidents that kill innocent people,
haven't innocent people some right to be protected against people who are
under the influence of alcohol and/or dugs, or whatever? Speedsters and so
on? Because with the greater incidence of those things, and when you look at
the statistics which are in the press today, I just wonder why it is such an
intrusion on civil liberties in order to protect other users of the roads and so on.
I suppose you could argue that it is the way the police use it - do they stop a
genuine person or do they stop someone for the sake of stopping them
because their tail lights are not showing? And while they've got them stopped,
as it were, they test them for everything from, you know, hydatids to bleeding
piles as well as drugs.
CF

[chuckles].

JONES
I don't know what all those things are really, in this day and age,
but it certainly, 25 years ago, didn't worry me too much.
CF

So what you are saying...

JONES
I might have been wrong in that, but it didn't really worry me. It
hadn't affected me until then.
CF
So what you are saying in general is that you were pretty much in
accord with the way Sir Charles operated...
JONES

Yes, I was.

CF

... and his vision for the State?

JONES
Yes, I was pretty much in accord. I've already given you an
example where the application of ours totally opposed some of those things.
But in the general sense, yes, I had no difficulty with that, and I don't have any
difficulty with it today either. Not only as I've been looking back through what
we did then in that time. I mean that included accepting the fact that
development was going to change the State. That is just a fact of life and still
is, and it is probably changing it more so now with what's happening, but that
had to be, and what I was always talking about was responsible development
where the developing bodies, groups, people, companies, abided by the rules
set by the State, and that meant environmental rules, the social packages that
went with these things, and so on, but there was no problem about that.
If I look now I have a little worry about Gorgon. For example, today, not so
much from an environmental rule so much as the other rules being set. The
State is just so keen to get it that I think it could do a little more work on some
of the... a little bit of the management regime that should go with it, but also it
would be one of the very first major projects in the State , if not the first - I'm
just not sure about that - that does not have an Australian partner, because all
of the things we did before had some form of Australian capital equity or
indirect association. I mean even Alcoa with Western Mining, the relationship,
and that is sort of a major one, but the North West Shelf had BHP and BHP
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JONES
Totally, and there are a couple of reasons for that, and that's very
timely because of being involved in providing some information for those who
are concerned about that now. I'm very surprised in the fact that the State
Government hasn't made more of it. First of all there's a lack of corporate
memory and corporate knowledge, you know, going back over a period of time,
mainly because there's no senior public servants left, or there's no continuity in
the way that there was then, and they don't bother to go and find out, you
know, they don't bother to go... there's a lack of... no leadership in the public
service amongst those people, they've just been recruited into the top from
elsewhere and, "Look that was the past, here's what we're doing now... " sort
of thing. But there's also, amongst people who are responsible for Gorgon,
Clive Brown. Clive is a good fellow, I'm not critical of him, he tries hard, but he
just doesn't understand that here is an issue that he couldn't lose on; the
division of the spoils. I'm not sure of the figures and how they're arrived at, but
when someone starts talking about how over the life of the project the federal
Government will get $17 billion and the State's going to get $300 million, you
know, he's got an issue - whacko! Now...
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but we succeeded in stopping that, so I mean all these things were ... it was
possible to do them, no matter what the odds, if you talk your way round them
and... but nothing's happened here on the Gorgon distribution. I think that's a
real worry that there isn't that element of governance and just plain
management savvy isn't there and it's not represented in government.
CF
I just want to follow up on something that you said that was a
problem for that, that there's no corporate memory...
JONES

Yes.

CF
... in the public service so that they don't look back and say well,
you know, Sir Charles managed this differently, or not even just Sir Charles, but
in this particular time the government dealt with it differently.
JONES

Yes, the government.

CF
Yes, the government. Do you think over your period as a... in
government or in politics that the public service has changed and become more
politicised?
JONES
I don't think there's any doubt about that, no doubt at all.
Unfortunately you have a position now where, I think federally too to some
degree, but here in Western Australia, starting with Mr Burke ... I mean, as I
mentioned in an earlier discussion, there were no political advisers. I mean I
never had one, and no minister ever had one. You had public servants in your
ministerial office, and that was that, but within the departments, they were
headed by public servants, whom you appointed or who went through the
public sector career service.
In the area of resources and industrial
development there was a group of people who had come out of the public
works, they were engineers, they had a lot of experience in these matters, so
there was a very significant amount of two things. One was commercial and
development savvy about how we do these things, but the second thing was
knowledge of the international markets and also of the international players
personally.

Now I kept diaries of all my travels, and I brought one in for you this morning to
have a look at that. I knew at the time and could phone all of the key players in
the world who had businesses in Western Australia, and I mean I developed
that through [Sir] Charles and through the... I mean because he'd had it.
Andrew Mensaros had wasn't as... he came from the Balkans in Hungary
and he wasn't quite as he was more reticent about the propriety of ringing up,
you know, the head of Chase Manhattan Bank in New York. It didn't worry me,
I had nothing to lose, but also it helped him and worked out very well together,
and indeed you'll see here where I've brought in a file of a range of papers
where I rang the head of Alcoa because I got steamed up about something or
other and we needed to sort that out, so there was no... you know, you'd just
ring them up. Now they want to write letters and wait three months and hope
you get an answer or something. But. a lot of business was done, and by
business I mean planning, negotiating, working things out and so on, on the
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one example. On the offshore platform there're a lot of what's called modules,
and these modules are built on land, not built out on the thing when you start
building out there, and then they get lifted into position. They're like great
prefab huts but there are accommodation modules. There are modules for
technical facilities to be put inside them; monitoring equipment and so on.
There are living modules, dining rooms, kitchens and all that sort of stuff. They
get built onshore, fitted out and then taken out by barge and lifted up onto the
thing; onto the platforms. Now, these were highly sophisticated living, eating,
cooking, working places.
We worked out a scheme whereby, [we said] "Look, this is some skills that we
can acquire here, let's try and work out how it can be done." Well, that was
done, and the end result was this. We brought in companies from overseas to
build these modules, or the North West Shelf tendered them out, working with
us. What was done is that some accommodation modules were built at
Geraldton, right on the wharf, by the Geraldton BUilding Company, in joint
venture with Chicago Bridge and Iron; an American engineering company. Now
those modules, as I've said, they're long things, you know, enormous size,
rectangular, just like these prefab buildings, but when they get lifted on they're
totally fitted out. Right, they were done at Geraldton, put on a barge and towed
up there. Some were built at Kwinana and others - some of the technical ones
- were built out in Welshpool and so on. But we ended up gaining experience
how to do these things, and now you do them here as a matter of course.
There's no problem and no worry about it. That sort of thing isn't being done
any more, because they don't... they either think we've got enough, or they just
go out to tender and someone does it, or arrange to have them built
somewhere else, and we worked with the unions in the same way. I don't think
that kind of approach is as developed and as concentrated and as productive
now as it used it be then, and that it might be seen as being interventionist.
Look, you don't get anywhere without intervening. You've got to get in the ring
to be in the game.
So the argument over royalties, they don't know how to do it. It should have
been over by now, you know, before... if you think about the North West Shelf,
it was done early, it was done behind the door, without a big issue. I mean it
was a big fight, as were some of the other things. The Commonwealth, for
example, wanted to totally run the environment, the environmental aspects of
the North West Shelf. Well that was refused, we did it together, and we're
going to stay and do it together, but the Commonwealth has in fact forced its
way in more in recent years, into that. The bureaucrats have done that.
However, leaving it aside, you're right. There are arguments, and they ought to
be dealt with better than they are at the present time.
CF
I mean those things that you've brought up are a reflection of Sir
Charles' style of government. ..
JONES

Yes.

CF
came first.

... and the way he operated and insisted that Western Australia
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state, but unfortunately he went to jail, which really meant all the things that we
thought about Ray were proved right.
CF

So there was an awareness of his unsuitability by some people?

JONES

Certainly within ...

CF

For you anyway.

JONES
Certainly within Cabinet. I mean there was, "Oh, God what are
we in for?" That would have been so with a lot of the public. Ray worked for
some years at being Premier, you see, at being leader of the Liberal Party, but,
you know, I have a chat with him now and again and I see him at a former
members' something or other, or whatever, but in terms of the public history of
this state it was a very sad time and a very bad ... not bad in the way Burke was
bad, I mean that was corrupt. No, it wasn't corrupt. This was just bad
management. There was no... because Ray's misdemeanour, which put him in
jail, was a private affair, extraneous to the conduct of public affairs. [knock on
door, pause in recording] The others went to jail for public affairs. These
things of Sir Charles Court's, the two things, the one at Curtin when he was 90
and then the one just two or three months ago that David, you know, sort of,
was the moderator for, Ray didn't go to either of those, you know. When you
think that he was his successor, I mean, successor and long-time associate
and things of that nature, Ray wasn't there.

CF
Did Sir Charles ... I mean, you know, there were rumours that he
would have... and he in fact said in his interview that you would have been the
one he would have picked ...
JONES

Oh, he said that, did he?

CF
from you?

Urn. Yeah. Was there anyone that he particularly favoured apart

JONES
No, not to my knowledge. Not to my knowledge. I don't know.
Look, he and I'd talked about this, but at the time that he decided he had to go and whether that was right or wrong I don't know - we talked about him staying,
but he thought that he was approaching 70 and he should go. Whether that is
right or not I don't know. I don't think it would have mattered a crumpet, but he
chose to go and that was fine, and that was the end. I mean the deputy leader
became Cyril Rushton. Well, no way, you know. Look, it smacks of, if you like,
of ... it also could be said that it demonstrated a little bit of a weakness in Sir
Charles, or short-sightedness, or whatever term, without saying that critically,
that he hadn't thought about making certain there was someone else, not
necessarily automatically, like it's alleged will happen in the federal system
now, but at least that there were people being brought on who could be
contenders for that position, but it just didn't occur or didn't happen, because
he'd assumed Des O'Neil, and then that just didn't work out, so that left this
void.
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This is Criena Fitzgerald interviewing Peter Jones for the Parliamentary
History project tape eight, on the 15th of September 2003.
JONES
So, in the period leading up to the latter part of 1979, the joint
venture had obtained all of the approvals for the drilling of the Fitzroy No 1
Well. These approvals required specific approvals relative to the physical
operation from the Mines Department. They also required some environmental
approvals, but because it was an Aboriginal community, there were
requirements which were at that time worked through three bodies in relation to
the Aboriginal community there. One was the Department of Aboriginal Affairs.
I think part of that was called the Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority, but there
were two bodies associated with the museum, the trustees, and the trustees
received some recommendations, and advice from the Cultural Material
Committee at the museum.

CF
So they were consulted regarding where the drilling was going to
take place, the Aboriginal community had already been consulted and things
had been checked with the museum prior to any drilling?
JONES
Absolutely, and the museum had, in fact, granted the approvals.
That had gone on all this period of time and no-one had objected, or no issue.
There had been no concerns taken at all, mainly because the company had
done it under its resident manager here in Perth. Max Reynolds had done it
exactly by the book. Everybody was being kept informed. It was just going
ahead, like all sorts of other approvals were going ahead in a similar way. In
1979, however, there was an intrusion into the activities at Noonkanbah by the
Aboriginal Legal Service and by the Kimberley Land Council, which had
become established, based in Derby and was headed up by Peter Yu. Now,
my involvement at that time was as Minister for Cultural Affairs; in other words,
with the museum. The museum had decided that some of their anthropologists
had become under pressure from the Kimberley Land Council and from others.
They started conveying the impression that perhaps our approval shouldn't
have been given, perhaps this is wrong. In discussion about that, you know,
"Why is this?" Because I was let know that there's now some unrest amongst
the Aboriginals. "Why?" "Well, they are now being told that perhaps the
approvals aren't right." "Okay, tell me all about it."

For the first time then, both the community and ourselves (meaning
government) started hearing about this so-called area of influence. The centre
of all this was a place called Pea Hill. Pea Hill is a small, conical protuberance
from the plain of Noonkanbah, and it had already been established that the
community did not want any drilling on Pea Hill. That had been agreed. In fact,
the proposed drill site was here, and Pea Hill was way over there. That was
agreed and the approval was granted on that basis; but then we started having
this area of influence around Pea Hill. So the museum sent an anthropologist
up there, who came back and said, "Oh yes, this area of influence is pretty
good." He had been talking with the community and the Aboriginal Legal
Service and some Aboriginal activists who had moved into the community and
said, "Ah yes." And they started drawing lines, you know, "You can't go there".
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now why they should cancel it. Indeed, the reverse, they were giving us
rather terrible ones. John Bannister took the view, "Look, we've got to think of
the longer term. We've got to think of all other Aboriginals and this won't look
good if we don't withdraw our approval." When I talked with him at the time and
said, "Well, wait a minute, where's the next one going to be that you've
approved, like Blina, for example; are you going to pull that one back too?" He
said, "If there's a protest from there, yes, we probably will." So, in other words,
"Where will this end, John?" He said, "Well, it'll mean nothing. I mean there
won't be any until we work out what we're going to do." I said, "What have you
got to work out? You either approve it or you don't approve it according to your
own rules. Does it have heritage value? Are there sacred sites that someone's
destroying?" All that had been agreed, that there was nothing being destroyed
as a sacred site. There wasn't any drilling on Pea Hill, or right beside Pea Hill.
An area that had been established and so on. In fact, the trustees were made
to look a bit stupid because they hadn't thought about it, they all just got a bit
frightened. Anyhow, the government let them off the hook by taking the
responsibility itself. So, through the rest of 1979 there wasn't a lot of activity,
except preparation for drilling, which had now gone out to start in March of
1980. As you would be aware, with drilling a well, the first thing you do is
you've got to put a water well down, or you have to have access to water. Up
there it required putting a water well down. It had all been worked out. The
water well would be given to the community and that was agreed, they thought
that was great, and a trough and all that would be put in for their cattle and so
on. The other thing that started happening by the end of 1979, was a growing
political involvement. By political involvement, I don't only mean Dowding,
Dawkins and Tom Stephens from here, but Mr Chaney and Mr Fraser had
started getting involved; but they just made mutterings and there's some
correspondence about them and so on. Then in March of 1980 I had
changed ...
CF

Portfolios?

JONES
Portfolios, and was now right, front and centre on this. Mr
Chaney; Fred, came and saw me. He actually saw Ray O'Connor, who was
acting Premier, and me ([Sir] Charles was away at this particular time) [and
said] "Would we not drill the water well?" Now, the arrangements had been
made. The Mines Department owns a lot of drilling equipment, or did then, and
it used to put down a lot of these water wells, because one of the things it did
was hydrogeological work, and it went down testing for water and drilling to find
and map where water aquifers were and so on. But to keep it and earn money
for its rigs, it used to put down water wells for the people wanting to drill out
there. It had a rig in the Kimberley, which was going to drill for water, mapping
things in the Fitzroy basin during that dry season. It had agreed for. .. I don't
know, they'd worked out a sum of money... and on a commercial basis it would
drill the water well, and it was doing it in March. It just so happened that Fred
had been up there and talked with the community, and the community had now
changed some of the personnel at the top who spoke for them. They now had
Ivan McKay and this bloke Dickie Skinner, as he was known then, he's now
Dickie someone else; I've got his name there. It's Dickie someone, and he's
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here, just in behind Dongara. When Dongara was finished he would be
going to drill up at Fitzroy No 1. That was his contract and he was prepared to
go and do that.
CF
Were there any other people within the government... like Fred
Chaney wasn't, he was Federal... but within the state government that were
opposed?
JONES
None. Let me address that issue now, because that's quite a key
part. I spoke with all of the party members, addressed them and gave them all
the background because it was getting a bit of publicity by now. It wasn't a
great issue but it was getting worked up a bit, as well as Cabinet, keeping them
fully informed. There was no opposition whatsoever and it did not develop any,
even when the heat got going later on. More particularly, there was the
reverse, there was considerable support. But the Labor Party was also not in
opposition. I got out this morning the index for 1980, you know, just to
demonstrate how little parliamentary activity came about it. You'll see that
Noonkanbah just remains that much, whereas my other activities for that year
and certainly in this period, in all the other things that were going on, they were
enormous, but this wasn't an issue because the Labor members basically just
didn't want to ... apart from people like Tom Stephens and Peter Dowding, who
represented the north up there ... they didn't want to get involved. They knew
that it just wasn't. .. and they accepted that there was no political mileage for
them in it. We also had federal Liberal members speaking out in support of
getting on with it and against the ALS and against others who were trying to
stop this, such as Dowding and these other ones I've mentioned ...

CF
Do you know how Stephen Hawke ... I mean do you know how he
came to be there?
JONES
Stephen Hawke... the short answer to that is no, I don't really.
He had become ... I think he was living with an Aboriginal girl, but he was a bit
of a wanderlust bloke and he drifted around and got caught up. He was
wearing his heart on his sleeve and you might recall that at some of those
times he became, in later years, as did his sister, something of an
embarrassment to their parents, where I think what she did with drugs and so
on. That's not mentioned by way of criticism, but in answer to your comment or
question about how did he come to be there, how he ended up in Derby
originally, and then moving out, I don't know. I think, in fact, he's possibly still
up there. [break in recording] [...] He was certainly an agitator in this, because
he moved out and took up the cause, very much so, and set up a
communication system that was very, you know, quite sophisticated for those
times. He ran this very well, as I'll come to in a minute, when we had a meeting
up there. How he drifted into there I don't know.

