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NOTE TO READER 

Readers of this oral history memoir should bear in mind that it is a verbatim 
transcript of the spoken word and reflects the informal, conversational style that 
is inherent in such historical sources. The Parliament and the State Library are 
not responsible for the factual accuracy of the memoir, nor for the views 
expressed therein; these are for the reader to judge. 

Bold type face indicates a difference between transcript and tape, as a result of 
corrections made to the transcript only, usually at the request of the person 
interviewed. 

FULL CAPITALS in the text indicate a word or words emphasised by the person 
interviewed. 

Square brackets [] are used for insertions not in the original tape. 



INTRODUCTIONS  

Sir Charles Court was interviewed by Ronda Jamieson for the Parliament of Western 
Australia and the J S Battye Library of West Australian History, part of the State Library 
Service. The interviews started in 1990 and were completed in 2006, with months and 
years between some interviews. 

Born in 1911 at Crawley in England, Charles Court was seven months old when he 
arrived in Perth with his parents, Rose and Walter Court in 1912. He and his brother 
Sydney, born in 1916, grew up in a working class family. They lived in Leederville and 
West Subiaco and experienced the struggle such families had to survive, especially 
during the Great Depression. 

Leaving Perth Boys School in 1926 with a junior certificate, Charles Court was an office 
boy at a law firm before joining J F Burkett and Co as an articled clerk. After gaining 
qualifications as an accountant, he started his own practice in 1933 at the age of 21 and 
became a partner in Hendry Rae & Court five years later. 

Music was a vital part of his life. He played in His Majesty's Theatre orchestra from the 
age of 14, was Australian cornet champion at 16, champion of champions two years 
later, and became a conductor for the first time aged 17. He played in the ABC's studio 
orchestra (later WASO), in dance bands and at a silent picture theatre. The service he 
gave to the Musicians Union led to the award of life membership in 1953. 

Marriage to Rita Steffanoni in 1936 was what Sir Charles said was the best thing he did 
in his life. They had five sons, Victor, Barry, Kenneth, Richard and Geoffrey. He admired 
the serenity she brought to the home and her love of and devotion to her family. 

Charles Court served his country with distinction during the Second World War, enrolling 
as a private and becoming a Lieutenant Colonel. He was awarded an OBE in recognition 
of his outstanding war service, including accepting the surrender of the Japanese on 
Bougainville Island and their disarming, dispersal and transport. 

After becoming the Member for Nedlands in 1956, Charles Court was a Minister in the 
government of David Brand (later Sir David) from 1962 until 1971. The following year he 
took over as Leader of the Opposition and became the Premier of Western Australia after 
the 1974 election. He resigned in February 1982. Richard Court replaced his father as 
Member for Nedlands and, from 1993 until 2001, was Premier of Western Australia. 

Charles Court made an impact in each of the portfolios he held in the Brand government: 
Industrial Development, Railways and the North West, He instigated improvements in 
railway services and for staff which led to increased earnings, and was responsible for 
the building of the standard gauge railway from West to East helped by the 
Commonwealth Government. He negotiated four major iron ore projects between 1962 
and 1970, capital investment increased sevenfold, secondary industry output grew by 
180 per cent and the workforce by 46 per cent. In his last year as minister, Australia's net 
trading deficit was more than $200m while Western Australia's trading surplus was 
almost $2b. 

During those years too, eight new towns were built in Western Australia's north, existing 
towns were extended, three ports were constructed, roads and 1100 kilometres of 
railway were built, and the non-indigenous population grew by 43 thousand. The iron ore 
companies built the towns, provided housing, recreation and other facilities and services, 
schools, new roads, water and power supplies, airstrips, police stations and hospitals. 
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Sir Charles was Premier and Treasurer from 1974 until 1982 and Minister Coordinating 
Economic and Regional Development. He fought the Whitlam Labor government over 
control of Western Australia's natural gas reserves so that royalties and a guaranteed 
supply of gas for the local population were achieved. The first domestic gas was 
delivered in August 1984. At the time it was the biggest natural resource project in the 
world and the largest engineering project in Australian history. 

Government support of the Arts led to His Majesty's Theatre being saved from demolition 
and renovated. The new Western Australian Art Gallery was opened in 1979, the same 
year as the WA Academy of Performing Arts was established, and the construction of the 
new State Library began in 1982. Education funding was greatly boosted, as were grants 
to charitable, cultural and community organisations, including orchestras, theatres, the 
WA Ballet and Opera companies and the Festival of Perth. 

There were times too of great controversy over such as exploration on Noonkanbah 
station despite opposition from the local Aboriginal community, the way moving severely 
disabled children from Tresillian was handled, the closing of the Fremantle railway and 
changes to the laws of assembly. 

After he retired from politics, Sir Charles refused to accept directorships or to be paid for 
his activities. He greatly admired the volunteer,  work of charitable and community 
organisations which he enjoyed helping with time and money. He is known to have been 
patron of 27 community, dance and music associations and organisations, orchestras 
and bands. He had a major role in raising funds to enable the creation of the Discovery 
Centre in the WA Museum in 1999. 

Following the death of Rita Court in 1992, Sir Charles married Judith Butt in 1997. She 
was a friend of Rita and Sir Charles and had been the matron of Princess Margaret 
Hospital. Theirs too was a happy marriage. 

Over the years, Sir Charles received many honours and awards including from Japan, 
Italy and Taiwan. An unusual honour was the naming of the Sir Charles Court Reserve in 
2001, part of the river foreshore from Broadway to the Nedlands Yacht Club reserve. His 
last award was the 'Lifetime Achievement Award for Inspiring Leadership' presented at 
the WA Citizen of the Year awards of 2007, at which it was announced that the Sir 
Charles Court Inspiring Leadership Award would be added to the WA Citizen of the Year 
awards from 2008. 

When Sir Charles died in 2007, he had 16 grandchildren and 19 great grandchildren. 

The Battye Library holds a large collection of photographs of the Court family and of Sir 
Charles as Minister and Premier taken from 1952 to 1996, collection no. BA2032. 
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VERBATIM TRANSCRIPT 

An interview with Sir Charles Court held in the offices of Hendry Rae and 
Court, on the 15th of February 1990. 

COURT Well I am Charles Walter Michael Court and I was born in Crawley, 
Sussex on 29th of September 1911. The fact that I was born on Michaelmas Day 
accounts for the fact that I have Michael in my name and my baptism is a story 
in itself, but maybe we can come to that later if it is of any interest. But 
suffice to say I was born in 1911 in Crawley, Sussex, but I wasn't there for 
very long before I was brought out to Australia. 

RJ Your baptism is of interest. Tell the story now. 

COURT Well my mother and father were very, very bigoted Protestants, 
you've no idea. That was not unusual in those days. You sort of grew up with 
it in the community that people had very strong views one way or the other. 
They seem to be all smudged today, but in those days they were very, very 
definite. My father was a great worker in the Protestant Alliance Friendly 
Society; used to deliberately go out with a few of the others from the PAFS on 
St Patrick's Day wearing orange sashes. You can't imagine anything more 
provocative than that. 

This might surprise you, that I was baptised Charles Walter Michael, because - 
don't laugh at this, but a lot of these very bigoted Protestants regarded 
Michael as being something symbolic of the Roman Catholic Church. I asked my 
mother many years later how I came to be called Michael. She told me the 
story, although apparently my father wasn't very keen about it. She was in 
service to a Lady Comber-Brown, in Crawley, Sussex, and I gather she was a 
very devout Roman Catholic. My mother was very devoted and had a great 
affection for this lady. We owe a lot to whoever this lady was, because it was 
through her that my mother knew so much about the airs and graces of doing the 
right thing socially and also she was so much better educated and better 
informed than my father. However it transpires, if the story is correct, and 
I've no reason to believe it's otherwise, that when I was just a little babe, 
Lady Comber-Brown asked if she could take me for a walk in the pram, which she 
did. In the process she took me to the Roman Catholic Church and had me 
baptised by her priest, and the name Charles Walter Michael was given to me. 
Charles was my mother's favourite brother. Walter, of course, was my father's 
name. So the Michael just appeared right out of the blue, and if I'd have been 
on any other Saint's day I suppose I'd have got that name, but I was born on 
St Michael's Day, Michaelmas Day, and so I became Michael. 

It's very interesting that in spite of my mother and father's very strong 
views, when they had me baptised in their church, they still retained the 
names Charles Walter Michael. Apparently this lady not only gave my mother 
some golden sovereigns which were to be available to me when I became 21, but 
she also gave her a christening medal and chain, a very delicate piece of 
chain, which I still have. That's the only evidence I can give of the 
authenticity of this story, although I can't imagine my mother ever telling me 
anything that wasn't correct. She was so fastidious about these things. So 
that's the background of the Charles Walter Michael. Also being born on a 
Saint's day, it makes it easy to remember your birthday. 
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RJ And did you get the sovereigns at age 21? 

COURT No, I got better than that, because necessity in the meantime, 
when my mother and father came to Australia and they had such hard times, 
anything they had eventually had to be used, but I never resented that because 
it was the only sensible thing to do and I understand done with the permission 
and the full knowledge of the lady concerned, who added a little more I might 
add. 

Rd Well let's identify your parents. Who was your father? 

COURT My father was Walter James. He came from a fairly big family as 
was not unusual in Australia and England in those days. His whole life was 
spent in Crawley, Sussex. 

I was quite surprised in talking to my mother and father that they could 
remember the number of times in their lifetime before they came to Australia, 
when they'd actually been to London which is only 25 miles away. You just 
understand that people didn't travel very far. It was before the age of the 
motor car and people were very much localised in their upbringing, their 
training, their education, the trades they followed and so on. Of course it 
does explain why England, small as It is, has these counties which are almost 
like countries in themselves if you go back to their earlier history. You 
don't have to go back that far to identify just how localised they were, how 
much they were parochial, the dialect they spoke, the accents they had, and 
the customs they had, as though they were in a different country. So it didn't 
surprise me after I was told the reasons why, that my mother and father could 
remember very vividly as great events in their life when they'd actually been 
to London 25 miles away, even though there was a good train service in those 
days. 

Rd What sort of family did your father grow up in? 

COURJ Well they were a very strict Protestant family. I gater the old 
chap was a real martinet. He had a little ironmongery business. He had a 
great ambition that he would have all his sons in different trades, so that he 
could have a contracting business, that they'd have their own carpenters and 
plumbers and so on. I gather my father was a plumber by direction, not by 
choice. He would have been a bricklayer if he'd had his choice. Now who'd want 
to be a bricklayer in preference to a plumber I don't know. There is a 
humorous story. If you go to 4 Canipsie Street, West Subiaco as it was, now 
Shenton Park, the house is still there. The front fence is brick and was built 
by my father. He almost used to clap his hands with joy if somebody banged 
into it and knocked one of the pillars down, then he could rebuild it. We had 
a toilet - in those days, of course, toilets were built down in the backyard 
because you didn't have sewerage in the early days - but we had a toilet that 
was rebuilt three times in brick because he just loved laying bricks and doing 
fancy things with bricks. 

There's a moral in the story which I remembered when I was bringing up my own 
children and we had a very simple rule in our family about their careers, 
which they adhered to and It worked out extremely well. I won't go into that 
now. 

------------------------ 
1 Harry Court, the grandfather of Sir Charles. 

2The workshop was known as "The Handy Shop, Harry Court" ("Our life in 
Crawley", memoirs of Mrs R Hamilton, p  3. See footnote p  3 this transcript - 

RJ) 
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But he was a plumber and he was a very good plumber. He was a very good 
tradesman, brought up In the old style where master and servant relationship 
was very, very strong. He would have been a jolly good acquisition for the 
partnership if they'd have had one. Other brothers were taught different 
trades. But the old man's great dream never came to anything. I gather the 
business wasn't a very great one, but it was there for years, and years, and 
years. The old chap (that's his father) was a very strong lay, preacher. The 
boys got this, as did their sisters, morning, noon and night. I think it 
turned them off a bit. Somewhere along the line the family must have 
disintegrated because my father came out to Australia; When he went back to 
the First World War as an Australian soldier, he 'went and saw his mother but 
he didn't call to see the other members of the family, which gave the 
impression that there must have been a very deep division there somewhere. 

That was the family in which they were brought up. They wouldn't have had much 
money, but they would have been all very good citizens, very much under the 
influence of a Calvinist type of approach. That reflected itself in my 
father's attitude towards life. He didn't drink, or smoke, or gamble. As my 
brother used to say in his more cheeky moments, that they didn't drink, smoke, 
spit, swear, or play jazz; That was his method of summarising the family 
atmosphere. Of course my mother came from a very similar background. 

RJ Who was your mother? 

COURT My mother was Rose Rebecca Rice [born in 1887]) She had a problem 
with her hearing when she was very young. Apparently something happened when 
she was quite young, so she was partially deaf and later on became quite 
seriously deaf, which was most sad because she would have been a very 
attractive person and a very intelligent person. But when you have a slight 
Impediment to your hearing, which is inclined to exaggerate itself as you mix 
with people and you get misunderstood or you misunderstand other people, it 
does have an effect on your attitude towards life generally and towards other 
people. But she would have achieved much more had,she not had this impairment 
to her hearing. As we became better off we did everything we could to try and 
see if there was any way in which she could be medically assisted or 
surgically assisted, or whether there was any equipment that could help her to 
overcome this. It did alleviate the problem, but never completely removed the 
consciousness she had and it became a little bit of an obsession with her. But 
she adapted to it pretty well and, of course, we as a family adapted to it 
pretty well. We learnt not to take for granted that she might not hear us 
because she had a very annoying habit of hearing you when you didn't want her 
to. My young brother copped it more often than enough. He was inclined to be a 
bit cheeky and right out of the blue she would pick up what he said, and she 
had an amazing habit of being a Deadeye Dick with a tea towel and flicking him 
and always getting him on the ear. So Syd learnt to be a bit careful. 

But she came from this family which again was a very, very strict Protestant 
family. She had a brother, Charles, that she was very fond of. He was killed 
in the First World War. That's how I got my name of Charles. He was still 
alive then, of course, but she was very fond of him. Also I think that had 
some effect on music, because he played in the local band and was active 'in ------------------------ 

'Several months after the initial interviews were conducted, the memoirs 
of Sir Charles Court's mother, Rose, were donated to the Battye Library 
by Mrs Pam Fraser. The memoirs had not been seen by Sir Charles 
previously. The first part of the memoirs, 'Our life in Crawley", was 
written in 1969 and the second part, "And now to Australia", in 1971. 
They were written under the name of Mrs R Hamilton as Rose Court had 
become after her second marriage. She died in 1974 aged 87. A copy 
of the memoirs are attached, pp.  2287-2298. 
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the Salvation Army as well in Crawley. My father, of course, was also active 

in the local town band in Crawley, so you can understand why I sort of drifted 

into music and in the brass section almost without any conscious effort. It 

just sort of became part of the family life. 

But her father [James Rice], worked for some contractors in Crawley. They were 

quite famous. They built a lot of things quite a way away from Crawley, but 

their main base was in Crawley. He did his trade there. Like so many of these 

people he just grew up in the area, and they were the big firm, they were the 

big employers and they gave the apprenticeships. So they were very much part 

of this local scene, Crawley, Ifield, East Grimstead, and other places around 

there. It was in that atmosphere she was brought up. It was from there she was 

Just plucked out and brought out to a very harsh existence out in Australia. 

During one part of her employment as a young girl she worked for this lady, 

Lady Comber-Brown, that I mentioned. In England there is too little 

understanding of the impact of what these stately homes of England did for 

England, because the young girls and boys that would go and work in those 

places, specially the girls, would come under the influence of these people. 

If you were say, a chamber maid, or a lady-in-waiting, or assistant, or 

something of that kind to one of these ladies who would have been 

well-educated, and her husband and her family would have been well-educated 

and used to the finer things of life, some of that rubs off on you. For 

instance I know my mother used to read to Lady Comber-Brown, and it's out of 

that that she had quite a surprising knowledge of the standard classics of 

those days, the more popular classics you might say. It was out of that she 

learnt all the airs and graces that go with these things. For instance my 

brother and I can never blame anyone if we didn't do the right thing with our 

table manners and that sort of thing, and our approach to older people and so 

on, our approach to anybody for that matter, respect for our schoolmaster, 

schoolteachers, and all of that type of thing, which is not practised so much 

today. But it was because of that that it seemed to come naturally with her, 

not with my father. He didn't have the benefit of that, and he had a very poor 

education. But my mother absorbed a lot of this background that she had. I 

suppose somewhere in England and somewhere in the rest of the world, there are 

literally tens of thousands of people, specially young women, who came under 

this influence by being alongside of these well-educated people, who carried 

on a fine way of living, a very stately way of living. It's only natural you 

are influenced by your environment and as I look back on it I can see now that 

my mother understood all of these things, your approach to a governor and your 

approach to anybody for that matter, because she'd been through it all. She'd 

had this experience and was rather proud of it. 

RJ What age would your mother have been when she went into service? 

COURT I'm only guessing, but I would imagine it would have been about 

fourteen or fifteen, because you realise very few people went beyond that to 

school. It was rather like the situation here, once you were old enough to 

legally leave school you left and you went and got any job at all to add to 

the family income. I was very grateful that my people struggled and let me go 

on and do my Junior Certificate, which was quite remarkable having regard for 

the economic conditions and their own financial needs, but they insisted that 

1 did that so that I would have a better chance than they had. 

RJ And did your mother remain in service up to the time of her 

marriage? 
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COURT I think she must have, because it seems to be very much linked 
with this incident I told you about, my abduction to be christened against 
their wishes, or without their knowledge of course. So she must have gone 
straight from service Into being married. 

RJ You spoke of your maternal grandfather [James Rice) working for a 
contractor. What was his trade? 

COURT 1 gather he became a foreman, but from what I gather he would have 
been a very expert carpenter and with that would have, you know, the finer 
skills of cabinet making and so on. I should imagine he would have been a very 
skilled tradesman and a very trusted foreman because my mother used to talk 
about the proprietor of the contracting firm coming down to their house quite 
occasionally out of hours and wanting to talk to her father about a job that 
was being done, or a job that had to be done, or some emergency that had 
arisen. So he was obviously a very trusted employee and would have been whit 
we would call in the foreman class, having graduated from being a tradesman. 

RJ Do you know what your mother precisely did in service, whether she 
was a chamber maid, or.....? 

COURT I think she would have done everything from the very bottom up, 
because the fact that she used to read to this lady in the later part of her 
service means that she'd graduated and got the trust of this person. You 
realise that if you worked for one of these families during the whole of your 
working life, it was the best reference you could get. The fact that you were 
able to work and be accepted for so long, without being dismissed because of 
laziness or dishonesty or something of that kind, it was the best reference 
you could get, because these families would themselves be well-known. The fact 
that they retained you In employment in an uninterrupted way, or you'd 
transfer from one to the other without any let or hindrance, would be a 
character reference, that you were not only honest, but hardworking and you 
had a compatible personality. So it was a complete reference that you worked 
for these people and could have stayed there as long as you wanted to. 

RJ How much formal education would your father have had? 

COURT I couldn't be precise, but it wouldn't be very much. He had great 
difficulty with writing and used to read very, very little and then with a bit 
of a struggle. I found this to be a problem when he, many years later, joined 
the Masonic Lodge in Perth and then, of course, he had great difficulty in 
mastering the ritual for this reason. But I should imagine he didn't have very 
much, because I well recall when he was away at the war, the amount of 
communication with my mother was very, very small. I don't know if it's 
appropriate now to tell you about a series of postcards that came back from 
the war which was his method of keeping in touch and letting my mother and 
myself know that he was at least alive, bearing in mind that he went as an 
Australian soldier to England, which meant he went into France and Belgium and 
he was there for the rest of the war. In those days you couldn't come home for 
leave and be flown home for the weekend or anything like that. When you went 
to a war you stayed there until the war was over. There was no other way, 
unless you got badly wounded and they repatriated you back to Australia. So he 
was there the whole of the time. 

------------------------ 
1 Rose Hamilton, nee Rice, remembered her father working for James Longley & 
Co. "Some very big jobs they did ... My Father was a Foreman on some of these 
jobs and being a good draughtsman he was a great help to the firm." ("Our life 
in Crawley" ibid., p  1 RJ) 
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It's only recently that I've unearthed some postcards, by chance, that 
I 

remember very well as a boy; It's amazing how much you can recall as a very
, 

very young child. These photos, of which I've got some - they're little 

postcards actually - each one of them has a battle scene, and you quickly 

realise that they were all of the battles, great battles of Napoleon
, 

successful and unsuccessful. These things were a bit of a mystery when the
y 

started coming back with a very cryptic note on it from my father. My mothe
r 

seemed to be able to decipher them all right; She was also very knowledgeabl
e 

about these things and she very quickly realised these were all the battles o
f 

Napoleon, but there was a smudge in the background of all of these picture
s 

that meant nothing. It was just a smudgy effect. We put these all together an
d 

It wasn't until we got up to about from the boots right through to shoulde
r 

high that we realised that in the background of the total conglomerate of al
l 

of these pictures when they were put together, It was a huge picture o
f 

Napoleon in that traditional style of his, with his hand into his coat and s
o 

on; this heroic stance that he used to take; There was about 24 of these, s
o 

you can imagine it's a very big picture when it's put together; These smudges
, 

when they were put together they formed this picture, which was th
e 

background, making up this picture of Napoleon in his heroic stance, with eac
h 

of these battles depicted on the way up. 

I believe that was not uncommon - people who were illiterate or 

near-Illiterate, that this was one way they could communicate with thei
r 

families and they'd know that they were at least well. Also if one of the
m 

came out of sequence (you could tell this by fitting them together) you'
d 

start to get worried. Most of them did come in exact sequence, about one 
a 

month. We used to look forward to these and gradually putting them al
l 

together. I've got some of them that I found quite unexpectedly the other day
, 

which brought back very pleasant memories as a tiny boy, getting these thing
s 

from my father because when you're a tiny boy like that you conjure up In you
r 

mind all sorts of heroic pictures about your father being away at the war yo
u 

heard all about. I used to watch and wait for these pictures coming. The whol
e 

24 arrived by the way. Before he came back we'd got the lot. That depicte
d 

that he was still alive and still getting on all right; 

Rd With your father's lack of literacy, was he the sort of man who 

would ask for help, or did he try to cover up? 

COURT He had a lot of natural wisdom as a lot of these people do; He 

didnrt assert himself as he might have done, because I think he was alway
s 

self-conscious about this. I think it's what stopped him going Into business
, 

because he was a very expert tradesman. Give you an example; When he did th
e 

plumbing work, that's the sewerage connections which was all done in thos
e 

days with lead joints, they had to be done individually; There was no plasti
c 

in those days, no simple thing like you've got today; No sort of assemblie
s 

you could buy like you could today; Everything had to be done, and the metho
d 

of connecting the wrought Iron pipes was through lead joints. The tradesme
n 

became very, very skilful at doing these lead joints; They were almost work
s 

of art where they had this lovely shape they introduced into them and finishe
d 

them off very, very neatly; It was an art and they were, of course, durable
, 

because they'd outlast the building, because being lead, they sort of go o
n 

forever; 

But the plumbing he did when they sewered the old fish markets down on th
e 

north west corner of Wellington Street and William Street. If you can imagin
e 

the Horseshoe Bridge that is there now. Well in that particular corner, th
e 

fish market used to be tucked into there and you could smell them from a lon
g 

way off. Of course they didn't have refrigeration in those days and ice was 
a 

luxury. They were the fish markets and they hadn't even been properly sewere
d 

and they had to be sewered because of health reasons; They were quite big an
d 
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they tucked in behind the Horseshoe Bridge, on the north west corner. They 

went right back into the railway yards then. He was in charge of all of that 

work. It went on for a long, long time, because there was a lot of it, to 

sewer the whole place and to get away the refuse and the smelly water and 

other things from the fish markets. They actually photographed all his joints 

to use them in a very prestigious plumbing manual. He was very proud of this. 

In fact J can tell you a humorous story that when it was all ready, finished, 

my brother and I and my mother, we had to go in one Saturday afternoon, 

because people worked on Saturday mornings, so it was only Saturday afternoon 

when the place was free of everybody. We had to go in and do a very thorough 

inspection of this work that had been photographed. He was so proud of the 

fact that it had been photographed as exhibits for this particular plumbing 

manual, a very prestigious one. You can imagine how "exciting" it was for two 

little boys to go round and see these joints! Every one had to be explained, 

the intricacies of it. My mother used to go along with this sort of thing. She 

was rather wonderful at this. She was proud of him, proud of the work. She 

made it clear to us we should be proud of it also. 

But there was a sequel to this that the fish market used to back on to the 

passenger platforms, and one particular one, the actual shunting bay, used to 

be right at the back of the fish markets, you could touch one from the other. 

On that Sunday morning my father heard from the Sunday Times that there'd been 

a derailment of this passenger train. 

END OF TAPE 1 SIDE A 
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COURT As this train was shunted into this bay it tipped over and in the 

process of being derailed it destroyed all the plumbing work my father had 

done on the back part of the fish markets. Well, you know, I don't think he 

could have been any more upset if one of us had been killed, the fact that his 

beautiful work that he'd done.... In his mind it was a work of art. It was 

like somebody would look at a beautiful painting or something of that kind. It 

really distressed him the fact that this was destroyed and so on. It all had 

to be done again, this stretch there. It was an indication which wasn't lost 

on us that he did have a great love of his work as an art and he was always 

pursuing perfection in his own rough and ready sort of a way. 

RJ We'll pick up more of your father's work experience later on, but 

just to go back. Do you know when your parents were married? 

COURT r just couldn't give you the precise date, but I could easily find 

out for you. It would be.... well I was born In September. In those days 

people didn't waste much time. It was always regarded that come nine months 
questions [were asked] if you didn't start to produce some family! That didn't 

only apply to Roman Catholics by the way, it applied to everybody. They sort 

of started to look at the bridegroom, whoever it was, or the husband ashe 

became. So I can get you the exact date of it, but it would have been early in 

that year or late in the previous year, 1910. But I know there wasn't much 

break in those days. It was considered that you had to have children, full 

stop. 

RJ You then had the decision to migrate. Do you know why they decided 

to come to Australia, and why to Western Australia? 

COURT I could never really get the answer out of my mother and father as 

to why they picked up a young baby of a few weeks old and decided to migrate 

to a country they knew little about without having any guaranteed employment 

or accommodation. They weren't going to relatives. They weren't even going to 

well-known friends. I could never really find out from them. I could only 

assume that there was some unhappiness, some unpleasantness in the  1family and 

they decided that they'd go and make their fortunes somewhere else. 

I gathered the impression that they had been told some fairly glowing things 

about Australia; literally about the gold in the streets sort of thing, 

because you realise in 1911 the gold rush was past and gold was just a fact of 

life in Western Australia. But I never really got to the bottom of it, because 

they didn't have any money. They had to come out steerage. I remember asking 

my father as a boy, when I was entranced by the trunks that they brought out 

and painted on them was their name and the ship, and the fact that they were 

steerage. I said to my father, "What's steerage Dad?" He said, "Oh well you 

can have first class, second class, third class. If you can't afford any of 

them you come steerage." In those days it was what its name implies. You were 

down that end of the ship and I gather that in the days when rudders were 

moved physically by people having to manipulate the wheel of the ship under 

instructions, that every time it moved this chain would go round the back 24 

hours a day. As the ship moved with the sea, or they deliberately moved it, 

you got it. That's why it was called steerage; that's why it was very, very 

cheap. I learnt all about steerage only by asking the question. 

----------------------- 
1 Mrs Hamilton does not really explain the reason either other than to say that 

her husband had heard a lot about Australia from someone who had lived there 

"a good many years." ("And now to Australia", ibid., p  1 - RJ). 
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But those cases by the way, they were quite substantial well made things, 

which I presume one of the family made. They were quite pieces of cabinet 

work. They were part of the family furniture for, oh, the best part of the 

first twelve years of my life. With the door off one of them, (you know it had 

a cretonne cover) it was the equivalent of a small wardrobe. The other one had 

its own uses. They were very much part of the family furniture. 

So you can see they didn't have any financial backing and they had nothing to 

come to at all. No one seemed to have restrained them from coming. They must 

have made the decision they wanted to come and out they came. That's a long 

story, of course, and a story of great hardship from then onward. But I've no 

real reason to give you as to why they'd made the decision to come. The only 

reason why they came to Western Australia was that from the enquiries they 

made they got these glowing reports. They were told that a tradesman's wage 

was three pounds sixteen a week. I remember that being very clearly imprinted 

on my mind by my mother. Of course when they got here they found that (a) it 

wasn't three pounds sixteen a week, and (b) there wasn't any work anyhow. So 

you can see they started off disillusioned. But the surprising thing was the 

lure of that three pounds sixteen a week, a figure which would make people 

laugh today. Apparently it was a big wage compared with what he would have got 

working as a plumber in his home town. 

I also gather my father was not altogether backward in expressing himself 

around the place, you know, as young men are. He told me of one incident that 

caused him a degree of bitterness, that he went to vote one time and the 

squire of the village put in his vote in great flourish and said, "Here's one 

for His Lordship." My father was silly enough to come straight after him and 

say in a very loud voice, "And 'er&s one against." He didn't have a job the 

next day. So these things leave their imprint on people. It probably explains 

some of the attitudes of my mother and father. They were not bitter people at 

any time. They were very forgiving people actually and very understanding 

people, great citizens. The sort of the salt of the earth, you know, that made 

this country what it is, because they were able to be tolerant. In other words 

they were true conservatives in their approach to life generally. 

RJ You say they weren't bitter people, but did you ever feel they 

resented the virtual trickery that had brought them out here? 

COURT My mother more so than my father. He just sort of went along with 

the system. But my mother felt that it had been unfair and that there should 

have been a better system. You realise that there was no assisted migration in 

those days, and there was no welfare when you got here. In those days if you 

had a pension you were regarded as really at the bottom of the barrel. No one 

took it unless they were absolutely desperate. I sensed from my mother that 

she felt they were entitled to something better with the ability they had, and 

their genuine desire to do the right thing. 

RJ To the point of wishing she hadn't come? 

COURT I only once sensed that she regretted ever having come, because 

she was obviously more comfortable with her family than my father was with 

his. But it was just pure determination that made her stay. I think she really 

only stayed in the finish because they weren't going to let it beat them. It 

was purely just being determined to stay with the challenge and beat it. I 

suppose they could have found a way to get themselves back. Their family would 

surely have had to come to their aid if they'd decided they wanted to go back. 

But my father, of course, went back as a soldier in the First World War and 

served in France and Belgium. In doing that he had to go to England. But they 
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never went back to England as tourists, until they went to the coronation of 
King George VI. They saved up and went without and eventually took themselves 
off for what in their life, was a great, great experience. 

RJ Did your mother or father ever speak about the impression that 
this country made on them when they first arrived? 

COURT When they first arrived I think they were rather shocked. You can 
imagine coming off a ship at Fremantle, and a rough old ship itwas when you 
come out steerage and with a young baby. Bear in mind I was just a babe in 
arms being fed by my mother. She was very proud of the fact that I put on a 
lot of weight on the voyage. She always used to tell that, that she was a good 
mother. They eventually finished up sleeping on a verandah up in Bourke 
Street, Leederville. They met up with some people on the ship who knew 
somebody who knew somebody. Eventually between all of them they sorted 
themselves out and so they finished up in Leederville on the night they 
arrived. Now coming from Fremantle to Leederville is no mean feat, because 
there was only trains in those days and if you know Bourke Street, it's a long 
way from the train. You'd get off at West Leederville (and it was quite a long 
walk from there) with a young baby, and all your worldly possessions don't 
forget. They finished up on this place, apparently for the first few days, 
before they eventually got themselves a boarding type of place, and then got 
themselves a house. In those days, of course, houses were very modest and 
rented. The thought of buying one was out of the question. 

So you can imagine those first few days there'd be a great air of bitterness 
and my father then immediately set out to get work. He found that the people 
in the various places he went to, and particularly in government departments, 
were very, very unhelpful. He couldn't believe knowing that practically 
everybody in Western Australia in those days would have come from England, or 
their parents would have come from England, were so resentful of migrants. 
This question, you know, 'a mob of Porns' and all that sort of thing, was 
everywhere. You're going back to 1912 now. I was surprised at some of the 
references that my father and mother made to the fact that it was such a 
strong and resentful thing at the time. You wonder what you have to do, at 
what point you become sort of accepted. Perhaps when he went away to the First 
World War as an Australian soldier, when he came back as an Australian 
soldier, that would have done much to wipe that out as far as they were 
concerned. But they were very resentful of the fact that people coming in new 
had to go through the same thing as they did. It seemed to be ingrained into 
the local people. They were almost resenting new people coming and yet Western 
Australia desperately needed these people. This was before you had a very big 
flow of Italians, Yugoslav, and other type migrants. People from Southern 
Europe, even when I was at school in my early days, were quite outstanding 
because of the fact that they were Greeks or they were Italians or something 
of that kind. There were ever increasing numbers of them, but they were still 
in a great minority compared with the people that came straight from England, 
Ireland, Scotland or Wales. 

Rd Do you know precisely when your parents did arrive? You say you 
were only a few weeks old, but.... 

COURT When I was a few months old 1actually because.... I can get you the 
exact date, but it was early in 1912. It took longer to come out in those 
days because I gather to get the cheapest fare they had to go by packet ship 
across to Antwerp and catch a German ship out, only because it was the 
cheapest. A ship called the SS CW1. That's spelt the German way. They came 
------------------------ 

1Wa1ter, Rose and Charles Court arrived at Fremantle on 1 May 1912 (RJ) 
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out on this ship which was doing this run regularly apparently. 
[Percy Hutton] only died the other day who was a boy of ten on 
used to ring me up regularly on the 29th of September every year 
Premier, although he never voted for me. He always made it clear 
rang up, "You know I don't vote for you, but I like you." Even 
he died he used to say the same thing. He always used to 
birthday and he liked to recite the fact that he had actually 
wheeled me around while I was on this ship while he was a boy ? just a babe in a,1'ms. His family sett-led nearby where we lived. 

In fact a. man 
that ship and 
when I became 
every time he 

up to the time 
ring up on my 
nursed me and 
ten and I was 

[At this point the location of the Interview was changed because of the 
excessive noise of renovations and of air-.conditioning.] 

It was not unusual that people who came out on ships in those days kept 
together out of self-protection. They might have shared a house, they might 
have lived near one another So they could share other things and generally 
help one another to settle in. One example of this was the fact that these 
particular people lived in one street and their house backed on to ours. We 
took the pickets off the back of our place so we could go through from one 
place to the other without let or hindrance. It became a very important factor 
when, for instance, my young brother was born because we had to call on them 
for help. My father had left for the war. I was only just a toddler as you can 
imagine of about four, four and a half years of age So it was very necessary 
to retain these friendships. 

I mentioned about the person who came out as a boy of ten on the ship. He kept 
in touch right up until the time he died, as did some other members of his 
family. But he in particular; he was the eldest and he sort of felt it was 
some bond that existed between his parents and mine and that he was the one 
that was left and should periodically remind us of this connection. They could 
help one another in so many ways. Somebody learnt about some work, somebody 
learnt about something you could get a bit cheaper, or some entertainment for 
free that was on. It. was a great family spirit that was probably the only 
thing that kept some of these people going in these very difficult times. 
They'd also learn about some government service that was available and then 
they'd pass it all around. It was a method of communication, you might say. I 
don't think we realise just how important these personal contacts were. They 
weren't financial, they didn't give you a lot of money or anything of that 
kind. They weren't in a position to give you any favours that involved money 
but they were able to give that sort of personal support that was so 
important. 

You have to realise also in those days that self-entertainment was the order 
of the day. There was no radio and there was no TV and no one had any money. 
So you learnt to entertain yourself and also to entertain your friends. Music 
was the dominating factor in entertainment in those days. So you always 
congregated in one another's places. It didn't cost anything and yet you had a 
lot of fun. In some ways it restored the morale, it maintained the morale and 
people were able to survive when otherwise they would have probably either 
given It up or failed in some other way. 

RJ You've spoken of that home entertainment, but you said earlier the 
word would spread when there was free entertainment around. Can you remember 
any particular entertainments that were free? 

COURT Well you'd hear that the local Lodge was going to have a concert, 
was going to have a bit of a bun fight, as they used to call it in those days, 
or there was going to be a picnic. It was all word of mouth. Everybody felt 
that everybody was entitled to be in it. So you would go and get the benefit ------------------ 

'See also attached copy correspondence with a descendant, Victor Tyrell, 
pp. 2299-2300. 
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of not only the entertainment, but the comradeship that went with it. Also you 
realise that a cup of tea and a cake at one of these functions then was more 
important than it is today. People treat it as a bit of a joke. If you're 
going to get supper, you know, oh, you know, that made it worthwhile going, 
even if It was going to be a poor old concert. You often heard people come 
home, not talking about the quality of the concert but talking about the 
quality of the supper. People have got to get these things in perspective. I 
feel sorry for people that have had everything and never experienced these 
problems, always assume they can drive their children to school in a motor car 
and pop in the car and go there, go here, and go for a swim and so on. They 
miss something because you don't have to organise. 

Take when we were small and living in Leederville, in Bourke Street, in 
Richmond Street, then Vincent Street. If we wanted to go for swim to Crawley 
or Nedlands, in the river, you had to go by tram. That was quite a thing. 
You'd have to go into Perth and you'd have to go on to another tram, and 
sometimes another two trams. If you wanted to go for a swim down to Cottesloe, 
you'd have to go up to West Leederville Station, which was a long, long walk. 
Then when you got to Cottesloe you'd have to walk all the way from Cottesloe 
Station down to the beach, and then repeat it all on the way back. But it 
meant that you took the day, you took your own sandwiches and so on. Today 
people wouldn't be bothered. They'd go into the nearest restaurant or go and 
buy a takeaway type of food or something of that kind and never think about 
these things. But you had to plan it all and organise it all. For that reason 
you probably valued it more. 

You also have to realise that most of the people that came out from England in 
those days couldn't swim and they didn't have the same access to the sea. Very 
few of them had ever seen surf as we knew it at Cottesloe and later on City 
Beach, Scarborough and so on. So a greater proportion of them swam in the 
river: Crawley Baths, Nedlands Baths, and the various parts of the river, 
whether It was on the Como side or on the Perth side. So most of the swimming 
was done in the river and most of us young children would have learnt to swim 
in the river. You didn't have private swimming pools and that kind. Any 
swimming pools that I can recall, any baths, were in the river. Crawley Baths 
and the old Perth Baths, and then Nedlands Baths, they used to have swimming 
championships there. It would be nothing for them to be having swimming races 
for the State Championships and for selection, with waves that were a foot and 
a half high. You just had to learn to swim in those conditions. There was none 
of this sheltered water like they have today. But I remember Brusher Jones and 
these people who became great names in the swimming world in those earlier 
days. They learnt their swimming and they did all their competitive swimming 
in those baths. No one thought it any great disability. They might have just 
complained that the wind was a bit stronger or the waves were a bit stronger 
tonight than they were last night. But that was the general feeling in which I 
was brought into the life of Western Australia and grew up as a young babe, 

RJ So what is your very earliest memory of childhood? 

COURT My father going to the war would be my earliest memory. Even as a 
smalT boy (bearing In mind you're talking of somebody four and a half) there 
was all the talk in the house, because my people were great royalists, as most 
people were in those days. There was this King and Country thing was very, 
very much to the fore. So they talked about this and of course they were 
worried because of the fact that all of their relatives and friends were in 
England so close to the scene of the war on the Continent, even though there 
wasn't the aerial bombing and that sort of thing that you have today. People 
really worried about the 'Old Country', as they referred to it. Naturally my 
father wanted to enlist and I got caught up in the emotions of this. It might 
be hard for people to realise how much a young child does get caught up in the 
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emotions of these things, because it was the only thing that was talked about 
at the time. When you played with children they talked about it because they 
got it from their parents and so on. So it was no shock to me when my father 
announced that he was going to enlist and go to the war. By that time (of 
course I didn't understand as a small boy) my mother was fairly well advanced 
in her pregnancy for my young brother, Sydney. So my father duly left and I 
remember him going with amazing clarity. It amazes me that at such a young age 
that I could remember it so well. 

I've already told you about the pictures that came back from the war. They 
used to wait for them with great expectation. You might find this hard to 
believe, but it's very vivid in my mind that my father hadn't been away very 
long and my brother had been born. You can imagine the loneliness of having a 
child like that, and your husband's away at the war, been gone about six 
weeks. The neighbours rallied around as best they could, but they didn't have 
much to offer. Every one of them had their own problems. But all of a sudden 
my father's pay, Army pay, stopped. So this was a crisis. I well remember my 
mother giving me, although I was at such tender years (she couldn't get any of 
the neighbours to do it because they weren't able and she was a very 
independent soul; I don't think the thought ever occurred to her that I 
couldn't do it) - but she sent me off with a series of notes, because I knew 
where the tram was, just up the road, and I'd been on it with her and my 
father, so I knew all about that. She sent me with a series of notes numbered 
one to five or six, I forget what. The first one I had to give to the tram 
conductor when I got on the tram. In those days everybody cared for children 
and to see a lone child standing there, people would know that there was some 
need, there was something special. They might have even thought he was running 
away or something. So the conductor took the note and got me to stand with 
him. That was a big moment in my life. I remember being allowed to stand on 
the back of the tram instead of having to go inside. That was a big, big 
moment. 

When I got to the Trades Hall (these notes were for the Trades Hall, because 
my father was a great unionist and a very loyal unionist; my mother was a 
great union supporter) they actually stopped the tram outside the Trades Hall 
while the 'connie', as we used to call them in those days, the conductor, took 
me over to the steps of the Trades Hall and put me in charge of somebody with 
my little fistful of notes, and then went back. No-one seemed to treat that as 
odd in those days. Then I had to go to a Mr Cameron. Eventually I was ushered 
into Mr Cameron. If he wasn't the union secretary, he was to do with some part 
of the union organisation that looked after these things. He took charge of me 
and I had to wait around for a while. They took good care of me and he was 
able then to make the contacts. He seemed to know exactly what to do, because 
these things were happening all the time. Then when that was over, he'd give 
me a little note to take back to my mother. Then he took me across to the tram 
stop. Trades Hall was still where it is today, but over to the tram stop for 
the tram to go back to Leederville. He then put me in charge of the conductor 
and the next note to him, where he was to put me off. I was duly put off and 
taken over to the kerb. Then of course, my home was just a couple of doors 
down the road. But all of that took place and there was I to give the note 
back to my mother. I felt pretty important. 
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The surprising thing is that forever and a day I remembered that and I 
remembered the Trades Hall, and I remembered the person concerned. It was all 
fixed. They must have been very effective, because the money started to flow 
again. That's one of the things that sticks in my mind, where you're forced 
into responsibility at a very tender age. I learnt to do quite a few things 
that normally a child of that age wouldn't be entrusted with. 

END OF TAPE 1 SIDE B 
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COURT Well about that time I had my first connection with the Salvation 

Army. My people were very strong Protestants and non-conformists. They were 

always called non-conformists. You don't hear the expression these days, but 

if you didn't belong to the Roman Catholics or the Anglicans you were more or 

less called a non-conformist. The Methodists were a bit in between, and the 

Presbyterians likewise. But the rest of us, the Congos [Congregationalists], 

the Baptists and the Salvos and people like that, they were always regarded as 

the non-conformists. So we got involved with the Salvation Army and I hav 

very, very pleasant recollections of that because they were wonderful people, 

of course very much in the same mould as my parents with their very strict 

Calvinistic approach to things. Also I used to love the music at the Salvos. I 

used to love to play around with instruments, hold them and experiment with 

playing them and so on. Again, things were pretty easy-going at that time. 

People didn't seem to be too strict about you playing around and wanting to 

try yourself out on these things, with the result that I can't remember when I 

first learnt to play a brass instrument. It just sort of happened. It was 

after my father came back from the war they bought me my first instrument, but 

I'd already learnt to play one on other people's instruments. I well remember 

when they bought me the first battered old brass cornet. It was the cheapest 

one they could get, but it worked. I had that for some years. 

But the things we used to do with the concerts and the social occasions. Of 

course the Methodists and the Baptists and all these people, they didn't 

believe in movies, they didn't believe in dances or anything like that in the 

early days. No make-up and so on. You've no idea how things have changed. But 

it was all part of the scene and it didn't worry us much. But picnics were a 

great thing. They were cheap and healthy. 

It's very interesting. There's a picture in the National Australia Bank 1990 

Calendar, the first picture, the January picture. They have very historic 

pictures in their calendars each year and I like to get them because there's 

usually at least two from Western Australia. They're original paintings that 

have been converted into prints and incorporated into these calendars. I'm 

about to show my family this picture of Crawley, Crawley Bay in 1917. That was 

before we started going there from West Subiaco, when we shifted there, but I 

had been there as a small child. But that's exactly as Crawley Bay was, with 

the paperbarks and the shrubs around and the ladies in their long dresses and 

all that. It's a faithful representation of what Crawley was in those early 

years. That's the importance of some of these pictures, that they recapture 

the real feeling of It, more so than a photograph does. 

But I thought of it when I was looking at this, the number of picnics we used 

to have there, in Nedlands [and Crawley]. It was a sign of the times when 

people went to these picnics because the whole family went. I think that was a 

very important thing. You usually got there by train or tram as the case may 

be. It was a day's outing. You just couldn't get in the car, go down and have 

a swim, come back, and it was all over in a hour. You'd have to plan it. You'd 

leave mid-morning at the latest if not earlier, and you'd be back late 

afternoon, tired and worn out, sunburn and the like. But it was a great family 

outing. 

All Sunday Schools used to have great picnics. The Annual Picnic was a big, 

big thing. The attendance at the Sunday Schools always used to go up in the 

month before the Sunday School picnic when it was known that you weren't 

allowed to go to the Sunday School picnic unless you'd been attending 

regularly in the month before. So the attendance used to go up, because it was 

a time of having running races, all sorts of athletic events. Lashings of 
------------------------ 
1 A copy attendance certificate for the Salvation Army is attached, p.23° 
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watermelon in those days because it was cheap, and the inevitable fruit and 
cakes and sandwiches that went with it. People today would laugh that off and 
treat it with a bit of scorn, but it was a big moment. The whole family went 
and it was free. It entertained everybody for the day, getting there, getting 
home. In your church and in your school everybody knew everybody; they had to. 
It was a small community and you missed something if you didn't become part of 
the local scene. 

Of course as I got a little more proficient on my cornet, I also used to get a 
favoured position, invited to play at the concerts and so on. The first 
concert I remember was at the Leederville Citadel of the Leederville Salvation 
Army Church cum Hall, cum everything. It's no longer there. They pulled it 
down to make way for a service station and out of that they invested the 
proceeds in what is now the Floreat Park Salvation Army, rather attractive 
group of buildings. They had their genesis in the Leederville Salvation Army 
Hall down in Oxford Street. The first solo I gave was at that Citadel. I 
treated this very seriously as a little boy. I [was] probably about eight. I 
launched myself to play what I thought was going to be two verses of a piece 
called, A Boy's Best Friend Is his Mother. Now the only reason why I was going 
to play that was because it 'was the only music we had at home anyhow. I'd 
learnt to play this thing. It was one of the old tearjerker things. All the 
old ballads in those days, they were all tearjerkers, you know, "Just before 
the battle Mother, I was thinking oft of you" and all of these things. I'll 
take you home Kathleen. They're all real sloppy old ballads. They were the 
things of the day. Every baritone, soprano, tenor, contralto, they all had 
their repertoire made up of these things. 

Anyhow I always remember with great disgust that I got halfway through the 
first verse of this and dear old Mr Paul, who was the bandmaster in the 
Leederville Salvation Army Band, very graciously came up and said, "Now you've 
done marvellously Charlie, that's been wonderful," and so on. "You better come 
with me." Of course I didn't realise. I was protesting, "I want to finish my 
piece," you see. [Laughs] Obviously they'd had enough of this. So I didn't 
realise until years later, of course, they were doing it for the good of the 
audience, not for me. When you're a little boy like that, you don't have the 
embarrassment that if somebody knew better that he wasn't doing too well. But 
I often think back on that, and dear old Mr Paul. Of course, all of these 
names from the Leederville Salvation Army, I've grown up with their sons and 
daughters and so on, and we often laugh about the old Leederville days. 

That's how I was really inducted into music. Not that I played in the 
Salvation Army Band, but I was sort of in this atmosphere of brass bands. My 
father also played in the Leederville Town Band after he came back from the 
war. Here again the town band was playing in the little parks and the little 
rotundas. That's why in Western Australia in the old towns, the old wheatbelt 
towns, the old mining towns, they've all got their old rotundas still there. 
Well the village band used to perform there and it was very much part of the 
local entertainment. It was free and that was important, and also it gave the 
local band a chance to show how good or bad it was. I can well remember my 
father in the Leederville Town Band after he came back from the war. I was 
still only very young as you can imagine. It was part and parcel of the life 
of the day. The town band was very important. The local choirs were very 
important. The church choirs were a very high standard in those days. They 
were very proud of their choirs. The competitions in the choral works were 
very, very keen in those days. 

But my entry into bands had rather a sad start because when I thought I was 
good enough, my mother thought I was good enough, she gave me a note to take 
over to the Subiaco Band, which then used to have its headquarters in the 
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Subiaco Oval, which was much less pretentious than it is today. You can 

imagine the very, very small timber type buildings there. But the band used to 

have its headquarters there, used to rehearse there. So she sent me over with 

a note, complete with my cornet in a great big old wooden case. I had to 

lumber this thing all the way up from down Vincent Street in those days, all 

the way up to Subiaco Oval, walking of course. But I was so mad keen that 

didn't worry me. She gave me a note to take to the bandmaster. The man that 

dealt with me was a Mr Tatham, who was the president of the band. He read the 

note and saw my cornet and everything. Anyhow he wasn't very pleased; he 

wasn't very polite either. He frightened me, I remember, as a little boy. I 

also should say that I hadn't heard people swear at that stage. You see my 

mother and father, they didn't use any strong language at all. Tut tut would 

have been a very, very serious thing. So it came as a bit of a shock when, as 

you got a bit older, you heard people carrying on with bad language and 

shouting and screaming at one another, some of the neighbours and so on. But 

this particular occasion stuck in my mind, because he gave me a note for my 

mother and he said, "And you tell your mother that this is a brass band and 

not a bloody kindergarten." Well I was shocked you see. That was the end of my

first association with the Subiaco Brass Band and home I went absolutely 

heartbroken. My great ambition to play in a band. 

But about the same time one of my mates at school told me about a Mr James who 

ran the Rechabites Band. That was also In Subiaco. They used to practise in 

his house in Rokeby Road. Just imagine a whole brass band getting in 

somebody's drawing room, you know. But Mr James wasn't very worried about how 

well you played or how old you were, or how fat or thin you were, he was only 

concerned about having numbers in his Rechabites Band. So when I turned up 

there, he just put me in to play third cornet. I remember as well as anything, 

getting the thrill of playing in a combination. You know, real harmonies, 

instead of just playing on your own in your bedroom. All of a sudden you found 

that you were playing a note which was part of a chord and part of a harmony 

and it gave this lovely sound. This explains why, although I was very 

successful in later years as a young man, as a competitor, both here and in 

the Eastern States, I didn't compete as a soloist after I was 21 because I 

used to get so much pleasure out of ensemble work, orchestras, bands, playing 

In ensembles, as distinct from solo work. 1 did do a lot of solo work, but I 

didn't do anything competitively after I was 21 because I just felt that I 

wasn't anxious to do so much of this on my own. It seemed rather selfish. 

Playing in combinations, it gives you a great thrill. If you're not quite as 

good as the others you've got to get a bit better. If you're a bit better than 

them you've got to learn to come back to them. You build a certain team spirit 

Into you if you're any good. So you can understand why this band business 

became an important part of my life. 

Also it was the first fee I ever got was playing In Mr James' band. He'd take 

on engagements anywhere. We were going to do an engagement at Fremantle and we 

were all going to get a shilling. You know that mightn't mean much, but that 

was to pay your fare. But then the boys in the band worked out how we could 

work something, I don't know how we worked it, but we only had to spend 

sixpence of the shilling on our fare, of course being children. Somehow or 

other we wangled it. No, I'm sorry elghtpence, eightpence. It was fourpence 

each way and that left us with fourpence. That fourpence profit that I got out 

of that, which I regarded almost as a fee for playing there, you've no Idea 

how important that was. Don't forget an ice-cream was a penny, so it was four 

ice-creams, or four penny chocolates, whichever way you look at it. It's all 

relative. 
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RJ What did you spend it on? 

COURT Well one went on a chocolate and one went on an ice-cream- They 
were different sorts of ice-creams to what you have today, usually made by the 
storekeeper In a churn- I forget what'I did with the other-., I know I was very 
proud of that-. I also remember we had to march in Fremantle at this particular 
thing and it was a rag tag band when I look back on it, but to me it was 
heaven; That was the London Philharmonic as far as I was concerned; It's all 
relative, the whole thing- Here was a little boy, you know, just getting 
enthused about this, the fact that they'd have me first of all-. I practised 
and practised these third cornet parts, you knowt 

RJ What age would you have been Sir Charles? 

COURT I would have been about eight and a half, nine - nine, because It 
was before we shifted down to West Sub1acoi My father and mother, they didn't 
believe In credit and you had to have the money to buy something before you 
could buy It' It was, part of the Calvinistic type background'; My father's 
friends had to talk him into having a war service homeT They - had to explain to 
him this was a return for his-  service The fact that he was going to have a 
mortgage on it- I think that'4 Campsie Street,1  which is still there, I think 
the original house cost just over 500 pounds - Of course, it was on war 
service money, which was very, very cheap and very, very long term; So they 
then, for the first time, owned a house, instead of renting one- So I must 
have been in Mr James's'' band before that, because I used to go from 
Leederville to Mr James's band, so that's how small I was 

RJ Up until that time when you joined the band, had you had any 
formal. 'training in music? 

COURT Only what I picked up from my mother and father- My father was a 
tuba, player, played the big brass bass; Not a very good one but he loved 1t 
My mother could play the piano, except she didn't have a piano, so they had a' 
harmonium. Most people had a harmonium when they couldn't afford .a proper 
organ or a piano; They were almost portable these things- If

, 
 they didn't have 

that, they used to have an accordion, or a concertina-; Everyone had something 
to make music; But we had this little harmonium, So she used to mainly play 
hymns on that, so I became very proficient at hymns, so much so that when we 
went down to live in West Sublaco, now called Shenton Park, we joined the 
Salvation Army there; They, used to have a Salvation Army Corps about.where 
Elders. Bakery subsequently went, very close to where the Victoria League has 
their headquarters now; We went there - and don't laugh at this, but I was the 
West Subiaco Salvation Army.Band: Now that sounds a bit odd, but I was the 
only one In It, apart from Captain Downey, who was In charge of the Corps, and 
she used to play the drumi Now when she used to use me for the hymns on the 
street-corner meetings (the Salvos used to have most of their open air 
meetings as they called it) they could only have different hymns as fast as I 
could learn a new one-; So all theweek I'd be going madly trylng'to learn a 
new hymn so they could Increase 'their repertoire I tell you that if you've 
been the one and only performer in a Salvation Army Band open air meeting with 
all your school mates coming along and poking fun at you and sucking lemons 
and all that sort of thing (which incidentally is a myth) [nothing will 
embarrass you]-; Sucking a: lemon In front of a brass player helps film to play 
rather than the reverse; So if anyone's wanting to try this out again, they ------------------------ 

1 Several months after this interview session, Sir Charles located 
the original contract of sale which shows the house and land cost 
nearly 586 pounds (RJ). 
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want to remember that they're not hindering a player, they're helping him, 
because the reaction on him is to increase his flow of saliva rather than the 
other way round. I always used to say there was nothing they could do in the 
State Parliament after I got there, from the Labor side, that would cause me 
any embarrassment after you've been a one man band in the Salvation Army at 
Street corner meetings. 

But sometimes I would tell this story to my family. They used to look as 
though, you know, oh that's another one of Dad's stories. I knew they weren't 
believing it. Some years later, many years later, I was laying the foundation 
stone for the Hollywood Salvation Army Senior Citizens' Village which now, of 
course, has developed into a great complex. A lady came up to me and she said, 
"Charlie you won't remember me, but I'm Captain Downey. I used to be your 
Corps commander." She had retired to this village. I said, "Look, I've been 
looking for you all my life. Come over and tell my wife that I was your band." 
So she was able to tell Rita that I was in fact telling the truth about this 
thing, that I was her band, and that they had to coax me to learn these tunes 
so that I could increase their repertoire each week. So I was vindicated by 
being able to produce the testimony. This lady, of course, by that time you 
could imagine she was well on in years. I think she's still alive, but I 
understand she's not down at Hollywood any more. 

RJ How did you end up on the cornet? Was that your choice, or was 
that imposed? 

COURT It was probably because it was the only thing available, plus the 
fact that I was attracted to it. When you're a small boy, of course, the 
smaller instruments attract you because of the physical factor. I was always 
attracted to the cornet. People seemed to have more time in those days, you 
know. Today if a boy went up and started to fiddle with somebody's cornet in a 
band, they'd tell him to get the hell out of it and shoo him off, but in those 
days if you did, everyone felt they had a responsibility to encourage you just 
in case you might have some talent. So I'm very grateful for the number of 
people who used to let me try and show me how to do it and so on. As a child 
you pick it up very quickly. It's like a language, you learn it very easily. 

I never had formal training in music until I was about, oh be about eleven, 
when we were living in West Subiaco. Then I was put under Ron Rees. Ron Rees 
would be remembered as being the musical director of the YAL and a very good 
cornet player, not a champion, but he was a very good one and a very sound 
musician. He used to do quite a lot of theatre work. He also played in the RSL 
Band. He was a good teacher, a very patient man. A lot of the things that he 
taught me then..., for instance 'make haste slowly' was a phrase that he 
taught me, which has been of tremendous value to me. In fact my old Arbans 
tutor has got, in the early pages, 'make haste slowly'. As a boy it used to 
sound silly to me, how can you make haste slowly? If you're going to make 
haste you've got to be in a hurry. But then he taught me and we were playing 
things, as they got more difficult, if you learnt to play the notation 
properly and slowly and very, very precisely, you then go faster and faster 
and eventually you got it to the right speed and it would be good and clear 
and no fluffs in It at all. It would be well done. So he had an absolute 
obsession about this. Something I've learned in life, in everything, it often 
pays, in government for instance, if you make haste slowly, you'll always get 
there. A little and often. When you're giving out concessions, you know, if 
you give a little and often you'll find that you've always got the public 
satisfied. But if you give them too much too quickly, then what are you going 
to do next? You probably find you can't pay for it properly anyhow. 
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But I remember dear old Ron Rees, he was a very meticulous teacher, and it was 
he that said to George Mellor who was the conductor of the RSL Band, "Look I 
think this boy's ready to come Into a senior band." I came into the RSL Band 
and they had to change their name from RSL Band to RSL Memorial Band, because 
it was originally intended to be only for ex-servicemen from the First World 
War. You realise It was not long after the First World War and they were all 
Diggers from the First World War, still using instruments that they'd 
illegally borrowed from the Army from the First World War. So they hit on the 
idea of calling It the RSL Memorial Band, and that embraced people like me, as 
Sons of ex-servicemen. It was not long after that that I became the solo 
cornet to the RSL Memorial Band, playing alongside my teacher, Ron Rees, under 
a real martinet and I won't launch into that, in George Strauss Mellor. He was 
a great player and a great trainer, and a very, very strict disciplinarian 
when it came to running a brass band. But we're getting a bit ahead of time, 
because that's marching on. You're more concerned about my. early boyhood days 
at this stage. 

RJ I think it makes sense though to finish music now that you've 
raised it. We can always go back and cover your early life later. What age 
were you when you joined the RSL Band? 

COURT was twelve. That's the year I went to my first major 
competition. The RSL Memorial Band was doing all the engagements at the races 
and trots, because remember at the races and trots they didn't have loud 
speakers in those days, everything was done by semaphore. It had to be up on a 
board. Down the trots they actually used a huge magic lantern and put the 
slides up at night time. The Turf Club, everything was semaphore. The 
starters, the riders, the jockeys, everything, it all had to be semaphored in 
some form. People forget that they didn't have descriptions of races in those 
days, except what the mob gave as the race went on and- they let their views be 
known about the horses that weren't trying and so on. But there was no 
official broadcast, because there was no broadcast. There was no technology 
whereby they could talk to people, except by word of mouth. So 1 was flung 
into races and trots. 

It will amuse you that in those days you couldn't go to the trots unless you 
were eighteen. We used to be down on the old WACA, on the WA Cricket 
Association Ground. People don't realise that Western Australia was the 
pioneer State for night trotting. They -were miles ahead of any other State 
thanks to the enterprise of a man named James Brennan. Because I was under 
eighteen, the band had to get a permit from the child welfare people for me to 
attend. So I attended every trotting meeting and every race meeting, because 
you couldn't get me away from the band. But the-permit provided I could only 
attend if my father was there. So he had to be at every racing and trotting 
meeting. He played the tuba.in  the band, you see, he played the B flat bass, 
the big one. He had to be at every meeting, because if he didn't go, I 
couldn't go. So my induction Into races and trots. And I became very 
knowledgeable about races and trots. It used to stagger people later on when 
they found that I knew so much about racing and trotting and it was because as 
a boy, it's like a language again, you pick it up.so  quickly. I could tell most of the horses without a saddle cloth on by the time I was about fourteen, 
because I never missed a race meeting and never missêd.a trotting meeting. 

END OF TAPE 2 SIDE A 

'Sir Charles found copies of receipts detailing costs of attending his 
first music competition in Bunbury, Christmas 1923-January 1924. 
He also supplied a copy of a letter to D K Weaver on the subject, 
attached pp.  2302-2303 (RJ) 
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A second Interview with Sir Charles Court, held In the offices of Hend
ry Rae 

and Court in Perth on 2nd March, 1989. 

Rd Sir Charles we spoke last time of your parents' decision to come 

to Australia, and you told me that when they first arrived they stayed
 on the 

verandah of a house in Bourke Street. You then said they went to a bo
arding 

type of place. Where was that exactly? 

COURT It would be In the same general area of Leederville where their 

first night was spent. They wouldn't have been there for long an
d then 

eventually they got themselves a house, but I couldn't be precise abou
t that 

particular place. I only know that my mother did record at one time th
at they 

were driven mad with mosquitoes that they'd never struck before. Then t
hey got 

driven mad by fleas. Of course, they were common in those days and you
 didn't 

have the sort of things that you have today for getting rid of pest
s like 

that. I think the most famous thing for getting rid of ants and that t
ype of 

insect was a thing called Insectabane. It was in tins and it was a pow
der and 

you sprinkled this all around. I wasn't quite sure whether the ants 
and the 

mosquitoes weren't worse than the Insectabane or the other way roun
d. But 

you've got to realise that we're talking now about over seventy years 
ago and 

science has made great advances since then, the type of house has made
 great 

advances since then. But I well remember a very graphic description
 by my 

mother about the first night when they struck fleas and mosquitoes. Th
ey woke 

up next day covered in blotches and they wondered what they'd come t
o, but 

somehow or other they managed to overcome these things. 

Rd And then there was the house that they rented. Do you know where 

that was? 

COURT Oh the house they rented was in Bourke Street where my brother was 

born. Then later on they shifted to Richmond Street, and then to V
incent 

Street. 

The houses 1 remember very well. As I mentioned to you once before even
 though 

I was only a small boy, with my father away at the war I was the on
ly one 

around, so you become very self-reliant. You have to do things that you 
wouldn't expect a child twice that age to do. But you do it, and it doe

sn't do 

you any harm. I remember the Richmond Street places very well because w
e had a 

dear neighbour there, a Mr and Mrs Laughton. They had a couple of son
s with 

whom I occasionally communicate even today. But Mr and Mrs Laughton wer
e very, 

very kind to my mother, especially while my father was away at the war.
 

Mr Laughton worked in a power station substation in Wellington Stree
t. You 

realise, of course, that the power supply of Perth in those days was
 quite 

primitive compared with what it is today. He worked in the syste
m that 

supplied Perth. This substation was in Wellington Street, and as a s
pecial 

favour on Saturday mornings, my brother Syd and 1, we could wal
k into 

Perth.... You know that's a long way for today's children, but we
 never 

thought anything of it. We used to be able to go in and see Mr Laughton
 and he 

used to read the meter boards. We thought he was a very important man
 to be 

able to read all these meter boards and write down what was on it. We u
sed to 

go round with him and watch him while he did it. Mr Laughton used to g
o round 

reading these meter boards and we used to look at him with great awe. 
But the 

highlight of the morning was at morning tea time, when they had morning
 break, 

we could sit down with Mr Laughton and all the other men. I remember a
s well 

as anything, we'd sit down on the floor and have tea. It was all black
 billy 

tea. We thought we were really big time sitting down with all of thes
e men. 

They'd talk about the races. They'd talk about the football. They'd tal
k about 

the plant. They'd talk about politics. They'd talk about everything. 
We just 
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felt we were really big shots being able to sit down alongside of these men. 
Then Mr Laughton would probably give us a penny each. Now that seems very 

small today, but you realise that for that penny you could either buy a penny 
chocolate, Nestles, which you got out of a machine, or you could get an ice-

cream, so It was meaningful from our point of view. 

Then we used to go down to Vie's threepenny pictures on a Saturday. That was 
where the Metro eventually was and where, of course, the Wesley Perth 

facilities are now, alongside Wesley Church. Vie's threepenny pictures were 
there. Vic did pretty well out of his threepenny pictures. Saturdays it was 
all cowboys and Indians stuff, you know. You'd be lucky if the film went for 
half an hour without breaking, but that was par for the course. Then they'd 
catch on fire because they were flammable. They were not like the 

non-flammable films you get today. Nothing automatic about them, because the 
man used to wind the handle. The speed of the film was very much related to 
how tired he was, or how fit he was. We used to think that was absolutely 
marvellous, and then we'd walk home from there, bearing in mind that we lived 

in Leeclerville. We'd go to the pictures next door to what is now the Wesley 
Church, and was then the Wesley Church, but the buildings next to Wesley 

Church have changed quite a deal since then. Then we'd head for home. That 
would be a tremendous day in our lives, 

RJ How often would you be allowed to go to the pictures? 

COURT Oh we didn't go very often because my people weren't very keen on 
that. You'd have to get approval of the sort of picture you could go to. They 
used to prefer some of the comedies of the day, bearing in mind that films 

were pretty crude in those days. I don't mean the material was crude, but the 
type of films you had and the machines that presented it were fairly crude. 

People just accepted the fact they were going to break down a couple of times 
in the course of an afternoon, or an evening. On our way we'd go back to 
Leederville, and had a great day, tired, and that was that. 

But Mr Laughton also had another important place in our life. Mrs Laughton had 
an ice-cream churn. In those days If you made ice-cream you had a churn with 
the ingredients for the ice-cream inside the little metal cask. You put that 
inside the barrel and between the wood of the churn and the barrel you'd have 
ice packed in there. This had to be turned by hand. Mrs Laughton was a lovely 

person and she had her own system of justice. You only got as much of the 
ice-cream as you did of your share of the turning. If you didn't appear until 
the finish you got no ice-cream; she was very strict about it. Well my little 
brother, of course, he was too small to take his turn in turning the handle in 

the early days so I used to have to do his share as well. When the ice-cream 
eventually was produced, which would take ages, it seemed to be hours and 

hours - you imagine these young boys around there turning this handle, "Oh Mrs 
Laughton isn't it done yet, isn't it done?" But she knew exactly when the 
ice-cream had been made and then she'd give me a breakfast cup full of 
ice-cream. That was always my share because I always did more than my share of 

turning. 

A breakfast cup: in places like that they didn't have many small delicate 
cups. They were what were known as breakfast cups. The men of the house, 
specially the father of the house, usually had a breakfast cup that was extra 
large, and it had a little thing built on the inside of it so that when he 
drank the tea his moustache didn't get into the tea or the tea didn't get into 
his moustache. I always remember Mr Laughton had quite a big moustache and he 
had an extra big cup and he had an extra big little platform thing. I don't 
know what you'd really describe it, but you can imagine the little thing built 
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inside It, part of the china, and It had a hole next to the actual cup itself, 
so that when he tipped the cup up his moustache would rest on this little 
platform thing, and the tea would flow through into his mouth. It was quite a 
common thing. 

But she'd give me one of these breakfast cups to take home and what she didn't 
know was that my parents would have some of that too because they were 
struggling, really struggling. My brother and I had the lion's share of it, 
but they'd have their little bit of it. It was lovely ice-cream and it was a 
very special treat. It didn't happen every Saturday, usually about once a 
fortnight, because it was quite a thing to make this. I've never worked out 
quite how it all worked out, but the fact is I saw the ingredients go in and 
the ice would go in between the cask and the actual wood of the churn and this 
turning thing would go on and on and on, and eventually we'd get our share of 
the ice-cream. 

You know those things, in retrospect, did us a lot of good, because you had to 
work for what you got. Mrs Laughton was very, very good at this. My mother was 
very good at this. She was quite ruthless, dear old Mrs Laughton. If you 
turned up and you tried to get in on the act when it was nearly finished you 
got nothing at all. So you learnt next time to be there and do your share. It 
went on for ages. I'm not sure how long it took from putting the ingredients 
in until eventually the freezing had taken place and the Ice-cream had been 
made, but you learnt to turn up when you got the word that Mrs Laughton was 
going to make ice-cream that weekend. They were very, very kind to us. 

Many years later when I became Minister for Industrial Development - I'd lost 
contact with the Laughtons. There seemed to be some division took place in the 
family between husband and wife and I think the boys remained very close to 
their mother, but Mr Laughton seemed to drift off. I don't know what happened. 
By that time we were living in a different world altogether. We'd shifted to 
Vincent Street, then down to West Subiaco as it was. One day I got a ring from 
a matron of a nursing home in Subiaco. She said, "We've got a dear old lady 
here, she's a lovely old lady, but we think she imagines things a bit. But she 
tells us that she used to nurse Charles Court when he was a baby and mind him, 
and he used to help her make ice-cream and all these things." She said, "We 
know that she's only just romancing because we read out to her [about you] in 
the paper as she doesn't read very well herself." So I said, "Well I've got 
news for you. If it happens to be Mrs Laughton It's true." She couldn't 
believe it. So I said, "Well would It be all right for me to come out? Is she 
all right for roe to come out and see her?" So I went out and saw her, and the 
dear old soul she was very tearful about it all. It brought back all these 
days. I was glad I went because only a matter of days after that she died. I 
don't know whether that hastened the end or not, whether she sort of felt, you 
know, well that was another chapter finished or something, but it was quite a 
moving occasion. It was a joyful occasion really, because after she'd got over 
her own emotions of seeing me and we were able to discuss things, she settled 
down and we had a very pleasant hour, but soon after that she died. 

I always remember when Mr Laughton died. It was only by accident I picked up 
the paper and found that he had died. I checked with my brother that it was 
the same Mr Laughton, and he couldn't go because he was committed with his 
work, so it was decided that one of us should go although we hadn't had 
contact with them for many years but out of sheer courtesy and sheer gratitude 
for what they had done for my mother and us when my father was away at the war 
and then after my father came back. So I went to the funeral and it was the 
saddest funeral I've ever been too. I was the only mourner. There was the 
undertaker, the duty minister and myself. Canon Guest was the officiating 
parson, who just happened to be the duty parson down there that day. It was a 
very sad day. But I just give you that; it's jumping ahead a bit. That's many, 
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many years after our early and very pleasant association as tiny boys with 
dear Mr and Mrs Laughton. Our visits to his work and then the ice-cream. He 
also had a garden that had grapes in it and other fruit which was quite 
unusual. But they were always very kind to us. [We got our shareJ 

After that we shifted to Vincent Street. Many of the houses in that part - 

they were only tiny little places - mainly what was known as matchboard. I 
used to think It was because it was made out of the same timber that they made 
matches out of but I was assured that It was because they were matching 
boards, you know, tongued and grooved. But they were all imported, which was a 
strange thing. In spite of all the timber we had in Western Australia, which 
was very largely used then, a lot of these houses were built out of this 
imported pine wood timber. These places were very small. There was a landlord 
named Mr Cavanagh. He seemed to have, what to us boys seemed to be dozens of 
these things around the place. That's all he did. He used to go round with his 
little carpenter's apron on, you know, a little tool bag and his hammer stuck 
in the back, as carpenters do, and do all his own repairs. 

I well remember the negotiations that went on between my mother and Mr 
Cavanagh about the rent for the house we had in Vincent Street. See people 
only think of Vincent Street up the West Perth, North Perth end there, but 
Vincent Street went right down to Monger's Lake. At the end of Vincent Street 
were Chinese market gardens in those days. The place we lived In down there 
was next to the market garden, the Chinese market gardens. These fellows grew 
their vegetables and then used to go out in a horse and cart and sell them and 
come back. Well no—one wanted to live in the house next door to the Chinese 
gardens. The standard rent around there for these tiny little places [was 
small] - bear in mind they were only two rooms. They were very tiny. I took 
some of my family back to see this place before they demolished it to build 
the flyover for the freeway, where Vincent Street goes under the flyway. Well 
our house was where the abutment is on the northern side of that flyover, if 
you can imagine what I mean. Just down from the Leederville Drill Hall. We had 
this little place there. I remember as well as anything my mother arguing with 
Mr Cavanagh as to what the rent would be. She knew no-one wanted to live next 
door to the Chinese market garden. The other people were paying six shillings 
a week and she eventually got it for five shillings a week because of the 
Chinese market garden. In point of fact she should have paid a shilling more 
because the dear old Chinese gentlemen, when they'd come back from their 
rounds at night, if there were any vegetables left over they used to throw 
them over the fence. So we really showed a profit. 

They were dear old fellows. They had a little hut and they used to disappear 
into this hut at periodical intervals. My brother and I, as little imps as we 
were, we'd see them disappear in there. It would be about six feet by eight 
feet with a timber frame with just hessian type of covering. Anyhow we used to 
hear this gurgling going on, you know, and boys will be boys. We were 
intrigued about this. One day we were very naughty and we went over and we 
just pulled the door open to see what was going on inside. These three or four 
Chinese were there with what to us looked like bassoons, but in point of fact 
they were the old opium pipes. Apparently this was countenanced and they did 
nobody any harm. There was just this little place there and this was their 
particular retreat. But they filled a very important need. 

They were all over the place. There was a lot of them over in South Perth. I 
think Tom Hungerford's written quite a bit about the old Chinese market 
gardens over on the foreshore of South Perth there. It's not that long ago 
since the last of them died. There were some up at York. They all seemed to 
have one ambition in later years was to go back to their homeland to die. But 
they did their job, they supplied a need. But I always remember that place 
there because Monger's Lake was just down the road and we could go and fish 
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down there. They were very bony old fish we used to catch there - not all 
that many, but in those days people were very, very grateful if they got a 
feed of fish through going to catch it for themselves or there was anything 
they could get for themselves. 

There's also another thing that I remember from Vincent Street. No-one will 
seem to believe me but I know it to be true. One of these days I'm going to 
see if the Public Works have any records of this. There used to be open drains 
down Vincent Street in those days. Now it's hard to believe as you drive down 
Vincent Street, down past the Drill Hall that's still there and down into 
Monger's Lake, there were open drains. When I say open drains, they were open 
drains. This used to bring all the drainage water from down West Perth and 
North Perth, around that way, and run into the lake. You can imagine that in 
that water coming down there were all sorts of things would come down with it. 
Some of it would be arrested, and seeds from tomatoes and lettuce and all 
sorts of things would be deposited there. The banks of these open drains would 
have all sorts of things: water cress, mint, the odd bit of celery believe it 
or not. Tomatoes did pretty well and the soil was as black as black as you can 
imagine with the accumulation over the years, and very fertile sort of soil. I 
well remember my mother would be cooking and she'd say, "Oh Charlie pop over 
there and get me some parsley," or "get me some mint." Now people would have 
forty fits today wouldn't they, at going getting these things out of an open 
drain like that that was coming down from these other suburbs and then just 
using it. She'd wash it and use it either for cooking or some other purpose. 
But it's hard to believe, but we are talking 70 years ago because I'm 78 and 
say I was about seven or eight then, you see it's over 70 years. 

RJ Was that just running straight into Lake Monger, that drain? 

COURT Yes, well no-one was very fussy in those days. The number of 
things running into Swan River, of course, was just virtually unrestricted and 
too numerous to count. That's why when the decision was made to clean up the 
Swan River many years later it presented some economic as well as social 
problems. It was a tremendous job that was done cleaning up the Swan River. It 
went from being a lovely, clean swimming, fishing, crabbing, prawning place, 
to being a very smelly river from Nedlands right round to Perth. You see what 
it is today. You can catch prawns and crabs and fish. There's probably more 
fish in the Swan River today than there was when I was a boy. It's back to a 
stage where people swim in it. It's probably the only river that flows through 
a capital city where you can swim in it and crab and prawn and fish in it 
without any problems. But people forget we've been right through that cycle. 

RJ Did you swim in Lake Monger? 

COURT Well we shouldn't have, but we used to. But it wasn't as bad then 
as it is now. By the way there weren't so many swans around. They were an 
unusual thing to see a swan because I would have remembered them as a boy. 
You'd be fascinated wanting to feed them. But very few. There was quite a lot 
of yachting on the Lake Monger in a flat bottomed type of little, small yacht. 
On a Sunday afternoon it was quite colourful. Sometimes the band would be 
playing down there, with my father being in the Leederville Town Band, as it 
was. It was quite an afternoon. There wasn't the housing around it that you've 
got there today, the big houses. You can imagine how close our place was. That 
was when we were paying five shillings a week for •a tiny little two-roomed 
place. But we never noticed it. 1 can't remember it being small. As I said to 
my brother when we were coming home from my mother's funeral, I said, "You 
know I can remember us being very, very poor, but I can never remember being 
unhappy." I couldn't. In the whole of those years there always seemed to be 
something to do and you had to do it for yourself because there was no radio, 
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no TV or anything at the time. So it was self-made entertainment, whether it 
was sport or you were involved in music or anything at all - the church and 
other things. I think we were grateful for what we had and what we did. 

But Monger's Lake was then quite different to what it is now. People get a 
surprise when I tell them there used to be quite a lot of yachting on that, in 
these small boats, only very small, and they were..... I don't think they had 
a centre plate even. They were just flat-bottomed type of things. They used to 
go over very quickly because they didn't have any centre board as I remember 
it. The fish were quite edible but they were pretty honey. I don't know what 
sort they were. 

Rd How did you catch them? 

COURT On a line. You'd go down and fish down there by the hour. 

Rd But with a commercial hook, or something you made yourselves? 

COURT No, just an ordinary bent pin usually. That was enough. You had to 
be patient. You didn't rely on catching any. There were plenty of people 
around trying their luck, but I got my share. 

Rd You spoke of people not wanting to live next door to the Chinese 
market gardens, for what reason? 

COURT Well for two reasons. One they had a rather strange feeling about 
these Chinese who couldn't speak English. They used to paddle around in their 
bare feet. Well they used to look like coolies, what you think a coolie would 
look like. They used to water everything by hand you know. They used to have 
two water cans on a yoke. They used to have a yoke with the water cans 
suspended from them and tip them up as they walked along. Everything had to be 
done by hand, the tilling and the harvesting. Of course they weren't all that 
big. I'm just trying to reflect in my mind. I suppose they had an acre under 
cultivation. There might have been a little more but not much more. So 
everything was done by hand. They'd plant the seed and they'd then water it 

and nurture it. Also - it's not very nice to think back on it, but one of the 
main reasons why they didn't want to live next door to them was that they used 
some rather strange sort of fertilizer. They didn't have chemical fertilizers 
in those days and it wasn't altogether odourless what they used! But that was 
the times. You see you must remember there were very few septic tanks or 
sewerage. They were the rich people had that. It was all still night 
clearance. You still had that system; it was virtually universal. But they 
were the reasons mainly why people didn't like living alongside of them. I 
think it was psychological. There was no real reason because they were lovely 
neighbours really. Every Christmas they used to give us a jar of real Chinese 
ginger. They always gave us that. They were dear people and never any problem 

at all. 

END OF TAPE 2 SIDE B 
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RJ You said that there weren't many swans at Lake Monger at that 
time. What do you remember of the bird life, the flora as well? 

COURT Well the birds, I can't remember many swans there in those days; 
Most birds seemed to be migratory. Don't forget there were swans on the Swan 
River in those days on the south side. It was quite usual to see swans over 
there, but you're going back a long way. On reflection I can't ever remember 
any swans because the fascination to little boys would have been to feed them; 
There were always birds about but they seemed to be migrato'y in the main. 
There weren't many rushes around in the lake in those days. It was an expanse 
of water. It didn't have the lawn type of construction around it that you see 
there today. It was just a lake in the middle of a district, the natural 
drainage of the district, because you must remember there were lakes in Perth 
where Forrest Place is and the railway station in early days, not while I was 
a boy but before that. You can look at the old maps. You'd find there's a 
chain of these lakes of which Monger's Lake was a very important one. Herdsman 
Lake's another one. But there'd be no encroachment on the lake. It would 
probably have been in its natural state when I was a boy. It was a playing 
place for us. There were houses all around it but they weren't as grand as 
some of the houses you've got there today. They were certainly better than the 
ones that were round about where we were in Vincent Street. They were better 
than Mr Cavanagh's six shillings a week places! 

It was at that time when we lived there that I started going to school in 
Leederville. There's a big confusion between West Leederville and Leederville 
School. West Leederville's in the higher part. But we went to Leederville, and 
the infants' school as it was then called was in Vincent Street. It was just 
down the road from us. That had first, second and third infants. It was always 
known as bubs' school. First, second and third bubs. Then the primary school 
was next to it. There was a fence always separating in those days, the 
infants' school from the primary school. 

The headmistress in the infants' school was Mrs Freedman, a very fine looking 
imperious type of woman. She used to walk around, frighten the daylights out 
of you, you know, from the way she used to do that. She was a very kindly 
person really, and a very handsome woman, as I remember her. But she had that 
look; she just had to be the head of the primary school with a look like hers. 
If she'd have been in the hospital system she'd have been automatically the 
matron, you know, that type of appearance. 

They were very happy days. The teacher I remember most though was Miss 
Hope-Ives. I forget her Christian name but her surname was Hope-Ives. She was 
a very good elocutionist. Her great ambition in life was to try and get some 
of us urchins to speak nicely. I think she gave up the unequal struggle but 
she used to try. But she was a very attractive person as I remember, a little 
boy at that age. I fell in love with Miss Hope-Ives. If you went up to her 
when the class finished and you could say, "A E I 0 U", you see, you could say 
this.... I think you had to do It three times; If you got it right, until she 
was satisfied, "A E I 0 U", well then you were allowed to kiss her. You've no 
idea how many little boys would line up there and say, "A E I 0 U", and then 
they were allowed to kiss Miss Hope-Ives before they went home. 

Well just to carry on the story. As you know I was involved in music all my 
life and many years later, I suppose I would have been about, oh about 
eighteen, and I was performing pretty well in those days because I'd already 
been over to the Eastern States competing successfully. I might have been a 
little older because I know I was in a dinner suit and all that. We were or, 
the same programme. She was still performing as an elocutionist because she 
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was quite prominent. She came up to me after I'd finished
 my piece and with a 

twinkle in her eye she said, "Charlie, do you still want t
o marry me?" because 

apparently when I was a little boy with my "A E 1 0 U", 
I fell in love with 

Miss Hope-Ives and, of course, I would have been, what
? - seven - six or 

seven, and allowing for a teacher I suppose she.... In t
hose days they were 

much younger than you think because they were monitor
s and things. They 

weren't much older than the children in the high schools.
 They were only just 

the same age in many cases. So she would have been just
 that, oh say about 

eighteen. So you can see how time marched on. She remi
nded me of this. I 

remembered it so well. Of course, you never forget her
 because she was so 

insistent in trying to get us to get our "A E I 0 U's" ri
ght. She didn't have 

much success but at least she tried the poor girl. But 
I remember her very 

well. 