CF
Was Sir Charles concerned that this issue would cause problems
with the seat in Kimberley?
JONES

No, and it didn't.
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JONES
I then

And who was involved in that?

JONES
In the little group?
A couple of officers from the mines
department who were there to help me, but I also brought in a couple of private
blokes who were engineers and so on. One was the then Commissioner of
Transport, Don Dyson, to say, "Look, if we get involved in that, there could be
some transport that we might have to help with and so on," and just tell me how
we can do that if we have to help these people do that. Now, I must say that at
that stage, all we thought that would mean we would be helping the drilling
contractor move his drilling equipment from Woodada all the way to Fitzroy
Crossing and then out to Noonkanbah.
CF
So, you weren't... you didn't think that there would be a
groundswell of opposition, public opposition, to it.
JONES
There wasn't a big groundswell of public opposition to it. What
went wrong was there were specific actions taken by one or two specific
groups, which caused major problems.
END OF TAPE EIGHT SIDE A
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and do things. Amax said, "Yes, as long as we're not going to lose our rights
and so on, we're not going to worry about 18 months if they want to come and
look at it." You know, this was conveyed by telex to the Acting Premier on that
day by the member for Kimberley on behalf of the community:
"We
recommend no action on the proposed agreement for these reasons. It
contains no acceptable proposal. It completely ignores the considerate and
workable proposal represented by the state and whereby essential mineral
exploration can proceed" ... (and so on)... "it presents instead a new formula,
which must be interpreted as a hoax, designed to obstruct exploration for an
indefinite period." Now, it wasn't going to work in the long run, but it had a basis
on which at least you could talk.
CF

Negotiate.

JONES
Not with this wide mass of people from the churches and
everybody else we were getting in, but you could do something about it. So I
think that ... look, I don't know, the point is I thought you might like to have a
copy of that and I can get a copy, just before you go off, from my photocopier
machine. I mean, that demonstrates clearly Ernie Bridge's involvement, but
also that there was some interaction going on. Sure, what the community was
putting up might not have worked, but in good faith we should do something,
we should at least be doing something about it and so on. It all fell over
because, amongst other things, the activists associated didn't even
subsequently accept that there was room to move in that. They wanted no
room to move. They said, "No, out, you can't even come onto the property,"
and they repeated that.

The next thing that occurred started really making things very difficult; these
were the new things that I mentioned. Mr Fraser came to Western Australia for
the Liberal Party conference. He indicated publicly to the conference, because
he was asked the question, "Was he going to intervene in Noonkanbah?" He
said, "No, that's a state matter - period." Fine, that can be established in other
material that is around. We subsequently established that he phoned Amax, in
the United States, at their head office. I knew that, because on Monday, the
day after or two days after the weekend conference, I was called to the phone
in the Premier's office by a contact in Amax ringing me, "Now we've been told
this and Mr Fraser says he's upset by the United Nations." All this sort of stuff
and, "He's worried about Australia's overall reputation, where this was going
and what about it?" That let the cat out of the bag, that he'd said one thing
publicly and did another thing privately, which didn't endear him to the Premier.
We then had quite a somewhat difficult exchange. Now, I didn't [speak] with Mr
Fraser but I did with Fred Chaney, who was still trying to push these arguments
about, you know, the United Nations isn't good.
CF
Did you not see the way that it had been portrayed internationally
as damaging for the government in Western Australia, as clearly Fraser did and
Chaney?
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meeting and they said, "No, look, we're not going to have anything to do with it.
We don't want this. We should never have given permission and approval."
That was the end, that was it there. Philip Vincent, the ALS officer who sat
there and took notes all the time, he was also clearly advising them. That's
fine, I have no argument with him doing that, it was just what the advice was,
but there was no participation. We made it clear that we could not accept that
and then that was it, we left. So, it was now becoming obvious that there were
going to be some difficulties about this.
The next thing that came was advice from the Richter people, the drill people,
which came to me through Amax, that they had been told by CSR, their owner,
not to move the rig and not to drill the hole. It was established subsequently
that someone in the federal government, acting on some orders had, in fact,
phoned CSR in Sydney and said, "You own this company, we don't want you to
do that." It put some heat on in that regard. I rang CSR on a Sunday morning
(the general manager at CSR then was Bryan Kelman) and made it clear that I
had been made aware of the situation, that CSR had had some pressure put on
it. I made it clear that if that was so and they did not go ahead, then they could
hardly expect to enjoy the same relations with the Western Australian
government regarding their other activities in this state if they were going to
bow down to that pressure.
CF

Was that sort of regarded as a small threat?

JONES
It was regarded as a big threat. I mean, this is documented, so I
mean there's no... and Brian Kelman came back and said, "If you did that, we
would have to call a general meeting of all our shareholders and tell them." He
then got quite upset, but was, in fact, silenced by my response, which was,
"Fine, if you do that, I would expect to be invited to your shareholders' meeting
so I could tell them exactly why I was doing this, that you had bowed to the
threat." Now, as I recall, there were two threats. One was from the unions,
bearing in mind that Stephen Hawke was involved and his father was President
of the ACTU at the time. The other was from, you know, an element within the
federal government. Anyhow, silence reigned and he said, "Look, I'll get back
to you." What he was supposed to have done did not occur, but the difficulties
were still there. We had [been] told and understand their position too
somewhat. So, in the planning, to make certain we helped Amax, we then had
to devise a way of helping them get the rig and then operate the rig. The
advice that was put to me was, "Look, if worst comes to worst and the union
influence is such that the TWU won't let their drivers drive the trucks ... "
Because the size of this rig was going to take 50 semi-trailers with 20 tonnes a
load, a thousand tonnes or something it weighed, but it was of that magnitude.
Oh, so this meant having to sort of regroup. In other words, we are now not
talking of political pressure or Aboriginal pressure or the ALS. We are talking
about the physical requirements of moving this rig, and the best method of
doing so, that was put to me, was that we should take over the rig.

CF

You the government?
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anticipated or suggested disruption to activity did not occur. The movement of
the rig just went straight through; it sailed through without any problems at all.
It was not stopped. It did not have any difficulty. It was suggested it would
never get fuel, no-one would supply the fuel, so they attached a... part of the
convoy was a fuel tanker. You know, they got everything they wanted. There
was no problem about that because it had not been accepted. This was not an
issue that was going to galvanise unions or unionists or, you know, the good
hard workers up there.
They weren't going to be swept away by this. If anything, they'd have been the
other way if they weren't, but it was better to leave quietly and leave them out
of it, and that occurred. When the convoy got closer ... Stephen Hawke, I
mentioned earlier, had established a sophisticated communication system. He
did a deal with a couple of the radio stations - and, fine, I give him credit for
doing this - so that he was able to report quickly what was happening. They
were giving him coverage of that and that sort of was trying to whip things up,
but it wasn't an issue, you know. As you mentioned earlier, and as I mentioned
here, it didn't become an issue. Parliament was sitting all this time. We just
got on with the business.
As it approached Noonkanbah, there was an issue of which I was made aware.
Once it entered the station, what rights and powers did the police have to arrest
persons? That was asked because several clergymen had given notice that it
was their intention to sit down in front of the trucks, on the track, when they
would go through a particular place. So all this was being publicised through
the radio communication, that they were going to sit down and, you know, that
was it. The person who asked this was the superintendent of the police in the
North West who was handling it. I said, "Well, are you telling me that you don't
have the powers just to move them sideways so the trucks can go past?" He
said, "We've got to do more than that. If you moved them sideways we'd have
to actually hold them or, you know, confine them."
CF

Restrain them?

JONES
Yes, restrain them, otherwise they'd go back and sit down in front
of every single truck and so on. I said, "Well, is there a problem in doing that?"
"We are not sure, because our power requires it to be on a... we do these
things on gazetted roadways." "Ah." So, we quickly got someone to inquire
from the Main Roads, "Was the track that was being followed a gazetted
roadway or not?" The answer came back it was a gazetted roadway and that
solved the issue. So, in other words, I passed the message back that these
people were to be treated in exactly the same way as if they were causing an
obstruction on a gazetted roadway, because it was a gazetted roadway, and
that information was faxed up so they could use it. That was the only [incident].
It wasn't even a hiccup but it was just something that had to be checked on
there.

CF
Was there an issue about different law, like Aboriginal law being
applied on that land as opposed to outside that boundary of the station?
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This is Criena Fitzgerald interviewing Peter Jones, Tape Nine, for the
Parliamentary Oral History Program 15th of October 2003.
CF
Peter, there's some follow-up questions that I want to look at
about Noonkanbah, that we finished the last time we met, which is about a
month ago. We've covered really an overview of what happened ...
JONES

We have, that's right.

CF
... that drilling went ahead. Was the federal government involved
in trying to prevent the drilling at Noonkanbah, and how did that affect you?
JONES
The answer to the first question is, yes. The answer to the
second is that, it just affected me and those who had responsibility for whatever
was going to happen there. It just meant that we had another aspect that had
to be dealt with whilst you're really trying to do the main things that were
involved in Noonkanbah. Now, it could be suggested that the Commonwealth,
when you look back now, from 22, 23 years ago, had an entitlement to be there
because of the Aboriginal situation, and things which prevail today, but that's
not really so. The management of Aboriginals, at that time, Aboriginal affairs,
and so on, there was a federal Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, but the actual
daily management and a range of activities and providing a lot of services and
so on, was conducted by the state - a fact which was acknowledged in the
papers that are provided here by... on many occasions, for example, by the
Prime Minister, he understood that. But the Commonwealth took the view that
it had an international responsibility, and there was international publicity being
generated about Noonkanbah so that there were External Affairs that got
involved.
There was also the question of Australia's reputation, and there were
statements being made by the Prime Minister and Senator Chaney about our
international obligations where, under United Nations treaties, and things like
that. Now, so far as we were concerned, we treated all that as bullshit. Not
that we didn't acknowledge that, and the correspondence between the Premier
and the Prime Minister (which is here) about all that acknowledges all those
things and understand ... but then it quite clearly makes the point that if the
Commonwealth is wishing to side with the critics from overseas, who were
suggesting that we were drilling on some of their sacred sites, that we were in
fact denying the Aboriginal communities any involvement, that there'd been no
discussion with them. And indeed, the Prime Minister demonstrated his
ignorance of the background and the direct circumstances involved on a couple
of occasions early in the piece by suggesting, "W~y hasn't there been any
discussion with them?" When in fact it had been going on. The first discussion
with them was late 76, early 77, some three years earlier than the time when he
asked that question.
So, there certainly was a great deal of exchanges between state and
Commonwealth, and I think it's fair to say that the more difficult person that we
had to deal with was Senator Chaney because, to his credit, he has a feeling
for this; the Aboriginal communities and for indigenous affairs. He'd served in
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abdicate your responsibilities and walk away simply because a group of
Aboriginals and their leaders, who were now the Kimberley Land Council, or
the ACTU, or the United Churches that were involved, because they said all
this was on sacred sites - which had been proved to be wrong - then, in that
case, it would've been ... the government didn't deserve to be administering the
state if it allowed that to happen.
CF
Was Sir Charles worried that this level of international sort of
fame, I suppose, would cause problems for his plans for industrialisation of the
state?
JONES

No.

CF

Not at all?

JONES
No, the reverse applied. If those who were investing high risk
funding in Western Australia at that time, more so than exists now, but at that
time there were quite a lot of projects on the go; we were trying to finalise North
West Shelf, and all of those things. That if it was shown that government
wasn't going to stick up for the law and agreements that had been made and
undertakings that had been given, then why would they want to come here.
And that's what Dr Gallop has just said recently in defending the project which
he wishes - and which the government is supporting - in the north; the new
natural gas project at Gorgon. That one of the comments he's made is, "We
have to be seen by the international community to be supporting the companies
that want to make these developments."

CF
So do you think that that influenced your, what was seen as a
hard line approach to Noonkanbah, because you've described and you've
shown me photographs of that massive convoy of trucks ...
JONES

Yes.

CF
.... which you said was, if you'd realised how difficult it was you
probably wouldn't have done it. But did that. ..
JONES
Well I think I would've done it, but I'd have had a second thought
about it [chuckles].

CF
Did that concern make you more hard line? Did you share Sir
Charles' sort of views for, about industrialisation?
JONES
Totally, and because I'd been travelling overseas, talking with
these companies, and because of this, early in 1980, I'd again been to the
United States to see Amax and to see the other parties involved; the bankers
and so on. They were looking for what they had experienced in the past in
Western Australia, which was the support of government, the help of
government, in the development of the iron ore industry, which was our first big
starter. Now, that didn't mean the companies were let loose to run riot over the
Pilbara or wherever. I mean, after all, they didn't necessarily want to do the
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CF
In his interview, Ernie Bridge said that it was necessary for
Kimberley people, Aboriginal people in the Noonkanbah case, to get
international support in order to have their case heard. What do you think
about that?

JONES
listening?

Well, it was a nice catchcry, but it meant nothing.

CF

Well Council of Churches for one.

Who was

JONES
Yeah, but I mean they made a career out of this sort of thing
without necessarily understanding what it all means. They were advised,
written to, talked to, about what the true reality was, but they weren't prepared
to take it up. And that really became the annoying part, the sort of projecting a
message - both nationally and internationally, and it didn't go down nationally,
so they didn't get anywhere with that - but projecting a message based on what
was not true. Now if in fact what they were saying was true, then they had a
case, but that didn't even seem to take. But, I mean, for example even the
Prime Minister saying, "There should be consultation." Christ, chat had been
going for three years. So I mean that didn't do, it didn't do us any damage at
all, either electorally and certainly not internationally. Internationally with those
whom we wanted to still maintain the interest in Western Australia, investors
and people who wanted to migrate here and all that sort of thing, then yes, it
served a clear purpose in demonstrating that the government of the day, at that
time, was not going to put up with this sort of nonsense.
CF
Did you see any negative ramifications for your stand at
Noonkanbah?

JONES
I think it was unfortunate that it got to that, and certainly in reading
back through these files now (I've been looking and rereading some of the
letters that I wrote in recent days, and these ones in particular) I think it's
unfortunate that it was necessary to take such a very hard line. But then in
thinking about it again, on my morning walks, I must say that I still can't get
away from the fact that the opposition case was based on statements which
were not true. That forced a situation where a line had to be taken which
involved [being] associated with making a stand in that so far away from the
centre of government and all that. But despite that hardship and the difficulties,
we did it. So I think that's unfortunate that the state was forced into taking that
sort of a stand on the basis of untruths being perpetuated.
CF
What was Bill Mitchell's role in it? Could you just give me a little
bit of background?

JONES

Yes.

CF

He worked for Sir Charles Court. What was his role ...

JONES
Bill Mitchell had come into government in the time of the Brand
government, in the 1960s. He'd been a journalist; he was a trained journalist
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something off, that kind of thing: "Look Bill if we do this, how will that be
viewed; what do we need to do?" His community contacts, given that we were
very close to all this - might've been too close. No, he was important to Sir
Charles.
CF
You said that he wrote, helped you write some speeches when
you went on overseas tours.
JONES

Yes.

CF

Did he also work for you in other ways?

JONES
No. Well, we had the Noonkanbah one, but I... No, there was
no... [permanent involvement]. On a few occasions as a minister he helped with
a speech for me. And I can give you another example. I was invited, in 1979,
to go to South Africa and give the Occasional address, at the 150 th anniversary
of the University of Cape Town, because it was our 150 th that year here, and I
was somewhat concerned about this - and I might add that the Prime Minister
refused to [give support], didn't want anybody to go there at all because of his
views about South Africa, and this was to a university which was multiracial; it
was a very old university and it had black, white, Cape Coloureds and all sorts
of people there. But, anyhow, I went and it was something of a success. But I
bounced some ideas off Bill and Bill said, "Given the background situation that
exists there, you know, go and think about it and tell me what you think is the
way to draft something." So he was good in that context. But that's the only
way I ever used him, personally, but in this case he was helping the
government with Noonkanbah, yes.

CF
Just looking at South Africa, I read some letters from Sir Charles
Court in one of those files. What were your views on Australian relationships
with South Africa? Sir Charles said in one of those letters, South Africa was
the last bastion against communism in the area.
JONES
What were they in? They were in one of the lever arch files, were
they? Oh, in his letters; amongst his letters. Ah, yes, he had a very strong
view about that. He was a lifelong friend, certainly in the latter part of their lives
with Harry Oppenheimer, and he went there and visited him after he retired,
and Harry came here. It's through Sir Charles that I got to know Harry and his
son Nicky, whom I still see in London now and again, and so on. But they were
opposed to apartheid and within their mines and other activities, they integrated
and had health schemes for the coloureds; you know, the blacks and the Cape
Coloureds, and so on, but they were opposed to that. And so, I mean a lot of
his views would have come from that. .. been generated, apart from his own
reading and talking and so on, by Harry Oppenheimer. There was a view, you
might recall that the African National Congress was heavily influenced by a
communist people, and indeed, two or three of the white people, who were", is
it Joe Sofo...