Then I went for one year into the primary school and then 
we went down to West 

Subiaco after that. The headmaster in Leederville School,
 primary school, was 

Mr English. So we had Mrs Freedman in the lower school and
 then in the primary 

school we had Mr English who was... I remember him very 
well because he was 

quite a figure. It was quite a big school. He ran a very 
strict school. Most 

schools were very strict in those days. 

The other thing is that people don't realise that there w
ouldn't be anyone at 

that school - that's probably not correct - there would hardly be anybody at 

that school wearing boots or shoes. It was the done thing
. People just didn't 

have them and that's all there was about It. No one noti
ced It. You know no 

one noticed it because you were all in the same boat. The
re'd be the odd one 

that might have boots and shoes but they'd be self-co
nscious and they'd 

usually carry their boots home anyhow because they 
didn't want to be 

different. The other extraordinary thing was that when yo
u went to church on 

Sunday the children all wore boots or shoes. It was very m
uch drilled into you 

that for church and royal occasions you wore the best you
 got. Even If it had 

a hole in the pants, you still wore the best you got and 
you wore It as best 

you could. In other words your boots had to be clean and
 your clothes had to 

be pressed and all that sort of thing. It was the will to
 do the right thing 

that was important rather than whether you had something
 splendid or not. I 

well remember that, and when I went to Rosalie School in W
est Subiaco, another 

State school, it was exactly the same there. 

But, of course, my father got this war service home. I t
hink I explained to 

you once before that he and my mother hated having anyth
ing they hadn't paid 

for. They didn't believe in credit. A lot of people were
 like that in those 

days; It was not unusual. It also applied In other States.
 Like when I went to 

Tanunda in 1928 to compete there and stay with the Wallen
t family, Mr Wallent 

who had the biggest store in Tanunda, he didn't have a deb
tors' ledger because 

he gave no credit. He sold farm equipment and farm suppli
es and all that sort 

of thing. So you're looking at a different Australia to 
what you are today. 

This was a flow on really from the Calvinist type of appro
ach. 

But when we shifted down to West Subiaco when my mother a
nd father built this 

war service home in Campsie Street (and it's still there
, the front of it's 

unchanged) then, of course, we went to Rosalie School. No
w Rosalie was a pain 

in the neck to us boys because we were getting a bit old
er by this time. Now 

fancy going to a school called Rosalie. You go to play fo
otball with some of 

the other schools: Subiaco, Nedlands and others, Jolimont 
and so on. "Where do 

you come from?" "Rosalie," and oh we used to get a bad, 
bad time. But people 

don't understand that Bishop Salvado when he came to
 Western Australia 

virtually took up all the land between what is now Sh
enton Park or West 

Subiaco, from Onslow Road right through. You can trace
 a swathe of it by 

looking at the names of the streets, right through to t
he Home of the Good 

Shepherd. I don't know whether he owned it or the church 
owned it, or whether 
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he influenced it in some way or other, but that swathe of land through there, 

you'll find that he was identified with it and that's why some of the names 

are what they are. That's why Subiaco, of course, is called what it is because 

of the Italian origin of Salvado and where he came from. I don't know whether 

he was Italian or whether he was Spanish. But all people of the church like 

that had a very strong link with Italy. He named that part Rosalie. When the 

school was built, although it was then part of Subiaco and called West 

Subiaco, they still kept the name Rosalie on the school. It is to this day. 

That's the school where I went to. 

In those days it was a very harsh school. Mr J C Lunt was sent out there to be 

the headmaster. He lived to a grand old age and in his later years, after he 

retired as a headmaster, worked for his son, Cohn Lunt. His son was an 

accountant. The old chap worked for him and as a matter of fact when I was in 

practice even, later on, I used to see Mr Lunt down the Terrace, straight as a 

die, and still walking the same. All you had to do was put a big cane in his 

hand and he'd have been back where he was. You always had a respect for a man 

like that because we owed something to him for what he did for us in character 

and learning, basic learning. In those early days, of course, men still wore 

hats and I'd never dream of meeting Mr Lunt in the street without raising my 

hat to him, not from habit but just out of respect. It was the right thing to 

do out of respect for a man you realised had done something important for you. 

But he was sent there as the headmaster and it was a pretty tough old school. 

There was not a flower in the grounds, there was not a piece of grass, there 

wasn't even a piece of gravel. We used to assemble every morning in sand, 

black sand. You look there today, as you drive past there, it's a lovely 

looking school. A man named Darcy came there many, many years after. He was a 

rose fanatic. He planted roses all over the place there and changed it, and 

grass and everything. But in the early days there it was a rough old school 

and Mr Lunt was really sent there to enforce some discipline in the school. 1 

remember the first year there I was scared stiff. It was a pretty rough old 

school. It was a pretty rough old upbringing for a while. Anyhow Mr Lunt, he 

got on top of that school, but as you see all those beautiful playing fields 

there now, all those beautiful ovals there and the tennis courts next door and 

so on, and the lovely gardens around the school, it's hard to believe that 

where the playing fields are now was just plain bush, you know coastal bush, 

not big trees, but spindly sort of trees that grew on the coastal plains. The 

grounds had no grass or gravel or anything. It was just plain sand. There was 

a bit of a path that used to connect up the different rooms but apart from 

that there was sand. 

It was very difficult to build up any esprit de corps, but Mr Lunt did. When 

he came there he announced that he was going to have a fete at the end of the 
year. Everyone thought it was a joke. They didn't do those sorts of things 
down there In this place. Anyhow he had the fete and it was a tremendous 

success. It was the start of getting the parents and the children and 

everybody involved in the school. Then he got busy bees coming in. Of course, 

you imagine the whole district was nothing else but tradesmen and labourers, 

so there were plenty of people that could build things. It was only a matter 

of somebody harnessing them and reminding them they had a responsibility to 

the children. In those days the headmaster, of course, lived on the school 

grounds. There was always a headmaster's house in the corner. The poor man got 

people there 24 hours a day, almost, and seven days a week, because that was 

the headmaster's house. The Derby Road Methodist Church is opposite the 

school. Mr Lunt was also our [Sunday] Schoolmaster on Sunday afternoon, 

because by that time the Salvation Army [Hall] further down the road, about 

where the Victoria League are now, had closed down. They had combined with 

Subiaco and so rather than have to walk over there, my mother shifted us up to 

the Methodist Church. That's how we changed from the Salvos to the Methodist 
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Church; Derby Road Methodist Church, which was a timber building behind where the present church Is. I think that old timber building has been pulled down now. We used to get Mr Lunt all the week and then get him on Sundays as well. He was a great Methodist. 

He, having had his fete and got this parent involvement, which was good for the parents as well as for the school, the next year he decided to have a school ball. They thought that was a joke, but he had a school ball and it was a great success. But the real test of Mr Lunt's ability to influence a school was the next year when he decided they were going to put on the play Merchant of Venice. Well everyone looked askance at this Merchant of Venice. But h put oh the Merchant th of Venice before the end of at year. F remember Mabel Balding was Porti a.;. I was Bassanio. George Cornell, whose father at that time was a National Party member of Parliament and he himself became a Country Party member of Parliament, took one of the principal parts. When Mr Lunt announced that we were going to have to dress up in the proper costumes for this, well that started another riot, but we did, 

Slowly but surely Mr Lunt did this thing-and that thing and they became annual -events. It had a tremendous impact not only onus children, but on the families and on the whole district. He became very highly respected as a headmaster and as a leading citizen. In those days the education system was tremendously important - the quality of the headmaster, the character of the headmaster, and the teachers. It had a tremendous impact, not only on the children, but on their families, on their parents and on the whole district, particularly If you had a man like Mr Lunt who got everybody involved. That's how the school managed to survive and how it did so well. 

You'll be interested in one piece of history from that school. There were three members of Parliament came out of the one school at the one time. The strange thing about it was by coincidence more than by design but again a reflection of the sort of teaching you got, one of those members of Parliament was Labor, one was Liberal, the other was Country Party. One was S E I Johnson, he became the Labor member for Leederville. The other one was George Cornell, who was aCountry 1 Party member in the Kellerberrin area. I forget the exact name of the seat. He also became a minister in the Brand Government alongside of me.2  He was only there for a short while unfortunately and he died rather young. He was tragically killed while cleaning a motor car. He didn't drive a car and he was cleaning his wife's car and the thing rolled back on him and he couldn't do anything about it and it killed him. It was rather sad. He was quite a brilliant fellow. He was by far the best scholar In the Rosalie School when I was there. He had quite a brilliant brain really. Then, of course, the third one wasmyseif. All out of the one school at the one time at the time of Mr Lunt. 

But when we went back for the celebrations there later on, you know, it was a nostalgic feeling to go back there. When I became the member, of course, I had a lot to do with the school. It was quite sad that one of the first things that I had to do when I became the Member for Nedlands, which included all that area, was to resist the closure of the school because districts come and go. You can more or less have a 30 year cycle when they are overcrowded and then they have empty rooms. They set out to concentrate West Subtaco School ------------ 

I George Cornell was elected to the seat of Avon in 1947 and to the seat of Mt Marshall in 1950 following a re- distribution (RJ) 
2Georqe Cornell died in 1967. He spent only five months as a Minister in the Brand government, being appointed in November 1961 and relinquishing his portfolios in April 1962 (1(J) 
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partly with Subiaco and partly with Nedlands; I had to resist this becaus
e I 

was able to get statistics to show that the population would come again;
 It 

did come again and fortunately it started to come within a year; 
The 

indications for the next year were such that there was going to be an incre
ase 

and it was just enough to keep the school going and keep all the rooms the
re. 

So Rosalie had a continuous existence and I felt mighty good about my 
old 

school that I'd been there at the time when I could do something to make s
ure 

It survived; But it did have empty classrooms, It was quite sad, and co
uld 

easily have been shut; But it's going well; 

But all of these schools; Nedlands the same, every suburb you like to look
 at, 

and the old suburbs, they've come and they've gone and they've come b
ack 

again; It's only natural; A whole generation grows up there and then they m
ove 

out and when they get married they go and build in another suburb; But th
ose 

inner suburbs these days, of course, you notice the values of land there 
are 

amazingly high compared with when we went to live there because they're
 so 

close to the city; The only problem with the south side of Onslow Road is,
 of 

course, the blocks were all so narrow; If you drive down there at night ti
me, 

down on the south side of Onslow Road, streets like Yilgarn Street, Murchi
son 

Street, Commercial Road and that sort of thing, you've got to drive v
ery 

carefully because the blocks are so narrow they can't have garages unl
ess 

somebody buys two houses and knocks one down and then redevelops, which t
hey 

will do in due course; But when you look at those very, very narrow bloc
ks, 

which was not uncommon in those days, it explains why there are no garag
es; 

no-one had cars anyhow; They wouldn't even have horses and carts in th
ose 

days; The people were pretty poor; It was all tradesmen and laboure
rs, 

especially in the Depression times; 

But it's a very interesting exercise because during the Depression time wh
ere 

you had a very high incidence of unemployment down there, I've never know
n a 

community to stick so tightly together; It shows what can be done when peo
ple 

stick together and work together and help one another; A lot of people bec
ame 

closer to one another and the friendships became closer because of the need
 to 

stick together, We always used to say the rich people lived on the north s
ide 

of Onslow Road because their houses were bigger (anyhow they used to l
ook 

richer) and the poor people lived on the south side; I should tell you
 we 

lived on the south side, but we were a little bit further down beca
use 

Aberdare Road then was the signal for bigger blocks, such as where my mot
her 

and father bought after the First World War; If you go back to 4 Camp
sie 

Street now you'll find it's quite a big frontage, in fact too big. We w
ere 

able to have a tennis court eventually alongside the house; 

But in those days the method of transport was by rail on the one side and
 by 

tram on the other side; The number 6 tram used to go down to the end of Rok
eby 

Road where the entrance is to Kings Park and where Thomas Street comes d
own 

and goes on, on its way down to Nedlands. There's a junction there if 
you 

recall and you go into Kings Park, Saw Avenue, or you can keep on going;
 The 

tram used to come out from Perth, down Hay Street, down Rokeby Road; That 
was 

number 6; Most of them used to end there; But if it was going to Nedlands
 it 

was number 7; They used to then carry on from there but quite a few tr
ams 

didn't go the full distance; You caught number 6 and went to Rokeby Road, 
and 

then you got into a little tram that went on to the Nedlands Hotel; So if 
you 

lived in West Subiaco, you could either come down by tram on the eastern si
de, 

or you could come by train on the western side-; 

But then later on the buses started to operate; Molloy, Tom Molloy star
ted 

some buses which had solid tyres, believe it or not: very noisy, big, h
igh 

buses they were, very unpopular; Another company started a rival show wh
ich 

had pneumatic tyres; Of course they got all the business; So Molloy eventua
lly 

had to change his solid tyres over to pneumatic tyres but t
hey 
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weren't a great success because the original chassis and everything were built 

for the solid tyres. The pneumatic tyres, of course, were much bigger and 

didn't ever look good inside the mudguards of the old buses. But that was a 

dramatic period when the buses started. They were almost illegal, you know. It 

was almost a clandestine type of operation but they were very cunningly in 

between the railways and the trams on the two extremes. So they picked up all 

that traffic right through West Subiaco into Subiaco and then on into Perth. 

The two companies prospered. One was run by Tom Molloy and one was run by Mr 

Downe who eventually became the Mayor of Subiaco I think, and a Mr McDonald. 

His son became one of the drivers in the buses run by Downe and McDonald. His 

grandson is very active in Perth. He started Taimac, which eventually I think 

fell into the hands of Laurie Connell. There's been quite .fi 
 bit of prominence 

to that and I don't think he's involved in it any more. But young [Ross] 

McDonald built up a very enterprising business in the film making, TV 

business. He also had the monopoly of the internal films for the races, the 

trots and the greyhounds. When you go to the races and the trots and you see 

the races being played on the course, well he had a monopoly of those. As I 

say Connell came in and eventually took over Taimac. I don't know what was the 

fate of it afterwards. But it all goes back to his grandfather starting this 

bus [business] with Mr Downe. 

This McDonald's father [Hector] learnt to drive at the expense of the 

customers, who used to be horrified when he was getting his licence because 

he'd have a teacher alongside of him and a bus load of passengers. Things were 

a bit different in those days! We used to count the number of times he ground 

the gears between West Subiaco and Perth because those days you didn't have 

any automatic clutches, everything had to be double-declutch. We'd say, "He's 

getting better, he's getting better." This was indicative of the town of the 

time. But Hector McDonald, he eventually became a very good driver and a very 

good citizen, a very respected citizen. I don't think his father ever drove. 

Mr Downe did, much to our horror. I always remember Mr Downe had very bad 

eyesight and he used to worry us when he used to be the relieving driver. But 

we went from buses, charabancs. You don't see them these days, but they were 

part of the rolling stock of the day, that intruded itself on to our little 

village and prospered. Shaky start, but it prospered. Some of the drivers 

became quite personalities. In fact one of the early drivers eventually became 

my stepfather. Many years later he married my mother after my father died in 

1939, I think some time after the war. George Hamilton his name was, he 

married my mother. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 3 

------------------------ 
1Laurie Connell bought a majority share in Taimac Video Corp Pty Ltd from its 

founder, Ross McDonald in 1985, "in expectation that Taimac would be 

successful with its application for the third commercial television licence." 

Taimac was placed in receivership in April 1990. (West 24 April 1990, p  55 - 

RJ). 
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Rd What age would you have been when Mr Molloy started his bus 

service? 

COURT I'm guessing, but I think I'd be about twelve. 

Rd And you say it had the hard tyre, but what else about the bus? 

What was it like? 

COURT Oh a real boneshaker. It was always referred to as the boneshaker. 

Very well made, you know, but a very heavy, rattly sort of a structure. 

Bearing in mind motor vehicles weren't all that common and the roads weren't 

all that good either. So It was a pioneering thing in terms of transport. But 

It was also a very high structure, unnecessarily high, whereas the bus that 

had the pneumatic tyres was initially the charabanc type, if you know what I 

mean by the charabanc type. If you can imagine a very elongated motor car that 

would seat about six across and they would have - I'm guessing now - but you'd 

have say, [counts] one, two, three, four, five - you'd have six rows of these 

and the driver up the front. It was all right If people got in in the right 

order but there was always some character over on the traffic side of the bus 

- because they weren't allowed to have a door on that side of the charabanc 

because it opened straight out into the traffic. If he wanted to get out, and 

invariably the chap was sitting there that wanted to get out first, and he'd 

have to climb over all of these people to where the door was on the kerb side 

and out he'd get. Of course, they had certain problems in the wet weather. They 

had to go along and put up the old celluloid type of curtains on a frame that 

stuck Into each door and that was a bit inefficient. But they had to start. 

After that they got into the bus style of bus that we know today: completely 

pneumatic, they had quieter engines. They weren't air-conditioned or anything 

like that but they had quieter engines as they got better. In fact if I 

remember rightly a lot of them were petrol driven engines, not diesel. The 

diesels initially weren't as quiet as the petrol driven engines. But they got 

more and more comfortable as they got more sophisticated. They became faster, 

more pleasant to ride in, the roads got better and it became accepted that 

buses were to be the order of the day. 

There was another set of services run by a number of people that started from 

Perth, up Malcolm Street, along Kings Park Road, down Thomas Street, and then 

on down to Stirling Highway and on to Fremantle. Another lot used to go round 

[the south side of] the river. They were private buses that in the main were 

operating semi-illegally. I say semi-illegally because the fact that they 

operated and eventually grew and became accepted and fully licensed meant that 

they were tolerated, put it that way. They had very strict rules. Where they 

were going along a tramline or a railway line, they weren't allowed to pick up 

passengers. For instance when they got to Rokeby Road they hit the tramline 

because the tram that came down to Rokeby Road then went on to Nedlands. Until 

they got to Stirling Highway they weren't supposed to pick up passengers. Now 

Australians had remarkable ways of overcoming these things. 

You must realise that where Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital is, when I was a boy 

that was all bush. It was mainly university land, and all of that land right 

through to Monash Avenue was all bush. So we had a wonderful life. When you 

went out of our place in Campsie Street, just a few yards down the road you 

were in the bush, real bush. It was a wonderful place to grow up. But all of 

that place there which is now Charles Gairdner, there was a dairy there, 

Aliman's Dairy. Mr Allman became quite notorious for the number of times that 

he was prosecuted for having too much water in his milk. It's hard to believe 
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that there where you see that lovely hospital there was the dairy. It used to 

be like a quagmire in winter time. Imagine the cows around there. Then Mr 

Allman used to let his cows out in the day after they'd been milked. They used 

to wander through all the houses there (you had to keep your gate shut 

otherwise you'd lose all your flowers) and into the bush and then they'd come 

back at night and be milked. - 

I recall when Mr Allman got prosecuted for goodness only knows how many times, 

but he was vying with a man over in Osborne Park. If you can imagine Main 

Street as it is today, well all the way up Main Street there were dairies, the 

cows there that supplied all that area, North Perth, Mount Lawley, round 

there. Mr Allman was in West Subiaco. The dairies were scattered all over the 

metropolitan area. There was no pasteurisation or anything in those days You 

always put the billy out at night. The first one up in the morning went and 

got the milk and then his job was to scald it because there was no 

pasteurisation. Of course, he was the one that took the cream off the top and 

had it with his porridge. So there was a bit of competition to get up and get 

the milk. But I remember when Mr Allman got prosecuted for a record number of 

times. He beat the record of this man over in Main Street, Osborne Park. The 

headline read, "Allman breaks Record." That was the record for the number of 

prosecutions. I always remember my mother, who could have a rather biting 

phrase when she got a bit annoyed, I remember putting the billy out this night 

and it had a note In it, "Dear Mr Allman, please leave a half a pint of milk 

in future and we'll add the water ourselves." I laughed about it at the time 

but I felt a little bit sorry for poor Mr Allman. 

Mr Aliman's dairy became quite famous because he used to get a small amount of 

income by letting the cows out on a Saturday afternoon and you'll find from 

the records of the Hockey Association that they used to play pennant hockey on 

Ailman's Dairy. Rough old grounds; goodness only knows. No wonder we produce 

some good hockey players if they could play on that ground! I remember going 

down, and the Brookings and the Plaistowes and others that used to play there, 

as a boy we used to go and watch them practising and then watch them playing. 

They played there for many, many years. Portable goal posts you know, for the 

hockey. That was an arrangement they had with Mr Allman. He eventually sold 

out of his dairy when the milk became quite different and they had to have all 

these big dairies and pasteurisation and that sort of thing. So all of these 

[local] dairies disappeared. He eventually had a service station in Cambridge 

Street. He was quite well known there because he had a huge wooden gate 

suspended at the end of the garage as you drove in. It had a big sign on It, 

"The day this gate falls, you get free petrol." I remember as well as anything 

it used to be quite an advertising gimmick because everyone used to mimic this 

thing and repeat it, you know. Nothing like an advertisement where people 

repeat it for you. But that was Mr Allman. He was the same Mr Allman that used 

to run the dairy in West Subiaco where the great hospital now is. All that 

bush is gone, of course. 

RJ You spoke of that bush around you that you grew up in. What was it 

really like? What do you remember about the bush? 

COURT Well it was real bush, real coastal bush. See people don't realise 

what the coastal plain looked like. It didn't grow big timber but It was very 

much like the better parts of Kings Park. See a lot of Kings Park is not as it 

was in its natural pristine state because if you look hard enough you can find 

the old sawyers' pits in Kings Park where they actually had the old style 

sawyers' pits and sawed up the best of the timber to make some of the houses 

around there. So these things come and go and forests are like everything 

else, they get old, they have a life. But they naturally took a lot of timber 

out of there, either for..;. if it was poor timber for burning or if it was 

good timber they'd probably saw it up. But that's a long, long time ago. 
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Well around us would have been slightly better timber country than Kings Park 

is today, a mixture of eucalypts of various sorts. Nothing very, very big - 

saplings mainly and a lot of regrowth. Banksias thrived, of course, on the 

coastal plain until you start to do anything with water and fertilizers. It 

does best in the harsh conditions. When we first went to live in Nedlands, for 

instance, that was almost completely banksia and sheoak from Waratah Avenue 

right through to Sunset. But the timber around what is now the Gairdner 

Hospital was typical coastal type timbers and officially you weren't allowed 

to cut it for firewood but most people survived on it. You could usually get 

enough from broken branches and trees that got old and died and so on. So you 

realise that if people could get firewood free it was a plus. 

It was just like when we went down to Crawley from there. Crawley was our 

nearest beach. Very few people swam in the sea then; they were considered a 

different breed altogether. Most people swam in the river. There was a baths 

at Nedlands, there was a baths at Crawley, and there was a baths in the city. 

So most people learned to swim in the river and some of our great swimmers 

like "Brusher" Jones of those times, they learnt their swimming and they used 

to do all their competitive work before they went overseas, Commonwealth Games 

or Olympics, in the river when you probably would have anything up to waves, 

some nights up to a foot and a half. If it was only six Inch waves they'd 

reckon they were having a good night. But they accepted it. You didn't have 

these private, inbuilt Olympic size swimming pools in those days, so they 

learnt to swim in the river. Whatever they got overseas when they went abroad 

was a bonus. But we used to go to Crawley and you used to catch the number 7 

tram from Aberdare Road and go down and used to get off at Myers Street. Myers 

Street went straight through to the beach. The only reason why I mention this 

again is the fact that it was very important to go down there. You not only 

had an outing for a very nominal sum on the tram, but you also had a swim and 

all that sort of thing. Then you could fish or you could prawn or crab as the 

case may be. It was more than people catching a feed of prawns or crabs today 

which is something of a novelty. In those days it was a whole meal or probably 

two meals. It was terribly important in the household budget. It wasn't just a 

question of enjoying some prawns or crabs, which is very, very pleasant on its 

own, but on the other hand it was even more important as part of the household 

budget. 

RJ I'm just trying to get a picture of you as a young person. Now 

you've described the bush physically, what it looked like, but what did the 

bush mean to you? What did you notice about the bush as a child? 

COURT Well a number of things were very important to me. First of all it 

appealed to me when I got out of school. I was never a very enthusiastic 

student. If it hadn't have been for my mother I would have been a beachcomber, 

quite frankly. People find that a bit hard to believe, but that bush used to 

beckon me. Then if we wanted to swim in the sea we used to walk straight 

through from the West Subiaco Railway Station due west, right through the bush 

to a place which Is just about or just a bit south of where City Beach is 

today. We'd think nothing of roaming through the bush. It didn't seem to be 

far. You know there was so much to see, it was all natural bush. You'd go 

there and you'd have a good swim and then you'd come home again and the days 

used to go so quickly. But that bush nearest to us, it was always a great 

place to play. You'd play cowboys and Indians and all that sort of thing. 

There was a great realism about it because it was almost a part of Kings Park 

you see. So we used to spend a lot of our time in Kings Park then, bearing in 

mind they joined on to one another. 

Quite a few people had horses - not the style of show ponies you've got today, 

but hacks of various sorts. If people were fairly well off, they might have a 

horse and sulky or something like that. I well remember one of our friends had 
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a horse and we were very envious of him having this horse. We were playing in 
the bush there and we heard this horse coming through the bush and we thought 
it was our friend Denny Dale. So we set a bit of an ambush for him. When the 
horse loomed up around the corner it wasn't our friend at all, it was 
Constable Bannear. Constable Bannear was quite a historic character. He was in 
the Nedlands Police Station where It is now. That was a time when Nedlands was 
known as "Naughty Nedlands". The beach at Nedlands around to the hot pool was 
frequented by yachties that used to hire yachts as well as [have] their own, 
of course. They used to hire yachts from a Mr Hill who had a standard type 
hire yacht. They used to spend the weekend around those parts sailing around 
the river, but they used to spend the night, Saturday nights, on the Nedlands 
Beach, because don't forget the Nedlands Hotel was already there. Between 
there and the hot pool they used to have great "goings on". There was always 
something in the paper about the goings on there, It was always known 
throughout the metropolitan area as "Naughty Nedlands". They established a 
Constable Bannear (I think he became Sergeant Bannear) down there. He 
obviously had instructions to tidy the place up a bit and he did it with a rod 
of Iron. But he used to patrol on his horse from there right through down to 
where we lived in Campsie Street, so his beat must have gone right down to 
Aberdare Road. 

Anyhow on this particular day it was Constable Bannear on his horse that came 
galloping round there. His horse shied and threw Constable Bannear off. Phewl 
This, you know, you can imagine three little boys. By then I'd have been about 
eleven. My brother was only a tiny chap. The other boy would have been about 
ten. Well when Constable Bannear recovered and got his horse and lined us up 
there, I always remember him saying, he said, "Will I deal with you, or will I 
take you home to your father?" "Oh," we said, "we'd much rather you deal with 
us Mr Bannear." He duly gave us a good kick in the backside which was the 
customary treatment of those days. Just imagine a policeman doing this today. 
He'd be up on a charge and action for damages, human rights and God only knows 
what not. But it was a good way of running the place. He gave us a damn good 
boot. It hurt a bit but it was much better than being dealt with by Dad 
because he used to deal out punishment with a razor strop. 

Very few people today will have seen a razor strop but in those old days when 
they used cut-throat razors they used to have this strop that you put on to a 
hook on the wall. It had a handle, leather handle that you could hold, and you 
stropped the razor on this thing. Then you could turn it over and finish it 
off on the other side. Every adult male became very proficient at this, at 
keeping his razor in good order. Well that was the common weapon for giving 
the children a bit of punishment. Of course, it was a terrible diabolical 
thing really because it's got a good strong grip on it, and the other end had 
a metal buckle that used to hitch on to the wall. So you get a couple of 
cracks with that across your backside and you knew that you'd been in trouble. 
It didn't do us any harm, but I remember Constable Bannear was much less 
frightening than my father. 

But just imagine today if a Constable caught some boys being naughty and he 
grabbed them and he said, "Will I deal with you, or will I take you home to 
your father?" On either count he'd be up for some sort of action, so you 
eventually finish up loading up the courts with unnecessary cases and you 
start criminals on their way. But a bit of summary justice, I was all for it 
Somehow or other it wouldn't be bad today. But times have changed. 

You asked how I used to feel about the bush. There was something very free 
about it. But don't forget in all the process I was still having to practise 
my music and all that, so it wasn't all fun and games. My mother saw to that. 
She kept me to the grindstone. Then when I eventually left school and started 
to study she was the one that really kept me to it. 
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Rd Were you the sort of person who noticed wildflowers and insects 
and things like that in the bush or did you just enjoy the freedom it offered 
you? 

COURT Oh I don't think I was ever attracted or fascinated by the 
wildflowers and the snakes and goannas. You realise there were a lot of snakes 
and goannas and things like that in those days. There was no reason then why 
they'd be disturbed or frightened away. When we first went to live in Dalkeith 
by the way, in 46 Waratah Avenue, you'd expect to have goannas in your back 
yard there. It wasn't so good if you had fowls, as most people used to in 
those days. They're a bit partial to the same food and also to the eggs. You 
grew up with it but the average citizen If they had a goanna in their 
backyard, they'd scream blue murder, want to go and get somebody in to shoot 
it or chop its head off or something. But I can't say that I was ever 
fascinated by those things. It was just the fact that you could climb trees 
and there were tracks through there where you could move freely about. 

When we were first married we used to walk from 46 Waratah Avenue down to 4 
Campsie Street, mainly for the [exercise]. Of course we were young. I remember 
when Rita was having her first child, it was supposed to be good for you, so 
we used to walk from there down to my people's home and walk back. We used to 
walk straight through that bush. It was still there then you know. It's not 
all that long ago when they chopped it down to put the hospital there. 

Rd What sort of things would your father give you the strap for? 

COURT Oh it's hard to be precise ft's that long ago. I'm talking about 
65, 70 years ago, but it wasn't all that often. You'd give a bit of cheek or 
fail to do something that you should have done or not done it well enough. It 
was a fairly clear code of conduct. You knew when you'd been naughty or you'd 
been cheeky to somebody. They were very concerned about you being respectful 
to people. If they heard that you'd been cheeky to one of the neighbours or 
something of the kind, that was a terrible offence. You'd get a bit of a 
belting for that. But I can't ever remember being resentful for long. For an 
hour you might have sulked and been cross with the rest of the world but next 
thing is you're doing something and you forgot all about it. 

Rd Do you remember how frequent it would have been in the span of a 
year say? 

COURT Oh you're having a bad year if it happened four or five times. 
Don't forget I had some very tolerant and very Christian parents. They had 
certain standards and if you observed the standards they made life very easy 
for you. But you were being taught that there were certain standards, a 
certain code that had to be observed. That's fair enough, It stays with you 
for the rest of your days; not enough of it today. 

Rd I wondered if there was any significance of the three politicians 
coming out of Rosalie School at the same time. Was that purely coincidental or 
was there anything about the school and the way things were taught that might 
have inspired people to think in those terms? 

COURT I don't know of any conscious thing that made it happen. It would 
be more coincidence, except one thing, that Mr Lunt had a great community 
conscience. I mean I told you about the man that came to this rough school, 
sand and everything around it, got busy bees working, then decided he was 
going to have a fete, he was going to have a ball, he was going to have a 
play, going to have a concert, was going to do these things. You'd have been 
abnormal if you hadn't absorbed something of this community spirit. He'd have 
us doing things related to the local community. So I suppose in some ways the 
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seeds were sown that you had a responsibility to the community. But I can't 
ever remember anything of a formal nature. We used to do something in those 
days they used to call civics. I know we always used to nickname it physics, 
but that was giving us the fundamentals of it in a very simple, simple way. I 
suppose the emphasis that your teacher placed on it, the clarity with which it 
was taught, the simplicity with which it was taught had its impact on your 
understanding of what running a country was all about. 

RJ In the light of what goes on now at school I wondered what form 
that school dance took that you spoke of at Rosalie School? 

COURT Well, bear in mind it was a primary school, and so it was basically 
a fancy dress ball. But the interesting thing was that Mr Lunt being a strict 
Methodist, you know, they weren't too keen on dancing in those days, but this 
was mainly the type of school dances that you learnt to do in those times. I 
don't know what the name for them is, but you know these set pieces that you 
do, and a fancy dress ball with it. So that didn't violate the Methodist code 
that Mr Lunt believed in. But they hired the Drill Hall which Is In Nicholson 
Road. It's still there. They hired that. These drill halls seem to have been 
there forever. Of course, when I was a boy that seemed to be a very big hall 
but today I look at it and it's only just a hail. They hired the Drill Hall I 
remember and had the ball there. 

RJ And it would have been a family occasion. 

COURT Oh well the parents and everybody were naturally expected to bring 
their children along. It would be unusual for a family to send the children 
along without their parents in those days, and that was a good thing. 

RJ And supper? 

COURT Oh yes, the parents provided that. This is part of this programme 
that hr Lunt introduced. I think he came from Westonia down to Shenton Park. 
I'm not sure, but he was at Westonia at one time. Whether he came directly 
from there to [West Subiaco (Rosalie), I do not know]. John Tonkin knew John 
Lunt very well. I think at one stage he came under the tutelage of John Lunt 
and thought very highly of him as a professional teacher. John Tonkin himself 
was a schoolteacher. But he used to think very highly of John Lunt. He had 
known him professionally. I'm not sure but I think he was at one stage under 
John Lunt either as a senior teacher or as a headmaster. 

END OF TAPE 3 SIDE B 
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Rd Going back to your start at school; Was Miss Hope-Ives your first 
love? 

COURT She was the first teacher that I can remember apart from Miss 
Freedman. I think I said Mrs Freedman; I'm not sure whether it was Mrs or Miss 
Freedman. She was much older than the other teachers and as I say had this 
rather matronly like figure. But Miss 1-lope-Ives was quite young as teachers go 
and she had this obsession about speaking and, you know, all the little boys 
that used to line up. I can remember her very, very well. I often smile about 
when she bailed me up at this concert and took a rise out of me and reminded 
me of this, in front of some other people by the way. I've never seen her 
since that particular night. I think she had a brother who was at Skipper 
Baileys. This is going back a long, long time, in the early days of Skipper 
Bailey Motors when they were In Hay Street; I'm pretty sure her brother was 
the accountant that became the secretary there because I think he did raise 
with me once the fact that his sister had mentioned me when he said that I was 
there as an audit clerk, doing the audit. 

Rd But that still doesn't answer whether she was the first one that 
you had a crush on? There wasn't a little girl next door or something before 
that? 

COURT Oh no, no, at that stage we had the Chinese market gardeners next 
door; 

Rd Yes, fair comment. 

Do you remember your very first day at school and your feelings about going 
and the day itself? 

COURT I looked forward to school; I can remember back very vividly. I'd 
Jone so many things as a little tiny boy that it had no fears for me going to 
the shops or anything like that. When I went to school I remember very well 
that I went with great expectations, not because of what school was going to 
do for me but having so many people to play with; I enjoyed it; I remember it 
very well. I probably enjoyed the play bit better than I did the other but 
still I can well remember it wasn't a tearful occasion for me; There were so 
many boys and girls there. I can remember so many of them. But I looked 
forward with great expectation I must say, as I said earlier, for the company 
I was going to enjoy and the playing that I was going to have rather than the 
learning I was going to get out of it. 

RJ What would you have worn to school? 

COURT Oh you touch on a very sore point; I've said so often before but 
1t's a fact that everyone was very poor. So people became very adept at 
getting maximum value for their money; Course it was the days of the 
hand-me-downs and also buying from neighbours and that sort of thing; The boy 
next door, if he was going into a new outfit next year, a bit of bargaining 
would go on over the fence and you'd finish up with his things. That didn't 
worry me because, you know, we were all nicely washed and pressed, but I know 
there's one piece of equipment we used to wear that I used to hate. That was a 
bib and tucker. Everyone wore them. See it saved buying a whole shirt or even 
a singlet for that matter. It was just a front, you know, a linen front down 
to your tummy and your trousers and it tied in at the back and tied around 
your neck, so it looked good on the front; It was all right until you took 
your coat off. Then of course If you were lucky enough to have a singlet that 
wasn't so bad, but if you didn't have that it was just this silly little thing 
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as though you'd got a bib on. It was always called a bib and tucker like the 
thing you ate with. I'll always remember that as part of the clothing; I 
remember 1 did have a coat and that wasn't so bad when you had this thing in 
front here. It was very easy to wash and press and very cheap. You can imagine 
what it was, it was just a thing that tied around your neck and tied around 
your waist here. On the front you had quite a respectable looking front that 
acted as a shirt. 

Rd But you actually wore this to school.-  You would have been put into 
a jacket as....? 

COURT Most children would have been; If you were lucky you might have a 
light suit, light coat, for summer and a heavier one for winter, but that 
didn't always go. Then later on, of course, those didn't become very 
fashionable and I suppose it was easy to get children to wear them when they 
were in the babies' classes, you know, the infants, first bubs, second bubs, 
third bubs, as they were always known When they got a bit bigger they didn't 
take too kindly to them. Of course, it was very easy for some kid to come and 
pull the bow at the back and the next thing is your bib thing was all gone. 
But oh no, I can't remember anything very special, of course, and as I 
mentioned earlier, no-one wore shoes or boots except the odd exception one, 
and those children would finish up carrying their boots and shoes home because 
they didn't want to be different to the rests 

Rd You've already said that the thing that you looked forward to at 
school was the play side, but in school itself, do you remember enjoying 
anything in particular? 

COURT Usually when they were telling things in a story form, and reading 
I used to like if there was anything historic about it. You realise that in 
those days, of course, the war had ended so you were looking at a completely 
different system because even the teachers changed. But anything to do with 
readingd I wasn't too bad at things mathematical; Once I got the hang of that 
I didn't dislike that, I could do it very quickly. But I was fascinated, 
especially in those days the teachers used to read a lot to you especially in 
the babies' classes. Again the dear old Miss Hope-Ives came into it because 
she had a beautiful speaking voice and she could make these stories sound 
quite dramatic. We used to love these sessions when she would be teaching us 
these things. Beyond that I can't remember much about classes. The days passed 
and the years passed and we went up to the next class. 

Rd Anything you particularly disliked about the subjects you did at 
school? 

COURT Oh I can't recall anything. I found geometry a bit of a bore, a 
bit of a trial. But I learnt something then, that if ever you have something 
that makes you - sort of frightens you, something's a mystery, it's a mystery 
to you, there's a certain mystique about it, I learnt fairly early in life 
that if you harbour that mysticism, that mystique about the thing and it 
retains that mystique, you never ever master it. But if you can, you've got a 
teacher that you've got enough confidence in, you can go to and he's receptive 
and you say, "Look I can't make head or tail of this." There were always 
teachers in those days (I suppose they're around today) would stay back and 
say, "Well wait back after school and I'll show you." They would take you 
through it. They'd understand that you hadn't probably got the original 
concept of it. I must confess that I was a little bit slow in getting the 
basic principles. Not only that but many other things in life. So I learned to 
go back when I missed the start of the thing, to go back and just force myself 
to get back to basics. Once you've got that your learning grows automatically, 
but if you miss that part and you try to bluff your way through you never ever 



TAPE 4 SIDE A COURT 41 

catch up unless at some time you make a confession to yourself that you've 
been bluffing your way through, you've skipped something and then you have the 
courage to go back and start again with it. Then, all of a sudden, what seemed 
to be a mystery becomes very, very simple, very logical and so on. 

I remember a teacher we had at Rosalie School. I couldn't believe it but 
somebody told me the other day he's still alive. His name's Griffiths. He was 
a very good teacher, a very painstaking teacher. We didn't realise how good 
these teachers were; if we'd only used them, you know. If we'd tried a bit 
harder we'd have all done just so much better, it's amazing. I remember him. 1 
got to like him very much. He showed a great interest in my music and that's 
one way of winning a child's heart I suppose, to show some Interest. So I 
always felt confident to sit down with him if I had a stoppage, bit of a 
blockage, mental blockage on something. He was always very patient. He never 
seemed to want to be in a hurry to go home and he'd go through these things 
and hey presto next day learning was a joy because you'd removed the blockage. 
I don't think we identify these blockages enough these days. 

I can speak with a lot of feeling that if I didn't master the basics at the 
very start in anything at all, music the same, I never really got on top of 
that particular thing unless I went right back and started again. When I was 
going for competitions with music, for instance, I used to have to punish 
myself in the search for perfection that you've got to go for when you're 
going into interstate competition. I'd see other people come along and with 
comparative ease they'd be able to play a piece. But then I realised they 
never sought perfection. They were naturals doing something up to a certain 
point but they never got past that point. Some of us who had to try a bit 
harder, work a bit harder, once we got the basics right we then went on and 
grew naturally from that and passed the others and went on, always in the 
search for perfection, if you had a good teacher. 

I suppose it applies in everything for that matter and that's why, many years 
later, when I had some influence on music in schools, I had an arrangement 
with Dr Robertson, Dr "Blue" Robertson, then the Director General, that we had 
to concentrate on getting topline music teachers into the schools. If people 
start off, whatever instrument it is, whatever they're doing, whether it's 
drama or whether it's music or anything at all, if they start off right, 
whatever talent they've got will grow naturally. But if they don't start off 
right their true potential will never ever be known. 

I always had this memory in my own mind of my own difficulty in getting on top 
of the basics. Once I got on top of them, well then I took off without any 
problem at all. Put it this way I was not a natural scholar and none of these 
things came to me naturally. You had to discipline yourself to get things 
right and from then onward you could grow logically. Same thing applied when I 
became a minister only then I was older and had more sense and I didn't fool 
myself. You know you get right back to basics and if you hadn't got back as 
far as you wanted to go to basics, you made the people around you get back to 
that point and from then onwards you took off. 

RJ But what you've described about going to a teacher and saying, "I 
need help, can I go back?" You feel that very much came from within yourself, 
it wasn't a teacher saying to you, "Charlie you need to stay after school and 
I'll go through it with you." 

COURT Sometimes yes, sometimes no. Perhaps I got the idea from a teacher 
who, a lady teacher, a Miss Moffatt, at Rosalie School, She was a very skilled 
teacher without probably knowing it. She was a delightful person and she 
always seemed to have time, never seemed to get fussed. She could cope with 
the roughest people in the class with just sheer niceness and gentleness and 
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so on. We had a couple of roughies in that class but she was able to cope all 
the time. She was the one that would say, you know, "Perhaps Charlie if you 
wait behind." Then I found that if you did - first of all I used to be irked 
because I wanted to get out and play but then I learnt that you could remove 
the bottleneck and then that particular thing became a pleasure. This followed 
right on. Similar experiences I had when I was in the Army, things that used 
to be a mystery to me. Once you'd remove the bottleneck, or the blockage, 
whichever way you look at it, you're a different person. But some teachers you 
could do this with, other teachers you were scared stiff. 

Campbell Egan, later on when I went to Perth Boys' School, 0 6 Campbell Egan, 
I got very friendly with him because he was a superb musician. Had he decided 
to be a professional concert pianist he could have gone anywhere in the world. 
He was a born artist; he used to look like one. When I went to Perth Boys' 
School he was the Deputy Head and taught us geography and English in Ninth 
Standard. We didn't contact him for geography and English until we got to 
Ninth Standard. A superb teacher. But we did meet him on the way up because he 
was Deputy Head to Tommy Chandler. I had a lot to do with him because he was 
very active in music and when the Perth Musical Society, whatever name they 
were called (P11 think of it in a moment) but there was the Perth Repertory 
Club and there was another body, [the Perth Concert Artists]. They used to 
stage most of the drama and all of the musical comedies and light opera that 
we used to have here. Cam Egan, not only was he a fine concert pianist but he 
was also a1  good choral teacher and a good conductor. Later on he formed the 
famous CIA Male Voice Choir which became famous throughout the nation: superb 
musicians, reflecting his artistry. 

But I remember him at school because we had about six of us in the school that 
were good: myself on the trumpet, a fellow called Ken Jones on the violin - 
there were several violinists and I think one cellist. Whenever Cam was 
putting on one of these productions we were the basis of his orchestra. We 
used to think it was great fun, you know, in a real theatre, playing these 
musical comedies and light opera and so on. It was a tremendous experience 
doing it in what we thought was very professional [style], probably it was 
pretty amateurish, but still we thought it was very professional. 

Anyhow I was a shocking writer. I could never get on top of writing. One day 
when I was at Perth Boys' School - and, of course, because of this music 
connection we had an association and a relationship with Cam Egan that no 
other students had. He knew us all personally in this big school. We'd often 
be rehearsing after school with him in the school. Just on that note. Cam Egan 
when he was going to give a solo pianoforte concert, he used to practise in 
the big hail at Perth Boys' School. Mr Chandler had to lay down a rule that he 
wasn't to practise until all the classes got out into the grounds because the 
boys wouldn't go outside and play. They'd sit on the floor there and just be 
enthralled with him. His interpretations of Chopin were absolutely superb, 
very exquisite. He'd practice, practice, practice, all lunchtimes and morning 
break. These urchins that normally you wouldn't think they'd care a damn about 
it, they wouldn't leave the room. So they had to make it a rule that he 
couldn't practice until the boys were all out in the playground. 

Anyhow I happened to say to him, I only wish I could write decently." Some of 
the boys used to be able to write so nicely. Still in the copybook stage, of 
course. The more I tried the worse it got. He said, "Well do you want to write 
properly?" I said, "Yes, I'd love to write nicely." So he said, "Well I'll 
show you how to do it." He said, "Go and get some butchers' paper. Next time 
you're down the butcher's get some butchers' paper, big sheets of it." Then he 
said, "Write huge letters, A B C, write down huge letters. It doesn't matter 
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if you take the whole sheet of butchers' paper." He said, "They'll be wobbly, 
wobbly, wobbly, because you've got to get control of the muscles that are 
concerned. Then you go through on each letter and so on." I was anxious to 
write nicely. My mother - was always on my back. Anyhow I got all this butchers' 
paper. I found doing these long strokes up, you know, they'd be wobbly all the 
way up because you didn't have the control. Anyhow he said to me one day after 
about a fortnight, "How are you going Charlie?" I said, "Look it's getting 
worse." He said, "Don't worry." He told me something then I've never 
forgotten. He said, "Things have got to get worse to get better. You keep 
trying and you'll find all of sudden it will come good." 

I persevered and I would have been the best writer in Ninth Standard when I 
left Perth Boys' School. My writing's not so good now because you scribble and 
scrawl over the years. But I was rather proud of my writing when I left there 
because it was legible, It was straightforward and orthodox. I found that it 
was much easier in expressing yourself. Then, of course, when I went on to do 
accountancy, in writing up books and also, of course, more particularly when I 
went for my exams, if you presented your paper in a reasonable handwriting it 
helped you greatly. If there was a dicey sort of an answer you'd given to a 
question, if it was well written you were more likely to get squeezed over the 
line than if you put it in writing the poor man couldn't read. But I'll always 
remember Mr Egan. 1 became very friendly with him long after he left there 
because the year I left Perth Boys' School, the year I left on that Christmas, 
he got married and he became the Director of Music for the Department of 
Education, the first Director of Music. So we became very friendly right up 
until the time he died. He often played my accompaniments years after. A very 
artistic man. It was a joy to [perform with him]. In fact he played the organ 
at St Albans when Rita and I were married; came along specially. 

Rd Just concentrating on the primary school because we'll get on to 
high school later. What games would you have played in the playground? 

COURT Very few, because in those days school grounds didn't have big 
playing fields. If you drive past what was the old primary school at 
Leederville, the main building's still there1. It's right on to Vincent Street. 
I think it's now the audiovisual something of the Education Department but 
the main buildings are basically the same. There wasn't any more ground then 
than that. There were three classes: first, second and third infants. There 
wouldn't have been more than, even the land right around the school, including 
what was so called the playing [area], the total of that, if you forget the 
classrooms, but the actual vacant space where you could run, there wouldn't 
have been a half an acre. Schools were all like that. I mean look at Nedlands 
the little piece of ground that's got. When I was a member I was able to get 
them to buy one of the houses there to give a little bit of extra ground where 
they put the swimming pool. Dalkeith the same. But in those days they didn't 
bother about the football ovals and the playing fields that you have today. So 
all these schools were on a tiny piece of ground. There wasn't much room. You 
could play around and play the odd games of hide and seek. The girls played 
hop scotch. There wasn't very much we could do. 

Rd Marbles? 

COURT Well marbles in season. But that was more for the primary school. 
Don't forget we were always known as the bubs: first bubs, second bubs, third 
bubs. 

Rd What about lunch? Did you go home for lunch, or did you take 
lunch? 
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COURT Most times I took lunch because my mother was still having to go 
out and do work, like washing and cleaning and that sort of thing. So it was 
very convenient for me to just have lunch at school. 

RJ And what would it have consisted of? 

COURT Oh, sandwiches; not very exciting. 

RJ What would be in the sandwiches? 

COURT Well it could be - cucumber sandwiches I remember were easy to 
make and cheap. Very rarely would there be any meat but there used to be a 
paste that people used to buy. Anchovy paste and some other sort of paste. It 
was a fishy sort of a stuff. That seemed to be.;.; It must have been before 
the days of vegemite I think. I can't remember vegernite then but used to get a 
lot of sandwiches with this anchovy paste and things like that. But you could 
almost tell the type of house that the children came from by the lunch they 
had. Ironically some of the children that would come with the nice sandwiches 
that we'd regard as a luxury, they'd swap to get our smelly old anchovy paste 
sandwiches, you know, because they never got them at home. A bit of swapping 
went on in those days. And a piece of fruit, that's about all, very, very 
simple. And then, of course, my mother used to try and arrange her 
commitments, which she tried to make fewer in those days, so that she'd be 
there when we got home from school. It was a bit of a problem when my brother 
was still very young because he wasn't old enough to go to school. But in 
those days, you know, you'd be amazed the number of children who took their 
young brother or a young sister to school with them; I remember quite often 
when my mother couldn't make an arrangement, it wasn't convenient to take him 
to where she was doing work or something of that kind, that I'd take him to 
school with me, and he'd sometimes sit alongside me in school. 

RJ Obviously teachers never minded? 

COURT Learned to keep quiet. As long as you didn't overdo it. If any 
child like that become difficult in a class, well the rule soon went up, he 
can't come. You wouldn't do it every day, but once in a fortnight it would be 
unusual if I didn't take Syd as a little toddler to school with me because it 
wasn't convenient where my mother was going that particular day; When I was a 
toddler she always took me with her and that brings back some very pleasant 
memories, places she used to go to. I often drive past them today and remember 
them with some affection.- 

RJ What age were you when you started school? 

COURT I'm guessing, but I think I'd be six; I was born in September you 
see, so I think I would have started school in the January after that year. 
I'm not sure. 

RJ And just thinking of that first period in your first, second and 
third bubs. What sort of experience do you rate that for you? 

COURT Mainly pleasant; Mainly pleasant; helpful teachers; You were 
treated as though you were in the babies. That's why they had a fence that 
separated you from the primary school. You know, you were treated as being 
just very immature young children. I think that had some advantages; People 
dispute that today, but I think it's some advantages. Then you were handed 
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over to the primary school, It was an occasion in your life that all of a 
sudden you were in the big school. But when you were in the bubs you were 
treated as such. Also the children in the bigger school had some sort of a 
protection attitude towards you because you were the bubs. That wasn't bad. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 4 
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RJ An interview with Sir Charles Court held in the offices of Hendry, 
Rae and Court on the 19th of March 1990; 

Sir Charles a small point from last interview. You spoke of the early bus 
service in your area, and the fact that these services were not allowed to 
pick up passengers along the railway line and the tramway line. You actually 
made the  comment, "Now Australians have remarkable ways of overcoming these 
things." I wondered what they were. 

COURT I can give you some very interesting examples in which I was 
involved. You have to get the picture that there were two lots of bus 
services. There was the service that was established by Mr Tom Molloy, and Mr 
McDonald and Mr Downe, They operated from the heart of West Subiaco as it was 
called then. It was never called Shenton Park in those days. There was a 
Shenton Park but the suburb was called West Subiaco. This service operated 
right from the very heart of that: Onslow Road, and right down there, down 
Derby Road and then it worked its way across until it got into Kings Park 
Road, via Thomas Street, and then down the hill into the Terrace. So they 
didn't conflict much with the railways or with the trams. They crossed the 
trams but they didn't actually run alongside them. But the railways and the 
trams were scared stiff of anyone setting up in competition alongside of them;  
So the buses that set up and the charabancs and the all sorts of strange 
vehicles that set up, going to Fremantle at some stage had to go along the 
railway [and tram] lines or so close to It that it worried the authorities. So 
you had two services: the West Subiaco Bus Service, including the old 
Pepperpots that were initially supplied by Tom Molloy, with the solid tyres, 
and the other more comfortable vehicles supplied by the competitors. They 
didn't have much opposition from the authorities because there was no way they 
could complain, not effectively anyhow. 

But the other buses did have a lot of troubles and it was a cat and mouse 
game. If you can just imagine going down Thomas Street from West Perth, right 
down past Rokeby Road where you go into Kings Park at Saw Avenue, and keep on 
going down Thomas Street. You get down to Aberdare Road and Verdun Street, 
where the Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital and the Queen Elizabeth II Medical 
Centre is established. As I explained to you once before that used to be a 
dairy, Alirnan's Dairy, and that was bush around the dairy. There was Kings 
Park on one side and the bush alongside Ailman's Dairy on the other. So what 
used to happen, between Verdun Street and Aberdare Road, by some miraculous 
means there was a path through there. If you can just imagine the main road, 
which wasn't altogether that good - it wasn't as good a road as it is today 
for instance, but if you can just imagine that there was a bush track that by 
some miraculous chance went in just slightly north of Verdun Street and came 
out again miraculously just about at Aberdare Road. Well the buses would 
disappear into there and by the time the buses came out the other end, people 
had got off, people had got on, and hey presto, they hadn't picked up anyone 
on the tramline and they'd achieved their purpose. 

Well similar things went on along the railway line because some of the buses 
used to go down Thomas Street down to Stirling Highway and then down to 
Fremantle. As you can imagine most of that area they were away from tramlines 
and they were away from railway lines, so they did good business. But the ones 
going along the railway line going down Nicholson Road for instance and then 
along the railway line on their way down to Claremont and on their way to 
Fremantle, of course, they were just really thumbing their nose at the 
authorities. It was quite remarkable how there was a sort of a set of signals 
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between the drivers and the would-be passengers or the people that wanted to 
get off. So sometimes you'd get the message from inside the bus that you 
couldn't be dropped at this stop but drop you down the road, and the people 
who were waiting for that bus, they would get a certain signal and they'd know 
that if they just were patient either another bus would come along or that one 
would do a detour when the coast was clear and come back and pick up the 
passengers. 

So this tick tack went on between the passengers and the drivers. It was a 
clearly understood thing. Australians are good at this sort of thing. I think 
the officials must have known about it; They'd have been plain dumb and silly 
if they hadn't have known what was going on around the place. But they just 
couldn't beat it, so eventually they licensed these people. Eventually you saw 
them all brought together. Instead of having an extraordinary collection of 
vehicles and charabancs and buses and that sort of thing - some of them were 
actual cars. I don't know if you realise that; They were cars like Hudson, 
former taxi type vehicles; Some were a little bigger even than that and they 
would take anything up to six, seven passengers, and at extraordinary low 
fares. Their fares were a little higher than the buses because they were 
quicker as you can imagine, and also having fewer people in them they had less 
stops and were rather selective. They had their own way. Before you got in say 
in one of these small car-cum-extended vehicles - I don't know what you'd 
call them. You see these stretched limousines today. Well they didn't have 
anything as luxurious as that, but they had some vehicles that did hold more 
than an ordinary car. But the drivers had to be very cunning because they had 
to find out where you were going to go to; If you only wanted to go to West 
Perth, well then, of course, they'd have an empty seat probably for a long way 
unless they could pick up somebody on the road, bearing In mind they weren't 
taxis; they were running a scheduled route. So you had a combination of these 
stretch type vehicles, you had charabancs, you had buses. There were a number 
of rival buses. 

I remember the Marion Bell Buses. Marion Bell made history; She drove a car 
around Australia at that time and got a hero's welcome in Forrest Place when 
she got back having driven this car right around Australia; You can imagine 
that was an ordeal because there weren't the roads that there are today. 
Getting across east/west, west to east as the case may be, between Kalgoorlie 
and Adelaide was an ordeal. The Madura Pass was very formidable to anybody; 
She did all that and went right round, up to Queenland, right around Northern 
Territory, right down our Kimberley and North West where there were virtually 
no recognised roads at all; I well remember the day she came into Forrest 
Place because she really got a ticker tape type welcome, bearing in mind Perth 
wasn't as big a place as it is now. But a lot of people turned out as she came 
in and finished in front of the GPO, the recognised place to finish all 
events, cycling events, all that sort of thing; If you had a long distance 
thing, it [started and/or finished] at the GPO. It was understood throughout 
the world if you finished at the GPO that was a central point in the city. 

You might not realise, but if you go down to [the corner of] Cathedral Avenue 
and St George's Terrace, you'll see a signpost up there with nought on It. 
That used to be the starting point. I hope the sign Is still there because 
it's quite historic. Everything started from there hence the nought on it 
because that used to be the GPO. People forget that when I was boy that was 
the GPO before Forrest Place was built. Forrest Place was built actually while 
Rita and I were at school. She was at Perth Girls' School in James Street and 
I was at Perth Boys' School. They were upstairs and the boys were downstairs. 
They built the GPO and they built the Commonwealth Bank during that time with 
the antiquated type of pile driving. I won't go into the details of it, but 
there's a reason why all of those buildings are on piles. It's interesting 
that her [Rlta's] father, old Lou Steffanoni, actually did the survey of 
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Forrest Place. People think it's always been there, but it hasn't been; It's 
in the lifetime, of Rita and I; Her father actually did the survey for Forrest 
Place to connect Murray Street with Wellington Street. 

But coming back to the buses; These buses eventually became more formalised 
and more modern and then eventually you had Metro Buses and that was a 
bringing together of all of these strange types of vehicles and interests and 
they established one of the most efficient private bus services I think ever 
established and that operated on both sides of the river from Perth to 
Fremantle, and very efficient; 

If I remember rightly the man that was at the head of bringing all that 
organisation together, was a private operator, a man named Adams, a very tall 
man, who was in the middle of all of this rather glamorous, dramatic rather 
strange bohemian type of operation that went on over the years-. You can 
imagine trying to bring all those interests together; By the way it didn't 
only prevail from Perth to Fremantle but most of the other bus services 
eventually came together in this metropolitan bus type service. It was a 
masterpiece of people defying authority and eventually establishing - with the 
goodwill of the people - establishing a need and a service; Otherwise It would 
have been hopeless because the trams and trains have the disability that 
they're very fixed, they're very permanent; Once you put a train line down or 
a tram line down there's not much flexibility with it and people have to feed 
into that. In theory that's all right, but people don't do that sort of thing; 
When you're dealing with human beings they eventually want their own 
convenience catered for even if against the public good on occasions. 

But there were some very famous operators in the old bus service; Mr Baldock 
was one in the northern sector. Some of the other names just escape me at the 
moment but they were all very good operators who established fine services; 
The service out to North Beach, for instance, was established on a very solid, 
sound basis, serving a community which otherwise wouldn't have had transport-; 
Later on [all] the metro buses were taken over by the government and 
incorporated as a government service and what you see operating today, these 
link buses and all that type of thing, grew out of the [old motley collection 
of] metropolitan bus services, which this man Adams and others headeth Some of 
his colleagues are still alive and working [for example] young Robinson (well 
I always refer to him as young); He's no longer young, but he was a boy when 
his father established the first service from Claremont through to Perth via 
Nedlands and Dalkeith; That used to have a couple of services that went 
different ways so as to feed in the traffic from the whole of Nedlands and 
Dalkeith, starting at Claremont; His father was a very good operator and used 
to operate under the name of United Buses. He brought in the first 
double-decker bus into Perth; They overlooked one thing and that was the fact 
that double-decker buses are very much taller than other buses; Of course we 
had all those box trees down the streets of Nedlands including Waratah Avenue, 
and so this bus would spend half its journey going down Waratah Avenue and 
other avenues for that matter, brushing these trees; So they had to be cut 
back to make it safe and comfortable for the buses to operate; But they only 
ever brought in the one if I remember rightly-; 

I can tell you a story about Robinson Junior who not so long ago retired as 
chairman of the government bus service by whatever name it was known; He got 
his licence whilst he was driving buses learning at the expense of the 
passengers. His father was a very, very skilled driver and a very highly 
respected man. But young Robinson had to learn sometime and you get to a time 
when you've got to do your apprenticeship practising on passengers; So we used 
to take a look and find in the morning that we had young Robinson driving and 
people would cross their fingers because there'd be a few clashing of gears, 
bearing in mind you didn't have the automatic changes and the computerized 



TAPE 4 SIDE B COURT 49 

systems that you've got today. You really had to be skilful to do 
double-declutch to change gear. The crashing and the gnashing that used to go 
on was reminiscent of when young McDonald learnt to drive in West Subiaco. He 
learnt on his father's buses and that was a hair-raising experience. But the 
young chap quickly learnt and he became a very skilled driver, very well known 
to everybody and very much part of the family establishment, and when his 
father dropped out he continued on. 

Also when the bus service was taken over like other bus services by this 
government metropolitan bus service, they then absorbed many of these people 
and young Robinson went on to become not only very active in the 
administration but I think at one time he finished up as chairman of the 
actual government metropolitan bus operations. Good operators they were 
because they grew up in the rough and tumble of having to almost defy 
authority and at the same time respond to a need. 

I hope that fills in what you wanted to know about buses; I could go on for 
ages, because it was a very interesting story, especially with the charabancs. 

RJ In the days that you speak of when it was not a very well 
organised affair, was there a timetable? Did you know when to catch a bus? 

COURT I can't say that there was a printed timetable, 1 think that would 
have been defying the odds a bit, but everyone seemed to know when to catch 
the bus. I used to use both, either the ones going to Fremantle via Thomas 
Street and then on down to Stirling Highway, and also the West Subi ones. Now 
you ask me the question, I don't think there ever was in those days a printed 
[time]table. The West Subiaco ones had one because they weren't in so much 
conflict with the authorities. But I doubt whether the other ones had; First 
of all there was such a multiplicity of them and such a strange array of 
vehicles. Don't forget for most of their trip they were defying authority 
anyhow. It was quite an exciting ride. You never knew when the bus was going 
to be stopped and an inspector would loom up out of the darkness allegedly 
checking the bus for safety but really checking it for operating illicitly. 
Now you mention It I can't recall those buses having timetables but everyone 
seemed to know when they were going to go. They were frequent at the times 
when they were needed and the slack times, well I suppose some of them went 
off and had their meals and did their repairs. 

Don't forget most of the proprietors were actually driving the buses. There 
was all sorts of names. There was the Cassidy Buses. Women figured in this 
strangely enough. Driving a bus in those days was not funny, the steering was 
all manual and the gear changes were double-declutch type of thing. I 
mentioned Marion Bell who was very prominent and she went around Australia in 
a pioneering effort in a car. But she was very heavily involved In a number of 
buses which had on the side of them in big, big letters "Marion Bell Buses". 
But the Cassidy Buses ran from the other end of Perth out to Belmont and those 
parts. I don't think they went on to Midland; I think they went to Belmont 
because if you look on the map you'll see they weren't conflicting with trams 
or trains. They were tapping a population that didn't have its own trams or 
trains. So they ran quite a big service. They also used to do a lot of charter 
service, but the dominant figure in that service was Mrs Cassidy. I can 
remember her as well as well. She was quite a well built woman. She would be 
standing there supervising; If I recall correctly a couple of her Sons drove 
buses, and she would be the monarch of all she surveyed at the Perth end 
there, and getting the buses off and squeezing an extra passenger on with a 
bag around her neck. It was a sort of Tug Boat Annie type of thing. 
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I had a fair bit to do with Mrs Cassidy because when I was honorary secretary 
as a young boy of the RSL band (I'd be about 18, 19 and 20) we used to charter 
her buses in later years to take the band out to the races. We used to leave 
the old Stirling Institute where the Council House now is, right opposite St 
George's Cathedral. That used to be an old asbestos lean-to type of place. It 
was built during the First World War and was made available to the RSL after 
the First World War and that was their headquarters. Although it was a very 
primitive type of building (it was a single storey sort of a building) the ABC 
survived in there for many, many years subsequently right opposite the 
Cathedral. Well because that was the band's headquarters that's where the bus 
used to leave from on a Saturday when we were going to the races. So it was 
very good from our point of view. The bus would just take the band with its 
instruments and Mrs Cassidy would always be there to make sure the bus was 
there and that we got away on time and then the bus would bring us back from 
the races. So I had a fair bit to do with Mrs Cassidy engaging the buses, 
paying the bills and so on. She was a good operator but she was a pretty tough 
operator. She had to be to survive in that atmosphere. 

It was a real private enterprise thing at its very, very best. Some people 
would say at its worst, but it was really at its best, where they had to make 
their assets work and get that extra few pounds as it was then out of their 
enterprise. 

So I think from that you've got a fair idea that the metropolitan area was 
covered in one way or another with these improvised bus services at the start 
which grew into being very efficient services and which eventually, of course, 
had to be legalised. They paid their taxes [licences] and all that sort of 
thing and subsequently merged into one great metropolitan system which you now 
see operating as part of the total government transport system: Transperth. 

RJ Do you remember what you paid for your bus charter? 

COURT I'd be guessing because it's going back a long way and although 
I've got a pretty good memory, but I seem to recall that there were 24 
bandsmen used to go out and we used to pay something like 50 shillings, 
bearing In mind that was the whole of the band plus instruments and that it 
was a return thing. So I'm guessing but it seems to ring a bell with me that 
we used to pay about 50 shillings for that. I know it was a great haggling 
every year when we had to come along to renew the contract. Mrs Cassidy always 
used to say It was a dead loss to her and she only did it because she liked 
the RSL and all that sort of thing. But in point of fact I think she liked the 
business. It did have one disability, of course, it was at the time when she 
would have her peak traffic going to and from the races. So in that regard she 
was making something of a concession to us. But you have to realise of course, 
that the train fare going back so far from Perth to the racecourse would be 
very, very small. I doubt whether it was one and sixpence. 

Previously when we used to go by train to the racecourse we used to leave the 
Perth Railway Station and most of the band used to get in the guard's van. The 
trains were very crowded. Usually if we had a sympathetic guard he used to let 
us all get in there. We thought it was good fun to get in there. You're 
altogether with your instruments and everything. People forget that the trains 
used to go right on to the racecourse [at Ascot], and you could buy a ticket 
in Perth, at the Perth Railway Station, which actually took you - not only 
paid your fare, but also took you on to the racecourse. If you look closely 
out there you can see where the railway station used to be on the racecourse. 
There used to be a race whereby the people who were going down to the Leger 
would go around the grandstand at one course. On the other course they used to 
go in front of the grandstand in a race that took them down to the Leger. The 
Leger was the cheap part. So you had to get the people from the railway to the 
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Leger if they'd come by train. So you'd see the people coming and going in 

droves as each train arrived and also it was quite interesting to see the 

great rush after the last race. You could always tell whether a favourite had 

won or whether an outsider had won because if It was an outsider won there was 

a mighty great race for everyone to catch the train, and if a favourite had 

won, of course, they were all waiting to collect. - 

I don't know if you realise that the Railway Stakes, which is a big feature 

race at the Christmas/New Year Carnival, gets its name from the fact that the 

railway was so closely identified with the WA Turf Club and in fact used to 

operate on to the railway station and you could buy this combined ticket for 

railway and entry to the course. So they, out of deference to the close 

relationship between the railway and the races [at Ascot] instituted, long, 

long ago, the Railway Stakes. Although it's now a sponsored event, they still 

keep the name Railway Stakes involved in it because it's very much part of the 

history of the Turf Club. Many people can't understand why it's called Railway 

Stakes when no one would go to the races by train these days. But that's 

another era. 

RJ Do you happen to remember the fare when you first knew the bus 

services? 

COURT I can't offhand, because it was very small, very small Indeed. But 

you must realise it's all relative. I mean if the fare was threepence at that 

time, you know you're talking about threepence in 1920/ 1930 values, which of 

course, is a different thing. You realise in those days if you gave a child a 

penny they could get an icecream or they could get a Nestle's Chocolate. 

That's the difference. So everything was relative but it was very small. I 

know every time they put it up there was an outcry. [They would claim the] 

buses were making a fortune and so on - [nothing's changed!] Old Mr Downe, 

I'll always remember had very powerful glasses. We were always shocked when he 

was driving. He never really learnt to change gear properly, but he 

occasionally used to fill in when they were short of a driver. [Their times 

got fewer and fewer as things progressed and they became more established. He 

used to be the one that seemed to take the bowling on any of the financial 

business side. Whenever the fare was going up he'd always be at the bus stop 

to explain this to people. 

I think in some ways they set an example to present day firms because they 

always made themselves available to argue and explain why they had to do this 

and that: licences had gone up, tyres had gone up, petrol had gone up and 

those things. So they really set an example of communication. It taught me at 

the time that even if there was great hostility, if people were prepared to 

explain why they were doing things most people were sensible, most people were 

reasonable and it would be a nine day wonder. I remembered that when I was in 

government that if you try and bluff your way through something you'll get 

into real trouble, but if you come out and anticipate what you're going to do 

and explain why you're going to do it, you'd be surprised how quickly sensible 

people understand that it's reasonable or it's not and how they accept it very 

quickly and with a minimum of fuss. But if you avoid that stage you're going 

to have it with you for months. It will always be there. It will never ever 

get proper acceptance. 

END OF TAPE 4 SIDE B 
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RJ The inspectors that you speak of, what department were they 
representing in those days? 

COURT I should imagine they'd come from the Traffic Department of the 
Police because there was no bus organisation as we know it today. The railways 
would be laying the complaints, the tramways would be laying the complaints, 
the unions of the railways and tramways were laying the complaints. They were 
very, very hostile towards the buses. So it's logical to assume that somewhere 
within the Police because of their handling of traffic, the licencing of motor 
vehicles and the like, that they would be the people called on to police this 
new intrusion into the peaceful life of Perth. 

RJ Ever an occasion in your memory when a bus was stopped by an 
inspector because of a breach of the rules? 

COURT Oh plenty of times, plenty of times; 

RJ Actually stopped from completing its run? 

COURT Oh no, no, no. They would just register a complaint and tell the 
driver what the complaint was and what charge was going to be laid as the case 
may be. They'd get a very derisive response from the passengers. The 
inspectors were never comfortable because they knew It was them versus the bus 
load: not the driver, but the bus load, because the people wanted it. I can 
never remember though a bus inspector intruding into this little bypass that I 
mentioned in the bush, you know, between Verdun Street and Aberdare Road. 
You'd see these vehicles disappear in there, specially the smaller ones, and 
it was quite humorous. Everyone knew what went on, of course. But you had to 
be quick too, by the way. The dear old lady didn't get far because they [the 
drivers] just couldn't afford that sort of time. 

RJ With the trip you described around Australia by Marion Bell, did 
she have a support team with her? 

COURT She had, if I recall correctly, and I'm just trying to think of 
the name of the make of car that she had. 

RJ I wondered about that too. 

COURT It's well documented. I think she had a lady with her who could 
have been one of her daughters. When the trip was over there was a bit of a 
controversy. The media got on to something where some man had claimed that 
he'd given her some help in the course of the trip in the extreme north. They 
tried to debunk the whole thing because of this bit of assistance. But the 
public accepted it as just the sort of assistance you'd get in the north if 
you had a puncture or a breakdown or something of that kind. I mean what are 
you going to do? Are you going to walk away from your vehicle just because 
it's got some sort of a breakdown. So the local facilities would be used if 
you were going through those roads, which were barely roads; they were tracks 
in most cases. You'd be passing through stations and you'd spend the night 
there. They would help you with petrol and maybe the odd mudguard that had to 
be straightened out. But everyone assumed that that was it, because don't 
forget rally drivers have a professional team that does all that sort of 
thing. Even the stars of the track they have teams that are almost more 
important than the driver himself. They can change wheels and almost put in a 
new engine while it's in the pit stop. So what assistance she got, people 
generally regarded it as being the normal thing you'd expect, especially with 
the good old friendly nor'westers. It didn't really detract from what she had 
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done. I can't remember anyone getting very uptight about the allegations that 
were made, but you'll find if you look up the records of that time there was a 
suggestion that somebody had given them some assistance on the road. One thing 
that she was able to establish that no one ever drove the vehicle but her. 

RJ Sir Charles you told us about the Vincent Street house that you 
lived In next to the market gardener, and you said it was made of matchwood, 
but I would like a precise description of that house. 

COURT It was on a normal type block [of land]. There was nothing very 
special about it. It was as simple as a house could be. It only had the two 
rooms really in it, which was not unusual, These matchwood places, they were 
made of this light wood which I gathered at the time was imported. Why they'd 
want to import it I don't know when we had lovely jarrah and that sort of 
thing, but maybe it was cheap, maybe it was easy to erect, bearing in mind 
that these houses, and there were many many of them in that Leederville sector 
then, weren't intended to be mansions and they weren't intended to be 
architectural masterpieces. The people that built them probably just went from 
one to the other, building one an exact copy of the other. ,A very simple 
construction. I can't add much more. 

RJ Well describe the inside to me, how these two rooms were used? 

COURT Well they were divided. I remember that they were divided by 
partitions. You couldn't call them walls in the ordinary way, but they were 
divided by petitions. I know you had to be particularly careful with the 
stove, because everything was wood in those days. You can imagine a house like 
that would be very vulnerable from a fire point of view. So from when we were 
tiny little chaps we were always made very fire conscious, to make sure that 
the stove was properly closed up before we went to bed and all that sort of 
thing, even from a very early stage, because It was a very dangerous thing. 
Plus the fact, of course, that all your lamps were kerosene lamps. We didn't 
even have pressure lamps, they were just ordinary kerosene lamps. You learnt 
to clean them, of course. If they weren't properly adjusted, the wicks weren't 
properly adjusted, you soon got a sniokey lamp glass. People became very 
skilled at that sort of thing and very careful of that sort of thing,. You 
could almost tell the quality of living in a house by the way they did the 
normal things such as had their wicks properly trimmed and you'd see a lamp 
burning clearly with a clear glass. You could bet your bottom dollar that they 
were people that were well disciplined and well ordered and conducted a good 
house, probably because they had a good mother in the house. But these little 
things made the difference because if that was all you'd got to study by, and 
my mother doing her crochet work and her knitting and that type of thing and 
all her sewing, you know, having a clear glass or having a smokey one was a 
mighty, mighty important thing. So as I remember it the stove was always a 
focal point; wood stove. Then my mother and father had a bed, a double bed, in 
one part of the place which you'd call a bedroom. My brother and I had our 
little beds in another part that was sealed off. I could always remember the 
wardrobe we had was actually cases with cretonne on the front. They all served 
their purpose. 

People look back and they try to paint a horror story about all the poor 
impoverished people. It was what you made It you know. If you had a mother who 
was very insistent on hygiene and having everything just right and the house 
always clean, your clothes very clean and all that sort of thing, somehow or 
other you lived in a place like that without any great hardship at all. I 
think I've told you before we were brought up on "offal and gluts" [laughter 
in voice]4 People can't understand what "gluts" is, but it was very important 
in those days. But the food was quite adequate and I gather quite healthy. 
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It's laughable now that people like us had a preponderance of offal, you know, 
tripe, bullocks' hearts (my mother used to do those up superbly), kidneys and 
pigs' trotters, and all these things; today people pay big money for them as a 
gourmet thing-;- But families like ours would concentrate on those It was very 
rarely that you had a joint, and poultry was for Christmas and Easter, but you 
always raised that yourself anyhow. We always thought of the rich people 
having poultry every week and today, of course, it's one of the cheaper meats, 
but in those days it was quite the reverse. But that was on the meat side 

On the vegetable side, of course, it was my brother that said we were brought 
up on "offal and gluts" because whatever we were having, whether It was swede, 
potato, cabbage, turnips, you name it at all, lettuce, it was because that was 
the glut in the market; That was the thing that was cheap at the time, you 
know, give away prices, and so hence the phrase we were brought up on "offal 
and gluts"; It sounds rude when you say it but when you know it you can 
understand why it was mentioned; My brother was always a little bit cheeky and 
we'd be having a lot of cabbage or cauliflower or something and young Syd 
would say, "Oh you can tell what's a glut on the market today," because we'd 
get lashings of this sort of stuff; But that was life in that little house 

I think I explained to you one time before that when you go on the Mitchell 
Freeway, over Vincent Street, the abutment on the north side is actually built 
over where our house was; 

Rd Yes you did, yes; So in that room that's got the stove in it, 
would you have had a dining room table and chairs? 

COURT Everything was in there; That was a sort of community room because 
there wasn't anything else, you realise there wasn't anything else. But there 
was the dining room table; If you wanted to study or if my mother did her work 
it was always done around there. The little family harmonium, if you know what 
one of those is, was there; My mother used to belt out hymns on that at a 
great rate and thoroughly enjoy it But when I eventually got a cornet and 
practised, that's where you'd practise it, there was nowhere else; But it was 
much better of course when we shifted down to 4 Campsie Street in West Subiaco 
and then we had a real house then, brick and tile roof house - not big, but a 
mansion compared with the little place in Vincent Street. 

Rd dust staying with Vincent Street, what happened about baths? 

COURT Well Saturday night was bath night. I know people laugh at that, 
but most children had a real bath on a Saturday night; Some people more often, 
but you got washed; Don't get me wrong you didn't go without being bathed 
during the week, but it was always on Saturday night that that had to sort of 
- give you a real clean up for the week, usually in a bath tub You didn't 
have Installed baths; In hot weather it was not unusual to have a bath outside 
the back door; You have a copper which was away from the house; Toilets of 
course were well away from the house in those days; When you had a bath the 
copper would be boiled and then you had to cart the water from the copper into 
the bath; It was a real scrub job. That was the bi clean up - you know the 
thousand mile overhaul for the week you see; [laughsi 

There's a symbolic reason for that, or a historic reason and that is the fact 
that next day was church day; See most people went to church then; The simple 
rule was for royal visits and church you always had to wear your best even if 
it was poor - you wore your best and you wore it clean; So really just as the 
Jewish people make a lot of play within their family of preparing for the 
sabbath, this was a rather crude sort of a Christian way, preparing for the 
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Sunday. Everyone took it for granted 
was nothing extraordinary about it. 
and it happened on the Saturday night 

and off you got bundled to bed. So there 
It was just that it happened in the bath 

RJ You've given the lovely description of offal and gluts, but I 
wondered what else your mother cooked. For instance did you have soup and 
sweets? Did she preserve fruit? This sort of thing. 

COURT We always had plenty of soup. In those days the stock pot was par 
for the course. I can't remember any home I went into they didn't have a stock 
pot. Of course, it was one way of conserving anything. Instead of throwing 
anything away, there was always a place for it. Goodness only knows what the 
recipe was for some of the soup we had but it all tasted pretty good, 
specially in the winter time. Soup and lashings of bread, which was very cheap 
in those days. So it was again not a hardship because many of these soups were 
a collection of most extraordinary things all of which was wholesome but it 
went in together. So you always had the stock pot there on the one side and on 
the other side was always a metal kettle, usually a very heavy type iron 
kettle that always seemed to be boiling, always seemed to be ready to come to 
the boil. That was a form of hospitality. Whoever came would always sit down 
and have a cup of tea and it became a tradition as well as a very nice custom; 
But we did used to have a variety of soup. Anything at all that was suitable 
for the purpose in it went. Some people tried to make out that it was a 
hardship. It wasn't at all. Really it was very wholesome. We might have liked 
a bit of variety occasionally, but it didn't do us any harm. 

On the sweet side, of course the old dears were very good at conserving the 
heat in the oven, hence the rice pudding that always went in with whatever was 
being cooked. If it was a joint on the rare occasions, but usually with the 
things like bullock's heart or other things that were being baked and so on, 
the old dears had it right, they'd use the heat, the extra heat by putting in 
a custard pudding or a rice pudding or some other form of pudding that went in 
with it. So they really were conservationists of the first order you know by 
necessity and by training because most of their mothers had taught them these 
things. They learnt at school how to conserve and use these things like the 
energy that was available to them. So they were probably more efficient than 
we ever thought they were. So we had a great variety of these things; They 
seemed to have recipes that they inherited; Women were no different then to 
what they are now, exchanging recipes. I can't remember my mother ever having 
a recipe book. She always had scraps of paper and things in her head, things 
that she'd got from ladies of the church or various friends or relatives that 
wrote to her. They'd learnt something new and we'd get the benefit of it next 
time. 

RJ What about bottling fruit? Would she have had a Vacola set and 
bottled fruit? 

COURT She didn't, but Mrs Laughton who lived up the road, not far from 
us - I mentioned Mrs Laughton on a previous [occasion] - she was a great 
bottler of fruit. She was very kind and would give us the odd bottle of fruit; 
My mother used to make a lot of jam and that again was part of the gluts 
theory because see she'd buy the apricots or the plums or whatever it might be 
at a time when the market had a glut. Don't forget there was no refrigeration 
in those days. So when the market got to a glut the people had to sell it and 
sell it quickly because things like apricots and plums and peaches, they don't 
last all that long. So there would be a mighty great jam making thing. They 
were very sensitive to the price of sugar I remember. They used to watch the 
price of sugar and dear old Mr Rashleigh, he used to cop it if the price went 



TAPE 5 SIDEA COURT 56 

up. He wasn't to blame because the price of sugar has always been very tightly 
controlled In Australia; He would have to put it up; But they were very 
sensitive to this, because it was a very important ingredient in making jams; 

But most women made jams; It used to be quite an event where they used to swap jams. You'd know that this was some of Mrs Oats' apricot jam or Mrs Laughton's 
plum jam and so on; You'd all swap it around; It was one way of sort of 
keeping a quality check on the different ones; I suppose there wasn't very 
much difference between any of them but some women developed a reputation for 
making it better, usually the consistency of it, that it wasn't as runny as 
somebody else's; I remember there used to be great talks about these jams when 
they were made In season, almost like a wine tasting around the district you 
know. Mrs Robinson, or Mrs Oats or Mrs Laughton, or Mrs Court had produced a 
special brew this year, of her apricot or plum or peach; But it was all again 
related to this glut period in the availability of fruit; 

RJ How did your mother rate as a cook overall? 

COURT She was very good In a simple, straightforward sort of a wayI She 
was an efficient person; You only had to watch her at work as I remember, she 
seemed to know exactly what to do She always seemed to be very much In 
command of it; Many women used to come to her for advice on things and used to 
send their daughters around; She was known as a good teacher and as a 
competent, no nonsense person; So she was very well favoured, but only for 
plain, simple dishes. She never attempted anything fancy. 

Rd Was she a cake and biscuit maker? 

COURT Cake, yes, but of a very plain sort of a nature and biscuits I 
can't  recall at any time; But she didn't go for anything that was very 
devilish or exciting; Some ladies around used to be good at it, as is to be 
expected, but her main concern was to make sure that we were well fed; 

Rd You then have the move to Campsie Street, West Subiaco; Can you 
describe that house for me? 