CF

Joe Siovo.
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CF
Sorry Peter, we were just talking off tape, about an extra sort of
dimension to Noonkanbah, and your relationship with Sir Charles Court and the
way he wanted you to run it. Can you tell me about that?
JONES
We'd reached a point where we were going ahead, all the
planning had been done and the decision was made, by Cabinet, that we would
proceed to do all this. After that there'd been the preliminary work of; can we
get the trucks? Can we do this? Are there people ... because a whole range of
companies had come and said they'd been threatened by the ACTU and by the
Transport Workers Union and so on. But that had aroused more support for
going and doing it. They didn't like being told by Mr O'Connor - the then man
from the TWU, John O'Connor - that they couldn't do this, and so on. However,
when the decision was made, the Premier said to me, "I think it is... Now that
you're going to proceed, it's better that you don't tell me the actual date on
which the convoy is going to start and so on." When I asked why that was, he
said, "Look I don't want to be asked a question in Parliament and then stand up
and give some misleading thing; I don't like doing that. I'd rather say I honestly
don't know. But it is our intention if we have to do it, to do it." So we didn't. I
didn't tell him but I just proceeded. Every now and again he might say to me,
"Is it all going well?" "Yes, it's going well."
On the evening of - I think it was a Wednesday - but it was the 6th of August; I
think that happened to be a Wednesday. I, at the end of Parliament Parliament was sitting - I remember sidling up to him in his seat, [... ] and said
to him, "The trucks are assembling at this moment (and that would be sort of 10
o'clock at night) and they will leave from ... the metropolitan area at midnight
and be at Eneabba at first light and start immediately loading." He said, "Well
the word'lI soon get out tomorrow, what'll I say?" And I said, "Well look, (I gave
him a piece of paper) I've written out a sentence just for you if you do get rung
at home early in the morning." Which used to be the sort of thing that'd
happen. They'd ring him: "Look we understand these are on the go. What's
happening?" So I said, "Look, I'll send you a full briefing tomorrow morning, so
you are in a position by the time Parliament starts tomorrow to do it, but this'll
get you through the night." And the copy of the minute here spells it all out, in
terms of: "As I indicated last night, (and I'm quoting from it) the transport of the
drilling rig from Eneabba to Noonkanbah is imminent. Pulling down the rig
began last Sunday ... " and so on. I went right through it and let him have the
details: "A second convoy will leave Eneabba at first light next Sunday." I
talked about the trucks from Perth going up and so on. And sure enough, when
we assembled in Parliament on the Thursday (we had a Question Time then
when Parliament first met at 2.15) the first question was: "What about this
disgraceful situation where ... Can the Premier tell us what he's doing?" And he
was in a position to be able to do so without going into all the detail I'd given
him; just saying he understood that the government had now acted on doing
what it had said it'd do. But, you know, he was quite happy and trusting, if you
like, to ... once the planning had been done and he was satisfied that that was
done - he didn't participate in it, but, like the former soldier that he was, in that
sense - he went through it and made certain it was all fixed. He was then
happy to stand aside and not be in the way of others who had the job to do.
And that's the way the system worked. And it went very well.
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fine; it was done. A lot of the truck drivers had never carried a rig, or never
been involved in it, but the very detailed... If you've seen the police convoy
manual, the description of the road, all that had been totally plotted, and we got
that from the Main Roads Department and, you know, your left turn, your right,
and how many more kilometres, or miles, or whatever it was, to the next stop or kilometres. All of that was very detailed, and if something had fallen out
about that, it could've caused a lot of problems - might not have, but it could've
- and that's where Medy was an important cog in just checking, you know.
"Have you thought about this?" he'd ask. And things like that. And quite
frankly, he was a very key person - in the detail.
CF
I've sort of waved this article at you that was written in The West
Australian on September the 13th ...
JONES

Yes.

CF
... where Mr Watson, who's a Nycanyamungla man said that
there were 400 police who moved people out of the road.
JONES

Yes.

CF
Is that another example of bad journalism; because you said you
decided to ignore the media in the end because ...
JONES
Well, yes, it is bad journalism. But Mr Watson, whom I don't know
and never met but I know of, he would probably ... he made the statement, the
journalist took it down and thought it... because no-one who's writing that sort
of stuff now would've been around or necessarily doing that in those days. But,
I mean there were no more ... 400 policemen is not on, and there is a report
here that demonstrates that, from Superintendent Bowers; about the
deployment of officers and so on. Look, this question of ignoring the media,
Stephen Hawke set up a quite sophisticated media situation, to which I've
made reference earlier, I think, and we tended to: "Okay, let him do that." I
mean we couldn't. .. "But don't let it worry us." But we would be answering that
when his voice would come on 6PR, or one of those stations which had some
exclusivity for that. He'd send down a message. He set up a couple of
positions where they could monitor the road, and what was happening, and it'd
be coming down ... you know, there be something like, "Even as I speak this
great convoy's arriving." All this kind of stuff. We would answer that and fill
people in on the convoy, and where it was going, and because there was also a
safety factor with other motorists, and there was no secret about that. And in
fact, it sort of neutralised, to some degree, his activities, because we would be
'
saying, "Yeah, we agree with him."

Certainly on one occasion about. .. early on, when the convoy was between
Geraldton and Carnarvon, on that first day. [unclear] "Look, we've had a
report; is this really right?" And I said "Yes". And they said, "Well look, this is a
massive thing, isn't it." And I remember this journalist saying to me, "This must
be something like a convoy in the Second World War." And I said, "I don't
know what convoys went up the coast in the Second World War but all I'm
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CF
Can I just ask you what... You said you were a member of this
delegation. Now what was it for? Not for the environment.
JONES
Yes, it was. But that was why I went overseas. But while I was
there, we arranged that I would go and see an LNG port working so that we
[knew how], and that was done, the LNG port on Chesapeake Bay, out from
Washington. And I went and met the joint venturers in the North West Shelf. It
had nothing to do with the reason I'd gone overseas, but this really became the
main [business]. Well, there was the conference, but this became the main
bulk of the work that was done. And I met with Chevron in San Francisco, and
all of the joint venturers, wherever they were. Similarly, in San Francisco with
Chevron, we looked at pipelines, because no-one in Australia had built a
pipeline like the one from Karratha now down to Bunbury; and indeed, still
hasn't, in fact. So I saw some [examples], in fact spent a day looking at films of
Chevron's various pipelines around there, and studying the sort of - I had a
couple of officers with me - studying the things that we had to be prepared to
do, and how you built it through arid terrain, and all this sort of stuff. Now I
wasn't going to be building the pipeline but that's not the ... I didn't know what I
was going to be doing. But this is what we needed to assume, and take unto
ourselves, the knowledge: "Look what have we got to do? How do we go
about assembling training facilities for people to weld pipes?" Things of that
nature. I had a long time with BP in the UK too, on the same thing; looking at
facilities and doing that. So that's the first time. Although my ministerial
activities back here didn't have any direct things to do with North West Shelf
per se, other than early preparation and early planning from an environmental
point of view, I became knowledgeable about the sort of things that would have
to be organised for pipeline construction, the management. .. the construction
of the port, bearing in mind the port was being used for iron ore as well, and the
iron ore people didn't want the LNG in there.

CF

Why?

JONES
A danger. They didn't know about bulk ore carriers in there; the
bloody ship blows up, or something like that. So what had to be done about all
those things. So that was the first time. That was May-June 1976.

CF

So was Andrew Mensaros aware of what you were doing?

JONES
I used to sit next to him in Parliament, and we used to talk about
these things, yes.

CF
Had Sir Charles wanted to give him a different ministry?
didn't he do that?

Why

JONES
Well, although I did not know the full extent, at that time, I became
aware, after the 1977 election, that I was not going to be remaining where I was
at that time; the environment and housing and conservation issues and
fisheries. But he did discuss with me my moving to industrial development,
which was just one ministry then; it was later split, but it was one ministry. He
said he'd like me to get involved in that and I thought that was just too good to
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and alongside back-bench members - which I enjoyed, visiting [schools].
There'd be a string of invitations: "Can you visit my schools?" One of the first
schools I visited - Bill Hassell went into Parliament in 1977, and soon as I was
announced as Minister for Education he got in touch with me and said, "Will
you come to North Cottesloe Primary School? There's a big problem there.
I've inherited it and can you come and do something about it?" Now, I went
down there the next day - which suited me to go the next day, but I mean that
impressed Bill very much - and we fixed it on the spot.
CF

What was it?

JONES
I can't even recall, but I know it was something... Oh it was
making some arrangements about, a wall had to be knocked down and
something had been refused. So I fixed it on the spot by saying, "Subject to a
report that the ceiling isn't going to fall down if the wall goes, or it can't be done,
it seems to me eminently reasonable." Because you had a class full of kids
cramped in here and the school had been trying for two years or something and
the Education Department and the Public Works had been saying, "No, you
can't move walls; that's not done." Right. As it turned out, someone came and
said, "No, we'd have to put a little beam across there." Or something like that.
But whatever it was, it was done. So that sort of got things going. And look,
that's where I think it was a real learning curve, to me, or for me, in terms of
dealing with back-bench members.

CF

Although Hassell wasn't a back-bench member.

JONES
Yes he was; he was then, he'd just entered Parliament. He was
for three years, then he came into the ministry in 1980.

CF

Right.

JONES
But then, halfway through this, Sir Charles himself stayed
involved in the North West Shelf stuff, all the time, because of his [background
and] difficulties with Andrew. And that was increasingly obvious in Cabinet too,
you see. So I'd now passed Andrew in the seniority ranks in the Cabinet. I
mean, I'd come in and when I started I was number 13 out of 13; I think I was
about number seven or eight, after two years and ...
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that sounds very critical of teachers, and I'm not trying to be critical; I'm
meaning the perception now. See they've become members of the ACTU and
it's now a national teachers' union, and there wasn't that sort of difficulty.
There was then still a renewed emphasis on education, and so on.
But the [new] universities were a bit of a battleground, mainly because of the
money and because there was an element of competition. They were all
teachers' colleges, but now they've become universities, which to me, is
ridiculous. And I shut one of the teachers' colleges. That caused some stirs,
but it disappeared and it became a non-issue. The universities, we only had
two then; well only one major one [UWA]. Murdoch had started and the first
graduation at Murdoch occurred in my time. But the university decided its use
of funds, the way the federal Government, under Mr Whitlam, had started
taking over and making all higher education free, then whacko, there was big
competition for money. You had things like the Schools' Commission which
had been established.
Without the knowledge of the state Education
Department, teachers could apply to the Schools Commission for innovations
program funding because, "I want to do this." And they could get that money
and carry out this program, within the school, for two years, say, and then the
Commonwealth stopped the money. And so, something which the State had
not had any participation in deciding about, it may not have even wanted it at
all, but even if it had've wanted it, it didn't even know and then all of a sudden it
gets lumped in now with [State] funding. So what I supported the then Director
General, David Mossenson, in doing, was to say, "You can't apply to the
Schools' Commission without knowing what you're doing." And I agreed with
that, that you couldn't do that. Well, that caused some more bits of stuff. But,
look, that didn't matter, they were peanuts compared with what are some of the
things [done] now.
CF
And did you support compulsory funding for the guild; compulsory
joining the guild?
JONES
I varied somewhat from the government's (which was the Liberal
Party's) policy on that. I think that, given that education became free, my
personal view is that - and it remains so now - students should be required to
contribute to the provision of student facilities within the university, which is
what the guild provides. And when you think at UWA, prior to that, they'd paid
for those tennis courts on the corner (the students had), they'd built that gym,
they'd raised a big debt, they had done a lot of things. However, that was ...
What became an issue then was this group called the Friends of Fretlin, in East
Timor, and a couple of those things, that... There was publicity within the
campus and from, but also from parents of university students who were
saying, "We don't mind paying our son's or our daughter's guild fees" - then I
think they were about $80 or $90 [... ] at that time - "but we want them for
facilities on the campus, not for political activities. If they want to do that fine,
they find their own money or whatever, not that."
So we brought in an amendment to the universities' Act, which said that there
would be a compulsory fee for - I think it was called services and amenities or
something - but not to be used for purposes off campus; whatever the wording
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more." So he jumped over me for one... Look, fine, because that meant he
could sit in the front bench just one seat closer to the Premier than me. Look,
that's fine. But no, we got on very well with Andrew really, in terms of that. But
he was very extraordinary about things, and subsequently you could see he
was deeply hurt about being removed from it. I used to discuss aspects with
him, but he'd say, "Oh look when I left I didn't take any papers with me,
therefore I don't know." But when we had a Royal Commission into WA Inc,
the then Premier added these two terms of reference to see if there were
problems there, I asked Andrew about it, what he had so that we could do
some ... and again he repeated, and so he took no part in it whatsoever. [... ] He
saw it as completely beyond his... well, beyond his interest any more, you
know what I mean. He'd shut that out of his mind and he'd move on to other
things. And quite frankly, he wasn't... He moved to works minister, Minister for
Works and so on, and really it didn't work out that well. He did nothing wrong,
but he just. .. you've got to be able to do something right, and so I think he just
paddled his way through the next three years as a minister. And he stayed in
Parliament for a long time, because he had nothing else to do, and only left
when it was quite clear he was dying. That's right, he retired from Parliament
to make certain he got his pension [I think] so he got all the benefits, that he
could then leave to some of his family, or whatever.
CF
In your opinion how important was it that Sir Charles was able to
negotiate directly with the joint venturers?
JONES
Very. At certain times that became a key thing, and let me give
you one of those. At Easter time, 19'75, [Sir] Charles went right around the
world over the Easter break because one of the joint venturers - Burmah Oil had fallen on hard times and he made it clear that we wanted some Australian
equity in the North West Shelf. He'd already spoken with BHP and he arranged
for BHP to have negotiations with Burmah regarding its equity in the North
West Shelf, and BHP negotiated a deal with Burmah, and that occurred. Now,
if it'd been left we might have ended up with another one from offshore. BHP
owed us some favours. They were behind on some of their commitments
under the Agreement Acts - the iron ore agreement Acts that is, steel making
and things of that - and consequently, it was made clear that they needed to
become involved in a major investment in Western Australia, and this is what
we wanted.

CF
Was there any opposition from the federal government because
in that Royal Commission he said that he'd managed to do this but it was a
technical, it was a technical breach of legislation?
JONES

What to get Burmah out?

CF
No, no, the way in which he sort of put the federal government to
one side and did all the negotiating himself.
JONES
Well the federal government wants to get involved in all those
things now through foreign investment, and so on. Yes, but he made it clear,
as I recall, because we discussed this in Cabinet, made it clear to the federal

TAPE TEN SIDE A

JONES

127

was called, the state body. But there'd also been a Gas and Fuel Corporation,
which went out of existence and SECWA was born. The government
delegated to SECWA the arrangements for the domestic gas supply. Part of
the North West Shelf [story], and one of the reasons for its importance, was
that we were running out of energy. The Dongara gas field was nearly
exhausted and fuel oil, international fuel oil, which was coming, was proving too
expensive for industry to establish itself here. It was forcing the closure of
pellet plants for the iron ore. Two of them closed; one 1979, one 1980. So the
domestic supply of gas for Alcoa and for [industry], but Alcoa was going to be
the main customer, but also gas here in Perth, because electricity was higher,
for some reason was getting [still] higher. Now, the state had to have
someone, or a body, to have the carriage and do the management aspect of
the domestic gas supply and what went with that; the infrastructure that went
with that. So it delegated that in Andrew's time, to SECWA.
CF
But SECWA is, I mean it doesn't control the pricing of power;
that's still the responsibility of the government.
JONES

It did then; it recommended direct to government.

CF

But...

JONES

Oh no, government made the final decision, yes.

CF

... the government could ignore that.

JONES

Oh government could ignore that, yes, certainly did.

CF
So in this deal, in setting this up, because one of the criticisms
was, you know, SECWA was disadvantaged in the end - which we'll get to - but
at the beginning, was SECWA able to make the correct judgment, given that it
couldn't decide how much something... how much power was going to cost and
that sort of thing. Was it able to, sort of give a futures vision, if you like?
JONES
I think SECWA... Let me put it another way. I think the
government, with hindsight, made a mistake in the way it [involved SECWA]. It
had to have a body to do this, and SECWA had managed to persuade Andrew
Mensaros that it should be the one to do it. In other words, they were the
electricity utility, they all knew about utilities, therefore they should be the gas
utility too. They had the capacity, because they were a statutory authority, they
had the capacity to borrow money, with the approval of the Treasury. They had
the capacity to be somewhat independent where appointments were
concerned; they weren't part of the Public Service - you know, they could hire
consultants and all that sort of stuff.

CF

Which they did.

JONES
Which they did. With the benefit of hindsight, I think they were
wrong; it was not a good decision.

TAPE TEN SIDE A

CF

JONES

129

Negotiations?