COURT Well that house is still standing there; It was a war service 
home; It's quite an interesting thing because my father and mother were 
Calvinist in their approach and they didn't believe In credit; They almost 
felt it was sinful to buy anything that you couldn't pay fori I know It was Mr 
Laughton who explained to my  father that he wasn't really doing anything 
extraordinary in buying that house as a war service home, he was getting a 
compensation for his service, for his period away at the First World War; I 
think that influenced my mother and father to accept that, otherwise they'd 
have gone on paying rent; Mr Laughton was a great influence in his rough old 
way because I remember he used to say, "You know, you'll go on forever paying 
rent, you'll never own anything; Go and get yourself a block of land and you 
can pay for that and then use the war service, which is a very low rate of 
interest;" You could take forever to pay If you wanted tor So. he eventually 
decided, they'd build down there; I think that place cost 550 pounds when 
they built It; That was considered a lot of money and a big stretch for them; 

But that place is basically from the front what it was in those days; It's got 
an extraordinary wide frontage [block of land] which was unusual for West 
Sublaco because all of the blocks between Onslow Road and Aberdare Road, 
you'll notice, are very narrow frontages.' Some of the streets like Commercial 
Road, Vilgarn Street, Murchison Street, they can't have garages unless they 
buy the house next door and knock that down and build one [house] on the two 
[blocks], because they're only about 30 foot frontages; They were just row 
after row after row of these things, weatherboard places in the main; But when 

1The house and land cost nearly 586 pounds (RJ) 
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they subdivided on the southern side of Aberdare Road, t
hey had the 

conventional quarter acre type blocks, except that a few of them 
like ours had 

a wider frontage, that's why we eventually were able to have a te
nnis court of 

sorts. We were able to do that because the house was put on one 
side. So it's 

quite a wide block. Today that would be at least two; two blocks.
 

That house was a comfortable place. It had my mother's and father
's bedroom in 

the front, had a front verandah and hail and passageway. It had t
he equivalent 

of a drawing room on the right hand side. Behind my mother and 
father's room 

was the room that my brother and 1 had and behind that was the 
kitchen. Then 

there was the bathroom behind the drawing room; But most of our m
eals, as most 

people did in those days, were in the kitchen. It was the real f
amily meeting 

place in a house of modest size. The washhouse was further down
 the path and 

the toilet, of course, was further down still because when we 
went there we 

were still on the night-soil type of operations Subsequently tha
t was sewered 

and my father, because of his desire to be a bricklayer and not 
a plumber, he 

built the new toilet and was very proud of that, as he was of the
 front fence, 

the brick front fence. 

The room that my brother and I shared, bearing in mind that he w
as some years 

younger than me, was quite a modest little room. He had his bed 
down one side 

and I had my bed down the other. Then my study table was in the r
oom. He would 

never study. Our mother was really on his back all the time t
o get him to 

study more. He did quite well at school, it wasn't that he wa
s not able to 

absorb knowledge, but he just had this thing about it. She was 
always on his 

back. I know she used to say, "Now why don't you study like Charl
ie?" And he'd 

say, "Oh he's too good for this world, he should grease his backs
ide and slide 

into the next." I always remember this. [laughs] What he didn't u
nderstand was 

my mother used to hear more than he thought she did. She used
 to get very 

cross with him, because she always seemed to hear - in spite of her deafness 

she always used to hear when we didn't want her to, you see.
 But she was 

always on his back. 

When we got older he eventually got the news round for the West Subiaco 

papers. I used to share it with him on the times when he wasn't able to do it, 

you know, sometimes he wouldn't be well or sometimes he wouldn't be up to It. 

Don't forget he was much younger than me. But in those days he us
ed to have to 

go up to the rattler. The rattler was the train that went throu
gh very early 

and used to take the milk cans and newspapers and everything and 
dump them off 

at each railway station, which was the focal point of every commu
nity; You had 

to go up then and be in time to pick up the papers, take them
 down to the 

newsagent, which was about 200 yards down from the West Subiaco
 Station, now 

the Shenton Park Station, and then break them up and then g
o around and 

deliver them. Well Syd was always an unbelievably sound sleeper;
 Don't forget 

in the middle of all this I was studying my accountancy as a youn
g clerk under 

articles. This was in later years, of course, because when we we
nt down there 

I'd be about nine, but we're now talking about seven years late
r. I was also 

competing in musical eisteddfods and playing in the band. I use
d to do a lot 

of practice under two very strict teachers, first of all Ron 
Rees and then 

later on George Mellor. Well don't laugh at this, but I'd st
udy till ten 

o'clock and my mother used to come in and bring me in a grea
t big mug of 

cocoa. I don't know why it always had to be cocoa, but it was 
always cocoa. 

That was when she was going to bed; Then I'd do an hour's pr
actice on my 

cornet, in this room by the way. My brother wouldn't turn a hai
r. Then after 

I'd done that I'd go on and study, because you were refreshe
d, you know, 

mentally refreshed. I'd go on and study till maybe just after mi
dnight; 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 5 
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COURT Well I'd go on and study till after midnight, having been 
refreshed by this cocoa and then this [cornet] practice, complete change of 
mental commitment. More often than not I'd have to wake Syd up to go to the 
papers in the morning, because he just was such a heavy sleeper. I used to 
envy him some ways. Then, of course, some mornings I'd do them myself. 

If I remember rightly the first man that Syd worked for, had the round from, 
was a Mr Penny. Then after that I think it was a Mr Laughton. A strange 
coincidence he was a nephew of the Mr Laughton that I talked about earlier, 
and he's still alive. He must be 95 or more now, but he's still alive and 
still goes to the races. He's as straight as a ramrod and is quite a 
remarkable person in that regard. Syd was the person that had the round from 
him, but Mr Laughton didn't know how often I actually delivered papers, 
because I learnt the round off by heart. 

My father and my mother, but particularly my father said, "Well you know if 
one of you are sick, or If Syd's sick, somebody's got to be able to keep the 
round going. If you take it on you've got to do it properly." That was the 
whole theme. Before Syd took on the job to get some extra shillings, the old 
man I remember saying, "Look don't you take it on like most boys do and then 
get tired of it after a couple of weeks. If you take it on you're going to 
stay with it." So we worked out this very cosy little deal whereby if he 
couldn't do it I could. That's the story of the West Subiaco house. 

But that in those days you'll recall, of course, was very close to Allman's 
Dairy and houses were still being built in that place. It's all very thickly 
built. Streets like Croydon Street, Campsie Street, Burswood Street and so on, 
they're all very thickly populated today. But we were [some of] the first 
inroads into the bush there. From Verdun Street onwards, of course, was still 
thick bush. The rubbish dump for West Subiaco was where Hollywood School now 
is: Hollywood High School and Hollywood Primary School are. More so the 
Hollywood Primary School because I know after I became the [local] member, for 
years I had problems there becauses all the glass and hard stuff that had been 
buried in the dump had some extraordinary capacity to work to the top. So they 
were still getting cut feet there years and years after they filled it all in. 
It wasn't until they'd allowed a lot of it to work through and watched it very 
carefully and then put some further sand on it that they stopped having these 
cut feet there. Glass and little bits of stone do have a habit, not only with 
people running on it but otherwise - an extraordinary capacity to work to the 
surface. So that area, we were reminded, for years and years that when I was 
boy that was the rubbish tip. But that was all part of this road. It wasn't a 
road in those days, but what is now the road. It's Verdun Street and you 
[then] come to Monash Avenue. They're all parallel: Abedare, Verdun and 
Monash. They were all part of our playing field in those days. We'd grown up 
before they took it away from us otherwise we might have had a youthful 
protest about it. 

RJ Just to get that picture clear of the inside of the house, you 
speak of the front bedroom of your parents then your bedroom, then the 
kitchen, and on this side was a sitting room. What else was the other side? 

COURT Well behind that was the bathroom. See on that side of the house 
you had a verandah, so if you can imagine the layout of it. On the left hand 
side, the bedroom, the second bedroom and the kitchen. Then there was some of 
that space taken up on the right hand side by a verandah. Then there was the 
sitting room, drawing room, call it what you will. Then behind that was the 
bathroom. So that completed the square of the house. 
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RJ So you actually had a bathroom with a bath in it? 

COURT Yes, oh yes. Initially there was no heater there, but eventually 
we got a chip heater. That came surprisingly late because until then the water 
for a hot bath had to be carried up from the washhouse which was about, oh a 
good 25 feet away from the house. There was a copper and the usual cement set 
of troughs there, together with the old scrubbing board thing. If there was 
going to be a big bath night well then, of course, the bucket was brought out 
and the copper was heated up and you'd all lump the water up there for the big 
bath. By that time people seemed to have more than Saturday night baths, 
because don't forget as I got older and I had to wear a dinner suit quite 
often to go out and play for engagements and so on and, of course, naturally 
being (although only junior) in a profession you get some of the habits, some 
of it rubs off on you. You adapt: without realising, you adapt to it; 

I don't know if I've told you about my father when he became a member of 
Lathom Masonic Lodge, but it was quite extraordinary, and I think I told you 
about Inspector Don who was the senior plumbing inspector in those days. 

RJ No, no, you haven't said this on tape. 

COURT Well he became very important in my father's life because my 
father was a very skilled tradesman, a very conscientious tradesman, specially 
on house connections. There were two distinct types of plumbers in those days: 
sheet metal workers, people that made tin cans, roofing, guttering, all that 
sort of stuff, and there were people that did the house connections like 
sewerage and drainage and connecting toilets and that sort of stuff. They were 
quite different to the people that did roofs and sheet metal working and so 
on. My father was a very skilled tradesman and very proud of it too, although 
he never wanted to be a plumber, he always wanted to be a bricklayer. Who 
would want to be a bricklayer in preference to being a plumber I don't know. 
It was all because his father had this obsession about making each boy do one 
particular thing, hoping he'd build himself into a small type of contracting 
firm; I suppose the boys revolted when they were made to do this or that or 
that. So this accounts for my father experimenting with building the brick 
fence and the new toilet and a few other things.- 

But he became very much in contact with this inspector. Bob Don, who was the 
senior plumbing inspector at the time. Just leaving that aside for the moment, 
he somehow or other undertook to get my father into a Freemason's Lodge and 
naturally thought of his own; He would have been much [more] realistic had he 
got 'fly father to join a different lodge to Lathom. Lathom was, in those days, 
a very, very efficient, effective type of Masonic Lodge that did all their 
work to perfection. They had a fairly high social standing. You know you 
wouldn't dare go to Lathom Lodge without tails, white tie and tails; So you're 
probably already starting to say, "Well that seems a bit strange with this 
struggling plumber, a migrant," and it was; But Bob Don eventually proposed 
him and somebody seconded him and he became a member of Lathom Lodge; Because 
of his lack of education and so on he found it very difficult to progress 
because he just couldn't master the ritual and things like that. 

It was rather sad in a way, although it did have its spinoff. He became a 
great identity in Lathom Lodge. He was their Chief Steward at their festive 
board for 25 years. They gave him a jewel (it had its humorous side - it was a 
beautiful thing of which he was very, very proud) after 25 years, because he'd 
trained most of the new people coming into Lathom Lodge and they'd go through 
this apprenticeship with my father. They'd then go on to higher positions 
within the Lodge and eventually go through to Master; Most of them actually 
went through my father in that 25 years. This jewel was such a beautiful thing 
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that when he used to visit with it on, they used to assume that he was a past 
master and wanted to segregate him with the past masters. He had to explain it 
was a special jewel because of him being the Chief Steward [of long standing]; 

However, that's not what I'm really trying to tell you. It relates to this 
washhouse. My Dad, as you can imagine, the work that he did on house 
connections was dirty work and often very smelly work. So on the second 
Tuesday in every month my brother and I used to have to come home from school 
early and get the copper stoked up. We'd watch for him getting off the bus, 
the old West Subiaco bus at Aberdare Road. Then we'd have the great busy bee 
that would carry the water from the copper into the bath because the old man 
had to get in there and almost boil himself to get himself clean enough to get 
into tails. He was very proud of them. He got a secondhand set of tails that 
fitted him extremely well. He used to look rather good in them. He was not an 
unhandsome man. He used to look rather good when he was all polished up and 
had his hair cut and everything ready for the occasion. He was very proud of 
it. He'd go off to Lathom Lodge to do his duties; 

Of course, it was rather sad that he never saw me become the Master of Lathom 
Lodge; He saw me initiated into Lathom Lodge, but he didn't live long enough 
to see me actually become the Master of Lathom Lodge, which was quite sad, 
although I do believe they hastened my promotion within the Lodge because of 
my Dad and because he was unable to have any position himself. Not that they 
had any snobbery or anything like that, but he just wasn't able to and 
prepared to accept the responsibility. He just was not educated well enough 
and had not had the sort of experience that was necessary to be able to cope 
with that situation with the ritual and other things that went with it. 

I always think of him with great affection about this bath, how my brother and 
I always had strict instructions to be home early and get this bath on. It was 
a bit of a joke. You'd see the old man coming down Campsie Street and we'd be 
rushing like mad to fill the bath so that he could get in there and soak 
himself to get himself clean ready to go off to;.;. in those days it was 
always referred to "riding the goats," you see. That was the mysticism of the 
Masonic people. It was always, you know, when they said, "What do they do?", 
"Well they ride the goats there, that's why it's so secret." All sorts of 
stories went around, and gave Freemasonry a sort of a mysticism that was quite 
wrong really and quite foreign to what it was all about; As you know in more 
recent years they've done a lot to remove a lot of that mystery that used to 
be around and used to surround their activities; But that's Campsie Street. 

It's also interesting to know that when we first lived there we used to be 
able to go from our place right up to Rosalie State School, right through 
places where there were no houses but just low s9rub. In some cases quite a 
few trees left. I always remember when Mr Wyndow built his house in Violet 
Grove. We were very angry with Mr Wyndow because he put a fence around it. 
That was in the direct line of sight from where we left Aberdare Road till we 
got to Rosalie School. I know we felt very angry with Mr Wyndow because 
originally when he built his house he didn't have a fence around It. The 
toilet, as was the custom of the day, was up in the far, far, corner of the 
place. So we used to cut right through between Mr Wyndow's house and his 
toilet and this annoyed him a bit, so he built a fence around it and we were 
very angry, we used to have to go around; Of course not very, long after that 
there were so many houses there we had to use the road and that added to our 
mileage. 

------------------------ 
I MrWyndow's daughter Gwynneth became a very good pianist and was one of my 
accompanists for solo work for years (CC). 
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Rd Just thinking of your Dad's experience with the Masons. Do you 
feel that he was ever made to feel inadequate because of his education? 

COURT I think they were marvellous. I saw enough of it, both as a boy 
and as a man. I think they were marvellous how he was very much part of the 
institution. I believe that the old man felt very important, and I think they 
very wisely - [Bob] Don and all of these other people, [A J] McLaren and old 
Dave Ctercteko and the old boys in the Lodge - I think they were very wise 
There's a lesson to be learnt from it. I don't think he ever envied these 
people. He felt very important because he literally trained [many] through the 
discipline that they had to accept, working under him as Chief Steward. These 
younger men would come along and he used to make them undertake their duties 
as stewards with great seriousness Everything they did had to be done 
properly. Some of them were quite important men in the community later on. 
They all went through him before they got the first offices like Junior 
wardens and senior wardens and then on and on until they became Master of the 
Lodge. So I think that he was quite happy in the fact that he was playing an 
important part because in many cases as these men have often confided in me, 
he taught them humility. You know they had to do the most menial task there 
was and wait on the tables and to make sure that everything was in order and 
that the Lodge room was properly equipped and all of this sort of thing. You 
know a fellow who's holding down a a fairly important commercial position, or 
industrial position, or a professional position, to come along and be told 
that he's got to do this, and made to understand if he doesn't do it he won't 
get advancement, it probably served a tremendous purpose in the life of that 
Lodge. I understand that Lodge doesn't exist now, which I was very sad to hear 
the other day. But things come and go. At their peak they were very famous for 
the standard of their Masonic work. 

RJ Just tell me about the tennis court you ended up with. 

COURT I could never remember why we finished up with a tennis court 
because my mother and father didn't play tennis and my brother and I didn't 
play tennis at that stage, we had other interestsi But all of a sudden the old 
chap decided that it wouldn't be a bad idea if we used that space for a tennis 
court. I don't know if he had aspirations. He was quite athletic himself, you 
know. In his early days he was a very good soccer player before he came to 
Australia and immediately after. He was also a very good long distance runner; 

Thereby hangs a tale because he had this silver medal that he wore on his 
watch chain. Of course you're too young to remember, but all men wore a gold 
or silver watch chain; it was a badge of office. You loved to have a medal on 
the end of it. The old man had this medal on there which my brother and I used 
to laugh about it because it was tenth in the All England Cross Country 
Championship. We used to say, "Who in the hell would want to have a medal for 
running tenth?" Then we found out by accident from a friend one day that he 
got tenth out of ten thousand. It was one of these great mass cross country 
things and only the elite survived. He finished up in the first ten. Then we 
realised it was quite an achievement to do this1 

But he might have had ideas that he was going to play. He did play after we 
built it, quite well. My mother was pretty hopeless because she was far from 
athletic at anything. But he was naturally athletic and he was a very strong 
man. I think that was his undoing, why he died so young, that he had great 
strength and in the course of his work they were always having heavy lifts and 
that sort of thing and rather than get assistance he'd always do that extra 
bit himself and it eventually brought about his downfall. But the other thing 
about this court was that it was running east/west instead of north/south; 
Have I got it right? 
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RJ Yes. [Laughs] Straight into the sun in other words; 

COURT Straight into the sun. Straight into the sun in the morning, 
straight into the sun in the afternoon. So you had to either use a fairly wide 
hat or you had to play at the right time of the day. The ideal thing was to 
get up very early in the morning. But this court seemed to be a good idea. It 
was a very simple construction; The old chap did it all himself because it was 
just a series of pipes at which he was very good, put together with some 
chicken wire on it, and a net.- 

The marking of it was the job of Syd and myself; We got a bit browned off with 
this because we used to have to mow it and we used to have to mark it. Then 
when the visitors would arrive, none of them were good tennis players, but 
when they'd come to play on a Saturday, Syd and I were always told, "Now 
you've got to give preference to the visitors," you see. So we'd seldom get a 
game at this time; We'd have to get up early in the morning or late at night 
after the visitors had gone, then we'd play our tennis; But they were so 
insistent you've got to look after your guests you see. Then afternoon tea 
time we'd have to take everything around and so On; It was always rock cakes I 
remember. Rock cakes were a very familiar recipe in those days in all of those 
suburbs. They seemed to make them by the ton; They were very cheap, very easy 
to make and quite wholesome and very filling, but was a sort of standard fare; 
Some people got more elaborate and they'd have scones, buttered scones and jam 
and so on. But rock cakes were very familiar things on Sunday night after 
church when you had musical evenings and all that sort of thing; But we got a 
bit cheesed off about this mowing this court, watering this court, marking 
this court; Everyone would remark on how well it had been prepared, but we 
didn't play very often until we got somebody that took sympathy on us and 
said, "Why doesn't Syd or Charlie play with us?" 

So the court got a reasonable amount of use and then later on when I shifted 
away and Syd shifted away, of course it got no use at all; My mother used to 
let it a little bit to a group that used to play social tennis there, for a 
very modest sum, but that didn't last for long because somebody had to mow It, 
somebody had to mark it and prepare it and see the net was right and generally 
keep the thing in order; But it got into disrepair; Then, of course, once you 
let a court go, the wrong sort of grasses grow into it. It was a lovely piece 
of land really idle at that time; It's still there; I drove past the old place 
the other day and the front looks exactly the same but I gather they've done 
something at the back. 

I'm sorry now that we sold the place when we did but it was really to bring 
things to a head with my mother. She was about 85 and she'd been very strong 
and very self-reliant, then all of a sudden I could see that she was going to 
go. We talked her into shifting up to live in a place that my brother was 
building and which I helped with; The idea was that she would have a 
self-contained place there where she would be part of them but not in their 
hair (she was a very independent sort of a person) so she could really shut 
herself off; She never lived in it. By the time it was finished and she'd 
shifted out of Campsie Street so that we could sell it (she was living with my 
brother before he moved into his new place) she died; 

I've never known anyone to be so ready to die as she was. She was very 
religious, great faith and literally she wore the Bible out. I've got the bits 
and pieces of it because I can't get anyone that's prepared to do a job in 
binding It properly. It's just bits and pieces because she literally wore it 
out. It's got some very important things in It, messages and dates of births 
and deaths and so on. But she was completely prepared and she was looking 
forward to the day when she died. It was not going to be a sad thing at all, 
it was going to be a tremendous, joyous day. She was going to meet her maker; 
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I've never known anyone to be so completely prepared and ready for it all. So 
the last few days it never brought any great sadness with it for us because we 
realised that she was more prepared than we were, bearing in mind that my 
father died in 1939 and so she had been widowed for a long, long time and very 
self-reliant. It was a long time before she remarried again. That husband died 
and she remained widowed again until she finally passed on. 

RJ What did your mother die of? 

COURT Oh she just died, just wore herself out of old age.]  

RJ So she didn't have a long period of illness or anything like that 
to contend with? 

COURT No, no, no, no. No, she had a very good arrangement with her 
doctor. She used to go regularly - not often, but regularly. She was 
surprisingly strong. One of the problems we had - Rita my wife, and some of 
the other [family people - was to keep an eye on the food supply.] When the 
children came along they were all very good at checking up on her. But we used 
to have to watch her, she was so used to saving and watching the pennies that 
she didn't used to provide for herself as well as she should have. It wasn't 
she wasn't capable of it, either financially or otherwise, but we used to have 
to make sure, both my brother and I and other members of the family, always go 
and have a good look and then make sure that there was plenty there. 
Occasionally we'd have to go and get her some medicine or something, but she 
was very, very self-reliant. She used to go to the Good Companions 
organisation which was started back in the Depression years by my predecessor 
as the member for Nedlands, Sir Norbert Keenan. This was a great organisation 
that she became involved with, a very simple product of the Depression. People 
just came together to help one another. They learnt arts and crafts and 
everything. As it should have done, they helped one another with 
entertainments and outings and that sort of thing. It was really the 
forerunner of what today you know as the Pensioners' League which is much more 
organised. These various senior citizens' places that you have in different 
places, of which there is a very good one in Shenton Park now and which I go 
to a couple of times a year just for old times' sake. She was very active in 
those things and used to thoroughly enjoy it, plus her church of course. She 
was always very involved in church. She moved away from Shenton Park for a 
while and lived with my stepfather George Hamilton at Chidlow where they had a 
little farming property there. They rented Campsie Street fortunately so she 
could come back there when the time arose, when he died. She was able to come 
back there and live the rest of her days there. 

We've drifted on from the tennis court somewhat. But [the place is) still 
there. She was a dear soul, very strict even to the end. She was very strict 
with me right to the end, but I went along with it because it was the way of 
life that she'd had. 1 don't know if I've told you the story of the firewood 
have I, and when I became Premier. 

RJ No. 

COURT Well things seem to happen in our family that you did things 
because it was your job. There was no sort of set of rules but it just became 
your job to do this or that. It was always my job to make sure that the wood 
box was always full with wood cut one size for the kitchen stove, another size 
for the lounge fire. But she would not have anything other than wood. No 
electricity, no gas. So I got the message, and I got sick and tired of trying 
to get firewood because it got harder and harder to get. Firewood became much ------------------------ 
I RoseHamilton (Court) died on 19 July 1974 aged 87 (West, 20 July 1974 - RJ). 
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more difficult to get. 
that supplied firewood 
It. So eventually I 
bringing these small 
you've got nothing to 
you for it and then yo  
timber during the wint 

Fewer people were using it at that time. The people 
I got fewer and fewer and they couldn't be bothered with 
said to this chap, "Look I know It's a darn nuisance 
loads of firewood here. When the summer time comes and 
do, will you deliver a decent load of wood and I'll pay 
u won't have to worry about these little fiddly bits of 
er months." 

END OF TAPE 5 SIDE B 
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COURT Well the man duly delivered the timber, but I never thought he was 
going to deliver fifteen tons. He dumped it all on the front of the house. 
There was a double gate there. 

Incidentally one thing I didn't mention to you that subsequently my father 
added a garage to the house. It never had one originally but on the side of 
his bedroom he put a garage there, not because he ever had a car but because I 
was going to have one. So he put that there. Also before I had a car he used 
to use It to grow mushrooms in. He was a great one for mushrooms because in 
the old days we used to pick them up In the bush. We always went out early In 
the morning and there were lots of mushrooms in all the paddocks, specially 
with Aliman's cows around you see. So you could go right through that bush and 
get a feed of mushrooms. There was more than a feed of mushrooms, it was a 
feed; it was something you didn't have to buy you see. People forget these 
things. Anyhow he'd then decided that he'd grow them artificially and so he 
had this huge box full of manure in the shed and of course you could shut It 
up and make it all dark which is ideal for mushroom growing. So he used to 
have these mushrooms growing in this garage. He was a bit sour when I had to 
say, "Look you'd better get that out Dad because I want to put my car in," my 
first little car that I got. Anyhow I only mention that because [the garage] 
did cut off the route whereby you'd normally take a heavy load of stuff down 
to the back. 

So the fellow dumped the wood on the front. I had to get all my boys, they 
were only small at the time and get down there and we carted all of this crazy 
wood round to the back. You've never seen such a pile of wood in all your 
life. My mother was furious. She said, "You know I'll have to live a long time 
to burn all that up. I wouldn't dare die while that is there. You mustn't 
waste things. You should never have done It." So I said, "Alright Mum, don't 
worry, don't worry." So I really reckon that that added years to her life 
because It was only when that heap of wood got down smaller, was getting near 
the end, that she seemed to be relaxed about it. 

But the real story I want to tell you is the day it became apparent on the 
Sunday morning that I was going to be Premier, I went down there, as was my 
custom. I thought when I got down there there'd be a fair amount of excitement 
and so on. I went about the usual things, "Good morning Mum, how are you?" and 
that sort of thing and went through the usual things. I thought this is a bit 
strange. Incidentally whenever I arrived and she said, "Good morning Charlie," 
I knew everything was all right. But if she said, "Good morning Charles," I 
knew that I was in for something. So this morning it was Charles and I was a 
little bit upset that she wasn't wanting to talk about the elections and so 
on. So anyhow knowing her as well as I did I let it happen, let it roll on. 
Eventually I couldn't resist it any longer and I said, "What do you think of 
the elections Mum?" She said, "Oh I read something about it in the paper." I 
thought this is mighty strange because I knew she'd be just as excited about 
it as I was, the fact that by the Monday I'd be the new Premier and so on. 
Nothing changed. So she said, "You better make me a cup of tea," which I did. 
"Oh," she said, "by the way before you go will you remember to fill up that 
wood box, It's very low." She said it In a very strong, authoritative voice, 
you know. That was her way of telling me, "Don't let it go to your head." 

She was quite remarkable. Poor old Syd, as soon as he started to do anything 
she'd really say, "Now don't let it go to your head. Don't you get a swelled 
head." So she had this obsession that anything we did and [if] I had any 
success with music or with my exams and so on, she had this obsession that we 
would let it go to our head and we'd take our mind off the real thing of, 



TAPE 6 SIDE A COURT 66 

"tomorrow's another day". I remember as well as anything I laughed going home 
about it because it was her way of saying, "Look don't let it go to your head. 
It's very good," and all that sort of thing, but her way of doing it was to 
remind me that the wood box was nearly empty. So I went out and I chopped 
double for good measure! 

R.J But didn't that hurt a little as well? 

COURT Not really. 

RJ Not? 

COURT No. I remember when I came back from the Eastern States, when I'd 
had a lot of success in 1928 and then again in 1930, there was the usual 
family joy about the whole thing and excitement about the whole thing. But 
underlining it all was "tomorrow's another day". You've still got to win it 
another time sort of thing. So we were sort of brought up in that atmosphere. 
I know when I passed my intermediate exams, which was a big moment of my life, 
for the Institute of Chartered Accountants I well remember coming home - I'd 
been very lucky in getting through so young and I was all ready to relax a 
bit. I remember her even that night saying, You better get studying for the 
next ones while you've got the idea of study and how to study." I remember at 
the time it was a bit of a shock. I thought well I think she should be a 
little more outgoing about it. But it was right what she said, you get going 
before..., because once you drop the tempo and the theme and the atmosphere of 
study you rarely ever pick it up. That's why when I finished my charter, the 
temptation.... I was only barely twenty-one, in fact I wasn't quite 
twenty-one, because I had to wait a while before I could be admitted. But the 
temptation was to go and have a good time and forget about it, now that it was 
all done. I remember mainly because of her attitude when I passed my 
intermediate I took the advice of an old chap and went straight on and did my 
secretarial. I can see now that if I hadn't have gone on and done that 
secretarial straight away, that I probably never would have done it. But 
within another year I'd got rid of that altogether so I had both degrees done 
and locked up because when you do the secretarial a lot of what you've done 
for the charter automatically exempts you for some of the more mundane type of 
things that you need for the secretariat degree. But there are certain 
specialist things that you have to do, so I concentrated on them and got the 
two charter degrees - that's the Chartered Institute of Accountants, the 
Chartered Institute of Secretaries - out of the way straight away. 

You might wonder why this is so important. If she hadn't have made me do that 
at the time - my father wasn't involved in this at all. He would have been 
more inclined to say, "Well one thing at a time. You can celebrate something 
that you've done." But she was quite different and because of her insistence I 
went on and did it, because by nature I have to force myself every inch of the 
way. It's never become second nature. I do it; I still do it. I do it and I've 
consistently done it and still do it, but not as an involuntary type of thing .-
It's something that you've got to force yourself to do as a discipline. A lot 
of people are not like that, they don't need that sort of compulsive streak in 
them to do these things. I find that even today if I let up at all on some of 
the things I'm doing - I could very easily for instance say at my age of 78 
why do I want to bother about Australia's trade with Taiwan? I don't get 
anything for doing it at all, but it worries me that Australia is not getting 
the best out of this and so I go and do it. 

Other things that I do exactly the same. I would never have achieved the 
results I did in the cornet and trumpet. I would never have won Tanunda in 1 28 
and again in 1930 if it hadn't have been that extra effort that was made to 
keep your nose to the grindstone. It didn't come instinctively at all. Other 
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people would have played the music that I played and competed the way I did 

with much less effort. They mightn't have got that extra bit that I had to to 

win in '28 and to win in 1930, where you were after perfection every inch of 

the way and you were only going to win by half a mark or one mark as the case 

may be; But I learnt through doing it time and time again that you could do 

the almost impossible, provided you were prepared to make the effort and to 

discipline yourself to do it; I had to do that all the time I was Premier, all 

the time I was a minister and in my own practice too; 

As I look back on it I wonder why it didn't make me more fatigued than I was 

because you'd think that with always putting yourself under pressure and 

saying, "You've got to do this before you go to bed tonight," or "you've got 

to do this before the end of the week," or "you've got to do this," or "you've 

got to do that," that it would have built up a resentment in you and built up 

a fatigue; But it didn't strangely enough-; It was virtually like keeping 

yourself in permanent mental training. I suppose that's the only explanation I 

can give; But when I say that if it hadn't been for my mother I would have 

been a beachcomber I mean it because she was always on my back about this; She 

didn't say it in as many words but she was always inferring that there was a 

potential there, if you didn't do something about it you would never develop 

It; The maddening thing about it was she was always right; It carried right 

through to the end; 

I always remember the only time I ever deceived my mother was over some 

medicine In the last few months; The doctor said if she had a little spoonful 

of brandy at night when she goes to bed it would help her to sleep and also be 

good for her because it would just keep her heart jogging over the night; 

"She's very good otherwise but," he said, "she won't take it because she's 

such a committed teetotaller that when I mention brandy she said, no, she'd 

rather die;" So I said, "Well have you ever thought of putting it in a bottle 

with a label on, a medicine bottle with a label on It, 'to be taken on 

retiring, one tablespoonful,' or teaspoonful, whatever it is at night, either 

with or without water, whichever you specify, and put it on there; She might 

do it if it's good for her; I've got no qualms about it;" So he did just that-; 

She used to tell me, you know, this medicine - she liked this particular 

doctor and she said, "It's doing me a world of good-; I sleep better; I feel 

it's really doing me good;" 

Then I woke up to the fact that when the bottle got low (it was only an 

ordinary medicine bottle with a label stuck on) that she'd probably say to my 

brother Syd: "When you're at the chemists will you go and get this?" [laughs] 

The chemist wouldn't know what she was talking about; So I had to make sure 

that at the appropriate time that I got there and made sure that the 

replacement was there; And it worked extremely well and I never had any qualms 

about it; I felt sometimes I had been deceitful but with the doctor's blessing 

I thought I was doing the right thing because he said, "You know what she 

doesn't understand is that a lot of the sort of medicine that she's given has 

got alcohol in it anyhow;'t So he said, "I think this is excusable;" So between 

us we did it until the end came and It worked out very nicely; 

RJ You've spoken of her reaction though when you became Premier; Did 

you ever feel she was proud of her son? 

COURT Oh without doubt, without doubt; She used to boast a lot to her 

friends but whenever I went, there was always a very proper relationship so 

far as that was concerned; 
------------------------ 
1 
It is clear from reading Rose Hamilton's memoirs (op;cit;) that she was very 

proud of her son, even though he had not become Premier when the memoirs were 

written. (RJ). 
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Rd Keep your feet on the ground. 

COURT It was always the same message. She used to read everything that 

came out in the paper and so on. 

There was another dear old lady named Miss Sylvester, Minnie Sylvester. She 

was a dear old [maiden] lady who used to work for the Blythe family who lived 

at Maddington. They came down from their stations up north. The younger 

generations of Blythes have nearly all died now, that's how far back it goes. 

There's only one of them left. I was very friendly with him, with Doug Blythe. 

She used to come to our place once a week on her day off. She used to be a 

great reader [of her bible]. after she retired [from the Blythe family] she 

lived not far from where my mother lived. The people she boarded with used to 

read the newspaper to her because the poor old soul couldn't read [because of 

her failing eyesight] but she was very interested in the news. So they used to 

read the newspaper to her and I used to call in and see the dear old soul on 

the way into town sometimes. 

I remember on one occasion obviously my mother and her had been talking. The 

headline had come out where we'd just pegged the basic wage. There were two 

things came in the one paper. One the heading was, "Court fixes girl's 

damages." Of course it was a very embarrassing name Court because whenever the 

court made a decision it was always, "Court does this," or "Court does that." 

Then I'd do something else and, "Court does this," you see. So it was a bit 

confusing because Court was always in the headline. I remember one headline 

came out in this paper, "Court fixes girl's damages," and the other one came 

out, "Court pegs basic wage." Neither of them I'd done. One was the Supreme 

Court and one was the Arbitration Court. Dear old Minnie she said, "I've been 

talking to your mother and I was just wondering - that was a nice thing you 

did for the girl," she said, "but I wonder whether you did the right thing 

about the basic wage!" [laughs] 

I think I better finish at that point. 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the offices of 

Hendry Rae and Court on the 26th of March 1990. 

Sir Charles we were talking last time about your mother's housekeeping and 

that sort of thing, and I wondered when it came to things like bread and meat 

and greengroceries, groceries, whether she went shopping or whether that was 

delivered. 

COURT Some of both. You'll realise, of course that in those days 

delivery was the norm. Our boys, our eldest boys, remember, of course, that we 

used to have the rabbit man; and we used to have the fish man; we used to have 

the egg and butter and bacon man that used to come round; the old chopping 

cart from the butcher; the ice man. So a large part of the service was then 

done by deliveries. Even when Victor and Barry, our two eldest boys, were 

around it was still done by horse and cart. But that has all changed now and 

dramatically changed. 

There was another way in which It was done. See my mother and others would go 

and shop and buy what they wanted to and pay for it (usually pay for it) then 

it would be delivered. It wasn't a question of ringing up because they didn't 

have telephones. Until I got a telephone put on to 4 Campsie Street because of 

my professional activities they never had a telephone. Somehow or other we 

never missed it. But you must realise that they wouldn't have had a way of 
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ringing up. Sometimes my brother or I would be sent up with a shopping list 
and very strict instructions as to what we were to buy. We weren't to be 
fooled into buying something different or something more expensive. 

When I was quite small, the Subiaco Markets used to operate in the general 
area where the Subiaco City Council chambers are. There used to be a market 
there. If I remember rightly it used to be on the corner of Rokeby Road and 
Bagot Road. We used to be sent up there on a Saturday morning quite early and 
used to take a little [hand] cart. Everyone had a cart, a little cart usually 
made out of some sort of a deal box. It could be a grocery box of some sort; 
It could be any sort of box at all about two or three feet long and about 
eighteen inches wide and about nine inches to a foot deep, mounted on two 
little wheels such as you'd have on a go cart and with the handles that you 
pulled it by. Off we'd go with our shopping list to the market there because 
my mother thought you could get it cheaper there, so off we went. We had our 
different stalls there that we knew to go to, again shopping for the gluts - 
you know, what was cheap: if apples were cheap or if potatoes were cheap, 
cabbage was cheap, whatever it was. She had a pretty fair idea what the market 
was. So for some years we would go up over to Subiaco and go to that market 
and do our shopping. Otherwise we'd do most of the shopping in Rokeby Road; If 
we wanted It delivered it could be delivered, but mostly when we were sent up 
to do It we either took our cart or we carried it home. But there was no 
sophisticated system such as telephone shopping and that sort of thing in 
those days. Our place would be similar to practically every place in Shenton 
Park. 

When we were In Leederville (that's when I was smaller still, before we ever 
shifted Into Shenton Park) the shops were quite close in Oxford Street and 
I'd be sent up there; I remember Mr Rashleigh the grocer. The butcher was 
alongside of him and so on and we'd go up there and do the shopping. I got 
pretty good at that mainly because of the induction I had when my father was 
at the war and I was only a little toddler; A lot of the shopping then was 
done by me taking notes up with the money and so on. I got pretty good at 
checking on the change and so on. That was exceptional due to the war, but the 
pattern was just the same; But if we wanted things delivered they would be 
delivered by the grocer; 

But you had this other group of people that came around; The butter and egg 
man, we used to refer to Mr Gunter in Leederville; He had things like bacon, 
butter, eggs and ran a business Just delivering around Leederville; A very 
respected old man, very much identified with the Leederville Salvation Army. 
Then there'd be the chopping cart which was the butcher's cart; They always 
had a little chopping block inside the cart to do their butchering; That's 
where It got its name - not chopping cart, I'm sorry, cutting cart. That's 
where it got its name from because they'd cut up the meat according to what 
the customer wanted. Then on Fridays was the fishman's day because in those 
days Roman Catholics, of course, almost 100% ate fish on Fridays; Most other 
people got into the habit because if you were dining out anywhere and there 
were Roman Catholics there you were going to have fish anyhow whether you 
liked it or not, so people got into the habit of that. Rabbits were a staple 
diet. When my wife and I got married and we shifted into where we live now at 
46 Waratah Avenue, the rabbit man used to come regularly; They were a Godsend 
to young married couples at that time. I think you got them for tenpence a 
pair. The rabbit man kept the skin and all rabbit carts were known by the fact 
that they had a steel hook on the back; That's where the rabbit man would put 
the legs through the hook and then use that to pull off the skin. They became 
very adept at doing this so that all you got was the meat and he kept the 
skin; Then, of courses, this was before the days of myxomatosis, because once 
myxomatosis was introduced rabbits were forbidden; If you wanted rabbits then 
they were caught out in the desert, far away from where myxomatosis was 
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prevalent. When myxomatosis had done its job, it still left those that were 

able to survive in spite of myxomatosis. Then they introduced a poison 1080. 

You used to see along the farms as you drove along, the notices up with 1080 

on it, which meant that they had laid baits with the 1080 to try and get rid 

of the last of the rabbits. 

I don't think the present generation realises what a menace the rabbits were. 

It really went within an ace of bringing the Australian farming industry to 

its knees. So myxomatosis was a Godsend as far as Australia was concerned. It 

nearly eradicated the rabbits; not quite. They then brought in 1080. I'm 

afraid that there's a relaxation now. People have got complacent about it and 

we see rabbits starting to come again. I hope that the authorities don't let 

them get any real progress because it could be a devastating thing for 

Australia. 

However I was talking about the food aspect of it. There's no way that you can 

cook a rabbit that I haven't had it either in my mother's day or with my wife. 

You could braise it, you could stew it, you could bake it. You name it we've 

had it. But somehow or other we rather liked it; it's pleasant meat. Our boys, 

our eldest boys in particular, they had a fair bit of rabbit in their early 

days. That went overboard, of course, with myxomatosis. 

RJ So the rabbit man was not actually skinning his rabbit until you 

selected, made your selection? 

COURT Yes. The rabbits would be there complete with skins. He'd have a 

truckload of these. Then when you'd made your selection he'd put them up by 

their hind legs. They had a great technique where they cut the skin down the 

belly of the rabbit. Then they could take it off neatly because it had to be 

taken off clean for them to get the best value for the skin. Then we took over 

the rabbit, what was left of it. 

Rd So that means they weren't gutted either? 

COURT Oh, some were. Some were and some weren't. 

RJ I'm just worrying, you know, in our hot weather and everything 

else.... 

COURT Oh well don't forget they came round pretty quickly [after 

catching them.] There was no refrigeration as we know it today, of course, but 

they came round pretty quickly. Meat doesn't go off that quickly. People have 

got the wrong idea. Of course, you cooked it pretty quickly. You had an ice 

chest. If you bought the rabbit that morning you'd be eating it that night. So 

that overcame the refrigeration problem. But don't forget there are some of 

the innards of the rabbit which are edible anyhow. They didn't waste much I 

can tell you: by the time you'd had a bit stewed and a bit baked and bit 

braised and a few other ways. They used to exchange recipes, the young wives, 

about how you can do your rabbit and make It tasty. So don't get the idea it 

was a great hardship. And It was cheap. You can imagine the price of that 

compared even with cheap meat as it was, things like mutton and lamb and beef 

and offal. Habits have changed. We ate a lot of mutton when I was a boy and in 

my early married days. We used to eat quite a lot of mutton. Today it's a 

rarity almost to eat mutton as a roast or something of that kind. 

END OF TAPE 6 SIDE A 
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RJ Sir Charles you come across references to the cutting cart 

regularly, but I've never had anyone who's actually described what that cart 

was like and what meat was on It. Can you do that for me? 

COURT They took various forms. Some were bigger than others. Most 

cutting carts were quite small. It would be hard to describe verbally the size 

of them, but instead of being high like a baker's cart would be, or most other 

tradesmen's carts, they were quite low. They were very compact and they opened 

at the back. This little block, which would be an ordinary chopping block that 

a butcher has, except instead of being big like you see in a butcher's shop, 

it might be say four, five, six inches at the most high, because you didn't 

want to take up too much room in the cart. These fellows were very adept in 

cutting. It was mainly cutting rather than the chopping you get in a butcher's 

shop. But they were very adept at it and that was the way they did it. So they 

had this block there which would be - I'm guessing now - would be say about 

fifteen to eighteen inches across but could be as small as two inches in 

height, but never more than four or five inches, because it didn't want to 

take up too much in what was a comparatively small vehicle. 

If you can imagine a cart with the ordinary shafts and everything that a horse 

had. It had a rail around the top where they could carry extra things - not 

meat obviously but carry extra things up top. The cart opened usually with two 
doors from the back with this cutting block inside there. I'm guessing that 

the cart would be about two foot six high inside the cart and the normal width 

of a cart. So It's quite a different vehicle. Not all cutting carts were like 

that. Some did have a full height so if they had to they could carry a side of 

lamb or something of that, hung up in it. But the little cutting carts didn't 

provide for that. A lot of the heaviest of the work had been done before it 

ever went out or the round so that you're dealing with legs and forequarters 

and that sort of thing rather than the whole side of mutton or lamb as the 

case may be. They were very prevalent. 

The more humorous side of this, of course, Is that at the first race at the 

trots in the old days when they were down at the WACA was known as the 

Tradesmen's Trot. This was only available to the tradesmen's horses, such as 

the butchers' the bakers', the.... [pause]. 

RJ Milkmen? 

COURT ....milkmen, and that sort of men. They had to be certified and 

they had to get proof that the horse had actually worked in the tradesman's 

cart during the week. Then they'd race in these trotting spiders down at the 

WACA, before they ever went across to Gloucester Park. It was a very cunning 

move because James Brennan, who was the father of trotting in this State, he 

hit on this sort of promotional idea, first of all of having the trots down at 

the WACA, which was only a threepenny tram ride down there, therefore very 

attractive to most people and particularly to women. Women weren't as popular 

out at the Turf Club as they were at the trots and Brennan hit on this idea of 

getting a big following of women. He even had a ladies' tote down there where 

they could bet for two shillings. That made them very interested in the trots 

because they could go down there on a threepenny tram ride. It was at night 

time. Also this Tradesmen's Trot, you've no idea the number of housewives that 

used to go down to see their butcher boy or their grocer boy or whatever It 

was driving his horse In the Tradesmen's Trot. I'm sure there were a few 

ring-ins and it was a pathetic sort of a race because they were very slow by 

comparison with the faster horses later in the night and by the champions of 

today. It's almost ridiculous really. But nevertheless the local grocer or 
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milkman or butcher, whoever it was, he'd get to know his customers pretty 

well. Usually some young chap who might be driving the horse down at the 

trots, he'd convince his customers that his horse was going to win on Saturday 

night, so down they'd go and risk their two shillings. It was a hilarious sort 

of a race, but nevertheless there it was. It was known as the Tradesmen's 

Trot. Not only was it a novelty race but it did stir up a lot of Interest and 

It was, I think, a clever move on the part of Brennan and others who were 

trying to promote the trots, bearing in mind they weren't altogether the 

favoured child of the Turf Club, which was very much opposed to them. They 

used to look down on the trots as something rather inferior. But Brennan and 

his colleagues, they persevered and, of course, built it up to what it is 

today. 

RJ With the cutting cart, besides lamb and mutton, was any beef being 

carried? 

COURT Oh yes, yes. They'd bring their meat along, whether you wanted 

steak or.... 

[At this point the interview had to be interrupted because of tradesmen 

working next door and it was continued in a different location; hence the 

change in sound on the tape.] 

RJ I wondered what you could remember of the stalls of the Subiaco 

Markets In the time you're speaking of. 

COURT I remember them very well. Pm not quite certain now, and I wasn't 

quite certain then, whether they were truly a growers' market or whether they 

were just enterprising merchants who bought at the markets and brought stuff 

there. But being In the market atmosphere everyone assumed they were getting 

it cheaper. My mother was a pretty good judge of those things, so I should 

imagine she'd have gone somewhere else if she felt the local stores were going 

to give her a better deal than we got at the markets, bearing in mind, you 

know, you're talking about over a two mile walk to go from our home to the 

Sublaco Market in Rokeby Road. I always felt, even as a boy, that most of the 

stuff there was bought at the markets and not brought straight from the market 

gardeners and so on by market gardeners. 

But they were open stalls, just a series of racks you might say, and people 

put all their vegetables and their other produce there. There was nothing very 

elaborate about the whole thing; It was very, very basic. I think that was the 

whole intention, to give the impression of being a market as distinct from a 

store. People always assumed that being a market people had less overheads and 

therefore the prices could be cheaper. It was a quick turnover. It was only, 

of course, a once only thing. I'm now going back, testing my memory a bit, but 

I have an Idea they probably functioned on a Friday night some of the time. 

But the main thing was Saturday morning. It also gave it a market atmosphere 

because you could get there at seven o'clock and the stalls were operating. 

Quite often we'd get there when it was nearly dark. We'd leave home while it 

was nearly dark and walk up there. I don't know why we went to so much bother, 

but if my mother thought there was a slight profit in it, you were going to 

get things a bit cheaper, well that's where you went. 

RJ So it was exclusively food, not like the markets of today which 

are combining other things as well? 
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COURT I can't remember anything other than foodstuff. I can't remember 

it being a mini Petticoat Lane or something like that. I can only remember it 

for food and particularly fruit and vegetables. That's what we were interested 

In. I can't remember any meat for instance being there. But my mission, I 

always remember, my list was purely vegetables and fruit. When I got home I 

either got a good mark or a bad mark, either done well or I hadn't done too 

well. I suppose in some ways that was part of my education, teaching me value, 

and I must admit I tried hard to do what my mother thought was a good deal. 

There were different traders there that I became familiar with. A Mr Chalmers 

I remember: C H A L M E R S. I always found it very comfortable dealing with 

him; he was a cheerful sort of a chap. I can't remember the others, but I 

always remember him. So if he was within reason I usually did most of my 

shopping there. 

RJ Did you ever gain in confidence enough to try bargaining? 

COURT Oh not really, but the traders, don't forget they were pretty 

basic too because they wanted to quit their stocks. You became known. I know 

Mr Chalmers always knew me. He also knew that I was really shopping for my 

mother, not for myself. He knew that I had my list and I had my guide prices 

there. For instance if apples are so much you can buy some; If they're so much 
you can only buy half as much, and so on. So you learnt to be fairly shrewd. I 

think the traders sensed out that they could give you a little bit of 

Inducement. Of course that was the days of the baker's dozen, you see. I 

always remember Mr Chalmers, he used to have the baker's dozen for oranges. 

The baker's dozen, of course, I don't know why it was only bakers but they 
always threw In the extra one, so you got a dozen plus one. They didn't call 

it thirteen; it was always a baker's dozen - it was a dozen plus one. That 

happened. 

Strangely enough oranges were sold per each in those days. Apples were always 

sold by the pound. It was quite a long time after before apples were sold per 

each. Today, of course, so many things are sold by weight, even you buy 

bananas and you buy rockmelon, all of these things, watermelons, are all so 

much a kilogram. Well in those days that didn't prevail very much. They didn't 

have anything like the automatic scales you've got today, they were fairly 

crude sorts of things. The traders were always suspect that they might have 

their finger on, just gently, ever so gently, of course, on one side and the 

scales would be wavering around. All of sudden they'd go down heavily on one 

side and you always suspected there might be a little touch of the finger. But 

that was part of the trading of those days. 

RJ Another very small point. You talked about the delivery of butter 

and eggs, which I've never heard of before, but I wondered in our summer how 
the butter was kept cool? 

COURT It's quite amazing how ingenious people were with these things. 

It's quite unbelievable that in a climate like Western Australia that this 

sort of thing could happen, bearing in mind, of course, It didn't last all 

that long. It had survived for a long time, but then all of a sudden these 

things went by the board as storekeepers gave incentives and people started 

taking delivery. Don't forget people now have motor cars. There weren't many 

two car families in those days. So most housewives if they didn't borrow the 

car while their husband used the bus they'd have to walk. So it was only 

natural that as people became more independent that they went and did their 

shopping and it was no great hardship to go and do shopping. 

But the question of hygiene was very important. At that time people were 

assumed to exercise a bit of good sense about hygiene. You didn't have the 

same fanatacism you've got and this hullabaloo that goes on night and day 
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about chemicals and so on because we didn't get exposed to very much. If you 

bought a piece of meat, you bought a piece of meat. If you bought some 

oatmeal, you bought oatmeal, you didn't get something that had been prepared 

so it would cook quicker and be done in a minute and all that sort of stuff. 

So really we weren't exposed to very much. My mother always used to 

distinguish between clean dirt and dirty dirt. Getting dirty playing in the 

sand and that sort of thing, she regarded that as clean dirt; just washed off. 

Other sort of dirt that you might get Involved in, she would be a bit worried 

about that. The old English saying that you've got to eat a peck of dirt 

before you die, sort of thing, these sayings were prevalent and they were more 

or less the folklore of the time. So people weren't as sensitive on these 

questions. It's interesting that some of the scientists today still tell you 

that your nose and your taste are the best tests of whether meat, and 

particularly fish and crustaceans, are wholesome or not. It's interesting that 

they're starting to say this again, but don't forget that's all we had in 

those days. The Ice chest was the common thing. 

When we went to live in Dalkeith we had an ice chest like everybody else did. 

I can well remember when Ted Ledger, a very dear friend of mine down the road, 

got a refrigerator, an electric refrigerator. We had a party to celebrate it 

as we usually did when somebody got some new furniture or new things. He was 

the first of all of our gang to get a refrigerator. It was quite a novelty. 

Everyone had to go and see it. We envied him having this, but we carried on 

with the ice blocks and the ice chest. But you didn't bother to keep things 

that long. You had a rough timetable as to what would keep and what wouldn't 

keep. Some meat, of course, improves with maturing and so on. You became very 

adept at this sort of thing. But they died a natural death. I think the war 

had a lot to do with the end of these things because with the wartime labour 

shortages people adjusted to new habits out of sheer necessity. A lot of those 

services never started up again after the war. So you're really talking about 

something that was pre-war, although some did survive. Don't forget after the 

war we still had grocery stores and others, including butchers, that delivered 

meat. The fish thing in particular carried on for quite a while. If ever there 

was anything that was sensitive to the climate and hygiene, health 

considerations, it would be fish. But they managed. Usually they had Ice 

around the fish. I remember the butter, eggs, cheese, bacon, I think they were 

the commodities they had. They all went together. They seemed to get by. The 

butter would be their biggest problem, but they seemed to get by. I think they 

usually had a little bit of ice around the place. 

You've got to realise that people are very adaptable, human beings, and that's 

what a modern generation of extremists in the green movement and other 

movements overlook, that the human being has an amazing capacity to overcome 

his problems. It's hard to believe that we had Afghans here with their camels. 

Originally they came here to do work in the outback areas, but they were a 

Godsend. You've only got to go over the road from where we're sitting at the 

moment and there's one of the 150th anniversary plaques is to some Afghans, 

just to commemorate the work they did In the outback with their camels. 

I was very insistent that when they selected the 150 names for those plaques 

(it was done by an independent group of people, nothing to do with the 

government) they gave a very wide coverage of the people who had been 

important in the 150 years. That's why we start with the first Governor. We 

finish with the Governor who was in office at the time, and we had quite an 

amazing collection of people in between which it's worth reading. Everybody, 

whether they're academic, in sporting, political, in other activities, the 

committee that selected those names did it well. I still get a great pleasure 

as I walk up the Terrace to read those plaques and the great variety of 

people. The one over the road, it just reminded me of the role of those people 

the Afghans]. Now when I was a boy I knew, personally knew, of the role they 
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played In the back country. It's hard to believe that they would be one of the 
sole sources of supply of fine materials and perfumes, camphors and that sort 
of thing, being taken out to the back country from Kalgoorlie, huge distances 
behind there. It used to amaze me how they could keep everything clean and 
going through this very dusty country. But they did. In addition to those, of 
course, that were mainly related to the haulage of wool and heavy commodities, 
they also had some who were just plain traders. They came from a generation 
and a culture that was very adept in the caravan type of trading. When we're 
talking about caravans, I'm not talking about the caravans that you'd trail 
behind a truck on holidays around the country here, but they were the caravans 
where you would have a long caravan of camels and all sorts of people and all 
sorts of merchandise going from one [outback] country [place] to the other. So 
they had a career, they had a culture that was related to this; Therefore it 
was only natural that they provided this service. 

So it's all relative. Some people think of these things with amazement as to 
the fact they ever existed, but it was a generation we went through. At the 
time it didn't seem to be extraordinary. There'd be the odd time when meat 
mightn't be all that good but you didn't taste that in a stew. When you think 
of how they used to, in the old country, they used to jug hares. I mean when 
you measure that against a little bit of meat that might just be half a day 
too long in the ice chest or something, [laughs] it was quite unimportant by 
the time it had been through a stew. 

RJ A small point with the butter and cheese. You sort of cut off the 
bit you wanted (It was in a whole); and was that being made by the family 
selling it or would he have bought that commercially? 

COURT Oh no, no, that would have been bought commercially. All produce, 
all butter, cheese and bacon and everything, don't forget in the shops was 
actually cut and weighed by the storekeeper. They were always very proud of 
their ability to cut off a quarter pound, half a pound, or a pound of butter. 
The same with weighing sugar, weighing potatoes. All the bacon was cut 
manually in front of you while you were waiting if you wanted a pound of bacon 
or so many rashers or something like that. When the machines came in they were 
hand machines that used to.;.; they'd turn the handle and the cutter would 
operate. They didn't have the electric ones they've got today. But most of it 
was done by hand. When they brought In the slicing machines they were still 
only worked by hand. The man would set it; If you wanted thick rashers or you 
wanted thin rashers, he would set the blade according to what you wanted. The 
housewife would supervise it and if the first rasher didn't come off exactly 
as she wanted it, she'd want the thing adjusted. It was a very personal 
business; 

Boans, for instance, in those days had a dairy produce section, a very big 
section; very famous. Their marble tops. They used to sell nothing but butter 
and eggs and cheese and bacon in there; It was a very famous section and very 
popular, very open section; It was alleged that it was staffed entirely by 
people from the Salvation Army; Of course,you know Mr Harry Boan who founded 
the firm was of Jewish extraction. He was once asked by a very prominent Perth 
storekeeper of the Roman Catholic faith why it was that he had so many 
Salvation Army people working, particularly in this section of his store; He 
said, "Well it keeps my audit expenses down." But they became very famous 
personalities there that could chop off this butter and pat it and weigh it. 
It was always patted. They used to have pats with indentations on them and 
leave their particular imprint on it. So again it was a very personal sort of 
thing. 

You talk about the climate, don't forget people would have to take that from 
Boans in Perth, maybe out to Subiaco, maybe out to Maylands, maybe out to 
Leederville. Somehow or other they seemed to handle it. 
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We've become a bit sissy in the meantime. We expect too much, what with 
air-conditioned motor cars and the like, and refrigeration. But people got by. 
What about the people in the country where they only had Coolgardie safes. 
They didn't even have ice. We had a Coolgardie safe at Leederville and at West 
Subiaco. I know it was always somebody's job to make sure you filled the tray 
up at the top at night with water so that the flannels could work, that's the 
flannels that hung over the side, and the water soaked through from the tank 
at the top down on to the hessian at the side. You always had to have it at a 
place where there was a draught of air going through because that was the 
secret of the moist hessian with the air blowing through the Coolgardie safe. 
It's amazing how people got by and didn't regard It as any great hardship. 

RJ You also spoke last time of lighting kerosene lamps and the 
importance of keeping them clean etc. I wondered when that lighting changed In 
your family's life? 

COURT Well we never had electricity in Leederville so it was not until 
we went down to live in West Subiaco at 4 Campsie Street that we had electric 
light. But I'm just trying to recall. When we first went there we still had 
oil lamps but it wasn't long after that that we got electric light. You know 
the single globe in a room was regarded as absolutely superb. We didn't have 
any flash lights and, of course, you can imagine my mother, she would make 
sure that we didn't have 100 watt globes if 60 would do. But we learnt to get 
by with them and you never expected so much. It was all relative again. 

I know when I first started studying I was still using oil lamps. The whole 
secret, of course, was to have them clean and the wicks properly trimmed. When 
you were the user of them you became very skilful at doing it and very 
vigilant at doing It. That was the important thing that you had to give them 
care, it was like in the days when people had horses. The big thing was you 
had to care for the animals and the amount of care you put into them was 
returned in the amount of work you got from them and the reliability of a 
horse and so on. Well with things about the house like oil lamps it was in 
direct ratio to the amount of work you did. We never had pressure lamps in 
those days, we had the ordinary oil wick type of lamp. The two things you had 
to be careful about was the actual lamp glass to make sure that was clean and 
the other one was to make sure the wick was properly trimmed. Then you had to 
be vigilant that if you didn't have the wick at the right level you might have 
a lovely flame for a few minutes and then have your glass completely blacked 
out with smoke. So you learnt to get the perfect balance so that the thing 
would burn all night, yet still keep a clear glass and get a reasonable light. 

END OF TAPE 6 SIDE B 
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RJ Do you remember your childish reaction to electric lighting? 

COURT It was one of great amazement and great joy and I remember great 
excitement that you could turn a switch on and no lamps to trim and no oil to 

check and so on. It became a source of great wonderment. We were taught the 
fundamentals of electricity at school and so from that point of view we'd been 

prepared for It. Don't forget we had also seen electricity at work In the 
community, it wasn't new to us, but it was not common in every household for a 
long, long time. But once it started to be installed people realised the 
benefits of it and the convenience of It. But beyond that it was nothing 

extraordinary. 

Don't forget at that time we didn't have a lot of appliances. You didn't have 
electric vacuum cleaners and electric refrigerators and things of that kind, 

toasters and that sort of thing, you were still using the old wood stove. So 
that came all of a sudden with a mighty great rush later on. But that was tied 

to economics as much as it was to the availability of the things because 
people just couldn't afford them, specially at that time where credit wasn't 

as readily available and there were still a lot of people who believed that 
they should be able to afford things before they bought them. 

RJ Sir Charles could you tell me what you know of your father's 
working life from the time of his arrival in Australia? 

COURT You realise I can't go back all that far, but I vividly remember 
the situation after he came back from the war. I wasn't very old then as you 

can imagine. But I know things were very, very tough for him and getting work 
as a tradesman was not as easy as you might think. You've got to realise Perth 
was a poor place. It was just an overgrown country town and there Just wasn't 
the work going on that you'd expect. He was essentially a plumber that was 
skilled at house connections, sewerage, drainage, that type of thing, because 

at that time there was a very clear demarcation, as I think I explained to you 
once before, between the sheet metal worker - the man that made the cans and 

all the sheet metal type of things - and those who did the actual plumbing 

work in house connections. When they connected up the houses with the sewerage 
and the drainage and that sort of thing, it was a much more skilled operation 

than It is today. You didn't have plastics, you didn't have some of the 
petrochemical products that you have today; some of the types of adhesives 
that you have today. In those days it was soldering and lead joint wiping. If 
they connected two major pieces of piping, say for a sewerage connection, they 
were connected by a lead joint. This became very much an art in wiping the 
lead joint. They called It "wiping" because they used to have a pad they'd put 

on their hand and they would then finish off the lead joint that had been made 
out of molten lead joining these two pipes together. They became very skilled, 
in fact quite artistic in the way they developed the joint with a bulge in the 
middle and it tapered off. Then they used to cut it very neatly with an 
instrument they had, sort of a knife thing they had. They would paint the lead 
part silver usually and the part leading up to it would be black so as to 

finish it off nicely. They were very proud of this. It was almost an artist's 
approach to it. I think I explained to you about my father's great pride in 
the work that he did at the fishmarkets and which were photographed for a 
plumbing book. But they did these things with great skill. My father had hands 

that had corns on both of his hands. That's where it was regarded as being 
tough. You know, instead of using a pad you'd flick these things with your 

hands and they became very, very hardened over the years. So he was a good 
tradesman and a very conscientious one, doing roofs as well as the actual 
plumbing connections. 
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He couldn't always get work doing his trade. 1 know after the war he found It 
pretty tough. Some of the ex-servicemen became a little bitter when they came 
back that they had things so tough In trying to get employment. I know at one 
time my father had to go up to Bullfinch and around there working on farming 
and station properties fixing windmills. It was not the sort of work he wanted 
to do having been away at the war for several years. He was hoping to settle 
down to a more peaceful, comfortable sort of a life. He had to go up there for 
several months. The pay was poor, conditions were bad, but It was all he could 
get to do and being a plumber they naturally preferred a person like him 
because of the plumbing work that he could do on the windmills and the tanks 
and the farm water supplies and the like. But it was a very poor living. I 
know he came back from that very much embittered because of the treatment he 
received from the employer. 

It was after that he started working for H Rance and Son. Whilst that didn't 
give him 52 weeks of pay a year as a plumber, It gave him steadier employment 
than he'd had. But in that intervening period, after the war until he got more 
regular work with Rance and long before he ever went to Foy and Gibsons as a 
full time house plumber, he used to have to fill in with labouring work. I 
always remember as a little boy hearing Mr Cavanagh, who lived not far from us 
and who used to give my father labouring work - this was digging trenches, 
digging sewerage drains and all that sort of thing, you know physically doing 
It. There were no bobcats and no bulldozers and implements like you've got 
today that dig these things out. Everything was done by hand. I could always 
remember as a boy hearing Mr Cavanagh talking to a man - I wasn't supposed to 
hear it, but I was very proud of my father when I heard Mr Cavanagh say, "I'll 
always give Wally Court a job...." Wally Court was my father, "....because 
he's a very conscientious worker. He's the only man on the job that has a rest 
on his shovel when I'm watching." I pondered over this as a little chap. Then 
I made a few enquiries and I realised that Mr Cavanagh, who was a real tough 
old time work supervisor, foreman, whatever you like..., they seemed to be a 
breed. You can imagine from his name he was Irish. The Irish always seemed to 
be in the position of foreman or policeman and that sort of thing and they 
were jolly good at it. But I worked this out that the people that worked hard 
when he went by, when Mr Cavanagh was looking, he knew that when he wasn't 
looking they'd be loafing you see, but the fact that my Dad was prepared to 
take his rest when the boss was looking, Mr Cavanagh had a great respect for 
him for this. One of those morals that you learn by experience rather than 
anything else. 

I found this true in life, whether it was In work or In sport or when I was 
away at the war. These fellows who were doing a good day's work and doing 
their job conscientiously, they felt at ease with their conscience. If they 
wanted to have a rest, it was time to have a rest, they had a rest. So people 
could well benefit by that sort of moral and that sort of experience. In other 
words, work ethic. 

But he [my dad] did more of his share of that [Sort of work] than he would 
have liked to have done. Then he eventually became fairly steady in his work 
with Rance and Son. But don't forget things were different then. You didn't 
have the continuity of work. If your boss didn't have a job, you didn't have a 
Job. Also the conditions of work were quite different to what they are today, 
bearing in mind they worked Saturdays then. I can well remember my father in 
the Labour Day processions. They were called Eight Hour Day Processions in 
those days, where they were campaigning for eight hour days, also for a 48 
hour week. That eventually came down to 44 hours. But it's hard to believe 
that they were campaigning then to get a limitation of eight hours a day and 
real work too. If you had a job and were stood down because of lack of 
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materials or the weather or something, you didn't get paid. Just imagine that 
today. So you can imagine the relief when my  father eventually got the job as 
the house plumber at Foy and Gibson's. 

RJ Before you get on to that, about when would he have started 
working for Rance? 

COURT I couldn't be precise. I found a photo the other day which was 
B-7—ore he got his master plumber's certificate. I could find that for you by 
going through that picture and through something .lse and working it back by 
deduction. If you did want it I could find that; But he was connected with 
Rance for some years. He eventually got his master plumber's certificate; I 
think I've told you how he got that. 

RJ Not on tape. 

COURT You see he was a man of very poor education and reading and 
writing were quite difficult for him. He wasn't completely illiterate, but it 
was not easy for him as It became apparent when he joined the Masonic Lodge 
and he found the ritual a bit hard to cope with and so On; But he became well 
known to the inspectors, the plumbing inspectors of the day, and particularly 
one by the name of Bob Don; Mr Don was the senior plumbing inspector of that 
day. He apparently took a liking to my father and had a respect for his work 
because he would have to Inspect his work before he gave a certificate, before 
the drains could be filled in. You know when you did the plumbing work 
underground you had to have it inspected before you could fill it in because 
that had to be certified that it had been done properly. Well he was 
encouraged by Mr Don to take the exams that went with it to become a master 
plumber. 

This caused him [my dad] great anxiety because even though I was only a boy at 
school doing mensuration and simple algebra and all this sort of stuff, my dad 
used to try and get me to explain some of it to him because this was involved 
in the tests to be a plumber. Now it couldn't happen today but Mr Don was so 
conscious of the fact that my father was a good tradesman and a conscientious 
one and an innovative tradesman, that he organised it so that my father was 
virtually examined orally for exams that normally would have been very much 
written. As I remember it there were three inspectors including him [Mr Don] 
that actually did the tests for my father to get his certificate and he got 
his master plumber's certificate. 

He never actually practised as a master plumber. He did some odd jobs which he 
tendered for and he did them on weekends, because that's when he found out I'd 
never make a plumber. I had to go with him assisting with the labouring on the 
weekends on these jobs. I remember in Newcastle Street connecting up an old 
semi-detached group of houses there. These were done on the weekend because my 
father was still working for Rance. I remember these places were being changed 
from the old night soil type of clearance to deep-sewerage. I didn't like it 
all that much but I naturally went along with it because 1 was offered a 
little bit of compensation for doing it and it was the right thing to do 
anyhow to help my father. I don't know that he ever made any money out of 
those but he was sort of trying himself out; Obviously he would have liked to 
have gone into business to get away from the restrictive nature of employment 
as he found it working for a boss. But in the main he remained an employee; 

One of the stories I well remember 
my father did the house connections 
troughs. In those days the only way 
and the piping below was with putty. 
thing in place while my father was, 

of that set of semi-detached houses where 
was that they had cement troughs, wash 
to make the connection between the outlet 
I was underneath as the boy holding this 

with his usual conscientious ways, jamming 
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this putty in to make the joint tight before they actually sealed it off where 
the plug went In, you see. Of course you can imagine the end of the day I was 
in a terrible mess. I was a real snowy when I was a boy. Until I was about, oh 
about sixteen, my hair was almost snow white; So you can imagine what I looked 
like when I went home with all these bits of putty that had come through and 
my mother was horrified. So they had to shave my hair off to get rid of the 
putty out of the hair [chuckles] because you couldn't get rid of It by just 
trying to pull it off or wash it off or soak it off. But that was my 
experience with plumbing and my father decided that never in 100 years would I 
make a plumber's labourer let alone a plumber, because he told my mother - he 
said I used to want to wash my hands while I had my lunch [laughs]; That was 
regarded as being real cissy stuff that; 

But coming back to the plumbing. He got his master plumber's certificate. Then 
the man who had the master plumber's certificate at Rance and Son left and 
started on his own. I'm guessing, but I think his name was Tom Vivian; I think 
there's  1 a firm of Vivian the plumbers still going today; Could even be T 
Vivian. He had the certificate that Rance's operated on. You see if the 
proprietors didn't have a master plumber's certificate, they could operate on 
another person's certificate who certified the work to meet the requirements 
of the sewerage and drainage authorities; 

When he left Rance and Sons he took the certificate with him naturally; It was 
not an unusual thing because you've seen it with master builders, where a 
building firm still has to nominate somebody who has the master builder's 
certificate. So the firm then was without a certificate and they used my 
father's certificate. So he probably - I'm not sure but he probably got a 
slight loading on his normal pay as a plumber because they used his 
certificate until such times as Rance junior, Jim Rance, could get his 
certificate. I well remember Jim Rance coming down to our place night after 
night being coached by my father so that he could sit for his master plumber's 
certificate. So he eventually got a certificate which enabled the firm, of 
course, then to carry on with one of their own partners and proprietors as a 
certified plumber. 

After that my father got a job at Foy and Gibson's; That was the first 
full-time work my father had where he knew he was going to get 52 weeks pay a 
year as a plumber. He had had times where he got some of his pay as a plumber, 
some as a labourer, and Mum and the kids had to make up the difference with 
all sorts of things. But when he went to Foys It was a great moment for my 
mother. She knew that they were then going to get 52 weeks of pay and he was 
going to get regular holidays; Working at Foys also had its advantage because 
if it was raining they could do work indoors and if it was fine they could do 
work on the roof and all that sort of thing, so you could juggle the programme 
to suit. It suited the firms because they had a lot of sewerage requirements, 
toilet requirements, wash basin requirements, because in those firms every 
retail store like Boans, Foy and Gibson's and others, prided themselves on the 
facilities they made available for their customers like their toilets and 
retiring rooms and all that sort of thing; It was very much part of the 
service they gave to keep people in their stores and to attract customers; So 
you can imagine my father had a fairly full programme there.- 

They also had a full time electrician and other people like painters. Just a 
small team. If It was a very big replacement job, of course they'd bring In a 
contractor, but the day In day out stuff was done by the house staff; There 
was a man named Mr Carrier who actually was the sort of foreman of all the 
tradesmen including my father. It became quite a family group; There was a 
------------------------ 
1 1n the 1989 telephone directory the firm of WR Vivian & Sons, Plumbers, is 
listed on p1058 (RJ). 
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young chap named Williams, always known as Skeeter Williams, he was an 
apprentice electrician there and you'll see his vans runnirg round; He's 
probably retired but there's still a firm with his name on it and he learnt 
his trade at Foy and Gibson's. I know he used to come to our home quite often; 
It was very much a family thing. Mr Carrier would come, and my father and he 
used to go collecting mussels off a favourite place they had along the coast 
and so onA So we knew everybody. When I was at Perth Boys' School I'd go down 
there often and have my lunch down there with my Dad. I used to think it was 
great to sit down there with all the workmen and have my lunch down there. I 
got to know them all well; 

But it was a great thing to have a job like that within the premises. They had 
a proper workshop down in the basement of Foys where the electrician and the 
plumber and others had their workshops there and they carried a certain number 
of parts, for the plumbing and electrical repairs; It was just a little 
business on its own within a business. By nature of the work they did they 
became very well known to the management because they were in and out of 
everything that went on. So they became well known to all of the staff. In 
fact my brother, Syd, started work in Foy and Gibson's; He at one time had a 
bit of a flair for the catering business and he started work in Foy and 
Gibson's cafeteria and catering section; Foy and Gibson's were very big in 
catering in those days; They catered for weddings, big functions, 21st 
birthdays, and all that sort of thing. They had a very big business and my 
young brother took to that like a duck to water; He loved it, specially the 
catering at night time and weekends and that sort of thing. He seemed as 
though he had a natural flair for it. He was brought up there under a very 
fine man who ran that particular section. I just can't think of his name now, 
but he was a fine man and had a big influence on my brother. But everybody 
seemed to be part of a great family then. [His name was Harry Wickham.] 

If I could just round that off. My father, I think, in his early days with 
heavy lifts and so On.;.. There was a certain amount of pride in those days as 
to how strong you were. Some of the heavy lifts when he was on house 
connections with cement troughs and all that sort of thing, I think he must 
have done himself some harm without realising it at the time because about the 
time he went to Foys I tried to get him to take out some insurance, some life 
insurance. Because he was going to have a regular income, It made sense for 
him to have some life assurance. He was examined by the AMP and it was a bit 
of a shock to us all when they rejected him on grounds of health and heart and 
other conditions; They submitted it to a board of reference as they used to 
when there was any doubt and they rejected him too, which was the first sign 
we had that he was not as strong and as well as he might have been. Of course 
he died in 1939, so you can imagine that he was quite a young man then when he 
collapsed and died very suddenly; But he carried on this employment with Foy 
and Gibson's until then; 

In all of this he was very heavily involved In bands, of course. Bands were 
mainly tradesmen and labourers in those days; The odd white collar worker was 
the exception in bands, but they were mainly tradesmen and labourers; There 
again I got an exposure to that sort of thing, right from when I was a tiny 
chap right through until I severed my connection with brass bands; It was a 
great experience, the Depression in particular, but that's not what we're 
talking about at the moment, but I just In passing refer to the fact that I 
learnt a lot from those people, those families, how they worked together and 
in the Depression literally pulled themselves up by their bootstraps ahead of 
everybody else. Don't forget there were 40 families involved in the RSL Band; 
It was quite a little colony of people, all with a common interest in music 
------------------------ 
'The 1989 telephone directory lists a firm of Williams Electrical Service on 
p1104 (RJ). 
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which also became a binding force amongst the families. My father was very 
active. He was a tuba player, both the E flat bass and the B flat bass. The B 
flat bass is the very big one, Later on he became the President of the band 
and a very good one too. Although he didn't have much education, although he 
wasn't very good on the reading and writing, and I doubt whether he could even 
read the minutes, but he was a superb chairman. I learnt a lot from him 
because when you had disgruntled people he had a very neat knack of saying, 
"Well there might be something in what you say Joe, but I think we should get 
that looked at." He said, "Now who will move that Joe be appointed a chairman 
of a committee to report back to our next meeting on this particular thing." 
That would be through before Joe knew what had hit him. Of course the first 
business on the agenda the next time would always be, "Now we'll have a report 
from Joe on this committee," and Joe would say, "I'm sorry I haven't had time 
to look at it." And next meeting; and eventually it would just die a natural 
death. I learnt that if you rub their nose in it, these stirrers and so on, 
they eventually get the message. You've got to perform If you want to be a 
stirrer. 

He died1  very suddenly and it was very sad for my mother and I know the band 
was very sad for them too because he was a person they respected greatly. He 
wasn't the sort of person who sought popularity but he was always very 
respected, as I think I explained to you about his association with Lathom 
Lodge, which was a long and very special association; 

He, by the way, was not a great churchgoer; My mother was the great church 
person. My father, although he was very deeply religious and a very, very 
bigoted Protestant, absurdly bigoted Protestant, he did not go to church. A 
great Lodge attender, and he was a very loyal member of the Protestant 
Alliance Friendly Society too, but it surprised me that he didn't go to church 
more. If I was playing a solo or something like that at the church at a 
children's festival or something like that, the old man would be there, but 
normal church going he wasn't famous for his attendance, although as I say he 
was in fact a deeply committed man. I told you how bigoted he was, but he 
always had a great fear that I'd marry a Roman Catholic. My mother was a bit 
more relaxed and when I first started bringing Rita home, her name was 
Steffanoni, you see, and he assumed that she was Italian and therefore she'd 
have to be Roman Catholic. That really started to worry him a bit. He was 
quite relieved when I was able to tell him that the family were very devout 
Anglicans, you see. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 7 

copy of the death certificate for Walter Court is attached, p. 2304 
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RJ Do you know when your father would have started with Foy and 
Gibson's approximately? 

COURT It was about the time of the Centenary, which was 1929, but don't 
be specific about that. I could easily check that for you, but somehow or 
other that rings .a bell It was somewhere around the Centenary year, 1929; 

RJ So he had regular work then, throughout the Depression? 

COURT Yes, with the inevitable cuts that took place, of course, because 
there were arbitrary cuts in wages during the Depression following the 
Niemeyer Report; That went right through everything. It was unbelievable that 
a community would accept that, but you have to realise the community was 
better disciplined than it is today; I'm quite convinced that if we had the 
conditions of the Depression today in Australia, you'd have anarchy, you'd 
have an ungovernable, unmanageable situation; But the strength of the nation 
of that time was the family and the church; Most people in some way or other 
had a link with the church. It mightn't have been strong, but it was real; Of 
course, the family was still the basic mechanism, the basic Institution that 
kept people together; Most people would have to admit that they were 
influenced by their family; They were under the discipline of their family 
mainly through the mother; Don't forget very few mothers worked; very few 
mothers worked; There was no strong system of social welfare, no unemployment 
benefits. It was almost considered a stigma to have the pension; So people 
really strove to be independent plus the fact that there was a tremendous 
feeling of self-help in the community, so that if people did have hardship 
there was always the helping hand around the place; 

I can remember it as well as well that even though people didn't have much 
they were always prepared to give; Anyone else's need was also their concern; 
They also had their own way by the way of branding the person who sponged on 
the rest; The news soon got around if somebody was inclined to cry wolf and 
sponge on the rest and become a bit of a professional cadger and so on The 
word went around. But if people were genuine the amount of help that was 
available was quite remarkable; So you were living in a different era to what 
you are today mainly because the facilities weren't there, there just wasn't 
the social welfare; There weren't things like the unemployment benefits that 
you get today. People just had to somehow or other try a bit harder; The 
family was the refuge; The families would have to sort out their problems very 
much themselves; Collectively, of course, with big families as they were, and 
the influence of the church - we underestimate it, but with the influence of 
the church then they got by and were the stronger for it; 

But if you had today's situation and you're confronted with the situation of 
the Depression where Niemeyer made his report and there was the 22% cut and 
things like that, there would be riots; It's amazing how we went through the 
Depression with so little disturbances; There were the occasional disturbances 
because people felt they were not getting a fair go, but they were very, very 
small when you think of the horrendous nature of the Depression; Of course 
people got the dole then, but it was the real dole, It wasn't money; You had 
to work for it; I think it was the equivalent of half the basic wage, but you 
didn't get it in pounds, shillings and pence, you got it in vouchers and that 
was to be directed at food, shelter and clothing; You couldn't go and blow it 
up all down the hotel; 
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That's why some of us, with Aboriginal support from some of the more 
responsible elements in the Aboriginal community, tried to get [Prime Minister 
Malcolm] Fraser to agree to a scheme of making [welfare and social service] 
money available through Aboriginal bodies, Institutions, call it what you 
like, on the basis that when they'd provided for food, clothing and shelter, 
then they could go and spend the rest in booze if they wanted to. Don't forget 
that movement didn't come from me while I was a minister or Premier, it came 
from responsible Aboriginal people like Ken Colbung because they felt it was 
the only way they could ever get on top of this drunkenness and drugs, and the 
bad reputation that Aboriginal communities were getting within the community. 
That came strongly from them and they were quite prepared to go out and 
publicly proclaim and to sell this idea, but unfortunately we couldn't get 
Fraser to listen to it because he was afraid of international repercussions. 
What he didn't understand was the fact that these were Aborigines advocating 
this. They were prepared to stand up and be counted and take all the 
responsibility for it. You'd be looking at a quite different [Aboriginal 
community today If that had happened.] 

So coming back to this question of the Depression. I remember it so vividly, 
we used to have Depression parties. The firm where I worked, was doing my 
articles, Burkett and Co (Burkett and McLaren as it became later) we used to 
have Depression parties and we'd join with somebody else. It became a bit of a 
gimmick, and you'd take something along if it was a tennis party or whatever 
it might be, and you'd have a wow of a time. There was no question of anyone 
drinking to excess or anything of that kind. It was very much an entertainment 
thing and somehow or other we grew in strength from It. 

RJ But why were they called Depression parties? 

COURT Because it was the Depression and everybody.... it was making fun 
out of the Depression really. You didn't go along just to be depressed, but it 
was just.... there were plenty of other names for them, but it was just a 
gimmick just to show that you could parade the fact that there was a 
depression, that you're going to have good fun. I know it's hard to sell today 
but it was just like giving it a gimmicky name and so on. I think that that's 
what helped people to go through the Depression, the fact there was always 
something on. 

See the RSL Band was an example of that. You had 40 families and the core of 
it all was music. So if they wanted to have a dance or something of that kind 
they all had their own music for free, and they could all bring their own 
plate along and so on. If you wanted to have a picnic it was the same thing. 
They had very jovial things. In the midst of all the gloom they were 
having..., you'd go home and you'd had a good time. You'd come back from a 
picnic, you were dog tired. Bearing in mind I started In the RSL Band when I 
was twelve, so I went right through with these First World War diggers, right 
through that time. Then that went on and, of course, eventually became the 
Depression, by which time I was a young man. 

In fact I was the honorary secretary of the band at that time, because doing 
an accounting degree it helped me very much indeed to be the honorary 
secretary of the band, for which I got an honorarium of 25 pounds a year. Now 
I welcomed that fee, and it was quite a big job, because we were doing most of 
the engagements, races and trots, and the RSL Band was in great demand under 
George Mellor for performances everywhere. We were a very well disciplined 
team. Mellor was a strict disciplinarian, so the band was always on time, 
always well uniformed, instruments were always clean, so they were always an 
adornment at whatever function they appeared at. We'd get money for this. When 
we played at the races and the trots the members used to get five shillings 
each. The band used to get, I think, ten shillings each for the players and 
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[after paying the five shillings] then the balance went into running the band 
and buying Instruments and music. So we were pretty strong. In our own little 
way we were pretty strong and well administered: a succession of strong 
presidents, and George Mellor, the great disciplinarian, on the music side. It 
was not only a good concert band, it was also a very good marching band, so 
they were in high demand. 