JONES
... the sale of gas in Western Australia was proving very difficult
because there'd been a decline in world mineral prices and the customers,
who'd said, "Yes, we want gas", were now saying, "No, we don't want gas", or
"We only want half'. And Alcoa, the biggest customer of all, cut back
considerably. Western Power wasn't able to handle that well and ran to water
and started doing things, which it didn't tell the government it was doing,
making private deals with various people, selling gas too cheaply and doing all
sorts of things like that. It also made private deals over the construction of the
pipeline, and although there was a board at SECWA, the board weren't always
told and it led to a major disagreement between myself and Kirkwood and I had
to give him an instruction that in future you will communicate with me in writing
on all things that he wanted approval for, and so on, and I'd be putting my
requirement of him in writing as well, I did this because I found him out telling
lies to the government. He asked me to approve, in July of 1982, a contract
which he wanted to sign up: "And it's gotta be signed tomorrow because soand-so's going overseas", and all this stuff. And the order of pipe was on it.
And I was overseas and I rang up one of the members of the board and I said,
"Look, I've been asked to approve this contract. It says that the board has
approved it. Did you approve it?" He said, "We've never seen it." I said, "Fine,
we didn't have this phone call." So I sent a telex back from New York telling
him, "No, I'm not prepared to approve the contract. I want a briefing on it when
I get back." And in the end I didn't approve it at all in the end, till it'd been
altered somewhat, and then had to go back to the Board. I made him take it to
the Board. They were not geared up... and this came out during the Royal
Commission; some of the difficulties in dealing with Kirkwood. Now, to his
credit, he didn't have a very long life. A little after that he died of stomach
cancer in the 80s. He'd retired, but on his death bed...
The Royal
Commission... He died during the Royal Commission.
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to have any private meetings, which I'd found he was doing, simply because he
was a most capable person. Now, not disputing any of that, but he was getting
into trouble, and I mean the trouble wasn't of his making. The trouble was that
the world situation had declined. It was a very difficult position. We had an oil
crisis and Bruce had made certain promises. He'd employed experts who had
made projections of gas consumption - and that's fine. I mean, there was
nothing wrong with him on that, but because they now weren't going to hold
true, he was therefore wanting to: "Christ, how do we get out of this sort of
business?" So he started trying to get an aluminium smelter here that'd take
great gobs of gas, and doing deals in that context.
CF
Peter, you said that Bruce had got himself into difficulties, that
SECWA had somehow built up this image of itself, but you just wanted to just
talk it through from "75 ...
JONES

Yes, very happy to do that.

CF

... to explain it.

JONES
'75 was the first... There'd been years of exploration and activity,
fine. By '75 we knew there was a project and that was the final period of the
Whitlam Government, and there were some issues there, but none that were
lasting and they disappeared, and that was fine. But the key thing in '75, and
without going into it in great detail, that was the first setting down of who was
going to do what. Now SECWA was the state's representative in the
discussions that occurred. It was made clear that the state was responsible for
building the pipeline. The government had in fact tried the joint venturers:
"Would they deliver the gas to Perth, or to a point? "No, but you can build the
pipeline." The joint venturers - or what was then called the JVP - the JVP
would in fact market the gas for the Pilbara. Now the Pilbara was thought to
be: "Whacko. When we have this project here, there's going to be all these
petrochemical plants, and things down the years. We will market the gas in the
Pilbara and take responsibility for that." And an allocation was set aside for
that. But it would be up to SECWA to be the marketer in the south west part of
the state;- build the pipeline and be the utility for that. Fine. And that was
accepted. And there was also then some work still going on, on how big the
market looked to be, and that was the first time a marketing survey was done.
1977 came along.

The joint venturers came back to the government and said, "Look, we now want
to change. What we want to do is to give up marketing in the Pilbara. We don't
think we should be doing that now, and therefore SECWA should take that
over, or someone else should do that, not us." So SECWA recommended to
the government that they take it over, not bring in someone else to have a
Pilbara utility, and the government of the day accepted that. And there were
one or two other bits of trimming things up at that time. For example, in the
language of the day, the gas load had been determined at 265 million cubic
feet a day. The state still had to work out how big a pipeline it was going to
build and things like that. But also the basis of the contract was done then, by
1977, and it was agreed that that amount of gas would be purchased by the
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As in buying that gas?

JONES
Oh well, or just not producing that much, or whatever, work out
something. So that was what's called the "lifeboat clause" that gets referred to
in... all the time. So...

CF

That Burke didn't use?

JONES
Oh, he did something far worse. Anyhow the joint venture
accepted this [clause, which] was recommended by Chevron, particularly a
fellow from Chevron, Swede Nelson. He recommended, "Look, we've all got to
be fair. We all want the project to succeed. Therefore, imagine the worst
possible case, well then we've got to work together to find the... market the gas
and the mixed energy market, and if it doesn't work, right we defer something
or whatever we do, we sit down and talk about it."

CF
Just explain to me the 95 per cent take or pay contract. Was that
considered high?
JONES
Not under normal [conditions], no. It was a standard thing within
similar types of contracts. But this was a virgin market of that size. It was
recommended to government that that's the way we should do it .

CF

By?

JONES
By the international consultants, Hardcastle and others who were
providing a lot of information and a lot of support; and in fact, educating
SECWA how these things should be done. No, all the government's advisers
said "Look, this is the normal way you have a contract, and that's the way it
ought to be." Because without that take or pay, Woodside was never going to
be able to raise its money. And that was a key issue. That contract Woodside took the contract and then went and raised the billions that it needed .
to pay for [the project]. Because it was taking 50 per cent of the domestic gas
contract, at that stage; and in fact it was taking 50 per cent of the total contract
still then. In the early 80s that came down in the LNG [project], they were all
equal at a much lesser percentage.

CF

So that enabled Woodside to raise the capital?

JONES
Raise the capital. It enabled the project to keep swimming along
because there was a way, If everything bad happened, there was a loophole.
But the project would still go ahead, and so on. The next milestone was on the
so" of September 1980 when the formal agreement was done. Now, it might
seem funny that it wasn't done till then but it had to wait till Woodside had
raised all its money and the joint venturers had the option of two three-month
extensions. They had approached me, soon after I became the minister, to say
they'd like to extend from March to June, which I agreed to. Then they wanted
to go from June, July to September, which we [also] agreed to. But things were
still happening. We'd done deals; they were already doing the earthworks on
the Burrup Peninsula. They were getting ready to build. They'd ordered the
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one week's time, here in Melbourne and you come and tell us then all your
problems." "Right, fine", which is really what we're looking for. But they had
time to think about it and so on. Anyhow, I just made the thing clear, and all the
rest of it. Well they all stormed and stuttered but particularly Gosper, the
chairman of Woodside, and Loton. And it took me a little while, but about half
way through that meeting, to realise what their concern was about.
It had nothing to do with talking with us; it had everything to do with whether
Woodside survived because Woodside had gone and done a deal to borrow its
money from 64 banks; I think its 64, certainly over 60 banks. Their lead bank
was Morgan Grenfell and the deal, part of the deal was, in exchange for the
money, if there was any change in the circumstances, you have to notify the
banks. In other words, if the, you know, you find that there isn't as much gas
under the water as you think there is, if the jacket, the drill, that you're bringing
down from Japan to extract the gas, breaks up or gets lost at sea, or
something, like there's some catastrophe or the marketing doesn't work, you've
got to tell the banks. And that was their concern. So I had to think rather
quickly. I went back and said, "Look I understand that this may place you in a
[difficulty], but that's your difficulty, but that's your business. But I'll tell you
what we're prepared to do. I'm prepared to go off to London with or without
you, and talk to Morgan Grenfell and give them the same briefing on our
position, but also give the undertaking that we are still committed to the project
and we'll go ahead with it." And they breathed a bit easier at that, and I ended
up doing that.
CF

Were you concerned at that stage that it could all just fall apart?

JONES
No, because they couldn't let it fall apart. It was the way they had
to handle Woodside's debt. I was trying to find out a way of handling our failure
to sell [all the gas], to get the marketing arrangements in place. [chuckles]
They were thinking of Woodside, because they really were in a, you know,
deeper problem than we were if that happened, because all we were seeking
was some leverage to get them around the table to start and talk about it.
Okay, they agreed to do that and I went off and did my bit, and went to Europe
and America and did that. They came up with, to me, with the proposal that
we'd use a certain amount of gas at a certain price into power stations, that
we'd delay this, we'd do that, and we'd massage it a bit, if you see what I mean.
But it was quite clear we were going to have a bank of gas under the water.
Anyhow, on that basis we committed to the pipeline and away it went.

CF
Why is that a problem, because if, for example, a large company
set up, that would be to your advantage to have that gas there for them?
JONES
That's right. It was made to be a big problem, politically. And you
might recall how we'd overbought, you know, there was a lot of publicity about
all that; all of which was shown to be ridiculous. And the worst thing was, if you
look at it, it became somewhat folklore that the government, and of course Sir
Charles getting the blame for it, had made a commitment that was too big.
Now it's been shown to be too small, and the pipeline we built was too small. It
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until. .. 1982,.. or the latter half of '81. He didn't have the freedom that he had
before. But he was still munching around and having one on one meetings,
and all that, but his capacity to make a decision without the approval of
government, was completely brought back into heel.
CF
Because it seems to me, and that's what I've said off tape, that he
was behaving like a minister of the government and making deals with
companies on the state's behalf.
JONES
That's correct. And he started running loose again when Mr
Burke came into power. He was a great persuader. He [influenced] Andrew
[,..] and I think, to some degree, he had me under his thumb, to start with, until
I sorted all this out. But the first minister that he had was Peter Dowding, for a
year, and then he had Parker, David Parker. Well Parker reined him in a bit
too, because he had a talk with me; Parker had a talk with me, which I was very
careful to say, "Look, read the files. I'll lend you some papers if you want to
read some of these things, and you make your own mind up. I shouldn't be
telling you what you have to do, but I can just direct you where there're things
you should look at."
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What was your view of David Parker as an energy minister?

JONES
He was very good. First of all he was a hard worker and he did
put the time in. I don't know about his other activities; and I know he got into
trouble with various other activities. All I'm talking about is in this regard; and I
had some talks with him on several occasions. He did [his] homework, you
know, he did read the minutes, he became very well versed subsequently in
what was involved and how it could be made better, and I think in those areas,
such as renegotiating coal contracts. Mr Kirkwood was eased out, and I think
that, all of those things put together, he did a very good job at this in keeping it
going. It was just unfortunate that he was got out early on and I'm sure if it had
been a few years later he wouldn't have made this mistake.

CF
In the 1980s though when you were involved what was the
problem with Portland and Alcoa? There were a couple of letters in your file
saying that Alcoa was going to set up a plant at Portland.
JONES

Yes, an aluminium smelter.

CF
Aluminium smelter, and that there were difficulties with that and
there was talk about some of the Alcoa or other people moving to Brazil, which
was considered more friendly.
JONES

Yes.

CF
really?

How damaging was that, do you feel, or was it damaging at all

JONES
Well, we'd been trying to get Alcoa to have an aluminium smelter
here. Western Australia produced the bulk of the alumina required to make
aluminium metal, and it was the lowest cost alumina in the world. The problem
was that the cost of electricity for an aluminium smelter, because it is an
electrolytic process, was very high here and we couldn't compete with the
hydro-electric systems of North America, and Brazil where labour was cheap
and so on. Now Alcoa was encouraged by the then Victorian government to
expand. It had one smelter there and [they were] to build another one and a
port, and they did, and that exists. But in order to get that, to achieve that
project there, the Victorian government entered into an arrangement with the
supply of electricity and built a line all the way to Portland that was very
generous, and they favoured Alcoa doing it. Now you could say fine, there's no
difference in doing that from some other form of industry promotion, only there
it represented a very significant amount of money over a long period of time.

It was a very complex contract in terms of there was a profit-related clause in it.
But the effect it had here on us was that, first of all, it weakened even further
the chances of getting an aluminium smelter here. But it did have a positive
effect, and that is it helped the expansion of our alumina here where the project
at Wagerup was concerned; the further expansion of Alcoa's activities here for
alumina. So, I mean, that's how the two balanced, but it also meant that there
will not be in my time an aluminium smelter in Western Australia, provided,. or
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with their heavy [debts,] well they nearly borrowed all of the money. They had
none. So it seemed a good idea to me that we'd send the good guy in, so I
arranged with the then Premier to ask whether he minded if I asked [Sir]
Charles to go to Melbourne and meet the joint venturers, just have a chat with
them, and it was fine. It worked out well (and you've probably read about all
that) but that's fine. He assisted in bedding it down and getting everything
there, and away we went, but that's the only time that he, to my knowledge,
[was involved,] and he certainly wouldn't have been involved after the
government changed. But there was a relationship kept because that's on a
personal basis, and for him and for me, you know, 25-odd years later there still
is. Yes.
CF
One of the things which we did discuss but not on tape was that
you said one of the greatest problems with North West Shelf was that lots of
discussions and negotiations were based on friendship and longstanding
association. When did that change?
JONES
During the period of Mr Burke. What I'm meaning by that, if I can
put it another way, is this. Sir Charles had a long association with people like
Western Mining, with BHP, and the senior people in those companies, because
it went back to the beginning, the early 1960s in the days of the Pilbara, getting
the iron ore [industry] going. For example, BHP was involved in nearly
everything that went on in Western Australia. Western Mining was. CRA was
in terms of... in those earlier years before it came in and what we [now] know
as Hamersley, you know, Consolidated Zinc, their previous ... whatever name
they might have had before they became Western Mining and CRA. They had
operations in Western Australia, and he knew the senior people; Maurice
Mawby, Lindesay Clark, and others, and so on. I had met some of them, but
not in the way that he had, but his relationship with them was personal. They
knew him, and he knew them, and had discussed things with them about, you
know, 10 and 15 years earlier than this and so on. But he'd been in business in
Perth, so he knew some of them from those days, and that was a very
tremendous foundation, a considerably beneficial one for the State; that
personal association.

When the government changed in 1971 and the Tonkin government came in,
this was early in the days then for North West Shelf; it hadn't really got going at
all, meaning there was still exploration and early activity going on. So it was
unknown, there was no [production so] nothing was held up then by the
change. The Whitlam government also did not have an association with the
kings of industry, if I can put it that way, these people who were ... but they at
least knew them and talked with them and so on. The difficulty was Mr Connor,
the Whitlam government's Minister for Minerals and Energy, who wanted to
nationalise everything, take the gas and had some proposals to do all that;
fortunately they ran out of money. But when Sir Charles became Premier, this
whole [approach changed,] he [had] kept up the personal association anyhow,
during the three years of the Tonkin government. He just moved into the
Premier's seat and it was going ahead as business as usual in these things.
So based on that, I also, through his good offices, developed the same
relationship with people like Sir James McNeill, the chairman of BHP, and

TAPE ELEVEN SIDE A

JONES

143

JONES
Well my advice was against the government facilitating any
assistance to Alan Bond in this area. In other words, he could do what
everybody else does. If he had all this money, let him go out and buy
something. Let him go out and buy a company or make an [investment]. I
mean he did it enough times in other areas of activity. He wanted a television
network so he went and bought one. If he wants a mining company, go and
buy one. Why did he want us to help him? What he was looking for was
preferential treatment, in a way that first of all wasn't ours to give, but I mean if
he was to act commercially he didn't need us; he could just go and do it. But
there were also other things, and I was already aware that some of his
activities ... because as a minister at various areas, they fell to me to approve
certain transactions, and I - without betraying his business to Sir Charles - I just
said that, "My view is that we should not be associated with any preferential
treatment and let him do it the way everybody else has done it, and will
continue to do it, or should continue to do it." That was accepted and it didn't
happen. I mean he wanted to get into the iron ore industry and in fact he got
into Robe River, but he didn't stay. I mean there was no long-term commitment
to anything, no longer. .. it was in and out where the money [was]. Get out of it
what could be got out of it, and then move on, in a way that wasn't good for us.

Now underlying all the things I've been saying (and related to your questions
for the last 10 or 15 minutes), is that the one precious thing we had then, that
we had built on this personal relationship, was the fact that there was a level of
trust. Now I only went to the United States once with Sir Charles and that's
where we spent a long period in January and February of 1981, starting on the
west coast of the United States and ending in New York, four weeks later or
something like that. I was, you know, quite frankly I wasn't so amazed so much
as I came to realise just how important this personal trust was, because of the
way people lined up to meet him and see him, the companies that we went to,
that he had access to. He was asked to give an address to the AmericanAustralian Association in New York, which was an important body. It turned out
that they'd overflowed the premises where he was to speak, and they had to
move it to the University Club in New York. Now I was there and it was an
amazing assemblage of very senior corporate life in the United States. Now I
don't suggest they wouldn't come out for somebody else, but we were Western
Australia, and a long way away from there, and yet some way or another he
had managed to infiltrate their minds and thinking and activities. Some had
invested and supported [development], bearing in mind that in the 1950s we
had nothing as a state, and therefore we were dependent on building up a
trusting and performing relationship with bankers, companies and so on. They
brought the know-how, the technology and the money to make it work. We
provided the resources and the opportunity, and together it was all done under
an Agreement Act, which set out what these people had to do for the benefit of
the State as well as for the benefit of themselves.
Now as I mentioned previously, he managed to get them building hospitals and
putting in roads, jetties, towns, all of these things, because we didn't have the
capacity to do that. Now, I mean I just found this a great thing from which
Western Australia had benefited very much, and it certainly did in my time, and
then we lost it and we don't have it back. We've lost it because we, in the
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CF
Peter, in Sir Charles Court's evidence that I've read, or his
submission, there was ... he said that the Labor government didn't hand over its
royalties on to SECWA. What was that about?
JONES

Didn't hand over its royalties?