But as the honorary secretary, as a youth there, I learnt a lot, bearing in 
mind that these fellows were mainly tradesmen and labourers and they were used 
to union meetings where the standard of debate was pretty rugged, so they used 
to almost conduct the business of the band the same way. You had to really 
trot your time, and I learnt a lot from the band. 

One particular incident: I'd been very frugal and I used to stack away all the 
money we could. My idea was to get us independent, financially independent, 
always to be able to buy instruments and things that we wanted. I well 
remember that I was able to announce at one annual meeting (I'd be about 20 at 
the time) that we had accumulated, without any debts at all - we'd accumulated 
a thousand pounds in the building society. I thought this was building up a 
nest egg for the future and I was very proud of this so we could buy new 
instruments whenever we wanted to and so on. I apparently bragged about this 
when I presented the accounts. I'll always remember one chap who thought he 
was at a trade union meeting and not at the RSL Band meeting, he said, "I wish 
our young secretary would remember that this is a bloody brass band and not a 
financial institution." That hurt my feelings a bit, but my dad explained to 
me that the fellow was right. He said, "You're not here to accumulate money. 
It's much better if we were distributing the money to the players who still 
needed that extra shilling or two, or we were buying Instruments [or music.] 
If we were in need of a new set of Instruments that would be different. We're 
going to spend a thousand pounds" (which would have bought a lot of 
instruments in those days, probably equip the whole band. Today it wouldn't 
buy a tuba) "but we could have perhaps, Instead of giving five shillings, we 
could have given six shillings at the engagements." I had to go away, after I 
recovered from my dented pride, and realise it was right and rethink the whole 
thing and cone up with a new propositlion. The fellow was right. This is where 
my dad had a lot of natural wisdom, you know. He didn't sympathise with me at 
all. He just explained to me why the man was right. Very basic. "Okay, anyhow 
what you did was good, now we can start and rethink it," he said. So we sorted 
that out. 

But coming back to this Depression thing. I saw that group of people there, 
bear in mind they all had families and were getting more families. There'll 
always be some new babies coming along. We had a little way of coping with 
them, part of the secretary's job, with little presents. Everything had to be 
utilitarian. There was nothing fancy. If anyone wanted to send flowers out of 
their garden that was their business, but we didn't go and buy flowers and so 
on. It was better to send along some nappies or something with real hard cash 
and real earthy type of things. This crowd - they as a group of tradesmen and 
labourers, they literally pulled themselves out of that Depression quicker 
than any other similar group and all because of self-help. You'd hear about a 
job cutting a hedge or something, it might only be five shillings, but my dad 
or somebody else would get on their bike and go down and say, "If you get 
down there quick, you can get a job," because a lot of these people were out 
of work like everyone else was. They'd hear about a job as a caretaker or some 
temporary work somewhere. Out of that many of them got permanent work, of 
course, because they were always on the job. There was always somebody 
watching and listening. The collective effect of this was quite dramatic. 
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RJ You're saying a lot of positive things about the Depression and 
people working together, but what about the other side? Did you see any of the 
hardship, the person who couldn't pull themselves out? 

COURT There was plenty of hardship, but there was no generous or 
elaborate social welfare. Whether you like it or not it was the refiners' 
fire. Some people went by the board. But don't forget the church was very 
active then. The different denominations were very much in touch with their 
people, not only the parson from the Methodists or the Baptists or the rector 
from the Anglicans or the priests from the Roman Catholic. There were more of 
them In those days; per capita there were more of them. They were out and 
about. They would call up some assistance to try and help somebody over a 
hurdle. Often, of course, children were put in homes and that sort of thing. 

A lot of people also employed young people in their homes and that [sort of 
thing.] You hear a lot of criticism of this, but in point of fact it was the 
salvation of many families, where they'd have a girl. They might be thirteen, 
fourteen, fifteen, where somebody, they couldn't afford to pay her much, but 
they could at least afford to give her a good home in a good environment. You 
got a family that couldn't cope with their children that it was not unusual 
for a couple of these to be working with people who were slightly better off 
(not much better off, but slightly better off) and who could have one of these 
people. Admittedly they got work out of the girls. She'd do the housework and 
might help with the cooking and the washing and all of that sort of thing and 
probably worked too hard for what she got paid. But nevertheless she had a 
home and she had good meals and she had a wholesome environment. She wasn't 
thrown on to the street. She was still in touch with her family. So this was a 
negative/positive side of the thing. It was bad that they had to do it, but it 
was good that there was a way of doing it short of people being thrown on to 
the street. 

There were still some people, of 
couldn't cope with drink and so on. 
those days was unbelievably large 
where the Salvation Army and some 
work. They did a tremendous job in 
was part of a total team effort. 
situation; heaven forbid if we ever 

course, who couldn't make the grade, who 
The amount of drunks around the street in 

but that was a sad part of it and that's 
of the churches did a lot of their best 
coping with these situations. So again It 
Now we wouldn't want to return to that 

had another Depression. 

You've got to realise the farmers were in a terrible way getting just a few 
pence a bushel for their wheat, and many of them under bankruptcy and many of 
them living on boiled wheat and the odd pig or chook that they could hide from 
the liquidator or the bankruptcy trustee, as the case may be. So it wasn't 
only in the city where the hardship occurred. Some of the families that 
survived In the country are today, of course, great names in farming, In the 
farming Industry, but the hardships they endured, the fortitude they showed 
was quite unbelievable. I saw a lot of that while I was still doing my 
articles and I'd got into a section of my training where I was doing a lot of 
bankruptcy work for the firm: liquidations, receiverships and bankruptcies, 
and that took me Into the country a lot as a young man, nineteen, twenty. I 
saw a lot of that hardship which I hope never returns. I do ask myself the 
question and I often say to people that Australia today wouldn't be able to 
cope with that situation because we haven't got the strength of the families, 
the church, and the strong friendships that were all part of this: almost the 
extended family you might say. 



TAPE 7 SIDE B COURT 87 

Rd What was your personal attitude to the drunk in the street? 

COURT Well I used to feel nauseated by it, because my mother and father 
naturally looked down on them with great contempt. A certain amount of pity, 
but also contempt because they used to regard it as self-inflicted. Don't 
forget the church Itself was fairly arbitrary in its judgments in those days. 
They believed In forgiveness and so on, but not to go on forgiving forever if 
it just got you out of today's problems and you went and did it again 
tomorrow. So you've got to realise that the church in itself was fairly strong 
In its judgment. They would be forgiving and tolerant but there came a time 
when they said, "Enough's enough, you've got to smarten yourself up. Can't go 
on forever." They did have an influence. Some people were incorrigible, well 
they'll be with you forever. The old metho merchants were the ones I used to 
feel sorry for. You'd see them round all the parks and so on. But there was no 
system to pick them up apart from the Salvation Army and some of the churches 
that had facilities for dealing with these people. 

Rd That doesn't directly answer. You say your parents would 
disapprove, but what did Charles Court feel? 

COURT Well I initially felt a certain amount.... you know as a boy you 
get a certain amount of boyish humour out of seeing a fellow that was rolling 
drunk and making a fool of himself. But then not for long. Then you'd start to 
say, "Well wouldn't It be terrible if I was like that?" So you were very much 
influenced by the fact that under different circumstances that could be you. I 
used to worry about them, but I was always made to draw a line as to what you 
could do to accept other people's problems. If you're not careful you went on 
accepting other people's problems to a point when you solved nobody's 
problems. If you couldn't solve your own problems you had no right to be 
trying to solve other people's. So there was always a balance there and it 
wasn't because of my mother and father. I think most families had this sort of 
rough and ready yardstick they used. 

Rd -low did you feel when you were travelling in the country dealing 
with bankruptcies? 

COURT I used to worry about it. I only wished I had enough money to help 
some of the people. I used to probably go further than I should have done both 
then and later on in my practice experience In helping people. There's often 
ways when you're doing a bankruptcy, a liquidation, a receivership, that you 
could back an individual if you felt that these were special people where you 
could back the personal equation. Sometimes you got let down, not often, but 
sometimes you got people who took advantage of you, where you made an error of 
judgment. But there were very severe limitations and you had to have two sides 
to your character: the tough, tight, truly professional side - you always had 
to do your duty. On the other hand where there was scope for a toleration of a 
situation, a little bit of judgment, a leniency, well you could then use your 
good sense and do it and most times it worked out. In fact when you're dealing 
with committees of creditors, normally made up of representatives of the main 
creditors of a company or a corporation or a partnership, I got to know most 
of those people and they were just ordinary human beings like most other 
people and showed quite a degree of tolerance - same with the banks - quite a 
degree of tolerance. But I found that If they gave a debtor a little bit of 
latitude and that was abused there was never a second chance. I learnt to 
interpret that very, very correctly. 

You'd go and say to the chairman of the committee, "I think that we might just 
help a little bit here," and so on. More often than not because you were 
closer to the scene than the committee they would say, "Yes, we'll go along 
with that. It's probably not strictly in accordance with the law, but okay, 
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it's a personal hardship thing," and so on. But I learnt never to come along 
the second time and say, "Oh well he won't do it this time," or "It was bad 
luck," or something like that. I learnt never to come along the second time 
because if their confidence had been misplaced either in me or in the 
individual concerned, they never took a second chance. There was justification 
for that because they weren't playing with their own money, they were playing 
with their employers' [or other creditors'] money. 

Also don't forget amongst some of the creditors there was great hardship. We 
often forget that you could have creditors going bankrupt because bankrupts 
had become bankrupt. It's the old classic case of the flomino theory where the 
pack of cards collapses. You saw it after October 1 87 , where when the tall 
poppies started to go they brought down a lot of innocent people with them who 
were dependent on the rollover of funds. Once the tall poppies couldn't meet 
their commitments they immediately were caught up in the inevitable flow-on 
effect that occurred. 

RJ You spoke of occasions when people did let you down, when you'd 
given them some leeway. What effect did that have on you? Did it harden you at 
all? 

COURT It did, and I learnt that you've often got to be tough to be kind. 
Now when I was a young auditor I had a number of cases where I unearthed 
defalcations, bearing in mind this was before I was qualified, but I was a, 
say an intermediate or similar sort of clerk, where if you were diligent and 
keen your senior might entrust you with responsibilities a bit further than 
you normally would have, which in turn would mean that you would come face to 
face with some of the things a little bit ahead of your years. A couple of 
times that I remember so vividly I unearthed a defalcation. You've got to 
remember that a defalcation of five pounds in the Depression time was serious. 
The basic wage would have been maybe three pounds ten, three pounds twelve if 
that, at that time. Somebody had fiddled the petty cash or something and all 
of a sudden you're confronted with this. Ten pounds was quite serious. 
Anything like a hundred pounds was a crisis. So you've got to get things In 
perspective. 

Now a couple of times I came across cases where I had, through diligence, 
unearthed a defalcation which would have been five pounds, ten pounds, seven 
pounds, something in that class. The person concerned would be probably only 
earning something less than five pounds a week. You'd know - because of the 
way I used to work I used to get to know people very well. It was just a habit 
of mine, or a failing of mine, you'd sort of get to know all about them and 
their sporting Interests and their other interests, bearing in mind, although 
I was still only a boy, by the standards of the times I had a fairly high 
profile because of my music. So they'd know plenty about me and you'd get to 
know more about them. Then you'd say, "Well this poor chap, he'll get the 
sack." There were no two ways about it, he'd get the sack and you'd work out 
some deal with him as to how you could save him from the disaster that would 
be there. 

Every time I did that I didn't make a friend at all, I made an enemy. It's 
hard to believe, but I learnt a lesson then. That person resented forever the 
fact that I was in that position of knowing what I did and having done what I 

A reference to a stockmarket crash in October 1987 (Rd). 
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did, and Pd have been much better if every time I had've gone 
employer and said, "Look this is the position. It's up to you 
now and sort it out." So I got quite hardened and as anything 
onward, after three or four of these very, very unfortunate 
said, "Righto, what's right's right, what's wrong's wrongs 
anything like that arose I handed it straight over to th 
person, as I should have done in the first place. 

straight to the 
to deal with it 
arose from then 
experiences, I 
And whenever 
[appropriate] 

END OF SIDE B TAPE 7 
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RJ I wondered too with your work going into country areas that you've 
just spoken of during the Depression, what you thought of the Farmers' Debt 
Adjustment Act? 

COURT Well that was a necessity at the time. You can never have the 
perfect legislation. But that created a mechanism whereby you could give some 
relief without the same stigma as you had with the Bankruptcy Act It had a 
clear set of rules that were accepted by creditors  and by the farming 
community generally. I didn't have a lot to do with the Farmers' Debt 
Adjustment Act. Mine was mainly under the liquidations, under the Companies 
Act, receiverships under the Bills of Sale Act, and bankruptcies under the 
Bankruptcy Act. I became quite expert at those. An unpleasant sort of business 
but still something that you had to do and had to learn to live with. The 
Farmers' Debts Adjustment was legislation that was tailor made for a 
situation. It wasn't the sort of legislation that could go on forever. It 
acknowledged the fact that farming 'full stop' was in trouble. 

One of the problems you have with any special sort of debt legislation for 
farmers is that once it is known, moratoriums and the like, it virtually makes 
it impossible for that industry to get any more credit because you can't force 
people to give the credit. So once they have some moratorium or some statutory 
sanction that is imposed, that industry from then onward finds itself in a 
very, very difficult situation to get credit; So most people in an industry 
will oppose it because they don't want themselves to be placed in an untenable 
situation to meet the wishes of a few. But you have to realise that in the 
Depression you were the exceptional farmer if you were able to meet your debts 
on time. The biggest and the best were under bankruptcy or some other form of 
control. 

RJ But I wondered If you saw evidence of the shopkeeper who went 
bankrupt because of the Farmers' Debt Adjustment Act? 

COURT Well I did. That in itself, of course, shows that when you impose 
this sort of legislation that the end results are quite different to what you 
realised. See some of these shopkeepers carried farmers and in the process 
went bankrupt themselves. We were administering a lot of country storekeepers. 
Very few country storekeepers didn't come under some sort of control long 
before the Farmers' Debts Adjustment came in. We were carrying a lot of these, 
either under the Bankruptcy Act or under. the Bills of Sale Act or under the 
liquidation mechanism, because they just couldn't meet their debts themselves 
once the farmer failed. 

They had to be treated as a very special case by the creditors' committees. 
The merchants such as D and W Murray, Goode Durrants, the oil companies, the 
grocery firms, G Wood, Son and Co, and people like that. They were always the 
creditors of these storekeepers. They themselves of course, had liquidity 
problems. It's the domino effect all the time. But the storekeepers were a 
special case and they were under restraints because you'd have to be very 
strict with them as to what credit they could give. So a lot of their 
customers from then onward, their farmer customers, were on a cash basis. Now 
you might wonder how that happened. But when you had a scheme of arrangement 
worked out by the creditors' committee, a farmer would get 'carry on,  money on 
a very, very strict budget; so much for his living, his groceries and all that 
sort of thing; very, very strict, very tough budgets. There'd have to be a 
mechanism worked out whereby that money actually went to the country 
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storekeeper, so that if he did give credit, he gave credit within the terms 
and conditions of this receivership or this scheme of arrangement, whatever it 
might be. 

There were various degrees of bankruptcy. One system of course, you were 
bankrupt, full stop, you were sold up. For better or for worse that was the 
end. Then there was a scheme of arrangement type of thing under the Bankruptcy 
Act whereby you were given some carry-on facilities which hopefully would 
enable you to retain your property [or business] and trade yourself out of the 
debt. 

There was a very interesting situation during that time that there was a 
federal land tax and it was on a graduated basis. The more land you owned the 
higher the rate of tax. The banks were in a catch 22 situation, although we 
didn't use that phrase in those days. But they were in a very difficult 
situation because if they entered into possession under a mortgage, the 
property became taxable in their name. So you can imagine a bank with 
mortgages throughout the whole of Australia, going into possession under these 
mortgages and all of these properties compounding. They'd finish up with a 
crippling unbearable rate of land tax because of the accumulation of 
properties that they couldn't sell, they couldn't put them to work profitably 
and so on. So you had a very delicate situation and banks [and others] would 
make a very clear pronouncement at meetings about their position to legally 
establish that they hadn't entered into possession [under a mortgage.] In a 
way it was one of the strengths of the debtor, but it was quite a remarkable 
situation. I don't think very many people, even of my age, who were operating 
at that time, realised the significance of this land tax and the accumulative 
effect if these properties were compounded and if, through entering into 
possession, a bank or financier of any sort, it could even be a trustee 
company under certain circumstances, they accumulated all of these properties. 
Their land tax could literally send them bankrupt on its own, It was such a 
crippling tax. So they had to studiously avoid having these properties under 
their control and technically under their ownership for land tax purposes. 
That was a very tricky situation that as a young clerk I learnt to clearly 
define in the minutes on a legal basis, the fact that the bank hadn't entered 
Into possession. But they still were very much involved in carry on finance 
and that type of thing to hopefully keep a farmer going. 

But the budget supervision was very, very tough. Farmers in the main, and 
their families, learnt to live under these conditions. It would be the rare 
family that could send their children down to one of the private schools or 
anything of that kind. There were literally hundreds of farms where as soon as 
a boy was fourteen the family would make a survey whether they could survive 
with the family that they had, because most of them had fairly big families, 
and the rest of the boys would be sent off - and the girls sometimes, but 
particularly the boys would be sent off to get jobs on other farms, wheat 
bins, into the mines. David Brand was a classic example from up In the I4orawa 
district - Morawa, Mullewa, all round there - where things were pretty tough, 
and he went off working in the goldfields. That's how he came to go to the 
goldfields. He enlisted in the AIF from up there, so he never went back to the 
farm [to live and work.] But he was not an unusual case; there were literally 
thousands of them. They had to go and earn something, it didn't matter how 
little it was - something to enable the family to try and keep the farm. 

Rd Anything else about the Depression Sir Charles? 

COURT Well one thing I remember very vividly was that entertainment and 
all the luxury things bit the dust first. That's logical; it does today. I 
mean the moment things get tough, the high priced imported cars are more 
difficult to sell, the high priced dresses and all that sort of thing. The 
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high priced entertainment is harder to sell. You've seen something of that 
with the Festival of Perth In the last few weeks finishing just before we were 
having these interviews. But they get the axe first. It had a special 
significance to me because I very nearly became a professional musician. When 
I came back from Tanunda In 1930, and having won the champion of champions 
over there, I received an offer - I was eighteen at the time - I received an 
offer to be part of the orchestra at the Ambassador Theatre. The 
Ambassador Theatre in those days had an orchestra full time. They had a 
ballet and everything and they used to put on a very fine floor show. They had 
a hydraulic stage that used to lift the orchestra and everything up on it. 
They had a Wurlitzer organ that was quite famous. It was THE theatre to go to. 
It was a very ornate theatre. 

But there was a man named Bert Howell who was the conductor, and he was a 
great showman. He offered my father a contract for me to work in this theatre, 
in this orchestra, and also I was to be available as a soloist and so on, and 
he was going to feature this boy who had come back and won this championship 
and that sort of thing. He always had an eye for presentation and showmanship. 
The show there was a superbly done thing. It was very much a feature of the 
theatre as well as the films they showed. So he offered a figure which would 
have been double what my father earned as a tradesman. That was big money. 
More than double what my father earned. As a young boy you can imagine! I 
think by that time I'd got up to.... started at twelve and six - I think I'd 
probably got up to thirty shillings a week by then, under my articles, you 
see. The thought of all this money, you know, and the glamour of it, it went 
to my head a bit and I wanted it. I said to my father, "Well you know...." 
when I could see that he wasn't very keen on It, I said, "Well you and Mum can 
keep half of it and I'll have the other half." I always gave my mother and 
father great credit. Without any deliberation at all they said, "The answer's 
no." I'll always remember the old man, he said, "When you've got a degree you 
can go and make a damn fool of yourself if you want to, but until you've got a 
degree and we've done our part to get you that degree, you're going to stay 
with it whether you like it or not." He told Bert Howell exactly the same. 

Well you can imagine my anger at the time as a young man. I was very upset. I 
was very, very angry and I sulked for weeks over this thing, thinking of the 
money, real money that I could be getting and the glamour of It too. Every 
time I went to the Ambassador I could [picture how] I could be the feature 
artist down there. Bert Howell was a great presenter. He eventually went to 
the Eastern States and made a lot of money as a feature presenter of high 
class balls and things. He was always very special. I naturally felt as though 
I'd been cheated over this. 

Well it wasn't all that long down the road that the Depression came. Of 
course, the very musicians, the glamour people that I'd been wanting to be one 
of, were busking in the streets. It taught me a lesson that I've tried to pass 
on to young people, that you've got to lay the foundation of your career 
first. After you've got a qualification of some sort, then you can be 
adventurous if you want to, you can experiment with other occupations if you 
want to, but you've got a recognised degree to fall back on. I, of course, was 
still going on, and eventually got qualified and was then established in my 
own practice while all these fellows were destitute. There wasn't a day but 
which I didn't go past one of them with their hat out in the street. 

There was one of the Aris brothers had a tearooms opposite what was 
Nicholson's music warehouse. It was a very big high class music warehouse in 
Barrack Street. One of the Aris's had a nice tearooms there. They had a piano 
and they used to have the odd violin and so on. He was very generous to the 
musicians. He would give them a feed of sorts any time, so it became a sort of 
haven for musicians. It was also an unwritten rule amongst the musicians that 
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no one took a feed from Aris without giving a tune. So you could always get 
good music because some of the best musicians in the State [would come there.] 
I remember there was a pile of sheet music alongside the piano there that 
different ones brought in and left there, so that there'd always be some music 
for somebody to play. So it was nothing to sit there having a cup of tea and 
suddenly you'd have a piano and a couple of violins, or a violin and a flute 
and so on, playing quite good music. This was the unwritten rule that you 
'sang for your supper'. There were quite a few people did this but that was 
one I remember particularly and, of course, it was very convenient being 
opposite Nicholsons which in those days used to be a meeting place for all the 
"musos". 

But I come back to my own position there. I remember very, very well the 
sadness of these people. That's where I got involved with the Musicians' Union 
executive, because there were very few of us could afford to pay our dues. Ron 
Moyle was one who eventually became the accountant and secretary of Wesfarmers 
and a very capable man he was; he was a good pianist. He and his wife ran some 
very popular dances at the old YAL for years and years and years. He and I and 
one or two others were able to pay our dues and so we virtually owned the 
union because we were the only financial people! So we became very heavily 
involved in the human side as well as the financial side of the Musicians' 
Union being some of the few who still had regular work and could still afford 
to pay our dues and were still able to give some guidance to people who were 
going through very, very tough times. It was out of that really that many 
years later in 1953 they made me a life member. So that really started back in 
the Depression times. 

But I don't think I have anything else to add apart from the fact it was a 
very distressing time. You saw people just have to make do and help one 
another. Those that didn't, of course, suffered worse than the others. But I 
repeat we came through that with as little trouble as we did because of the 
family being so strong, because of the church being so strong, and the 
friendships as an extension of the family that again gave a strength to the 
community which wasn't because of government, because of anything else other 
than those three factors, of the family, the church and the friends. 

Ri When your parents refused to allow you to take up the offer that 
Mr Howell had given you, did you argue with them? 

COURT Well I remember 1 put on a bit of a tantrum because It was 
important to me. I could only see the immediate thing, the glamour of it, and 
the money. I think it was more the glamour of it really, you know, that you're 
going to be doing feature items with the spotlight on and all this sort of 
stuff. I obviously never thought it out, and at that age you couldn't very 
well. There are very few people of that tender age could really think it out 
and that's what parents were for. That's what parents are for today but they 
don't do it. 

But this rolled on, I should add, to my own family because my wife saw the 
amount of work I did for clients as a chartered accountant because I always 
sort of inherited their problems. I got involved in their businesses and 
that's how I built up my practice by so much involvement flowing on from the 
Depression. She was never keen on one of the boys being a chartered 
accountant. As it happened, of course, Victor did against her advice. I 
remember her saying, "Victor you can see your father. He gets everybody else's 
problems. They make the money, he has their worries." But Victor on his own 
judgment became a chartered accountant and we're very proud of that, and is a 
partner in my old firm. 
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But we had a very simple rule when the family came along. I'd seen so many 
tragedies where people had wanted their children to be a doctor because their 
dad had been a doctor, an engineer because dad had been an engineer and so on. 
A sort of hereditary type of thing. We decided that that wouldn't be the case 
with our family, but we did decide there'd be one simple rule that the boys 
all had to be qualified at something before they were 24. So we made it clear 
[strikes table], we'll provide the education, we'll do all that part that's 
necessary, and we'll give you the encouragement, we'll give you the 
facilities. We'll give you the learning facilities, the training facilities, 
but you've got to have a recognised qualification by the time you're 24. Once 
you've got a degree, once you've got a qualification, you can then do almost 
anything. We said, "We don't care what it Is. You can be a tradesman, you can 
be a doctor or lawyer, engineer, anything at all. There's no divine providence 
or leadership or anything as to what you've got to be just because of your 
father or anything like that." The boys have all done that. They did it 
without any pressure at all. Not one of them had to be pushed and shoved and 
they all qualified well ahead of the 24 years of age business, so that they've 
got great flexibility. 

Take the youngest one who was a lawyer, and a good one too, and practised as a 
lawyer, but as a boy he'd always had an obsession about transport. He's always 
been dead mad about transport. He had pictures of trains and boats and 
aeroplanes and when I used to go abroad I used to have to bring back models of 
aeroplanes for him and all this sort of thing. His room was cluttered with 
these pictures and timetables and things. 

Well after he'd practised law well, he came to me and said, "Look I'm going to 
go into transport. I still feel that's what I should do." So he then resigned 
from the law where he was well established and could have gone on, and went 
over to get a job with Ansett. Old Reg Ansett was still alive then. He made it 
clear no one could work on the executive and administrative side of Ansett in 
his day unless they had been through all of the chores at airports. So 
Geoffrey went off and got himself a job at Tullamarine. So he's done 
everything: you know, bags, lost property, tickets - you name it, he's done 
it. He was then recruited into the other side of the airline and today, of 
course, he's the State Manager and thoroughly happy in his work, but the fact 
is that he's always had the discipline of a degree in law before that. That 
gives you a certain basis on which you can go into all sorts of management and 
other positions. 

So it was out of the Depression and the fact that my mother and father held me 
to my articles that I learnt the lesson. I made sure that none of my blokes 
were going to do anything silly, like my father said, "When you've got your 
degree then you can go and make a fool of yourself if you want to." I've often 
said a prayer for the wisdom, the natural wisdom that went with it because 
don't forget they [my parents] would have been well off [temporarily] if 
they'd let me [work for Bert Howell] and taken half the income. 

RJ Do you remember what the pay offer was? 

COURT It was nearly a thousand pounds a year and that was a lot of 
money. 

RJ Specially for someone earning thirty shillings [laughs]! 

COURT And you know it seemed too good to be true. I realise that I would 
become very much a property of not only Howell but the company that owned him. 
So I became very much... I realised in later years that I'd be very much a 
property of them, and so the glamour, it wasn't really what I thought it was 
and I'd have quickly been disillusioned and goodness only knows what bad 
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habits Pd have got into because of the very glamour of the position. Part of 

the reason why I was attractive to them was that by then I was doing all of my 

solo work without any music at all. I even won that 1930 competition and made 

history by standing up and winning both the memorised championship and the 

champion of champions without any music, whereas everyone used to have their 

music up and stick to it. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 8 
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SIDE B TAPE 8 

An interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library building on 

the 9th of April, 1990. 

RJ Sir Charles, you referred last time to your father taking part in 

Labour Day processions and I wondered what impact those processions had on 

you? 

COURT I've often wondered myself because I'd be in every one of them 

when I was a little chap. In those days they were marching for such things as 

an eight hours day. That was the big thing, to get down to an eight hours' 

working day: that was Monday to Friday and a half day on Saturdays. They 

hadn't got to the stage then of talking about a five day week. Also they had 

another slogan which would have been wonderful if they had it today, was "A 

fair day's pay for a fair day's work". Now If we could get that in Australia 

today we wouldn't call the King our uncle. But that was the great cry in those 

days and they meant it because most of them were very conscientious workers 

and they'd come from a period when it was hard to get a job. They accepted the 

fact that when you went to work for somebody you gave the best you had and it 

was the work ethic. They had the work ethic, they had the savings ethic, and 

they were two wonderful things that we don't have today. But we've got to get 

back to them because they're both simple and both commendable. 

Now these "eight hour day" processions meant a lot to the union movement and 

every union used to have a magnificent banner. [Laughs] It's quite ironical 

that the government has made the money available to these unions to paint 

banners. You know, It makes some of us laugh. In those days they wouldn't have 

dreamt of asking for money for that sort of thing, even though they were 

fairly impoverished unions. They didn't pay their executives very much. But 

the fact was they were independent people and they believed that those things 

they provided for themselves. Some of these banners were quite big. They would 

be - I'm guessing - they would be about the size of that wall there, which at 

a rough guess would be about what? Ten feet high and about twenty feet long. 

They varied in size but they usually had to be big enough to be seen in the 

procession and also to give them a chance to show off on these banners (some 

of them very nicely painted) the [trade] skills that they possessed and the 

contribution they made. Some of them were very, very colourful and very 

effective. Now they were very proud of them. 

My dad would sometimes be selected to hold one of the cords [laughs]. Now you 

can imagine these things were mighty cumbersome to carry, and the two poor 

chaps with the poles at each end, they had a very heavy burden, and they'd be 

the hefties that had to carry them. They hadn't yet invented some other way of 

doing it. There would be a mass of cords running out from the poles and from 

the actual banner, so that anything up to a dozen people would help keep an 

even pressure and to take some of the stress and strain off It, and keep the 

banner upright so that it wouldn't blow over with the wind; you can imagine 

the force of the wind on this huge sail that was being marched down the 

street, especially If there was even a modest wind on the day. So you were a 

very proud unionist if you were selected to hold one of these cords, you see. 

So I can remember toddling alongside of my. father on these processions when 

he'd been selected to assist with the banner. They needed a fair amount of 

strength too, because they.... I can tell you, they had to be skilfully 

managed so that you kept a constant pressure both for'ard and aft otherwise 

you'd pull it right over one way or you'd pull it right forward the other 

[laughs]. So that's the Labour Day processions. And they always had bands. 

Bands would turn up even if the bands themselves might not be in tune with the 
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Trade Union and the Labor Party movement. But they were dominated then by 

Trade Unions, not so much by the Labor Party. The Labor Party then 

progressively intruded itself more and more into it until you got to a 

situation when it was hard to distinguish whether it was a Labour Day 

procession for the unions or for the Labor Party. All of the senior 

politicians, Labor Premiers, Labor Ministers, if they were in government, or 

Labor politicians generally, all had to be identified with them. 

One thing that's different to today, of course, everyone wore a hat in those 

days, and most people wore a suit, a collar and tie. I'm speaking from memory 

now. But they all seemed to wear a suit and you'd be surprised the number of 

bowler hats. When my father first came here he wore a bowler hat to work and 

believe it or not as a plumber, he wore a vest to work. I've seen a photograph 

of him on one of the first jobs he was on, where he not only had his bowler 

hat but he had a vest on as well as a coat. So it was the sort of things they 

brought from England, brought from Europe, where you have a different climate 

and different conditions. So they transplanted these conditions and 

progressively, as was to be expected, they modified to suit the climate, just 

as the people did going north to places like Roebourne, where the records show 

there that they wore white tie and tails up there [on special occasions,] and 

it was quite the normal thing to wear black ties for dinners and so on. They 

naturally [soon] had to adapt to the climate and do something more 

appropriate. Unfortunately in most of these cases they went too far. They felt 

that it was "Australian" to be slovenly and sloppy in your dress and so on, 

and that was sad because that's not the real Australian. 

But that's the reference to the Labour Day processions. They were big days. 

They would have a picnic after it. They normally were associated with May Day, 

but In the time of the Brand Government, if I recall correctly, the Labor 

Party asked us to change the day from the 1st of May to a date in March, and 

we agreed. It didn't matter to us. They were trying to get it up closer to 

elections. They didn't admit that but what they did say and had some truth was 

that invariably their May Day processions were getting washed out because of 

the weather, whereas they thought they'd have a better chance in March of 

having fine weather. Ironically the first time we changed it [laughs] the 

weather was very naughty and they had a worse time than if they'd had it In 

May, but still that wasn't our fault and it wasn't their fault. But we did the 

right thing and tried to help. 

Ironically also, when they had one particular procession It was before an 

election, running up to an election, and they had a lot of propaganda of the 

Labor Party as distinct from the unions. The unions became less and less 

involved In it. In the early days the unions used to put on the entertainment 

on horse-drawn lorries and all that sort of thing, and they'd have skits 

against the boss and all that sort of stuff. They'd have some quite funny men 

and quite funny acts, but later on it became more and more a political 

propaganda. 

This particular parade I remember, they featured two things. [One] was "Don't 

get Dad and Dave!" Now Dad and Dave was the most popular of the radio serials, 

because don't forget this was before TV, and they were campaigning "Don't get 

Dad and Dave!" I was supposed to be "Dad", and "Dave", of course, was Dave 

Brand. One of the journalists [of those times], Don Smith - he's now the 

editor of the Sunday Times, was the editor of The West - he reminded them in 

his column that Dad and Dave was the longest running serial in radio history, 

so they were really playing with fire when they gave us free publicity. 

They had a number of these slogans that actually back-fired because the golden 

rule in campaigning is never publicise your opponent. And so two or three of 

the things they were doing were publicising us and pushing us up into the 
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public gaze, when in fact If they'd remained quiet about It, we'd have got 

that much less exposure. However, they continued to do It for a while. But 

they did abandon that one because they found it was a bit of a backfire, it 

was counter-productive. 

Talking about my father's association with the unions, you have to realise 

that in those early days the amount of illiteracy was very high, and the Labor 

party didn't have any money. The unions didn't have much money. So they had to 

learn to campaign by personal contact and It's something that will come back 

again. I think people will demand it where they want to know more about the 

actual candidates, more about the leaders in the flesh rather than souped up 

versions that they get by slick publicity and launches - campaign launches, 

that are not campaign launches at all. But in those days they used to have to 

rely a lot on slogans in the Labor Party, and I can well remember my father 

when we lived In Vincent Street, saying to my mother he'd have to have his tea 

early that night because he had to go in to the Trades Hall to get the message 

for the morons [laughs]. In later years this made me laugh because the old 

chap himself wasn't all that hot on his literacy [laughs]. But they'd go in 

there and the idea was they'd sit around and they'd work out these slogans, 

and some of them were clever at it. They'd get these things off by heart so 

that when they went to the workplace, or in the pubs and so on, they could get 

these slogans activated. That's why they were called "the message for the 

morons". 

Strangely enough I heard that used by a quite senior and well-educated member 

of the Labor Party, oh in recent times - when I say recent times, since I was 

in Parliament, so I'm not going back to the times when I was a little boy - 

about the message for the morons. I thought it was rather an unkind thing 

really, but I couldn't help but smile in view of the fact that my father had 

to go in to the Trades Hall to get the message for the morons. He used to be 

rather proud of the fact that he could recite these things because he had to 

learn them off by heart, so that you could pass them on when you went to the 

workplace. And they'd laugh and joke about them and often invent some better 

ones anyhow. 

RJ Lovely. Besides the Impression though of the banners and the 

remembrance of slogans etc, what impressions were you forming as a young boy 

watching those parades? 

COURT I don't think it had any impact on me at all politically, except 

thatl used to enjoy it and have a good time. There was always a good picnic 

after it and free ginger beer. Ginger beer was the great drink in those days 

because most people could make it at home, and it had various degrees of 

potency. My parents being strict teetotallers, of course, were very careful to 

watch the ginger beer, otherwise you could finish up getting a fairly high 

alcohol drink. But I used to think of it more of the fact that it was an 

outing and thoroughly enjoy It. I used to meet all these personalities that 

didn't mean much to me. 

I well remember my father used to tell a story that immediately after the 

First World War there was a visit by the Prince of Wales, later Edward VIII. 

He was the popular hero of the Australian soldiers because during the war in 

France he actually went to Europe and went amongst the soldiers in the battle 

areas as a soldier, and naturally he endeared himself to them. When he came to 

Australia on that particular visit, I think it was 1920 - I'm just a little 

bit hazy about that - I think it was 1920 that's when he had the train crash 

'The Prince of Wales visit was in 1920. (FK Crowley, Australia's Western 

Third, Heinemann, Melbourne, 1960, p  236). 
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here;' great crisis. But during the procession in Perth different bodies were 

given space on the street, and the Trade Union movement had space and they 

allocated some to the plumbers and the carpenters, because there weren't that 

many of them in those days. It was a fairly simple sort of a life. Also you 

must realise that at that time the Trades Hall and the Labor Party didn't 

adopt the attitude towards the Royal family that they do today. They were very 

much a Royalist group. My old man was a great Royalist. They had their 

allotted space and I remember I was up on my father's shoulders and the Prince 

went by, and one of the Trade Union Secretaries - I think it was Percy Trainer 

- said to me, he said, "What do you think of the Prince, son?" "Oh he's not as 

good as my old man!" And that brought a great cheer from the crowd at the 

time, and my old man was rather proud of this, you know, that that was my 

response as a little chap. 

But it was an atmosphere of carnival and very much a fun day. They had a 

holiday because of it. They didn't get that easily by the way. These holidays 

didn't come as easily as they do now. You must realise they were working 

longer hours, they were working harder and working more physically than they 

do today. 

RJ Sir Charles, you spoke last time of the Depression and the way the 

RSL band-members worked together to pull themselves through that time. You 

also talked of the community; in hardship there being a helping hand. "If 

people wer genuine the amount of help that was available was quite 

remarkable" were your actual words. You spoke of that process of people 

tipping each other off when there was work available, and you spoke also of 

young girls being taken into homes for house-help and that helping the family 

they came from. But I wondered in specific terms the way people did actually 
help each other in your experience? Was it through hand-outs of food and 

clothing? What was It? 

COURT It was a combination of all of those things. You realise that 

no-one had very much but hand-me-downs, of course, were the thing of the day. 

Your young brother always copped it. It was one of the disadvantages of being 

young [laughs] because you could bet your bottom dollar that he was going to 

have the hand-me-downs from the next one, and if there were three or four in 

the family, the poor chap got them fairly threadbare by the time they got to 

him, unless they'd gone so far that he was lucky enough to get some new ones. 

But this principle, instead of being practised within the family, you found it 

was practised within neighbourhoods. You know, Mrs X would be talking to Mrs Y 
at church or somewhere, and she was having a bit of a problem to get new 

trousers or something for Johnny, and the other lady would say, "Well look, my 

bloke's just grown out of his. There's a couple of patches in them but you can 

have them." So it would go on with dresses and so on. 

It was a very unsophisticated type of system. I mean It wasn't anything like 

you have today where you go and put clothes in a bin and they sort them out at 

the Good Samaritans or something like that. It was very much a local thing and 

all gratefully received. But the same with food and people growing vegetables. 

Of course, more people grew vegetables then. More people had fowls and ducks 

in the backyard. That's where there could be that little bit of extra help 

because you might have a few more tomatoes or potatoes or something than you 

wanted, and they'd be handed on. The other people might have a few more 

cabbages than they needed. It was a system that was going on unwittingly. It 

wasn't organised, it wasn't paraded, it was just the right thing to do. 

The Royal train was accidentally derailed and overturned in the south-west 

of WA. The Prince escaped unhurt. Ibid. 

2 This transcript, p  83 
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On the question of employment, the way information was passed on was quite 
remarkable in a very unselfish way, and they also passd on whatever 
information they had and didn't make value judgments. They didn't say: "That 
wouldn't be suitable for the Y family or the Z family," whatever it might be. 
If it was information to be passed on, it was for them to make a judgment as 
to whether they were prepared to do it. It might be rather a menial task, but 
it was their judgment as to whether they did it. 

I became very conscious of it because my people were very conscientious 
people. They were very Christian people and if they had anything to give - not 
that they had much - but if they had anything to give, they gave it freely and 
they set an example that way. They probably gave sometimes a little more than 
they should have done, but I think there again that's a Christian principle. 
If it doesn't hurt a little bit there's no great sacrifice with It. But they 
weren't unique in this. This was going on all the time, with the result that 
you got these little surprises as a child. 

I told you the story of Mrs Laughton and the Laughton family, and her 
Ice-cream and that sort of thing. They're the things that you remembered 
because they're quite important. In the life of my grandchildren today, 
nothing that they get for a dollar impresses them at all. Give them a dollar 
and It's an icecrearn type of thing, and it's rather sad because they don't 
value it. That's why my wife just won't let them go to the refrigerator and 
take what they want. It's the golden rule whether they're littlies or biggies, 
they come and ask If they can have it. They get it but at least they've got to 
be made to ask for it, which is not a bad thing. 

But I can't enlarge on It very much more than that. It just went on and on. 
Also if we were going to a band concert or anything, there was always an 
invitation to some of the local people to go with us because we were 
performers always. If they'd like to come along and help the crowd, it gave 
them a free entertainment. The same when you went fishing, particularly 
prawning and crabbing down at Crawley and Nedlands and those places. You'd 
take some of the neighbours' children along, or even some of the adults along, 
and go along together. But there was a golden rule. If you came you did your 
share of the net-pulling. You didn't sit on the bank and just wait for the 
prawns or the crabs to be caught. But no-one seemed to try and do those smart 
tricks in those days, probably because parents were a little more close to the 
scene and if little Willie or little Johnny was reneging on his turn to do his 
bit of work, he got a kick in the backside to make him go out and do it, so he 
learnt that that was the right thing to do. Not bad stuff! 

Rd Sir Charles, you've spoken of your mother, but we haven't actually 
got her working life, from your memory of it, from her arrival in Australia. 

COURT Well, I don't know if I've told you about what she did before she 
came to Australia? 

RJ Yes, you did, Sir Charles, in the first interview, that she was in 
service. 

COURT Well, when she came to Australia you can imagine it was a bit of a 
shock because they did expect that there was to be work in abundance, the 
wages were so much better, and that wasn't so, and it was a very, very tough 
time. My mother would have been the more aggressive of the two, and my father 
would have more or less accepted the answers he got when he was seeking work. 
But my mother would be much more aggressive and want to know more about it 
[laughs] and she then naturally had to start to look around for ways in which 
she could supplement the income by washing, by sewing, and cleaning. She was a 
strong woman - physically strong woman - and she was also very capable and 
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very conscientious, and so she gradually built up contacts around, usually by 
word of mouth recommendation. You know if you do it well for somebody - the 
washing and the ironing - and it's returned on time and it's returned well, 
without a few iron scorches and a few other things, the odd little repair done 
without being told, the message soon gets around. So she had quite a few of 
these people there where she used to get the washing and do it and return it, 
duly washed and pressed. Very early in my life I would have to deliver some of 
these things, so you will gather it was within a walking distance from where 
we were. 

But that wasn't enough and she then got jobs of doing people's washing at 
their homes, or their cleaning; sometimes both. She'd wash in the morning and 
then do cleaning and then if it was a fine day, the washing would be dry 
enough to do the ironing before she left, and that would be a long day. In 
those early days I would be taken with her because there was no child-minding, 
and I used to look forward to different days. Some of them were pretty dull 
and all you had to do was sit in a corner and behave yourself. Others you were 
allowed the run of the place and the people were very kind to you, and they 
used to.... I remember one family, they didn't have any children, so I used to 
get thoroughly spoilt. When I went there the lady of the house used to spend 
all her time looking after me and giving me more to eat than I should have had 
and so on. Others were different. I think I've told you of the time when she 
used to go to the Boan family. 

Rd Not on tape. 

COURT Well, they had a place down - I'm talking about Harry Boan, and 
young Frank was my age. He would have been about my age; he might have been a 
bit older, I'm not sure of that. He would have been a little bit older. And 
they had a place down there next to where the Mount Hospital is on the 
foreshore, down in Mounts Bay Road there, and where the Riverside Lodge was. 
Originally the Bunning house, which prior to that I think was the Boan house, 
was a little bit further along, and then became incorporated into the 
Riverside Lodge, and now incorporated into the present buildings there. Well 
that was regarded as quite a grand house in those days by Perth standards, and 
that was one of my  favourite times when she went there because you can imagine 
young Frank had every toy you can imagine, including a rocking horse - a real 
rocking horse - and tricycles and things. So I used to just love that time 
because he was given the job of minding me so he must have been the same age 
as me or thereabouts. I know they used to have their heart in their mouth 
because he was a bit of a harum-scarum and he'd get on this tricycle and go 
down a track they had that went down to the gate, and go down it at a terrific 
rate with me on the back. They always used to hold their breath waiting for 
the crash at the bottom. It never happened. 

I always regret that in later years (because I became very close to Frank Boan 
later on, in later years, in the post-war years) that we never got around to 
talking about those days. I always had some diffidence about It. I don't know 
why but I had some diffidence about it because Frank was a nice sort of a man 
and a very private sort of a person, a rather shy person, although he held 
such a high position and so on and did a lot of good In the community. It was 
he who had the idea for Torchbearers' for Legacy, which completely 
revolutionised the fund-raising capacity of Legacy. But I often regret that we 
didn't get around to talking about those days, because my mother used to tell 
me about them. 

There was another lady, a Mrs Hardy, who seemed to have permanent residence 
with her husband at the Grosvenor Hotel. I don't know If you know the 
Grosvenor Hotel but it's down in East Perth, down where the Mint is, and has 
been for a long, long time. I hear talk about shifting it but I think it's 
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still there. But there's been a lot of controversy lately about redeveloping 
the Grosvenor site because it is one of the last of the type of hotels we had. 
It was a cut above the ordinary hotel and It had much better living 
accommodation than most of the hotels that had their bars and had their 
accommodation, which was compulsory by statute in those days. We didn't have 
taverns In those days. But they had these hotels and they had to have 
accommodation of a certain standard. The Grosvenor seems to be a bit above 
that and I well recall my mother going down there originally to get the 
washing because she couldn't do It in the hotel. [She'd] have to take it home, 
and as I got a bit older I used to have to take it back. It was quite a 
Journey from Leederville, or from West Subiaco, to take it all the way back to 
East Perth. I remember Mrs Hardy. She lost a little girl in a tragic car 
accident, and it was very sad because - I don't know whether her husband died 
or whether It was an estrangement, whatever it was - but she became very much 
attached to my mother. 

END OF TAPE 8 SIDE B. 
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COURT Mrs Hardy was rather an elegant sort of a person, always dressed 

very well, and spoke and conducted herself in a very superior manner. I don't
 

say superior In a snobbish way, but in a very elegant manner. You wouldn't
 

say a gracious manner. There's a difference between elegance and
 

graciousness. But I became very fond of Mrs Hardy and she became very
 

attached to my mother and she became rather dependent on my mother in later
 

years. It was again a strange combination. Mrs Hardy was a devout Roman
 

Catholic and as you know, I've told you about my parents being such devout
 

and bigoted Protestants. But it was quite interesting. Mrs Hardy went east
 

for quite a few years and then we had a correspondence with her during that
 

time, and when my mother became incapable of it, she corresponded to me, and
 

I was able to help her with quite a few things, because she didn't finish up
 

with a great estate. But I was able to help her with quite a few things and I
 

was always very fond of Mrs Hardy. 

At one stage fairly late in life she particularly wanted to get into the
 

Hollywood Senior Citizens' Village, which was a Salvation Army place, of
 

course, but she had a great affection for the Salvation Army and she also had
 

people who'd told her about the standards at the Hollywood Senior Citizens'
 

Village, and I was very pleased to be able to arrange for her to get a place
 

there. She was very, very happy. We kept in touch all the time she was alive,
 

and I felt when I did this it was really on behalf of my mother. 

Going back many, many years before that, when Mr Hardy was on the scene. Mr 

Hardy, I remember, had the first La Salle motor car that ever came here. Now
 

that was a huge thing and had a fantastically HIGH petrol consumption: low
 

mileage per gallon. It was a huge thing really and I remember Mr Hardy used
 

to occasionally deliver messages for his wife, sometimes deliver the washing
 

to us to do, and then we'd get it back. I always enjoyed Mr Hardy because he
 

always gave us a couple of lollies. Mrs Hardy would often call in with things
 

and at Easter and Christmas she never failed to come and bring something for
 

my mother and for the two boys - that's my brother, Syd, and I. So you can
 

see this was a long time association that long after my mother stopped doing
 

washing or cleaning at all, she still kept up this association. 

There was another family, the Guthrie family. Mr Guthrie was a contractor and
 

they lived in a two-storey place in Hay Street, not far east of Thomas
 

Street. I hope I've got that right. It could have been Ventnor Avenue. It was
 

on the corner of a street like Ventnor Avenue and Hay Street. It was a
 

two-storey place and, of course, anyone with a two-storey place was regarded
 

as being rich, but Mr Guthrie was a contractor and I remember he owned
 

race-horses. One was called Char, C H A R - a strange name for a horse - and 

the other one was Phoenix Park. There were others but I remember those two
 

because they figured in a rather sensational Perth Cup finish and climax. But
 

there was a tremendous protest over them I remember. But my mother used to go
 

and do washing and cleaning actually at their place and that was one place
 

where I had to be taken as a little chap until I went to school, and would
 

have to be entertained there. 

We remained very friendly with the Guthrie daughters. I know one married and
 

became Mrs O'Brien and was one of my constituents down at Nedlands. She lived
 

in the Avenue at Nedlands. I could always rely on her vote. But this carried
 

on for a long, long time after, so you can imagine that these things had a
 

compensating factor, and they had a continuing factor, because these people
 

respected my mother. She always gave more than she was expected to give both
 

in the quantity and the quality of the work she did. 
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In addition to her work, my mother used to raise fowls and ducks, n
ot only 

for the eggs but also for killing and cleaning at Easter and Chris
tmas; I 

used to curse that time because we were all roped in to pluck these f
owls and 

no-one ever invented a simple way to pluck a fowl; We all had to com
e in and 

do our share, and then I had to go and deliver them; We'd have ord
ers for 

these things and I'd have to go and deliver these chooks and these f
owls all 

around West Leederville; It seemed to be more around West Leedervil
le than 

the other part of Leederville; Places like Woolwich Street and Tower
 Street, 

I got to know them all very well because I'd have to go and deliver t
hem and 

collect the money People were pretty demanding; They used to want to
 inspect 

the fowl to make sure that you hadn't ripped too much of the skin
 off in 

getting the feathers out and so on, and they needed to be the right
 weight 

and all that sort of thing; So, you know, we had some rather 
strange 

experiences-. 

We didn't grow flowers to sell but the man next door, Mr Jose, did an
d I used 

to get so much a bunch for selling them; So I had all my duck and fow
l round; 

They used to be on my regular round for selling Mr Jose's flowers, fo
r which 

I got a small reward; But my mother never got around to doing that; 
She did 

most things; 

Then, of course, there was her knitting and her crochet and her emb
roidery; 

She was very good at it but you must realise that there was no elec
tricity 

for most of that time and so she'd do that with a kerosene lamp; Tha
t's why 

people were so good at making sure the lamps were clean and the wic
ks were 

properly cleaned; You would make sure that the lamps were properly
 filled 

too, because there's nothing more annoying than at about ten o'clock
 you ran 

out of oil, or kerosene as it was. They didn't have pressure lamps - or at 

least we didn't - in those days; There probably were pressure lamps but we 

didn't have them. But she'd do this knitting and she, for a large par
t of her 

life, she never had glasses; She knitted away there and produced be
autiful 

things; Some of the crochet work she did, doilies and some of the
 larger 

things with patterns in them, were quite remarkable, and no doubt 
some of 

them are still in Perth because that stuff never wears out, you kno
w; It's 

very, very tough and It wears well and you can wash it and everythi
ng; She 

used to exhibit in the Show; I ran across a couple of the old priz
e cards 

that she got, going through some papers the other day. She always 
used to 

look to get her name In the paper with the people who were succes
sful in 

crochet and embroidery; knitting; But most of It she did, of course,
 to sell 

and she had a very nice way of saying thank you to people; If somebod
y did a 

kindness, you couldn't pay them money or anything like that, but sh
e'd do a 

nice little piece of crochet or fancy work and send them that; So 
they're 

probably all around Perth somewhere; There must be hundreds of them; 

Just to bring it up to date; When I received my first knighthood, wh
ich was 

1972, the Knight Bachelor, Sir Douglas Kendrew was the Governor and m
y mother 

was still alive, and she was just starting to show signs of frailty; 
He said, 

"Are you going to go to Buckingham Palace or are you going to go to C
anberra 

for the Governor General?" because State Governors weren't allowed t
o invest 

knighthoods. All the other honours yes, the Commanders and the Offi
cers of 

the Order of the British Empire, all of those, everything except kni
ghthoods 

they were able to do But the Governor General or the Queen had to do it 

unless she deputed another member of the Royal family-; So he said, "W
ould you 

like to go to Buckingham Palace or do you want me to tell Canberra?" 
He said, 

"Just an idea, a thought; I can imagine you would like to go to Buc
kingham 

Palace in preference to Canberra, but you tell me what you prefer to
 do, but 

if it helps at all, knowing that your mother's still alive, Lady Ken
drew and 

I will have all of your family in for dinner and we'll see if we can 
get Sir 

Paul Hasluck," (who was then the Governor General) "to come o
ver for 

Christmas a little bit early, say a day or two early, and do the inv
estiture 

at Government House, Perth;" Naturally I jumped at that bec
ause I 
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never dreamt that my mother would be able to be there 
long since died. So we naturally accepted their offer. 
Margaret [Court] was on the tennis circuit at the time, 
rearrange her programme so that she could be In Perth 
members of the family and, of course, being in 1972 
grandchildren as we've got now. Grandchildren weren't 
But all of the family were invited including my mother 
that after dinner she would want to leave because it w 
to stay on after that, bearing In mind she also had V
her hearing. But the Kendrews were two lovely people ar 
feature of my mother. 

because my father had 
It so happened that 
but she was able to 

and all of the other 
e didn't have as many 
to be invited anyhow. 
on the understanding 

'as a bit much for her 
iis embarrassment with 
d they made a special 

So we were able to have this very memorable occasion and she was present for 
the investiture in the drawing room of Government House by Sir Paul Hasluck. 

Unfortunately owing to a misunderstanding with the press we didn't get very 
good pictures of it, but she had the joy of being there and then for the 
dinner, and she really loved that. Then she had to go after that because that 

was as much as she could stand. So I said to Lady Kendrew, who was a very 
dear soul, I said, "Don't be surprised if in the next few days you get a 
piece of crochet or needlework because this will be Mum's way of saying thank 

you." And she must have gone straight home, not that night but the next day, 

and got busy, and I was amazed that she could still do it. She did this 
beautiful piece of needlework which she just sent in to Lady Kendrew. That 

would have been the last time she did it because she didn't last long after 
that. 

But It was quite a lovely way to finish It all off, the fact that she was 

there and all the boys were there. Well my boys were there, and she was able 
to feel the occasion as well as be present. But that was I think, the last 
time she ever did one of these things. Lady Kendrew's probably still got it 

in England now. 

RJ A couple of small points from what you've just been saying. You 
said that you were paid to deliver flowers for the man next door. Do you 

remember what you were paid? 

COURT Well, he grew mainly uninteresting flowers, I thought. He wasn't 

selling roses and that sort of thing but they were mainly daisies and things 
of that kind, rather simple things. I think he only used to get sixpence a 
bunch for them so I probably got a penny out of It. But, you know, that's not 

as silly as it sounds because a penny was an icecream or a penny chocolate, 
so you realise it had a value from my  point of view and I used to save up 

these things. 

Rd You were allowed to keep that for yourself? 

COURT Oh yes, we had money-boxes and were encouraged to save. I didn't 
get anything for delivering the fowls and the ducks; that was part of the 

family income. 

RJ Or the laundry? 

COURT Oh no, no, no. That was your duty and you never got anything. We 
got that in other ways. I mean the fact that our parents were struggling and 
doing what they did for us, we got little pleasures we wouldn't have 
otherwise got. We got little things we wouldn't have.... We probably got 
better clothes and little things that other people mightn't have got. 

RJ How did you deliver the laundry? When you had to go into town to 

the Grosvenor for instance, how did you manage? 
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COURT Well, I'd go by tram. You'd go from Leederville into Perth and 

theriout in another tram. Bear In mind that would be exactly tuppence: a 

penny into Perth, a penny up to East Perth. Sometimes I used to make a profit 

by keeping the penny and walking back to the connection. I think when I came 

from West Subiaco, I could go right through on the number seven Nedlands' 

tram from Aberdare Road, right up past Rokeby Road and right into Perth, and 

the trams used to go on out to Victoria Park via East Perth, so you could 

stay on the same tram. 

Rd But the laundry itself, what were you carrying It in? 

COURT Oh there was.... mainly you'd have a basket or a bag or it could 

Fe —a string bag or something. It was all wrapped in paper, of course, and 

different things. Often the people themselves had things that you used. I 

know Mrs Hardy always had a special type of string thing, cord thing, which 

was very easy to carry. Washing like that, you know when it's all been done 

and ironed and everything, It's surprising how compact it is, even a lot of 

it. It was never excessively heavy but it wasn't light on the other hand, if 

you've got shirts and pyjamas and all sorts of things. But they preferred to 

do that. Obviously Mrs Hardy preferred to do it that way than send it to the 

laundry, because they could have easily sent it to the Monarch Laundry which 

was the biggest laundry in those days, or somewhere else. But she apparently 

- I don't know whether it was out of consideration to give my mother some 

income or whether it was just she found it was done better. And don't forget 

washing then was done with a scrubbing board. She didn't even have a wringer. 

Rd Sir Charles, you've recalled something further about that process 

of home deliveries in your youth. 

COURT Yes, I was thinking about it after our last interview, and then I 

realTsed how the motor vehicle started the real end of the local deliveries. 

because even when we first went to live down in Nedlands, there were still 

horse deliveries, but less and less, of course, as motors became more and 

more the thing of the day. But long before that, as different people got 

motor vehicles, their range Increased. Now take Brown and Burns, they always 

had a big team of horses and carts and they used to deliver in a fairly wide 

range. But don't forget with a horse and a cart it's a very limited range 

because of the very speed of the horse as such, and the physical factor with 

a horse. So you could almost draw a circle as to how far they could deliver 

In a day even if they started early and finished late. 

When the motor vehicle came, of course, the range of a motor vehicle is so 

much greater. You don't get the fatigue factors as you do with a horse. You 

don't get the problem that you've, got to feed it at lunch time and get some 

water for it at lunch time when you're away from base. I remember the first 

example of this when we were living In Campsie Street, West Subiaco, a Mr 

Wearne who was a very good grocer in the old style living just north of 

Perth. He had a shop just north of Perth there for years and years. In fact 

some of his family 1are still around. I think they're in the real estate 

business these days. But Mr Wearne was a very good businessman, a very good 

grocer, and he actually went out canvassing for orders down as far as our 

place. So they would have come from north of Newcastle Street. I'm just 

trying to think of the street whre he was involved. It was well into North 

Perth but not into Mount Lawley, in that area generally there, not far from 

L .1 Wearne & Associates, estate agents, were listed in the 1989 telephone 

directory, p. 1117, as located at 242 Rokeb,y Road, Subiaco (RJ). 

Wearne Bros, grocers, are listed in the 1925 Post Office Directory, p  637, 

as 320 William Street, Perth (RJ). 
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where the old synagogue used to be, and his man would then come and deliver 

the goods once a week, twice a week, whatever it was, because he got a 

T-Model Ford (that's the old pedal thing that they had) and they were 

remarkable vehicles. They'd carry a lot of goods and they could come all the 

way down there without any problem. They'd leave fully loaded from their shop 

and do a whole round round there, and it was economically possible. 

Now you can imagine what that did to the local chap with his horse and cart, 

horse-drawn vehicle, whatever he was delivering. So that really started to 

sound the end of the little local delivery thing. That carried on for many, 

many years. There was an overlap of it but it was very much the beginning of 

the end. I always relate this to Mr Wearne's T-Model Ford. We liked Mr Wearne 

coming because he used to let us - or his driver used to let us ride in the 

front down to the next customer. That was as far as you could go because the 

children in that particular house would want their turn from then onwards, 

you see. So it all had its attraction and he was smart enough to let us do it 

because that meant our mother would be under some pressure to order more from 

Mr Wearne. But you see, that meant that man was overlapping at four suburbs 

whereas the normal horse-drawn vehicle would have been confined very much to 

a local suburb because of the limitations on the speed and the physical 

capacity of the horse. 

Rd Just thinking of that process of you as a small child going 

around with your mother as she worked, and you talked of two-storey houses 

compared with your own humble abode. Were you forming any impression about 

class, about people who lived in big houses? 

COURT I can never remember consciously having any envy about it. I've 

eeilucky all my life. When I was in practice as a chartered accountant I 

had clients who became very, very wealthy, and I can never remember once 

being envious. I was always rather proud of the fact that I'd been part of 

the process and had served them so well that they went on - their tax things, 

their financial arrangements, their family rearrangements, that sort of thing 

that I'd been privy to and very much a part of, I can never remember being 

envious or saying, why aren't I getting that sort of money? So as a boy it 

never occurred to me. I think I mentioned to you once before, when I was 

coming home from my mother's funeral with my brother, I said to him quite 

consciously, "I can remember us being poor but I can never remember being 

unhappy." That was a great credit to my  parents and the fact that we were 

always busy. 

At night time you got tired and you were ready to go to bed, because you'd 

always been busy, whether you were playing sport or whether you were doing 

chores that you had to do, or whether you were practising your music and so 

on. But that was the key to it. You were always entertaining yourself or 

somebody else, and you got tired in a natural way. But no, I can never 

remember being envious because people had motor cars, better motor cars, and 

had these fine houses and so on. I can never remember building up any sort of 

great visions that one day I'm going to have a place like that, or you know, 

woe betide them when I get into a position of power or something like that; I 

could never remember ever getting that sort of feeling, for which I'm glad 

because there's nothing worse than people that get envy about these things. 

Rd How long did your mother work? 

COURT Oh she would have worked right up until the time my father - she 

worked intermittently right up until the time my father got that permanent 

work with Foy and Gibson's. That was the first full time work he had. The 

first time she would have known that she was going to get 52 weeks of pay 

[each year] at a predetermined figure, and it became unnecessary. It 
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slackened off a bit but she would have been doing work intermitten
tly because 

people didn't like to let her go. When you get somebody as reliab
le as that 

and as good as that, she became - I can see now in retrospect - she became 

very much part of their life, part of their family, again th
rough the 

needlework and the crochet. Don't forget they'd buy the odd bit 
of crochet 

and the odd bit of embroidery that she did and so on, or they'd ge
t her to do 

something. They might have a grandchild coming and they wanted
 something 

knitted, so it wasn't only a question of doing the cleaning and t
he washing, 

she also would sell them little things. Bear in mind that one of t
hese lovely 

doilies she'd get about two and sixpence for it. When you think o
f the hours 

that went in to it, it was quite crazy, and she had to supply the
 materials. 

But everyone of them to her was a work of art, there was something
 of herself 

in it. She used to buy these crochet books but often she would inv
ent her own 

designs, but normally she used to use these designs that she got o
ut of these 

books you could buy very cheaply In those days. They used to mak
e the most 

extraordinary things like animals and ships and vehicles and so on
. You'd see 

them gradually come to life on these things. So she was doing th
ose things 

for a long, long time and In some ways this cemented her relatio
nship with 

these people because there wouldn't be one of them who didn't ha
ve some of 

her work, or hadn't bought some of her work to give away to their 
children or 

their friends. 

Rd You have the birth of your brother, Sydney, in 1916, by which 

time you would have been approaching four. What month was he born 
in? 

COURT May, the 13th of May. 

Rd May, right, so you weren't four by then because you didn't turn 

four until the September. Do you remember anything about that birt
h? 

COURT Very well. Strangely enough I do. You know people would find It 

hardto believe, but don't forget my father had been away at the w
ar for some 

weeks and when you went to the war in those days you went to the
 war, full 

stop. You came home when the war was ended unless you got badly 
wounded or 

something. But I can remember it very well indeed. I wasn't quite
 sure what 

it was all about, but I know that the family behind us had come 
out on the 

same boat as us from England (that's the SS Cassel) and it had be
en arranged 

that the younger of the two daughters there would come over a
nd do some 

chores, you know, such as getting my breakfast and the odd meal 
and so on, 

bearing in mind I wasn't going to school then. 

I remember the first morning as well as well. All the excitement and the 

panic and sort of knowing that I'd got a brother. She had to
 admit she 

couldn't boil an egg. Well, my mother gave instructions from her
 bed about 

what was to be done and so on. That didn't last very long so
 we had to 

organise a system of meals otherwise she wouldn't have been fed a
nd neither 

would I. So I remember it very well indeed. 

I also remember my brother, Syd, was not a very strong baby, not 
a very well 

baby, and in fact when he got big enough to be in a pram, he was 
anaemic. In 

those days they didn't have the method of dealing with anaemic p
eople that 

they do now, and don't laugh at this but they used to put a piece 
of raw meat 

on a cord in the pram and the baby would play with this. That 
was a very 

primitive method and, of course, one of the problems was the flies
. So my job 

was to keep the flies off [chuckles]. But you know people won't 
believe me 

when I tell them this but I remember that piece of raw meat ther
e and that 

was.... I don't know that it ever did him any good, but he seemed
 to like it 

and he'd chew the darned stuff until it got white. Whether it d
id him any 
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good or whether he just liked it or not I don't know. But
 that was supposed 

to be for this anaemia that he had and when you see him to
day you would find 

It hard to believe that he was ever an anaemic baby! 

But he didn't get off to a very good start because apparent
ly my mother had a 

lot of trouble with his birth which was one of the reasons
 why she was never 

able to have any more children, much to her great sorrow 
because she's the 

sort of person who would like to have had a mass of childre
n around her. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 9. 
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SIDE B TAPE 9. 

RJ Would a midwife have attended your mother, do you know? 

COURT Yes, and that was the normal thing, have your babies at home. I 

know my mother was always very angry about that particular person because she 

had been well recommended, but my brother was always very.... It was one 

thing she used to really get angry about, was that experience she had, and 

she blamed that for the fact that she couldn't have any more children. But 

that was the normal thing. The doctor would come. The doctor I know came in a 

horse-drawn vehicle (a rather smart four-wheeled vehicle, but a single horse 

not a horse and pair) and that would have been Dr Merryweather. His 

daughter's still alive. She would be the same age as me. [Her name was Betty 

and she married Geoff Cohen of Swan Brewery fame.] 

He figured a lot in our family history about that time because he was the one 

who was responsible for me keeping the top on that finger. I was playing in 

the Laughton's place. Their second boy was named Enderby, and he and I were 

fooling around and he said, "Oh put your finger on the lawnmower for a ride," 

you know that sort of thing. With that it then got caught in the mower; one 

of the old hand-mowers. My mother always had great presence of mind in a 

crisis; an accident. She was always the one who told everyone to keep back. 

She always seemed to have a great presence of mind, although when it was over 

she could collapse a bit and be a bit washed out for a while, but at the time 

when it mattered she always seemed to be the one that took charge. Anyhow on 

this occasion she did, and I cannot remember the detail of it but according 

to Enderby Laughtori - who incidentally wrote to me a few months ago (he's in 

Sydney) just saying that he read something about me and he, "Just thought I 

would let you know, have you still got the top of your finger?" She jammed it 

on, bandaged it very tight, which she was good at (she was good at First Aid 

things) and rushed me off to Dr Merryweather, and that meant going partly by 

tram, partly by walking. She told him what she'd done and he said, "Well, if 

I take It off he's going to lose the top of his finger, but you never know 

what might happen, the way you've done it, so we'll leave it there." 

So that funny old nail there has been there ever since and it grew in there 

and with all the years I played the trumpet and had to use that finger (it 

was very important in playing the trumpet) it never caused me any trouble at 

all. A couple of times I've said to the doctor, "Do you think you can now get 

rid of that?" And every time the doctor said, "Leave it. It's gone all these 

years without any complications at all, so leave it." So that's the mark 

around there where this was cut and the top was actually off, and she jammed 

it on again. Of course, with a little child things can happen much more than 

they could with an adult. But it's the sort of presence of mind she'd have. 

That's why that finger is disfigured and it always has been, but It used to 

worry me more than it worried anybody else. No-one noticed It ever really, 

but interesting, every time I've said to a doctor, "Do you think you can get 

it fixed up?" I thought it would be a very simple operation just to take the 

nail out and straighten it up, but they've always said, "No leave it. It's 

settled down there, because you never know what complication you might create 

because of that particular fold of the flesh there," you see. But that was 

just a little incident in passing. 

RJ For someone who can't see your finger, that's a good half to 

three-quarters of an inch of the top in your adulthood [sized finger] that is 

scarred, and it's quite remarkable really that you didn't get infection or 

something from that and it did in fact grow over. 
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COURT Well she did it immediately. 

RJ Must have, yes. 

COURT And it was interesting. The doctor normally would have wanted to 

have a look at it but old Dr Merryweather, he was a practical chap,
 one of 

the old style. In fact he figured twice in my early life. [When] 
I was a 

baby, a little boy, I fell over into a big washtub which, in the v
ery hot 

weather, used to pass as a swimming pool. Apparently by the time peop
le found 

me I'd gone, become unconscious and was in the process of drowning.
 It was 

dear old Dr Merryweather who was brought up to go to work on me. I do
n't know 

how they managed to get him so quickly because in those days he still 

wouldn't have had a motor vehicle. I can't be sure of that but 
I can't 

imagine he would have had a motor vehicle. It must have just happened
 that he 

was in the district and they were able to get him because everyone k
new what 

happened in those days. If Dr Merryweather was down the street or s
omebody 

else was down the street, everyone would know he was there. Everyon
e bogged 

in those days, you know. Today people are scared stiff to get invo
lved In 

anything of that kind for fear they get Implicated. But everyone seemed to 

get involved so that was.... We were living in a different place the
n but It 

was quite close. Most of those houses we had were all in that 
general 

perimeter of houses, most of them owned by Mr Cavanagh anyhow. 

Rd Do you remember any other childhood accidents, or medical 

problems? 

COURT Not really, no. I can't remember. We had a fairly normal sort of 

a iffe and there didn't seem to be the same occasion for accidents. 
First of 

all there weren't many motor cars around, and horses and carts, you s
eemed to 

be able to cope with them better than you did with motor vehicles. Ho
rses and 

carts did create a lot of accidents but not that many by comparison. Also 

they were slower and furthermore people grew up with them and had more sense 

than to get involved with them. But it was not until the motor cars came 

along that people started having more accidents, both vehicle to vehicle as 

well as people being run over. 

Rd What about childhood illnesses? Did you get things like whooping 

cough and measles? 

COURT Oooh, I'm pretty sure I had the lot. You were a bit of a freak If 

u didn't. In fact parents in those days used to tick them off on the 

assumption that once you'd had it you couldn't have it again. So you'd more 

or less say, "Well yes, he's had that and he's had that." Whooping cough, 

chicken pox, measles, I couldn't tell you when but somewhere along 
the line 

we've had the lot, same as our own family. 

Rd Besides that would you rate your childhood a healthy one? 

COURT Yes, I rarely.... I can't remember missing any days at school. I 

might have had the odd one with a tummy upset or something, but 
I can't 

remember anything that mattered, whereas some children seemed to b
e absent 

all the time. When they'd call the roll every morning they'd be "sic
k, sick, 

sick," whether it was real or whether it wasn't. Also, of course, my
 parents 

were of such a nature that you'd have to be mighty sick before they
 let you 

stay home, whereas some parents you only had to say you didn't fee
l well, 

which meant you didn't want to go to school. Even the kids used to s
ling off 

at some children that were always sick and used to say, "Aaah, he's n
ot sick, 

he's just sick of school!" The children, the girls and boys, had
 It all 

summed up really; they knew them all, summed up. They assess ch
aracter 

probably quicker and better than anyone could today because it was
 a very 
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personal, earthy sort of making their own assessment. That person you kn
ew 

swung the lead. They didn't pull their weight when there was some papers 
to 

be picked up in the school ground and all that sort of thing, and they ma
de 

their assessment of it. You can remember now those that always did the
ir 

share. 

Strange enough that translated Into their adult life. Without exception in 
my 

memory It transposed into their adult life. If they were trustworthy 
at 

school, good mates at school, and did their share of what had to be done 
at 

school, you can bet your bottom dollar when they went into manhood, 
or 

womanhood, as the case may be, they took that with them. We probably don
't 

give enough thought to that these days. In fact today's life doesn't give 
you 

a chance to do that, to assess the children as you used to. Even the childr
en 

that played at home. When we started to have our family, the children used 
to 

come and play there, you could pick them then, those that were going to 
be 

the better performers, the better citizens than the others, because of the
ir 

simple approach to different simple things. 

RJ What was your mother's remedy for the.... say the tummy-upset you 

might have? For instance were you given castor oil? 

COURT 000h, castor oil was number one, but they had another mixture: 

brimstone and treacle. The only trouble with that was I rather liked it a
nd 

you know, with a Calvinist approach, if you liked it, it must be sinf
ul, 

[chuckles] It couldn't be doing you a lot of good. If I had said I hated 
it, 

well then probably I'd have got more of it. But I don't know whether it w
as 

the treacle or the sulphur but the way it got mixed up I found it wasn't a
ll 

that unpleasant, but most people found it terrible to take. 

RJ What would that have been for? 

COURT Oh, I think anything that castor oil couldn't fix [laughs] that 

was produced. I'm just trying to think of something else we used to ge
t. 

Kerosene was a great cleaning agent for washing your hair, because flits a
nd 

gnats were very prevalent In those days. I remember at school (they didn
't 

mess about in those days; of course, they couldn't get away with it toda
y) 

but at least once a year a doctor and a nurse would turn up at the school and 
you'd be examined. They were mainly.... They'd examine your eyes and your 
throat and have a look at the whole of your body and see if there's anythi

ng 

that wanted to be reported on, or should be examined by your family doct
or. 

But they were very strict on people who were generally referred to 
as 

"lousy", and it was diabolical what they used to do. They didn't mess abo
ut. 

If you were the general term of "lousy", they'd shave your head and they th
en 

used to wash it with kerosene and I'm not quite sure which was worse, t
he 

kerosene or the shaving of the head. 

But for some of these children it was the only way to cope with them, beca
use 

of the conditions under which they lived. You could tell the children in 
the 

class; It was a bit embarrassing to them. But they took it in their stri
de 

and it was an incentive not to be one of them next time, and they'd wa
sh 

their hair. I know they used to use kerosene quite often at home to wash 
it 

as a sure fire way of keeping these things out of your - the nastles out 
of 

your hair. Of course, this would be girls and all, you know. But it w
as 

provided for and it was taken for granted that If the doctor found a chi
ld 

was infected or something else, they'd deal with it on the spot. It was a b
it 

rough but still, it was effective. 

I can't remember any serious cases of illness. I can't remember being cart
ed 

off to hospital or anything. 
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Oh by the way I said there were three things. There was castor oil, there 
was 

this brimstone and treacle, and there was Epsom salts. All cheap, all nas
ty, 

except I was the freak that didn't object to the brimstone. But they were 
the 

three sort of standard remedies, and I think the brimstone and treacle ha
d a 

special significance when you had boils. An extraordinary number of peo
ple 

had boils in those days. It was probably due to the diet or the lack
 of 

medicine or some other reason, I'm not sure which. But an extraordin
ary 

number of people used to have boils and they used to have diabolical meth
ods 

of treating them. If you went to the doctor they'd lance them, but they u
sed 

to have a home treatment method with a bottle and they'd put the bottle on
 it 

and then heat it in some way, and then that would draw it and burst it. Go
sh, 

they were painful methods] Everyone had their own particular cure but 
you 

don't hear so much of It today 

Rd Have you had that done? 

COURT Not with a bottle. 

Rd No. 

COURT My mother used to have her own method of pricking it with a hot 

needle, but then the clever thing to do was when you pricked it was to m
ake 

sure you didn't let the pus that came out of the boil spread, because 
the 

doctor had explained to us that through the hair you got the infection. So
 if 

you cleaned it all well around and then pricked it and made sure you abso
rbed 

all the pus that came out, then you wouldn't extend the infection. But 
she 

always did it with a hot needle, which was painful enough but probably l
ess 

painful than the other methods. 

Rd Do you remember how you felt at the birth of your brother? 

COURT Not really. It was just a bit of excitement around the place. 

Rd But as you got older was he someone that you were pleased to have 

or did you resent him as a young child? 

COURT Oh I can't remember resenting him, I was too busy minding him 

L15ughter]. You know you bear in mind that I was only a baby too for 
all 

practical purposes. But no, I can't remember resenting him. We didn't h
ave 

too many friends around, you know, so it was probably company and I sort
 of 

felt important that I was given the job of looking after him so much. 

RJ To what extent did you look after him? Would you have taken him 

for walks in his pram and that sort of thing? 

COURT I can't recall that. I remember he did have a pram because of 

this meat episode. But it did present some problems for my mother beca
use 

with the two of us she couldn't take both of us out to where she worked, 
and 

so the income suffered. Of course, at that time my father was away at the war 
so she was getting his Army pay, except for that period that I told you a

bout 

once before, when I had to go in to the Trades Hall about it. 

Rd What did Sydney do with his life? 

COURT Oh he, when he left school, was very keen on catering. It's a 

pity in some ways he didn't stay with it. But he went and worked at Foy
 and 

Gibson's as a young boy there. 
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RJ What with a Junior Certificate? 

COURT Yes. He worked at Foy and Gibson's under a man named Wickham. Mr 
¶ickham was a very good operator in charge of the food and catering section. 
Foy and Gibson's in those days had a very big catering section4 They'd cater 
for weddings, parties, functions, away from Foys, out in halls and so on. 
They did it extremely well. They were very reliable and modest in their 
prices, and Syd took to that like a duck to water. I believe, had he gone 
into business in that field, [he] would have done extremely well; In fact 
that's where he met his first wife; She was also involved in the catering 
section there. They did a tremendous amount of functions away from Foy and 
Gibson's. Foy and Gibson's, for years and years and years, had a kitchen 
down at the back of where the Parnielia Hotel now is. They were quite 
elaborate and they were very famous for their cakes and pastries, and pies 
and pasties and things that they used to sell in their St Georges Terrace 
store, because that was the rival store to Boans; It was a very good store, 
very well run. It's a pity we don't have them there now. 

He became very skilled and very highly sought after because he was a musician 
also, and so, in these functions he was able to assist on the entertainment 
side in engaging orchestras and all that sort of thing because he knew them 
all. In fact at other times he would be playing in these orchestras because 
he was in the RSL band with me and other bands too; 

But when the war broke out, of course, it presented a problem because that 
sort of thing had to be curtailed because of manpower, and he then went into 
a metal trade as part of the wartime recruitment; The nation was in a bit of 
a fix as to whether they were letting too many men and women go into the war 
time activity - that's the Army, the Navy, the Air Force - and too few being 
kept in to the metal trades in particular, to produce the munitions and to 
service the Services. So he got manpowered into a metal trade and he finished 
the war and a bit after that in the metal trades; I can't recall now whether 
he ever went back into the catering. I don't think he did which was a pity 
because that was what he was obviously cut out for. He carried on with the 
music and became a very well-recognised dance trumpeter as well as band 
player, and he was also a good musician. He was a good reader, a good 
all-round musician. He could do theatre work without any problem at all. He 
used to like it rather. 

He then joined the Army in the what was then the Western Command Band, and 
stayed with them for quite a few years until he retired from there; Then 
subsequent to that he worked for the Housing Commission until he got to 
retiring age. He became a Justice of the Peace at one stage and he still Is; 
Everything Syd does he does with great enthusiasm, and so he's probably one 
of the most used JPs up where he lives in Warwick Road. The police know him 
well because he's readily available 24 hours a day, and he really takes his 
job seriously, more so than any other person I've ever known. Of course, he's 
now retired long since. He doesn't enjoy very good health now. That's clipped 
his wings a bit. But right up until now he used to play his trumpet for dance 
bands or socials and so On; He was quite famous as a bugler; We both played 
the bugle in the course of our work with the RSL band and, of course, Syd 
when he went into the Army, he naturally had to double with his cornet and 
the bugle; 

He's probably sounded The Last Post at more funerals down at Karrakatta than 
any other person because right up until now - I don't think he can do it any 
more - but right up until now he's been In high demand. Also he used to, for 
many, many years, play the bugle on the Town Hall corner in Perth on 
Armistice Day. You know they have buglers on every corner; I don't know if 
they still do, but they always did. I started while I was at Perth Boys' 
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School. Tommy Chandler used to let me out of school to go up to the Town Hall 
and sound The Last Post there on Armistice Day at eleven o'clock when the 
Town Hall struck,, That was always the number one place and I used to go up 
and do that from Perth Boys' School, that's how long ago, and when I dropped 
out of doing that, Syd took over and carried on right until probably last 
year. 

RU You spoke of his first wife, did he marry again? 

COURT He married again; It was rather sad; We were very fond of his 
first wife; She was a nice girl, Margaret, but something went wrong there. 
Sometimes you don't even know within a family, but she was a very nice girl. 
They had two children and we were saddened by it, but these things happen. 

RU Who did he marry the second time? 

COURT Then he married Pat, his present wife, who's been a very good 
wife to him. They've got two children too. She's a bit younger than him but 
she's been a very, very good wife to him. 

RU The names of the four children? 

COURT Well, you've got me there. I should know them. Cheryl and 
Rosalind are the two children of his present marriage, and then I'll think of 
the other two because I had a fair bit to do with them; Raymond was the boy 
and the girl [Lynette]. I should remember her married name [Mrs Amen,] but 
she was a very dear girl and she was a great Charles Court supporter in the 
Liberal Party. I'll just remember her name soon; We naturally were sorry that 
we weren't able to keep as closely in touch with the two children, the first 
two children. I know the boy's done very well. 

RU How close a relationship did you have with your brother growing 
up? 

COURT Oh we were always very close'. You realise that when we were down 
at  vest Subiaco, 4 Campsie Street there, It wasn't a very big house and we 
had the one room, and that'was bedroom and study room and all; We had two 
beds. It wasn't a very big room and -one bed fitted neatly. down one side and 
another bed down the other, and then room for a table. Fortunately for me Syd 
wouldn't study. He really couldn't be made to study; He learnt well at school 
but he did as little homework as he could, and then he got the job to deliver 
the newspapers on the south.slde of Onslow Road in West Subiaco. You already 
know about the antics of delivering the paper and having to wake him up and 
all that sort of thing and the practice; But you can imagine when you're that 
close to somebody and you're playing in the same band and you're going to the 
same engagements and so on that you're naturally close to one another all the 
time. You. wouldn't say that we're inseparable or that type of relationship, 
but it's always been a strong friendly relationship. You always know that If 
you need your brother he's there, and he's always known that if he wanted me 
I'm there. It's always been a pleasant relationship. i find it hard to 
understand some of the bitterness that creeps into some families over stupid 
things, but somehow or other we've never had that sort of thing; 

END OF TAPE .9 SIDE B 

'I'm indication of the relationship is contained in the copy card 
attached, p. 2305, with Rose Court's endorsement on the back 
that Sir Charles, then aged 6, bought it for Sydney (RJ) 
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TAPE 10 SIDE A 

RJ You told us how your father served during the First World War and 

you didn't, of course, see him until the end of that war. What do you remember 

about your father's return? 

COURT Oh, I remember a great expectation, going down to Fremantle when 

you knew what ship, because when the war was over there wasn't the security and 

secrecy. But I remember that as well as well, because I know the Laughtons went 

down with us, and it was a great homecoming, because when soldiers came back in 

those days - bear In mind they'd been away three/four years (two years was a 

short time) - it was a great homecoming. It wasn't like the Second World War 

when you could often be home twice in a year and if you were away for more than 

a year, it was considered a long time. Sometimes you'd be away fifteen months 

and that was a very long time. But transport was so much easier, quicker, but 

when you're overseas like they were, there was that complete break so I 

remember it extremely well. 

I'm just trying to recall now how it happened because they just couldn't let 

the soldiers just walk off the ship. They naturally had to be taken to various 

depots and so on, but at least somehow or other you got close enough to see 

them as they came off the ship. I can't remember whether we were allowed to 

physically contact them because.... This is one thing where my memory's a 

little bit faulty. I'm pretty good on most things. I seem to recall at that 

time there was a plaque swept Perth and it was alleged to have been brought 

back by the soldiers. Don't forget they'd been in the Middle East, they'd been 

in France, all sorts of places. They'd been in these trenches there living 

under terrible conditions and even with the lapse of time, getting them back to 

England, getting them shipped back to Australia, It was still possible that 

much of that would have been brought back with them, even in their clothes. But 

I think they were very conscious of examining them all and giving them certain 

treatment. I don't know about injections, but certain treatment, because I know 

my father didn't have any recurrence of these things after he was discharged. 

When he came home, he was naturally full of stories we wanted to know. I used 

to sit on his knee and ask him and he didn't want to talk about it much, but to 

us to talk about France, to talk about Belgium and talk about England, it was 

fascinating; to me particularly. 

He brought back from the war, I remember the first thing that he gave me was a 

lot of Army badges that he'd collected, and I've still got them. Some of them 

were quite unique and some of them were very ordinary, but soldiers had a habit 
of changing their badges. The British regiments, and some of the European 

regiments, were very traditional, and the fusiliers would have their own 

special badge with a special symbol on it, others, an animal or something, and 

the guards would have this and another unit would have that. But the 

Australians, of course, weren't quite like that. A rising sun was the great 

emblem in the First World War, and still is for that matter. It was the only 

emblem and they'd have a badge with "Australia" [on It] which we carried on in 

the Second World War. So they didn't have so much to exchange, but to other 

people, you can imagine getting a rising sun off their hat was quite important 

and quite a unique collection from the Australians. He had some from South 

Africans, Canadians. So he gave me those and I've still got them at home, and 

'According to Crowley, there was an outbreak of pneumonic influenza in Western 

Australia which killed 500 people and "swept the world immediately after the 

War". (Crowley, op. cit. p  198) 
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those were great things you could take to school and skite about. He brought 

back a few pictures but not very many and then, of course, his uniform and so 

on. 

When they were discharged, I remember they got a suit length. They could select 
a suit length to have a civilian suit made. They were also, I think, given a 

voucher which was the cost of getting that made up. I remember my father 

selected a navy-blue suit and so he had quite a smart suit which they got as 

part of their discharge. 

In addition to the suit they were also given a second class [rail] fare to take 
their family to any country place of their choosing. Now that mightn't mean 

much, but I suppose if you'd had a commission you got a first class fare, but 
without a commission It was a second class fare. Now my father and mother 

decided to go to Albany. That was my initiation to Albany which I remember ever 

so well and I've always had a close attachment to Albany since. But we went 
down to some friends down there who also came from the same part of England as 
my mother and father. There was the Penter family, and the Johnsons. We 

remained friendly with them right through until now. In fact Mrs Johnson is the 
grandmother of Ron Douglas who was the manager of Shell here, and became the 

Agent-General for WA in London and is now back here, of course, living in the 

west. Katie Johnson married his father, if I remember rightly. I've probably 

got it all mixed up. But his father was a sea captain, and sea captains were 

mighty important in those days. 

We went down there on this trip and it was a memorable one because first of all 

we had all that time with my father and my mother and my brother. We had it all 

together. That was part of the deal after the war, so they could.... all the 
families could get together again. Some would have gone to the Goldfields, some 

would have gone to Geraldton, some could have gone anywhere [with a railway.] 

They were all smart enough to select a place at the extreme of the railway 

because they probably wouldn't have the money to afford to go there for a long 
time themselves. They usually selected extremes unless they lived at some town 

by tradition. And that was a very pleasant visit down there. I think it lasted 
for a fortnight and we came back. That really represented the start of the 

post-war life when we came back. 

I mentioned earlier about the suit. You know what you pay for a suit today is 
quite unbelievable. If you're like me, you can't wear them off the hook. The 

only one I've bought off the hook In post-war period has been a disaster and it 
cost me a packet. But fortunately most of my suits were made by Keith Stronach, 

who only died the other day. I was always very comfortable with the suits he 
made because he was a superb tailor, except It took so darn long to get one 

made. You used to have three fittings with him and you couldn't afford that 

time while you were Premier and so on, but still he wouldn't sacrifice his 

quality and his standard. 

But In those days there used to be firms in Perth, Adelaide Tailoring Company 

in Barrack Street and a firm called Kino the Tailor, K I N 0, and they used to 

vie with one another to make the cheapest suits. You could have any colour you 
liked as long as it was a navy-blue serge. If you wanted something else you 
paid more, but most of them were navy-blue serge, quite a heavy serge and quite 

a good quality. Don't laugh at this, but they used to advertise a navy-blue 
suit, complete with vest and an extra pair of trousers. You wouldn't know but 

with men the trousers wear out before the coat, and this was quite a gimmick, a 
sales gimmick, that for five pounds you bought a navy-blue suit, complete with 

vest and an extra pair of trousers. Now they were also up to a point, 

tailor-made. You got measured for it and you went in and had fittings, but they 

were pretty perfunctory, you can Imagine for that amount of money. But many, 
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many people, a big proportion of the community, wore that sort of suit made at 
places like Adelaide Tailoring and at Kino the Tailor, and other people, and 
were made for five pounds including the vest and an extra pair of trousers. 

Now tailors were quite big as employers of labour in those days. Every suburb 
would have its tailor who would employ never less than ten. In The History of 
Katanning, their hundred years history, it was very Interesting that the late 
Mr bird, who was the father of Sir Cyril Bird, he never employed less than 
twelve men in his tailor's workshop in Katanning, because everything was 
tailor-made. This factory-made stuff hadn't yet come. So you could imagine that 
suit that my father got would have been quite well-made. It would probably have 
had an extra pair of trousers, although I don't know whether the [gift] suit 
length covered that, but it would have been made by one of those firms, because 
they were all 'touting for the soldiers' business. 

RJ What state of health and mind was your father in on his return? 

COURT Well to me he seemed to be quite normal. He expected that there 
would be quite a lot of work for him when he got back, because he was a 
plumber, but there wasn't. It wasn't very many weeks after he returned that I 
had to go and see him off in the train when he was going up to Southern Cross 
and Bullfinch to do some work on farms and stations up there, repairing 
windmills and the like, tanks and that sort of thing. He was very bitter about 
that. Bitter's not the right word: he was very disappointed and cross about 
that because these Diggers coming back from the war expected something better 
than this. You know they'd been led to believe that this was their great 
contribution to peace and that Australia was going to be a much better place to 
live in and so on, but they didn't come back to that. 

In fact there's a true story told of a Fremantle businessman who - I know the 
story to be true because I was involved with some of the people later on - but 
when the soldiers were enlisting and going away in shipload after shipload, 
there were always big receptions being held, big luncheons and so on, and great 
speeches and they were made to feel that they were the salvation of the world 
and all this sort of thing. This chap promised, he said, "And when you come 
back there will be a function like this for you." And he was the exception. He 
was quite remarkable that this Fremantle businessman insisted that when the 
soldiers came back that he staged a function, and he was the only one, because 
the cheering was when you were going away but when you came back no-one wanted 
to know you. You know it was all over and so on. 

There's another thing about my father's return, now that you've asked me and 
that was his gratuity or deferred pay. We had two lots of money in our paybook 
after the Second World War, the money that had accumulated that he hadn't 
drawn, and then there was the deferred pay that he got that was calculated on 
the time of service and the nature of your service. It was always more 
attractive, for Instance, if your service was in a war zone overseas out of 
Australia. I think Northern Territory qualified as being in that war zone [in 
World War II,] but if you were in one of those zones the rate of deferred 
benefits was better, plus the fact that you were tax free. So it was a sort of 
- not exactly an inducement, but it was a recognition of the fact that you had 
been in the war zone. 

When my father came back they had this deferred pay and that was intended to be 
the sort of money you could use as a deposit on a house or if you wanted to set 
yourself up in a little business. It wasn't all that big by today's standards, 
but it was very important in the standards of the day, because it had been 
accumulated every day that you were away. It was that money that enabled my 
father to pay the deposit on the war service home that was built at Canipsie 
Street. As I explained to you once before that because of their Calvinistic 
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type of approach they didn't believe in credit and his friends had to convince 

him that he should take that house because the deferred pay and the cheap money 

that was available for it, was a return for his service and not just a charity 

or taking advantage of easy credit or something of that kind. But that was a 

big move for my mother and father, that house. But it was from this deferred 

pay that they were able to get this sort of deposit. 

Also I seem to recall, and I feel I'm pretty sure I'm right with this, that you 

got a lump sum which had to be directed at replacing your tools of trade, so 

that a plumber, a carpenter, an electrician or somebody of that kind who had a 

traditional set of tools to work, he could then go and get a new set of tools 

from this lump sum that was set aside for that purpose and no other purpose. 

They were very tough in those days so you couldn't cheat and take the money and 

squander it on beer and high living or something. It was very strict that they 

controlled the money, like the suit. You know ,you couldn't go and cheat and 

then go on the street and say, "Pm a Digger that hasn't got any clothes to 

wear," and that sort of thing, because everyone knew that you'd been given a 

suit, and everyone knew that you'd been given a basic grant set of tools and a 

few other things. But they were very basic. 

Like when the Depression came and they had the dole. They didn't give you cash, 

you got a piece of paper but you had to work for it, and that was roughly a 

half of the basic wage for which you did half a week's work, or you might have 

done a week's work every two weeks. I'm not sure, but it was the equivalent. 

And you didn't get that in cash so you could go down to the local pub, you got 

that for food, for clothing, and for shelter, and it had to be used as such and 

it was policed. That, to my mind, was a good, good thing. 

RJ For someone who's never seen your father, describe him physically 

for me. 

COURT Well, he was a fairly short man, a stocky sort of a man - not fat 

but stocky - and a very strong man. He developed this heart problem quite 

unexpectedly because he always seemed to be so strong. But he was not a.... you 

wouldn't call him a handsome man, but he was not altogether without being an 

attractive male sort of a person. I always used to feel very good with my 

father when I was with him at all. He was always very supportive without being 

patronising in any way. He could be very strict. It was quite an eerie 

experience when I was eighteen and I was then deputy conductor of the RSL band, 

and I'd have to conduct with my father In It. You know it was quite an eerie 

experience. What do you do when your father makes a mistake? [laughs] But we 

seemed to cope with that one all right. 

He had his own particular ways of dealing out justice. I never, never forget 

and I often laugh about it now and thank myself that it happened. I think I've 

told you about my mother who was always very worried about my brother and I 

getting swollen heads about any success we might have had that might have gone 

to our head. My father was the same, but when I was twelve they had a 

competition for boys - a brass instrument competition for boys. It was quite 

unique because normally they didn't have junior events in the (brass] music 

world in those days, and this competition was held in conjunction with some 

other band things down at White City. You're too young to remember White City, 

but down at the foot of William Street where there Is now that carpark and 

where they're now building the bus station there, there was a very big piece of 

land that was fenced off with a very high fence so that people couldn't look 

In. It was run as a fun-thing for charity, and was known as White City. 

The RSL used to run a thing there for a month called "Diggers' Fair". The Ugly 

Men's Association used to run a function there. They had an organisation, 

believe It or not, called the Ugly Men's Association, and they were great 
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charity workers, raising money for good causes. They used to have everything 

down there: a little bit of gambling - I suppose, more than the officials ever 

really condoned - but they raised money with raffles and wheels, hoopla; you 

name it, anything at all. Some of the operators down there on the stalls were 

professionals that paid a percentage to the cause, but it didn't go the whole 

of the year, but most of the year. We used to have a fair bit to do with it 

because the RSL band used to parade through the streets some nights advertising 

the Diggers' Fair or whatever it was, and they'd have banners and things up. So 

you might think [laughs] the RSL band was in everything and it just about was 

in everythingl I'll tell you something about the RSL too, the band again, in a 

minute. 

But they had this competition and I was playing pretty well at the time. I'd 

just been inducted into the RSL band at twelve; I played a piece down there 

called Variations on Bluebells of Scotland, a very simple little thing with 

just a simple tune of Bluebells of Scotáiid and then these three variations, 

and I was pretty good at it and got up and [rattled] this off with my local 

Sunday School teacher playing the accompaniment: Miss Knight, Olive Knight. 

Anyhow, the boy that came after me (P11 never forget) he was going to play 

Berceuse de Jocelyn which was not all that easy to play on a cornet. In fact, 

people don't realise it's often the fast things that are easier to play. 

They're very showy and they get the applause, triple tongueing and all that 

sort of thing, not that there was any in [my  piece], but all those things are 

very showy, and people applaud them. Often the hard ones to play are the long 

sustained ones which find out whether you've got a good tone, good control, 

that sort of thing. But this young boy - he'd be a couple of years older than 

me - he started to play Berceuse de Jocelyn, and he let out one blast, and then 

nerves overtook him, and he completely broke down and that was the end of it, 

and I laughed. My old man gave me a father of a hiding right on the spot in 

front of all the people! And he said, "Remember, one day that will be you." 

[thumps table] And I never forgot it. 

Long after that, throughout the whole of my life, I always used to be very, 

very tough on anyone if I found that they were laughing at somebody else's 

misfortune. In Parliament it became well-known amongst my people on my side, 

that when you get somebody on the other side that would get into difficulties - 

as they do and sometimes make a complete fool of themselves [they were not to 

add to the embarrassment.] There was always a tendency for everyone to break 

out in laughter and embarrass the chap. There never was from my side because I 

was very tough about it. I always used to tell them in the Party room about 

this time that my  old man taught rue a lesson. He said, "Remember one day it 

will be you[" and I've never forgotten it. It was a very good lesson. I 

probably resented it at the time, but I seemed to get over those things pretty 

quickly. And also the logic of it, of course I remember very well, because I 

realised that one day it COULD be me, and I remember the old Oscar Wilde saying 

too, later on - another version of that - "There but for the grace of God go 
I.11  

But I remember quite a few of those things with my father. I think you're 

trying to get a physical description of him but;... 

Ri But also personality, yes. 

COURT Yes. He never preached to me. My mother would be more inclined to 

preach but Dad never used to preach very much. Two things that I remember very, 

very well because a lot of these people without much education, often have 

quite a bit of wisdom, natural wisdom. I think I told you about him conducting 

meetings. He was an excellent chairman. 

Followed up later, see pp.  293-94 this transcript. 
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Rd Yes, you did. 

COURT He couldn't even read the minutes but he had his own method which I 
never forgot. When he thought I was getting a bit serious with Rita he said, 
"You know, before you marry the girl," he said, "you want to go and have a look 
at her mother," he said, "because that's what you've got to sleep with when 
you're 50." [Laughs] It was a fairly blunt bit of advice and I did have a look 
at Rit&s mother and I said to myself, well if Rita wears as well as her when 
she's 50 that'll suit me. The other thing he said I daresn't say when my wife's 
around because he said, "And don't marry anyone with more brains than 
yourself." He said, "It's too damn hard to live withi" [Laughs] I don't know 
that I followed that one because Rita in her very simplistic, earthy style, 
she's got all the good sense, but the first one I did take notice of and I've 
often quoted it and it's not a bad bit of advice [laughs] because it's pretty 
realistic. 

Anyhow anything else I said about my father would be very much the same. You 
know he was always very prepared to stand up and be counted on a matter of 
principle. He never sought to hide any beliefs he had, or views he had. In fact 
whilst I've never been able to find out really why he came to Australia - I 
could never really find out from my mother or my father - I never accepted the 
explanation they gave me completely. I was never able to talk to his brothers 
or his sisters, because that seemed to be a complete break there. 

But one story did come out and I think it might have something to do with it. 
He apparently had only just got the right to vote and in England, of course, 
class-consciousness was very, very sharp and each district had its "Lord of the 
Manor" or the equivalent thereof. The story goes, and was told (I think much to 
my father's annoyance and embarrassment) by a man who was travelling through 
here who dad knew. We looked after him for the day when he was going through on 
his ship. He gave the impression that my father might have been a bit of a 
radical around the town, not in a naughty way, but being outspoken and standing 
up for his principles and so on. But the Lord of the Manor - not the "Lord of 
the Manor", really - one of the bigshots of the town complete with top hat and 
everything, put his ballot paper Into the ballot box and with a great flourish 
for all to hear said, "That's one for his lordship," and my father is alleged 
to have gone up and put the next one in and said, "That's one AGAINST him." 
They reckoned he didn't have a job on Monday. That's..., you know the old Dad 
never raised it at all and he was embarrassed when this story was told to me 
and my brother, told in jest at the time, but my father.... You know I wonder 
why he hadn't really told us about it if it was at the root of his disaffection 
with the place and why it hastened his migration to Australia. I still feel it 
was more to do with something in the family than an incident like that. 

END OF TAPE 10 SIDE A. 



TAPE 10 SIDE B COURT 122 

TAPE 10 SIDE B. 

RJ Did your father have a sense of humour? 

COURT Oh yes, he used to tell the odd story. You realise, of course, 

there was no vulgarity in our family at all, and we used to have this dear old 

soul, Minnie Sylvester, that used to come down from the Blythe family when she 

had a day off. She was a very saintly woman and even she used to get very - or 

used to feign that she was offended with some of the things that dad used to 

say, and yet they were nothing really. But he did have a sense of humour. He 

could enjoy humour with other people and I think he enjoyed life as best he 

could under those circumstances. It was a pity he didn't live longer and see 

Syd and I develop more, but he did live long enough to see his first 

grandchild. That was Victor, our eldest boy, and that was a great thrill for 

him. 

But he had his own way. r remember when he came back from going to the 

Coronation of King George VI. They were great Royalists and they saved up and 

they went to - you had to go by ship, of course, in those day - and they went 

to the Coronation of King George Vt, which was a great experience for them. He 

came back with some funny stories and I'll always remember he said to my 

brother and I, "If there's ever another war," he said, "don't you take your 

wife back to the scene of your former triumphs!" [Laughs] We worked out what he 

meant, but apparently when he went to the Coronation of King George VI that was 

his first visit since the war, World War I,, and naturally he wanted to go to 

France and Belgium and go to the places where they had served as soldiers in 

the trenches and otherwise. He was a miner and a tunneller so they did a lot of 

trench building and tunnelling work. Tunnelling was a great thing in the First 

World War, to try and tunnel under your enemy and hopefully you get far enough 

up to blow up their trenches from the other side by tunnelling and putting 

explosives in and so on. He did a lot of that work. But I always remember him 

saying that, "If there's ever another war and you're in it, don't take your 

wife back to the scene of your former triumphs." He did explain that you had 

too much explaining to do of why was this place special and so on and so on. My 

mother was the sort of girl that would want an explanation. 

That particular trip gave him a lot of pleasure because he was a Freemason 

then, and a member of Lathom Lodge, and for people going over for the 

Coronation, they had special arrangements. They were allocated to a particular 

Lodge and they went to a lot of bother to take them to appropriate places on a 

masonic basis, of course. He found that very, very good indeed because often 

they'd be looked after at one of these Lodges by "Lord Somebody", and people of 

quite high standing in the land, and dad used to say they always made him feel 

so comfortable. Normally you'd expect people like that to cause him some 

embarrassment, but he was always quite remarkable In the way - or he found it 

quite remarkable, the way that they always made him feel so comfortable even 

when they took him to their home and so on. You know you can imagine [the 

reaction of] a person of very modest means and very modest habits too, but he 

got a lot of pleasure out of that. 

I remember he brought back two coronation trumpets, one for my brother and one 

for me, which we used at masonic occasions. They were a very special type of 

fanfare trumpets which you could have a tapestry hanging on them. You can 

imagine they were about a metre long and they didn't have valves or anything, 

but you could hang a banner on them for the particular organisation that you 

were involved with. He brought those back for us which we used on occasions, 

not very often, but he brought back a few other things which wouldn't be 
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relevant for this occasion because they're only tiny little side issue things. 
But that meant a lot to him and I'm glad that they did go when they went 
[overseas] because he didn't last that much longer, because he died in 1939. 

RJ Was he a man who showed affection? 

COURT Not to the extent for instance that I would with my grandchildren 
and children. Not that I do it that much. Sometimes you find that people who 
show excessive affection are not as sincere as they'd like you to think. But 
that never worried me. I can't remember him sort of wanting to cuddle you and 
that sort of thing, but you always felt that he was a strong man and you always 
felt that he was always there, and that meant more than a lot of false type of 
affection. So the answer would be no, he didn't show a lot of outward affection 
but you knew he had a very sincere belief in you, and If ever you needed him, 
well there was never any doubt it was there. 

RJ You spoke of the time that he disciplined you at White City. Did he 
normally take his hand to you? 

COURT Oh quite often. The razor strop was the thing in those days and the 
fact that it was there was fairly [laughs] salutory and made you think twice 
before you did anything silly. But I never look back with resentment. It was 
never with a lot of malice, it was just that you just had to be taught to do 
what was right. Sometimes I wonder whether we've gone to the extreme. But what 
he did was probably no more, and in most cases less than most families would 
have done. It amazes me that people will spend an awful lot of time, effort and 
money in training a dog or an animal of some sort, and spend damn all time and 
energy in training their children. If they reversed it a bit they might achieve 
a better result! But still times change but I never resented it at all. I well 
remember that White City thing and [laughs] as I look back on it and no-one in 
the audience seemed to think it was unusual anyhow. They thought I deserved it; 
I deserved what I got. I won the competition by the way [laughter] that was the 
main thing. I won it rather easily but the little incident along the road meant 
that I wasn't there when the results were announced so I had to find out 
secondhand [laughs]. That was also a punishment. 

RJ You speak constantly with great respect for your father. Did you 
ever have reason to feel that he was wrong? 

COURT I can't remember.... don't forget he didn't have a lot of learning 
and my studies and passing the chartered accountancy degree, which is the 
highest degree you could get in those days, because there wasn't any university 
teaching for that sort of course. He saw what I had to do to get it with night 
study and technical school and all that sort of thing, you know correspondence 
study. I think he was very proud of It. He used to talk to other people about 
it, but I can never remember him ever doing anything that would cause me to 
lose any respect for him at all. Everything was always straight down the line 
and simple. A lot of people didn't treat him as well by the way, but he seemed 
to expect that you were supposed to set standards and not necessarily expect 
the same in return. 

RJ The second of the two warnings your father gave you before you 
married was, "Don't marry a woman who's got more brains than you have." Does 
that mean that he felt his wife had more brains than him? 

COURT I think he was always embarrassed. You know he added, "It's too 
hard to keep up with them," and I think he was always embarrassed because of my 
mother's greater education. She was more articulate than he was, and she also 
was better read than he was, and she had a better knowledge of etiquette and 
that sort of thing than he ever had. I think he felt that was a bit 
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embarrassing, but I think he only said it in a light-hearted way. I always felt 

that he was a little bit conscious of that because he'd always say, "Ask your 

mother." If it was anything to do with homework or anything like that, It was 

always, "Ask your mother." 

RJ Describe your mother for me, both physically and in personality. 

COURT Well she would have been a very good-looking woman when she was 

younger. She was physically very strong. She always carried this resentment 

about her hearing and I don't think ever really got to accept it because it 

makes people a little bit suspicious of what's going on and soon, in spite of 

the fact that I did my best to get her the best aids we could. Then the 

problem, of course, was to get her to keep the batteries up to it because she 

was always trying to get an extra use out of them. But she was a person who, in 

her younger days, I would have felt was not only a very attractive person, but 

also would have dressed in a fairly attractive style for the times. 

Her daughters-in-law tried to help her with dress in later times but she was so 

fixed in her ways that it was very hard to get her to really have what she 

could have had. It wasn't a question of not having the means, because I was 

always available for those things, but she seemed to want to do It her way, and 

probably didn't turn herself out as smartly in the later years as she could 

have done. She seemed to be quite happy with it, but she always knew that 

whatever she wanted she could have. That didn't please her much; she always had 

this streak of independence. 

But it would be very hard to describe her. She was average height and build, 

could enjoy humour, but she had this problem about her hearing. She used to 

pick up most things, especially when you didn't want her to hear it. But very 

hard to describe. The pictures of her still show that she was a very handsome 

woman and, of course, of my own knowledge of her right from a tiny chap right 

through. And I think she also was able to establish good communication with 

these people she went to work for because of the fact that she was well-read 

and she was well-expressed. She was articulate and she used to carry herself 

very well. She always did right up until the time she died. 

RJ Was she an affectionate person? 

COURT Yes, but not excessively. She was always affectionate In the way 

that I believe was ideal. You know there was a warmth about it but not to a 

point of appearing artificial or forced in any way. I think that was one thing 

about my mother and father, everything they did seemed to be quite natural, 

there was nothing forced. If visitors came, young or old, they were made to 

feel welcome but no-one went to a lot of bother to appear that they were 

something special. They got all that we got and it was gratefully given, freely 

given, and for that reason some people might have thought they were a little 

bit less outgoing than they might have been, but their friends liked them very 

dearly because they were so genuine and so sincere. My mother was always 

affectionate but not to a point of making it appear as though it was a special 

performance or anything. 

RJ What sort of relationship did you have with her? 

COURT It was a very good one inasmuch, as I saw, there wasn't this 

overflowing affection that some people have. When I was a small boy I used to 

spend a lot of time on her knee because she used to teach us the bible; not so 

much Syd as me. I copped the lot, and she used to make the bible stories sound 

quite exciting, you know, real stories, and I remember them to this day. That's 

why I have got a very wide comprehension of both the Old and New Testament, and 
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it's largely because of the fact that she used to tell these stories out of the 
bible. You'd remember them because she used to make it interesting. She used to 
teach in the Sunday School as well. 

But I find it hard to explain my relations because it was such a natural one. 
If I had a problem I never had any compunction about going to my mother with 
it. There was no fear about it even if I'd done - the same with my father - if 
I'd done something that perhaps.I could have done better, or had done wrongly, 
I never had any compunction about going to them. I learnt then that that was 
the best way to do it because it usually was a mountain out of a molehill if 
you weren't careful and it was all fixed in a flick of a finger just by a bit 
of good sense and a bit of quick action. Whereas if you tried to hide it up and 
cover it up, it became big. It grew on itself and this is why I made government 
so simple. I was influenced by this. I used to tell the Ministers, "If you've 
got a problem for goodness sake come and tell me. It's usually not a problem 
anyhow, you only think It is and we can fix it." Likewise if I had a problem 
I'd come to Cabinet and say, "We've got a problem, boys." You'd say, "I thought 
this was the right thing to do BUT It didn't quite work out," and we'd sit down 
and between us there'd be no problem tomorrow, because you face up to It and 
get It out of the way. 

As I remember my parents I never had any compunction about going to them if 
there was something I had to get off my chest. Even when you get a bit older 
these things arise. Also even when I was in government, by the way, when I was 
a minister, if we had something nasty coming up, I used to tell my mother 
before so she'd know what to expect when it came in the paper. She was pretty 
good at telling the people around there that there's another side to this. So 
she was a pretty good communicator and everyone looked to her for advice. 
People would come to her with their problems, their matrimonial and other 
problems, and there seemed to be sort of a point where people could, with 
confidence, come and talk to them, knowing that a confidence would be treated 
as such. Even when I got to Premier when she was, of course, getting on, you 
know if I knew there was some nasty stuff coming up, I'd say, "Look we're going 
to have a bit of rough stuff for a few days and this is how it's going to go 
and this is how it's going to work out," so that she didn't worry about it. 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander 
Library Building on the 23rd of April 1990. 

Sir Charles just to finish off a picture of your actual family life. You spoke 
of sitting on her knee as a child and your mother telling you bible stories, 
but were you actually read to other than the bible? 

COURT Yes, but we did not have very many books. I remember one of them 
was a series of stories of the folklore of the Rhine. That's the river Rhine In 
Germany. I was fascinated with those stories. I might add that we didn't have a 
very big library. The bible was dominant and if you wanted some excitement you 
could read Pilgrims Progress. There were a couple of little books there and one 
of them was this Folklore of the Rhine. I remember it was a very pleasant 
little book with a red cover. I was fascinated with these stories of the Rhine 
because there were bad dukes and good dukes on different sides of the river 
with their castles. Many, many years later, In fact 1970 to be precise, I took 
a trip down the Rhine with Rita, for no other reason than just to re-enact some 
of these things that were in my mind as a child. You can identify them to this 
day, these different castles as you go down the Rhine, which is a fascinating 
river. I was always glad I did that trip. We went up the Rhine, of course, 
because you go slower because you're going against the current. Those ships are 
quite pleasant. I was amazed how big they are. You sleep on them and go for 
several days. 
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What did stagger me was that when I was resting there thinking well this is one 
day I'll be away from any telephone and so on, sure enough the man came down 
and he said, "You're wanted on the telephone." During the German section of the 
Rhine voyage, the telephones were very efficient and when you went across into 
the French section the phones didn't work. I don't know whether there was just 
some coincidence about that. I found most things in Germany are extremely 
efficient. They think it out. They might appear to be a bit slow and ponderous 
in some ways, but they think it out well and when they've made it, it works. 

So I thought back in those days when I used to have those stories read to me. 
There was another thing that arose out of one of these little books, it was 
about Bavaria. Here again I was fascinated. I always thought of Bavaria as a 
magical country all of its own. I couldn't ever think of it as part of Germany. 
When I was there in 1960, in Munich, we had a number of appointments with the 
government in Munich and some of the industries in Bavaria because I was then 
Minister for Industrial Development, you realise, and I had with me Sir Lance 
Brisbane. We were negotiating with the government and with some of the 
industries within Germany to see if they would be interested in coming to 
Western Australia. At the same time we were just starting to think about the 
iron ore. Germany, of course, being a great steel maker we thought of them as a 
potential customer and we just wanted to have preliminary discussions, but they 
weren't related to Bavaria. When I got there I found that the Bavarian 
Government (that's the equivalent of a State government) had made quite a lot 
of fuss about the visit. They had a minister to meet me and then they arranged 
for me to see a number of things and they had arranged a ministerial luncheon. 
Well it was a bit overpowering because I was a fairly new minister you realise. 
I was elected in 1959 a minister and this was my first overseas visit. They put 
on a magnificent luncheon. They had the whole of their Cabinet or the 
equivalent of their Cabinet there, and I had to respond. I was a bit short of 
something to say because I couldn't talk about the industries we were 
negotiating with and the things we were talking about. They were very much in 
their infancy. It would have been quite improper to talk about them. So I 
remembered these stories that I used to have read to me about Bavaria. Right 
out of the top of my head I said, "You know I'm delighted to be in Bavaria. 
I've always been fascinated by Bavaria ever since I was a boy. I've always 
imagined Bavaria as a country with its own king and I can never get used to it 
being part of Germany." Well they stood up to a man and cheered and clapped and 
I thought by crikey I must have dropped a danger here. But the [Australian] 
Trade Commissioner who was with us said, "You were a smart fellow saying what 
you did today." I said, "Why?" He said, "Oh," he said, "they love to think of 
Bavaria as a country in their own right. They've preserved all the trimmings 
and trappings that went with a monarch and so on, even if he did go mad, or one 
of them did anyhow. Anyone who says anything like that, they just think he's 
great." 

1 learnt a lesson out of that. But it was all back to this childhood reading of 
these very few books that we had. I knew them off back to front because I might 
add they were read more than once there were so few of them. My mother used to 
read bible stories and stories like that with a simplicity and a clarity that 
made a tremendous impression. Strange enough she never did it for Syd. He never 
seemed to be interested in that sort of thing at all. He was just so different. 

END OF TAPE 10 SIDE B 
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Rd So It was only ever your mother who read to you, not your father? 

COURT Well my father was unable to. 

Rd Oh of course, of course, how silly of me. 

COURT It would have been with great difficulty and great embarrassment. 
I'm not saying he couldn't read at all but with great difficulty and great 
embarrassment. So that explains why my mother was more involved. I couldn't go 
to my father with my homework, although strange enough in some things, history 
in particular, he had an amazing memory and some very sound information that he 
could pass on, always with a degree of humour. He always seemed to have a 
second version of history. No, he would often talk about those things but never 
read them. 

Rd Besides the reading to you, did you read yourself by choice. 

COURT Not very much, because I wasn't a willing, enthusiastic, natural 
scholar. I think I told you once before that anything I've had to do I've had 
to make myself do. I wouldn't have been able to do It as well as I have over 
the years If It hadn't been that during those very early formative years I had 
somebody always keeping my nose to the grindstone. So I didn't read a lot. I 
did read a lot in terms of official things; when I was studying I'd have to 
read my textbooks and that type of thing. To that extent 1 read a lot and read 
well but not in terms of reading novels or history and that sort of thing. 

Rd So how would you spend spare time that you had without any family 
chores to do or any other responsibilities? Left to your own devices, what 
would you do? 

COURT I never had all that much time. My mother believed in the old 
slogan, 'busy people, happy people', and 'the devil makes work for idle hands'; 
those old sayings that they used to have in those days. When you think of the 
errands I had to run and all of those things, I didn't have that much time, but 
I was a great one on outdoors. I used to love, when we lived in Leederville, to 
go down to Mongers Lake and fish, not that you ever caught much and when you 
did they were so boney that they were dangerous to eat. Nevertheless the fact 
that you caught them made them taste good. When we shifted down to West Subiaco 
it was much better because we had bush all around us. You've got to realise 
that the Charles Gairdner Hospital wasn't there and there was a dairy there at 
that time and all of that land right through to Hollywood was bush, University 
land. So when you went out of your house a hundred yards away you were in the 
bush. I used to love playing there. 

In those days you had to improvise cricket, you made your own wickets and your 
own bat and your own ball and things. People don't realise how you had to 
improvise. I suppose the fact that you improvise for yoQse1f and had to make 
do with these things you enjoyed it all the more. You appreciated it all the 
more anyhow. If you made a cricket bat out of a piece of packing case, one 
decent swipe and it probably split in two anyhow. But you became very adept at 
binding them up in anticipation of what was going to happen to them. You got a 
lot of fun out of it. Rarely would you have a football, a proper football, but 
somebody would have an old case and you'd fill It with paper and a few other 
things. 
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I don't want to give the impression that this was a great hardship and all that 
sort of thing, because as I said once before I can remember us being poor, but 
I can never remember being unhappy. We always seemed to have so much to do. 
Canoes were the great thing. You'd get a sheet of old scrap [corrugated or 
sheet] iron and probably have a lot of nail holes in it because it had been 
used. Corrugated [or fiat] iron occasionally would be taken off a building and 
left around. It didn't need to be lying around very long before you'd take 
charge of it. Then, of course, the roads were all made of tar in those days, 
not the bitumen like they are today. If you had anything over about 95 degrees 
in the sun all the sides would run, so you could go along with a knife and get 
some tar and patch up the holes in your canoe. I don't know how we got away 
with it without being drowned. But you'd sail out into the river and lose your 
canoe quite often, because you'd only have to have a slight wind and a slight 
wave and over she'd go. Say you're out four or five hundred yards from the 
shore, the only one way to get back was to swim back. You had to forget about 
the canoe; [they had no buoyancy]. But they were all the things that I suppose 
filled up the time, apart from anything else, and all tended to make you jolly 
tired. 

RJ Were you a person who ever collected anything, be it simple things 
or stamps? 

COURT Not really. I might have a bit of a flair to try something. But you 
have to realise I was involved in music a lot. It took a lot of time. When you 
think of old Mr James and his Rechabite band, you'd have to go a couple of 
nights a week to that and don't forget had to walk most of the way over to 
Subiaco from Leederville. When we went down to West Subiaco he was much closer. 
When you allow for that and doing a bit of practice you really didn't have much 
spare time. I don't know why I didn't collect. 

When radio first came in, of course, we all built our own little radio sets and 
for a very small sum, probably about, I think, two shillings, you could get a 
little bit of crystal and you could get some wire. You used to get a bit of 
cardboard cylinder about three or four inches across. These cardboard 
cylinders, if you knew where to go, drapers shops were good places to get them. 
You'd get a bit sawn off the end. You'd need a piece about six inches long. 
You'd wind that around with this fine wire and then you'd lacquer it. I don't 
know why, but you lacquered it for some reason or other. Then you had this 
crystal and a little cat's whisker, all of which was very, very cheap to buy. 
The most expensive thing was to get earphones. Then you were all in business. 
If you'd sit around the table, one person was always deputed to put the cat's 
whisker on the crystal. You'd play around until everyone could hear something. 
It was a very clear sound, but everyone had to be quiet, of course. If you 
didn't have earphones in those days you couldn't hear anything. Then somebody 
would come in and be careless and knock the table. That would be the end of the 
cat's whisker because it was only just this tiny little piece of wire that was 
just fiddled around until somebody got it on to the right part of the crystal. 
Then the sound would come through. Quite remarkable really. The only station to 
listen to in those early days was 6WF. Don't forget I appeared on 6WF when I 
was twelve so the family was very much involved. You look at some of the 
records of 6WF you'll find that I was there as a boy and then I graduated up to 
being a paid artist. 

RJ You've spoken of family picnics down to the river. Any other picnic 
spots that the family used? 

COURT Not very much. Summer was the main picnic time at Nedlands 
forehore or Crawley. There were Sunday School and school picnics. We didn't 
have the transport as we did later on. When you had a motor car, in the winter 
time you traditionally went up to Armadale, Roleystone and Kalamunda. Mundaring 
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was a great place. Don't forget you could go up to the hills in those days by 
train. There was the Zig Zag train up to Kalaniunda. But you didn't seem to go 
to those places as much as you went to the river because you could go down to 
Crawley and to Nedlands by tram. It was only a penny for children. So that was 
the popular place, take your lunch or whatever you were taking down. Night time 
you'd take a crabbing net with you and go crabbing and prawning. 

Rd So you spoke of you having a car later in life and that was the 
first car In the family, that you took over the garage. Did your father ever 
have a car? 

COURT No, no. He did toy with the idea; But my first car I got for my 
21st birthday. See you couldn't get a licence until you were 21 then; As soon 
as I got old enough I got a licence and got a car. 

Rd But you paid for it? 

COURT Oh yes, yes, yes; It was a Singer car, a little single-seater with 
a dTcky seat. I was very proud of this. You could put the hood down and drive 
around, as an open car; Of course, motoring was a bit exciting in those days; 
My brother and I set out to go from home to Mandurah for a day. A big 
adventure. We had two punctures on the way down which was not unusual • Coming 
back we got stranded because we hadn't got a spare left [and we'd used up our 
repair kit 1. I remember a chap helping us out, because everybody helped 
everybody in those days. He helped us out and we actually came the last part of 
the journey on a motor bike tyre. I don't know how we fixed it up, but somehow 
or other we fixed it up. This chap was more of a mechanic than we were, but we 
got home. Then we had to go and buy another tyre or two; But in those days, of 
course, If you went for a Sunday's motoring and you didn't have a puncture 
you'd think your fortune was made. Everyone knew how to prepare a puncture; You 
carried your patches and you became very skilled at it. When you went motoring 
you didn't wear your Sunday best, if you were the driver anyhow, because you'd 
probably have to do all the repairs and you learnt the idiosyncracies of a car 
because they were simple and you could do most of your own repairs; 

I know this Singer, for some extraordinary reason after about 100 miles it used 
to conk out; It used to be a direct feed; The petrol tank - they wouldn't dare 
build a car like this today - but the petrol tank was right under the bonnet in 
front of where the driver and passenger sat and it had a direct feed. There was 
a little copper tube down straight into the carburettor. When it started to 
"cough" it always seemed to be about 100 miles. I knew what had happened; A bit 
of dirt or something had got out of the tank into the pipe. I never bothered to 
look for anything else, I'd just unscrew the pipe, blow through it and put it 
back on again and off we'd go again. I always knew there must be some dirt in 
that tank but I could never get It 100 per cent clean; I tried everything, 
sucking things out of it when it was empty to try and see if we could find out 
what was wrong with it, but never did; Every time we'd go about 100 miles this 
thing would go chug, chug, and out we'd get and undo it and she was right. But 
you could do your own repairs then, it was very, very simple; 

Rd You told us before about the tennis court built alongside your home 
and you've just spoken of boy type cricket; You would have had organised sport 
at school, at Perth Boys, which we'll get on to later, but any other sporting 
contacts in your young life? 

COURT Well we had sport at Rosalie School and Leederville, but 
particularly at Rosalie School; They had their school team both for cricket and 
football in their seasons. I was an enthusiastic player but never a very 
brilliant one. r used to enjoy it, put it that way, but never very brilliant-
Of course one of the problems we had when we used to go from Rosalie to play 
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Subiaco and Nedlands and other schools, was they always used to poke fun at us 
having a name like Rosalie, because that name has been retained until today, 
Rosalie in Onslow Road. It's part of the old Bishop Salvado tradition. But I 
didn't have any great involvement in sport apart from schoolboy sport and also 
as an enthusiastic follower of Subiaco in those days, until I got married and 
shifted down to Dalkeith, where we became supporters of Claremont and have been 
ever since. 

At one stage when I was about eighteen I started to take an interest in 
athletics with the Western Suburbs Athletic Club. There were a few of these. 
There was YMCA. I think Cottesloe had one. I'm not sure about the others, but 
Western Suburbs was based in Perth. We had a great enthusiast at Burkett and 
McLaren was an enthusiast In everything: Alec Munro. He'd get a great 
enthusiasm about something and everybody had to join in it. So we all had to go 
and join Western Suburbs Athletics. I enjoyed it although I couldn't spend much 
time on It, what with studies and music, and the RSL Band was very much part of 
my life in those days. But I used to enjoy it and did reasonably well. But you 
realise that athletics in those days wasn't the highly specialised thing it is 
today. It was a team thing and we might be competing on a Saturday afternoon 
against YMCA, or one of the other clubs. It was very much a team thing. Your 
team used to get three points for first, two for second, one for third, in the 
different events. It was nothing to have somebody competing in four or five 
events. You could be in a running event, and then the high jump and the long 
jump, because you didn't have the specialists. Out of the ruck, of course, came 
the champions, but put it this way, there were more Indians than chiefs. There 
were mainly people just there for the fun of it. 

But there was one very, very interesting thing that I remember from our 
training. We used to train down in Langley Park. We didn't have any club house; 
very few people had those things. One of the problems, of course, was training 
in winter time and somewhere to change. Well in those days there were a number 
of boathouses at the end of Barrack Street. There was, I think, at least three 
rowing clubs. There is one rowing club building still left down there which 
gives you an indication of what they looked like, all made of timber, and some 
of them were quite sizeable. They were mainly rowing club sheds and they had to 
house all their boats. But the police also had one down there and they used to 
house the police launch there. It was called the Cygnet. You might not know, 
but jhe police have always had a launch called Cygnet. Fhope they've still got 
one, because when they replaced the original Cygnet they had Cygnet II and 
presumably Cygnet III. But the original Cygnet was a steam launch, so it used 
to burn coal. It was quite an elegant looking thing, very slow. It couldn't 
chase anybody very far, but there was nobody to chase anyhow. But it had its 
role to play. 

One of the constables in charge of this Cygnet which used to sail into [and 
moor in] its boathouse was a Constable Langley. He was very keen on athletics, 
and he used to pride himself as a high jumper. So part of the cosy deal we had 
was that we could change in the police boathouse if he was in our team on 
Saturdays. He was a very tall, long lanky fellow I remember, a nice congenial 
sort of a fellow that fitted In very well. Being a policeman in those days he 
must have been at least 22 or 23. Most of us were probably a bit younger than 
that. But it was good fun having him there. We used to change in the boathouse 
and he was always sure of being in the team on Saturday because "no place in 
the team, no clubhouse", you see. So that unofficially was the change rooms, 
not so much the clubhouse but the change rooms of the Western Suburbs. 

------------------------ 
1 TheCommissioner of Police's office advised Sir Charles that the Police still 
use a vessel named the Cygnet. The first arrived in 1881 (RJ). 
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We had a lot of fun. I didn't stay with it very long because my other interests 
got bigger and bigger and got stepped up, e.gw my band activities and orchestra 
activities, so I couldn't give the time to training. But I'm sorry I didn't in 
some ways. My father was a great soccer player in his day, before he came to 
Australia, also a long distance runner, a cross country runner he used to be. 

RJ So in your experience, you say people went in for lots of events, 
but what would have been your favourite event? 

COURT Oh I was more at home with the longer distance events, probably 
from my father, and also you didn't have to be quite as smart in those as you 
did in the 100 yards and 200 yards and those events it was nothing to be in 
like a 440 and the high jump and long jump; Then they'd be short of somebody so 
you'd be in the mile. They always finish the club events with the mile race. 
We'd sit down there under a tree adding up all the points. I remember down at 
the University there, adding up the threes, the twos and the ones and so on. So 
you had to always have somebody in the team, because even if they only got 
third they got a point. When you get up towards the last event, you know, you'd 
be adding up these points and make sure we've got a full team in for the last 
events. The relays always carried more points than the others as they do just 
with the school events these days. The mile was always the star event and every 
team had its star. Western Suburbs had a George Iveson who was quite a 
remarkable long distance runner. Amazing stamina; He wasn't a very big man but 
amazing stamina. He seemed to be able to run all day at the same speed, so he 
was our long distance star, not that a miler is necessarily a long distance 
runner, but he had the stamina, of course, to stay with it, so George was 
always in that. But when we'd have the warm-up events at the start of the 
season they'd always have cross-country events and paper chases. It used to be 
maddening because they'd always send George off [as a hare], and he was one of 
these fellows that had inexhaustable energy and was a one pace sort of a chap. 
You never caught the hares because he was always amongst the hares leaving 
their paper trail. 

We used to start from the Sandringham Hotel in Belmont and run straight across 
the road into bush out there, across farms; You look at it today [and wonder]. 
But don't forget that's a long time ago, because say I was eighteen then, and 
I'm 78 now, so it's 60 years. But we always used to finish back at the 
Sandringham. We had one hare who used to work his way around and get on to the 
other side of the river and then delight in swimming the last stretch across 
back to the Sandringham Hotel. It would be winter and cold and they'd curse 
this chap who'd get on the other side, after running, say, ten miles, whatever 
(distance] they were doing. Of course with those events you set your own pace 
because you just set out after the hares and followed up the trails. We used to 
have some rather Interesting situations. It was all good fun. You used to cheat 
a bit and if somebody offered you a drink on the way you'd stop and have a 
chat, because you weren't running against time or anything like that, it was 
purely a warm-up thing for the season, and a good fun thing. They don't do it 
that way these days. It was all a question of being In It rather than winning 
it. The important thing was to be in it. You had the eager beavers, of course, 
who were the stars, they were out to win, but they always encouraged the others 
just to be In it. 

RJ What about art in your youth, both from the point of view of you 
painting, or any art appreciation? 

COURT I did as little as I could. At school you had to do drawing in 
those days. I was never great shakes at it, My mother used to try and help me a 
bit. She was quite good at it because of her needlework and other things. But I 
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never seemed to be able to get a balanced picture, so I never persevered very 
much. I was interested in the theatre, but only from the music side and as a 
viewer in the audience. 

RJ When you were young were you allowed to invite other children to 
your home to play? 

COURT They were always in and out of the place. That prevailed right 
IN—rough in our own family. But if you had somebody playing there and it was 
meal time, you'd just say, "Can I invite Jimmy or Johnny," or whoever it is, 
"for lunch?" It was always, "Yes," of course, or dinner. The main thing was 
that they made sure that they let their mother and father know where they were. 
That was the prerequisite. We always seemed to have people with us rather than 
us with other people. I think probably my parents encouraged it anyhow. So it 
was quite common. Also there was so much to play, with all the space around. 
It's only in recent years that all the land was built out in Campsie Street. 
When I say recent years, comparatively recent. Up until the time I was married 
all the land in front of us right through to the next two streets was wide open 
right through to where the rubbish tip was; where Hollywood School now is. 

RJ Just looking at religion in your family, you've spoken of your 
Calvinist background and so on, but how would you normally observe a Sunday? 

COURT It's a mass of contradictions. You could go and make as much noise 
as you like in a brass band, but if you wanted to play cricket it wasn't on. I 
remember saying to my father once, because we weren't allowed to play cricket 
out in the paddock out In the front [of our home in West Subiaco], because you 
made a noise and I said, "Well Dad how is It we've been marching around the 
streets and playing in the park and that's a lot more noise than playing 
cricket over there." He said, "That's different." That was the answer to 
everything, "That's different." I think that said it all really. There was a 
very arbitrary line. You realise there were no cards or liquor or cigarettes or 
anything like that in my people's home. You grew up in that atmosphere. I can't 
remember ever getting excited about it. But sometimes I would have liked to 
have gone and played games [on Sunday]. 

When we were small boys we'd never go prawning or picnicking on the Sunday. 
That was verboten. So you were expected to read or go to Sunday school or do 
those things. Don't forget we went to church in the morning and [then the] 
Sunday school in the afternoon. The Salvos, when we were there, were worse than 
that. I remember I got a badge for attending Sunday school. One year at 
Leederville and two years at West Subiaco, I got a badge for three years never 
absent, never late. I know one occasion I wasn't too well and I was dead keen 
on winning this badge. Anyhow my mother got in touch with the corps officer 
[and asked] whether, If I got a certificate that I was sick, that I'd get my 
marks. The answer was no. The Salvos were very straightforward, uncompromising, 
specially in those days. It taught me a lesson. If you were going to get a 
badge for being present you had to be present and you had to be there on time. 
So that badge for three years never absent, never late, I got not for attending 
once on a Sunday, but twice on Sunday. So you can imagine that took up a fair 
chunk of the Sunday. 

The Methodists weren't much different. At night time strangely enough, another 
contradiction. After church, when we started going to the Derby Road Methodist 
Church, after church those that wanted to would come down home. Rock cakes were 
the in thing. They were cheap to make and you could make them en masse. That 
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was the standard menu for those nights, rock cake and much tea. Then they made 
music and they'd go till half past ten, eleven o'clock at night. In the hot 
weather we'd be out on the verandah. It would be nothing to have eight, nine, 
ten, musicians, belting out their music. Could be anything, standard overtures, 
anything at all. 

END OF TAPE 11 SIDE A 
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COURT A lot of the people who would come wouldn't even be the 
churchgoers. There'd be the neighbours who would wander over, because there was 
some fairly entertaining music. It wasn't as though it was just a mob of 
amateurs just belting out something in a raucous sort of a way. But by that 
time you realise I was playing fairly well and others the same. My brother and 
I became very good sight readers because if an instrument was missing and they 
had the parts for it, well we'd probably have to play it anyhow. The cornet was 
either in B flat or in A. If it was an instrument in a different pitch, well 
you just had to transpose it. Somehow or other you grew up with it like 
learning a language I suppose. You just looked at It and just read it. By the 
time we were fifteen or sixteen we were not only very good sight readers, but 
we could also transpose. People miss a lot by not having that experience. You 
can learn in a practical way and in quite a pleasant environment. You're 
gaining confidence all the time, when Charlie's got to play "his piece" and 
Syd's got to play "his piece". 

I remember my brother (he was always a little bit impish), he was learning the 
violin. My father thought It would be a good thing If my brother learnt a 
stringed instrument instead of having all brass players around the place. So he 
went to a, I think it was Miss Abelman, I'm pretty sure it's A B E L M A N. 
Also I think there were two sisters, I might be wrong1  They used to teach in 
Subiaco not far from the Subiaco Hotel in Hay Street. Syd used to go there, 
catch the tram from Rokeby Road corner and round to there, or if he wanted to 
save a penny to buy an ice cream, well he'd walk. He wasn't too keen on this 
violin business and the old man would make him practice. 1 remember the first 
piece he learnt to play was Long, Long Ago. I think this is [still] one of the 
first pieces violinists learn today, it's a very simple tune, you know, [sings] 
"Long long ago, da da dum, da da dum." Anyhow there was a school concert and Mr 
Lunt said, "Who can do an item?" Naturally I was always put on the top of the 
list to perform, and to my great amazement Syd volunteered to do an item. He 
was only a little chap but he volunteered to do a violin solo. Well the old man 
was quite thrilled about this and the concert duly arrived and I did my piece. 
Then Syd's turn came. He did Long, Long Ago, and turned a somersault while he 
played it. [Laughs] You know the real Grade Fields stuff. [Laughs] You know 
she used to turn a somersault at the end of a concert. Anyhow he turns this 
somersault playing the violin; it was quite clever really. Everyone thought it 
was a great act, he was the star of the night. The old man was SO livid - you 
know, making a nonsense out of music! Syd never had any more lessons after 
that, that was the end of It. He wasn't going to teach him to be an ACROBAT. 
[Laughs] So that was the end of that. I don't know what possessed Syd to do it. 
I didn't know he could do it. He must have been practising this with his mates. 
He disliked it so much that they probably learnt a few tricks. He turned this 
somersault and people weren't interested in the tune he was playing, they were 
just interested in this little chap turning a somersault still playing his 
violin. That was the end of Syd's violin playing and he went back to just 
playing the (tenor horn and later the) cornet. He duly joined the band. 

RJ When you got old enough to make your own choices, what part did 
religion play in your life? 

COURT I still remained as regular an attender as I could. I've always had 
a very simple basic faith, still have, and I've had It all the time. It's never 
been a hardship. I've never had to argue with myself. I feel sorry for these 
people who are going through these theological arguments and hangups. You've 

According to the Post Office Directory of 1929, Miss I Abelman lived at 421 
Hay Street, Subiaco —097 
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got to believe in something and I've always believed. So I find it very, very 
simple. But it became more and more difficult to attend as I used to, because 
of the interests I had. When I became the conductor of the RSL Band for 
instance, we practised every Sunday morning, apart from the fact I'd always 
played in it. I went reasonably regularly [to church.] Then, of course, when I 
met Rita she was a regular churchgoer at St Albans in Highgate. That was the 
Anglican Church. She had always, all her life, been a regular churchgoer and 
you always do what you're told! I wouldn't say that I attended as regularly as 
I used to, but by average standards I would have been better than most 
churchgoers. 

Again, of course, I've got to confess, I often went to church because I was 
involved in music. The number of times I've been to church, for instance, round 
about Messiah time, for no other reason than to play The Trumpets Shall Sound, 
which is a very dramatic thing if played properly. Even when I 'was probably 
only about fifteen or sixteen, any bass singer who wanted to do this as part of 
the Messiah would get in touch with me and I didn't need any second invitation, 
I used tO Tove doing it. It's a very declamatory type of thing - the obligato 
of the trumpet against a good bass singer. We had more good bass singers then, 
by the way, than we've got now. Probably not technically as good as the singers 
today, but real bass singers. We had a number of them in those days. Then later 
on when I was about twenty onwards there was a fellow called Taffy Miller here. 
He worked in the West Australian and for many years he managed their Fremantle 
office. A rather handsome, big man, that you expect a bass to be. But he had a 
real bass voice. He and 1 ran out of counts of the number of times we did it 
together in different churches. In those days mainly with the organ, rarely 
with an orchestra, because there weren't the orchestras here, but mainly with 
an organ. And of course, the better the organ, the bigger the organ, the better 
you could perform. There is a bit of a myth that an orchestra drowns out a good 
singer; they don't. The singer comes up on top of it - [within reason, of 
course.] 

So I used to go to many church services and I used to put them down as a tick 
as having been to church. You'd probably go there to play the Messiah, or an 
abridged version of the Messiah, probably on a Sunday night near Christmas. 
Then there were other thingstThat had trumpet obligatos and so on that I used 
to do. They used to have quite a lot of [instrumental] music in church 
services, in the nonconformist service, not in the Anglicans. They'd have a 
sacred item in the service and so I'd get roped in for that. So probably I 
cheated a bit, because I counted that as an attendance because I was part of 
the service. The Methodist Churches in particular used to have a lot of Sunday 
afternoon functions which they used to call "Pleasant Sunday Afternoons". It 
was an organisation started in England long, long ago. It carried on for years 
and years and years and it carried on out here. It was just what its name said, 
a pleasant Sunday afternoon. They'd get the odd lesson in and the odd bible 
reading. No sermon, but just a little message. They'd have the odd prayer to 
start and finish, but in the main it was a sort of pleasant Sunday afternoon 
with items, elocution, singing, could be anything appropriate to the occasion. 
I used to go to a lot of those. Paul Buddee, you might have heard of, is the 
writer and he was a teacher, and he was a flautist. He and I used to do a lot 
together when we were at school, and later. The North Perth Congregational 
Church was one place; they were great on these Sunday concerts. We used to go 
round on the regular beat with these things, performing. Anyone who would 
listen to us would [get us!].  We were both reasonable performers. So you were 
involved with the church probably more than you might have thought, either 
through that sort of thing or straight out church service as a worshipper. 
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RJ You said 
i 
 n an earlier interview, "I've often said a prayer for the 

wisdom of my father." Was that said literally? How much part did prayer have 
in your life, in your youth and in adulthood? 

COURT Well we were always taught to pray from when we were children. Our 
mother taught us to say The Lord's Prayer before we went to bed every night. 
You sort of grow up with this sort of thThg It's the right thing to do, you 
feel comfortable with it. I've never stopped. When I was away at the war or 
anything like that, you know you don't have to have a bedroom setting and the 
comforts of home or a church or anything to do these things. So I carried that 
on until right up until this day no matter where I am. I just feel it's part of 
me, and it does me good. Probably in some ways I might be a bit selfish because 
"it does me good". It sort of ends your day for you and starts another day. So 
that's never been any hardship with me at all. I still enjoy reading the bible. 
When I come home from church, often I will read the lessons again from that day 
because people don't ever get to understand some of the lovely stories there 
are and some of the wonderful philosophy in some of these things. We've got a 
new rector down at Dalkeith at St Lawrence and he's back to the old style of 
being a rabbi, you know, a teacher. We had [Bishop] Dennis Bryant there for ten 
years and he was marvellous. It doesn't matter how often you've heard it, 
you've still got to be reminded of these thingsi They all have a purpose and a 
meaning and there's always something new. It's always been very much part of 
me, put it that way. [I could claim to having a fair understanding of the 
bible.] 

RJ Used by you to cope with times of pressure and sadness? 

COURT Well having faith is the greatest asset you've got; the greatest 
asset you've got in times of stress and strain and need. Strangely enough it's 
the greatest asset you've got to help you cope with somebody else's problems. 
If you can get some of that across to them you often give them something to 
hang on to because when you're trying to help people in real troubles, whatever 
sort it might be, your greatest single problem I've found Is to get them to 
believe there's an answer. They drop their bundle in the middle of the road and 
there it's going to stay. Part of your problem is to get them to pick it up 
again and realise they can pick it up and they can carry it. So I believe the 
key thing is to have faith in something and through that you get faith in 
yourself. I've never paraded my religion, I think that's self-defeating. It's 
something I regard as very private. If other people don't want it it's their 
problem, their business. I think it's got to be something very private. Most 
people wouldn't realise that I have been involved all my life as much as I've 
talked to you, but it's just been there. I found in many ways, the stresses and 
strains of government, specially when you've got people in your own party 
playing up, they're the ones that hurt you most, they're the ones that cause 
you the most problem. That's when you've got to have something to cling to. 

I remember the first time I was in the real jungle during the war. Anyone that 
says he. wasn't frightened stiff in that situation is either telling a lie or 
he's not normal, there's something strange about him. In any case I found those 
who were nervous usually performed best anyhow. But I remember the first time 
when I realised well this is it, this was what I thought it was going to be 
like. You know your immediate test to yourself is, will you make it? You've got 
men around you who are relying on you because you've got a commission and 
you're supposed to be better [trained] than they are, and prepared to do more 
than they are. You do get that moment of fear, the moment of fear about the 
dangers on the one hand and the bigger fear you have is that you'll fail 
That's a much worse fear than the fact you might get shot or something like 
that. 
------------------------ 
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But I found then that one's faith was a tremendous asset. At least you had 
something that you could hang on to then. You didn't have to cart it along with 
you and you didn't have to parade It. It was very personal to you. The only one 
that would know what you were doing was yourself. So I've been through all 
that, some tense times in business and tense times in Parliament, tense times 
during the war and so on; After that initial experience that I referred to in 
the jungle, which for the first three or four hours I was really fighting to 
make sure that I didn't fail, it was no problem from then on because I'd done 
it and I realised that I had something to hang on to and I felt equal to it.-
From then onward I never seemed to have that sort of fear at all. 

On the other hand I had a batman who cracked up the very first day he came 
under enemy fire; I felt terribly sorry for him because he'd looked forward to 
this moment, when he'd be able to say that he'd been in a real battle, because 
up until then we'd been training, training, training, and it seemed a bit 
unreal; I felt terribly sorry when he cracked right on the spot; He felt awful 
about It. He had to be evacuated because he and a couple of others were a 
danger to others. They were taken care of and he finished the war in a sort of 
welfare type of thing, assisting the YMCA and the Salvation Army and so On; He didn't want to come back to Australia [immediately and be embarrassed with his 
family and friends]. But I arranged for him to get those sort of duties, for 
which he was grateful. So he was able to stay out his time at the war and 
eventually went back; 

Soldiers were marvellous about that sort of thing; You'll never hear a soldier 
say that, "Oh he cracked Up;" You'll never ever hear a soldier say that, 
because they know that it could very easily have been them; So they'd never 
ever mention it at all, because it could happen to so many and it did happen to 
many. So you never hear a soldier that's been in action at all ever sling off 
or even mention the fact that somebody didn't measure up and had to be 
evacuated or something of that kind [because he couldn't take it.] This was 
part of the comradeship that develops. There's no book that says you do this or 
you do that; There's no rules that say you do this or you do that- It's just instinctive in people that have been in that situation, because I know from 
Blue's unfortunate experience; It could have very easily been that if he'd have 
been able to hang on at that time from then on he would have been all right; 
But it was rather a frightening experience he had and could never face it 
again. We remained very, very friendly right up until the time he died; He came 
from Victoria, but he settled in Queensland; When I was there I made it my 
business to make contact with him. His wife's been to see me since, but his 
family wouldn't know anything about it. It was very private between myself and 
the other people who were there on that particular day; But strangely enough 
Blue was a very religious man, but I always suspected that he was long on 
biblical quotations and short on real inbuilt faith; Well that was proved then; 
just when he needed It he didn't have it. 

Rd So in your mind and those of your fellows, there was no 
condemnation of him on the basis of cowardice? 

COURT No, no. 

Rd Which is a different perception than the one you're sometimes given 
about the armed forces. 

COURT Well those who have been in real operations [never would; I must 
admit) when I go to reunions, battalion reunions and the like, I come away 
shaking my head; Distance lends enchantment and I say to myself "we weren't 
that brave" when they retell the stories and so on. War is a thing that you've 
got to be in it to really understand what it's all about; The times of 
[extreme] danger are very few compared with the times when there is minimal or 
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no danger. But, of course, it's being ready for the times of [real] danger, 
even if it's only for a matter of seconds or a matter of minutes, that's the 
important part of your training. I was very fortunate in having been brought up 
under "Red Robbie". I served under him three times. That's the famous General 
Robertson. He was a fanatic for training. When the troops would be just about 
in mutiny because they'd been over it so often and they'd done It so well and 
they'd done it so often, and he'd say, "Do it again, because your 
responsibility is to train the soldiers under you so well that in their moment 
of trial they do it from sheer fright." There's a lot of men alive in Australia 
today because of Robertson. He was an absolute fanatic on quality, standards, 
persistence, repetition. That was what he was all about. But the actual moments 
of real danger are not that many unless you're In a different sort of campaign. 

Now a soldier like Kendrew who got four DSOs [is different.] Unbelievable that 
a man can get four DSOs in four different campaigns and still be alivel Some of 
them are quite story book stuff. His DSO In Korea was when there was a stretch 
of no-man's-land where the firing was so heavy they couldn't evacuate the 
wounded. They had a very badly wounded man, and Kendrew, as a brigadier then, 
just picked the man up on his shoulder and carried him1  straight across and put 
him down In a position of safety, and Kendrew lived! But he would have had, 
during his lifetime, probably more exposure to real danger than, well 99 other 
soldiers out of a hundred, because he had a whole lifetime as a professional 
soldier - a whole war of going from one campaign to another. Then when the war 
was over he still had to go to Korea and then he still had to come back and be 
in charge of the British troops in Cyprus, and he still lived. But whether you 
have a lot of exposure to the real danger of war, or have a little, any could 
be too much. It's that moment that you could have the exposure that is fatal or 
causes you great injury or something of that kind, mental or physical. In the 
Jungle the mental breakdown was the biggest enemy. We would have lost more men 
as casualties through mental illness during the campaign than we would have 
from the Japs themselves until General Savige devised a new system of handling 
the troops in the jungle. Very simple, would be standard practice now. 

RJ And what was that, seeing you've raised it? 

COURT Well you see In the real jungle (and heaven forbid they ever have 
another war there, because It's quite different to open warfare) drip, drip, 
drip, you never see the sky. You sleep in a wet hole. You've got to be buttoned 
up all the time because of malaria and because of the scrub typhus and all that 
sort of thing. It all depends what country you're in, of course. It varies from 
country to country, or one part of a country to another, part of an island, to 
another part of an island. The constant drip, drip, drip, and the restrictions 
on your movements. A hundred yards in a jungle is a long way. If you advance a 
hundred yards with an infantry company in the real jungle, it's a long, long 
way. You can't see your enemy, you can't see the sky [most of the time.] It's 
only a matter of time, of course, and some people just can't take it. It's a 
mental problem then. 

Well Savige hit on the very simple idea that a man could stand that for so many 
days, maybe a week, maybe ten days, but after that you were testing him too 
much. If you could evacuate those troops back to where It was clear and you 
could look at the sky, preferably to the beach - because don't forget you're 
dealing in Islands and you're not dealing in continents - preferably to the 
beach so that you could build a perimeter around an area and those troops 
didn't have to worry about food, they didn't have to worry about fatigues, they 
didn't have to do anything, they were protected completely. They could relax 
there, they could swim, they could sleep, they could eat, they could do 
anything for that, say a week like that. They were really just given complete 

1 Major General Sir Douglas Kendrew has since died. (CC) 



TAPE 11 SIDE B COURT 139 

relaxation for that time. They could then be sent back into the jungle. But 
under the earlier system of keeping them there until they dropped, of course, 
your numbers were getting less and less and they never rehabilitated very 
quickly. Some of them never rehabilitated at all and would have to go back to 
the mainland. It might have taken them months and months to ever get back to 
being reasonably normal people. But under this system of constant change, they 
knew that in a week say, or ten days, they were going to be back at the base 
and the new mob would come up and take over and go on. Not only was it 
operationally more effective with fitter troops, but the mental breakdown 
disappeared. It was as simple as that. Unfortunately it was not practised until 
the latter stages of the war in the jungle. But Savige was the man. I'm not 
sure whether he was the man that dreamed it up, but he was the practical sort 
of chap that would. Maybe one of his medical people, or one of his soldiers 
might have put the idea in his head, but he was the one that implemented it and 
wrote a treatise on it as the new method of war in the jungle. 

END OF TAPE 11 SIDE B 
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TAPE 12 SIDE A 

RJ Just thinking of religion, what does death mean to you? Do you 
believe in a heaven? 

COURT I do. I like to feel that, okay, I haven't done everything right, 
but I'd like to think I've done most things right, at least I tried to do them 
right. I think that's all that matters. I don't say that I'd be as ready for 
death as my mother was. She got to a stage when it couldn't come fast enough, 
it was going to be a great day. It was going to be a great night out on the 
town when she was going to meet her maker! She really was like that. I never 
worried about her dying from the time she was 80 onwards because she was ready 
for it. It was not going to be a great shock, a great hardship. That's why I 
didn't want her to linger at all. Except for the last six months she had 
strength and was still able to push me about. Then all of a sudden the end 
came. When she was shifting from one house to another, virtually staying with 
my brother in one place he had, waiting to go into the new place he'd built 
with provision for her, she just died. It was as simple as that. I don't think 
I'd be quite as prepared as that, when I'd be sitting there waiting for it, 
thinking what a great time It's going to be, and rubbing my hands together [In 
anticipation]. She read and read the bible. Her bible had fallen to pieces, 
just literally worn out. You can pick up her favourite passages without any 
problem. 

But I don't think I'd be quite that ready, but it doesn't hold any great fears 
for me. I expect to get my fingers rapped for some of the things I could have 
done better, but I hope I'll get a pass. But I do believe in it. That helps if 
you do believe in it. You've got to believe in something; you've got to hang on 
to something. So for better or for worse I've believed that all my life and I 
stay with it. If anything it gets stronger. The more I read and hear of some of 
these people trying to distort the simple facts [of the Christian faith], the 
more angry I get and the more it commits me to what I believe in. I feel these 
people are only trying to get notoriety, trying to get a headline for 
themselves, trying to get a book that they can slap their name on. They'd be 
much better if they got back to the basics of what It's all about and try to 
explain to themselves why it's right, rather than why it's wrong. 

RJ To go back to family life, were you given pocket money on a regular 
basis? 

COURT No. There was a good reason for that, they didn't have it. Don't 
get me wrong you weren't denied everything. I mean if you wanted an ice cream 
or a buy or something, you had to ask for it and that wasn't a bad thing. 
Sometimes you got it and sometimes you didn't. It was all according to the 
state of the budget at the time. So you learnt to ask for it. That's not a bad 
thing. But we didn't get say a shilling a week or two shillings a week. Some 
children did, but there weren't too many, not while they were young. You were 
encouraged to go and earn money. If you did some odd jobs where you might get a 
shilling or something like that, it was your money and you put it in your money 
box. It was quite fair there. I mean there was no question of confiscating that 
because you'd have stopped doing It anyhow. But If you could go and run some 
errands or do something you got the money and out of that more often than not 
you bought your ice creams and you bought your blues and you did the little 
things, going to the pictures and so on that you wanted to. My mother and 
father were always very proper about that. 

I used to go and chop some wood at Bayswater of all places, from Leederville, 
bearing in mind I could travel for [about] a penny you see from the West 
Leederville Station to Bayswater Station, then walk down Slade Road, down to Mr 



TAPE 12 SIDE A COURT 141 

Toby's place. He had a piano case. I had to fill it. It was all banksia trees 
in that area and he had a "sawing horse". You'd saw these up into [lengths 
that] had to be exactly the length that would fit in a piano case. If you can 
envisage a piano case and they had to be the exact length that fitted in there, 
neatly stacked. I can tell you a piano case holds a mighty lot of sawn banksial 
So I used to go and do that on a Saturday morning. I did that for quite a 
while. I used to get a shilling for that, which was pretty mean, plus my train 
fare. I always reckon Mr Toby must have sold some of that, because no man and 
his wife could have used up that much wood. Every Saturday when I got there the 
thing was empty. I always had my suspicion about it, but I took my money and 
went. 

RJ What age would you have been? 

COURT I'm just trying to think I went from Leederville, so I must have 
been nine. Then I went from West Sublaco. I must have stopped doing that when I 
was about eleven. Originally I went up there with my father who did some 
plumbing work on their place. While I was there Mr Toby said, "Would you like 
to chop some wood for a shilling?" I jumped at the idea. So while my father was 
doing his work I did my little job. Then I went back and did it quite often 
after that. His son was quite a lot older than me because he went to the First 
World War, that's how much older he was. He actually worked for me when I was 
in practice on my own many, many years later. He was a very good accountant and 
he worked for me for quite a while, then he worked for one of my clients. We 
often used to laugh about these Saturday morning excursions. 

Rd So that's one way of earning money. You've spoken of delivering 
flowers for a neighbour. That was another way of earning.... 

COURT Mr doss. 

Rd ....money. Was there anything else you did as a little kid? 

COURT Oh well then I used to help, naturally, my mother with delivering 
washing [and ironing]. Then when she had her fowls and the ducks in season. 
There were all those [things to do]. 

Rd You delivered those, yes. But you weren't paid for that though. 

COURT No, no, no. 

Rd I was thinking of anything you did that you were paid for. 

COURT Well no regular work. Mrs Laughton was always good. If she ever got 
me tO run an errand for her, she always gave me a penny. That sounds silly 
today, but that was an ice cream, or it was a Nestle's penny chocolate you see. 
It's all relative and that was mighty important. If she didn't give you a penny 
she'd give you something even better, a piece of fruit or something like that 
for having done a job. You always got something from Mrs Laughton for doing a 
little Job. There were all sorts of things that I did that earned a little bit 
of money. There's too many of them to remember them all, but I didn't have any 
sort of regular thing where I went to the grocers and helped shift the empty 
crates or something like that. I didn't seem to have that sort of work - apart 
from the help that I used to give Syd when he was the paper boy at West 
Subi aco. 

But when I was at Rosalie School, and then in my early days at Perth Boys' 
School, the trams started to advertise on the back of tram tickets. Don't laugh 
at this, but they didn't advertise on the back of tram tickets. Nobody 
advertised on anything. The PMG didn't advertise on the back of telegram forms 
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in those days, or anything like that. They hadn't got that smart. Anyhow they 
decided that they'd advertise on the back of tram tickets. Then the advertisers 
said, "Well how do we know people are going to read them when you give them a 
tram ticket?" They said, "Right we'll run a competition and we'll give" (five 
pounds was the prize with a second prize of one pound I think) "for the person 
who collects the most tram tickets and sorts them into the values, like penny, 
tuppence, threepence, fourpence, fivepence. The dearest fare was flvepence. 
That took you from Nedlands Hotel all the way to Victoria Park, [I think.] So a 
penny up to fivepence. Then they had to be broken down into the different 
advertisers. I remember Siggs, the chemists, was a big advertiser. Boans were 
big advertisers. Bairds were big advertisers. Trouchet, the chemist, was a big 
advertiser. WA Apothecaries were big advertisers. These were the sort of people 
that advertised on the back. So if you can just imagine you had to collect 
these tickets and then you had penny, tuppence, threepence, fourpence, 
fivepence. Then you broke them down [into] Boans, Siggs the chemist, Trouchet, 
so on and so on, Foy & Gibsons [etc.] Then you'd have to have them in neat 
little bundles. 

Well the first time we entered, I can't be precise, but I could find out, but I 
said to Syd, "Look this is easy money." Five pounds, we'd never heard of this 
sort of thing before. So we said, "Let's give it a go." So we used to go up to 
the tram terminus at Subiaco, where it used to end at the end of Rokeby Road 
where the entrance is at Saw Avenue into Kings Park. When the trams would come 
down we'd go through the trains, clean them all up and then take the tickets 
home. We'd do this after school you see. Then we'd sort them out, penny, 
tuppence, threepence, fourpence, [etc and] into these different advertisers and 
so on. I think we put in something like eight thousand, nearly nine thousand 
the first time and we didn't get anywhere. Somebody won with eleven thousand. 
We were very disappointed so my mother said to me, "Do you really want to win 
it?" I said, "Of course we do; a lot of money." It was as much as my [father's 
pay for a full week!] There was a prize every month you see. That was as much 
as my father was getting as a tradesman if he did a full week's work. She said, 
"Well the people that have won, they'll be thinking about this and they'll say, 
'If we're going to win again it's no good us just going up a thousand, or 
something like that, we'll have to go up a big number. We'll have to go up to 
about 15 000 or something like that.' So if you want to win it you'll have to 
be quite dramatic, you'll have to jump right up, 20 000 or something like 
that." So we said, "Righto." Off we went. 

All our friends were collecting tram tickets. The Perth trams had never been so 
clean, the Subiaco ones anyhow, because as soon as the tram would come down [to 
the Subiaco Terminus], so that the conductor and the driver could have a srnoko 
while they were waiting to start the return journey, we used to pull the 
trolley down. I don't know if you remember the tram trolleys. But we'd pull 
that one down. We knew how to lock that down, and put the other one up the 
other end, so that the tram [was ready to go the other way].  Then we used to 
turn all the seats over, so they'd be pointing the right way. And this was what 
we did. Every tram conductor and driver knew us. In fact we travelled on the 
trams for years for free because every conductor and driver knew us. Some of 
them didn't trust us for a while but we got known. E ... 1. In return for that 
we had the right to pick up all the tickets. 

Well we put our number in and we won. In the meantime we'd had to take over the 
washhouse and put up a little system: a series of boards with spikes on them. 
So you put penny, tuppence, threepence, fourpence, fivepence., and you'd have 
Siggs the chemist, Foys, and so on and so on, and then a little bit of cotton 
and tie them up. So we won this. So my mother said, "Now remember, you jumped 
up from eight [thousand] over their eleven up to twenty. They probably went up 
to fifteen and thought they were going to be in front. Now the other people who 
want to win this, they're going to do the same this time. So if you want it 
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this time you'll have to go up to at least 30 000 or more. If you want to win 
it you've got to be quite dramatic about it. It's no good just going up a 
little bit, ten per cent or something." So we said, "Righto." Off we went. That 
was our target. 

We had to work a bit harder this time because we were running out of tram 
tickets because we had the trains so clean. [laughs] All our friends were.... 
they were sick and tired of these tram tickets you see. So to cut a long story 
short we jumped up that time and we won It again. We had to eventually go down 
on a Saturday morning, down to the car barn. It used to be down at the end of 
Hay Street. You know where the WACA is. The car barn was down in that end 
[about] where the Metropolitan Transport have their bus depot today. Well there 
were tram sheds there, [barns they were called], huge things there, and they 
used to run right along into a dead end behind the WACA.. So we used to go down 
there and go right through them every Saturday morning, then come home and have 
to sort them out, penny, tuppence, threepence, fourpence etc. By this time it 
was getting big business you see. We didn't need our friends then because we 
had [the car barn as our main source..] Strangely enough no one else ever 
thought of the idea of going down there. We went up to a very dramatic figure 
that time, and the next time, and we won again. So same principle, you've got 
to go up dramatically, you see. So I think [the last time) we got up to 70 000 
or more tram tickets and there were so many that we had a chaff bag full and a 
sugar bag full and we had to get a trolley and walk all the way from West 
Subiaco into Perth. 

Now when we got there, the manager of the electricity and the tramways was 
where the Beaufort Street Bridge is. If you can imagine the Beaufort Street 
Bridge. You come down Barrack Street and you go across the Beaufort Street 
Bridge, and right opposite there until recently there used to be a fairly 
modest sort of a building with Canterbury Court and all that behind it. [There 
was no Canterbury Court in those days], but right there was a very modest sort 
of a building. That was the Tramwy and the Electricity Trust or Corporation, 
whatever they called themselves.. They ran the trams and they ran the 
electricity [I think.] A man named Taylor was the Manager. So when we got there 
with this jolly great chaff bag of these things, myself and my little brother, 
they said, "Mr Taylor wants to see you." I remember Syd getting quite excited.. 
He said, "Oh they must be going to take our photo," Mr Taylor being the 
Manager. So we were taken up to Mr Taylor. Bearing in mind that we weren't used 
to our people swearing at home. I can never remember my father or mother ever 
swearing at all, and neither did their friends. It came as something of a shock 
to us when we heard somebody swear you see. Anyhow we were standing in front of 
Mr Taylor there and he said, "Are you the young so-and-so's that have been 
collecting these so-and-so tram tickets?" you see, in pretty strong language. 
Phew, this gave us a bit of a shock. "Yes, Mr Taylor. Yes, Mr Taylor." He said, 
"Well I want to tell you," and he was very, very angry, and he said, "Here's 
your cheque," and he said, "1 want to tell you personally, in case you don't 
understand, there are no more competitions." He said, "I've got a room down 
there full of your bloody tram tickets, and" he said, "there hasn't been 
another competitor for the last three months.." So we'd been getting these tens 
of thousands of tram tickets [unnecessarily when we could have won with a token 
number!] 

But the moral in the story, of course, is if you're going to win, you've got to 
be so far out in front that you burn off the opposition. It's a moral I've 
never forgotten. I've often told my partners. I've often told people who are 
starting to get a bit cocky about their position, you see. I used to always 
finish up by saying, "Look you never get into trouble for winning by a furlong, 

----------------------- 
The Department was known as the Government Railways and Tramways Electricity 

Supply (RJ). 
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but you'll be kicked to death if you lose by an inch. So you've got to make 
sure you're winning by a furlong." This used to be the way I used to talk when 
I was trying to get a bit of enthusiasm into my partners or into my staff, or 
into my parliamentarians. When all used to fail me I used to tell them the 
story of the tram tickets. So that was the story of the WA Tramways competition 
and the fact that every prize except one was won by the Court boys and we 
didn't have any competition for three months and didn't know it. [laughs] So 
the joke was on us in some ways, but on the other hand the triumph was ours 
because we'd literally burned off the opposition, when they found that we went 
from eight to twenty and then went up again to over thirty. Of course this 
explains why we had no one [against us.) We should have stopped to think there 
was no one competing with us down at the car barn. That was the logical place 
to go because every tram had to go there sooner or later. No one ever 
challenged us at the Subiaco terminus and we should have realised that we were 
the only people in the game professionally, with a really professional system. 
You should have seen that washhouse of my mother's. [laughs] She had to battle 
to get in to do the washing because we had these frames all rigged up with 
these spikes all over them. Anyhow enough of that, and the tram tickets. 

END OF TAPE 12 SIDE A 
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TAPE 12 SIDE B 

RJ An interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library 
Building on the 3rd of May 1990. 

Sir Charles at our interview last time we finished with you telling the lovely 
story about the competition for tram ticket collecting that you went into in 
your youth. I wondered what age you would have been approximately? 

COURT I've been reflecting on that since I left because it stuck clearly 
in my mind. It was a mixture between the time when I was at Rosalie School and 
at Perth Boys' School. So I must have been twelve to thirteen at the time, 
because I know for most of the competition I was still at Rosalie School and 
then went on to Perth Boys School. So I was younger than I thought I would have 
been. When you think of it I used to be in and out of trams and pulling 
trolleys down and putting trolleys up and then going down to the car barn of a 
Saturday. We could get in the tram at Rokeby Road corner and go right through 
to the car barn, you see. By that time the conductors knew us all so well that 
my brother and I travelled free on the tram for years, even long after the tram 
tickets stopped. They all knew us, yes. 

RJ The other thing I wondered was what you did with the money you won 
in that competition? 

COURT Well we first of all put it into the bank, into our savings bank. 
Yoirkept it for a specific purpose because you were taught to save, but that 
was a windfall, it really was a windfall, and by our standards it was a 
fortune. But you realise in those days the Commonwealth Savings Bank was 
paramount and every school had a day set aside when you took your little 
passbook, and sixpence, a shilling, two shillings as the case may be. If you 
took two shillings along you were regarded as being quite rich. If I recall 
correctly most times I took sixpence, which would be the average. But the 
important thing was it taught you to save; it inculcated the savings ethics. 
The teachers of course, had as part of their duty, to collect this money. They 
did these things in those days without fuss and bother. It was part of your 
education. It taught you how to save. Maybe some of those practical things are 
much more important than some of the other curriculum items. So that money went 
into that account I remember very well. 

You realise of course, the amount of interest that was paid on those savings 
banks in those days was minimal. There was no competition for funds. People 
hadn't got the idea of going down and doing a deal with a building society or 
with a bank, or with some money management group. That's all new. Right up 
until then people left their money in the savings bank and got their very small 
rate of interest, or they went to a building society which also paid a small 
rate of interest. The Perth Building Society for instance, paid five per cent 
for years and years and years. If you left your money for the full term, which 
I think from memory was an eight year term - if you left your money there for 
the whole of that term you then got a higher rate which was say eight per cent. 
You got a bonus on it. That was the inducement to leave your money, otherwise 
you could withdraw it on 24 hours notice: not on immediate notice, but on 24 
hours notice. 