CF
Yes. There was a clause that the government would give some
of the royalties it earned to SECWA.
JONES

Oh I'm sorry, yes. This is the royalties in relation to gas.

CF

Yes, sorry.

JONES
Yes. That was so, and my understanding, without knowing the
actual quantums involved, was that's correct. They kept that, they retained that
money for various things of their own, that they wanted to do.
CF

And ...

JONES
And that also contributed to SECWA's debt and a considerable
debt it became, but also to not paying off. As I mentioned before, the pipeline
the way it was meant to be. The way it had been designed to be; it had the
capital component paid out over a period of years.
CF
from it?

So was that part of the lifeboat clause or completely separate

JONES

Completely separate from it.

CF
And designed to allow SECWA to ... or allow gas to be sold at a
reasonable price because it would have no debt?
JONES
Well hopefully, yes, but the state did not forgo its share of the
royalties, and I think his evidence certainly [says that]. It's there, you know, it's
in this one here. I mean it came up to something like more than one or two
hundred million or something I think it became, and that was quite serious
money, but it was a serious breach of faith, and that you know, is really what it
was. They actually paid some at the beginning as I recall, a little bit, then less,
and then cut it out, you know, that sort of thing, but it was a breach of the
understanding which had been made.
CF
Were there at that time any... at the time of developing the
pipeline any environmental or Aboriginal issues over the pipeline or over the
gas project?
JONES
Yes, but we retained Harry Butler and the museum people to
assist with the final definition of where the [line would go, and] identifying the
actual route of the pipeline. There were some issues where we had to go
around something or curve it out, or [change] but there was nothing that wasn't
met or done. The last [difficulty] was one at Bennett Brook with Mr Bropho,
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the pig iron, the smelter it had at Kwinana. It was obliged to expand that. It
was ridiculous for them to do so because of the world situation, the economics
involved in that were no longer relevant, but they were willing to do something
else in Western Australia, so they in fact bought into the Worsley Alumina
refinery at the beginning and became a participant in that, in that whole new
project from the beginning, in exchange for being let off the other position that
they would have had to honour, the Kwinana smelter agreement. Now, you
don't go around selling the government's favours or the government's approval
for cash paid to you. Now the government then used that, as you might recall,
and it entered into - with some attendant intrigue, which was explored by the
royal commission - into taking equity with Northern Mining and so on in a
manner, which was quite severely criticised. So with that kind of thing it was a
very bad experience to be just watching this take place, although I and a few
others were very vocal about it. But it doesn't count any more when you're not
there, you're in [opposition], you don't have the numbers to do anything about
it, but still, you know, I was saying a lot about it, and yes, it wasn't a very
pleasant sort of time from my point of view.
CF
Gareth Evans said on one interview that he suffered from
relevance deprivation when he got out of politics. Did you?
JONES

Yes, he did, yes.

CF

Did you?

JONES
No, [... ] not in the same way that he meant it, because I mean he
had been very much, you know, the peacock on the international stage as
foreign minister. I mean I was only strutting on a somewhat lesser and more
remote stage from what he would be referring to. But' think certainly you don't
feel happy at what you see being weakened or cheapened, and in fact, you
know, I got very disappointed when people that I'd been dealing with before,
you know, I'd see them or they'd come and see me, "How the hell do we deal
with this," you know, and here's a letter asking for contributions to the Labor
Party in exchange for something, that kind of activity that was going on. Now I
just don't... look, the world moves on, [... ] and I became increasingly to this
view that Parliament was not necessarily the same sort of place that I thought it
was. So although I completed that term and stood for re-election, the
boundaries had been changed and whilst it would be fair to say no-one ever
likes to be beaten, I wasn't all that unhappy to be leaving. I had to stand again
to get the pension that existed at that time, which was pitiful compared to what
exists now, but that's fine; there's no argument about that. I was very happy in
fact after the disappointment, if you like, which lasted probably one day or two
days.

CF

[chuckles].

JONES
.. , to be able to consider what I was going to do next, and really
to be out of that world. I felt much freer to be able to find a niche where I could
be of service or doing things again, probably related to those activities,
although it didn't work out quite that way to start with. After the '86 election and

TAPE ELEVEN SIDE B

JONES

149

or minister for that or minister for something else." I was interested in certain
things. I think the Premier saw that before I did, in a sense. But I would've
been happy to have stayed. I enjoyed being the Minister for the Environment
because I could see I was making some sort of contribution there, in the early
days of conservation activities, when it was still a more responsible [body], than
it is now in terms of practically doing things, and you did them in a responsible
and managed and well-planned way. Now, a lot of things seem to be knee-jerk
reactions; some of these decisions that are made. Some are still very well
planned and organised and so on, but they now make national parks at the
drop of a hat without planning them. I mean, I made a lot in my time
considering we established the first National Parks Authority in this State. I
liked doing that. It related, amongst other things, to the fact that I'd lived all my
life outside in farming activities. But now, it's a matter of saying, "Where can
we make another national park? Let's take some government land and turn it
into one." I think it's not as nice an activity as it was back then, because you
knew you could do it and work properly. You still had arguments and difficulties
with some people. For example, the establishment of the woodchip industry
was in my time; and the Act had gone through Parliament by the Tonkin
government. But the actual establishment of the industry was in my time, and
that took some work in the forests down in Manjimup by taking groups down
there and talking with them and so on. But I enjoyed all that. So if I'd have
been continuing that I would've been very happy. As it was, I moved to
education and realised a lot more happiness there than I probably would've
done the other way.
CF
Peter, you've talked a little bit about your disappointment at
losing, but how difficult was the transition from minister to backbencher and out
of government? You were going to describe that; the feelings you had about
that.

JONES
I think it certainly is fair to say, however light my comments
might've sounded, it is fair to say that no government likes to be defeated and,
although there are some back-bench members who don't worry too much
which side of the Parliament they sit on because they'd never be ministers, and
they take it sort of easily. The Liberal Party had, you know, quite a few of
those, in particular, in the Upper House; and probably the Labor Party did too.
As I look back on that, they just change sides whatever. But, for ministers, yes.
I regretted [for example] the fact that I was not going to see North West Shelf
gas arrive here in Perth, and be part of that. As it was, the joint venturers
invited me to the official functions associated with that, and the opening of the
project up there. It was the same for Sir Charles, though he had retired,
voluntarily, that Mr Burke opened the North West Shelf domestic gas facility
when construction was finished, and not Sir Charles, to whom due honour was
given on the occasion. But that's what politics is about and governments, you
know, as they change. However, you do see things going on, or things being
undone that you had put together, and there is an element of disappointment
about that. But I think after a while, and certainly in my case, I came to realise,
look, there are other fish to fry and a life still to live, and therefore you get on
with it and do it. By 1984 I'd decided that. I'd gone overseas in 1983 for some
weeks, and so in 1984 I decided I would go again, but this time not just to go
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CF
You said that you were, this group of you, were very concerned
about what was going on in the Parliament at the time.
JONES

Yep, and in government.

CF
In government. So was that a concern based on a worry that the
reputation of politics as a profession was going down the tubes, or was it a
desire to get back into government. Was it a desire to get. ..
JONES
I don't think it was the former. I don't want to ascribe to myself
such lofty ideals as that, but certainly, you'd see it as an attack on the
government that ought to be waged, and I was very happy to be part of doing
that, you know, mainly because I thought it was wrong what was happening.
[... ]. You know, the image of the state was already starting to be questioned.
Now, after I'd left there, it sank in a terrible way, you know, and others were far
more involved then because I wasn't there, in really getting, you know, trying to
really fight for the standing of the State in a big way. But, that was yet to come,
and I was not part of that.

CF

Did you not become part of that?

JONES
Not really. I mean I was out of Parliament by those later years
when there were activities associated with Mr Burke and Mr Connell, that were
alleged; although some of those had occurred and I was certainly attacking the
role of Mr Connell and Mr Burke in the Argyle Diamond and Northern Mining. I
mean that was just blatantly corrupt; I'm talking about administratively corrupt,
in that sense. But later when these companies were starting to get into
difficulties and the government used funds to save its mates in a way that
certainly there were public servants in this state who still, to my knowledge,
remember, and with some considerable degree of venom, the use of their
super funds. Government Employees Superannuation Funds were used to
help bail out one or two people by buying their, properties and buildings they
owned and bringing them into government and giving money and using SGIO
funds and the way they were used. No I was not involved in any of that.

END OF TAPE ELEVEN SIDE B
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Did he,

JONES
I'm not aware that he lent on the Museum. I certainly lent on the
Museum. Under the law that prevailed, the Aboriginal Heritage Act, the
Museum, the trustees, changed its mind. We couldn't accept a Museum
changing its mind because it had given the approvals, but then because it got a
little embarrassed and started questioning, some of its own officers then took
up the political line. I found that very hard to accept. In fact, I wouldn't accept
that. They gave professional opinions and they, too, took up what were open
and blatant positions. So, certainly, I used the ministerial prerogative of
indicating to the trustees of the Museum that they needed to hold fast to the
advice they had given the Government, and we required that to be adhered to.
Once the Government was seen by the trustees as accepting the responsibility,
fine - they were happy to go along with it. They found themselves in that
position because of pressure from their own staff, and so on: "Can someone
get us out of it? What's the position?" I helped them out of that.

CF
By leaning on them, there wasn't any suggestion that you would
cut funding or really pressure them?
JONES
In no way whatsoever. That never occurred - to my knowledge.
Someone else might have suggested that. I can't imagine them doing so.
Certainly, the Premier wouldn't have done that. That wasn't part of the Act at
all.

CF
Was there a big difference between the state policy on Aboriginal
land rights and the federal Government's?
JONES

Yes.

CF
Did that cause problems? Clearly it did, because [Senator] Fred
Chaney's view was very different.
JONES
He was working totally from a position of wanting the State to
adhere to the federal policy, which there was no way we were going to do. We
were not going to do that and create a situation such as that that exists in the
Northern Territory now, and was given to the Northern Territory, which was
quite blatantly wrong. In terms of what it has done in the Northern Territory and
how it has operated and has had to be adjusted, the power given to Aboriginal
communities and the power given to the land councils in the Northern Territory
- it is [about] who runs the country. I'm engaged in an activity associated with
the Northern Territory now, with activities associated with defence, which is
one of the biggest sources of funding and economic support in the Northern
Territory. How you have to handle this question of native title and aspects of
land rights is quite unreasonable in terms of the lengths one has to go to to
achieve an end result to a specific situation.

CF
Can you tell me about them because it is relevant here because
there's a big shift?
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you and so on: "Here is the charge per day." You may have seen some of the
papers that had that kind of thing. I don't agree with that, but the involvement
and consultation is another matter. If Noonkanbah had not firmly ensured that
that practice was going to take place, we would have been really seeing today
nothing happening up there at all. We certainly couldn't have gone ahead with
the Argyle Diamonds project, and what's happening up there today.

I will talk about the Argyle Diamonds project in a minute. There is
CF
one thing I wanted to ask you about. When I looked at one of the files, Minister
Grayden was involved in the discussion. There was you, Bill Hassell and
Grayden.
JONES

Yes.

CF

Why was he involved?

JONES
He was Minister for the Cultural Affairs. He was my successor in
that area. As Minister for Cultural Affairs, he was minister for the WA Museum,
which, in turn, had responsibility in relation to the Aboriginal Cultural Material
Committee. So, he had a clear ministerial responsibility for one aspect of the
situation there.

CF
was that?

Yet you said to me off tape that he did most of the speaking; why

JONES
Let me introduce it by simply saying that even without his
ministerial responsibility on that certain aspect of it, Bill Grayden was older than
Bill Hassell and myself, the other two ministers involved, and he had had firsthand association with Aboriginal people and been interested in their culture and
welfare, and spent a lot of time in the Western Australian outback. He knew of
the importance of the heritage aspects in a far more practical way than either
Bill or I certainly had within our own experience. That didn't match what Bill
Grayden had done and the knowledge he had.

CF
What was he like as a minister? I need to talk about the other
ministers later but seeing that we are on him, how did you see him as a
minister?
JONES
Bill was a very good minister. He was one of those who always
read his papers. His contributions in Cabinet, as I recall, were ones you could
learn from. Bill was a very good speaker. You could always rely on Bill for a
fiery intervention and so on at times. In other words, he was a very good
politician in that sense, but he was well read, very well versed in history,
certainly Australian history - very much so. He was very much a community
man, too. He had been in Parliament, both the federal and state Parliaments,
for a very long time. He had a volatile political career, too, in terms of the
forerunner to the Liberal Party, then as an Independent and then back to the
Liberal Party and things of that nature. He won unwinnable elections. He was
a tremendous campaigner. I mean, he spent 3D-plus years in Parliaments
altogether. When he became a minister - he was there before I came along - in
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Anyhow, that was the

CF

Wasn't it Churchill who said that your enemies are behind you?

JONES

There were some of those.

CF

[Chuckles]

JONES
I think we all had some of those. That's true in a sense. He also
made a speech to that at the time of his retirement that you never encounter
any dangers by facing up to the Opposition; it's those who sit behind you on the
benches who are sharpening their knives. I mentioned earlier that there would
be those who would be opposed to me from the coalition ranks, who would
have seen the situation and thought, "I've been in Parliament longer; why the
hell aren't I a minister?" That applied to several others around. We've seen
the situation where capable people, who may well in other circumstances been
automatic selections for a portfolio or ministry somewhere, never get it or wait
extra periods, because of personal likes or dislikes or because they perhaps
wouldn't fit into a team. That was one of the problems with Ray O'Connor: he
immediately had recruited to his cause of becoming Premier, those of whom
Sir Charles wouldn't make ministers. You had several of those who thought
they were automatic choices to be in the ministry and couldn't understand why
they were left out, particularly when people like me got into [Cabinet,] who had
been in Parliament for only a short time. When they were finally given the
chance, they were the [... ] failures. We could name some of those without any
trouble.
CF

Who would you say?

JONES
I think a person like Bob Pike was [not] a good minister. He
caused a [... ] deal of problems. He was a very good parliamentarian and a
good party man doing backroom work in the party. When he was sitting up
front, Bob was quite a pompous sort of fellow and immediately printed
stationery with his photo on it, letterheads and that sort of stuff, and that doesn't
go down [well] among those in the community who receive that sort of stuff. [In
my view] he was not a good people person in terms of getting on with the public
sector and others who were members... in his one year as a minister, he
alienated people like the Arts Council for which he was responsible as Minister
for Cultural Affairs. Most of those were good government supporters, although
they were not political appointees in the normal sense, they would have been
very decent citizens but he managed to alienate them. You don't get blatantly
political with a group of people that is handling difficult issues in relation to the
arts. I know that has changed somewhat since, as it has become openly
political. Quite frankly, it's gone from somewhat difficult to terrible. [Telephone
rings - short suspension of interview.]
JONES
There's nothing critical about this as far as I am concerned. It
means that some are not cut out for different things. For example, Jim Clarko
desperately wanted to be a minister. He wanted to be Minister for Education.
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CF
You said that Grayden had an understanding of Aboriginal
culture. Did anybody in the party not support the stand in Noonkanbah?
JONES

Not to my knowledge.

CF

Who ever approached ...

JONES
The reverse. You may have seen in the background material that
I went to the joint party room, and the Premier had indicated that I would be
giving a briefing to the joint party room at the forthcoming meeting on the whole
of Noonkanbah, and the opportunity would be given for private briefings and
meetings and so on, which we did. Everybody had every opportunity. One of
the important things was that we had several members of the Parliament from
the north west and from up there at that time. Notably, Bill Withers, some of
whose correspondence may have appeared among the papers. Also, prior to
his leaving Parliament, Alan Ridge, who was the member for Kimberley. It was
in the early days of Noonkanbah, so it was quite important. The support and
advice to the backbenchers, and to the Opposition, was there in any way they
wanted it, particularly with the government members.

CF
Was the party's response to Fred Chaney a sort of punishment
for his behaviour at Noonkanbah?
JONES

I'm not certain what the party did at that time with Fred Chaney.

CF

Not at that time, but later on.

JONES
Well, I don't know that it ever did anything to Fred. I was not
necessarily part of the Liberal Party then. The fact that I became President of
the Liberal Party, was a few years down the track. After all, it always reendorsed him and provided him with everything he wanted as far as security,
as it did with all the others with whom there was great opposition. Mr Viner was
elected president in his retirement after he left. He succeeded me as President
of the Liberal Party. He had only one year, but he was there. There was great
opposition of course to Fred in particular. But also at times to Peter Durack,
and, in the end, he was not reindorsed because he was getting on a bit, or for·
whatever reason. [That] was during my time as President.