When I was office boy I used to have to take the savings from the different 
members of the staff. The boss encouraged everybody to put something in to the 
Perth Building Society in Barrack Street. It would range from a shilling In my 
case to some of the more senior people who might put in five shillings. It 
doesn't sound much today, but proportionally It is quite big. Now if they left 
their money there for the full term they got this higher rate of interest, but 
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they could withdraw it on twenty-four hours notice and they only got five per 
cent. The savings bank wasn't paying five per cent. I couldn't tell you 
exactly, but they certainly weren't paying more than three per cent. But you 
have to realise then that the inflation was virtually nil. Most people forget 
that a very big component in the interest rate is the inflation, because until 
you take out the inflation rate you don't get down to the real earnings. 

For instance when I built my house the rate of interest we paid on our mortgage 
from the WA Trustee Company was very small. We had a first mortgage, we had a 
second mortgage, we had a third mortgage. The third mortgage we thought was 
absolute usurage, It was nine per cent. Just imagine borrowing money today for 
nine per cent on a house. Well we thought that was terrible. So I used to do 
extra dance work at night to get some extra money - any theatre work from J C 
Williamsons, and any orchestra work from the ABC - to get this extra money to 
get rid of that 100 pounds that we had as the third mortgage. I never ever told 
my mother and father that we had a third mortgage because they wouldn't have 
been able to sleep. They'd want to sell their house to go and pay it off 
because of their Calvinist beliefs that you shouldn't have anything unless you 
could pay for it. I've told you the story of how they bought their war service 
home. If they'd have known that I'd had 100 pounds third mortgage they couldn't 
have slept at night. They'd have done something if they couldn't have paid it 
off themselves. 

But we got rid of that pretty quickly. Then, of course, the second mortgage was 
attacked. Then when I came back from the war I had enough money accumulated in 
my deferred pay and undrawn pay and a few other little things you got, because 
when you were away at the war there was nothing to spend it on. They take your 
wife's allowance out and then you have these other things accruing all the 
time, and especially when you're out of Australia, of course, you were tax 
free, so you didn't have any deductions at all. You can imagine how much you 
can spend when you're In the Islands [laughs]! There weren't any shops. There 
wasn't anything at all. Anything you bought from the canteen didn't have any 
duty on it. It didn't have any sales tax or anything like that on it, so the 
prices were low. So you accumulated a lot of money. 

Then I learnt the horrors of inflation if it's working against you because the 
poor people who'd lent us the money before the war lent us real pounds that 
were worth "real pounds" (you can imagine the value of a pound before the war 
in a virtual inflation free area). With the war, which is the greatest fueller 
of inflation you can have, those pounds weren't worth anything like what they 
were before the war. Yet I could pay them off in the new pounds you see, 
because of all the money accumulated in my pay book and so on. So I learnt that 
lesson there - [that time in my favour.] 

But that's a long explanation to tell you about what happened to the money that 
we got from the tram ticket prizes and which we duly shared. My brother, of 
course, got his share of It. But you can bet my mother personally supervised 
how we spent it, just to make you realise that "easy come, easy go" (that used 
to be the phrase) just because you got this out of the blue, it just came from 
nowhere, you just don't spend It easily, you don't waste it. I'm fairly sure I 
bought a bike from Boans. Up until then I'd had to make do with all sorts of 
scrap iron things. Boans had a bike called the Boans Special. It had racing 
handlebars and everything. Very simple compared with today's bikes. A fixed 
wheel type of thing. There was no smart gears on it and that sort of thing. I 
well remember getting that bike, it was my pride and joy. But the money from 
the tram tickets helped to buy that and I valued It. 

Incidentally my mother let us go into that competition only because it was 
based on the hard work that we did. It wasn't a game of chance. Had it been a 
raffle or something, she wouldn't have let us go into It, but this was just 
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plain hard work or skill; those things were all right. To go into anything that 
was based on a draw out of a barrel or something like that, she wouldn't have a 
bar of it; You can imagine we weren't very good customers for raffle tickets in 
those days. [laughs] When I think of today we seem to spend half our life 
buying raffle tickets. 

RJ So you will buy a raffle ticket now? 

COURT Oh well, you know, when you get away from the parental influence 
with P and Cs, and Liberal Party and football clubs and that, I've probably 
organised more raffles than most people. Don't forget the bible talks about 
drawing lots, you know; I used to remind my mother of that, but she said that 
was different. That seemed to answer everything: "that was different", yes; 

Rd You referred in an earlier interview to the fact that you helped 
Syd with his paper round; I wondered if it was a round he did on foot or on a 
bike; 

COURT He did some of it on foot and some on a bike. 

Rd Did he share his earnings with you when you helped? 

COURT Oh I can't recall, no; But things used to work out fairly well that 
way. I was always taught it was my job to help him, not the other way round; I 
can't remember that we ever had a sort of sharing arrangement. Don't forget he 
used to have to get up to the West Subiaco Station (now the Shenton Park 
Station) in time for the rattler; That was the train that used to go through 
early in the morning and bring you all the newspapers and throw them off at 
each station; Also it used to, in some cases, bring the milk; That changed as 
soon as motor transport started to take over and they could do all these 
things; Because don't forget there wasn't any pasteurisation in those days; A 
lot of little local dairies used to supply milk, like the dairy down where Sir 
Charles Gairdner Hospital is now. Mr Allman's dairy, he supplied all that area; 
In Osborne Park, up Main Street, there were dairies there; One of them Mr 
Flynn, I remember. They had dairies up there and they supplied all that 
district round there; 

Rd You say that you were brought up to believe you should help him; 
Was he brought up to help you? 

COURT Well I think he was brought up in the tradition that the family was 
the family and... 

Rd Helped each other; 

COURT Helped each other. 

Rd It wasn't the older brother being protective? 

COURT But on the other hand the older brother was always taught that his 
responsibilities were greater, and that's fair enough, until you get older, 
when you get self-reliant. At school or anything like that, If he had any 
problems he naturally felt he could seek out his older brother and that was 
fair enough; 

Rd I wondered if you had any money-earning activities of your own in 
your youth besides your delivering flowers and your competition? 
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COURT Oh well I've told you about the wood chopping exercise. 

RJ That's right, yes, and you earned money at that. 

COURT I found it was better having odd jobs rather than having a set type 
775 i n g Some of my friends at school they used to have little odd jobs on 
Saturdays and maybe late on Fridays at some of the local grocers' shops and 
greengrocers' shops, emptying bins and all that sort of stuff. Don't forget 
this was before the days of self-service, before the days of supermarts. But I 
found that was a bit too restrictive for me, particularly once I got involved 
with the RSL Band, because we used to have to go to the races and trots every 
Saturday. So I had a little bit of income coming in from the band. They used to 
get paid five shillings for the races and five shillings for the trots. The WA 
Turf Club and the WA Trotting Association used to pay the band twelve and 
sixpence, but the rest was deducted for band operating expenses, instruments, 
music, uniforms, that sort of thing. When I got to about fourteen I was the 
first one selected to go to the races and trots because I was the solo cornet, 
so he had to go first you see. So it's quite incongruous that they used to draw 
up a roster so they all got their share of the earnings and I was always first 
because I was the solo cornet by then. It became fairly regular income. So that 
was something from when I was about fourteen, maybe a little before. I had that 
coming in all the time. 

There was a little bit of a whimper at the time about me being just a boy at 
school and some of these other fellows were struggling to keep families going. 
During the Depression, of course, they were struggling to get work. I know my 
father worked out something about It. I was never quite clear what happened. He 
insisted that as far as I was concerned I got paid for what I did. There is an 
old saying that "the labourer Is worth his hire", and I was the solo cornet, 
although I was so young, and he worked on the basis, well you get paid for 
that. But I always, with a bit of prompting from my father, if there was any 
things you contributed to in the band, for some special case I was always 
nudged a little bit to put in more than my share. As a boy living at home it 
was quite unfair really that with some of these people struggling and having a 
terrible, terrible time, in the Depression particularly, that I was drawing 
this full money every time. Some of them might only be selected to go every 
second week. Don't forget we had about 45 families in the band. I learnt a lot 
about people and families and the problems of people in times of depression and 
unemployment. People had fairly big families in those days too, that added to 
the problem. So It was a good period of training and education, but It's all 
related to this question of earning. See I couldn't have taken on a regular job 
with a grocer to be cleaning out the bins and the rubbish and running errands 
and all that sort of thing like some of my friends did, because I had this 
other income. I also had the commitment to go to the band. You had to be 
prompt, you had to be on time, you had to have your uniform, you had to have 
your instrument clean, specially with Mr Mellor. He wouldn't tolerate anything 
but punctuality, cleanliness, proper turnout, as well as performance. 

R) Well now you spoke of not receiving pocket money and the earning 
you are speaking of with the band came in your teenage years. So what happened 
before that when it came to things like Christmas and birthday? 

COURT Well we were given a few shillings to do these things so that you 
could go and buy things on your own initiative. 

RJ And you would do it on your own; you wouldn't have Mum buy it for 
you? 
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COURT No, no, no. My mother was quite clever. As I look back on It, you 
know, she was quite clever about it. This stood me in good stead later on when 
I was a father myself to realise that people want to have something [with 
which] to go and buy something. It doesn't matter what it is, it might be very 
small, but the fact is they want to go and feel they bought it themselves and 
they made the selection themselves. 

I used to spend a lot of time buying presents. I used to take it very 
seriously. Bairds was usually my shopping place. The Baird family were there. 
They hovered around, just like Mr Roan, Mr Harry Roan, hovered around Boans. I 
can well remember one of the Baird ladies saw me having some difficulty trying 
to buy something. I remember it was a shaving brush, because In those days 
there were cut-throat razors and strops and brushes and so on. I was sixpence 
short. I remember it as well as anything. The Bairds were like this: they'd 
actually come along and negotiate a transaction with somebody. Not always, 
normally you paid the normal price, but if somebody was a little bit querulous 
as to whether something was worth what It was, one of the Baird family would 
bob up somehow or other. I know she cut this down from two and six to two 
shillings because that was all the money I had you see. So it was quite a 
genuine transaction. I wasn't putting it on, but she seemed to get a bit of fun 
out of it like I did. So I was able to get the one I wanted and still keep 
within my budget. But that's the sort of shopping you did. I found it was good 
to take it seriously. The things you bought when I look back on them they were 
very, very small. Now that was two shillings, that would give you some idea. It 
was quite a good shaving brush, but two shillings is not a lot of money. But 
that was important, I bought it myself. It used to be a great thing to keep 
these things to yourself and wrap them up yourself and so on. 

RJ It was a twenty per cent discount she gave you which is.... 

COURT Oh yes, but.... 

RJ .... quite considerable. 

COURT .... I remember that transaction very vividly because I hovered 
around that place for quite a long while. .1 didn't want to buy the cheap one 
because it didn't look too good, It looked cheap, and this other one looked 
just right. She eventually saw me there and wanted to know if she could help. I 
told her what my problem was and she fixed It up on the spot. Because if there 
was any change in the price, you see, somebody like her had to initial the 
docket. 

RU What did your family do about celebrating birthdays? 

COURT Oh they were always very generous to us, but I have to hasten to 
add that it was always something of an essential nature. You were going to get 
it later on because it was some piece of clothing or some piece of school 
equipment, or something to do with your music that they were going to have to 
buy anyhow. But still it was always related to birthdays and Christmas and 
that's not extraordinary anyhow. 

RJ But would you have had a birthday cake? 

COURT Oh yes. Well that, of course, that's something my mother could make 
and she was a good cook and do that. You'd also have a birthday party. 
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Rd Regularly? 

COURT Every time I can remember, but you brought in friends from school; could be five or six, sometimes it got a bit more. When we shifted down to West Subiaco, you'd have about ten. You could invite boys from school and it was a pretty simple sort of a function, but everybody seemed to enjoy it. In turn, of course, I'd be going to other boy's birthday parties. 

Rd What happened about Christmas? 

COURT Well Christmas was a very important time in the family, both from the church point of view and also because of Christmas itself. They had the usual things. As you can imagine the Christmas dinner was a typical British type of dinner, the inevitable poultry and plenty of things that went with it. No liquor, of course, because that was verboten in the house. It was always a time we looked forward to. I was quite amazed at the extent to which they used to save so that they could do things for us. 

We were still down at Leederville when my father gave me my first cornet. It was a very battered old one I remember, a brass one, not too clean, in a very heavy wooden case. It was a very poor quality French make, Thibouville Lamy. Now don't hold me to the pronunciation of it. But it was quite a well known make of brass instruments, but they weren't as good as the Boosey and Hawkes and the Besson instruments made in Britain which were by far the best in the world at that time. I really loved that instrument. It worked. The valves didn't work all that well, but it was good enough. You can imagine It got cleaned and cleaned and cleaned. It was probably the cleanest cornet In the State because it was so easy to polish It, and it was my pride and joy. When I got It it was pretty dirty, quite a bit of verdigris on it where it hadn't been looked after at all. But I got that into good shape. By night time, much to the annoyance of the neighbours, I'd learnt to perform on it in a pretty crude sort of a way. At least I could get a blast out of It with some help from my father. But that was a very special Christmas, because they must have had to save quite a bit for that. They wouldn't have paid much for the instrument by today's dollars, but it would have been something more than we normally would get, related to clothing or schooling or something of that kind. 

Rd Just to get back to Christmas though, what was the routine? Did the family exchange presents first, or go to church first? Did you have a Christmas tree? 

COURT Well don't forget we were nonconformists. We weren't either Roman Catholic or Anglican where you have communion and that type of thing, which dictates when you have your breakfast and that sort of thing. So it was a very Informal type of thing when you got up, and that was Christmas. 

Rd But you would have had presents straight away? You see we were Presbyterian, but my father Insisted we went to church first and then presents, but you had your presents first? 

COURT Yes, they were available straight away, because we weren't brought up in a conformist type of thing. Presbyterians, the Roman Catholics, the Anglicans, In those days particularly it was the done thing to go to church and where you took communion, you took communion, and then came home and had the breakfasts and the presents were all around the tree. Most of my friends were in that category, if I recall correctly, their presents were on the tree. But they didn't open them until they came home from church. We didn't have any conventions like that, because they were very, very much the nonconformists. 
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Rd But you would have gone to church? 

COURT Oh yes, yes. 

Rd Did you have Father Christmas? 

COURT Well Father Christmas was very much in our life. 

Rd Put up a stocking? 

COURT Oh yes, yes, very much so. Then I had to carry it on a bit longer 
than normal because of my brother. It was made a sort of a matter of honour 
that 1 didn't have to spoil his fun just because I knew the facts. In fact I 
remember taking it quite seriously that I had to do nothing to spoil the magic 
as far as my brother Syd was concerned. 

RJ So did that mean you got a Christmas stocking still.... 

COURT Oh yes it would have carried right on. Otherwise he would have 
sai "Why isn't Charlie getting one?" Oh no, that was quite normal and 
everybody carried on until the appropriate time. 

Incidentally on Christmas Day in church, the Salvation Army often have a 
service, a watch night service the night before, the equivalent of a midnight 
mass and that sort of thing. So we'd often get the Christmas Day service out of 
the way the previous night. My father wasn't a great churchgoer. He wasn't as 
committed a [churchman as] he was a committed Christian. He didn't seem to have 
the same commitment to go to church as my mother did. 

END OF SIDE B TAPE 12 
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RJ Did you have a Christmas tree? 

COURT Yes; Improvised one, but not very elaborate; You realise there 
wasn't a lot of money to spend on these things. But the place was always 
tizzied up In a very special way; It was very much a Christmas spirit, and I 
think that was more important than the actual decorations; We never received a 
lot of toys; We never seemed to get as many toys as other children did; I think 
this was part of the training and part of the fact that they weren't prepared 
to overspend at all and why so many of the things we got were related to our 
clothing or our schooling. But they were made to appear special anyhow We'd 
get the odd toys, but I can't remember us getting the sort of toys that some 
other people did, but that never worried US; 

RJ You've spoken of the chore of cutting wood for your mother's stove, 
which you continued right through her life, but as a child did you have any 
other set chores that were your responsibility? You also spoke of going errands 
for her and shopping for her'; 

COURT I did all those things; I did what I was asked to do, sometimes 
cheerful ly'; 

RJ I was wondering about things like setting the table or clearing 
dishes, washing dishes? 

COURT Helped with the washing up, but not too much; We might have to help 
with the cleaning on occasions, but mainly chores out In the garden; But I 
can't remember any routine chores except I was usually the one that had to go 
and get the milk and the first one up had to go and put it on the stove, of 
course to scald it; That meant you could have first go at the cream! But one 
chore I know that I used to fall for quite often was stirring the porridge; 
With all these modern cereals, you know people don't really prepare breakfast 
any more; Even if you get porridge today it's this quick-fix stuff; one minute 
and it's cooked or it's microwaved or something'; But in those days, of course, 
porridge was porridge; It was just raw oatmeal and it was therefore pretty good 
for you too; But it used to be an irksome job for me'; You used to have to stir 
it and stir it to stop it burning and that sort of thing. My mother used to 
seem to have a had habit of watching when I was loafing a bit and not giving It 
the right number of stirs; But it was one job I remember I used to hate, was 
stirring the porridge; I used to like the porridge; I used to say, "Oh Mum It's 
done now, surely;" "No it's not dear," and on you'd go. It had to be just 
right; We used to have plenty of It I might add; I don't know why I was picked 
on to do it; My father, I suppose, was too busy getting off to work and Syd was 
too small; 

RJ In a Bulletin article of October 1781  you are auoted as savina. "Mv 
mother and father were very strict; They were people in the old order and 
tended to be rather bigoted;" Now you've identified something of that in 
talking about their attitude to religion and so on, but I wondered if that 
bigotry went to other things, for instance to people of other races, 
Aborigines? 

COURT No it didn't arise much in those days; The great majority of people 
around were Anglo-Saxon, so that didn't arise, and you rarely ever saw an 
Aborigine; Quite frankly you saw more Chinese indentured people and more 
Afghans than you saw Aborigines. They seemed to be either on the fringe or they 

------------------------ 
I Bulletin, 10 Oct 1978, p  52'; 
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were fairly inconspicuous. The only ones we used to see were prop sellers. They 
used to go around the metropolitan area on a fairly regular beat and they were 
pretty well known. There was never any case that I can remember of them being 
accused of theft or anything but proper conduct. I don't know If you know what 
I'm talking about when I'm talking about a prop, but they used to cut saplings 
in the bush and they were fairly young saplings, as you can imagine, and they'd 
just be about the height that would hold up a clothesline, bearing In mind this 
was before the days of rotary hoists. You used to have this single line, or 
might be two clothes lines and they'd have arms at each end, and you could pull 
them up or down. When I say up or down: the left hand one, if that was down the 
right hand one was up, if you can follow what I mean, because each arm was on a 
pole. That was one way you could get it down to reach it, and then you put them 
both up level when they were both loaded and the drying was going on. These 
clothes props were necessary, specially if you had a single line, so that it 
would keep the line up. They would just be a sapling but chopped off at the top 
where they had a fork; the two sticks that made the fork at the top of the 
pole, where the stake would be thinning out and chopped off. I don't know if 
you follow my meaning. So you had this little fork at the top [of the clothes 
prop] which stuck up under the line. They used to bring these around. They'd 
start the day with anything up to four or five of these. By the end of the day, 
of course, or maybe after half a day, they'd sold them. 

When I first met one of these I was frightened because I hadn't seen an 
Aborigine. They were always called blackfellows in those days. But I got used 
to them coming around and used to follow them around a bit. They didn't seem to 
be able to carry on a conversation at all. They'd just sort of grunt and people 
knew that they were trying to sell a clothes prop and I think most people, if 
they wanted a clothes prop, they bought one and they'd pay the right price for 
it. My mother seemed to have a natural desire to talk to these people. I think 
she felt sorry for these Aborigines when they came round with their props. I 
can well remember being very frightened when she asked one of them if he'd like 
a drink because she felt sorry for him carrying these props around. He only 
wanted water. She was quite happy to give him a cup of tea, but in retrospect I. 
gather that he wasn't used to having tea. But she was friendly towards them and 
seemed to spend more time trying to talk to them than most people. It was just 
her natural desire to do the right thing by all mankind. 

My father and my mother were both very, very pro-British, as you can imagine 
with their background, but I don't think they would have ever carried it to a 
degree of intolerance at all. In fact after my father had died and many years 
later, my mother had some students, foreign students [boarding with her.] Some 
were Malay, some were Chinese - mainly Chinese. We encouraged this because it 
meant that somebody was living there and if they saw that she was not well or 
anything [else] they could very easily phone me. It didn't happen [often,] but 
we had this understanding with them. With one exception they all performed 
their role very well indeed. They respected her wishes that they weren't 
allowed to smoke, and they weren't allowed to have any alcohol. Of course their 
parents probably welcomed that they were living with somebody that had a fairly 
strict code of conduct because she used to mother them and read the riot act to 
them. If they got a bit boisterous or had a bit too much to drink, she 
threatened to get rid of them and so on. So in that way she was doing a good 
job. It was never any Intolerance on her part at all. She was always very 
respectful and kindly in her references. Some she liked better than others as 
is only natural; they behaved themselves better. Some of them were very kind to 
her. They treated her very, very gently and respectfully. 
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RJ So in your youth were you aware of racial prejudice in people? 

COURT I was very aware of it in the period after the First World War when 
we had an influx of Southern Europeans. It was a period of shame as far as WA 
was concerned culminating in the Kalgoorlie Riots-; These Yugoslays, Italians 
and other Southern Europeans came here and they weren't treated well; I think 
the only thing that enabled them to put up with it was the fact that most of 
them came to something that, as bad as It was, was better than they had, 
because they had come from peasant areas in many cases - not all, but in many 
cases - so they could tolerate the conditions; The work they did in sleeper 
cutting, [mining,] and quarrying and farm employment and things of that kind 
was very heavy and very poorly paid, but they seemed to get by; They accepted 
their 1t and I think almost philosophically adopted the attitude they had to 
pay a price for being here and justifying their existence? 

One particular case I can refer to is down Spearwood when they were given that 
land down there for market gardening; It looked to me at the time to be pretty 
cruel; It looked very harsh land at the time'; You look at it today, it looks so 
different, but in those days it looked very harsh land-; They looked at It 
differently; They'd come from lands where they'd had that sort of climate and 
that sort of terrain. They dug the stone out of the ground and built houses? 
They built fences; They found out that you could get good quality water 
suitable for domestic and market gardening at shallow depths; You know the 
history of it now, of course, they succeeded and really put to shame the people 
who, I think with some ulterior motives, allocated them that land; Out of 
sight, out of mind, type of thing; 

But they were subject to a lot of harsh criticism, and not just criticism; 
cruel comment and slinging off at them and so Ofl; They were treated as "wogs" 
and all sorts of names they had for them The other population, the main 
population in those days had an arrogance, or an ignorance (I'm not sure which) 
or a bit of both; My mother used to get very upset about It; Even after they'd 
been here for years there were still a section of people who were born here who 
regarded themselves as superior and better than people who'd come from England; 
Even after my father had been to the First World War as an Australian soldier 
the number of people who used to refer to him as a 'ponimie' and so Ofl; It used 
to hurt them a bit, because you know, he had been to the war as an Australian 
soldier and he had conformed; He was involved in the community in a complete 
way and he wasn't one that talked about this is how we did it in the old 
country and things like that; But I know my mother got very, very hurt on a 
number of occasions, especially when she was dealing with the bureaucracy? 
There seemed to be a big proportion of them who were born in Australia; In 
other words their parents had come probably the previous generation or the 
generation before that, and they regarded themselves as being Australians and 
the others as intruders; 

This even intruded into school, bearing in mind, of course, there was a big 
proportion of the children there like myself who were born in England, but 
there was still a big proportion who were actually born in Australia; Somehow 
or other from their parents they got on to this idea that they were different, 
they were special, they were Australians and we were intruders; So we had a 
situation in my family where I was born in England and brought out when I was a 
few weeks old and Syd was actually born in Australia, so he was in a completely 
different category in school to what I was; This became very, very marked; 

So you can imagine that when you got this big influx of Southern Europeans they 
had a bad time; They had to withstand all sorts of jibes and rumours; One 
rumour was that they went into these country towns and [didn't pay their 
debts;] They either were farm workers doing fencing work or clearing and that 
type of very hard work (don't forget it was all done with an axe in those 
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days), ringbarking or felling of trees, splitting of posts to make fence posts 
and so on. Those down in the forest cut sleepers with the broad axe. The rumour 
was spread that they went and they cleared off and they didn't pay their debts 
to the local grocer [and others..] So It became very hard for them to get 
clothing or food or implements on credit whilst they undertook clearing 
contracts, sleeper contracts and so on. 

One of the papers had its own investigation into this. The paer must have been 
The Call or The Mirror, because it was before 'Boss' Simons owned the Sunday 
Times. He was a great defender of these people. He was a great man for causes. 
Often he'd be the only one supporting some of these causes that grew up around 
the community. He seemed to have a flair fr it. He was a very big, impressive 
man. He was the man that founded the YAL. He was also the first secretary of 
the WA Football League. He was fiercely Australian. He wanted an Australian 
code of football. He was the man who was one of the front runners in advocating 
an Australian Navy, instead of using British Navy on attachment in Australia. 
People looked at him as being a bit strange because he was one who was holding 
meetings and writing in his paper about the need for an Australian Navy, a Navy 
of our own. Even if we only had one ship at least start a Navy, before the days 
of Air Force, of course. He came out with a finding that there was not one 
recorded case in the country anywhere, farming areas, forestry areas, where 
these people hadn't paid for their debts and paid on time and were meticulous. 
If they got a piece of equipment for their horses or their carts or their axes, 
or their other equipment, if they'd had to get credit they'd paid on time. 

The Kalgoorlie Riots brought it to a head. As you know it was so serious they 
had to call for volunteers for honorary constables. You could be sworn In as an 
honorary constable and they sent a whole trainload up to Kalgoorlie to deal 
with this situation. As it happened when they got there they weren't needed, 
the balloon had been pricked [- if I remember correctly.] But as sad as it was 
and as bad a reflection as it was on us, it probably was inevitable. Again as 
sad as it was and as bad as it was, the fact that it was so quick and so few 
people were hurt was a good thing, if anything like that can be good, because 
it pricked the balloon and everyone had a look at themselves and felt pretty 
bad about it. The Australians felt pretty bad about it. From then onward I 
can't remember this situation arising, not between Australians and the Southern 
Europeans. As you know they became great citizens. 

I've often spoken while I was a Minister, while I was Premier and since, about 
the contribution they made to this country at a time when we desperately needed 
people that were prepared to go out and do clearing, farming, forestry, 
quarrying, transport, construction, all of the tough, hot, poorly remunerated 
things. Those people made a contribution far beyond anything they've had credit 
for, bearing in mind, of course, that many of them have prospered and they 
deserved to prosper. So you find their children don't do these things. Their 
children are now lawyers, doctors, accountants, and storekeepers, traders, 
bankers, as is right and proper. That part of our migration with integration, 
has been a tremendous success. What I'm worried about is that under 
multiculturalism, [as Is currently advocated] we're not going to let 
[integration] happen any more. 

When I first became a member of Parliament I became conscious of the fact that 
the Labor Party was Inclined to try and "corral" these Southern European 
people, give them the impression that because of their background, the Liberals 
weren't too keen on them. I could see what was happening and that they were 
going to carry this on into another generation, even though the second 

l 
Simons, known as 'Boss' (RJ). 

2Young Australia League. 
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generation became affluent. So David Brand and I consciously made it our 
business to establish friendships and links into these different organisations 
like Yugoslays, Italians, Greeks and so on, bearing in mind in the post war 
period a lot of these had served in the Australian Army and therefore we had 
very strong links with them. David Brand and I, of course, were both 
ex-servicemen, in fact practically the whole of David Brand's 1959 Cabinet were 
members of the RSL, practically the whole of it. I think only two out of the 
whole Cabinet weren't ex-servicemen who were eligible for and members of the 
RSL, because at that time wearing an RSL badge was quite important. As we went 
amongst these various people a lot of them had served in the war and a lot of 
these people had distinguished themselves with decorations. I mean you get a VC 
like Starcevich and people like that. That's important in the life of a 
country, because it identified that they'd participated at the very most 
critical level and they were very good soldiers. So we consciously made 
friendships in these places. 

The first time I went to a couple of the Southern European clubs I remember 
being booed because so strong was the Labor affiliation there that had been 
developed by Herbie Graham, who was a very strong member of the Labor Party and 
a man who had an obsession about the Labor Party. He became Deputy Premier in 
the Tonkin Government. He more or less owned, or claimed he owned these [clubs 
and communities.] He used to boast about the fact that we could never get into 
these organisations because so strong were their links with the Labor Party, 
bearing in mind that within these various organisations there was still a very 
strong affiliation with the left wing, specially amongst the Yugoslays. 

Well, you know, David and I were both known to be approachable people and 
people who had a genuine desire to be part of a total community. He had a 
personality that very quickly made people respond. Because of his service in 
Greece (he was wounded in Greece at a time when the Australians were fighting 
that rearguard action against the Germans there) this all helped, and slowly 
but surely we got our group of friends in these different places who were 
identified with us, not so much politically but in terms of personal 
friendships. We were made welcome and we felt welcome. 

I well remember while I was Premier when I was invited to open the [Spearwood] 
Dalmatinac Club down at Spearwood. The Labor Party couldn't believe It, in that 
area in particular where they felt they owned the Yugoslays down there, when 
they invited me to open the club down there, which I was privileged and proud 
to do. 

So it went on whether it was Italians, Macedonians or the Greek people, or the 
different branches of the Yugoslav people. You realise there were sensitivities 
[amongst the Yugoslays), because whilst they are looked on as a nation they 
really are a number of countries that are in a loose federation. But you have 
to learn to identify with them all, the extreme right, the extreme left. 

I was helped greatly in this in Carnarvon because they had a lot of these 
Southern European people up there in the banana plantations back in the days 
when they weren't as affluent as they are today. A lot of Portuguese went up 
there, Yugoslays, both the extreme left and the extreme right. We had one chap 
over there who was a grandson of Mihailovic. The others used to almost bow when 
he went by although he was going around In bare feet on his plantation and 
living in a bough shed. But it was a very strong association. Others up there 
would almost spit when you went by. You had to walk this tightrope. When they 
eventually established their own clubs up there it became very, very 
embarrassing because the one group would get very angry if you went [to the 
other club. That is if] you were known to go to the [other] club (this is up in 
Carnarvon) and then you hadn't been to their club. C ... ] You'd have to make 
sure that it was well known that you were going to both, even sometimes when 
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you were tired and it was inconvenient and so on. But you've got to realise 
that human beings expect a lot from a leader and he's never meant to get tired 
or angry or nasty or anything. He's not supposed to do those things, and that's 
part of the test as to how well he can cope without being deceitful or in any 
way toadying to one particular group. You've got to make it very clear you 
represent all people. 

So we, over the years, built up a very strong association. The message from the 
Southern Europeans, in fact all the people who were here as migrants, whether 
they were the people of the other parts of Europe and Nordic races and so on, 
was they wanted to be Australians. The one thing that David Brand and I always 
did was to encourage them to have their clubs and to have their culture, their 
dress, if they wanted to, their food if they wanted to, on the basis that they 
were contributing something to us and hopefully we were contributing something 
to them. The classic example I used to use was, who would dare, who would dare, 
say to a Scotchman, "You can't wear your kilts and you can't play your 
bagpipes." When all other arguments used to fail me I used to bring this out. 
[It worked!] 

I well remember on a St Andrews Day, which used to be a very important day in 
the life of the people of Scotch descent. In those days it was a must for a 
government to have a senior minister there, preferably the Premier. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 13 
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COURT It was always a must to have somebody there and it was a great 
occasion, It really was. It stirred your blood. They had the haggis and they 
had the ode to the haggis and all of these things superbly done. Most of them 
were dressed in their Scottish kilts and so on. Bagpipes everywhere and much 
whisky and so on. But I remember this one particular night at a time when there 
was a bit of feeling about Greeks and Italians and Yugoslays. Whenever we had a 
gala day they'd turn up in all of their traditional dress and their traditional 
dances and so on which David Brand and I were encouraging as part of this 
integration thing. This chap was making the speech. He was a magnificent 
figure, complete with his kilts and everything. He'd been piped in and he was 
going to make the speech. The toast always was, "The land in which we live," 
which is a very meaningful toast. Not Scotland but, "the land in which we 
live." I was the senior minister there representing the Government. I wasn't 
the Premier at the time, but I was representing the Government; representing 
David Brand actually. The Speaker said he had a message In his braw Scottish 
accent, you know. You had to listen hard to translate it. He had a message that 
I had to take back to the Premier. He said, "Davie Brand," I'll always remember 
him saying Davie Brand, "has got to stop these Italians and these Greeks and 
these Yugoslays and others getting around in their fancy dress," he said, "and 
doing their funny dances." He said, "It's quite ridiculous," he said, "this is 
Australia and they should be Australians." "So," he said, "I want you to take 
that message back on behalf of our organisation to the Premier." 

So it then came to my turn to respond. I said to myself, "How do you respond to 
this?" because I'd always followed a line, and David Brand had always followed 
the line, you don't just say the popular thing for the moment because it always 
rebounds on you. You've got to often draw a line, you see, and establish a 
position, so that you're not having to deny something later on. So I said how 
impressed I was with the evening and everything that went with it. Incidentally 
they used to induct new members [on this night.] All their new members were 
Inducted that night, and they had to stand up in front of the President who 
drank from a glass of neat whisky and they all had to [follow him.] This was 
their method of acknowledging their membership. I don't know how they'd have 
got on if they'd had a teetotaller, but this was symbolic sort of induction. 
Anyhow 1 said I agreed with every word that the proposer of this toast had said 
on one condition, that it didn't apply to Scotchmenl Well the message was there 
you see. There he was in all his glory - and all of them around him in their 
kilts and sporrans and things and their haggis! Then they had somebody came in 
and did a highland dance and so on. The only thing I could think of to say was 
I agreed with everything that he'd said as long as it didn't apply to 
Scotchman. Well they got the message that that was the end of that. But the 
point was made you see. He wanted the Scotch, and I suppose he wouldn't deny 
the Irish the right to do what they wanted to do, but he wasn't prepared to let 
these other people do it. Yet they were doing exactly the same thing because 
some of the Greeks and some of the Yugoslav people actually have a form of 
bagpipes. It's probably long before the Irish had the bagpipes and they had the 
bagpipes before the Scotch, you see. So that's the sort of thing that went on, 
but you could prick the balloon, you could resolve those situations just by a 
bit of good sense. 

Now the point I'm making is that we were committed to integration; they were 
committed to integration. Since Fraser introduced this [multiculturalism] 
thing, and Hawke has carried it on with even more enthusiasm purely to attract 
votes, we're even getting away from the true meaning of multiculturalism. If 
you mention integration these days you're regarded as being something of a 
heretic - you know, you've got to be put down! Australia, other than on an 
integrated basis, is in for a bad future. We're already getting some groups In 
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Australia, especially in Melbourne, who are, I think, hopefully, without thinking (I'd hate to think that they're doing it premeditated) saying that 
they wouldn't find themselves committed [to Australia.] If Australia was 
Involved in a war, they wouldn't find themselve committed to it If it affected their country. We've had in the last few weeks some very, very clear statements 
by some of these ethnic groups that they want dual nationality and making it 
very clear that they would decide, in the event of Australia being involved in a hostility, whether the issue was in the interest of their other country. 
Rather sadly, I notice some of them refer to it as "their" country, not to 
Australia, but to the other country where they'd have dual loyalty. So you can understand why some of us who are committed to integration [are very 
concerned.] 

Incidentally we're also committed to integration of Aborigines because we've 
had much to do with them. I refer to David Brand again because we used to work and think and talk a lot together over these things. He used to use me for 
things that he wasn't trained to do or experienced to do. We always worked to the day that he would retire and 1 would take over [although he was a little 
younger than me.] It was sort of [understood or Implied.] There was nothing said about it but it just seemed to work out that way and most people assumed it. But we believed that if we educated, [trained], and housed and hospitalised and encouraged their cultural activities and so on of these people, you'd finish up with the Aborigines being integrated into our community. Now that 
didn't mean to say they abandoned their didgeridoos and their dances, any more 
than we asked the Italians, the Greeks, the Yugoslays, the Swedes, the Dutch. The Dutch we haven't mentioned yet, but they were great people for their 
traditions and lovely traditions they are. We could see the Aborigines coming 
in the same way. It might take a hundred years, It might take two hundred years, and it didn't matter [as long as we are moving in the right direction.] 

Neither David or myself could ever see the Aborigines indefinitely wanting to 
remain in a nomadic existence out in the desert. I personally believe there's a lot of duplicity on the part of some people who are wanting to send these 
people out to live on stations with no employment possibilities at all. Dole and social welfare are the only source of income they're going to ever have. 
You can't build up a lot of respect out of that sort of thing. The better 
Aborigines that I've struck, admittedly only a small percentage of them, are 
quite emphatic in saying, "who wants to go back to that." I remember Cedric 
Jacobs one day giving me a lecture on it. He said, "You know there was a time when the white people lived under trees, and lived in the deserts and so on, 
but they had enough sense to progressively get better: houses, and then learnt to speak proper languages and learnt to do educated things and look at them 
today." He said, "Who wants to condemn my people to [primitive conditions] forever? But let them get there in their own good time." 

So some of us feel very strongly - and time is running out for me at my age - but we feel that sooner or later people have got to get to a situation to make 
up their mind that these people are going to be integrated. Now it's going to be harder and harder to integrate the Aborigines, in their own good time. I 
don't care If It takes two hundred years, but In their own good time, observing 
what they want to of their own customs, just like we encourage the Italians, the Yugoslays, the Scotch, the Irish and the Dutch, and the Germans. Let's face 
It they all do it. But all as part of a great family, a one nation, one people, one law. It's going to be harder and harder to do this with Aborigines now that 
we're deliberately, as a matter of government policy, setting up these multicultural groups. Not to encourage them Just to protect their culture and 
their background and so on as part of integration, but as something separate so 
that they claim, they think, they talk, they act as though they have a nationality separate from that of the Australian nation. It's a far cry from 
the situation that we worked so hard to achieve in this State. 
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I believe that we achieved it better in Western Australia than anywhere else in 
Australia. If you go to some of the other States, particularly Melbourne, where 
they have more Greek people or people of Greek origin in Melbourne than any 
city in the world other than Athens, I think there are ten branches of the 
Labor Party in Victoria who claim to be Greek branches of the Labor Party. Well 
when you get that sort of thing It's dangerous. I don't question their right to 
have a branch, but on the other hand I do question their right to have a 
separate nationality and think as a separate nationality, within a nation, 
because it would make it terribly easy to have fifth columns in the event of 
any problems in Australia. 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander 
Library Building on the 4th of May 1990. 

Sir Charles last Interview we finished with you speaking of migration and your 
feeling about the integration of people within the Australian community. At no 
stage did you refer to Asian migration. 

COURT Well when I refer to migration I refer to the lot. You realise that 
at my age and with my background, I've been through a number of phases of 
migration. My people, of course, came here as essentially Anglo-Saxon, and 
anyone who wasn't Anglo-Saxon was almost unique; not quite, but almost unique. 
For instance a German firm set up in Subiaco and they were produce merchants. 
That family, or the head of that family, was impounded during the First World 
War. After that they resumed business again and they became quite respected 
citizens. But they were quite unique. Anyone who was Dutch or Norwegian or 
anything of that nature was regarded as somewhat unusual because everyone was 
predominantly English, Irish, Welsh or Scottish. French were very rare and so 
it went on. You can imagine that was the community in which I was brought up 
in. If you went to school and somebody came along and they were from another 
country, they were a novelty. They used to spend half their time at play time 
and at lunch time giving us a few phrases in the language of their country [at 
our request.] It was a novelty and it demonstrated just how novel it was. 

Then we had a wave of Southern Europeans. I've never known why there was a wave 
of them all of a sudden. There was no particular reason that I knew of. It 
wasn't a question of them running away from persecution or anything of that 
nature, but it could be that many of them were in fact the equivalent of 
peasant class in their own country and anything they got in Australia was 
better than what they had. It's the only explanation I can give, because there 
was no particular reason why they left [as was the case immediately before and 
after World War n.j it wasn't, for instance, like when the Lutherans came to 
South Australia at the invitation of Angus when he himself was a protestor from 
the Anglican Church in England and was looking for other protestors and the 
Lutherans were just his line of country. So they came out and hence we now 
know, of course, you have the great Barossa Valley settlement, the German 
farmers of South Australia, and wonderful people they were. But theirs was a 
different thing altogether. 

Then we had a later wave of people who were true refugees. These were people 
who were refugees from Hitler. Not all Jews by the way. They came to Australia 
as true refugees.. People forget this came before the war, it didn't only start 
after the war.. It actually had started before the war because don't forget 
Hitler was rising to power and was starting his persecution before he'd 
actually declared war. It was part of his great drive to marshall the German 
people as the greatest nation, the pure nation, and they couldn't afford to 
have these people like Jews and that "contaminating" their race and that type 
of thing. So we had a lot of people that came here and they were true refugees. 
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They were all sorts of people: doctors, lawyers, musicians. They found it very 
hard because doctors weren't accepted even though they had high qualifications. 
Lawyers weren't accepted. None of the professions were accepted. 

Music, of course, had a universal language. If you were a good musician there 
was no barrier like a medical degree or an accounting degree or a legal degree. 
You were either a good musician that passed the test amongst musicians or you 
weren't. I remember people like Kalmicoff and his wife when they came out. Oh 
no, she was [Ziata] Kalmicoff, she was the cellist, and he was Sverdloff who 
was the violinist. They were superb musicians. They were another phase of 
migration.. They were true refugees. I always remember them, they used to go for 
walks past our place after we built down in Waratah Avenue. They used to go for 
long, long walks and he always walked a pace in front and she walked a pace to 
the left rear, even though in all other things they were quite equal, but he 
was always just that pace In front. She was a pace to the left rear. Like the 
military system where you always walked a half a pace behind your superior 
officer so that you were within earshot if wanted, but you didn't detract from 
his presence in the front. Like when you're walking with the Royal family or 
someone Important, if you know your business you walk a pace to the left rear 
close enough to be spoken to, but not so far that you block out the Royal 
personage from the cameras and from the view of the public. They're there to 
see the important person and not the local Premier! 

But the war ended and then another wave came. They were a mixture, of course, 
of people who were refugees from communism, refugees from fascism, and refugees 
from nazism, and others who just wanted to get out of Europe because they 
feared that it might all happen again. It was In devastation; employment was 
hard to get. Food was rationed and things looked pretty grim. 

There's many of those people, by the way, who have confided in me that if they 
had waited and stuck It out for three to five years they would never have come 
to Australia. But they came, they cast their lot and got to love the place and 
have not returned. They made it very clear that the way for instance Germany 
recovered under Adenauer, thanks to the efforts of a man named Erhard, they 
wouldn't have come If they'd have stopped to think and they'd have been 
prepared to sweat it out for a while. 

So you've gone through these phases. Now, throughout all of this we did have 
Chinese, we did have the occasional Malay, we did have a few Indians. We had 
the Afghans who came here for another reason long, long ago with their camels 
and the work they did on the goldfields and the hinterland and the work they 
did up In the Gascoyne, places like that. They made their contribution and we 
should never overlook that fact, that they did their job. The Chinese, of 
course, who came as indentured labour into Queensland created their problem 
because they also got involved with miners right down to Victoria and there 
were a lot of riots and a lot of problems because of their Intrusion into that 
industry. The miners were very jealous of their miners' rights as you know from 
Eureka Stockade and things like that. But the Chinese drifted around Australia. 
I don't know how they got to Western Australia, but they were without their 
families. They were market gardeners here in the main. It was another form of 
migration, but it wasn't migration in the sense they were coming here to live 
as citizens. They never intended, nor would they have been allowed [at the 
time] to be Australians, because of the White Australia Policy. 

But having said that we had some very respected Chinese families in Perth. One 
ran a laundry in Murray Street, one had a very high class fruit, vegetables, 
and what was known as oriental supplies [in Barrack Street, Perth.] They had 
all the things that were special to Asia. They were high quality and high price 
by the standards of the time. There was another lot of Chinese ran a very high 
class grocery store and gallon licence - what was then known as a gallon 
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licence - down in Subiaco, a little east of the Subiaco Hotel.' They're not 
there now. They also owned a very nice house in The Avenue down In Nedlands. I 
always remember that house and the house is still there, not with the same 
people In it, but it is still there. They were quite wealthy people, very good 
citizens. I always remember that my mother and father and my brother and I, 
went down to the Gallop Estate in Dalkeith. There were still vines and trees 
and gardens down there. A man named Brooks ran it then. There were some little 
houses on it as there were in Gallop's day. These people named Hutton, who came 
out on the ship with my people and with me as a baby, lived in one of those 
houses because Mr Hutton worked at the old Sunset in what Is now Dalkeith. That 
was all bush in those days and Sunset was a real Poor House, the old style Poor 
House. No grass, no flowers, there was nothing nice about it. Mr Hutton worked 
there as an orderly. That's why his place was very convenient in one of these 
houses on the Gallop Estate just down the road. Today, of course, where that 
little house was are million dollar blocks; 

But we were coming back from there and we got caught in one of those January 
lightning electric storms. We hadn't got overcoats or anything at all. We were 
halfway between Hutton's place and the train that started at the Nedlands Hotel; 
With this electric storm my father huddled us all together and we went on to 
the verandah of this place; The people, the Chinese people, came out and they 
were very hospitable to us and very helpful in the storm, as everyone was in 
those days. You never had any compunction about going into anyone's place in 
those days, and no one was worried that you went into their place. It was so 
different. Today you'd look through the slats to see who it was. I just forget 
the name of that gentleman, but he came out and made us very welcome and dried 
us off a bit; Then when the storm was over we went down to the tram; That's why 
I remember him and I remember his house and I remember the grocery shop; But 
I'm digressing a bit. 

But I just come back to this question of the Asian migrants. When the Colombo 
Plan was operating, we were the favoured place, favoured amongst all of the 
Australian capitals for students. It was near to Singapore, near to Indonesia, 
near to Malaysia. People were generally very, very helpful. The University had 
a very good system. I just forget the lady's name, but there was a lady who 
became quite famous for the fact that she headed up an organisation to befriend 
these people. They need this sort of thing. She became known up In Asia as well 
as she was down here, because she would look after these people, these young 
men and young women as they did their studies here. She was a great influence 
on them, more of a mother and an auntie to them all; It was a very good time, 
but don't forget it was very, very strict that they had to go back. 

Now the little imps they used to fail their exams and I remember once a 
minister came down from Malaysia. I was a minister at this time and he said, 
"Look I want to meet all of these Malayan students from Malaysia;" Some were 
Chinese, some were Indian, most of them were Malays, of course. He had them all 
assembled and they thought he was going to say nice things to them; He said, 
"I just want to tell you," he said, "the government is getting blamed," (that's 
the Western Australian Government is getting blamed) "for sending you people 
back to Malaysia. I've got to tell you that the reason why you're being sent 
back to Malaysia is not because of the Western Australian Government, not 
because of the Australian Government, it's because of the Malaysian Government; 
We are getting very angry with you people failing your exams or marrying some 
attractive Australian girl down here for no other reason than to stay in 
Australia. Now I've got to tell you we send you down here and the Australian 
Government finances the Colombo Plan so that you can be taught to come back and 
develop your country. Your country needs you; Now in future when you're under 
pressure from the Government to go back to Malaysia, remember it's not them 

One, I remember, was Ah Lam (CC). 
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that are forcing you back to Malaysia, it's our government. What's more we're 
getting very angry about the number of people who've failed twice and 
miraculously managed to get through the third time. So we're thinking of 
cutting it back to two tries only." He gave them a real lecture. The 
extraordinary thing was he gave it all in English, which was very good because 
they were all learning in English. It had a miraculous effect on the number of 
failures the next time round. [laughs] 

He did us a great kindness because the media and a lot of people, a lot of 
do-gooders were saying we were callous. Because they were Malays, because they 
were Chinese, because they were Indians we wanted them out of our country. We 
were under a lot of pressure. Let's face it Menzies was very emphatic we liked 
doing this sort of thing but we've got to do it to educate then to go back and 
develop their country. 

That plan, by the way, was a tremendous thing for Australia, as I often tell 
Australians who get a bit uptight about the Asians. When I was Minister for 
Industrial Development I used to go to Malaysia, Indonesia and Singapore fairly 
often, because they were struggling and we were anxious to sell them things, we 
were anxious to sell them expertise and get contracts done by Australians and 
the like. Also to follow up students and other things. 

END OF TAPE 13 SIDE B 
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COURT I learnt something then that I often remind people about. We were 
trylig to sell them hardware, we were trying to sell them anything at all. We 
established a very good business there in gyprock type products. Bradys 
established a very good business up there and we did a very nice business 
between Western Australia and up there. I was following all of these things 
through and I went through the State Housing Scheme. Remember when I was first 
a minister they were [in Singapore] mainly living in kampongs, a smelly old 
place Singapore was too. But Lee Kwan Yew's government got on top of that and 
then they started building these very, very big blocks of state housing homes. 
As they went further they got better. Every time they built a new block it had 
improvements on the first one. You could see the improvements taking place. I 
found out that in one particular part of that State Housing Commission up 
there, every architect and every engineer had been trained In Australia. Every 
bit of hardware that went into It came from Australia. The reason for it is 
simple, because they'd learnt their profession, or they'd learnt their trade on 
those particular products, so they used to specify Stanley products and any 
other products that they had been used to dealing with. Now that was a bonus we 
got through an accident, not because of any smart thinking on the part of the 
Australians. [There is a moral in the story.] 

The Japanese were just the reverse. After the war they deliberately went into 
countries like Malaysia and into India and where anyone would have them. They 
would put the whole of the equipment into a technical college: sewing machines 
for domestic science, cooking equipment for domestic science, the tools for 
carpentry, for metal working, anything at all. They were very smart because 
when these young men and young women qualified the only appliances they knew 
were Japanese, so naturally when they went to furnish their house or to equip 
their toolbox or when they went into business to equip their firm they 
naturally tended towards the products they knew. That's a side track, but It 
just shows the sensitivity of this migration question and how easy feelings can 
be stirred up. [But there are other considerations. (Some of those earlier 
students are now paying to have their children educated here or they are 
migrating here).] 

Now these Asian students at that time, used to go and stir people up. I know a 
couple of them got my mother stirred up, you know. [She fell for the story of] 
"these lovely people being forced out of Australia just because they're not too 
bright with their exams". [Laughs] They were the bright ones, they just didn't 
want to go back to their country and live in some of the conditions they had to 
live in at that time. If you knew the kampongs of Singapore you wouldn't want 
to go back and live in them - even if you [only] had a back room in somebody's 
house in Subiaco or something like that. It would be a palace compared with 
what they had. So you can understand that each wave brings its own 
sensitivities. 

Of course, we had the White Australia Policy. Don't forget the Labor Party were 
very, very strong on that. That was because of the Chinese indentured labour 
[of earlier times.] It was for no other reason really, the threat to jobs, 
whether It was Chinese or anyone else for that matter. So they were very strong 
on this White Australia. Take Arthur Caiwell. He was quite a remarkable man 
really. There's a lot of stories told about the late Arthur Calwell, but I had 
a very close friendship with him and I used to respect him, but I won't give 
you the reasons for that, the background of it, but he developed a close 
association with me. But he, of course, was very hot on this migration thing, 
white Australia. It was he that made that awful faux pas, "two Wongs don't make 
a white" when people talked about integration and It went right around the 
world. Some people thought it was funny and other people thought it was a 
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terrible thing to say. He was rather like Billy Hughes. He could run off these 
sayings right off the top of his head. Some of them were cruel, but they had 
their degree of humour about them. 

But I have accepted the fact that we can't resist the Asian migrants. I know 
that we'd all feel more comfortable if we were a lovely little Anglo-Saxon 
enclave or whatever you'd like to call it, but there just aren't enough of 
those people who want to come here. The Japanese are not migrators. They made 
one major attempt at migration, that was to Brazil, which I got Involved in 
when I was down there looking at the iron ore developments down there because 
of their interest to us. I became fascinated with this colony of Japanese, a 
couple of million of them down there. They made this one big move to migrate 
down there. Ironically they went down there as farmers, you know, to be the 
farmers of Brazil. It was many, many, many years after, in fact it coincided 
with my first visit to Brazil, that any one of those Japanese became prominent 
in public life and I think got into the parliament of Brazil. They had no 
interest in it. It was almost as though you turned on a machine and churned out 
a lot of people and then turned the machine off and forgot to turn it on again. 
To the best of my knowledge they never had any systematic migration from 
thereon. There are Japanese, of course, who migrated to America which was 
something of an embarrassment when the war started because a lot of these were 
American citizens, but you can't hide a Japanese. So they had a bad, bad time. 
The American Army used quite a few of them in the Pacific as interpreters. They 
were called nisei boys. They were American born Japanese. But I won't get 
involved in that story, because I had to borrow a couple of these who didn't 
work out too well, when we took the surrender and disarmed the Japanese. 

But this [migration] was something that had to come. I believe it's going to be 
worse if it is on a multicultural basis. If you can have integration I think it 
will sort Itself out. Now we found with the Italians and the Yugoslays and the 
Greeks and that, even if the parents resisted Australian customs and Australian 
sports and that sort of thing, there was nothing they could do when the 
children went to school. They played cricket, they played football, they played 
whatever else was going on. They played hopscotch if they were girls and all 
that sort of thing. So in one generation the effect was magic. They became 
mentally attuned to being Australians. Now some of the womenfolk of those 
[original] Southern Europeans, of course, never changed their dress, never 
learnt the language. The husbands had to because they had to earn a living, 
they had to mix out on building jobs or on transport jobs, whatever the case 
may be. But the children, you couldn't deny it, whether they were girls or boys 
they were going to learn the language, they were going to learn trades [and 
professions,] they were going to learn sports. I mean who would ever have 
thought that you'd have the name of Yagniich as the State wicketkeeper In a 
cricket match. He subsequently went to South Australia I think because there 
wasn't a place for him as a wicketkeeper. He had the misfortune to come along 
at the time when Marsh was at the height of his fame and some others were 
knocking at the door. You get Zoehrer as the present wicketkeeper, a batsman, 
and an international player. You can go through the lists of cricketers in 
Australia, which is as English as you can get, and you'll find all sorts of 
names. Look at the football teams on a Saturday. You've got Aborigine, you've 
got Italian, you've got Greek, you've got Yugoslav, you've got the lot, because 
they learned to play that at school, and you get integration at its best. If 
you go into the audiences, the crowds that go to the football, you find there's 
the natural tendency to follow their own people. Although soccer would be the 
natural game for most of these people, the number of those that are strong, 
strong, supporters of Australian Rules football clubs is quite remarkable. 
There's still plenty follow soccer and the other games, whether they're hockey 
or anything of that kind. 
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So that's why I'm very strong on this integration business and letting it 
happen in the natural way. Once you try to do it artificially you're looking 
for trouble. That's why I've always been against a bill of rights and these 
human rights things. The moment you try to spell somebody's rights out, you 
take something away from them. The very reason why you try to spell something 
out to them you automatically place some straightjackets around them, once you 
start to legally define these things. That's why when I was Premier I used to 
love Nelson's law. You know, Nelson's form of government is the best government 
there is. If things are going along nicely, everybody's happy and you're 
prosperous, I mean who wants to interfere. But if somebody starts to cut up 
rough and do something wrong, well then you put your telescope up to the good 
eye and you bring out the law book and hit them with everything they've got. We 
seem to have to want to have [too many] laws. That's why the bill of rights, 
once the people understood that bill of rights thing, they hit it for six, they 
weren't prepared to countenance it. The Government had to very, very quickly 
step back on that thing. The Americans have got a bill of rights people say. 
But if you look at it, their problem is whilst they try to ensure some rights, 
they found that in ensuring some of those rights they took others away, or they 
made them contestable. Then the smart Alecs could go to the court and then to 
the Supreme Court and win on some technicality. Whereas if people are doing the 
decent thing, technicalities don't come into It. It's what's sensible, what's 
just plain good sense and good manners prevails. 

That's why I'm worried about this multicultural thing. Now it would be a bit 
more difficult absorbing some of these other people, but If you work on it you 
can do it. Say for instance I was starting my ministry now with David Brand, 
and both of us were starting in this new era of Chinese, Malays, Indians, 
Vietnamese and so on, we would be spending the same sort of time In their clubs 
as we spent say In the Rhein-Donau Club (that's the German speaking people on 
the south of river) the Yugoslav Club out in Osborne Park, the one down in 
Spearwood, the Italian Club up in Fitzgerald Street, the Macedonian Club etc. 
We never made any political effort or any sort of a political crusade. We were 
careful not to do what the Labor Party did in Herbie Graham's day. He went so 
far that when we started to gain credibility there, he got so angry with them 
one night when I was there that he threatened to send back his medal. The 
Italian Government had given him a medal [for his efforts on behalf of 
Italians] and he stacked on a turn and threatened to send his medal back. I 
remember what the President [of the club] said to the club committee man, who 
was very upset about the fact that Mr Graham had got angry with him. He said, 
"Well did you take it?" The fellow said, "No," he said, "I thought you'd want 
me to talk him out of It." He said, "Like hell," he said, "if he feels that way 
about it, let's get our medal back." But that was a silly way (for Herb Graham] 
to go about It. 

I can only repeat that if we were starting our 1959 career in 1989 with today's 
setting, we'd go about this In exactly the same way as we did then, not for a 
selfish reason but because we believe that this is the way that Australia 
should be. We make the concession that we don't expect Australia to be 
Anglo-Saxon forever. That's a big concession to make, it's so much more 
comfortable. Whether we like it or not it's so much more comfortable If we were 
just all Anglo-Saxon, maybe with some of the Nordic races [Southern European] 
and all those sorts of people who absorb so easily as they do in Europe, moving 
backwards and forwards. But that's not to be In a country as big as ours. The 
clever thing to do is to integrate and let it be in a natural way, in schools 
and so on. It's no good complaining as parents are now to me, about the fact 
that the top ten when the examination results come out each year, have got what 
they refer to as "funny names", In other words meaning Asian names. Well it 
wouldn't hurt If you tickle the tail of your grandchildren and made them study 
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a bit harder so that they're at the top of the list next time. I know my mother 
would have. She would have said, "Don't you complain about that, you just get 
out and work a bit harder yourself." 

So there's a lot to be done, and it all comes back to attitude. If we did have 
this type of integration, although it would be slower, It wouldn't be as easy 
[as it was.] There's a big cultural difference between Anglo-Saxons, Southern 
Europeans, Nordic people, as a group (call them Western people, call them what 
you like) and a group of Asian people. I really believe that the Japanese don't 
want to migrate because they have a cultural difference with a lot of the other 
people In Asia. We group them all together. See China's really a number of 
countries. We call it one country. Look at India, look at the trouble they have 
with the different races they've got there, different classes they've got, of 
people there. The world is made up of many, many people. Youcan see the 
problem with Yugoslavia with their different nations within a nation, the 
problems we have with the Croats, and your Serbs and Dalmatnacs and so on. If 
you look back a little and look at that picture and realise how it was 
integrated and then realise that you're going to go through it all again. It's 
going to be more difficult. 

One of the problems that's going to be most difficult is this question of 
religion. If we think the troubles between the Roman Catholics and the 
Protestants were difficult I can tell you it's nothing compared with some of 
these other religions, when you've got Buddhism, Shintoism, the Muslims and 
others. It's probably the most difficult thing. You read in the paper the other 
day where the Muslims have now got a high school. They announced that it's 
going to be a university. Well that sent a shiver down the spine of lots of 
people, because they think of the Fundamentalists, the trouble that they've 
caused In Malaysia, the trouble they've caused in Iran, and some of these other 
Middle East countries. Troubles that my dear old friend Tunku Abdul Rahnan was 
prepared to devote a large part of his life to try to overcome, as a Muslim 
himself, but a moderate one, and a man who was very tolerant of other people. 
The three great religions of Christianity, the Muslim faith and the Jewish 
faith, all go back to a common theme. He made a valiant attempt as Secretary 
General to try and bring the Muslims together to give some sort of a moderating 
effect. You know who I mean? That's the man who was the first Prime Minister of 
Malaysia, a wonderful man. He himself, of course, Is a Muslim. He was a prince 
in his own right, but he became the first Prime Minister and in fact was the 
person who marshalled the Malays In the jungle, ready for Medecca. I only heard 
from him the other day. He's nearly blind now. He's quite old. He's very 
worried about the way his country's going now because of this very question. 
We've always thought of them as only being a comparatively few people in 
Australia, but you've no idea how quickly they will enlarge their numbers both 
by Intake and by population increases by natural means. They are very, very 
demanding. 

I had an experience with them in the Pilbara when I was Premier. They were good 
workers and they were brought into the workforce naturally. Some of them would 
have come from Christmas Island, some would have gone to Katanning, down there 
as meatworkers and then come up to Pilbara. But then all of a sudden they 
started to demand certain rights. For instance it's a bit offputting in a great 
iron ore operation if you happen to have one of these people driving a 200 ton 
truck. Just when he's at the mine face and they're filling It up with iron ore 
he then takes his prayer mat and climbs down the fourteen steps of the ladder 
down this huge monster and then points it to Mecca. He wants the whole iron ore 
operation to be held up until he's said his little piece, bearing in mind that 
the trucks are coming and going on a very tight schedule and It's physically 
very, very dangerous unless you do what you're told, as you're told, when 
you're told. 
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Anyhow I remember I had to have a meeting with them. We managed to identify a 
couple of leaders that were quite reasonable. They wanted us as a State 
government to build them a mosque. I said, "No, we'll do for you what we do for 
other churches. We'll give you land; it'll be rate free. But you're on your 
own, you've got to raise your own money." Bearing in mind at that time the 
Anglicans were worst off up there. They were slowest off the mark and they were 
meeting in houses and warehouses, whereas the Roman Catholics had got 
themselves reasonable sorts of churches, and even the Uniting Church had got 
themselves decent sorts of halls, which they could use for multi-purposes. 
Today incidentally there's two very nice mosques in the Pilbara, but that's 
some years down the track since we had this showdown. I had to say, "Now look 
if you want to be employed in an industry like this, you've got to conform for 
safety reasons apart from anything else. We're a tolerant country when It comes 
to religion, and myself in particular, but I have to tell you that when you're 
in an industry like this, just for plain good sense, an industry that works 24 
hours a day, you have to conform to certain things." Now they said, "Oh but you 
people have holy days.." I said, "Yes we have Sundays and we honour them. We 
have Christmas Day. We have Good Friday. We have all of the things associated 
with Christmas and Easter. We have many other holy days, but people do that in 
their own time. For example, if they want to go to communion on a saint's day - 
they seem to be happening every day." I instanced my own [patron saint] being 
Michael. I was born on St Michael's [Michaelmas] Day. I said, "You know if I 
want to go and honour my patron saint that day, well it's my business, there's 
plenty of places to go to. But I don't get some time off from work. I don't 
take a day off from work for it. Anyhow," I said, "we'll do a deal with you. 
You nominate your holy days that are really holy, the equivalent of Christmas 
Day, Good Friday and maybe another day related to Easter, could be the Monday 
or whatever it is, but you tell us what are really holy days, with your Ramadan 
and all that sort of thing. We acknowledge these things but you tell us, you 
nominate the days and let's agree on a list." So the companies got together 
with them and they nominated the days. And they said, "Righto we'll acknowledge 
them and treat you exactly the same as we would for the equivalent number of 
days for a Christian." 

Now 1 don't know what works out today, but they expressed satisfaction to me 
afterwards and I knew of no more problems. I assume they worked out something 
that was mutually satisfactory, but we had to stop this business whereby they 
could just decide that that was the moment and although they might be the only 
one on that particular site, that they wanted to come down with their prayer 
mat and pray. Just imagine introducing this. Every Australian worker would 
become a Muslim [laughs] overnight. When we took the Japanese into captivity, I 
remember there were very strict instructions about saluting, saluting 
Australians. We all wore slouch hats at that time and It was a rule that we 
wore slouch hats so they would very easily be able to see who was an 
Australian, you see. They'd have no excuse. The soldiers were made to wear 
their hats so that the Japanese would have no excuse, because there were only 
70 of us and there were 20 000 of them. So I found that they took this 
literally and they'd start saluting when you were 200 yards away because it was 
a damn sight easier to stand there saluting than It was digging up the road, or 
preparing an airfield. [laughs] So we had to Introduce a new set of rules. 
Human beings are not much different anywhere in the world, really they're not. 
They'll soon find some way around it if you're too smart. Just good sense is 
the only way. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 14 
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TAPE 14 SIDE B 

RJ Sir Charles 
migration you referred 
personally at the time? 

in starting this discussion on your comments on 
to the Kalgoorlie Riots; How did you react to that 

COURT I had a natural feeling of concern for these people. I listened to 
all the arguments at the time, because don't forget I was a boy, then a youth, 
[and then a young man.] I could understand the resentment of people who felt 
they were out of work because there was some characters here who'd come from 
Southern Europe who were prepared to do the job for less than, they did it; But 
on the other hand, probably I got it from my parents, the idea of live and let 
live; You had to understand that things never remained static. They'd been 
through it all, of course, struggling to establish and weren't having such a 
good time themselves even then; So I grew up with it. Also because I was in the 
profession that I was in, I was very quickly grasping the principles of private 
enterprise. I could understand why these Australians were angry about these 
mi grants 

For instance when they split logs for sleepers with a broadaxe, or they split 
fence posts, or they put up a fence, they didn't do it for wages. They'd get so 
much an acre for felling the trees, or they'd get so much a sleeper, or so much 
100 sleepers, or they'd get so much 100 posts that they'd split, or they'd get 
so much for a mile of fencing, three strand whatever it might be; They had to 
produce the goods, they had to be passed for quality, on time, and they got 
paid. In other words they were little private enterprises, they were little 
contractors. This is where they were an embarrassment to the Australian workers 
who brought their English principles with them of so much a week, as a 
tradesman, as a carpenter, plumber and so on. Well these fellows, whether they 
were quarrying stone or whether they were felling trees or splitting poles, 
they woke up to the fact that the harder they worked the more money they got. 
They then started to employ other people, of their own countrymen of course, 
rarely ever Australians. Likewise they quickly woke up to the fact that if they 
wanted to work extra days and work from morn till night, and they became more 
efficient at their work, or they found ways of doing it easier, well they made 
more money. Some of those people strangely enough became quite wealthy. Not 
that they made a lot of money out of sleepers and posts and fencing in the 
early days, but they got the message, this question of contracting, incentive, 
reward for effort and so on. 

I could see their point of view, because we had clients - where I did my 
indentures, we had clients who were employing these people. They thought they 
were great because they were getting value, they were getting stuff delivered 
on time. They had to deliver up to quality, because if it wasn't up to 
specifications they didn't get paid; The inspection was quite severe both by 
the timber company and by the railways who were taking the sleepers, for 
instance, and the farmer who wanted his fence put up properly. Therefore there 
was a discipline about the whole thing, so I understood that. 

Now in the mining area that was different because there were two pressures, one 
was the little miners who had their miner's right and had their little diggings 
around the place. Then there were the bigger companies where these people were 
working there as contract miners, Most work is done in these mines, the 
goldmiries in particular, by contract miners these days and they make big money. 
They've learnt the lessons. They've got mechanical aids and things today which 
are so far removed from those very primitive mining days. It was the start of 
this resentment by the average Australian who was getting a wage to do mining 
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on the old wage system that they brought out from the old country, mainly from 
Wales. They resented some characters who came along and were prepared to do it 
based on what they produced, not so much for so many hours for so many days. 

So you could understand the resentment, and I think unpleasant though it was 
the Kalgoorlie Riot was inevitable. It was a godsend that it came when it did, 
was over so quickly and sad though it was for the few people involved, it was 
amazingly small in terms of deaths and injuries and so on. 

I might add that there was a great feeling of shame, not on the part of the 
Southern Europeans, but on the part of Australians when it was over, a great 
feeling of shame. I remember it ever so well. I was very young at the time, of 
course, but I remember that everywhere it was the talking point. You know, such 
as that was something that should never have happened and it's a damn disgrace 
and it must never happen again. The people on the goldfields who were 
instrumental in it happening, they understood the message. 

Then, of course, you saw what happened when the Second World War came, of 
course. The recruitment from amongst these Southern Europeans and so on was 
quick and strong. They were Australians and what's more they were jolly good 
soldiers, because the reason why they were good soldiers is because they fell 
into a category. It wouldn't apply to another war if there is one, but in those 
days, of course, we were still fighting wars very much in the old tradition, 
and a rifle and a machine gun were pretty important weapons. They were very 
simple weapons. 

The first recruits and the most effective ones were farmers and miners. The 
reason why they were such good recruits quickly was that first of all they were 
used to dirt. Whether you're a farmer or a miner you're used to a bit of dirt. 
You get your hands dirty to earn a living. Secondly they're used to noise. Both 
farmers and miners used explosives and they both used [noisy] equipment. Having 
a ratatatat around, with [farm] machinery or machinery in a mine, they had 
grown up with it. So when they were trained as soldiers, they didn't have any 
problems of adapting to living out in the open in very rough conditions and 
getting a bit of dirt on them and having to put up with a bit of noise, whether 
it was explosives or whether it was weapons. Early in the war they became 
mighty Important. But I just remind you that if you look at the rolls, you'll 
find that a lot of these Southern Europeans that were the targets for these 
riot areas were in fact early enlistments in the war. 

RJ Sir Charles if I could take you back to finish a few small points 
from your youth. You described how your father taught humility to those junior 
to him in the Lathom Lodge. I wondered in the upbringing of his sons if he was 
teaching humility? 

COURT I think it was instinctive from the first. I don't think there was 
any other thought in their mind that you might get conceited or swollen headed 
over something. I think I've told you of the very ignominious way I got dealt 
with. I got dealt with summarily by my father at the time when I was twelve 
years old and I won that boys' competition and laughed at the other boy who 
broke down in the middle of his piece. No, I think it was basic that humility 
was tremendously important. That didn't mean to say that you sold yourself 
short or anything like that. You still had your pride and you still were taught 
to stand up for what you were entitled to and so on. You didn't let people walk 
over you, but deference and humility went together, that was very much part of 
the code that you were taught. I didn't find it any hardship at all. I don't to 
this day. I find it comes very easily. I feel sorry for people that don't have 
it instinctively or by training, as the case may be. 
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RJ You've also spoken of the way your parents could not have tolerated 
debt and the great difficulty it was for them to accept even taking a mortgage 
out on a home. What effect has that had on your later life? I know you've 
spoken of your own mortgage; you went to the third mortgage. 

COURT It's made me responsible, because don't forget I went into practice 
very young and I, at a very tender age, 21, 22, 23, 24, I was very much 
involved with the affairs of clients. The extraordinary thing about it was that 
people would be your client. When I look back on it I break out in a cold sweat 
to have the temerity to want to, or to expect people to pay me fees for advice. 
But I think that It was all part of your upbringing and I would feel that I was 
a better chartered accountant, a better adviser, better administrator. I think 
it made me a better honorary secretary of the RSL Band when I was about 
seventeen or eighteen and looked after their finances for them. It would have 
made me a better soldier. It certainly made me a better minister and a better 
Treasurer, because I always used to think of the budget as being the taxpayers' 
money that was entrusted to me. Not like some of the people today who talk 
about THEIR money. I always used to remind the ministers, "You realise that 
you're giving away the people's money, it's not your money. Just think of it. 
This is their money. Some of it's yours, from the taxes you pay." That's why, 
when in the early days of Telethon, and then later on Appealathon, particularly 
Telethon, when I used to go along with the Government's cheque.... the 
Government always appears at a certain time and hands over this cheque. You 
probably don't remember, but if you've got any of those recordings you'll find 
I always used to make It clear, "I'm going to give you three cheques." I didn't 
always say that, but words to that effect. "Three cheques. Now this is 
taxpayers' money. This is the big one, this Is taxpayers' money. Let me make It 
clear it's taxpayers' money. We talk about the Government's money, but it's 
taxpayers' money handled by the Government." I used to establish that right at 
the start. Then I used to say, "I took the hat around in Cabinet today and said 
to them, 'Look I'm going along with this other cheque. Don't fool yourself, 
that's not your money, that's the taxpayers' money I'm giving on your behalf, 
on behalf of the taxpayers. But how about we pass the hat around the Cabinet 
table.'" We had what was known as the Cabinet fund and so they'd authorise me 
to take a cheque along from that which was their money. That wasn't taxpayers' 
money at all. The Cabinet fund was essentially money, put in so much a month 
deducted from the salary of the ministers. I'd give Telethon that cheque. Then 
I used to say, "Well here's another cheque from Rita and I. That's our money," 
you see. I did that for a purpose, because you could go along and they'd 
applaud and get excited about the fact that you gave them a cheque for 'x' 
thousands of dollars. Some of the people in the audience would get the Idea 
that was very generous of Charlie. But put it in perspective and I hope that 
people still remember me for that sort of thing. 

So I think this is just a projection of how you were taught in a very simple 
way. It makes you worry about the "pennies". I think it reflected in the way 
that I used to work night and day, not only with my practice, but J C 
Williamson's, ABC Orchestra, dance bands, to get rid of that 100 pounds third 
mortgage. It worried me the fact that it was there, plus the fact I never told 
my parents about it, because I knew it would worry them. I think that was the 
teaching coming through: responsibility - the fact that you had a 
responsibility to pay your debts. Don't forget in that particular era people 
who received the pension, whether you like it or not they bore some stigma, in 
many cases quite wrongly. But there was a general feeling that if they'd have 
been more frugal and probably hadn't have had so many drinking orgies that they 
wouldn't have needed that sort of thing. That wasn't a bad thing. Later on, of 
course, that was gradually dropped through people trained to sell it to people 
that there was no stigma in having these pensions and social welfare and so on. 
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People don't take much encouragement. 
Premier you're under a lot of pressure 
to be too generous too often. Frankly, 
wife's always on her sons' backs. She 
You've got to say no sometimes and mean 
want to be or how much you can afford 
that they're not going to get everythir 
it's just too bad." She still gives t 
boy's 52 and the youngest one's 40. 

That's why when you're a Treasurer and a 
all the time. The stupid thing to do is 
it's like bringing up your children. My 
says, "You give the children too much. 
it. It doesn't matter how generous you 
it, you've just got to make them feel 
g every time. If there's a few tantrums, 
is lecture today even though the eldest 

But running a country's not much different. Dave Brand used to have a saying, 
'a little and often'. If you give too much away fat any one time] by way of 
social welfare or concessions or something like that, it doesn't last a week. 
It's not even a nine day wonder, it's a bit of a joke. It doesn't last 24 
hours. The maximum is two days, and somebody's back, "Why didn't we get more?" 
or "Why didn't I get it sooner?" "Why did you take so long?" So you just have 
to adopt very much the same attitude in running a country or running a State. 
People will laugh at it. Academics in particular will come out with their great 
theories, but when you boil it down it's not a bad way to be running a country. 
You think of the great leaders we've had, they've all been a bit of a father 
figure to the community, regardless of their political affiliations. Menzies 
survived not because of the people who loved him, but because they treated him 
as a father figure. They always felt comfortable while he was there. They'd say 
all sorts of nasty things about him, but they always felt comfortable while he 
was there, so he just stayed there. 

RJ Growing up in your family home, how much was politics ever 
discussed in the home? 

COURT Oh it was mainly union politics that came up and in the course of 
that, of course, you realise that with Perth being just an overgrown village, 
it was virtually the same thing. But you learnt a smattering of it. I remember 
when Corboy came back from the First World War and, of course, my father had 
only just come back. A man named Corboy stood for the Labor Party. I'm1  not sure 
whether the seat was called Leedervilie but it included Leederville. He used 
to do what all politicians did in those days (there was no amplification don't 
forget) and speak on street corners. They might have the odd hail meeting. But 
they usually, the Labor Party in particular in those days, were short of money 
and Street corners were free. So you'd have one little light bulb up there [on 
a lamp pole] and maybe 400 people there. What we called a lorry which was a 
flat top - it was used for deliveries with a horse - was the platform under 
this light. It was much publicised. There was no radio, no TV of course, so 
people didn't have anything else to do for entertainment. They'd go round 
ringing a bell. I think I've told you about this when I was little boy and we 
used to think it was good fun to walk around with the old man and ring this 
bell while he and others would chant away, something like, "Corboy speaks on 
the corner of Woolwich Street and something tonight." Two hundred would attend; 
100 would be a small crowd in those days - 200, 300, 400, according to the 
place and the intensity of the feeling about something. Politicians had to be 
pretty good to survive in those days because first of all they had to be heard. 
No good having a whispering baritone voice. You had to be pretty good and you 
had to have some good supporters too. 

One of the do's and don'ts given to me by Norbert Keenan when I took over from 
him. He was 86 when I became the Member for Nedlands. There had been an 
independent for a little while, but he still regarded himself mentally as the 
------------------------ 
'Edwin Wilkie Corboy was elected to the Federal Parliament as Member for Swan 
in 1918. In 1921 he became the Member for Yligarn in the State Parliament. 
(Parliamentary Handbook, 1984, p  140 - RJ) 
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[first and only] member. So when I was elected he sent for me. He was a 
pleasant sort of an autocrat really. He gave me a list of do's and don'ts. I 
think I've probably told you have I about that? 

RJ No, you have not. 

COURT Anyhow he had on this list, which was very much out of date, things 
WEE when you went to a meeting or a church service where they were going to 
take up a collection. He said, "Always empty out your right hand pocket and put 
in there whatever you're going to give by way of collection, at church or the 
function where they're going to take up a collection. Then empty out the left 
hand pocket and you put in some small change in there." So I said, "What's this 
all about Sir Norbert?" He said, "Well when they dedicated the Carmilite 
Monastry in Adelma Road, Dalkeith, naturally they took up a collection and I 
intended to give 5 pounds." Now 5 pounds was a lot of money then. He said, 
"When I went to pull the 5 pound note out of my fob pocket, my roll of 
notes...." (I don't know if you know the expression 'a roll of notes', but all 
so-called gentlemen always had a roll of notes. I don't know how real they were 
but it would be real in the case of Keenan) a roll of notes fell out on to the 
ground. He said, "Mother Superior was quicker than I was [and picked up the 
notes.] She said, 'You were so generous Sir Norbert,'" and he said, "that was 
the end of my roll of notes. So in future I emptied my right-hand pocket, put 
in there what I was going to give. You could put your hand in with confidence, 
pull it out." I said, "What about this other one on the left-hand side?" He 
said, "Well, you'll find the Lord Mayor or some of the other dignitaries when 
they get there they've forgotten there's going to be a collection and they're 
in a hell of a state," he said, "then," he said, "you can make yourself a big 
fellow if you can give them something. If it's the Lord Mayor you might give 
him ten shillings, and if it's somebody else you might give them a couple of 
shillings and so on and so on, just to relieve their embarrassment." He said, 
1,1 want to tell you though, none of them will ever send it back to you." 

It proved to be very real. I practice it to this day. You've no idea how many 
times I've rescued other politicians, Liberal and Labor and everybody, Mayors 
and all sorts of people, with the money In this other pocket, and only one, 
only one, has ever sent that money back. You don't expect them to really. These 
days you wouldn't give them two shillings, you'd give them at least a couple of 
dollars or a note to use so that it would be something respectable, But [with 
one exception] no-one ever, when they saw me next time even mentioned that 
you've got them out of this awful predicament. 

But what I was really trying to tell you - I'm sorry to take so long about It - 

but what I was really telling you was about this horse and lorry. At the top of 
Norbert Keenan's list was, "Take the horse out of the shafts as soon as you get 
to the meeting place." Now you'd laugh at that and think that was a bit silly, 
but he said, "When I was the Member for Kalgoorlie..." Don't forget in his day 
he went into the State Parliament as a conservative member for Kalgoorlie. 
That's how things have changed. He said, "We used to have our meetings in 
Hannans Street and outside a pub, of course." He said, "This time we had a very 
nice horse-drawn outfit and the Mayor was the chairman of the meeting and we 
had a nice little table and chairs on this lorry thing. Things were going fine 
until all of a sudden the horse took off, right through the mob and 
everything." He said, "1 had the good sense to go to ground, on to the floor of 
this lorry. The Mayor went flying and so on." He said, "The Labor Party had 
come along and put crackers under the horse." [laughs] So it took off you see. 
So hence the instruction, "Remember to take the horse out of the shafts." Every 
time I think about these meetings of Corboy on the corner of Vincent and other 
streets down there, I remember as a boy the horse was always out of those 
shafts. They must have had the same experience. 
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So you got Into this atmosphere. The family never [discussed much straight out 
politics.] We got more unionism than we got politics as such, because don't 
forget the Labor Party in those days was more about wage conditions, the unions 
were more about wage conditions, when you remember that the slogan was the 
eight hour day', 'a fair day's pay for a fair day's work'. Now they were the 
great slogans. That's the way we sort of got Indoctrinated into a political 
philosophy. You absorbed some of this. Then, you realise, of course, at a 
tender age, when I got my Junior I was immediately started [under a solicitor's 
office and then] under my indentures into a chartered accountant's office where 
you were in the middle of private enterprise - farmers, pastoral ists, 
businessmen, little businessmen, big businessmen - and auditing and so on, when 
you're right in the middle of it. So I suppose I virtually indoctrinated myself 
into the private enterprise system. 

END OF TAPE 14 SIDE B 
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TAPE 15 SIDE A 

RJ Do you remember anything else on Sir Norbert Keenans list? 

COURT Oh I can't recall, apart from the importance of getting to know all 

tii organisations in your district. The first thing you had to do was to get to 

know all the sporting bodies, all the community bodies and churches; You can 

imagine with a name like Sir Norbert Keenan you would expect basically a Roman 

Catholic background. This was not so; On his list there were two organisations 

that he admonished me I was never to let down; One was the Good Companions, an 

organisation called the Good Companions in Shenton Park; West Subiaco as it was 

at the time. The other was the Nedlands Methodist Ladies' Guild. 

They remained very, very strong for most of the time that I was in Parliament, 

but with the advent of the Uniting Church and changed attitude to many, many 

things, they ceased to have the Influence they did. For instance the first 

Tuesday in every May they always had their ladies annual concert and social 

that went with it. That was a tremendous occasion: the Nedlands Methodist 

Ladies' Guild. They used to decorate their hail beautifully and the food was 

very fine when we got to supper; It became something of an honour to be invited 

to sing or recite or perform In some way at that occasion every year. That went 

right back to Norbert Keenan's day, because he was the first member they had, 

you see, and when they were a struggling little community and just meeting 

under extreme conditions and then they got their first church, and they 

improved on the first church and so on, Norbert Keenan was always there, he was 

always their member. Although he was a very brilliant KC (in those days King's 

Counsel) he never lost his contact with them and they worshipped him, even 

though they were good old bigoted Methodists; But they worshipped the old boy. 

So when I came along it was very important that I absorb his mantle. 

The Good Companions, they no longer exist; They were mainly older people; 

mature people would be a better way to say it. In the Depression things were 

terrible down that part, that's where I was brought up as a boy. He started 

Good Companions as just a gathering point, just purely to build up the morale; 

That's why he had tremendous support. Although that district would normally 

have been opposed to a conservative candidate they saw in him a very sincere, 

decent sort of a fellow, who was prepared to publicly fight for them as well as 

come amongst them. So this was a logical thing; The preponderance of members, 

if I remember rightly, were women although there were some good strong men 

members. They were going for many, many years after I was a member and my 

mother used to be very active; They had social occasions and their dances and 

their picnics and things that went with it. Arts and crafts. All the sort of 

self-help things that brought people together. 

I remember very clearly that they were the two organisations that I had to be 

loyal to and look after. He gave me the names of the people to go and see with 

his blessing. He got in touch with them and said that he told me I had to look 

after them. That carried on as a very strong, friendly relationship, that was 

not only good for me politically, but it also was good for me to see these 

people at work. It was continuing my education really; There were a few other 

things but they weren't of any great significance. They were just the ordinary 

routine things about campaigning and preparing for your campaign and so On; But 

they were very basic, very basic indeed. 

The man that did most of that for me, that  1 organising and thinking for me, 

particularly the thinking, was Cyril Dudley. He's still alive but not well. 
------------------------ 
1 Cyril Dudley was interviewed for the Battye Library in 1977/78 by Michael 

Adams, reference OH 289. 
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But he was a very big man in Dudley and Dwyer, and very strong Roman Catholic, 

and a fine citizen. A great councillor in his day, when they were a Road Board 

in Nedlands. The man who really got Nedlands Golf Club up to a standard, ruled 

it with a rod of iron. He was a very big, impressive sort of a man. He was a 

great debater and public speaker. He used to stand up with a very 

demonstrative, confident air. 

He was a sort of campaign organiser for Keenan and I inherited him from Keenan, 

but not because of Keenan. He just joined me, thank goodness. I'd never have 

won my first election if it hadn't been for Cyril Dudley because he knew all 

the tricks of the trade from Keenan [and others]. He'd stay up all night 

designing a pamphlet. That first campaign was terrible, there were six 

candidates and it went on for six months. We had two Liberals, official 

Liberals. We had one unofficial Liberal. We had independents and we had a Labor 

candidate. People had got so sick of literature by this time, Cyril Dudley 

stayed up all night and he designed a pamphlet which, if you tore it up 

longways, crossways or crumpled it up, you had to read the name Court, even 

while you were throwing it away. He said, "That's all they want to know when 

they go [to vote.] They've had a belly full," to use his expression. He said, 

"We've just got to get something so the last thing they have when they go to 

the ballot box, is going to have this word 'Court' on their mind and it will 

translate on to the ballot paper." He got all this stuff from Keenan who was a 

very good operator and a fellow that I admired greatly. Sir Norbert wasn't 

everybody's line of country, but I admired him greatly, and his integrity and 

his simplicity of approach and so on. But that's the Keenan era, but we're 

coming back to, of course, relate this all back to the horse and lorry of 

Corboy. 

Corboy: I remember very distinctly that my father got disgusted with Corboy. He 

supported him very strongly and, of course, being straight back from the First 

World War, and there was a big servicemen, ex-servicemen support and so on. He 

was regarded as something of a white hope for the Labor Party. I don't know 

what went wrong, but I know he didn't last very long because he upset some of 

the diehards, you know the good old faithful ones. It would be unfair of me to 

say, but I have an idea It was something to do with his drinking habits and, of 

course, my father being such a strict teetotaller. There were many strict 

teetotallers in those days. It was a black and white situation with them. But I 

know he got very angry with Mr Corboy. I don't know who he voted for. I don't 

think Corboy was there for very long. It would be interesting to look at the 

Parliamentary Handbook because I doubt whether he went more than two 

Parliaments, if that. 

Rd We'll check on that.1  Would you have grown up with an awareness of 

the power of your vote, your right to vote? Was that imbued in you in any way? 

COURT Yes it was. It was a responsibility you had. That was drummed into 

me from another incident altogether. My people coming from the old country as 

they were and with this Trade [Union] background as they were, they were very 

much involved In cooperatives. I don't know about today, but in those days 

cooperatives were very strong in Britain. It was regarded by the Labor Party as 

being the purest form of socialism. I heard Bert Hawke holding forth on this at 

one time, that a properly run cooperative in the old pure sense of the word was 

the purest form, and the simplest form of true socialism. I've never bothered 

to fathom it out, but I could see what he was getting at. This is Bert Hawke 

who became Premier and was the uncle of Bob Hawke. ------------------------ 
1 MrEdwin Wilkie Corboy was elected as Member for Yilgarn In 1921 and was later 

the Member for Yilgarn-Coolgardie. A petition was lodged at the Supreme Court 

against his return in 1930, which was not upheld and he was succeeded by Gd 

Lambert in 1933 (Parliamentary Handbook, 1984, p.140 - RJ). 
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The first thing my mother and father did after they got settled down into 

reasonably static accommodation, apparently was to join a cooperative, and 

Wesfarmers was the West Australian Farmers' Cooperative, I think was the name; 

That was a pure cooperative in the old English style then. You didn't invest 

very much, but if you traded there you got a discount. They were in their 

infancy then and they didn't have a complete range, much to the annoyance of my 

mother because if she could have got a discount on some thing she'd have walked 

all the way to Perth; That was the way things were. But I know they didn't have 

a full range of things like they could have - groceries and all that sort of 

stuff. But they'd come from cooperatives In Britain where you have bigger 

communities and a cooperative could serve a much bigger community and they 

could have lots of these that would almost link up from town to town you see. 

Anyhow there was something that the management had done; I've often been 

tempted to see if I could find out [what it was]; But every one of these 

shareholders got really steamed up about this; So my mother and father went off 

to this [meeting]. I remember as a toddler, I remember very well being taken 

along because there was nothing else they could do with me. I went along and 

there'd be a lot of other children there for the same reason, you see. The 

place was packed. It was stinking hot I remember; The place was packed; I think 

every shareholder must have come along. Anyhow they were all steamed up and my 

father was pretty angry about something; I remember it was a fairly noisy 

exciting sort of a meeting. I wouldn't know what came out of the meeting. 

I don't know what prompted me, but at some time I asked my mother why was this 

so important to them? "Oh," she said, "we have shares in it." I said, "How many 

shares have you got?" She said, "One." [laughs] Apparently that's all you're 

allowed to have anyhow, because that was the whole idea of it you see, it was 

an identity you had. But it meant a lot to them and all the other people there, 

because most of those people there, on reflection, would have come from the old 

country like they did. They thought they were coming into a cooperative like 

they were used to in their own home town you see. I always remembered that 

meeting. 

I was telling some of the cooperative people, now they're a great enterprise 

today with fertilizer works and you name it they've got it. They'd probably 

have a turnover of a billion dollars or more and so on. I was telling some of 

their senior people one day and they were rather intrigued about this meeting; 

There was one of the old chaps there, he said, "That would be right," he said, 

"they used to take it mighty seriously." The shares that they had in those days 

would have no relationship to what the shareholders of Wesfarmers have today.-

But it did leave an impression in my mind that if you had an investment or a 

franchise in anything at all you had a right [and responsibility] to pursue it, 

you see. So they we?t  all the way from Leederville, walked all the way in from 

Leederville and back because of this stupid meeting and they felt so strongly 

over it. This matter of principle. Always a matter of principle around the 

place; So I suppose you know, with the combination of all of these things, you 

were taught that it was a right you had and you had to exercise it; So I'll 

vote on Saturday in the city elections because I'm on the roll there because I 

just feel that it's the right thing to do. 

RJ If we could just finish your family life side, and we'll start more 

detail of your schooling next time. You've already referred to the fact that 

your father died In 1939 by which time, of course, you were married and aged 

28. Then you said your mother remarried after the war, a George Hamilton. What 

did you think of that remarriage? 
------------------------ 
1 On reflection, we would have gone in by tram and walked home. That was 

standard procedure, especially on Friday nights - late night shopping night; 

(CC) 
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COURT Oh I was quite happy about It; Old George I had known [for many 

years.] He was a rough old chap, a good honest sort of a bloke. He was one of 

the first bus drivers and he drove one of Molloy's 'pepperpots'. Everybody knew 

George. My mother was pretty lonely. Although the family were quite good in 

calling in and so on, but we all lived in different parts. I was down at 

Nedlands and Syd was somewhere else. He was out at Floreat. So we were quite 

pleased about It. George was a good old soul. I think they had mutual 

interests.  I remember my mother said to me one day in a sort of a coy, shy way 
(it's the only time I've ever known her to be scared of me; I wondered why she 
was so nervous and sort of on edge), she said, "I want to get married." I said, 
"Well it's a bit late now isn't it!" treating it as a joke, and that upset her 

a bit because she thought I was being very rude, you see; I said, "Of course if 
you want to get married, that's your business at your age, but we'd be 

delighted." She seemed to be quite relieved and that was that; 

RJ And how long did that marriage last because you said George died? 

COURT Yes, I forget what time. I can easily find out for you when he 
died, but it was quite a few years. They then leased the old home at Campsie 

Street, 4 Campsie Street, and they went and bought a little orchard property up 

in Chidlow. It's interesting you mention it because when my wife and I were 

coming back from the Avon Valley Art Society, when I opened the Art and Craft 

Exhibition for Seniors last Sunday, we made a detour round Chidlow and went 

back to find the old house and the property that they had. In those days it had 

a lot of apple trees on it and some other fruit trees, citrus trees. They had 

some pigs and they had a few cows and ran this little farm. They were very, 

very happy there. When George died, of course, we had to bring my mother back 

to the metropolitan area, back to Campsie Street. But she was very happy up 

there and involved in anything. Old George loved to be involved in everything; 

He was a real old chatterer. He had a nice way about him, a friendly sort of a 

soul. P & C: although you can imagine how old they were, they were the 

stalwarts of the P & C. My mother used to go and play the organ for anyone that 

would put up with her at church; You can imagine how things had changed because 

at one stage she was playing the organ when the organist was away for the Roman 

Catholic Church up there. Just imagine that back in my Dad's days; But I think 

she was jolly glad for somebody that would put up with her; She wasn't too good 

on the organ by then I might add because her hearing wasn't getting any better; 

She was physically not as strong as she used to be, specially if they had an 

organ that you had to pump with two feet, you know, yourself; But she loved it. 

So they were very, very happy up there. 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held at the Alexander 

Library Building on the 14th of May 1990. 

Sir Charles if we could move to your education today; You've already told us 

quite a bit about your experience at Rosalie School and your respect for the 

headmaster, Mr J C Lunt, but you also said, "You always had a respect for a man 

like that because we owed somejhing to him for what he did for us in character 

and learning, basic learning." I wondered if you could specify what you meant; 

COURT Very simply the man set standards and he set standards for our 

5haviour, he set standards for the teachers, he set standards for the school; 

Further than that he set standards for the parents. The fact that he insisted 

on having a fête and having a concert and having a ball and then put on a play 

was just one way of asserting his authority, asserting his influence; He said 

they were going to happen, they did happen; You'll notice that all of those 

things in particular involve the parents. 

--------------------- 
transcript, p.29 
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We were in a district that had sub-economic standards. If you look at Shenton 
Park, West Subiaco as it was, between Aberdare Road and Onslow Road, go right 

through there, Yligarn Street, Murchison Street, Commercial Road, all of those, 

they've got very, very narrow frontages even to this day, except where they've 

bought two blocks and amalgamated them. When you drive down there at night it's 

still a nightmare because they have to park their cars in the street, and if 

they've got a boat or a caravan and so on, you have to wend your way in between 

them. So put the clock back to those days and you realise that it was a 

sub-economic standard, but not an unhappy area. They had a tendency in areas 

like that to assume that they were rough and tough, and that they talked rough 
and tough and they behaved rough and tough. Lunt had to overcome this and he 
did. As I look back, as a boy I saw him overcome this prejudice, the cynicism, 
the sarcasm and so on. People did turn up to the fête, they did turn up to the 
ball, they did turn up to the concerts. They did put on the Merchant of Venice 
with the parents present. So the district owed a lot to him. 

In those days, of course, the headmaster usually had a house in the corner of 
the schoolgrounds, which was a bit unfair, because you can imagine he was 
bombarded day and night, weekends, with parents with concerns and all that sort 
of thing. But it's not all that long ago that that house was taken down, but it 

was right on the corner of Onslow Road and Derby Road. If you can imagine, It 

would be In the school grounds, on the south east corner (of Onslow and Derby 

Roads.] He also was in charge of the Sunday School, which was on the north east 

corner just opposite. That's the Derby Road Methodist Church. So he was an 

[Important] influence. He was a very fair man, but on the other hand he was a 
very strict man. He had very strict standards. In his discipline he was always 

consistent. He had no hesitation about physical punishment with that jolly 
great cane of his. He used to keep himself fit marching around the playground. 

I can see him to this day. I am sure he was practising when he flicked this 

thing through the air just to make sure he had the right grip and his eye was 

in. He was a man that we all should be thankful for. 

Many, many years later when he was quite an old man, he was working for his 

son, Cohn Lunt. Cohn Lunt was a public accountant in the city and old J C was 

working for him. Goodness only knows how old he was. But even though by then 

you can imagine I was married and In business and established with a family and 

everything, I still treated him with great respect whenever I saw him. We used 

to wear hats in those days and I always raised my hat to him, because I felt 

grateful to the man. Here was a man that had a standard, he wasn't going to 

depart from it, and what's more he got away with it. Perhaps "getting away with 

it", is not the right term, perhaps he succeeded which is the better term. We 

all prospered as a result. 

RJ In those very early years of primary school, were you having any 

thoughts about what you would like to do in the future? 

COURT Not really. As I've told you before I wasn't a great student. I 

loved the outdoor life, bearing in mind there was all bush around there in 

those days. Cowboys and indians, robbers and police and all those things, we 

had the perfect set-up for it. If it wasn't for my mother twitching my tail 

pretty often I wouldn't have even done my homework, but I must admit I never 

had any great ambitions [at that time.] I was already involved in music and 

that used to take a fair bit of time too and I liked that. 

RJ But you didn't go through a phase of thinking I'd like to be a 

fireman or a policeman or anything like that? 

COURT Oh not really. When I got a bit older I had a bit of a yen to join 

a navy band, only because, you know, you read all about how they travelled the 

world. I learnt that was a bit of myth from an old sailor who was in the band. 
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He said, "Don't fall for that one." Then he told me some of the conditions 

under which bands lived on ships, and that sort of thing, so I quickly got out 

of that one and stayed with my career. 

But I can't remember having any fanciful ideas about firemen and so on. I can 

remember as a boy getting exalted ideas about people with uniform and people 

with special responsibility. We used to go down and meet a lot of the ships. 

The passenger ships used to come from Sydney, right round Melbourne, Adelaide, 

Fremantle, on a weekly service. There was a whole fleet of them. It was quite a 

thing on a Saturday midday to go down and see the ships off, even if you didn't 

have anyone going. You'd go down and there were plenty of streamers to buy and 

it was an outing. See you could get down on the train from Leederville and West 

Subiaco so cheaply. So it was quite an outing to go down. Sometimes there would 

be a relative going away - of somebody else, not ourselves, because we didn't 

have any relatives here. But friends going away or arriving, but mainly going 

away Saturdays. But on the odd time when I went down there, for a ship arriving 

from the Eastern States it would be the Monday when they came loaded with 

people and with freight. They would unload and then get ready to depart again 

the next Saturday. 

Tuesday was the mail steamer day. They'd come in from Britain, and of course, 

It was the only way of getting here. They'd come here with lots and lots of 

people, arrive very early In the morning. Occasionally there'd be somebody that 

my mother and father knew and we'd go down and see them, or Mrs Laughton would 

take me down. This was a great day, get up early and go down there. [These big 

ships would sail for the Eastern States the same evening.] 

There was one man who always impressed me when a big ship came in, either 

Eastern States or overseas, that was when the gangway came down. There was 

always a man who went up with an attache case, always well dressed and he went 

up with an attache case. I used to think he must be a powerful man, he must be 

the man who owns the ship. I always used to watch for this chap because I knew 

that once he went up the gangway it wouldn't be very long before people were 

let on or off as the case may be. Later years, of course, when I used to do a 

lot of work down at Fremantle, I found out that he was nothing important. He 

was just taking some documents on board. He wasn't even a medical man. They'd 

all got on before because they'd gone out with the pilot boat and got on board 

the ship with the customs' men and all of the really important people. But this 

chap was probably just one step above the office boy, who had the job of 

carrying this case up with whatever documents they were. So in later years when 

I found out what it was all about it sort of exploded the myth of this man who 

I thought must be a very powerful man. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 15 
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RJ Sir Charles, between 1924 and 1926 you attended Perth Boys' High 
School and you have already made reference to the influence Campbell-Egan was 
on you at that time. To start off with some small points. How did you get to 

Perth Boys? 

COURT I shouldn't have gone there really because the boundary cut off at 

Subiaco, and Daglish people - Daglish was quite new then by the way - they just 
squeezed in. But I particularly wanted to go to Perth toys' because some of the 

boys that lived closer to Subiaco who went to Rosalie were going there and I 
wanted to go with them naturally, plus the fact it had such an excellent 

reputation and my mother and father wanted me to go there. So we found a way 

around it. It was the first time I realised the influence of politicians 
because George Cornell went to school with me. I don't know if I told you 

previously about the three politicians that came out of Rosalie School. 

RJ Yes, you did. 

COURT Three different political parties. 

RJ Yes. 

COURT George Cornell was one of them. His father [a Country Party member 

of Parliament] lived in West Subiaco. They lived on the northern side of Onslow 

Road. We used to say all the rich people lived on the northern side of Onslow 
Road and we paupers lived on the south side. It was a rough line of demarcation 

because they had bigger blocks on the north side of Onslow Road, as you'll see 
if you go there, and they had slightly better houses. None of them were rich, 

but there was a difference. So his father worked the oracle for us to go to 

Perth Boys' School. So quite a few of us went to Perth Boys' School who 
normally would have been caught up in the Cut off line and would have had to go 
to Fremantle. So we got squeezed in and I was very grateful, and my mother and 

father were very grateful. 

But then we found that you got a free ticket to go on the train to school. You 

got issued it at school, this railway pass. I'm not sure whether it was free or 

very cheap. It might have been very cheap just to put a value on it. But these 
passes were important In a time of poor economic performance of the State, and 

most people having to count the pennies. This is where the boundary caught up 
with you. They wouldn't give a railway pass beyond Daglish. Daglish hadn't long 

been opened as a station then. That was the one between Subiaco and West 
Subiaco. Well George Cornell, who was always a bright student and a very big, 

rather overweight person, even when he was a boy, and he became a very much 
overweight man too, in his later years, but he was always king of the kids. [We 

thought] there was nothing his father couldn't fix. So George duly had a 
deputation of one to his father but he couldn't get the boundary shifted, and 

he couldn't get the railway pass shifted. All sorts of arguments were put up, 
that It was easier for some people to go to the West Subiaco Station than it 

was to Daglish, all that sort of thing. So eventually the matter was resolved 
very, very simply, and I found out the devices that could be used. The 

unofficial word was that we could use our passes to Daglish, but still travel 

to West Subiaco. The station master there was a Mr Peters. He had Instructions, 

unofficially of course, that we boys with Daglish tickets could always get on 

and off [at West Subiaco I because everybody knew everybody in those days. 

There would have been a dozen of us at the most. So we came and went. The only 
problem was when Mr Peters had his annual leave, and some relieving station 

master would come along and did we have troubles explaining to him that we had 
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special dispensation? But we got over it somehow or other? But that was my 
introduction to the power of politicians' [laughs] It worked all right? I don't 
suppose anyone lost any sleep over it? 

But that's how I got into Perth Boys' School? The reason for it was that Mr 
Chandler, IC Chandler, had a tremendous reputation' I think he was the 
headmaster for 25 years 'There were all sorts of stories about him having had 
adverse reports as a headmaster from the inspectors and that sort of thing, but 
he still survived as one of the great headmasters of this State; People like 
Parsons from Perth Modern School, and others, there were a few of them who fall 
in that same sort of category; They became very, Very important people in the 
life of the State I was always very grateful that I was at Perth Boy's School 
under Mr Chandler-. He had an amazing capacity to know his school, bearing in 
mind, of course, Perth Boys' School was then in James Street; You had no 
playing grounds; There was barely enough gravel ground around the buildings for 
people to play? You couldn't kick a football or anything like that, otherwise 
It would have gone straight over into James Street, or into Roe Street, 
whichever way it went, and over into the railway and so on; So you couldn't 
have much exercise there; Exercise is a good thing in a school if people can 
run around and get a certain amount of freedom, but he managed? 

We had a very nice assembly hail and the Perth Girls' School was upstairs? 
Never the twain did meet? All our sports had to be away from the grounds like 
down at Wellington Square for the boys? I don't know where the girls went, but 
we never saw one another at all? They were upstairs and we were down below? Of 
course, little did I know that the girl I was going to marry was going to 
school exactly the same time at Perth Girls' School as I was, upstairs in the 
same school? I used to go up there on the day before Anzac Pay; It was always 
my job to go up there and play the last post? They used to send me up there to 
play the last post for both girls' school and boys' school? You can understand 
why because I was pretty good at it [i;e; the Last Post]? 

But Mr Chandler was quite remarkable? He built up this reputation for 
establishing a standard and it's fair to say that during his day, Perth Boys' 
School, although it was a State school, Perth Boys' High School was just as 
much an old tie school, old boy type school, as any private school there was? 
You would just love to wear your Perth Boys' cap and your Perth Boys' blazer? 
You couldn't always afford one immediately, but your parents would eventually 
find a way, or somebody would find a way; You'd wear that with great pride 
going to and from school, or going out on occasions This was thanks to 
Chandler; He took a tremendous interest in the school? 

If you did well in anything, sport or in music or drama, anything at all, 
there'd be a little note up on the board when you came to school, a cutting 
from the newspaper or some journal, or some report that he got, a little note 
up there, "Well done Court," or "Well done Smith, well done Brown-." When the 
school assembled he would announce all the success stories and you'd have to 
come out the front, whether you did it in sport, whether you did it music or 
other things at all, It was all Ca credit to the schooll e-.g;] one boy was very 
good with stamps and that sort of thing; You were taught to give just as much 
credit for those things as if you were brilliant at sport, although naturally 
boys tended to favour those that were great [sport] success stories? We had the 
Wilberforce brothers at school when I was there and one of them played for 
Western Ausjtralia while he was still at Perth Boys' School Cif I remember 
correctly]; In fact two of them might have, but I.know one In particular did, 

'Sir Charles is correct: Bob Wilberforce played cricket for Western Australia 
from 1926 when he was still at Perth Boys School, see attached p. 2306 (RJ) 



TAPE 15 SIDE B COURT 183 

not only played for Western Australia, but did well; So this got great 
commendation and credit from Chandler; He was very knowledgeable about what 
went on-; For instance he knew all this music connivance that went on between 
Campbell Egan and the better musical students in the school; That wasn't done 
behind his back, he knew what was going on and what's more he thought it was 
jolly good; He'd even come and see the performances, see whether you were as 
good as you should be; If he said to you, "You did well Court," or something 
like that you felt it was good; 

He was also famous for his references He handwrote everything because they 
didn't have secretaries in those days and there wasn't a typewriter in the 
school and nobody to help with the office; He used to handwrite all his 
references and they were always very brief for that reason-; But he didn't give 
a reference to every boy; If you got a reference it was almost a meal ticket, 
almost a job in the city, because he became quite famous with the professions, 
and with the industrialists, with the businessmen; If you had a reference from 
Chandler that you were reliable [it was a great asset;] They were very brief, 
they didn't get eulogistic at all; They were just a commendation of you being 
an honourable boy of good personality or something like that; I've still got 
mine which I value greatly; 

RJ Can you remember what It says? 

COURT Oh I can't remember what It says, but it's very brief,1  but it was 
all I needed was to produce this scrap of paper from Tommy Chandler; There was 
a case, it didn't happen in my year, but I was told by one of the Education 
Department people later on that he refused to give a reference to one boy and 
his father made an issue of it; Old Tommy Chandler did as he was told when he 
was instructed to give a reference and it read something like, "Tommy Jones," 
whoever it was, "attended Perth Boys' School for 'x' many years and under no 
circumstances would I recommend him for a position of trust;" I believe they 
spent a long time hosing down claims for damages and all sorts of things; 
[laughs] They never ever made him give another reference, but that's the sort 
of man he was-; 

I became involved with him later on and many years later naturally when he 
started the Chandler Scheme for Boys down at Roelands; He was an excellent 
character builder and headmaster but he was a pathetic businessman and that got 
into serious [financial] bother; By this time, of course, I'd left school and 
I'd got into practice; I'd actually passed my exams and got into practice, so 
that's how long after it was; A few of us tried to help who had been students 
at Perth Boys' School; It got into a very bad financial state because the man 
didn't understand finance; He had a dream; His ideas were great; The expert 
advice he got didn't go fast enough for him, so the scheme got into serious 
bother; It was arranged that I would act as a sort of liquidator for It-. It's 
not the right word; It was not like a limited company, it was an organisation 
that had been registered as a body for a good cause; Pm not quite sure of the 
incorporation of it, but it was in a had way financially; 

We were very worried about the old boy's reputation, (the possibility of] great 
headlines of debts that weren't going to be paid; He had died by this time; So 
we then worked out a scheme which was, I thought, quite clever; I'd had a lot 
of experience by this time; Don't forget it was the middle of the Depression 
and that didn't help the scheme; Eventually we had a meeting of creditors, a 
private one, and some of the people who wanted to try and help the scheme; I 
was sent to see Sir Walter James, KC, as it was in those days; Sir Walter James 
was a remarkable man; He was one of the founders of the firm of Stone James; 
Stone himself was quite a remarkable man in WA's history; Stone James, which 
firm now, of course, has been absorbed into Mallesons, was a great firm; Walter 
------------------------ 
A copy of the reference is attached p2307 
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James was the James part of Stone James; Now you might not recall, but he was 
the Premier of Western Australia; He also was the Agent-General for Western 
Australia at a time when the Agent-General did all the contracting work in 
Britain for WA when so much of our stuff came from Britain So all the 
contracts were let and supervised from the Agent-General's office, and that's 
where the term came, the Agent-General, for the State; If they had to buy 
anything, machinery, locomotives, practically everything came from overseas and 
mostly from Britain; So it was a very much different position to what it is 
today; But Walter James went to Perth Boys' School. He had a great affection 
for the school, like we all did, and he had a great affection for Chandler; 

So I put this scheme up before old Walter who was 
and not all that well, but still very clued up; 
when you didn't have all the aids that you've got 
and faxes and telexes and photocopiers and all tha 
very, very simple; In fact in his early days one 
first clients who became a client of mine, also a 
said that the first work that Walter James did 
documents, so they were very brief; They didn't put 
always remember old Walter, he read through my sc 
up and protecting the good name of Tommy Chandler' 
scheme my boy, very clever?" He said, "If I were 
He said, "I won't bother to tell you what's wrong 
it doesn't work out you can tell them that Walter J 
that was very big of him because he was a big man, 
man. But he said, "If it doesn't work out you can 
you to do it;" So I went ahead with that scheme 
thing, wound the whole thing up and there was never  

by this time a very old man 
He had been through a period 
today with word processors 

t sort of thing; Life was 
of his clients, one of his 
very old man [by this time], 
for him he typed his own 
in unnecessary words; But I 

ieme for winding this scheme 
He said, "It's a very clever 
you I'd go ahead and do it?" 
with it, but," he said, "if 
ames told you to do it;" And 
and a very highly respected 
tell them Walter James told 
We went through the whole 

a public murmur about it? 

Now that's a long way from Perth Boys' School, but he was typical; If you go 
through the rolls of Perth Boys' School you'll be quite amazed at the people 
who held high office in this State who went to Perth Boys' School, not because 
the school itself put them in line for those positions, but it had an influence 
on them that fitted them for those positions; Of course they wouldn't all have 
been In Chandler's day, but you know, they probably would have got their first 
job because they'd been to Perth Boys' School, and because it was then a very 
highly respected school; 

I know in my case I got my position, my first position as office boy at what 
was Robinson Cox and Wheatley, Solicitors, I got that from a most unusual 
situation; I think I've told you about how I played in the Metropolitan 
Symphony Orchestra; I don't know whether we got around to It; 

Rd No; 

COURT Well the Metropolitan Symphony Orchestra was a musical body that 
was very much a social body; People laugh when I tell them, but the strings and 
the woodwind more or less held their nose when they referred to the brass? We 
were the vulgar end of the [orchestra]; We were the roughs and toughs; Brass 
bandsmen were always known for their excessive drinking; Not that I was a 
drinker, but there was a reputation they had; This Metropolitan Symphony 
Orchestra did a lot for music; A man named Ad Leckie was one of their first 
conductors and brought them together, and a very sincere, capable pianist and 
vocal teacher; He did a lot for music-; Later on a Mr Harry Vowles and then 
others [took over]; They used to give their concerts always in the Perth Town 
Hall; Now you look at that today and you say, "That's a small place to have a 
symphony concert," but Perth was a small place; It was like a glorified country 
town; The Perth Town Hall would look to be a big hail In a country town; So 
that's where they had the concerts; The acoustics were terrible and, of course, 
the chairs were all loose, bentwood chairs, so when anyone moved it made a bit 



TAPE 15 SIDE B COURT 185 

of noise. So they had to train the audience to sit still while the items were 
on; But they gave four concerts a year, and the Governor always went; If you 
were anybody in the social swirl in those days, It was one of the done things 
you did was to go to these concertsT They used to wear tails; You subscribed 
and that gave you the right to go to these concerts-; They put on good 
programmes; I mean they would always have a standard symphony, a Beethoven, or 
a Brahms or Schubert, or one of the standard symphonies; They didn't get 
venturesome to any contemporary stuff, but always one of the good symphonies; 
The first half of the programme would be made up of a collection of things, 
occasionally accompaniment to a soloist, doing say the Grieg pianoforte 
concerto or something of that kind But they took it very seriously-; They used 
to rehearse every Tuesday night, mainly in what was then the Wesley Central 
Mission, in the same location as it is today, but the buildings were quite a 
bit different, but they had a very convenient rehearsal room there-; So they 
used to rehearse there; 

I went there as a boy; I was playing in the RSL Band and I was anxious to get 
some orchestra experience; I heard that one of their trumpet players was 
retiring on account of age, illness or something; I'm not sure which-. I 
subsequently was told it was because of incompetence and he'd been asked to 
tactfully resign or something-? But still it didn't worry me then as a boy-; I 
had to go for an audition for this; Bearing in mind it was purely amateur, you 
know, there was no payment for it; I was in short pants-? Somebody [recently] 
sent me one of the programmes going back to these early days and there it is in 
the trumpets, 'Master C Court;' I was the only 'Master', the rest were all 
'Miss' or 'Mrs' or 'Mr'; But here it is ' Master C Court': In those days people 
were very punctilious about putting 'master', when you were a junior; 

Anyhow the governor during that time, who was the patron of the orchestra, was 
Sir William Campion-. When I came around to time for employment, the secretary 
of the orchestra heard that I was seeking employment, and so without any qualms 
at all, she went straight to the Governor, who was the patron and said, "We've 
got this young boy here, would you bear him in mind when you're talking to some 
of your friends, for a position-;" Work wasn't easy to get-; Sure enough within a 
few days I got a message at Perth Boys' School to go down to Robinson Cox for 
an interview; That was on the recommendation of Sir William Campion-; I'd never 
met the man; I'd seen him often at concerts [in tails] and he always used to be 
going to formal occasions in his military uniform; In those days we were 
opening war memorials "two a penny"; Every suburb had to have its war memorial, 
[laughs] and the RSL Band had to be there; So I've probably been at more war 
memorial dedications than anyone else in the State that's living today; You 
didn't have so many after the Second World War-; So this is how I came to get 
there; 

But it's a long way of telling you about Perth as it was those days, and then 
Walter James and my connection with people like [Sir William] Campion; I only 
lasted at that firm for six months, but that's a long story, quite humorous, 
but;-r; 

RJ We'll get on to that later; 

COURT Yes, yes-; It was they who got me articled to their auditors who 
were McLarens; [Rather it was J F ] Burkett first, and then [J F Burkett and Co 
and then] Burkett and McLaren; 

But coming back to the Perth Boys' influence I put a lot of value on the 
experience there, Of course there was a reason why Chandler was famous; You 
realise that we had some private schools, Christian Brothers long before It 
became Aquinas; We had Hale School; In those days I think it was called Perth 
High School; A few others, Scotch and Guildford; Then there was the Catholic 
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schools all over the place; But a secondary education was not easy; If you got 
a scholarship, which I didn't get, you went to Perth Modern School which was 
then regarded as the absolute elite; It was terribly hard to get in to, and 
you'd really made the grade if you got in to it; There was a Fremantle High 
School and there was a Midland High School and there was Perth Boys'; You can 
imagine that Tommy Chandler in Perth Boys' School, virtually had to take 
whatever was given to him: There were some roughies, you can be assured, as 
well as some bright people, because there was a complete economic cross-section 
of people, a complete social cross-section of people, because there weren't 
that many who could go to private schools in those days, or could go to Perth 
Modern School; 

So he'd get this mob of ruffians that would arrive there in the first year; 
That was in seventh standard it was called in those days; They had about, oh, 
anything up to four levels of each standard: They got less as you went year by 
year because numbers dropped off; People were shunted off to work just as soon 
as they could go and earn a living; You were very fortunate if you were allowed 
to go through eighth standard and then ninth standard; It was in ninth standard 
that 0 G Campbell Egan was my teacher; We had to rub shoulders with all sorts 
of people, and I tell you there were some roughies; But by the time Tommy 
Chandler had woven his spell around this school, there wouldn't be a boy who 
survived there who wasn't the richer for the influence of Chandler, who 
wouldn't have been more respectful in his approach, better dressed, not because 
he had better clothes but he'd wear them better; His hygiene and his bearing 
and everything had improved because Chandler was everywhere, he was in and out 
of every room- 

Don't forget in those dys they still had monitors; Now I don't know if you 
know what a monitor is, but when I reflect they weren't much older than us; 
They were struggling to try and learn their trade while they were teaching US; 
I look back on Chandler coming into some of those rooms there, there'd be 
bedlam: Then the old boy would place himself up at the back of the room and I 
used to marvel that he never ever bawled out a teacher who was struggling 
either to get discipline or to get a message across; He'd start asking 
questions from the back, and eventually by the time the class was finished he'd 
be down the front with the teacher and they'd be having a sort of dual question 
and answer period and the class would all be enthralled; Sometimes halfway 
through the lesson he'd restored order and everything was on an even keel and 
we'd all got the fundamentals sorted out; He was a great man for getting the 
blockages out of the way; When you were trying to learn an equation or 
something like that, he had an amazing capacity; He'd then just drift out of 
the room and order was restored and learning was achieved; He'd go round from 
class to class; When I was in eighth standard the same thing happened, when I 
was in ninth standard the same thing happened; So you realise he was quite a 
remarkable man; But we had some remarkable teachers too; 

END OF TAPE 15 SIDE B 

----------------------- 
1Monitors were prospective teachers who were required to spend one year in 
schools prior to professional training (Mossenson, David, Teacher Training in 
Western Australia, Aust Council for Ed Research, Melbourne 1955, p.77 - RJ); 
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COURT I remember with great affection some of the teachers there. They 
were so helpful and you could go to them and get a blockage removed over 
something to do with algebra or geometry or something of that kind. You never 
had any qualms about It and they didn't seem to be in any hurry at all. The 
only problem going by train, of course, you had to catch certain trains, 
because you weren't allowed to use your school pass when the workmen started 
going home. You had to go within certain times which was fair enough. But even 
then you had plenty of time to talk to the teachers when you had a bit of a 
blockage that you couldn't remove in the classroom. 

But I remember some of them. Hetherington, of course, became the Principal of 
the old Claremont Teachers' Training College. He was one of my teachers at 
school. I didn't realise until later years that he wasn't much older than the 
boys at school. He was one of the last of that era and he became quite a famous 
teacher and he became very highly respected in the training of teachers later 
on. He was a nice man. 

We had a man called 'Chooky' Fowler. You couldn't miss a name like that, with a 
name like Fowler amongst boys. He was with us in seventh standard; some of us 
had him later. But he was a nice personality and seemed to be a cut above the 
others in many ways. He was a very patient and great teacher of a high 
standard. 

Then in seventh standard we had a teacher named Skipworth, Bill Skipworth. He 
was more of the footballer-cum-teacher type that you see quite often even 
today. Then he became a football umpire which didn't altogether make him the 
most popular fellow. But he was very much in charge of sports. Old Tommy had 
him more or less monitoring sports. But he was a pretty rugged sort of a 
teacher. He was quite different to the rest. For instance, Fowler was a 
rather cultured sort of a man. 

We also had another teacher, Schonell, who became Professor Schonell, and 
became quite famous as a teacher and I think eventually taught in other 
countries including in New Guinea. I'm not sure of this one, but I know he 
became quite famous, a lot of books he wrote, spelling books and other books 
that he wrote. Some more advanced books on education became quite famous. He 
was a cut above the rest too. It didn't surprise me later on when I found that 
he had gone on and become a professor and had become quite famous as an 
education administrator, because he had that cut about him, his dress and his 
speech and everything. 

But Skipworth, he was a likeable chap. Although he was a bit rough in his 
methods, he was a likeable fellow really. I remember he sent a note home to my 
mother and said would she have a word with me because I wasn't giving my best. 
I wasn't giving what he thought I could do. It was a pretty stern sort of a 
note. When I got home it didn't please my mother. Anyhow next day the inspector 
was coming. I don't know whether you were in an era when inspectors were 
terribly important to teachers. I go back far enough to the famous Wallace 
Clubb and people like that, some of whom became Directors of Education 
subsequently. They were tyrants and they put the fear of the Lord into the 
teachers, because it was a very big part of their assessment on their files as 
to how the inspector reported on them when they came to the schools. I know 
Skipworth was a little bit worried about something. 



TAPE 16 SIDE A COURT 188 

The night that he got me to take this letter home to my mother he'd given us a 
talk, "Now boys tomorrow the inspector's coming. Now I've helped you out of a 
few scrapes and," he said, "tomorrow it's your turn." [laughs] You could talk 
to a class. Don't forget there were over 50 in the class, you see; This was the 
esprit de corps in [Perth] Boys' School, this is how strong it was; He said, 
"It means a lot to me if I get a good report from the inspector; I think what 
he's going to examine the class on will be in this particular field, Now 
whatever you do, for goodness sake, don't one put his hand up as if he's not 
quite certain, but a dozen put your hands up as though you really know the 
answers, even if you don't." He said, "Leave the rest to me;" So we had a 
little meeting about this, "Got to help old Bill out." It was Bill Skipworth 
behind his back, Mr Skipworth when we were talking to him, of course; We had a 
few bright boys in the class, but [we agreed] we'd all bog in and we'd do a bit 
of work overnight which we did. 

Anyhow this coincided with the time I took this note home to my mother and she 
wasn't amused. So she really gave me a dressing down and made it clear that any 
more of that and I'd be taken away from school, you see, put on a baker's cart 
or something. Anyhow I took It seriously and I did a bit of work overnight on 
the particular areas where I knew the inspector was going to be involved in. So 
next morning we were duly confronted with the inspector and really we put on a 
superb performance, you know, for old Skipworth; He whispered from the back of 
the class, "Break it down a bit boys," [laughs]; Anyhow we really put on a 
superb performance and the inspector was duly impressed; But one of those that 
performed best was Charles Court, because it so happened that for most of the 
questions that they [asked], I was up first. This rather scared old Skipworth 
[laughs] who thought I was only putting my hand up just to be part of the team 
effort, but as it happened I knew them all pretty well. So even Chandler who 
used to be in the room while the inspector was there [was impressed]. It was 
quite an ordeal this - but Skipworth was smart enough to get us all in the act. 
When a mob of boys like that - even though we're only seventh standard, we were 
still only boys - when they decide to get their heads together to cooperate 
they're a pretty powerful force; 

So I always remember that; Old 'Skippy' got a good chit out of that. He then 
sent a note home to my mother, "Forget about the letter I sent you yesterday, 
Charlie was superb today," [laughs] so Mum was quite pleased. She tore them all 
up. That was that! 

But I remember old 'Skippy'; I used to see him years and years after; He had 
very high cheekbones I remember and a very pointed chin, and you could never 
miss him. We developed great friendships with these teachers; A fellow called 
Stevens who was a rather laconic type of chap, but nevertheless he was very 
knowledgeable and probably one of the best educated of all the teachers there, 
but he had this rather laconic approach to life; 

But then we had the famous Hal McKail. Hal McKail, you wouldn't know him, but 
he was famous because of the sea scouts. He had the ship called the Dolphin out 
in Crawley Bay, which was forever and a day - It was an old collier - forever 
and a day was in trouble with a man named Shapcott who was the Under Secretary, 
Premier's Department. He lived in Crawley and this hulk of a thing was out 
there in the bay; They shifted It several times to try and appease him; But 
this was a training ship; Instead of having the sea scouts on shore they rowed 
out, or sailed out to this training ship or hulk out there; Hal McKail became 
quite famous; He was an eccentric sort of a chap; He used to teach science. Of 
course naturally he was always trying  to get you to join the sea scouts; He had 
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his own version of the alternative life style and all that sort of thing; But 
he nevertheless left his mark on a few boys; I never got involved with it but 
some of them did, and they thoroughly enjoyed it; 

But the other science teacher was the famous Mr [Noel] Sampson. Now Mr Sampson 
was a young man then of course, a very big man, a very powerful man. He 
eventually became the headmaster of Perth Modern School. Amongst other things 
he became the president of the Teachers' Union; He married a very nice lady, 
not when he was very young, he was a little bit older than normal when he 
married her, if I remember rightly. She was a very nice lady and she was a very 
ardent Liberal, a very strong supporter of David Brand and Charles Court; I 
don't think Sambo (as we used to call him) was altogether inclined to the 
Liberal Party until she got to work on him, and he became a very good supporter 
of ours. He was a very good president of the Teachers' Union because his first 
and foremost consideration was quality of education; Industrial matters were 
not exactly secondary, but they weren't the dominant thing; He was a great 
educationalist himself; So you can imagine that his main concern was to use the 
teaching force as a force for better education; A man that held down the 
headmastership of Perth Modern School was no slouch 

Anyhow he was our science teacher and he had his own particular methods of 
teaching which were all right up to a point, but it was more or less learning 
by rote; In teaching science, of course, you do have formuli and you do 
experiments. These things are fairly strict, especially the simple type of 

science we were having with agricultural science and biology. I wasn't all that 
interestedw There was a boy named Bloxham used to sit alongside of me and he 
wasn't interested either, so there was no one we could cheat off, [laugh] 
because neither of us were very interested. My very good friend Bob Lance was 
bright at everything. Whoever was near Bob really suffered because there's 
always a tendency to trade on the fact that one of your mates is good at French 
or good at English, or good at maths or something; Bob Lance was good at 
everything much to everyone's annoyance. It didn't matter what it was, he 
seemed to have a natural ability to absorb knowledge. 

Anyhow we were getting ready to go for our exams for our Junior Certificate, 
ninth standard; I'll always remember 'Sambo', very sarcastic. He used to teach 
you these simple formuli and so on and then used to say, "For the third and 
last time," in a very, very cynical voice, "For the third and last time, for 
the benefit of those that have been asleep the first twice, I'm telling you 
again;" He'd go over it like this. It was bad teaching because you didn't 
bother to listen the first twice, if you were going to get It a third time you 
see. You'd switch off; It didn't always work out. Anyhow we were having the 
last briefing before we went off to do our exams; I remember old 'Sambo' he 
used to speak in this very cynical sort of voice, woggle his head like this; He 
said, "If it wasn't for two people in this class," he said, "I would get 100 
per cent," the teacher's dream. In those days percentage of passes were very 
important, "I would get 100 per cent in these exams But with those two 
incorrigibles, Bloxham and Court, they're going to blot my copybook;" He was so 
cynical about it; Everyone accepted it anyhow 

So we went off and the exams duly came out and by some miracle Court and 
Bloxham passed agricultural science and biologyv Some of the bright boys in the 
class failed. We used to have to have practical books. I suppose they still 
have them; I found one at home the other day: practical books The message came 
that on a certain date you could pick up your practical book at Perth Boys' 
School, otherwise they'd be destroyed; So I thought I better go and get mine; 
Old 'Sambo' was there. I said, "Oh Mr Sampson I suppose you noticed that 
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Bloxhani and Court passed," being a bit cheeky after you'd left school. He said, 
"Court I want to tell you, "  in the very sarcastic way he used to talk, "I want 
to tell you that the impossible sometimes happens;" [laughs] 

Many years later when I became a minister, he and his wife were at a dinner 
function that I was addressing. I couldn't resist the temptation to tell this 
story. It was a bit naughty, but his wife thought it was the greatest joke 
she'd ever heard. She thought it was wonderful. 'Sanibo' stood up and said, 
"Ladies and gentlemen you've just heard testimony to what a magnificent teacher 
I was;" [Laughs] That was the end of that story. So that was that. 

One can go on and on and on, but I think that really gives you a brief run down 
of three wonderful years and very happy years too at Perth Boys, much happier 
than I thought they were going to be; I put it down mainly to the influence of 
Chandler and some of the wonderful teachers we had, whether it was sport or 
whether it was other activities, or the influence of Campbell Egan and his 
music. 

I don't know If I told you before but Campbell Egan was a superb artist; He 
could have been a great concert pianist. He looked an artist and when he 
played, especially his renditions of Chopin, it had some magic about it; He 
used to practice at lunch times and at tea breaks; Chandler had to stop it 
because the boys wouldn't go out in the sun. People were just sitting on the 
floor [of the Assembly Hall]; there were no seats, of course. Just sitting on 
the floor just enthralled with Campbell Egan belting the hell out of this piano 
doing his practice for a concert coming Up; The old story that music can tame 
the savage breast was ever so true. Normally these boys wouldn't listen to 
music in a fit, but he had this magic about him. He looked the artist and he 
was an artist. When he was practising he was so absorbed In this thing that 
they couldn't help but be caught up In it; Tommy Chandler arranged that he 
wouldn't practice until the classrooms had all been cleared and all gone out 
into the open. 

Rd In your day was there a commercial and a professional Junior? 

COURT Yes. 

Rd And which did you do? 

COURT Not so much commercial and professional Junior; There were 
commercial and professional classes. Well I was the professional classes; 

Rd Right. And was that your choice, or was that imposed? 

COURT Oh I think it was my mother. I doubt whether I knew the difference 
at the time. [Laughs] 

Rd Well it later meant that you studied a language. 

COURT We studied French; 

Rd Right, how did you go with that? 

COURT Not too well; I was fascinated with it. We had two teachers; One 
was Girault, who was a real Frenchman, looked like a Frenchman, acted like a 
Frenchman and, of course, spoke like a Frenchman, The other one was Mr Owens; 
Now I understand that Owens in terms of academic qualifications and in the 
views of Frenchmen was a very good linguist, but somehow or other it never 
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seemed to enthral the boys like Girault did. I used to love the lessons which 
we had with Girault. I used to make tremendous progress during his lessons, 
because he looked to me like a Frenchman and I assumed that what he was saying 
was French anyhow, because he looked like it. You'd try and get your 
pronunciations right and he would persevere with you until you got some of 
those nasal pronunciations that you get in French and so on. Of course the 
phonetics are so important in French. I found myself quite interested, but 
completely turned off when Owens was teaching us. Although he was a nice man, 
Owens, and a very conscientious teacher, but it seemed wrong to be taught 
French by an Australian. Whereas Girault was a Frenchman, and was a very good 
linguist naturally. Also his English was superb. He didn't have any accent at 
all, his English was superb, so he was superbly equipped. He was only a short 
chap but he looked like a Frenchman should look. So I didn't do too well. I'm 
sorry I didn't persevere with It. I didn't pass my Alliance Francais. I could 
have easily done it. Just a little bit of effort and I could have waltzed 
through it. 

RJ So you didn't pass French in your Junior? 

COURT No. 

RJ Had you dropped it by then? 

COURT No. 

RJ You were still doing it? 

COURT It's a sad story, because you did the Alliance Francais and the 
appropriate grade there gave you a pass in your Junior. But I'm sad to relate, 
seeing that you've embarrassed me, about my Junior, you had to get five 
subjects, and one of them had to be arithmetic, and the other one had to be 
English. Whether you got six, seven, or eight subjects, it didn't matter. If 
you hadn't got English and arithmetic (and there's good sense in that) you 
didn't get a certificate. 

Well when the results came out I hadn't got the five subjects and I hadn't got 
English, which has always been my  weak subject and still is. So that caused a 
bit of consternation at home. Don't forget the two science subjects I got, that 
I wasn't expected to get. They were in the four. I got arithmetic. I was always 
good at arithmetic. I used to love arithmetic, take it in my stride. I think I 
got algebra, that's probably the four. Oh and I got music. I knew I was going 
to be struggling, so I looked in the book and I found that you could take 
music. Then I found in very obscure print that you could take the trumpet. When 
I went to the University about my trumpet for the Junior they said they'd never 
heard of it. I said, "Well it's in the book." So they said, "Oh well if It's in 
the book we'll have to do it." So quite a remarkable experience came out of 
that because they never had the examination before and so they hadn't got any 
curriculum, they hadn't got any examiners. 

It so happened that at that particular time Bernard Heinze, later Sir Bernard 
Heinze, the conductor and one of the doyens of Australian music, was visiting 
here on one of his annual visits for the College of Music. These musicians, 
some used to come from England and some used to come from other parts of 
Australia In later years. He was doing a tour here with a man named Henri Penn, 
who was a pianist, became quite famous, not only as a pianist in his own right, 
but as an accompanist for some of the great singers and instrumentalists. They 
were doing this together, Penn on the piano and Heinze on the strings. So I was 
duly ushered into their presence at the old Assembly Hall next to St Andrew's 
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Church in St George's Terrace (that's where they were doing their examining). 
They said, "Well bring some music along" so I brought my Arban's Tutor, which 
was the standard tutor, still the best ever for standard basic teaching a brass 
Instrument. I brought that along and virtually said to them, "Anything you like 
in the book." They tried to work out about the standard. Arban's Tutor was 
everything from long slow notes, right up to some of the most difficult 
exercises ever written at the back. So this young whippersnapper said, "Take 
your pick." Then I brought along some sheet music of my solo pieces like Zelda 
and Lucille. They were Percy Code compositions and they knew Percy Code. They 
were test pieces. And a few other things I brought along. So it was quite an 
hilarious examination. These two sitting there working out in front of me what 
would be a suitable test for this exam. So actually I would have passed 
sufficient to not only get my Leaving Certificate, but the one after that, 
because they got quite Interested in this young boy reeling off these things. 
Carnival of Venice was one. They said, "Oh you wouldn't want to play that would 
you?" I said, "Oh yes" So it was quite hilarious. I got very good marks out of 
that. That was the practical side, and I passed the theory. The theory exam was 
self taught but I passed that without any problem. So I got music! 

Then I had to sit.... that made up four subjects, you see. You could sit again 
at the end of January for your Junior English or Junior arithmetic, if you'd 
failed one of the two essential subjects. It was a fairly complicated sort of 
thing, but anyhow if you'd failed one of those to get your Junior Certificate, 
bearing in mind you could have got seven and still not got a certificate if you 
hadn't got arithmetic and English. So I marched myself off to Campbell Egan, I 
found out where he lived, because I was having a lot to do with him through 
music and told him I was in a bit of a problem. So he said, "I'm not 
surprised." Anyhow he gave me some private tuition (no cost at all; some 
private tuition) so that when I sat for the exam at the end of January, the 
supplementary exam, I just waltzed through. So that's how I got English, to 
give me the five subjects for my Junior. 

So it's always been a bit of a delicate point when you've been admonishing the 
boys about their Junior and then their Leaving Certificates, because they all 
went on and did their higher certificates. The only one that didn't go to the 
University [or equivalent] was Barry. He was more concerned about doing 
woolciassing and being a farmer. So it was always something of an embarrassment 
that I had such a struggle to get my Junior Certificate, because I knew my 
parents couldn't afford to keep me at school any longer. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 16 
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Rd You said you had problems with English, does that continue today? 

COURT It does really. People wouldn't believe it, but I'm always very 
sensitive about it. I love reading well written English, and I can appreciate 
it. Somewhere along the line in my early career I failed to face up to it and 
get a teacher to remove the blockages, because if you miss out in learning any 
subject, if you miss out in the fundamentals of it, and I don't care whether 
you're talking about sport or music at all, if you miss out on the 
fundamentals, you never ever achieve your potential. Most people when they hear 
me speaking, as they had to, whether they liked it or not over the years, and 
the things that I've had to write, letters and so on, and so on, and speeches 
I've had to compose and so on, would probably wonder why I say that I have 
difficulties with English. Talking to you is comparatively simple but what 
comes out in the transcript, God only knows. But talking to you is quite 
different; It's like making a speech without using notes; People could probably 
go home impressed and understand what you're trying to get across. But some of 
the transcripts that have come out of speeches I've made would give you the 
horrors. You just say to yourself I couldn't possibly have said that, then you 
play the tape over and it makes sense, because of the nuances, because of the 
pauses, because of the inflections of your voice and so On; 

I well remember my dear old partner, Mr Hendry, a wonderful old man; I was 
making a speech on some subject (it must have been after I decided to go into 
Parliament) and Mr Hendry was there. He used to correct my drafts; I used to do 
my reports and when he was an old man and not practising he used to love to be 
involved. So I used to give him my drafts of work that I'd done on some 
particular report that was mighty important to an industry, or other client; 
I'd throw it to Mr Hendry and he used to love to go through them. What used to 
make me mad was it used to come back fifteen pages reduced to seven, not a 
thing left out that mattered and it all read so beautifully and I used to be 
ashamed of what I'd written; But when I was giving this speech, old Cam came to 
me after and he said, "YOU know, Charlie," he said, "your grammar was bloody 
awful," he said, "but they had a rough idea what you were a-talking about" Of 
course, that's said it all really; You'd got your point across, which you can 
do in a speech, specially when you're not using notes. You can get your point 
across, whereas if you looked at the transcript it could be a horror from a 
grammar point of view. Mr Hendry was a purist when it came to grammar. His 
English was superb and his ability to reduce documents down to the bare 
essentials. He used to say the fewer words you've used the less chance you've 
got of being sued. [Laughs] So I learnt that lesson; 

Rd Do you still have trouble with grammar today? 

COURT I do, all because I never got down to the fundamentals of it; If I 
wrote you a letter you probably wouldn't find much wrong with it. But if I just 
dictated something in a conversational way, it wouldn't be fit to sign; 

Rd So have you always had staff who have corrected that for you? 

COURT No, not always; I've had some people like Miss Hall;' I had her for 
twelve years while I was Minister for Industrial Development and North West 
from 1959 to '71. She was one of those gems you get in the public service and 

------------------------ 
Miss Eileen Hall was interviewed for the Battye Library in 1989 by Jan 

Gothard, OH 2313; 
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she, without saying it, used to sort things out a bit. Then when I was Premier 
I had the same secretary for the whole eight years from 1 74 to '82 [Miss Bernie 
Down]. She was also very good, but very discreet about it. Although she wasn't 
quite as far reaching as Miss Hall would have been, she had no qualms about 
putting a bad phrase in better form. In my practice life it hasn't prevailed. 
I've had some wonderful women there. I've had surprisingly few secretaries all 
my life. In spite of the reputation I have for being an impossible, arrogant, 
impatient sort of a person, I've had surprisingly few secretaries all my 
professional or official life. They seem to put up with it. I don't know 
whether they enjoy it or not, but they seem to put up with it without 
complaining very much. 

Rd You told me at a much earlier interview that you were grateful to 
your parents for insisting that you do your Junior because they sal that as a 
chance for you to do better in life than they'd been able to do. Were you 
grateful at the time? Did you realise at the time the opportunity you were 
being given? 

COURT Not really. Not really. It would be foolish to say that I was 
because I wasn't bubbling with excitement about learning things. I'd be more 
likely to grab the main chance at the time. I mean it when I said what I've 
said often that if it hadn't have been for my mother I'd have been a 
beachcomber, but she had the whip out all the time. She could see how easily I 
could lead off into some nondescript unimportant type of task. It's that 
constant influence that I feel sorry for some young people not having today, 
about your dress before you went out and all the detail and remind you to be 
respectful to people, and say thank you and all of these things. Eventually It 
becomes part of you. My father, who didn't ever moralise much, he was more or 
less the disciplinarian in the background, but my mother was the one that used 
to concentrate more on the morals of it, he used to have the odd saying. I 
think I've told you about his advice to me when he thought I was getting 
serious about whether I'd marry Rita. 

Rd Yes you have. 

COURT On one occasion I remember him saying to me, and very seriously, he 
said, "Look if you are properly dressed and you are respectful, music will open 
all doors." I found that to be ever so true. Properly dressed and respectful, 
music will open all doors. With the result that I got into places while I was 
doing my study as a chartered accountant and I had explained to him how hard I 
saw it was when you became a chartered accountant to get established if you 
didn't have a lot of money and a lot of influence. [ ... ] It explained how 
tough were the ethics of the profession and how tough were the old boys on the 
various ethical requirements and so on. I remember the old man, he used to say 
these things right out of the blue, and this was one of them. He said, "You 
know if you're well dressed, and you're respectful, music will open any door." 

I found that to be ever so true, because again under the influence of Campbell 
Egan, I learnt that the trumpet wasn't always the most popular instrument 
amongst the social groups, as evidenced by the Metropolitan Symphony Orchestra. 
I still believe to this day they regarded the brass as the vulgar end of the 
orchestra, almost "honorary members" compared with the others. Not only did I 
have to be well dressed, be respectful and so on, but you also had to play 
music suitable to the occasion. For instance he [Campbell Egan] used to explain 
if you're playing in a drawing room up Mount Street - Mount Street was always 
the epitome of the social class in those days - if you're playing in a drawing 

------------------------ 
transcript, p.4. 
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room at Mount Street, you don't go and blow them out of the room, you see. You 
play some lyrical thing that's suitable and they get an awful shock that 
somebody can play the trumpet in such a delicate, soulful, meaningful way that 
could take place in a tiny room. They think of brass bands and trumpets as 
blaring all around the place and waking up the neighbourhood. So that 
particular thing stuck in my mind and I've often told young people today that 
if you're well dressed and you're respectful, music will open all doors. 

RJ Did you ever experience Chandler as a teacher? 

COURT In what way? 

RJ Directly taking a class. 

COURT Only when he would come into the classroom and would assist a 
monitor or a teacher who is having difficulties with the subject. 

RJ Right, as you've described. 

COURT Yes. I can never remember him actually being our teacher at the 
beginning of a class for that particular subject. He regarded it as his 
responsibility to move about that school and not only influence the fully 
trained professional teachers but, of course, more particularly he wanted to 
put his imprint on the monitors, that they meant something because they had 
been trained by Chandler and come under his Influence. He also used to have a 
fascinating habit. He'd walk into a classroom In the morning and he'd just pose 
a little riddle. It was his own way of having an IQ test I suppose. I used to 
look forward to these things. I remember one of them which I often tried out on 
my grandchildren as they've come along. "If all the world was bread and cheese 
and all the sea was ink, and all the sky was apple pie, what would you have to 
drink?" These little things, he'd come along. I remember I was quick as a 
flash.. I got this, you know, the juice out of the apple pie. It came to me very 
quickly. I don't know why. Everyone seemed to think that was pretty smart 
because it was the first time they'd heard it and so on. But he had these 
little sayings and he'd walk in and right out of the blue, he'd just launch one 
of these on you and look for a reaction around the class. It did have an impact 
on the class, because they knew that the old boy would be going around one day, 
he'd have one of these things. He could only use it say in the morning because 
by lunch time everybody [in the school] would have heard it, you see. But he 
had this funny little way, he'd go round and [out would come] one of these 
little tongue-twisters or teasers of some sort. It had its place I suppose, but 
it's strange how I've remembered it to this day, that particular one, and tried 
it out on my grandchildren as they've come along as littlies. Strangely enough 
none of them have got it the first time. But there must have been a method in 
his madness for doing this sort of thing with these little riddles or 
questions. 

RJ In looking at the history of Perth Boys' there is a remarkable 
range of clubs that were available to students: debating society, camera club, 
the school band, radio club. Umpteen of them. Did you belong to any of those 
clubs? 

I recall one of his questions was about the irresistible force meeting the 
immovable object. He enjoyed the argument that ensued about which would 
prevail. (CC) 

2 Ewers, John K. Perth Boys School 1847-1947, Perth, Govt Printer, 1947, p.  136. 
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COURT I think that must have come in a later time because we didn't have 
so many organised bodies there, in Chandler's day anyhow; There were sporting 
bodies. Of course every sport you can imagine, he was very keen on it, and 
different teachers had their different responsibilities, bearing in mind most 
of the sport had to be played down at Wellington Square; This was one of the 
character tests that Chandler imposed. They didn't call a roll when you went 
down to Wellington Square because he used to encourage those that weren't 
playing to go and watch the school play and to develop an esprit de corps; I 
used to go because I wanted to, but he must have had a magic system because 
boys who had a habit of disappearing on the way down were invariably on the 
mat, you know, they'd let the school down; It didn't matter what it had done to 
them, they'd let the school down, and this was all part of the process-; 
Sometimes they'd go to other ovals. We'd be playing other schools, and If It 
was an important match we'd be let off to go and see them; He had his own 
method of checking up on these things; I can't remember us having many clubs; 
There were people that had special interests, but in my day there didn't seem 
to be a lot of people who had properly organised clubs- 

I think as I reflect on it, now you've asked me the question, Chandler was more 
concerned about us doing those things out in the community. He seemed to have 
an extraordinary capacity to find out what you'd been doing. I know one boy was 
very good at elocution and had won some eisteddfod prizes and so on. That was 
equally important to old Tommy to parade him as a success story, as if he'd 
just made 100 at cricket or something; 

RJ So what did you do in your lunch time, when you had such a limited 
ground? 

COURT Well mostly they would walk around the town-; 

RJ You were allowed to go over town? 

COURT Oh yes, yes; Well the place was too small; Sometimes I used to go 
home for lunch. I'd worked out if we beat the gun (manual training or science 
were the two when we were away from our normal classes) you could get on a 
train and get to West Subi. I'd leave my bike up near the station and then get 
home, and get back just in time for class; That was a bit of an adventure in 
itself I suppose; cutting it fine and so On. It was a complete break; It 
appealed to me. Most others just ate their lunch; Course don't forget you could 
walk down to Government Gardens, that's the.;.; it was then called Government 
Gardens on the corner of Barrack Street and St George's Terrace where Alexander 
Forrest's memorial is there Some of us occasionally would put in a few pence 
and go and hire a rowing boat down at the end of Barrack Street, then row over 
to Mill Point, where the mill is; It was in a derelict stage in those days 
before they restored it. In those days there was a lake in there, a little pond 
in there; So you could row the boat over to the point (there was no bridge, of 
course) and you could row It actually Into this little lagoon; I suppose that 
explains why the mill was there, because they probably needed water of some 
sort. So we used to be able to do that and get back in time for school, I 
forget what we used to pay for it but between all of us it would be only a few 
pence; But it was just another thing to do together, just row from the foot of 
Barrack Street across there and back; Things like that. Or you might have an 
errand to run. 

I know some of the boys from Perth Boys' School got into trouble at the 
Metropolitan Dental Company; Old Tommy Chandler used to be red hot on 
shoplifting. This was again part of this morale building things You were out of 
the school if any of the Perth Boys' got caught; Not twice, but once, that was 
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the finish, you'd let the school down. Rather the Japanese system, you know: 
you haven't let yourself down, you've let the family down. There used to be two 
dental companies, one was Continental and the other was Metropolitan. I know 
there was a Dr Beith Wilson was in charge of the Metropolitan Dental Company in 
Hay Street. They used to do cheap extractions. They weren't very popular with 
the truly professional dentists who used professional chambers and that sort of 
thing, and charged different fees. They had standard prices for extractions and 
fillings. Just like going to buy a meal at a shop, the price of the meal was 
posted up. Well the price of extractions and different treatments were all 
listed up there. It was two shillings for an extraction, and many and varied 
were the stories told about the unnecessary extractions. However I knew Beith 
Wilson many, many years later and I found him to be a very nice man. He 
actually was a member of a Masonic Lodge that I joined, not the Lathom Lodge, 
but there was another degree higher than that which was known as the red degree 
which was higher than the ones that you took when you went in an ordinary 
lodge. He was very high up in that and I found him a very nice man. We often 
used to joke about those experiences. They had a signboard outside of their - 
you wouldn't call it a surgery, because other dentists would object to that. 
They called it a shop, but it had very ornate painted windows and so on. But 
they had this sign there of a boy stepping out of a dentist's chair. The boy 
[was smiling and] had the sign coming out of his mouth saying, "Thank you 
doctor it didn't hurt a bit." Some of the wags from Perth Boys' School had made 
a similar sign which they snook up at lunch time and stuck on the sign, "and 
smiling the boy fell dead." [laughs] I know the doctor bloke wasn't amused so 
this came down to Perth Boys' School. [laughs] I think Tommy Chandler was a bit 
amused because many years later when I was driving down to the Chandler Boys' 
Settlement Scheme with him one weekend with a man named Len Bolton, we were 
driving down there and old Tommy was reminiscing. He told this with great glee 
how his boys had done this and he had to discipline them, you see. [Laughs] But 
I'll always remember this sign there. It was a very effective sign they had 
with this schoolboy stepping out of the chair. 

RJ You've spoken of the habit of boys as we know, to give nicknames. 
Did Charles Court have a nickname at Perth Boys'? 

COURT No I was always Charlie or Chas; sometimes It was Chas. Those who 
went to Rosalie used to call me Chas, and the new boys I met at Perth Boys' 
seemed to call me Charlie; rarely Charles. Even the teachers it was always 
Charlie. It's very interesting, the Italian community, not all of them, but a 
big proportion of them, they never say Sir Charles, they often say Sir Charlie. 

RJ Sir Charlie [laughs]. Did you join the Perth Boys' Old Boys' 
Association? 

COURT We didn't have one immediately after I left there, but later on I 
did when one was formed. 

RJ And how did you find that? 

COURT Well I didn't have great activity there, because unfortunately, of 
course, the spirit of the school was broken when they just ruthlessly decided 
to terminate Perth Boys' School. The reasons for It were logical because it was 
then when Dr Robertson had come along as Director General. He decided that 
having schools in the middle of the city was wrong because of the transport and 
because of the space factor apart from anything else, bearing in mind Perth 
Boys' School had no grounds. He had the idea of having high schools around the 
perimeter of the city, so In theory the schoolchildren would be travelling out 
and not conflicting with the heavy industrial/commercial traffic travelling 
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inward. He planned this extremely well. I think he had logic on his side, but 
we weren't in government. Had we been in government we'd have found another way 
around it, but Hawke was in government. Bert Hawke was Premier, and they made 
this decision. I went to Robertson about it, because I knew him very well, 
although we were in opposition. I pleaded with him, and I gave him the case of 
Fort Street in Sydney. 

See Fort Street, which Is a famous high school, State school, had rather the 
same sort of reputation as Perth Boys' had, only in a bigger city, but they 
weren't always where they are. They'd always had the name of Fort Street, but 
they haven't always been there. I found out that when they were going to shift 
the school to a more appropriate place, they actually got the local authority 
to change the name of a street. They changed the name of a little street to 
Fort Street. That's all they had to do and they could still call It Fort 
Street. So I tried to get Robertson to get a local authority to name one of 
their streets James Street. The problem was to get it called Perth Boys' 
School, because it was going to be outside of Perth. I reckoned the school was 
famous enough for any local authority to have grabbed it and absorbed the name. 
They only had to change the name of a little street if it was on one side of 
it, or one part of it, and then it would have carried on as James Street and 
hopefully Perth Boys' School. Don't forget Perth Boys' School goes back a long 
way. You see you've got the building round in St George's Terrace where the 
original Perth Boys' started. It would have been a great thing if it had 
continued on. I'm quite sure had we been in government at that time we would 
have managed to find a way to perpetuate that name with credit to the school, 
and advantage to the school, and those who attended later. But Bert Hawke 
wasn't very interested because he came from South Australia. We couldn't get 
any support there at all from within the government. They regarded it as a form 
of elitism, old boys' stuff, old school tie stuff. I suppose there was a 
certain amount of that, because the school had developed something of an old 
school tie complex. I wore my Perth Boys' School tie and cap and blazer with 
great pride. I used to feel good about it when I went round the town. Long 
after I left there I still kept them because I felt it was an important three 
years in my life. 

END OF TAPE 16 SIDE B 
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RJ You referred to the Chandler Boys' Settlement Scheme, which was 
actually launched  early in 1932 and there was a leasehold of 1500 acres of 
land at Roelands. What can you tell me about that scheme? You came into it at 
a stage where you said it was in trouble, but did you see It achieve anything? 

COURT I saw it from the start, but I only became involved when old Tommy 
sent out an SOS, and a man named Len Bolton, MLC he was at the time.... he was 
one of the founders of Bolton's body building, truck building and bus building 
outfit, a dear fellow and, of course, some of his family are still very much 
alive. He wasn't at Perth Boys' School, but he was very fond of Chandler. 
There was another man that was very active. His daughter's still alive. I'll 
think of his name soon. But he was a very highly respected senior 
administrative officer within the Agricultural Department. 

RJ That wasn't J L S Miller was it? 

COURT No. J L S Miller was an educationist, and another fine old chap, 
who was a great admirer of Tommy Chandler 2and got involved in this. But the 
other gentleman (his name will come to me) he had entree to the Department of 
Agriculture and had Tommy followed strictly their advice I think the scheme 
would have succeeded. But he wanted to go too fast, take short cuts and when 
you're dealing with cattle and things like that you can't take short cuts. 
Don't forget this was a Depression scheme, and Tommy had this great dream that 
they'd be able to go down there and work hard and they'd learn trades and 
they'd learn farming at its best. They'd learn husbandry and all of the things 
that go with farming and animals. But he didn't have the sort of capital that 
he needed nor was he prepared to accept the disciplines that were necessary. 
Len Bolton and this other gentleman used to get very distressed because old 
Tommy would say, "Yes, we'll have a meeting down there," and we'd provide the 
funds for it and work out the timetable and next time we'd met he'd taken no 
notice of it at all. He got some other idea that somebody had blown in his 
ear, 

So it was one of those great dreams that never really got off the ground. A 
lot of buildings were put In there, Improvements were made that were financed 
for the scheme. All the time Tommy was alive he was able to raise a certain 
amount of money out of just plain sentimental attachment from some people. But 
It was never the scheme that he thought it would be. He couldn't divorce the 
idealism from the realism factor, of trying to get a farm which would produce 
cattle and potatoes and other products that were going to make it 
self-sustaining one day. I think he always felt there'd be a fairy godmother 
and you didn't have to worry much about the economics, although Bolton in 
particular and others used to try and warn him. Naturally I did my best, 
because it was my profession to try and warn him about these things and try 
and get a bit of discipline there. But I'd get bills coming in that I'd never 
heard of, and I'd shudder and I'd have to have an unofficial meeting with 
these fellows and say, "What do we do?" 

J L S Miller was a very gentle man and a lovely man, 
discipline Tommy Chandler. He had a great respect for 
anxious to see it prosper but he just didn't have the 
Tommy, "Look fair go. Bolton and Charlie and others are 
their blueprint and you can't go wrong." Had he stuck to 

but he was no man to 
the scheme and very 
toughness to say to 
right. Just stick to 
what we wanted to do 

11  bid., p.131. 

2 Harold Pullin (CC) 
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he couldn't have absorbed so many boys at the same time; Of course, boys when 
you absorb them, they've got to be fed, and there's other expenses when you've 
got boys. They had some nice people there; There was a Mr Ladyman, who with 
his wife lived there and they were a great Influence, and Chandler himself was 
a great influence amongst the boys. But it was a classic case of idealism not 
being able to come throuç ih because of the Depression and the realism that had 
to be practised. 

RJ So really at no stage it achieved its aim of being 
self-supporting? 

COURT I don't think so; 

RJ And what did you actually work out? You say that you worked out a 
scheme that wasn't quite proper, that James gave you support for; Can you 
remember the detail of that? 

COURT Sir Walter James; No, I can't remember, but it was a matter of 
winding the thing up honourably so that at no stage was there any stigma 
attached to Tommy Chandler; Some of the creditors weren't easy for a while, 
but with the influence of some of the people, we were able to get to talk to 
them, they accepted the fact; One of the problems was over the land, you see; 
You mentioned the land was leasehold. Had it been freehold we could have 
probably done something better, but being leasehold [was different]; We also 
had a landlord who was Albany Bell, who, in a very, very tough way, said, 
"You've defaulted and so everything's mine;" I know Bolton and myself, made 
overtures to try and get him to soften his attitude as all the others had 
done. So a lot of things that were put on to the freehold, went to the 
freeholder, because the leaseholder wasn't able to get the capital benefit 
from them. But it's so long ago and there were so many things that I was doing 
at the time, and bearing in mind I was doing all of this in a more or less 
honorary way, just out of sheer desire to protect the name of Tommy Chandler; 
That was the primary objective of Len Bolton [and others]; 

RJ Would there be those who lost money though In the process? 

COURT There would have been some creditors who didn't get paid twenty 
shillings in the pound, put it that way. 

RJ Right. But no major problem. 

COURT I think they accepted the final wind-up as being the end of it all 
and the matter was never raised. The newspapers were a bit different to what 
they are today; If this had been today, this would have been front page; If 
somebody had got a breeze of it, the next thing it would have been the front 
page, and those of us who were trying out of goodness of heart to protect the 
name of a wonderful man, would have been in the front line for trying to do 
something wrong. But most people wanted Chandler's name to be protected; We 
approached quite a few people who were mixed up with Chandler to try and get 
the sort of money that would have cleaned the whole thing up, but you've got 
to again remember we were in troubled times; 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander 
Library Building on the 18th of June 1990. 
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Sir Charles we finished talking about your schooling last time. I wondered by 
the end of your schooling what sort of person you think you were in terms of 
personality and so on? 

COURT I wouldn't like to make a judgment on myself. I was probably just 
another boy who liked to play and didn't like too much discipline. I accepted 
it, of course, at home. I accepted it when I was playing in the band, and on 
other occasions, but I suppose I was like most boys, I liked to get out in the 
open air and play games and do things like that. I don't know that I had any 
particular personality. 

I always remember my first job, which was as office boy to Robinson Cox and 
Wheatley. They don't have that name today, but there's still a very famous 
name of Robinson Cox. But in those days they had three partners: Herbert 
Holland Wheatley and Ross McDonald (later Sir Ross McDonald) and Tom Louch, 
later Brigadier Tom Louch. They were a very austere, very prestigious, 
exclusive type of firm. Of all the firms, they were probably the most sedate 
firm. They didn't do divorce, and they didn't do debt collecting and that sort 
of thing. I was introduced into this atmosphere. 

They had those beautiful old premises down in Howard Street (they're still 
there, I think they had to be preserved when a big building was being built in 
St Georges Terrace) that came round into Howard Street and had access from 
Howard Street. But it's almost church-like architecture. I don't know about 
today, but when you came up to the first floor, to the enquiry/reception part 
of the office, it was really ecclesiastical in the type of furnishings as well 
as the architecture. It was quite a remarkable old building, and a delightful 
old building really. I was introduced into this atmosphere, which was quite 
different to a young larrikin straight from Perth Boys School. 

I always remember the two ladies in the front office. There was a Miss Andrew, 
and the other one, I think she died not so long ago. But she was the younger 
of the two. I'll remember her name in a moment. But they reigned supreme in 
the front office there. I. know Miss Andrew used to frighten me. She was a very 
elegant looking person who used to look out from behind this lovely counter 
they had there and give me my instructions. The other lady was much.... Miss 
Archdeacon, that was it, Miss Archdeacon. She was much more sympathetic to the 
office boy. 

But I had an incident there very early in my career. The senior partner was 
Herbert Holland Wheatley, who became famous because of what he did for de 
Bernales and others later on. But he had a rather forbidding appearance. 
Everyone was scared of him, including the two partners, McDonald and Louch. He 
had this reputation. Of course, as office boy you don't know any of these 
things at all. They're just another person like your mum and dad. We'd always 
been brought up in a way where we were respectful to people, but never 
overawed by people, but we were always taught to be respectful to everybody. 
That, of course, stood me in good stead later on. 

But in those days office boys used to change the inkwells every day. You had 
to wash them, clean ink, so there was no residue in the bottom of the 
partners' inkwells. You had to change the nibs at regular intervals. Every 
partner had his own particular type of nib, and that was part of your 
"expertise", to know. Some of them had quite ingenious ones, bearing in mind 
there were no fountain pens, and there were no ballpoint pens or anything like 
that. They hadn't heard of them those days. Everyone had a nib. Some of them 
had a little reservoir underneath the nib, which held a little more ink than 
the others. In other words they could probably write seven or eight, maybe ten 
words with one of these things If they filled it properly. They had to be 
careful they didn't overdo it. But It was just a little reservoir there, quite 
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ingenious. Others had a nib which had its own particular cutaway shape. They 

liked them in various degrees of thickness at the actual writing point, so it 
went on; you had the different types. it was your job to know that that was Mr 

Wheatley, that was Mr Louch, that was Mr McDonald, and the different other 
people like the managing clerk, who was a very important person In those days. 

Then there was the accountant. All of these people, they all had to be 
serviced by the office boy. You changed the blotter every morning for the 
partners, not so for the others. 

But I rushed in to Mr Wheatley's office; he had a magnificent office. I should 
preface this by saying that he lived in the hills. He was a great rose 
fancier. When he came down on the train (the old zig-zag train in those days 
used to come down) he would bring his prize rose for the day. He'd pick a 
lovely long-stemmed rose and bring it down. It was his pride and joy. Well I 
wasn't to know that, so I rushed into his office to take some papers to put in 
his inward tray and take some out, and I, as a boy would do, I stopped in my 
tracks and I said, "Gee Mr Wheatley that's a beaut rose." Mr Wheatley, to my 
embarrassment said, "You like roses, son, do you?" Well I had to think fast, 
because I didn't want to admit that, as a boy of that age, that I liked roses, 
you see. So I had to say something and I. said, "Oh I like them, but my mother 
loves them." He said, "Alright," he said, "son, every night when you go home 

you can take the rose home to your mother." 

Well that was very nice of him and I had to remember to do that, but you can 
imagine me at my age walking down from Howard Street. We used to have a short 
cut because it was before all the big buildings went up. The National Bank was 
a two storey building, in fact It was only a single storey for part of the 

building, right opposite there and so on. There was an old broken down old 
place there [in the Terrace where] we used to dive up through their front door 
and up through their back yard and through to Hay Street, then on down to 
Wellington Street. It's hard to believe today when you see this great mass of 

buildings there, but we used to actually cut through a single storey old place 
there and find our way. We knew where to go, right through the back yard and 

off we'd go Into Hay Street, across there, down to Murray Street and on to 
Wellington Street and catch the train. 

Well you can imagine me carrying this beautiful rose all the way down there 
every night. We used to meet up with all the other office boys on the way and 
we'd always catch the same train home, most of us anyhow. Imagine rue carrying 
this rose. So I had a deal with Miss Archdeacon and with Miss Andrew that they 

took the rose and they took it home, or disposed of it some way or other, but 
as far as Mr Wheatley was concerned, we had to have that rose out of his 

office so that when he came next morning there was no rose. They were 
beautiful roses, beautiful roses. He always used to bring them down before 

they were quite full bloom, you see, so they'd travel well. These two ladies, 
they had at least a rose between them every day. Of course It was no good them 

putting It on the counter, because Mr Wheatley would see them, so they had to 
take them home. They didn't mind that, they thought that was pretty good. 

So that was my first encounter with Mr Wheatley. He didn't hold any terrors 

for rue at all, in fact I found him a kindly man. He'd have a chat with me 
about things. He got to know that I was involved in music and things like 
that, and he'd have a chat with me. All the other people on the staff used to 
be amazed that the office boy could wander In and have a chat to Mr Wheatley. 
They never got the message that probably the old chap was a bit lonely, he 

wanted to talk to somebody. 

They had three articled clerks. One was Eric Burgess and another was Brian 
Simpson. The other one was Syd Good. Syd Good I had a lot to do with in later 
years because he became the Solicitor General and then became a judge. But I 
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had a lot to do with him, because while I was doing all the negotiations for 
all the agreements, when I was Minister for Industrial Development and North 
West, he was the Government's legal representative in all the negotiations. He 
had to sit there by the hour and by the day and by the week sometimes, while 
we negotiated those agreements. It was a far cry from me being office boy and 
him being an articled clerk; Brian Simpson became a senior partner in the firm 
later on. A nice man, a lovely man. He died fairly young; Eric Burgess was the 
other one. He was regarded by the partners as the more brilliant of the three; 
I don't know whether he's still alive, but I know he went practising at Wiluna 
at one time during the gold boom of those days, and then practised in other 
places. But they were three quite different personalities. 

They, of course, didn't get any pay; Their parents had to pay a very big 
premium. I don't know the premium but it was probably 1000 guineas; everything 
was guineas In those days; Their articles lasted for five years and it was 
quite different to the system today where you go down to the University and do 
your legal degree down there, and you have to do supplementary training in a 
solicitor's office. But in those days it very much depended on the quality of 
the master/servant training that you received under your articles, the 
experience you received in that firm, the reading you did; It was quite 
different. 