CF

Was that memory of Noonkanbah or memories of -

JONES
No, I don't think that Noonkanbah had anything to do with it then.
Fred just resigned. Nothing interfered with his career from the point of view of
the WA party. There were disagreements - very much so. One of the major
disagreements with Fred in his later years that I think probably would have
tarnished the minds of people to some degree, and probably, quietly and
indirectly, led to the end of his career - that was, his abandoning of John
Howard and supporting Andrew Peacock and being a party to this upheaval
that happened overnight. I was President of the party here, and there was
great opposition to that at the time internally.

TAPE 1WELVE SIDE B

JONES

161

- it was mainly their senior officers who came to see me. We had no
Agreement Act at that stage because it had not reached the point of sitting
down to negotiate a full project. Indeed, there was no commitment to a
complete project at that stage. Anyhow, they came along and said we would
have to move rather quickly because of the possibility of overpegging. There
was some moonlighting going on up there, by one company in particular. The
company they mentioned [that] they were most concerned about its activities
was a company called Afro West. The advice that they were putting to me was
as follows: was the Government prepared to act with some expedition in
finalising an agreement, and getting it through the Parliament because, if so,
they would commit to a project? My response was, "Yes, we would do that. If
it was [within] the law, we would go down that path. The commitment is yours,
and it is your risk. If you want an agreement Act about that, we'll do something
about it." Consequently, I discussed it with the Premier because of the
legislation that was required, and so on.
I then had quite a discussion with Sir Russell Madigan, who was the Deputy
Chief Executive and Deputy Chairman of CRA, and a long-time mining
engineer. He had been a miner all of his life following the Second World War
with the predecessors to CRA, companies from Broken Hill such as
Consolidated Zinc and so on. He knew a lot about it. On his way through, he
had been the head of Hamersley and heavily involved in the development of
the iron ore industry. He knew Western Australia well, and he knew the
Premier very well from the 1960 days and he had been involved with the
development of the whole Hamersley operation. So, Russell had a talk with me
about the difficulties and what it would mean, and what commitments they were
prepared to make. The two of us went off and had a talk with [Sir] Charles.
The reason for that was this: if we were to have an Agreement Act, it was
necessary to finalise arrangement with the Aboriginal community, which was
the Warmun community from Turkey Creek. We also had to do things like
finalise the environmental approvals. There was water, power, roads - all such
things get mentioned. It necessitated the leader of the Government giving
some approval to this. I quickly briefed him, with Russell, on the background to
the situation, and Russell confirmed to him that they were prepared to commit
to a project.
The reason I'm labouring this a bit, is that we then put together an Agreement
Act in six weeks, a thing that had never been done before and couldn't be done
today because of all the rules and regulations, yet we had all the [necessary]
approvals. We set up a mechanism under a senior public servant in the
Department of Resources Development, Stuart Honen, who was the deputy
head there, and [he] chaired a little working party. Cabinet said it was giving
me the authority to organise all this, and said how we would do it to have one
man chairing a group, which became the genuine one-stop shop to deal with
power, water and everything else, but not Aborigines because that was slightly
off to one side. It required some sensitive discussions, and it's also something
you could not keep confidential in a hurry. We set it up separately by making
special arrangements. I will come back to that. All these other things worked.
A key part was a little working party from the Treasury and the company, and
the resources development people, dealing with royalties. I'll come back to
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JONES
I referred them all to Sir Charles. There were, but only from a
couple who had some interest in this. The arrangements were that if anybody
queries you about it. .. he told Cabinet that if anybody had any concerns about
it to come and see me personally. He told me after two had spoken to him, and
he asked me to keep them more fully informed. One was the then Minister for
the Environment and I forget who the other was. He said there was a bit of a
hurried thing about the use of water or something, and my officers have said to
me that they're clearly not happy about this, but it was fixed - no problem.
[... ]By this time, we knew who the Afro West people were. They were sitting up
in the gallery in Parliament. They would have known to be there on Tuesday,
when the agreement came in, only if somebody had told them it was going to
come in. As far as we were concerned, that established the point. Anyhow,
that's the background to the project getting its security and authority to go
forward. The two difficulties that I left to refer to now: one was associated with
the diamonds, the CSO and the selling, and the other was the Aboriginal
community.
On the question of diamonds, diamonds were very emotive.
Secondly,
diamonds meant South Africa. Mr Fraser was the Prime Minister and he hated
everything about South Africa - and with some justification; I'm not criticising
that. He was not just a critic, he was paranoid. We, therefore, had to have a
situation where we could explain why and defend the marketing of diamonds in
relation to South Africa, or a South African company, and so on. That was
done and it was done particularly well by Russ Madigan on a personal basis
with people like Mr Keating who was then shadow Minister for Minerals and
Energy in the Labor Opposition of the day. He raised no problem whatsoever
when it was explained. It didn't become an issue. One of the reasons for that
was that the case was very good. The Labor Opposition in Western Australia
accepted it totally as an automatic thing. When I went to see and brief the
shadow minister, Malcolm Bryce, with whom I got on pretty well, he
understood. I gave him all the papers relative to why the success of the project
was really based upon an orderly international marketing arrangement that
needed to continue for some years [after] it was established. It no longer
exists, I might add. It's been removed, and those who own the mine are
dealing separately and in various other ways. For some years, while Argyle
found its place and niche in the world market based on the quality of the
diamonds. Bear in mind that the great bulk of Argyle's production is industrialgrade diamonds, not gem quality. It had to find its niche in the market based
not only on quality but also on volume. It was the biggest single producing
mine in the world. That was no problem. There was another issue in that we
were introducing the strip search up there. It was thought that that would be a
difficult thing to do. We decided to amend the Police Act to allow for that.
CF

Strip search of employees?

JONES
Yeah, and anybody who was thought to be suspect. You are
right, [we are] predominantly talking about employees, not if visitors nicked
something while they were there, or whatever. We amended the Police Act to
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representatives of the community to Perth to meet with me. They gave me a
copy of the agreement they had signed with eRA, with Mick and his people,
and [the elders] made it quite clear they wanted to know whether the
Government would agree with [what the community had agreed with eRA.]
END OF TAPE TWELVE SIDE B
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CF
Was there a concern amongst the community members that the
Kimberley Land Council didn't have their interests at heart?
JONES
Yes, and as John Toby pointed out, but not only John but also his
niece who was [... ] very articulate, and one of those who came down, they
wanted money for themselves that was going to give them power over the
Warmun Community as such, which in those early days they didn't want and
didn't want anything to do with. And that was their decision; was not whether I
thought it was good or better, it was their decision, and we went along with
what had, the agreement that had been made. Subsequent of course to all
that, the project went ahead, prospered and it's enjoyed a very significant place
in the international diamond market from there. They did very well Argyle
Diamond's people, in developing a niche market for their particular type of
diamonds, the gemstones, the champagne and the cognac diamonds, the pink
ones. It now has passed to a stage where they now market all of their own
through agents; they have an office in Antwerp and elsewhere. It's now [that]
other parties who were involved in [the project who] are out of it and it's totally
owned by Rio Tinto. The only unsavoury aspect, if you like, was a couple of
years after it started. There was a requirement they had to have a town, or had
to have on site people there permanently. They wished to have a fly in, fly out
[arrangement] which meant there was no benefit for Kununurra or any
development in that sense. They were allowed, they were released of that
obligation by Mr Burke for the sum of $50 million dollars, which I mentioned
earlier. And that was a very seedy aspect of resource development and
management in this State.

CF
You supported, I mean the agreement was initially that they would
not fly in and fly out. What benefits do you see to, you know, outback Western
Australia, of that of opposing the fly in, fly out, and what are the difficulties with
fly in and fly out for Western Australia - the outback?
JONES
It was simply the principle of taking services and people to remote
locations; nothing more, nothing less. Where the iron ore towns were
concerned, there was [originally] no town, there was nothing; you know at Tom
Price, Paraburdoo, Mt Newman - or Newman - there was nothing, so you took
in their people, people who provided services, you built up communities. Now
sure, they were company towns to start with; they're now all open towns and so
on, but in Kununurra we already had an open town. Sure it wasn't adjacent to,
it was a little bit away from Argyle, but it was still a base which could provide
some of the services and it was a place where people could live and whatever.
[... ] You developed a social and community environment. All of that - which
was wanted by the local community up there, by the local council, they were
willing to provide all sorts of things and so on, in way of services; I mean it
offered promise for Kununurra. Now that didn't mean that some people
mightn't be flying in and flying out, but it meant the base load of, for example,
senior management and things of that nature, instead of which they were able
to buy their way out of that obligation which really didn't help the north. The fly
in, fly out thing clearly does have its place for smaller projects or whatever it
might happen to be - out in the eastern goldfields - but it's now become the
norm rather than the exception, and we've missed out because of that being
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came along. I was telling his father what I was doing, and he said, "Weill think
Richard might be interested in going with you, if you didn't mind him coming
with you." I said I didn't mind. "So anyhow I'll ask him", and he did. But, we
then expanded the trip. He'd never been to Japan [... ]. We went to Japan...
We actually went to Japan, Europe, the UK, the United States and South
America.
CF
And had Sir Charles ever discussed with you his fatherly
ambitions, I suppose, for Richard?
JONES
Never, never at all. He was too experienced and thoughtful for
that, because he knew his son would have... If it was hard for anybody, it was
even going to be harder for him. But also Richard had to put in a lot of hard
yards when he was in opposition; and it looked as though the way they, the
Opposition, was behaving, it would take a while. And there were other
aspirants there, and he wasn't [then] one of those in any way whatsoever, and I
don't remember. I was only in Parliament for three years with Richard's first
three. He was there a long time in the end, but the first three, he wasn't doing
anything except hard work, digging in in his electorate, and also, just trying to
find out how the place ran, picking up background, because he hadn't been
involved in any of those things prior to going into Parliament. He was running
his boat business and various other things.
CF
a leader?

We've talked about Ray O'Connor. What was Bill Hassell like, as

JONES

As a leader.

CF

Yes, and a minister.

JONES
Bill came in in 1977. First of all he's a very capable person, I
mean in every sense. I think he'd had a long experience within the lay
organisation of the Liberal Party. He'd been critical of a great succession of
ministers and MPs and so on, like most of them were. You know, the outside
looking in - why haven't you done this, or done that, or done something else.
So he certainly brought a questioning approach, as I recall, to the party room,
questioning ministers. I became Minister for Education in the year that he
came in, at the reshuffle following the election. Bill certainly had, you know,
questioned me about, why did this go on in the Education Department, and
that, and so on, and I was taking the attitude, "Well I don't know Bill, haven't
found out myself yet", or still working my way through all that. But it was very
clear, here was a very capable person, very hardworking and who was certainly
going to make some significant contribution down the years, because he looked
very safe. It was a safe seat, in that sense, and so he was clearly going to
have a nice career. He became a minister after three years, and he was very
good in the community welfare and police area, which were tough things to get
into, and in which he did pretty well in those things. I mean, there was no, as I
recall at the time, and I don't think I'm wrong in this, there was no sort of debris
left afterwards that somebody else had to clean up, like there always seems to
be with some ministers, and certainly these days. But, no not with Bill, he was
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JONES
All of which was [proved correct] and the criticism and the amount
that Bond had given, which Barry MacKinnon disowned when Hassell said it,
but which was found to be quite true, and all of that kind of stuff Bill at times - I
mustn't say needed to quietly temper, but there are times when you...

CF

Need to be more discreet, do you mean?

JONES
I was going to say discretion at times in the public domain. One
of the bits of advice that Sir Charles gave me when I first became a minister
was, "There's no big deal in all this being a minister." He said one of the key
things - it's just like a batsman playing cricket. They're going to bowl all sorts of
balls at you; fast ones, slow ones, ones here, ones there, whatever it is like
that. The art is knowing which ball you hit and which you just quietly let go
through to the keeper. [... ] Which one you just let go, because people will forget
about it while you're playing the next one. But the big victory is [... ] to pick the
ball which you just hit right out of the ball park. And if you think about, it's dead
right. Bill had a little trouble doing that, because he'd light on to everything.
And that's one of the points I want to make some time about where politics and
being in Parliament, you get obscured from what's important and what's not
important. So I think his relationship with a lot of his own members got a bit
hard. He was the sort of fellow you could respect rather than like. That's
changed, and Bill, he's softer and...

CF
Well, he's also more involved with community issues; he probably
was before then.
JONES
Oh yes, but I mean even... in other words I don't think that office
at a high level was something that he quite knew how to handle in those earlier
days. Now, if he did it today, he'd be twice the man, but we don't all have that
luxury of, either getting your time over a second time, or of doing an
apprenticeship which turns you out in the way that you'd like to be in that
regard. Bill, I'm sure, was influenced that he felt he was destined to be
Premier, or something like that. And he might've been right in other
circumstances, may well have been right. But it wasn't to be - on both the
circumstances or his own inclination in those days. He just, at times, you could
be trying to talk to Bill and say, "Look Bill, I know you're right but we shouldn't
necessarily do it that way." And he would give you a response, the same
response he'd do if he was addressing a public meeting, that sort of thing. But
that's what Queen Victoria said about Gladstone. She said any time he spoke
to her, she felt he was addressing a public meeting. But Bill was a bit like that
in those days. However, he went on, but then the powers that be within the
parliamentary party - I was long gone - felt that, and some of whom had helped
get Bill there, felt that Bill couldn't win an election against the way Burke was
carrying on. I think that was a bad mistake that they did, because ...

CF

Choosing MacKinnon, do you mean?

JONES
Yes. Barry is a delightful person, very nice and he's a capable
person and a real hail-fellow-well-met, all that sort of stuff; he's not really tough
enough. You see, that came out later in years after he was... when he became
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involvement and experience, or what his capacity to be doing things would be.
He'd be gone.
END OF TAPE THIRTEEN SIDE A
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them - but if you went and said, "Look, we should get so-and-so. Here is the
person who should be a minister in a future Liberal-led Government, we should
get him into Parliament, they'd just tell you to stuff off, because they know they
can't do it, or can't readily do it. But I think that's not a good thing; they need to
be able to find seats for future leaders.
CF
Do you think that's what's happening with Malcolm Turnbull. Was
he sort of deciding that he'll be a good leader and pushing his way in, in a ...
JONES
Well I think he's, from what I read and what I understand, he
certainly has the view that he thinks he should be there, and you could nearly
bet on the fact that that's nearly enough to make certain that he won't. He
might get in, but he won't be achieving the heights that he thinks he will, unless
he puts in a long apprenticeship, and so on, and earns the respect of the
backbenchers. You're dependent on other people electing you to office; not
ministers in the Liberal Party, [...] they are selected, but certainly to become a
leader or a deputy leader, or the leader in the Senate. So you've really got to
go along rather humbly to secure a position, and put some work in to do things.
[... ] I came from a rather different way, the way that I think should be used
more often, and that is I was asked would I go into Parliament, as I've
mentioned earlier in this, and then the path was cleared for me to do so. From
then on, I was on my own within Parliament. But that turned out to be
successful from my point of view, although [in] becoming a minister so early,
there was certainly opposition from within the Liberal Party to that - and I've
addressed that earlier on.

But my main concern is we are not attracting to Parliament, and the Liberal
machine and the Labor Party machine, if it comes to that, are also not looking
at attracting people who can give the leadership and have the community
respect that the electors of the nation deserve. Last night I was disappointed to
see that the Labor union machine in this State is looking to perhaps remove
Senator Peter Cook. Now, I think Peter Cook is a pretty good parliamentarian.
He has considerable experience. He's been there for, I think, 18 or 20 years.
He has a little more time to give yet, in my view, but more particularly, he's got
considerable experience. He was a good minister. Now, this business of
making way for unidentified people simply because they are in a particular
faction within the Labor Party, or it's our turn to have this seat, is hardly treating
the electors of the nation with any sort of deference or respect; it's rather, in
fact, ignoring what they want and putting in something that satisfies the whims
and ambitions of people within the Labor Party factions and the machine.
But I must say [that] the Liberal Party too, has a similar history in some of these
things, not so much in the removal of people, but certainly in the failing to put
people in. I think Colin Barnett has made reference to it this time and wanted
certain people to stand down. I don't know how successful he's been with that,
but the principle is right, provided you've got the good people that you are
bringing in, who will be seen by the community as good, or better than what
there's been in the past and in whom they might generate a degree of
confidence which will help win elections. But until they do that, it'll be the same
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Yes, president of the Liberal Party.

JONES
Right. Well in 1988 I was then asked would I become chairman
of the finance committee and help raise the funding for the 89 election, which I
did, within another group, but I was chairman of the finance committee. Also, in
that year, I was asked would I stand for vice-president, which I did, but did
nothing about it, just sort of threw it. I found then where the party was heavily
riven in, you know, the small I Liberals and the Crichton-Browne group, take no
prisoners attitude on that other side, which was somewhat not quite in control the other side was, you know Fred Chaney and various other people, and they
had brought in an outsider to be president, Mr Simpson. Anyhow, I noticed
both sides on their little ticket put me number four or five or something on the
ticket, but look I didn't care terribly much, but I did put my name in there to test
the water. But I was chairman of the finance committee anyhow, and that got
me into the councils.[... ] However, in 1989 a group came to me and spoke to
me, was I interested in becoming president, and these seemed to be just a
group, not people. Why? Well, it's clear Mr Simpson's not getting on and we're
going down. Perhaps we could persuade him to stand down, if you would take
it over. But otherwise it will be a bloodshed bath sort of knock out thing at the
next conference, and so on. I said, "Oh, look, I don't know, come and see me
later on. I'll think about it a bit more because I don't think that's necessarily
what you want, to have me there." However, they came back, I don't know, a
month or so later, and said, "Look we've had a talk with Keith Simpson. He's
willing to stand down if you will accept the presidency." Now that's a bit of an
unheard sort of thing, because you're going in between the normal annual
conference which elects the president, then asking just the State Council to
elect a president, who will then stand at the next election, and you'd want to be
sure you had some [support]. So I said, "All right. I'll talk to Keith first then I'll
test the water." I spoke to Keith, we had lunch together, and he said, "Look, I'm
sick of this" and made it clear "I just want to get out of this."

CF

What was he sick of?

JONES
Well he was being white-anted all the time by people chipping
away at him from the Crichton-Browne side, who saw him as an [obstacle).
They'd been running the party for years, and they [were] used to having their
own way; well they weren't getting it any more so they saw this as being a
stupid way of doing it. In fact, Keith Simpson too, was perhaps unsuited to this.
He'd come straight from outside, not been involved in it in any way, in the lay
organisation - as I hadn't been if it came to that - but at least they knew who I
was and where I was coming from. So anyhow, he certainly wanted to go. I
then saw both these groups of people who made up the party and said, "I've no
interest in becoming president of the Liberal Party. However, someone's got to
get this back on the track a little bit and I'm prepared to put some time in to do
that, but I'm not going to do it if you fellows are going to play silly buggers."
"No, no", they said, "We'll be right, marvellous." "Okay", I said, I'll go and tell
everybody that's what you said, and I did that around the party, and they all
said yes. So sure enough, on the 151 April 1989 - a terrible day - the Liberal
State Council met. Simpson resigned and proposed that I become the
president, and I was elected unopposed. And, we got around to the state
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[administrative] corruption in terms of the - public corruption - in terms of the
way they took the $50 million which CRA had given them not to have to [... ]
build a town up there and they could have the fly in, fly out [option]. They then
spent that in getting control of Northern Mining and getting into the project
themselves. And Connell was working both sides of the table at that. ... Laurie
Connell was acting as agent for the Government and for Northern Mining and
he was, you know, it was just an absolutely disgraceful thing. The Liberal Party
members in the upper House accepted that. Now, the situation is that the
quality of certain of the [then] members - certain, not all of them - of the
members in the upper House was such that they enjoyed their greatest period
of prominence in opposition, and they like committees and they like trips
around the world, so they have select committees, and they have all these
government committees that can do these various things. Now, most of those
are no longer there, but you had two or three, in particular, at that time.
CF

Who were they, in your opinion?

JONES
Oh people like [...] but in my view, it is quite clear that people
such as Sandy Lewis and John Williams would never be ministers; therefore
they were able to wield considerable influence in Opposition in the upper
House, regardless of what happened down below.

CF
Review?

Do you support that the upper House, though, is a House of

JONES

Well that's a nice little saying, the House of Review, but. ..

CF

Because that's what it's claimed to be.

JONES
Yes, There are those who would say now because it's got things
like this legislative review committee, and a couple of other things, they're a
better House of Review than they were before. The answer to that is probably
yes, that would be so. If it acted properly the answer's yes. But, back in those
days, you had a position, in my view, where it didn't act as a House of Review.
Now, I think it is fair to say that it's better now... When you've got people like
Derrick Tomlinson, and I think Pike had he stayed... had he not been defeated
and left Parliament, although he came back in just before he died, he too would
have been better in Opposition, because he wouldn't have let them get away
with too much at all. But I don't think back then it worked very well at all. [... ]
Burke was very clever at - I mustn't say buying them off, but influencing a
situation...

CF

Taking advantage of...

JONES
Of what people's likes and dislikes and the fact that Sandy Lewis,
for example, was a fellow who liked to go around the world pretty regularly, and
so on, so the Government appointed him - the Labor Government - appointed
him to go and look at forest management in Canada, or somewhere, and things
of that type, on conservation issues and so on. Now it sounded good, sounded
perfectly justifiable, he may well have written a very good report, but it was a
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This is Criena Fitzgerald interviewing Peter Jones for the Parliamentary History
project Tape Fourteen, on the 27th of October 2003.
CF
Peter, today we are going to talk about, a little bit about, life after
politics, in particular your presidency of the state Liberal Party and then, if we
get to it, look at your work with the federal party. Can you tell me how you
came to be elected or how you came to be president of the Liberal Party?
JONES

Here in Western Australia?

CF

Yes.

JONES
There was a situation where prior to my time, but after the 1986
election, there was concern that the party had become moribund and it had
lost, (that's the lay organisation) [...] lost the support of the business
community. It was now in opposition. They were seeing a situation where the
Burke Government was taking the State into areas and following paths that had
not been pursued before [and] weren't in the interests of business as a whole.
Government was interfering in business through new institutions that had been
established, I might add with the support of the Liberal Party in the Legislative
Council. Anyhow, it was felt that the then president of the party was not helping
and I think that was perhaps a little unkind. But it was Barry Payne who is a
very decent person, but he was having difficulty controlling the various
elements, so it was decided by some people in the community and supporters
that they needed to bring in an outside president, which they did. Mr Keith
Simpson, who [had] retired as president of what was then the Confederation of
West Australian Industry. He was a retired builder, very much respected within
the business community. I think it is fair to say he was perhaps not a success
as the party president, not being close enough to it, and again, by early 1989
and following the '89 election, which had been lost by Barry MacKinnon and the
Liberal parliamentary party at that election, that they needed to get back to
someone a bit closer to how politics works and how the party and the system
works but who wasn't tied to any of the machine organisations, as it were, the
different factional groups. Consequently I was asked would I be willing to
accept the presidency if Keith Simpson retired. He asked me and said he was
willing to stand down in favour of me. I consulted the various groups that made
up the party and some others involved, and I was in a position where I could
give the time. So I accepted it on the basis that I would only do so for a short
period in order to try to get some order back in, upon which someone could
build for the next election. [... J I think that was the first four-year term of
Parliament, so '89 to 1993. Now what happened was that in fact occurred, and
I remained president for two full terms and the last portion of Mr Simpson's
tenure of office.

CF
Were the Chaney-Crichton-Brown factions ... how difficult was it
to ... what problems did they cause the party in raising funds for the party?
JONES
They were still very much in evidence and seeking to get their
supporters into key positions, which in turn meant if they were in key positions
within the divisions they automatically get onto the state executive and
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In particular?

JONES
Things like certain aspects of welfare, of Aboriginal affairs, and
some of those issues that in fact would lead to greater federal involvement, the
nanny state, if you like, if it reaches its extreme situation. I was very much
opposed to that. That probably could be summarised, with the benefit of
hindsight now and seeing what has happened since 1996 when John Howard
became Prime Minister, it sort of put me more towards what he was looking to
have a Liberal-led Government do, than what, say, John Hewson had in the
earlier days and also people like Andrew Peacock, who were more government
intervention oriented. Of course you could counter that by saying that the John
Howard-led Government is a greater centralist than the Liberal-led
Governments we have had in the past, and that is true too. But I am referring
more to the policies that the Government has to run and control and do
everything, which I don't agree with. Certainly the present Government has
achieved more centralising of power by virtue of what has come through. Even
things like the Council of Australian Governments, you know.
The States have given the Commonwealth a greater role to play because of its
control of money. Now, I don't think that was what was originally intended, but
it's been taken up by bureaucrats and by others and given the control, such as
the matter of funding coming to the States in exchange for the State's relaxing
control on certain things that it controls, for example licensing hours and things
of that nature at the present time, or the State's been penalised by not being
more free, allowing greater trade. This has all come out of this Council of
Australian Governments' resolution regarding relaxation of trade barriers
internally, never mind the external ones, but the internal ones within the
country, and promotion of competition.
Well, you know, that's got big
arguments associated with it so far as I'm concerned and indeed the growth of
freer competition within Western Australia has in fact led to a position where in
the provision of certain services, costs have gone up and the competition has
come down because the simple geographic size of the State.
The
demographic spread of population means that the remote regional and rural
areas of the State are declining, if anything, a little faster now as government
services are withdrawn and replaced by contractors who don't live there, who
go from Perth. So look, there are tos-and-fros in that, but in regard to what I'm
concerned about or where policies might have been, it would certainly be more
on the conservative side as I saw them unfolding during the 90s than the big
government intervention side.
CF
And yet you've said to me off tape that you'd written to Philip
Ruddock about children in detention and that you don't support that.
JONES
I question, if very strongly and publicly. [... J [I believe] that
Australia should decide who comes and lives in Australia, and become
Australian citizens. But how we do that is really in the detail involved, and I
cannot see, I can't understand why it takes three, four and five years to decide
whether someone can stay in Australia or not, can in fact get the required
documentation to accept that they are accepted as citizens. The principle that
they have to be checked out I agree with, and they have to be detained while

TAPE FOURTEEN SIDE A

JONES

185

we're just going a bit to the extreme. And yet that was determined by
Canberra, which has taken up the right to do so after a treaty was signed, an
international United Nations treaty on biodiversity. I say fine, it gives them the
power now to do all these things. Now, I'm very strongly opposed to that view.
It doesn't give Canberra the power to do that at all. What it does is give
Canberra the power to see that is done, and there is quite a distinct difference.
It does not have to physically have bureaucrats there overriding the state
people who are managing the issue at the local level. The management of
water resources in Western Australia is done within Western Australia. But, as
part of an Australia wide move, it's hooked into what happens elsewhere in the
country and so on. But now a federal government department has blossomed,
so that it will just say what happens here and what you have to comply with.
No minister has given that order, as I understand it. Ministers take no notice of
it. They, the Ministers for the Environment, are certainly now down the pecking
order and it's in the outer ministry. It wasn't at one stage. With Robert Hill it
was in the Cabinet. It's now sunk away to a lesser minister and it gives the
capacity for extreme growth in bureaucracy.
Look, there's another old adage about this: the size of government is not
measured in the number of public servants, it's measured in the amount of
influence and power that is wielded by government at whatever level it might
happen to be. That goes right down to local councils, I mean, without
blossoming with people they're now wanting to have by-laws and rules that
govern every damn thing that you can do. However, the Federal Government
at the present time I think has certainly done a lot where economic
management and other things are concerned. I think it needs to smarten up its
human face a bit if it wishes to really be remembered for what it did within the
community at large.
CF
Peter you said to me off tape when we were discussing this that
the lay... the most sort of problems you had was with the lay members of the
party, the state, when you were state president. What were some of those
frustrations?
JONES
Well, nearly all to do with things like purely administrative ones. I
mean, the factional issues over elections and things came. I mustn't say they
were a five-minute wonder; they were always seething there and people got
upset about them. But the issues of, you know, building up enthusiasm, issues
associated with administration, raising money, doing things like that. [... ] I took
to a conference a motion requiring an increase in membership fees in order to
get more work being done by the organisation, so we could pay some salaries
for people like more research officers and things of that nature, and lost it
because [of] trying to promote an involvement. You see, I think all political
parties have, [... ] there's a change that has come along. People don't believe
the way they used to believe. You know, there are even those who now think
it's a social organisation or some kind of thing that we do, as a social
responsibility type of thing. Look, you either believe in what it stands for or you
don't. Now that's not meant to be derogatory to a lot of people who do a lot of
good work. The biggest workers in the Liberal Party are those who stand out,
and in any party, those who stand out at election day and hand out how-to-vote
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CF
You said he had his own ideas, even if it wasn't the traditional
way. What is that actually?

JONES
Amongst other things, and I think this is one of the most
damaging things, he had a group of his own of advisers, had two or three key
parliamentarians that he looked to...
END OF TAPE FOURTEEN SIDE A
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from his second term in the relationships with the lay organisation that laid the
seeds of his loss.
What you said that people need to know what the party stands for
CF
so that they can support it, they can feel part of it. What does it stand for to
your mind, the Liberal Party? And are you still a member?

JONES
Oh yes.
Look, it basically to me it stands for the private
enterprise form of government, meaning that government doesn't have to be
big and dominating and doing everything; that the private sector is really the
driving force in the community and not government as the driving force in the
community. It does not, or it should not, in my view be supporting things that
lead to government getting bigger and bigger, that it still has responsibility for
certain things in the community which it must always do, or in my view it must
always do. But it doesn't have to extend that farther and wider the way it is
doing, and if we support growth of government, well that's not what the Liberal
Party should be about. I mean you've got Labor parties that are now declining
the growth of government but unfortunately both parties, as they have
philosophically got closer and closer together, what you used to see as a policy
in the Labor Party you now see in the Liberal and vice versa so that there's not
a lot of difference any more, not in the way there used to be. But there are still
a few, in my view, a couple of fundamental things, and that clearly is one of
them. But also there is a lack of experience and wider knowledge among
members of Parliament. For example, there's an argument evidently brewing
in Western Australia, or political argument that someone's trying to promote,
about privatisation, but no-one's telling you what that means. If it means
harnessing the resources and initiatives of the private sector to help run public
services, for example, then I've got no argument with it. If it in fact is saying
that government has to own all of everything and not have anybody else
providing those services, well I oppose that.
The arguments being given now that the Premier is going to take, or someone's
going to take, into Parliament legislation which will prevent Western Power ever
being privatised, and that's been in the media on Saturday and in the Press
again today. Look, that's not how you control things. Western Power is now
controlled by government, it's also owned by government, but there's a
difference between ownership and control. Today is the day of the regulator.
Let me talk about water, which is the one I know more about. In the United
Kingdom there are no publicly owned water systems. All the water and
sewerage systems of the United Kingdom, I'm sorry, for England and Wales
(Scotland has a slightly different system) are owned by private enterprise, but
the Government controls them. They are controlled by what's called the Office
of Water which approves pricing, approves capital investment, it issues a
licence which says you can operate this water service provided you do this,
this, this and this, and that body has the power to take away their licence, in
other words ruin the company.
Now, the companies argue and all that sort of thing with the regulator about
how much money, how much they can pay and so on, but the Government
controls it. Here the Government controls the electricity, it controls water, but
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gangs and all that sort of stuff and get a more efficient system going. We did
that and it became very profitable and it's quite a rich organisation. It's now
being [financially] plundered by government, but at the same time it's also not
doing as much as it should be doing to look after itself. [... ] But that's not
answering your question. By the time I completed my term as chairman and
stood down last December, I was getting more and more disappointed that the
present Government didn't understand water to start with, then because it
became an emotive issue with dry years, decided, "Right, we'll run the water
system." That didn't worry us a great deal. I thought in fact that might be very
good, because at least government would start to understand what it was all
about. That hasn't happened. It's now the subject of political decisions and it's
being severely affected where financial aspects are concerned. I mean the
Government is wanting to take all of the profits that its got, and then not
approved borrowings for capital works and things like that.
The Government has other priorities like railways to Mandurah or whatever it
might happen to be. So again, that isn't going very well. The board, which was
very efficient is slowly eroding because there's a lack of interest on the board.
It can't operate properly as a board when it's being told what the decisions are
or won't be and you know they are influenced entirely by government decision
and government priorities of a political nature rather than the commercial
realities. So, I fear they are building up some problems for the future.
However, that's something they've just got to learn the hard way.
CF

Now I'll get back onto the federal Liberal Party.

JONES

Yes.

CF
presidents.

You were one ... a senior ... you said there were four senior vice

JONES

Two.

CF

Two. You were the ...

JONES
A man and a woman. Yes. And the constitution says there will
be a male and a female vice president. Yes.

CF
Actually, on that note, how do you see ... do you see the role of
women in Parliament as different, or do they add something different to being in
Parliament, female parliamentarians?
JONES
I think we could do with more, but provided you are not getting,
and dare I say it, the token woman, like you have the token ethnic or the token
something else, you know, like the British House of Commons has to have a
club-footed West Indian ethnic born in Wales, in Cardiff, to be reflective of a
general, you know, tenor. I read that. No, they said, "No, no, that sort of
person could win an election simply by virtue of how they've been brought up to
believe that you'll represent every minority and so on." Look, no, I think that the
founders of the Liberal Party putting it in the constitution was their way of
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Downer was an unfortunate person. He is a nice person. I think he is.. I can
never be sure how the hell he ever got to be leader, but he got up there with
[Peter] Costello, who became deputy at that time. I think he somehow or other
got there by virtue of, "Look, he's been around for a long time, at least he
knows how the lay organisation works and there's nobody else. Let's quickly
put him in there as an interim or for whatever to see him there". It's not right to
say he was out of his depth, but he wasn't seen as ever going to be a Prime
Minister. But he battled hard and did things, but he was getting nowhere. Then
we're back with John, again and clearly he's the only one of the four who's ever
become Prime Minister. He suffered for years because of this rivalry with
Peacock, but he just, if you think of his time in opposition, years in opposition,
he just kept clawing away and being there and doing what he had to do, and he
was always there. So when all the others fell by the wayside, not only just the
leaders, but others who were the would-be pretenders [... ] who saw
themselves as the great saviour to lead the Liberal Party back into the
promised land of government. When they all fell by the wayside, {Howard was]
the last one standing, if you think it over. [... ] In early '95, it was actually late
'94, 15 December, the decision was made.
CF
You said ... you gave a really good description when we were
speaking last week. You said he was just there standing in the sunlight.
JONES
Yes, he was. Look, I would like to address one thing - how he
came back to be leader, if you'd like.

CF

No, no.

JONES
I mentioned last time there was this leadership group. There was
to be a federal executive in Sydney, 16th of December 1994, and the night
before the leadership group met and had dinner together. We met in a motel or
hotel, the name of which escapes me, which was in Macleay Street, Potts
Point, Sydney.

CF

You told me it was '92 to '96. Oh no, that was you.

JONES

That's me.

CF

That's you.

JONES
No, it was 90 to 96. Sorry. It was six years. Anyhow, [at our
dinner,] there was only one issue and that was Alexander Downer. Now,
Alexander Downer could not be there that night, even though he was the leader
of the parliamentary party. He had a prior engagement to deliver a speech in
Sydney, which he did, and so he was not at this leadership meeting. But for
the first time in what I understand is the first time of the history of the Liberal
Party, the leadership of the lay organisation decided to get involved in the
leadership of the parliamentary party and make its views known. Bear in mind
the president was Tony Staley and [Peter] Costello was there as the deputy, so
it was made perfectly clear while we had dinner together. .. the discussion was
over dinner.
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This is Criena Fitzgerald interviewing Peter Jones Tape fifteen for the
Parliamentary Oral History program, 2ih October 2003.
CF

Sorry, go on Peter.

JONES
Now, when I said that's exactly the way it was done in the end,
first of all, this was a strictly confidential meeting. Unfortunately, one of the
parliamentary members went and told his state president before going to bed,
so that did let things out a little, because he was concerned about this. I won't
say who it was but it's only, you know you've only got two or three there and it
wasn't Costello because we knew he had to go, he was going to go and see
Downer and talk to him. So this state president came along and said well, we
are upset about this you know, it is all to be left to them to make their own
decisions and so on. But we were determined and unanimous, very clearly,
that the parliamentary party had to make the change. It had to organise it. It
had it do it and do it bloodlessly. And they had to find a way of doing it. And
they had a bit of time to do it over Christmas. And when I suggested that's
exactly what happened, let me explain that. It was explained to Downer who
very, in my view, very positively and I mean, from the point of view of showing
great integrity, he didn't rant and rave and stand up and down at all. He said
look, I'd like to think about this, and see how we can do something about it, or
words to that effect. He didn't say them to me, but this is [I understand], what
we got back early next morning after it had been put to him. He said if this is
what the party wants, I won't be standing in the way. And, indeed, no doubt, he
would be, amongst other things, making certain he was looked after. What
price he wanted for doing this; it was dreamed up, but he did it very positively,
and that turned out to be, as is quite obvious, he said that I would like to be the
foreign minister in any Government in the future or considered to be the foreign
minister, and probably that was done.
Howard himself knew nothing about this until the next day when he was told by
the president. Whether somebody else has told him first or not, because you
see Costello had to agree because there would be no election of office bearers
and he would continue as deputy - which he accepted - and then it quietly was
organised. It happened. Over the Christmas period after Parliament rose,
which it had risen at that time for the Christmas break, and you might recall that
the announcements were made, I think the third week in January, that Downer
was standing down and the parliamentary party would elect its new leader but
there was one candidate only and that was [Howard.] So it was all organised
without any problem, but it was written up in the Financial Review in an article
just after Christmas, in which this was shown.
It was one of the best things the Liberal Party ever did, in terms of managing to
organise it. But it had reached a point where it was necessary that this had to
happen. It didn't create the leader, that still was the parliamentary party, but it's
fair enough to say we did say who it should be, and you fellas fix it, but that's
who you get - and that was done. That to me, was one of the more interesting
things that happened because of the far reaching effect that it had. John went
to work very quickly and he worked very hard for the rest of '95 and the first two
or three months of '96, creating this situation of winning, and winning an
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became convener of the policy preparation work for the election and two or
three things of that nature, that made is more interesting, without the hassles of
membership issues and things associated with that.
CF

Except that members are essential, as you've said a few times.

JONES
But they are the State's problem and they ought to stay the
State's problems. Stay away from it. It allowed you to get on with what was
really important; focus totally on all of that, without the nonsense.

CF
Could you not... Why couldn't you've become president? You
said it was just too difficult from Western Australia, and yet you travelled fairly
widely, clearly.
JONES
Yes. I think it also was more important to have had a person who
had some lines of communication - better than mine and more direct - to the.
icons of the east; the major industrial areas and so on. Now Tony Staley didn't
have that, but he could get it at the drop of a finger. He went to school in
Melbourne and Melbourne University. Although his career had been in
academia and other things, he still had good lines of communication to the
business community as well as the public community and the Canberra
bureaucracy. The Labor Government had him chairman of the Australian
Broadcasting Authority - no, it's not that - anyhow, something to do in that
communications area. That was a good appointment. His predecessor, who
was beaten by Staley, was Ashley Goldsworthy who had been the head of AV.
Jennings and in other business areas, and had now retired to become head of
the School of Business Management at Bond University in Queensland. So he
had a background in the lay organisation. He'd been vice-president himself
when Elliott was president, and other things. He plodded away for a few years
pretty solidly too. Tony was, what I think was required at the right time to win.
He stood down and [the President now] is the former Chief Minister of the
Northern Territory. They had a little more access ... aware of what happens
than I did, but I'd have to say quite frankly, I had too much to do here and I was
sick of travelling at that stage - although I'm back doing it again now.

CF
Do you see that sort of eastern States conglomerate, is that a
problem for Western Australia?
JONES

Yes

CF

Why?

JONES
It's a problem in every single thing regarding public administration
and public affairs that's happening here. It is getting worse - both in the private
sector and the public sector. It's getting worse in the public sector and the
governance of the country simply because demographically we don't carry
enough votes. In economic terms, we punch well above our weight, but over
there, that's not what counts; it's how many seats and votes you can deliver.
It's an irritating thing on election night isn't it, to know the election's over before
they even tell you what's happening in Western Australia; it's a little agro. Now,
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CF
Times have changed since Sir Charles really stuck his neck out
and said this is what I want etc., this is what's going to happen here. So do you
think its possible for Geoff Gallop to do that?
JONES
Yep, he can do anything. First of all, he wants to be re-elected,
what's the better way of doing it than ... than tub thumping locally. But apart
from that, it's in the interests of Western Australians to share the royalties in a
way that does reflect the contribution made and the need. Now, [Malcolm]
Fraser saw that in the end. It comes back to an argument I made earlier about
the role of government, the size of government; it's not the number of public
servants and so on, it's who has the power. Now the power is in the
Commonwealth's hands, in this case - because that's the law - but the least
used law is the law of commonsense, and in this case you ring fence this
project.
It's crazy for the Commonwealth Government to say we are not going to do
that; the law is on our side. Of course the law is on their side, but that's no
defence with the man in the street about this. If the Liberal Party members
from Western Australia were pretty smart about this, they could make it quite a
big issue, behind the door, with Howard about it, but they are not able to do
that, not willing to do that. We made it very clear, this is the way we wanted it,
to [Malcolm] Fraser, and put the argument with all the Liberal members and so
on. The Liberal back-bench members who aren't ministers, they are on the
side of the State, but those who become ministers, oh yeah, yeah, you know,
can't do that - and that's a terrible, terrible thing. I know the issue isn't finished,
and there's some more things happening about that, but that's still yet a thing to
be won. But if you allow this to continue, it's just going to get worse and worse.
So you are seeing - and it won't happen in my life time - but I think you are
seeing an erosion of the state Parliaments to a point where they will, in time,
probably disappear, which will be, instead of trying to make the federal system
work - which strangely enough, Bob Hawke, you might recall, established the
federal constitutional meetings which addressed these things. Keating cut
them out "bang", as soon as he became Prime Minister and the Liberal Party
haven't revived them. But they discussed issues just like this of how we work
together. Given the Commonwealth's got the power, but how do we make it
happen, work together; and the bureaucrats don't want it to happen, they just
want it all over there ...
CF
Recently, John Howard has asked you to run this particular
project. Can you tell me what that is exactly?
JONES
Yes. There's a body which was established in 1988 called the
Defence Housing Authority. This body was established to become responsible
for the accommodation requirements of all the Australian defence forces. It's
grown quite considerably. It now does other things as well. It provides [for] the
relocation of [personnel] It moves, when a member of the military gets posted
from A to B, it does the physical movement of not only that person, the soldier
or the sailor or the airman or whoever it might happen to be, but it also moves
his house, wife, cat, dog and everything; it is responsible for that. It's also now
being asked to do more things in relation to the logistic side of the defence
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JONES
From '80 through to '83 there was a lot happening, economically,
in terms of things like North West Shelf and Argyle Diamonds and the
expansion of the alumina industry, and so on. But, that was an area of direct
responsibility, but I also very much enjoyed the education portfolio, having
come from an education background and there was a lot happening in that; and
a lot of what was happening wasn't necessarily good and I don't know that I did
much to make it better; but at least I was very much involved in all of that and
tried to stop, amongst other things, the expansion of the tertiary or postsecondary education sector, along the way it was going. I think that to me is
one the great mistakes that were made, for purely political reasons, when you
had what were then called colleges of advanced education become sort of
"pretend" universities. I think we now suffer from the fact that the currency, if
you like, has been cheapened of universities as we knew them, as they
traditionally were, by virtue of having these pretend universities that emerged
that I don't think really fill the gap, or can't come up to the standing of some of
the others. You can have post-secondary education on a different, better
focused basis than seems to be the situation now. And what happened then,
based on decisions in the late '70s and the first half of the '80s, has assisted in
leading to the situation now where the universities compete for students from a
monetary point of view more than an education point of view. I think that's
weakened the system very much in terms of academic endeavour, the
development of the kind of graduates that we want in the disciplines that the
country needs.

CF

Would you ever consider becoming a lobbyist?

JONES
No. I mean I suppose I do a bit in a way in pushing the barrows
that I still see as important, and doing so in odd speeches I make or things like
that, but as a professional consultant lobbyist, under no circumstances.

CF

And what are those particular barrows?

JONES
Well education remains one, and I really enjoyed the opportunity
the University of Western Australia has given me, and still does at times, to
sound out and make my views known, and being able to say things that
perhaps UWA can't say. One of those is that we have too many universities in
Australia, as we knew them - universities of the traditional sense. That, in my
view, has demeaned the situation. [... ] That's a barrow. Another is economic
development, the way it ought to be managed in a public government sense.
The private sector doesn't help it's own cause by being stupid at times and not
caring about things as much as it should about [such things as] occupational
health and safety, although that's got much better in the last 10 or 15, 20 years,
[I think] it could still improve to a great degree. And they're the kind the
barrows that I still like to push within the community. Local government is the
thing I like to push against. I think they've developed powers and ambitions far
beyond their means and intelligence. All of that growth of government,
because we are overgoverned, the growth of government at federal and state
and local level, has really led to a lowering of the quality of people who
administer these powers over us, because no-one wants to stand for particular
things like local government, state Government. You are not getting the best
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CF
Is there anything Peter that you think you would've done
differently? Looking back, do you wish that you'd joined the Liberal Party to
start with?
JONES
No, because I probably wouldn't have got into Parliament when I
did that way, but apart from that, I truly believe - and indeed still do - that
support for and the voice of rural and regional areas in this State, wasn't being
heard or heeded [enough] by the Liberal Party - certainly not by the Labor Party
- but by the Liberal Party in the way that it deserved, and that they weren't as
conscious of declining population and the need for the services that were not
being treated well. Part of that was because the representation out there of
both Liberal and the old Country Party, was too quiet. The Country Party said
the right words but didn't do anything about it. They were also the days when
members of Parliament were paid $10,000; that was the salary I got when I
went into Parliament - I discussed this earlier so I won't go into this all again but it wasn't an attraction from that point of view. The other thing was they
didn't have any support services, officers, secretaries and things like that to do
what was necessary to make a bigger issue of the rural side. I was more
drawn to that but, sure, I was drawn to the conservative side and a Liberal led
coalition Government, simple as that.

CF
But I also meant from the terms of without that badgering that
went on, that sort of distraction, might it have been easier?
JONES
It would've been, certainly. Yes, that would've been easier.
However, you see, you also had the difficulty that we wanted to hold a coalition
Government together and therefore, one of the responsibilities that I had under
the door, if you like, or behind the door or whatever, was in helping keep that
cement that the National Country Party as it was then, remained in government
with [Sir] Charles Court; and we succeeded in doing that.

CF
differently?

Is there anything looking back that you would have done

JONES
Oh yes, I think there are lots of things. Indeed, from purely a
member of Parliament but also as a minister, I think that one of the things that
became obvious to me, or started to become obvious to me, during 1983 after
we lost Government was - I did write at the time - that I was starting to look
back on the period in government as lost opportunity. We did a lot of good
things and I certainly was involved in some things that were of great long-term
economic benefit to the State, and some of the things in education that have
been very favourably written about since, which we did. We renewed a big
emphasis on rural education and things like that, to a large degree which still
exists but it is being weakened by withdrawal of education services now. But
there were still things that when you look at it with hindsight, should've been
done and weren't done. If you ask me why it wasn't done I think there is one
outstanding answer to that, and it took me longer to appreciate and not until I
was out of Parliament to realise, the things that you think are important when
you're in there start to fade when you get outside; "God, why did we do that?
We didn't need to do that, or all the time we went into that" you know "to
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because the director-general had the same [ideas]. But the others in Rand R
"Can't have that. You should have two phys. ed. teachers in Perth or in
schools because of the number of kids. Go and get em. You work that out of
your own budget or whatever." Look, I think you can always think afterwards probably in most careers - of things you could've done more or could've done
better. Well, I think that's certainly one of the paramount things in politics.
It's a unique position to be in, to be a minister, and it does give you a lot more
power than you think to do the little things and make life a little bit better and I
had no problem about doing those and interfering, no problem at all. I totally
disregarded Graham McKinnon's advice; you only do what you receive advice
to do. On that vein you might as well not be a minister. You just let the public
servants run it. Look, that to me is one of the great, if I say disappointments, it
is a little disappointment that you think you could've done more.
However, I think the worst thing that has happened though is the decline in the
standing of Parliaments, and I think the public are right to be cynical. What Mr
Burke did was to open the way for the Parliament to be ridiculed and politicians
to be ridiculed. Now there was an element of that before, and it was deserved
to a degree, but there was a transition in his time for the worse, and he was
only there five years and only fought one election as Premier, but it was long
enough to lay the foundations for wrecking the system. One of those was in
the superannuation field for members of Parliament. You may not have been
here then, I don't know, but David [Black] would be able to tell you. What he
did was bring it into disrepute by cranking up the parliamentary allowances and
existing salaries and conditions. Everybody gets a motor car and all this sort of
stuff.
By cranking all that up to a level that was bound to bring the whole system into
disrepute - and the politicians to be treated with the [public] contempt that most
of them deserved at that time. Then, the superannuation, it was unbelievable
what he [introduced] and which has been told, had to be moderated since, and
the conditions that he set for former Premiers and things like that -he was
getting ready for himself. Then the standards of dress, standards of behaviour
in Parliament; I mean there was a lot of robust debate in my time but there was
never personal abuse. There was never personal [abuse] the way that it has
seemed to become and the type of language that is [used], that even they are
now saying well we've got to stop it, and they go out and do it straightaway
again. Now, both sides of the House, when you had John Tonkin as the Labor
Premier, been there for so long, [Sir] Charles was the Liberal Premier, and was
in office when I was in the Parliament; but John Tonkin always wore his suit, his
shadow ministers always wore suits and kept the jackets on and all that sort of
stuff. They... he, whatever he might be, or whether you agreed with his
policies or what he'd done or whatever, they had a sense of decorum. The
quorum, most of the members were in the House sitting; they've lowered that
now to a level that you don't have to be there; you have a tremendous
audience of two or three or something these days, unless there's something
spirited occurring. But I think the standards have declined of dress, behaviour,
language, as well as what they do and can apparently get away with.
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And having said that, did you make friends in Parliament?

JONES
No. You make friends in the sense of people with whom you
work and so on, but Toni and I were talking about this the other day, who was
anybody that I would have that I'd say was a friend with whom I have a
friendship that lingers since Parliament. Well, you've got to see them of
course, to say the friendship lingers, I suppose - and I've not been a good
attender at former members' functions due to activities and things I've been
involved in; haven't always been available. However, yes, some of the Liberal
and Labor members I'm still very friendly with when we meet for lunch now and
again. But as good friends, in that sense, true friends, the only close friends
that I would have now would be people like - apart from Sir Charles Court,
leaving him aside at the moment - would be Hassell, Richard Court and Ian
Medcalf, that you still ring up or you might still see. I had one other, Dick Old,
but he is not available any more to be seen; he's not dead, [... ] and that's been
going for some time, fading away with Alzheimer's disease. I have a lot of
acquaintances. But it's not a place that generates friends if you think about it;
it's a bit like relatives, they're thrust upon you.
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