But these three, of course, were that much older than me. We worked out a deal 
whereby we could get a few extra dollars by serving summons, and hereby hangs 
a tale because I had a pushbike and they didn't; Up until then the firm of 
Robinson Cox and Wheatley didn't do things like debt collecting and that sort 
of thing, they got other firms like Unmack and Unmack further down the road to 
do it. They were very, very proper and very high class, very ethical and 
everything. Well we decided to issue a few summonses, or at least the articled 
clerks did. They got me serving these summonses for which we used to get 
service fees, you see, so much a mile. Well everything was good until the 
accountant complained to the partners that he'd have to get more petty cash, 
because his impress wasn't enough to cope with what he had to spend; Well then 
they wanted to know what for, and then he explained there'd been a great 
increase in these service fees; Well then, of course, there was a major 
enquiry into this, as to what had been happening in the august old firm; 

I might add that we used to share these fees between the four of us on the 
weekend; The articled clerks were always very fair about it. We used to share 
these and, of course, it was nice pocket money; You can imagine me getting a 
few shillings in those days was as good as a Saturday night out, good seats in 
the pictures and maybe a drink, you see. So we laugh about it today, about a 
few shillings, but in those days it was quite a big, big difference; I was 
getting fifteen shillings a week there, more than I got when I went to start 
my articles as a chartered accountant. Something like that was jolly good, and 
I didn't find any problems in serving these summonses but if we had only 
stopped to think, I was only about sixteen you see, and I shouldn't have been 
serving summonses. We should have probably got the local policeman or somebody 
like that to do them. But It was all good revenue, plus the fact, of course, 
we were doing a sort of business that the firm normally didn't do. That caused 
the big stir.- 

So that was my first problem because I was the one that was drawing the fees 
because I was the one that did the job. But I always remember with great 
respect and great affection and great admiration, the fact that as soon as the 
trouble started to brew over this, the three articled clerks paraded 
themselves to the partners and said, "Look now young Charlie shouldn't get the 
blame for this because it was a scheme we all worked out. We thought it was 
fair and reasonable and fair and above board; So we don't want him punished 
for it at all. He was an innocent party to it, and admittedly a willing party, 
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but it would be unfair if all the blame went on him." They stated the thing 
frankly and honestly. It taught me something, you know, that not only did they 
stick together, but they also stuck with me; I was never reprimanded at all by 
either the accountant or by the partners, because they had got in first and 
had explained what had happened. So that was the end of that little caper; we 
lost our source of revenue; 

But I should add something that;;;; you asked about when I left school. Some 
people, you know, unwittingly make a contribution to your life that you don't 
understand at the time; When I announced at the ERSL] Band that I'd got my 
first job, I was leaving school and I'd got my first job at Robinson Cox and 
Wheatley, a chap named John Patrick Cooney (he was the bass drummer in the 
band) took me aside and had a chat to me; Now John Patrick Cooney was a 
character and a half; He stayed with us, the band, for donkeys' years, right 
up until I left the RSL Band to get ready to go for Parliament; He had been 
the bass drummer for donkeys' years; He was, to my mind, the best bass drummer 
I ever met in terms of being able to read the music quickly and accurately as 
a sight-reader, and also in terms of his rnetronomical precision; For a 
marching band he was absolutely superb; [Many years later,] we marched the 100 
yards against time and pace at Ballarat three times in one day due to a set of 
special circumstances, and he split the second every time; He was the only 
drummer In the whole of the Ballarat competition that year, in 1950, that 
split the second; He had this metronomical mind; He also had a great 
mathematical mind. But there are other sides of John Patrick Cooney that I 
could romance on for hours, because he was the greatest storyteller; Of course 
with a name like John Patrick Cooney you'd expect...;; he was the greatest 
storyteller. Because he had a good memory, he could also tell the stories and 
tell them with the same detail every time. It was not as though he varied the 
story to suit the occasion; Some of the old First World War blokes that were 
away with him in the First World War, they used to just laugh and snigger when 
he was telling us young blokes these hair-raising stories of some of his 
exploits in the war, and the number of Germans he'd killed and all that sort 
of thing; We used to think they were a bit rude [to Jack] but, of course, then 
the Second World War came and Jack got away the second time; By then, of 
course, I was conducting the band and we used to have the same experiences at 
the trots and the races. Jack would have these young boys around telling these 
tremendous stories. Of course I used to look at them with a cynical smile, 
exactly as the old boys used to react when I was being told these stories [as 
a boy]. 

We4 ve digressed about John Patrick Cooney; There's one thing he did to me, and 
I've never forgotten and I've been forever grateful; He said, "Charlie, you're 
starting work as office boy on Monday, and I want to tell you the first year 
of your employment as office boy is the critical year in your life." He said, 
"When you're office boy you can go in and out of the managing director's 
office, the managing partner's office, or anybody; The office girls want you 
to buy their lunch; The clerks want you to buy their lunch, run a message for 
them and do all these things; You have access to everybody, from the most 
senior person down to the most junior-; They will remember forever whether you 
were cheerful, intelligent, efficient, reliable, well-dressed, respectful;" I 
remember it as though he was telling me today. It was such good advice because 
during that year you do have access to everybody from the top right down to 
the bottom, you do run their little errands for them, you do do this and do 
that, admittedly many of them menial tasks, but they do judge you by.that. He 
said, "I want to tell you, the next year, you'll be a nothing." 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 17 
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COURT He said, "The next year you'll be a nothing, you'll be a junior 
clerk and," he said, "they're the lowest of the low." He said, "It's like a 
rnidshipmate on a Navy ship and," he said, "no one will want to know you. You 
won't be able to go into the boss's office unless you're asked, and you won't 
be able to go anywhere else unless you're asked. You won't be able to leave to 
run a message unless you get permission and that sort of thing. You'll be 
expected just to do your routine job and hopefully work your way up. But if 
you've been a cheerful office boy they'll never forget you. If you've been an 
efficient one and done all these things, not only efficiently, but cheerfully, 
you'll always be remembered." I've often told young men that, and young women, 
when they are starting work, "Remember that first year, that's the time when 
you'll have more access to everybody from the top to the bottom than you ever 
will;" Of course these days they don't have office boys to the same extent as 
they used to; The whole system has changeth I often wonder whether it's for 
the better. 

But that stuck in my mind and when this little incident with Mr Wheatley 
happened, you know when I rushed into his office and we had the incident of 
the roses, in later years it reminded me that only the office boy could have 
rushed into Mr Wheatley's office without being invited in, because it was my 
job to go in there and check the ink and check the nibs and check the blotting 
paper and clear the papers and so on. I sort of had a licence for that period. 

However, just moving on; Another little incident that occurred there that I 
never realised till years later how audacious it was, but they used to get the 
office boy to check the insurance register; In those days insurance offices 
used to have lots of mortgages they used to administer on behalf of their 
clients. I doubt whether they do it today at all because it's probably a 
highly specialised business. But they'd have a lot of trust monies that were 
out on mortgages that were very, very conservatively drawn and their lending 
was very conservative. Bear in mind In those days if you didn't have a decent 
equity you didn't get a loan. That was all to the good; But these estates 
would have monies to lend and they'd be out on mortgages at very modest rates, 
but they'd be very much secured against the house, or whatever the building 
was. 

Part of that of course, was the insurance, because it's no good having a 
watertight mortgage over a property if you haven't got it insured. If you have 
a fire, you'll only have the value of the land. So this insurance was very 
important. On reflection I think it was a fairly dicey thing as to whether 
they let the office boy do such an important thing, but the office boy's job 
was to make sure that the insurances were renewed before the expiry date. This 
register opened up [with a page] for every day; It had the policies that were 
falling due on that day and you had to anticipate these to make sure that they 
were renewed. Well it was the custom then to insure the property so far as the 
mortgagor was concerned for not much more than the actual amount of the 
mortgage; If it was a property say in those days worth 1000 pounds (which 
would be quite a nice property) plus the land, you would probably have a 
mortgage of say 700, 600, 800 [pounds] at the very most on that property; So 
they only used to have to insure for the amount of the mortgage with a bit of 
reserve, and if the owner of the property wanted it insured for more, well 
naturally that was their business. Sometimes that would be done at the same 
time, but not always; 

Well, being a sticky-beak I looked at some of these properties, and I thought 
well how do we know that this is enough. I didn't understand this mortgage 
business. All they were Interested in was getting their money back. They 
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weren't interested in the real value of the property from the owner's point of 
view. Also, of course, I didn't wake up to the fact that the land wouldn't get 
destroyed by fire or flood, the land would still be there, so it was only the 
building that the person who had advanced the mortgage money was interested in 
really, the rest was the problem of the owner, contents and the like. So I 
used to get on my bike and I'd go round different places. I remember going up 
to Lake Street and a couple of places up in North Perth and West Perth and I 
had a look at them. In my humble judgment I said, "That's not enough for that 
place, say It gets burned down." So when I'rang up to renew the things with 
the insurance company, for them to send the cover notes in, I'd say, "I think 
we'd better put the value up. It's worth more than 1000 and so on;" Well they 
didn't object because they were getting extra premiums; 

Anyhow you can imagine doing this day in, day out, because there were quite a 
lot of these things; It was a great big fat register, I remember it. These 
things started to come in and the accountant, of course, had to pay them on 
behalf of the client and so on; Then they started to enquire why these things 
were all going up. I explained that I went and had a look at the property and 
I thought it was too low, the amount of cover. I didn't understand they were 
only interested in getting the amount of the mortgage covered and the rest was 
up to the owner. So anyhow I was told just to renew them as they were, but by 
this time I'd been doing this for weeks, you see. There was quite a lot of 
these things. The insurance companies were impressed. I had quite a 
communication with all these different insurance companies around Perth. They 
probably didn't know I was the office boy, they probably thought I was some 
law clerk or something. (Communication was by phone, mainly;] 

Anyhow I should then tell you that I left Robinson Cox after about six months, 
because I would have loved to have been a lawyer, but the chances of me being 
a lawyer were nil. Where would my parents get 1000 guineas or something of 
that kind, and how would they be able to sustain me for five years without 
pay; Maybe they could have undertook that part of it, because I would have 
been able to earn something on my trumpet! But it was impossible for them to 
put up that sort of sum. Dear old Ross McDonald took an interest in me 
personally. He was a bachelor; He took an interest in me because I think he 
was the one that had the contact with Sir William Campion through whom I got 
the job; He had a chat with me one day and he said, "Well you know I don't 
think there's any way we can see that we could help you to be a lawyer when 
you get older and," he said, "we've had a talk to our auditors; They don't 
want any premiums. The pay is pretty poor, but they don't want any premiums 
for articles. They're a good firm and we think that it mightn't be a bad idea, 
if you feel inclined, and your parents are agreeable, to work for that firm;" 
So I went home and discussed it with my mother and father. It so happened that 
A J McLaren was one of the partners of a firm called J F Burkett and Co. He 
was in Lathom Lodge with my father; So my father was able to go and have a 
talk to him to seek his advice and he said, "Well I realise it is young 
Charlie, so we'd be very happy to have him here articled to Mr Burkett" (Mr 
Burkett was the senior partner then) "and Mr Burkett's quite agreeable;" 

So I then left Robinson Cox and Wheatley and went to J F Burkett and Co as 
their office boy; Although articled I was still office boy, so for the first 
twelve months I was not only an articled clerk, but I was also office boy; 

RJ Before you get on to that Sir Charles, just a couple of points 
from your experience with Robinson Cox and Wheatley; Did you not get Into 
trouble for your action over those insurance policies? 

COURT It's very interesting you ask that point because I left just about 
the time that this thing came to a head; I always had a suspicion that they 
might have realised that they had too ambitious an office boy, or at least too 
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audacious or precocious, I'm not sure what the right word is, an office boy, 
for this august firm to afford. They never put it that way, but I always had a 
sneaking suspicion [laughs] that they might have felt, you know, well I don't 
think we can afford this chap. [Laughs] But they were all very nice about it, 
and I remained very friendly with all of them in later life. In fact Herbert 
Holland Wheatley's son, John Wheatley, is a person I have a very high regard 
for and he and his wife are very friendly with Rita and I. So it's a small 
world; another generation comes and goes. 

But the Interesting story about that: many months after I asked one of the 
staff down there with whom I was friendly, what was the aftermath of my games 
with the insurance register. He said, "To be quite honest," he said, "they 
never altered one of them." They realised that it was more realistic than what 
existed, and so they never altered one of them. "I don't know about the 
others," he said, "but I know those they [never changed ].First of all they 
put the register in more senior hands, [laughs] and secondly," he said, "they 
never reduced one of those policies." I felt vindicated in absentia. 

Rd Actually it's Interesting because you have really answered my 
question about the personality and type of young man you were when you left 
school because you clearly were not shy, [laughter] nor backward in coming 
forward. I think it also says a lot about you that you would find another 
means of dealing with that rose, rather than cast it in the rubbish bin, which 
most embarrassed fifteen year olds would have done, rather than face their 
mates on the tram. 

The other thing I wondered, you say that you would have loved to have been a 
solicitor. Why did that appeal to you? 

COURT I saw enough of it while I was at Robinson Cox and Wheatley to 
realise that it was a very challenging profession and a very desirable 
profession. I got to know a lot of the legal firms, because when you're office 
boy you're delivering to everybody. You learn a lot while you're office boy. 
You're down the Bills of Sale Office, you're down the Lands Office, you're In 
and out of other legal offices. It's amazing how many people you get to know 
in that period. In fact you learn more in that year as office boy than you 
ever learn for the next three years because you're in and out, in and out. I 
was down the Bankruptcy Office, the Companies' Office. You name it and I was 
there, because that was your job. An office boy's job was a fairly exacting 
one. At the end of the day you'd had a lot physical exercise [laughs] as well 
as a little bit of mental exercise. But you got to know the man down the 
Companies' Office, at the Bills of Sale Office, and the Lands Department, the 
Bankruptcy Office. You got to know all of these people personally and this 
carried on into later life, because when I went to McLaren's office and was 
office boy for a year, I found that irksome for a while, but I got reminded by 
a senior gent, "You're learning a lot during this year." I remembered Cooney's 
advice too. So in later life I had very good personal contacts in all of these 
key offices. I'd also got to know some of the younger legal people who were 
just up and coming law clerks In these places. It's these contacts that help 
you in business, especially when you go out on your own very young as I did, 
and which we'll come to in due course. But those contacts gave you an access 
to places with a freedom and with a confidence you otherwise wouldn't have. 

RJ What hours would you have worked In that first job? 

COURT Oh well I had to be there at half past eight. By the time you'd 
got the mail and registered the mail and got it ready to post, it would be 
half past five or more most nights in Robinson Cox. Sometimes you might be 
lucky. But the partners at that firm were very good in getting their mail out 
early. When I went to McLaren's office that was different. J F Burkett and Co 
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it started as and then became Burkett and McLaren. They weren't so considerate 
so often I was there till well after six having to get the mail registered and 
sealed and then being inspected by the famous Miss Spencer. But they weren't 
so considerate, because often they wouldn't start signing things until after 
five. They, of course, had a much bigger mall than an august firm like 
Robinson Cox had. 

RJ Did you work Saturday mornings? 

COURT Yes, both places worked Saturdays. That went on for a long time. 

RJ What hours on a Saturday? 

COURT Oh for me it was about half past eight. The staff were all gone at 
twelve. Then, of course, I had the mail again. So if you had any sport or 
anything like that, usually everybody would cooperate and you could get away 
if you had to get anywhere in particular. I had usually the band to go to the 
races and so on. Well that didn't matter so much because by that time we were 
going out to the races in a bus and that used to leave at what was then the 
RSL headquarters, which is now where Council House stands opposite the 
Cathedral. So it was only across the road, and that was quite easy. Normally 
most people were pretty tolerant, plus the fact everyone else wanted to get 
away for Saturdays, and the boss was always inclined to sneak away about 
eleven o'clock and that helped a bit. 

RJ And of that fifteen shillings a week that you say you received, 
how much did you pay into the household? 

COURT Five shillings was the contribution. Then when I went to McLaren's 
I remember that was cut down a bit because I got cut down from fifteen 
shillings to twelve and sixpence then. Don't forget I had the fares, but 
workers' fares in those days were very, very cheap; very cheap indeed. You 
bought a monthly ticket. I can't recall, but I doubt whether it was four 
shillings for the month for a junior worker. You filled in a form and I was 
regarded as a junior worker. I doubt whether it would have been more than four 
shillings a month. It's roughly a shilling a week. Officially you couldn't 
travel on that for social engagements at night and that sort of thing, but 
everybody did. 

RJ This would have been 1927 that you would have started with 
J F Burkett, and you say that you started off as a messenger. Did you get 
involved in any night study at all? 

COURT Not so much night school as correspondence. There were some people 
at J F Burkett and Co, who were very helpful people. H C Stewart, he wasn't a 
chartered accountant then himself, he was a jump ahead of me, but he was a 
brilliant man. He's still active, he's still a director of Town and Country 
Building Society, and to my mind the most complete practitioner in the 

chartered accountancy field of any that I've ever met in Australia. He had an 
amazingly well balanced knowledge of the profession. Whether it was 
accounting, taxation, finance, auditing, the whole lot, he was the complete 
practitioner. A very patient man, although he was quite young at that time 
you'll recall, because I'm just guessing now, but I doubt whether he would 
have been five years older than me. But we had a number of common Interests, 
one of which was music. He was very helpful. 

There was a Mr Walter Bower, who lost an arm at the First World War. He was 
the senior audit clerk and a very helpful man, a man who had terrible troubles 
to get a degree from the Institute. [This was] not because he didn't have the 
knowledge, but you can Imagine a man who'd lost his right arm trying to do the 
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exam papers within an allotted time. They refused to give him any grace at 
all. He used to have to have a weight to hold the papers while he wrote and so 
on. He'd had to learn to write left handed. They wouldn't make any concessions 
to him at all. But he had plenty of knowledge. He had more knowledge than some 
of those who had qualified, because it was all practical knowledge learnt on 
the job. Whether it was auditing and accounting where he was strongest, but in 
the other subjects of mercantile law and so on, he was still a very efficient 
practitioner. He was a, very good audit manager, senior audit clerk: a 
conscientious man, a nice man. He was very helpful, very encouraging. All of 
them said, "Get your studies going now because it's while you're young you can 
learn easier and better and also, of course, until you get a degree you don't 
get a decent salary." In those days there was nothing automatic about it at 
all. There were no such things as awards. You had your articles, but they only 
specified the responsibilities of the master and the servant in broad terms, 
but they didn't lay down, apart from how much a year you were going to get in 
progression through your five years 

Incidentally my first articles were to be with Mr J F Burkett, who I got to 
know very well, as office boys do; a dear fellow, but he died rather young. So 
my articles actually were transferred to Mr A J McLaren. The firm became 
Burkett and McLaren, so my articles were really done  under Mr McLaren, 
although initially they were drawn up with Mr J F Burkett. 

I started studying fairly soon on the advice of Horace Stewart. I started 
going to the technical school just to have a hands on sort of communication 
with an instructor, a teacher. But he strongly advised me to go to the 
Hemingway and Robertson Correspondence Course, which was a very efficient 
course in those days, very widely used, because you didn't have full-time 
accountancy study at the University, or at WAIT, which is now Curtin 
University of Technology, and so on. There weren't these places around. So I 
went down to the Perth Technical College, down opposite where Foy and Gibson's 
used to be. 

I always remember doing very basic accountancy down there. I used it more or 
less to remove bottle necks, because it was going to be too.slow doing It down 
there. You were held back to the speed of a class which, in most cases, didn't 
want to become a chartered accountant, or didn't even want to become, say a 
member of the Commonwealth Institute. They only wanted to become accountants, 
virtually bookkeepers. There were masses of them just called bookkeepers, and 
they were just bookkeepers. Everything was done by hand, of course, before 
machines. I always remember going down there. The standard textbook was a book 
called Fieldhouse. It was written by a man named Fieldhouse. As far as it went 
it was basically very sound, but it was very simplistic. It taught you double 
entry and went on then to some of the more advanced forms of bookkeeping, as 
distinct from accounting in its full range of commitments and requirements. I 
found the classes a bit irksome, because you were tied back to the speed of 
the class. You'd do a chapter of Fieldhouse and do your exercises on that sort 
of thing, and it was a very slow thing. 

When I put it in perspective, Fieldhouse was not a very big book, but it was a 
standard textbook almost throughout the world. At the end of the year the 
instructor used to collect them all up and examine them. Say you'd paid one 
and sixpence for Fieldhouse, a secondhand copy, if it was still in good order, 
he'd say, "I can get you a shilling for that next year when the new class 
comes," you see. So you laugh about it today Who'd be bothered with a 
shilling, today ten cents? You must realise that that was a different ten 
cents to what you've got today - or five cents wouldn't it be: a shilling 
against a pound, a twentieth. So he'd collect them all up and he'd evaluate ------------------------ 
A copy of a letter from A J McLaren to C W Court on completion of the five 

year period as an Articled Clerk is attached, p.230 g. 
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them, and you'd accept his judgment on it. So you'd hand your book in because 
you'd finished with that particular book and there'd be another one for next 
year, maybe mercantile law and so on. 

But I didn't go to the technical school very much because I found the 
Hemingway [system] very efficient. You'd send the papers back to them, and 
bearing in mind they were going by train in those days, it was surprising how 
quickly they came back. By the time you'd got your next one away, you could be 
assured the other one was back. They marked them with great skill. As I look 
back on it, even then I was very impressed with the quality of the critique of 
your work. You could move pretty fast, because you could move as fast as you 
wanted to go. Bearing in mind you didn't get a decent screw until you'd got a 
qualification, there was a big Incentive there to study and study madly. 

In those days we had to do a preliminary exam. If you hadn't got your Leaving 
Certificate, you could scrape through if you had a good Junior Certificate. 
Then you had to do your intermediate and then you had to do your finals. Their 
exams were quite different to what they are today, which made It, In many 
ways, tougher than it is today. For Instance you couldn't go and do subject by 
subject, cram, cram, cram, and get say, auditing out of the way this time, or 
mercantile law the next time, or auditing the next time. You had to do a 
package of subjects at the one exam. They were twice a year the exams. One 
time you could do the accounting subjects and the other half you could do the 
law subjects. But for instance, when you sat for auditing and your 
bookkeeping, if you failed auditing, you also failed the bookkeeping, even 
though you'd got high marks in the bookkeeping. You couldn't cram and 
specialise in one subject. You had to pass both subjects with a defined 
minimum, but one of them had to be better than a certain percentage. I don't 
know if you're following me, but say a pass was considered something better 
than 50%, if you average that for both of them, one of them had to be 70% or 
better. So you couldn't have one right down at say 40% and the other one very 
high and average the two. You had to pass in both of them, but you had to have 
one pass above a certain percentage, then you passed the bracket. If you 
failed one, you failed the other, and off you went again. 

END OF TAPE 17 SIDE B 
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COURT You therefore understand that I spent more time with my 

correspondence course. They were quite famous. There were other courses, but 

they were the most patronised of all of them and for good reason, because they 

did enable you to speed up whatever you were doing, whether you were doing 

bankruptcy law, mercantile law, your commercial subjects, or you were doing 

auditing, bookkeeping and so on. 

They also kept well abreast of what the Institute of Chartered Accountants 

wanted. You realise, of course, that I'm so old that I actually sat for the 

ACPA, the Australian Corporation of Public Accountants exams, which was a very 

august body that preceded the Institute of Chartered Accountants. When I 

started as office boy the Institute had got its charter, its royal charter, 

but it hadn't got the machinery in motion to do their own exams. So for the 

first couple of years the ACPA carried on with their exams and then the 

Institute took over, but whatever you got from the ACPA you got credit for. 

That worked out very smoothly. But I've actually been working in the 

profession virtually since the charter was granted, so that's how far back I 

go. 

Then they went from ACPA to the Institute of Chartered Accountants. In those 

days you used to have to have (Aust) after your name, because the "Brits" were 

a little bit afraid that the Australians might not observe the standards that 

they believed should be observed. It's a long story but it was twenty odd 

years on when the British end of the Chartered Institute asked the Australians 

to abandon the (Aust). They had been so vigilant with the standards of the 

profession and the ethics of the profession and the standard of qualification, 

that to have (Aust) after your name was a "plus". So we don't have (Aust) 

after our name now; by negotiation they took that out. But they [the 

Australians] did that well. They made sure that they were going to observe the 

standards and they were going to be a credit to the charter, they were going 

to be equally as good, If not better than the English and Scottish chartered 

accountants who used to work as a team. You were made to understand this when 

you were a student. If you became a chartered accountant you were something 

very, very special. 

But I found the study by correspondence suited me because I could go as fast 

as I liked. Also rarely did I have any bottlenecks In It, but occasionally I 

did. Walter Bower and Horace Stewart particularly - there may be some others, 

but particularly them, they were absolutely marvellous how they'd spend time 

after work and just go through these things and remove these little 

bottlenecks with great patience. In fact I owe much to Stewart. If it hadn't 

been for Horace Stewart I wouldn't have got through when I did, because he 

used to spend a lot of time with me just helping me with these subjects. He 

was that much ahead of me, because he'd got through, but he was fresh and he 

was a great student and a great practitioner. I was very, very lucky. I've 

been very lucky throughout my life. There was Mellor with my music and Stewart 

with my accountancy. If you get people like that, they're worth their weight 

in gold. For that reason I probably spend more time and have spent more time 

with young people than I otherwise would have, because I'm always reminded of 

the Bowers and the Stewarts and the Mellors and others who spent time with me. 

RJ How far did you go with your studies? What did you end up with in 

the end? 

COURT Well I finished up becoming a chartered accountant under the 

system that existed then. 
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Rd How long did that take you? 

COURT Oh probably from the time I started as office boy until the end of 

my articles would have been five years, but that wasn't because I was dragging 
my feet, It was just that there were certain time limits that were imposed by 
the Institute of Chartered Accountants, so that you couldn't rush through as 
a brilliant student by the time you were eighteen, or something like that. It 
all had to be phased, even though of course, the circumstances of the time 
meant that there were practical limitations on how fast you could go. Plus the 
fact it was a very tough exam, or examinations. They were very, very tough 

indeed and they had this peculiar thing built into them that you had to get 
auditing and accounting in one bracket.. You had to get all your law subjects 

together in another bracket. You couldn't fudge and cram in one subject. You 
can take your time now and pick them off as you go through, but I feel the old 

system had a lot to commend It. 

Rd What were your strengths in that study process? You've talked 
about being weak In English, can you identify any weaknesses in accountancy? 

COURT Well I had to, of course, work extra hard because of my deficiency 

in English, because a lot of the stuff that I was doing, when you're answering 

these correspondence questions, if you couldn't get your answer across in an 
articulate form, of course, the man examining you in Melbourne wouldn't have a 

chance. So I must have done pretty well over that time, because my marks 
generally were quite good. I can hardly remember one where I had to redo it or 

something like that, because they were usually very constructive markings. I 
always worked hands on and I couldn't do it any other way. In those days the 

office boy used to have a terrible beat going round town twice a day, because 
anything could be delivered up to Milligan Street, or right down to Victoria 

Avenue and then down to Wellington Street; I tell you, you kept pretty fit. 

But Miss Spencer, she was the lady in charge of the office, and oh she was 
pretty tough. She's still alive by the way. I got a call from her husband last 
year. I couldn't believe she was still alive. He said, "You don't know me, but 

I'm Violet Spencer's husband." I said, "God, don't tell me Violet's still 
around." He said, "Yes, she watches everything you do too." I said, "I bet she 

does." But she was a great soul, she really lived for that firm. The junior 
typists and junior clerks and office boys were under her discipline. She took 

it seriously too, rather like the regimental sergeant major who is responsible 
for the discipline in the British Army (not so much in the Australian Army)  of 
subalterns and all NCO's and so on. Well she used to rule with a rod of iron. 
I used to have to take my postage book to her every night before I could go. 

Many times I've had to rewrite it and she used to check how you put the stamps 
on the envelopes, and fair enough. She used to say - because you didn't have 

franking machines in those days - "If you can't put the stamp on nicely and 
squarely in the right place, what are they going to think of us? That's the 
first Impression when they get that letter, and they'll say, 'If they can't 
put a stamp on the letter right, how can they run our audit, or how can they 
do this, that or the other?'" She used to thump this into me and I used to 

have to be so careful with them., The typists the same: the addressing of an 
envelope, the writing of a letter, old Vi would go through them all and there 
was a certain standard that had to be observed, and good for her, and good for 

the firm too. 

But having said all that, I was very irked with this office boy's business 
after I'd been doing it for a couple of months. I seemed to be always flogging 
the road with deliveries and so on. And then there were the specials on top of 
that. Then, don't laugh, but the office boy did the banking every day. In 
those days we had lots and lots of banks. See they've all got contracted down 
to about three main ones. In those days we had lots and lots of banks, and we 



TAPE 18 SIDE A COURT 213 

had lots and lots of estates because there were bankrupt 
receiverships and liquidations and all other types 
administered, so they all had their banking account. 
attache case full of these things, and I'd have to get t 
to go round the lot, so as not to backtrack. I got 
tellers pretty well. Of course, you had to see that I 
filled in properly, because if you didn't you got pulled 
double checked on what had been done. I found it pretty I 
doing this sort of work. 

estates, there were 
of estates that we 
I'd go down with an 
m in the right order 
o know all the bank 
e deposits had been 
jp at the bank so you 
'ksome after a while, 

But on top of that I used to go and cash the pay cheque for the firm on 
Friday, with all the other office boys. No-one [accompanied me ]. You'd go 
swinging a bag down the street, or an attache case full of money down the 
street, might have twenty deposit books and money in there. Then we'd draw out 
and take it back and go to Miss Spencer with it all and have to account for 
everything, which was proper and right, good training. But when I look back at 
it now I break out in a cold sweat. Just imagine an office boy, or an office 
girl going down the Terrace with a bag full of money, and then coming back 
with all that cash. The cheques for banking weren't so bad, but there was 
still a lot of cash. But when you came back with the wages, you'd just see 
your mates as you went down the town. No one ever thought about anyone 
snatching it or anything like that In the whole of the time I did it. Then 
when I finished as office boy, an office girl took over and did exactly the 
same thing. We never had any case of attempted theft at all. in the Eastern 
States the people cashing the wages were starting to have the bag padlocked to 
a thing around their wrist that went up their arm and body, but we hadn't got 
around to that in Perth. 

But I used to go round like mad to get back and Mr Stewart used to let me do a 
bit of elementary bookkeeping. They used to do a lot of stations, pastoral 
properties. It was very simple bookkeeping, posting the cash book into the 
ledger. I used to think this was big time. I used to come back at night on my 
own just to post the cash book up for one of the stations and so on, then 
balance the trial balance, and that was all good practice. So through the 
patience and the help of people like Horace Stewart, you were learning and you 
were applying your knowledge as you went. So double entry bookkeeping became 
terribly simple and then you got on to the more advanced forms of accounting, 
and you grew up with those. 

When I ceased to be office boy I became a junior audit clerk under a man named 
Courtney Harwood. He was a very dour, very thorough practitioner; auditing was 
his specialty. So I had two or three years with him full-time. I was his audit 
clerk, going round jobs. Of course, it also made the point with me, from then 
onward for a couple of years you're nothing. You're just carrying the bag 
around. In those days we had green ink and red Ink for the different sorts of 
ticks. You got the books out for your senior and you did this and you ticked 
off the programme and all that sort of thing. Good routine training which I'm 
all for. Harwood was a very, very strict master. I learnt my auditing well. 
Don't forget It was master and servant relationship in those days and they had 
a responsibility to teach you, so when he got on to the more advanced things 
like checking the company minute books and all that sort of thing, he would 
show me what he was doing. 1 owe him a lot, because he could very easily say, 
"Oh I can't be bothered with the young so-and-so," and just leave you tick, 
tick, tick and you'd learn nothing. But Harwood taught me a lot about 
auditing. During that time there were a couple of defalcations occurred in 
which he and I were involved in doing the audit and picked them up. So it was 
all part of a learning curve. 
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Then when I was about eighteen they put me back into the office into more or 
less the department that Horace Stewart oversaw. That was like taxation and 
bankruptcy work and all of that sort of thing; So I had a couple of years 
there which was really ahead of my time; It was not the sort of work that an 
intermediate clerk would have done, but 1 loved It all, and I used to spend a 
lot of time [on it]; Whenever I had the chance I'd come back at night and work 
on it. You were learning the Bankruptcy Act, you were learning the Companies 
Act, you were learning the Bills of Sale Act, [you were learning the tax law], 
you were learning it by hands on experience; When you did your study then it 
all became obvious in the main; There were times when you had to get blockages 
removed, but most of it unfolded itself because you'd been doing it in the day 
time and it didn't have the same mystery as if you hadn't have done it. So I 
was very fortunate that in those years of my study I was actually doing work 
ahead of my time in there, and I loved doing it; 

RJ That was fortunate all round though wasn't it, because accountancy 
was not so much a choice, but something that was suggested to you? 

COURT Yes. 

RJ And you seemed to have found something that you really took to; 

COURT Well it was the next thing to law when you boil it down, because 
you were intruding on the law with mercantile law, your commercial law, and 
your bills of sale, and bills of exchange and your contracts, and bankruptcy, 
company laws. So you were very much involved in legal subjects but in a 
different way. You didn't have to do what a lawyer normally does in those 
specialised fields, but you did get a feel of it all, and you were involved in 
it; You were involved with lawyers; 

I was very fortunate that A J McLaren trusted me to do what he did. For 
instance when the Depression came and bankruptcy was almost the mainstay of 
the business ([which was] very sad) in those days the accountants and lawyers 
were the only ones who could afford good cars, because they had an influx of 
work through the Bankruptcy Act, through the Companies Act, receivers and 
managers, liquidators and the like. It was all very sad; But they had an 
inbuilt income from this work, depressing though it was. 

The time came, of course, when I got my degree; I then started to flex my 
muscles and started to say, "Well I'm doing all this work here above my normal 
year of qualification," and so on. By that time I'd got up to three pounds a 
week, because I'd got out of my articles; I think they finished at two pounds 
ten, and I got three pounds; I felt I should be getting at least four pounds; 
I don't know why four pounds, but that seemed to be a fair thing; So I went to 
A J McLaren. I won't tell you some of the humorous things that preceded this, 
because it's only anecdotal and it doesn't achieve much; But when I got 
serious about wanting four pounds a week I went to Mr McLaren and he said, 
"You should put some value on the experience you're getting here, out ahead of 
your years;" Of course he was right, but when you're 21 years of age you don't 
see it that way. You reckon you're good, you reckon you know all about it, and 
why can't you get paid; I'd been holding meetings of creditors long before I 
was 21 which I shouldn't have been doing, but still everyone [on behalf of the 
firm] took it for granted; No one complained during that time, the big firms 
that used to come into the meetings. I naturally felt I was entitled to more 
So he said they'd think about it; They did for a week, and then said, oh well, 
in view of the experience I was getting and so on, they thought a fair thing 
was three pounds ten; So I said, "Well I can earn that much playing the 
trumpet," and I'd go out on my OWfl; 
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Well of course, when you're that age, 
you haven't got a wife and family and 

you haven't got any responsibilities, 
you're living at home and all that sor

t 

of thing, you don't see the dangers. Yo
u don't contemplate the things that you

 

should do when you're making a decisio
n as to whether you're going to go out

 

into practice on your own. Anyhow I did
 make the decision and I did go out on 

my own and took an office in what was
 known as Weld Chambers in those days

. 

Ironically that's where I started work 
as office boy. That's where Burkett and

 

Co were, and McLaren was. Then they'd 
moved and then I went back into the ol

d 

building. The only reason was I could g
et an office for ten shillings a week. 

R) We'll get on to that, but there's jus
t two things I want to ask 

you before we get to the stage where y
ou get out on your own. Nineteen twent

y 

nine was the 100 years of Western A
ustralia and you had the centenary 

celebrations. Do you remember anything 
about that time? 

COURT Yes, again mainly from the band, becau
se you can imagine the RSL 

Band was called on to appear at a numb
er of important occasions. We were the

 

leading band for that sort of thing in
 those days. The RSL was still a very 

dominant force in the city. So we had 
to go and appear at these engagements.

 

The whole of my life, since I was a boy
, is punctuated with these things. I've

 

probably played at more war memorial d
edications than anyone in the country.

 

The RSL Band naturally, was the band 
that was needed to go and play for th

e 

dedication of a new war memorial in all
 the suburbs we had in those days. 

But there weren't very many Centenary
 functions, and what I remember of th

e 

100th anniversary of the State was th
e fact that it was fairlyconcentrated

. 

It didn't really get everyone very exc
ited. There were a lot of things done.

 

You see the trees planted in the approa
ches to Kings Park; the approaches from

 

the main gate up to the war memorial. 
One of those incidentally is dedicated

 

to dear old Mr Hendry, who was the 
registrar when I was a student and 

eventually, of course, I became his p
artner, when we formed Hendry Rae and

 

Court. But he was very active in the 
committee for the Centenary functions

, 

without me knowing it. But there wasn't
 a lot of public interest in it. At the

 

time there was the odd ceremony and com
memoration, but looking back on it I am

 

amazed at how little they did. 

Now when we came to the 150th, by then
 I was the Premier. When we were comin

g 

up to the 150th and with a few years 
to go I decided that that was a now o

r 

never thing in terms of history. At 1
50, a lot of people would have lived 

a 

half of the 150, and would still be me
ntally alert and fit and knowledgeable

. 

But when you got on to the next one, y
ou know, it would be quite a different

 

thing. So I decided that we'd concentr
ate a lot of effort and make it a real

 

commemoration year, the 150th annive
rsary. That's why we planned well in

 

advance to have a 150th that would be 
memorable; there would be 52 weeks of 

activity. That was ridiculed a bit, b
ut as it happened we had 52 weeks of 

concentrated effort. In fact we actuall
y ran out of time the other end and one

 

thing went into the next year. It was
 a great year and cost us very, very 

little, because it was a community thin
g. 

Anyhow that's departing from your 100t
h celebration, but I don't remember th

e 

100th anniversary being really what it 
should have been. It could have been a 

tremendous time and given a great ren
ewal to.the place, but apart from the

 

things that were done, and were done qu
ite well, it didn't really, set the tow

n 

alight and get everyone excited. Don'
t forget our economy was very poor. I

 

suppose that was the reason because w
e were a mendicant State and Perth wa

s 

regarded as the poor relation of Aust
ralia in those days, so we didn't hav

e 

much to make a fuss about. 

RJ The other thing that happened is that y
ou turned 21, and you would 

have enrolled to vote. How did that aff
ect you? How did you feel about that? 



TAPE 18 SIDE A COURT 216 

COURT I can't remember it specifically, but I can't imagine I got very 
excited about It because everyone regarded it as a bit of a chore; I can't 
imagine getting excited and saying, "Gee I've got a vote;" I naturally did 
what was necessary and right and proper to doz But I can't imagine getting all 
excited about It, even though I had parents who were very politically 
consci ous: 

Rd You also say that before you approached your employers about that 
ten shillings extra a week, that there were some fun things that went on that 
you wouldn't bother with today; The whole beauty of this medium Is you can be 
as anecdotal as you like, so tell us those; 

COURT Well one of them in particular; You realise that A J McLaren was a 
very dour Scotchman, a very capable man, and a man of great integrity He 
eventually became Grand Master of the Freemasons here; But a man of great 
integrity and great ability; I think I should have respected him much more and 
been more generous towards him than I was; But when you're young you don't 
always measure these things as you should; But he was always buying textbooks 
which were ahead of that time; Most chartered accountants were pretty much in 
the groove; You know, they just stayed in the rut and carried on and on and 
on; They did it well, but they didn't get very excited about new systems and 
that; McLaren, although he was a very conservative man, and appeared to be 
very much a traditionalist, I knew because of the amount of work I did at 
night-time and often with him that he had brought books into his library which 
were from American publishers; They were considered to be very much far out in 
the accounting field; He became very involved in cost accounting - which 
reminds me I've got to answer another question of yours that I didn't answer a 
minute ago - very involved in cost accounting and with it some ideas that were 
just starting to emerge in America about management and sales techniques and 
that sort of thing; 

Well one of this set of books he had was by a man named Wunderlich, who was 
the 'in' thing at that time; It was especially for executives; Anyhow playing 
around with these I found one there that had a chapter in it, "How to Ask for 
a Raise", as the Americans said it; They don't say rise, but how to ask for a 
raise, you see; It showed you the ten steps how to ask for a rise in salary 
without making it too obvious, and leading logically towards the ultimate; 
Well when I got out of my articles, of course, the two pounds ten a week no 
longer applied, and McLaren wasn't altogether hasty In saying, "Well look 
you're now out of your articles Charlie, I'll give you a little bit more;" So 
I realised I'd have to go and prompt his memory a bit; I studied this chapter 
of Wunderlich on how to ask for a rise. It seemed pretty logical to me; So I 
started on course, at part one, and then part two, and part three; I got up to 
about part five and old Alec McLaren, he didn't get very jovial at any time, 
but with a very cynical smile he just looked up over his glasses and said, 
"Charlie," he said, "you've been reading Wunderlich;" [laughs] So that 
completely deflated my balloon; He gave me ten shillings though; That's how I 
got to three pounds from two pounds ten, you see; He gave that to me for 
trying; That was the incident I referred to; 

You asked me about my qualifications; I got the charter degree just as quickly 
as one could get it within the permitted time; That was good, but again 
through the influence of Bower and Stewart, they said, "Don't stop studying 
flOW';" 

END OF TAPE 18 SIDE A 
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COURT "Don't stop studying now. You're in the mood; It's like a 
sportsman, you're trained and things come easy to you because you're fit and 
so on; Well you're mentally fit and you've just finished these exams Don't do 
what most people do say, 'I'll have a year off' Go straight on and do the 
Chartered Institute of Secretaries," which in those days was much more 
important than it is today; It's still around, but it's now changed its name 
in Australia to another body altogether, of which I'm still a Fellow, but 
they've changed their name and they've dropped the charter out of It and 
become very much an Australian identity; [Earlier members like me are still 
Chartered Secretaries;] 

But the Institute of Chartered Secretaries in those days was a very important 
body and it was regarded as the second string in your professional equipment 
To go for the Institute of Chartered Secretaries (or the Chartered Institute 
of Secretaries is the right name, I think) you had to do certain supplementary 
subjects; A big proportion of your requirements were covered by the 
[Chartered] Institute [of Accountants] because in things like accounting and 
commercial law and so on they were, if anything, ahead of the Secretaries; So 
you got exemption for those. But there were certain specified subjects that 
you had to do, otherwise you couldn't get admitted into the Chartered 
Institute of Secretaries'; So they [Bower and Stewart] said, "Get on and do it, 
you've got two groups of exams to do; You can do them all in a year and it's 
out of your way forever; It's like learning to ride a bike, you can ride it 
forever;" So under their influence I did carry straight on, bearing in mind 
that I was doing a lot of music in the meantime, but I carried straight on and 
got those qualifications straight away; 

I remember I went to the Technical College for a couple of nights where they 
had a man lecturing on secretarial practice there, just to sort of bring 
myself up to speed on a couple of things; I always remember this dear old 
chap; We paid sixpence a night and he used to collect the money before the 
class started; I forgot to tell you that about the Technical College; They 
were still doing it when I went back a few years later, probably about three 
or four years later, just for a little bit of a refresher on this secretarial 
thing. I always remember this dear old chap saying, "Now the first principle 
in secretarial practice is to keep the minutes;" That was logical because the 
secretary keeps the minutes; And he said, "The main reason why you keep the 
minutes yourself, is," he said, "you then pass the resolutions in the form you 
want them;" It was a terrible thing to say really, [laughs] but I learnt later 
on that there is more truth in it than one might have thought, or liked to 
think; Most meetings, they're so messy and the people so woolly and fluffy 
about what they want passed that the poor old secretary has to pluck It all 
out of the air at a Board of Directors or a public meeting, whatever the case 
may be, and he has to eventually bovril'ise it down to what he thinks they 
mean; 

I became very expert at this, so much so that when I was deputy to David Brand 
I always sat alongside of him [in Cabinet]; Of course we didn't have 
resolutions by vote, it was always by agreement, arriving at what was the 
consensus of opinion on that particular subject So I became very expert at 
writing a minute on the subject; David used to say, "What's Charlie got on his 
piece of paper?" I'd have my scrap of paper. They'd say, "No that's not what 
we mean," so we'd start again; I became very expert at this; Even when I 
became Premier I did the same thing [but for myself]; 
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But it reminded me of this old chap. I don't know his name today, but he had 
one bad leg. I remember one leg was shorter than the other and he used to 
hobble in. But he was very basic in his teaching and this was one: you keep 
the minutes yourself and then you get the resolutions passed in the form you 
want, which on the surface sounds very bad, but in point of fact in practice 
it's the secretary and the integrity of the secretary that really determines 
the integrity of the next lot of minutes, specially if you've got a chairman 
who's not quite with it. He becomes very, very dependent, dangerously 
dependent, on the secretary, or the minute taker as the case may be.. 

But I did get that extra degree. Then later on, of course, I became a member 
of the Commonwealth Institute, which was then the most senior of the 
non-charter institutes, a very reputable institute. There were a number of 
others, and the Commonwealth Institute eventually became the medium through 
which all of those institutes, the non-charter institutes, came together and 
formed what is today the Australian Society of Accountants, which is a very 
big body, and has got a very big membership covering government practice, 
private practice, [commerce, industry and] people who don't practice at all 
but use their accountancy knowledge In other ways. They are a very reputable, 
very large body, but the charter still retains its own special position. So I 
am a Fellow of the Institute of Chartered Accountants and now a life member, 
and I'm a Fellow of the Chartered Institute of Secretaries and its new body. 
I'm not a life member of that. I am a Fellow and a life member of the 
Australian Society of Accountants. They are the three main accounting 
qualifications you can have, for one who didn't have the opportunity to go to 
a University degree full-time like the present day students do. 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander 
Library Building on the 27th of June 1990. 

Sir Charles you said in your last interview, "We were always taught to b
, 

 
respectful to everybody. That, of course, stood me in good stead later on." 
What did you exactly mean by that? 

COURT My mother and father were very, very strict on this question of 
you being respectful to people. They worked on the basis in teaching us that 
one day you will be older and you might be a little bit senile, or you might 
be in an unfortunate situation, and so on, and you will appreciate people who 
are considerate towards you. If you don't practice It yourself you can't 
expect it from others. This became very much a ritual as far as I was 
concerned, not so much my brother although he wasn't all that bad at it, but I 
learnt the merit of it. 

I found that as you got on in life, when I was establishing a practice for 
instance, and later on In my political career and so on, you lost nothing if 
you were respectful to people. There have been some amusing cases, of course, 
where I was respectful to people who probably didn't deserve it, and there 
were cases where I was respectful to people who probably didn't expect it, 
because they were much more junior than I was in terms of their position and 
so on. But that never caused me any anxiety at all. It caused them more 
embarrassment than it did me. It's not a bad way to go through life. There 
were many times in Parliament, for instance, when I could have stood on my 
dignity about things, but I used to make a value judgment whether it was worth 
it; tomorrow was another day and I wanted to get on with things. 

I This transcript, p.201. 
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So it's something that I was taught to do. I think I've told you before, my 

father told me when I... I think it was the time when I was setting up in 

practice and I was complaining about the difficulty of getting into places. 

The code of ethics of the Institute was very, very strict, almost to a 

position of absurdity. The old boys used to watch the new people coming in to 

practice like myself. They used to see in us a threat to their standing or 

their clients and so on. Some of the things they used to do were quite 

irrational really when you look at It in retrospect. I remember my father 

saying, "You know if you're always neatly dressed and you are respectful to 

people, music will open any doors." I found this to be ever so true, because 

if you performed well and you had the ability to adapt to a situation it was 

amazing what places you could get in to. Don't forget I'd already experienced 

this through my first job where the Metropolitan Symphony Orchestra even 

invoked the Governor of the day to help me get a suitable position at a time 

when jobs weren't easy to get, at a time when a reference was very important. 

I can only assume that because I'd always followed this principle being 

respectful to people at the orchestra (the lady who was the secretary and was 

the daughter of A P Lovekin, the conductor and the president of the orchestra) 

it must have been those things that prompted them to take the action, 

unsolicited, that they did. 

I don't think I can enlarge on it any more. I can only add that when I joined 
the Army I didn't find it difficult to pay the respect that you pay through 

saluting and that sort of thing. Some people found it very, very irksome, but 

I didn't. I learnt that you respected the office; you saluted the office 

rather than the person wearing the uniform and that sort of thing. So I didn't 

find it difficult at all. In my travels as a minister and as Premier I 

followed the same rule. In most cases what you gave you got back in terms of 

respect from others. I don't know whether there's any particular aspect of It 

that you wanted me to enlarge on. 

Ri No, no, that's fine. I'm just wondering if you can give an example 

of anyone you showed respect for who didn't deserve it, and someone who didn't 

expect It? 

COURT They were quite numerous, those things, but I couldn't be precise. 

I don't think It's really worth it because some of the people concerned were 

sorely embarrassed and it was a non-event really as far as I was concerned. 

Paying respect is not just a question of deference in terms of acknowledging 

somebody by their title and all that sort of thing. It's much more important 

than that. 

I found in the Army, for instance, that I had very little problem ever during 

the whole of the time that I served in terms of getting response, call it 

discipline if you like, from the people with me, or under me. I believe that 

that was because I showed respect to them. This was helped by the fact that I 

enlisted as a private and I went through all the problems a person goes 

through when you're a private in a recruitment depot and then posted to a 

unit, and then you do a course and you become a lance corporal, and a 

corporal, and a lance sergeant and a sergeant before you get your commission. 

Because I went through those experiences, I was a much better officer, because 

I realised how incompetent some of the officers were and how they 

unnecessarily embarrassed troops too soon on parade, insufficent explanation 

of what was going on and why they were expected to do things and all of this 

sort of thing: lack of consideration for the convenience and the comfort of 

people. Having had that experience and knowing how bad it was on some 

occasions, and unnecessarily bad.... It wasn't just a question of the 

privations of war or anything like that, which you accept. Troops are very 

quick to understand the difference between unnecessary inconvenience and poor 

standards as against the things that are forced on a unit by the exigencies of 
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the service. t always felt that I got a response back because the troops were 

very quick to understand when you care for them, and care about them. So 

that's just another way of paying respect. It's not only a question of your 

pleases and thankyous being right and your table manners being right, and 

your form of address being right, it's something much, much more important 

than that. It's more a question of consideration for others. Let's face it 

there's something in it for you too, because if you don't observe those 

patterns of conduct you're not going to get the response back. 

RJ Sir Charles, before you decided to set up on your own as a 

chartered accountant you have the April referendum about secession in 1933. 

According to an article in the Bulletin in 1978 ou are quoted as saying that 

you have been a secessionist since the age of 21. Why? 

COURT I believed that Western Australia was being held back by the rest 

of Australia, and particularly by Canberra. I believe that we had the 

potential, if only somebody harnessed it. We didn't have to forever and a day 

be dependent only on agriculture which had so many problems such as the 

weather and market prices and all that sort of thing. Given the right 

leadership, the State could justify Its existence as a nation on its own. Now 

that was a fairly cheeky sort of attitude when you realise at that time we had 

so few people in this State, and we were a mendicant State. Therefore there 

were some advantages or apparent advantages in being part of the nation, if 

the nation looked after you. 

Now it wasn't like that at all. The nation had literally thumbed its nose at 

Western Australia. At the time of the secession one of the big problems was 

the fact that there had hardly been any ministerial interest or ministerial 
visits to Western Australia. Now It was difficult to come here. You either 
came by sea or you came by train. There was a skeleton air service between 

Adelaide and Perth at that time. Then, of course, you could get a link up 

between Adelaide and Melbourne, I suppose. I don't think the government of the 

day owned any planes. They could have used Air Force no doubt, but I doubt 

whether they had any passenger type planes. So you can understand there was a 

problem that when you left Canberra, if you came by sea, you could write off a 

week getting here and a week getting back, then the time you spent here. If 

you came by rail you could write off a minimum of five days, if you came from 

Canberra, because you had to get to Sydney or Melbourne and there were all the 

changes in the gauge. Don't forget it was a steam train in those days and much 

slower; a good fun train but not the sort of thing for busy, busy people. So 

you can understand that the ministers weren't all that keen when they could, 

by train or car, get to Melbourne, Sydney, without any problem from Canberra 

and vice versa. But the fact was that we were very sadly neglected and they 

didn't seem to show any understanding of what was needed if a young State like 

Western Australia was to have Its resources harnessed. Now the fact that there 

were resources there to be harnessed was proved, of course, when we came into 

office in 1959 and we were able to turn the economy right around, double the 

population and instead of being a mendicant, become a great contributor. 

Now all of us had that vision as far back as then. I was greatly influnced by 

a man named Keith Watson and another one by the name of Cyril Dudley. Others 

are shown as being the front runners in the secession case, but it was really 

Watson and Cyril Dudley who really were the up front people. In fact up to a 

few years ago I think Cyril Dudley actually had some of the banners still in 

his garage. When I say a few years ago I'm talking about when I first stood in 

1953 and he was my campaign director. Keith Watson eventually became the 

------------------------ 
1 Bulletin, 10 Oct 1978. 

2 Cyril Dudley has been interviewed for the Battye Library, reference OH 289. 
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Honourable H K Watson MLC, and a fine member he was too. During that period he 
became Sir Keith Watson, one of the best brains that ever went into 
Parliament, and a man who was of very small stature, [that is] physical 
stature. He almost used to look like a bag of bones half the time, but he had 
the most phenomenal mental stamina of any man I've ever known. He and I were 
on some management committees in later years, when I got into Parliament. One 
of them went for over 24 hours without a break and the man who was really on 
top of the ball mentally at the end of it was still Keith Watson, when 
everyone else was falling by the wayside. But he had an amazing brain. But he 
was very much involved in this secession movement; made many, many speeches 
and was very impressive with his facts. He was quite convinced that the State, 
given the chance, could justify separate existence. 

So we all got caught up In this, and you now know, of course, It was about a 
70% vote. When it was all washed up the Premier of the day, who was against 
the vote..., of course, the Labor Party were In opposition had opposed the 
secession vote because they are born centralists. Part of their policy is 
centralism, which is a pre-requisite of socialism. So they had the unique 
experience that they were in the Opposition opposing secession, and the 
secession vote was held at the same time as the election. Those same electors 
voting on the same day voted 70% or thereabouts in favour of secession, which 
was against the wishes of the Labor Party, but voted the Labor Party into 
government with a landslide. It's proof that the electors, given the issues 
clearly and simply, can make up their mind. The fact that they voted the party 
into government with a landslide that wanted the secession defeated, but the 
people, the same people, voted for secession, was quite a remarkable thing so 
far as the intelligence of the people was concerned; the fact that they could 
do it on the one day, the one lot of electors. 

Then, of course, it became a question of the constitution and Collier, who 
became the Labor Premier, he said [in effect], "Well you know I'll send a lot 
of you over to Whitehall and if you can convince them, well you get It," but 
he must have had a pretty fair understanding that they had no chance of 
getting it through. See the British have always been very cunning in these 
things. They say about anything to do with a country, the internal affairs of 
a country, they say, "Right if you are unanimous we will do what you want." In 
other words if all States and the Commonwealth were unanimous they would have 
said, "Right you can have secession." But they adopted the attitude, "Well you 
got Into the federation, but you didn't provide to get out of it, so It's too 
bad. We're not going to buy into your problems." So they didn't get anywhere. 
But Keith Watson always cherished the thought that there would be secession. I 
don't think he ever got it out of his system. At the drop of a hanky, even - 
oh, 30, 40 years later, he would be prepared to make a speech on secession, 
sometimes humorous, about how the campaign was run, sometimes not so humorous, 
Just plain serious. But he and Dudley could tell some thrilling stories about 
how the campaign was run, because the Prime Minister and others came over, of 
course, to try and convince the people they should stay as part of the 
Commonwealth. They really misbehaved - I'm talking about the people at the 
meetings - they misbehaved. It was pretty unsafe for a federal minister or 
member to appear on the stage. The tomato industry and the poultry Industry 
prospered during that time. But they were quite merciless about It. There was 
such a fever about it that that's why the vote was so resounding. 

RJ Did you take part in that campaign actively? 

COURT Not as part of the committee or anything like that, but I did get 
involved more than say the average bystander in it. But not as an official 
member of any committee. 
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RJ But in what way did you become Involved? 

COURT Oh well you know things like giving out pamphlets and that sort of 
thing, but not as an official member of an organising committee, bearing in 
mind I was quite young then and still had to find out what life was all about. 
People have often asked me what would my attitude be today? 

RJ Yes, that was what I was about to ask. 

COURT Well I have no problems with that at all because I believe in one 
Australia,  one people, one law, and one country, because there are some 
serious disadvantages in having separate people with separate sovereign status 
in a country like Australia. This is one of the reasons why I'm so uptight 
about this talk of an Aboriginal treaty because you finish up with a nation 
within a nation and there'd be nothing worse. That's why I'm opposed to 
multiculturalism as it's being practised and advocated today in Australia. I'm 
a great believer in people having an Australian identity. By all means retain 
the love of your country of your origin, its customs and all that sort of 
thing. No one could have done more as a minister, then as Premier, to 
encourage this sort of thing, but I've always been against cells being formed, 
so that if this country was in danger at any time, they would make up their 
mind as to whether they were on the side of the enemy or us. That's the sort 
of thing that's developing in Australia at the moment. But I've always been a 
great believer in encouraging people to retain the love of their country of 
their origin, or their forebears as the case may be. For instance how stupid 
would you be if you said that the Scotchmen couldn't wear their kilts and have 
their bagpipes. I mean it's part of the colour of the community; it's part of 
their great love and so on. There are probably more people playing bagpipes in 
Australia today who didn't come from Scotland than the other way around. But 
that's a good thing. The same with people, say, from Yugoslavia or from Asian 
countries, that they want to follow their customs and have national days and 
that sort of thing. I'm always very comfortable with that because I think it 
adds something to us, but when it goes beyond that and they want to have a 
cell, a national cell within a country, then I get very uptight. 

So I don't find any difficulty in being very much for a united Australia, but 
the one problem I have is this question of centralism. See the whole secret of 
our first 150 years of Western Australian history was the1  fact that we were 
true federalists, and very, very unashamedly federalist . We've seen over 
recent times, in fact the whole of the post war period, and not only in Labor 
governments, but we've seen even under the Menzies Government and then 
subsequent Liberal governments, as well as the Labor governments, this trend 
towards centralism, using the power of the federal purse, and using other 
devices. In the more recent times we've seen the Murphy doctrine (that's the 
Lionel Murphy doctrine) of abusing the external affairs power, so as to defeat 
the Australian constitution. 

END OF TAPE 18 SIDE B 

I am aware that official federation is not yet 100 years old, and that until 
then the separate States were colonies and then self-governing sovereign 
States. Nevertheless the attitude deep down was Australian without in any way 
surrendering local initiative in spite of the role of UK In varying forms over 
the years. (CC) 
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COURT We've seen the abuse of the external affairs power by misuse of 

what I named the Murphy doctrine; Lionel Murphy, long before he ever became a 

minister in the Whitlam Government, when he was on a committee of the 

constitution convention with me, he explained to me then his belief that these 

constitutional conventions would be unnecessary once they got into power; They 

would use this external affairs power which, in simplistic terms, all you had 

to do was have a treaty or a covenant or some other arrangement with another 

power, with United Nations, or with another country (could be Russia, could be 

England, could be any country at all); Because of your commitment [under this 

Treaty, etc.,] his theory was that you then could use the commitment under 

that treaty, covenant, convention, or whatever it was, to implement those 

things within Australia, even though they were against the constitution 

without this external affairs power; 

Now it's an absolute abuse of what the founding fathers intended; The boys 

that drew up the constitution were smarter than people realise, and too smart 

for some of the modern day politicians; You've noticed how reluctant the 

people of Australia are to accept the amendments that are requested by the 

Parliaments of Australia; The last time the people rejected four amendments 

you've got to realise that not only did the Labor Party put them forward, but 

initially the Liberal Party, at the federal level, because they failed to do 

their homework properly, were going to support them some of them 

wholeheartedly, some of them with a little bit of reservation; it was a group 

outside of the politicians altogether that saw the danger in those four 

referendum questions and they exposed the duplicity of the questions and as a 

result you now know that the whole four were defeated, and not only defeated 

by a small margin, or by having to use the States' vote - you know the system 

under the referendum where you've got to get not only a majority of the people 

[voting throughout Australia] but a majority of the States voting in favour-

So you've got to pass two tests to get them through, which the founding 

fathers were smart enough to get put in; But it was defeated roundly in every 

State as well as in a total vote; 

Now the politicians in Canberra (and not only the Labor ones I'm ashamed to 

admit) see this as something very irksome and they tried to defeat it by other 

ways; They use export licencing powers, they use import licencing powers, they 

use capital control, they use the external affairs power, anything at all, but 

worst of all they use this power of the purse; Even while I'm talking to you 

there's this drama going on in Canberra, where the feder.al government Is 

literally saying, "Do this or we don't give you the money;" Now that's most 

reprehensible; Menzies was a federalist; Even he probably turned the blind eye 

to some things, but basically he was a federalist and one time said, "Six 

Premiers yapping at my heels drive me up the wall, but I wouldn't have it any 

other way, because there is an inbuilt protection to our system in the fact 

that there is this decentralisation of power"; 

I feel very, very strongly on the question of the federal system; While the 

States are allowed to do their thing and the Commonwealth does its thing, 

we've got checks and balances; Now you've never heard me talk about State 

rights as the justification for the federal system; I've always put State 

responsibilities first; Until we get to a situation when the State Premiers 

------------------------ 
'A reference to a statement made by the Minister for Transport, Bob Brown, 

that those States which did not agree to adopt certain uniform laws (such as 

an 0;05 blood alcohol limit and the banning of drivers under the age of 21 

carrying more than one passenger) would not receive a special Commonwealth 

grant (1(J); 
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have to be responsible for raising more of the money they spend, we'll always 

have this charade that goes on every year called the Premiers' Conference and 

the Loan Council. 

During the war the taxing powers, of course, were surrendered by the States 

and intended to be temporarily as a wartime measure, and that's 

understandable. It was a good example of the States working together in the 

national interest, together with the Commonwealth. But many of us at the time 

were very, very worried about this transfer of taxing powers to the federal 

government because history indicates internationally that central governments 

rarely ever give anything back, and the temptation was too great after the 

war. I must say that some of the State Premiers when given the chance to take 

back the powers had second thoughts about it because it was very comfortable 

to let somebody else have the odium of raising the money and you have the joy 

of spending some of it. It follows as night follows day that the man with the 

purse will call the tune eventually. He - will start off being generous to you 
and then will gradually, gradually, gradually take some away until all of a 

sudden you find yourself unable to cope and you become a mendicant. So you can 

understand I feel very strongly about the deterioration of the federal system. 

We are nearly getting to a situation in Australia where there is not a federal 

system, it's only a system in name. The Fabians, of which Mr Hawke is a very 

proud member, are probably having greater success through the theory of 

gradualism in Australia than any other place in the world where it's been 

attempted. A little bit through external affairs power, a little bit through 

import licening, a little bit through export licencing, capital control, use 

of the FIRB and organisations like that. Using - or abusing rather - the 

external affairs power. Put all those things together with the power of the 

purse and they are defeating the constitution. What's more they're not doing 

it in a clandestine way, they're even boasting about it. Therefore the 

H K Watsons, of course, are being vindicated in some ways, because had they 

succeeded that wouldn't have applied and all of the States would now be 

sitting in much more autonomous and much more with a sovereign status, and 

much more dependent on their own resources. Just imagine if we had to raise 

State income tax here. State government would think twice about indulging in 

extravagances. I don't think you'd have had a WA Incorporated debacle. 

Fraser made a lot of play, mainly to appease people with strong federalist 

feelings, that he was going to introduce a new federalism. I was never quite 

sure how genuine he was about it, but he did bring down one piece of 

legislation which gave the States a partial right to raise income tax, and the 

federal government would opt out to that extent. It's to the disgrace of most 

of the Premiers that they shied away from it. They weren't prepared to face 

the odium of raising income tax and justifying whether they wanted it, even 

though mechanisms were built in, at my request, that you'd only have to have 

one tax return. You wouldn't have to have a tax return for every State, but 

you put in the one tax return and then the federal government would collect 

the money and you'd get it back. You'd know what you were going to get, 

because you were taking the blame, you were taking the responsibility, you 

were taking the odium of raising that sort of money. One by one the Premiers 

dropped out, including the Country Party Premier in Queensland (as it was 

then), and the Liberal Premier In Victoria and the Liberal Premier in New 

South Wales. They all dropped out. They took fright as soon as the Labor Party 

and the media started to brand this as double taxation, which it wasn't. 

------------------------ 
'Foreign Investment Review Board. 
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I introduced the legislation to establish the complementary legislation that 
the Commonwealth were going to introduce, but we didn't proceed with it 
because I finished up without a single supporter. It was just as crazy as 
that. So the whole thing lapsed. It wasn't the answer, but at least it was a 
start, and it was a demonstration that we were prepared, because of my belief 
in State responsibilities as distinct from State rights, we were prepared to 
take the odium of it. It wasn't too popular with my colleagues but still they 
accepted the fact that we believed in the federal system, we preached the 
federal system, and therefore we had to be prepared to accept some of the 
nasties that go with it. 

I have a great belief in life, as well as things in government, if you accept 
responsibilities, the rights and privileges flow. The rights and privileges 
flow for good reason; you've earned them. But if you put the rights and 
privileges first..., that's why we've got our social services in such a mess 
in this country, because people have been taught to demand, demand, demand, 
what's in it for me? all the time, whereas rarely do they talk about their 
responsibilities to their country, their responsibilities to their community. 
You see now, of course, they're [even] failing to talk about their 
responsibilities to their families. So the whole moral fibre is weakened. 

Just to round that off, the Premiers' Conferences and Loan Council Meetings 
will be a farce until they go back to a situation where the States have the 
odium of raising their own monies, raising the money they have to spend, 
instead of hiding behind the federal government. You can't blame the federal 
government for putting the screw on them. Fraser was as big an offender as 
anybody else. Menzies was as bad as anybody else on this thing. The 
temptation's too great. 

There was a time when I had a public confrontation with the Fraser Government 
over what I said was literally stealing 600 million dollars from the States, 
just to balance their own budget: not based on any science, not based on any 
good case to demonstrate that the States were getting too much or had too 
much, or had been cheating in the past, or anything like that at all. It 
brought a very big confrontation within the Liberal Party, so much so that the 
State Council of the Liberal Party in WA accused me of being too aggressive in 
my opposition to the federal government, which was a Liberal/Country Party 
Government, a coalition government. It resulted in a very, very acrimonious 
Saturday meeting at the State Council when I insisted on showing why we [the 
States] had literally been robbed of 600 million dollars (that was a lot of 
money then) by our own federal government. It was not a pleasant thing to do, 
but when I demonstrated by a series of graphs just what had happened and how 
it had happened, the federal minister, who was at the meeting, just had to 
say, "Well I'm afraid Charles Court's right. We did take the money. We had to 
take it because we had to balance our budget." 

So you can understand why I feel very strongly about this question of 
federalism, and why I hope that we get a greater public understanding of It. A 
lot of people say, "Oh why do we have an Education Department in Canberra? Why 
do we have one In every State?" Well there shouldn't be one in Canberra, 
because education Is a State responsibility and it's only this morning that I 
heard the professor from the University of WA saying that this question, this 
obsession about uniformity in education Is a disastrous thing. Uniformly bad, 
could be, maybe uniformly good, but experience teaches that when you 
centralise these things, Including learning, you finish up with the lowest 
common denominator. 

Can I carry it further when federal government was wanting to set up a school 
of excellence for management in Australia. It was the brainchild of the then 
Deputy Prime Minister, John McEwen. He had his own "favoured child" to be the 
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first head of this school of excellence. I resisted it tooth and nail because 

I posed the question, how do we know it's going to be a school of excellence? 

How do we know it's going to be better than what we're doing here now, in 

Victoria, New South Wales, and so on? Why not let States produce their own 

standards of excellence? Excellence will always win through. If a State 

produces a school that is so much better than the others, well either the 

other States will have to smarten up, or people will gravitate to the school 

of excellence. But for a government to come out and say, "We're going to make 

this the school of excellence," is quite crazy. You could easily finish up 

with a school of rnediocracy because the final result is only as good as the 

people who administer, the people who teach, the people who set the standards, 

the people who set the goals, the people who have the dedication and so on. No 

different to developing a State. 

If you want another example, where would Western Australia be today if we 

hadn't grasped the nettle in 1959 and by-passed the Commonwealth? If we'd have 

stayed under the Grants Commission and just obediently followed their formula, 

we would never have opened up the Pilbara, we would never have opened up some 

of these other great projects, because they wouldn't give us the money. So we 

by-passed them and used our sovereign right, the sovereign right to give title 

over land, title over minerals. We went to the world and said, "You do this on 

these conditions, and we'll give you secure access to these things." One of 

the conditions was that they had to develop all the infrastructure running 

into huge sums, the railways, the towns, the ports, sewerage, water supply, 

and all of the other things that went with It. You see the magnificent 

standard that we achieved with great speed. Not only was it good for Western 

Australia, but don't forget it was the nation that got the greatest benefit by 

us producing these huge amounts of export income, which without them today 

Australia would be stone motherless broke. 

Anyhow enough of my lecture on the federal system. I feel strongly about it, 

but it all goes back to this secession thing. I'm surprised I saw It so 

clearly at that time, because I wasn't all that involved in politics, apart 

from the fact I'd had plenty of it round the kitchen table. 

RJ There are several points from what you've just said that are worth 

pursuing, but we'll perhaps leave them for further down the track. But I 

wondered when Charles Court secessionist became Charles Court nationalist? At 

what stage of your life did you change your mind? 

COURT I think it's mainly when I got into Parliament and started to 

understand the way the federal system could work If it was allowed to work, 

and the very significant safeguards that the founding fathers had built into 

the system. At the same time I thoroughly understood why John Forrest was 

against federation, because he must have been a man of very clear vision, and 

he could see that Western Australia had a potential that was not yet even 

known. It had to be developed and exploited, and therefore could get away from 

this barrier of the desert between us and the Eastern States, which for all 

practical purposes is just as much a sea as the Bass Strait is. It's just the 

same sort of thing as Bass Strait is to Tasmania. I could see that the man had 

good reason for resisting it. 

Then it made me even more determined to keep reminding people that they would 

never have gone Into the federal system If it hadn't have been for the Senate 

under which every State, big or small, big population or small population, 

large land mass or small land mass, they got the same number of senators. Now 

that foreshadowed, of course, that the senators would go there as senators. I 

don't think even our founding fathers dreamt that It would be as bad as it is 

today where the Senate is lined up as Just as much a party political House as 

is the House of Representatives. That applies on both sides of politics 



TAPE 19 SIDE A COURT 227 

really, which is rather sad. Rarely do you ever get a group of senators who 
stand up and say, "Look we're representing Western Australia, it's getting a 
bad deal. We don't care what government is there. All of us, Liberal, Labor, 
Country Party, we're going to oppose this legislation because it's taking our 
State for a ride. Our founding fathers built this constitution on the basis 
that we would be prepared to stand on these crucial issues. Therefore we're 
going to do something about it." Now I can't remember that happening in my 
life time and I can't see it happening in the foreseeable future, because the 
thing has become so polarised that rarely do you get a senator that stands out 
from the rest on the basis that he is elected as a senator of a State and he's 
not prepared to support something that is being done purely for party 
political expediency. 

RJ We have in 1933 the decision you've told us about to set up on your 
own for the reasons you've already said. That was still Depression time. It 
was a very brave step to take. Just how did you set about getting a business 
for yourself? 

COURT Well first and foremost I had to get an office, and the first thing 
to To was get a cheap office. By that time my old firm, where I did my 
articles, had moved out of what was known as Weld Chambers. That office was in 
St George's Terrace. It was right next to what used to be the old Commercial 
Bank on the corner of Barrack Street and St George's Terrace. By that time the 
premises were fairly old and not all that well maintained. There was what was 
known as the Trade Protection Association was there. 

I went back there because the - don't laugh at this, but the lady who operated 
the lift was a Mrs Page-Lennon, hyphenated name, Page-Lennon. She was a dear 
old soul. She was actually married to the then president of the RSL Memorial 
Band, whose name was Lennon. When she married him she insisted on being 
Page-Lennon, because Mr Page was her first husband, and Mr Lennon was the 
second. But she had always taken a great interest in me and she really acted 
as though she owned Weld Chambers. She'd known me there as an office boy. Then 
I grew up to be a junior clerk and an intermediate clerk and then a senior 
clerk and then the firm had moved out. But this comes back to this question of 
paying respect. I always treated her with great respect, although some of the 
people treated her as a bit of a joke. 

The lift, by the way, was still manually operated for the whole of its four 
floors. It wasn't a big building. It was a real old timer this lift, but she 
loved to be in the lift. The only problem was that she'd often hold the lift 
up between floors to have a chat to somebody because she had them captive. 
Everyone knew her and I always got on very well with her. I didn't use the 
lift much because I was pretty athletic in those days, and I'd be up the steps 
while the lift was getting cranked up. 

But I went to her and said I was going to start on my own and do you think 
there'd be an office available in the building there? She said, "Oh you know, 
the place is half empty," because of the Depression most buildings were empty. 
She said, "Leave it to me I'll see Mr Mosely," who was head of the IPA, the 
Trade Protection Association, "and you come back and see me." So I duly came 
back and she said, "Well I've talked him into letting you use this office." I 
forget which floor it was, first or second floor. "It has a door that leads 
from one room to another and you can have the two rooms for the price of one," 
which was ten shillings a week. "You can also - he doesn't know it, but you 
can also use another room that's next door because it's not an easy room to 
let." 
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So I started off, instead of having one room to myself, I really had two and a 
half you might say, for which I only paid the price of oneT This was pretty 
important to me That ten shillings has a very special significance because 
the only client I had to start with was a client who paid ten shillings a 
week. This particular man had seen me in action whilst he was a client of 
McLaren and Stewart; His estate had been administered by McLaren and Stewart; 
When he heard I was going out in business, he said, "Well I'm starting up 
again with my brother," he said, "would you like to do my work?" Well it 
didn't take me long to say yes, but he paid me the princely sum of ten 
shillings a week to start with; He eventually became quite a big client with 
his brother; That man was Oscar Lionel Zanetti, and his brother was Jules 
Zanetti; They started a company called Ayrshire Dairy, which then had premises 
in Mount Lawley at the foot of Walcott Street, just near the Mount Lawley 
subway; 

It's interesting that the Deputy Commissioner of Police is now a Zanetti; He 
is the son of Oscar Lionel Zanetti. When he got promoted I met him and said, 
"You realise that your father was my first client;" He said, "Yes; He used to 
always boast about this that, 'I gave Charlie Court his start with his 
practice;'" 

They eventually became quite a sizeable concern and a very good client; They 
were subsequently bought out by Brownes early in the war when there had been a 
tragedy in the place through one of the plants, one of the refrigeration 
plants, blowing up and in that Jules Zanetti was killed; They had to 
eventually sell out to Brownes because they couldn't cope with it within the 
family at the time 

But that's how I came to start there and to be in Weld Chambers; It was quite 
a pantomime the way Mrs Page-Lennon protected me from the landlord; She 
collected the rents by the way, but I could have access to these extra offices 
almost without any problem at all; But occasionally there'd be a few questions 
asked about this office that couldn't be let; I often wondered what stories 
she told, that it wasn't letable and a few other things; j3ut all the time I 
stayed there until I shifted down to Steamship Buildings, further down the 
Terrace, 1 enjoyed a very good relationship with her; 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 19 

------------------------ 
1 This was a brand new building of high quality; It provided me with fine 
accommodation at a manageable rent because it was difficult to get tenants in 
the depressed times (CC); 
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COURT Another perk that I got out of it, which didn't register with me at 
the time, was the fact that I never paid anything for cleaning; The rent 
covered everything-; When I look back on it it was a bit cheeky really because 
the second room where I had my own personal office was quite a big room, and 
when I started to handle company meetings and receiverships and liquidations 
and bankruptcy meetings where you would have to have meetings with creditors 
there, rarely did I ever have one that couldn't be accommodated in that 
office, it was sufficiently substantial; Of course I had to borrow furniture 
for it, but it was that big that I could have meetings in there; This was very 
important to me because I was really struggling to get going; With the help of 
music I was able to live comfortably, of course; 

But the first furniture in that office was quite interesting because I had to 
borrow my parents' dining room table and dining room chairs from 4 Campsie 
Street; So for six months they didn't have any dining room table or chairs and 
everything had to be done in the kitchen; Like the good parents they were, 
they thought they were part of the exercise; They never complained, they just 
thought that was their contribution; 

But my father, as I've told you, was the plumber [with the Master Plumbers' 
Certificate] who was in charge of all the plumbing work in Foy and Gibson's 
In the course of that, of course, his workshop was down in the basement, so 
all the goods that used to come in used to come in a larieway there and, of 
course, they came into this particular part; So my father became quite 
friendly with some of these people; One of those people was Harry Hearn, later 
the Honourable Harry Hearn, MLC; At that time Harry Hearn and his brother 
Ernest were making the furniture, together with their work force, of course, 
and were actually physically, personally delivering it; So it was nothing to 
see the great Harry, or Ernest, but particularly Harry turn up, complete with 
apron with a truck and some bedroom suites and dining-room suites and chairs 
and that sort of thing, delivering to Foy and Gibson's who ran a very big 
furniture section in their store; So my father got very friendly with Harry; 
Not so much with Ernest, but with Harry; So he said to Harry Hearn, "You know 
the young bloke's gone out on his own; It's a pretty brave thing he's done, 
but he wanted to do it, and I suppose he's got to learn;" He told Harry how, 
"My wife and I let him have our dining-room furniture," you see; 

So one day a man turns up at my office (I'd never met him before) and he said, 
"I'm Harry Hearn1 1" He said, "Your Dad knows me; I deliver furniture;" Hearn 
Brothers and Stead was the firm; He said, "I deliver furniture there," and he 
said, "I often strike up conversation with your old man-; We both come from the 
old country. He told me you'd started in business, so I thought I'd come and 
see how you're going;" I said, "Oh, well you can see what we've got-;" He said, 
"It doesn't look much like an accountant's office does it?" I said, "Oh well 
it's the best I can do;" He said, "Oh, you know you can't carry on like this;" 
He said, "If you're going to play cricket you might as well look like a 
cricketer even if you can't play very well;" So he said, "I'll furnish your 
office;" He said, "We specialise in this sort of thing;" I said, "Well look I 
can't afford it. I haven't got the money; You know the old man, he doesn't 
believe you should have anything you can't pay for;" He said, "Don't worry 
about that;" 

So within a day or two I got a little sketch of a lovely counter, a beautiful 
jarrah counter (it was going to have silver metal beading around it), and the 
sort of table I was going to have; So I saw Mr Hearn and I said, "Look you 
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know, it's very nice of you, but I just couldn't pay for this? I don't feel 
that I should have it?" "Don't worry about it," he said-; "I know your old man 
and you'll do the right thing; You pay us as and when you can-;" 

So the furniture started to arrive, and I would have had then, for my size, 
the best furnished office in Perth; Beautiful streamlined counter in the 
front, with this beautiful jarrah and this lovely silver metal beading around 
it, and chairs and tables and things; It really made the place look like a 
million dollars; Well it took me two years to pay for that, and never any 
interest, or never any pressure at ail-? I paid it all off, of course, and was 
forever grateful; 

From that grew the great friendship that I had with Harry Hearn? I eventually 
became, after the war, a member of his board, of Hearn Brothers and Stead? In 
fact one of the jobs I did in the postwar period was to convert the family 
concern to a public company- Then after that I became a member of the board 
until I went into Parliament when I had to resign; In the meantime Harry Hearn 
himself had become a member of the Upper House, and a very good member he was 
because he had a tremendous industrial background: The members of Parliament 
would have found It hard to reconcile Harry Hearn He always used to be 
immaculately dressed, he usually had a homburg, and a lovely modern quality 
car; They would have found it hard to reconcile him with the man with his 
apron who used to deliver furniture and then had to go up to the client's 
office and try and get a cheque ahead of time so they could pay the wages out 
there7 But that's how things happen; These small businesses start, work hard, 
produce a quality product, give service, and hey presto they finish up with a 
major business; He was the biggest - or he and his brother were when they 
eventually went public - they would have been the biggest in the business at 
that time, of people who actually made furniture and retailed it as well as 
wholesaled it. Therefore it was a wonderful experience that I had working with 
him right through those stages, realising in the Depression those firms were 
pretty hard hit, and it was only the best of them that survived? 

Harry and his brother did survive, very close to their work force- They had 
some men there who were there from the very beginning until they actually 
retired from sheer old age; Harry used to be quite a martinet in his way7 in 
their early days Harry and Ernest were lay preachers; I could tell you some 
amusing stories about how they evolved from the lay preacher stage to what 
they were later on, but they still retained a very close connection with, and 
a great love of the church; 

They were twins and people used to get a shock when they heard that they were 
twins? There was great rivalry between them in a family sort of a way? 
Apparently Ernest was born an hour or two ahead of Harry and this was a sore 
point with Harry that he wasn't the senior one of the family sort of thing? 
But it was hard to believe that they were twins because they were so different 
in personality and so different in appearance? Ernest was ultra-conservative 
and Inclined to be rather diffident, whereas Harry was almost bombastic in his 
approach, and very confident of himself? In his heyday he was a very 
Impressive speaker; Most of his political speeches were given in the same way 
as he used to give sermons, I presume, when he was a lay preacher? They had 
that sort of strong evangelical ring about them? 

But Harry was always the dominant personality? I remember when I was a member 
of the board we had some industrial trouble Harry always retained a great 
affection from the solid core of people who had done their apprenticeships 
with them and that had grown up with them; Often their sons and relatives and 
so on actually had come in and done their apprenticeships and then done their 
time with the company and so On; So you can imagine that within the work 
force, which was quite big by this time, there was a close bond between the 
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two proprietors and their work force; I never knew Mr Stead because he'd been 
and gone by the time I came on the scene; When they had this bit of industrial 
trouble I got a firsthand account from Harry's son-in-law; He said, "You know 
he went in there and he got all the men lined up and he said, 'I believe 
there's some trouble here;' He said, 'What in the hell's it all about?' He 
said, 'Every well run business has got a big bastard at the head of it, and 
I'm both; Now what's your problem?'" [laughs] And I believe it was all over in 
two minutes; [laughs] They were talking to the boss, they weren't talking to 
somebody from the Employers' Federation, via the union or something like that; 
Here was the boss standing up in front of them saying, "Now what's your 
problem? And remember;" this saying of his; I found that this was a standard 
saying, that he'd got it off "pat"; [laughs] It impressed them so well that 
when he'd come in to address them, he'd start off saying, "Now what's your 
problem? I'm the boss, and every well-run business;-" and before he'd get 
to the end of it, they'd say, "We know," [laughs] and they could recite it for 
him But It just shows the difference between the personal touch [and today's 
lack of communication with the proprietor]; 

Now in the early days it was explained to me that the men, especially in the 
Depression time and when things were tough, the men knew that It was Harry and 
Ernest, themselves tradesmen, theirselves producing furniture, who had to go 
out and sell stuff to Foy and Gibson's and to Boans' and to a host of other 
people like Lockes' and so Ofl; It was them that had to go out; It was their 
business, it was their money that was on the line; They prospered or failed 
according to the success of the business; They managed to get this message 
across to these people, that they were their hope and their salvation; You 
know if we can only get back to this in a new dimension in Australia today, 
we'd be looking at a different country; There was no question of subservience 
or servility or anything like that at all as far as Ernest and Harry were 
concerned with their work force; It was all part of a great family; They knew 
their family, they knew when their wives were having children and all this 
sort of thing; It made just that much difference; It was a very personal sort 
of thing; Above all they had this proper understanding within the work force 
and their families, it was Harry and Ernest who were fighting their battles 
out in the cold hard world of business. If they came back and said, "Look 
we've got to get the costs of this down because somebody down the road there 
is beating us with this bedroom suite; We've got to get a better design, we've 
got to get it cheaper and so on," the men knew that they weren't being just 
sweated for the sake of the pockets of Harry and Ernest; It was their own 
salvation, their own survival that was involved, especially in the Depression 
times; So there's a moral in the story, and there's something that 
unfortunately I've never been able to get people to understand in these times 
of comparative affluence in the postwar period; Let's hope we don't have to go 
back to a depression to teach these lessons all over again, but Australia's 
getting perilously close to that situation; 

RJ Okay so you've got one client, how lid you go from there? That's 
paying the rent only too, nothing else; [laughs] 

COURT That was only the very first one; But then you go round and [look 
for more]; You see, the Institute of Chartered Accountants was very, very 
tough in those days. You had to be extremely careful; Don't forget although I 
was only young I had been doing work beyond my years at A J McLaren's place, 
which was then Burkett and McLaren; In the course of that a lot of people had 
had contact with me that was quite abnormal for a person of my age; So some of 
them had friends and they themselves had things that didn't interfere with 
their loyalty with the main firm, with the old firm of Burkett and McLaren-; 

T Sir Charles later added two further anecdotes about establishing himself in 
private practice; These may be found at pp.  240-45 (RJ); 
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They would feed the odd thing through. You'd make sure you did it and did it 
well, because that's the way you build a practice, a professional practice 
You can have a twenty per cent or more growth within the firm itself without 
getting a single new client, just by giving service, and your clients ask you 
to do more things when they gain confidence In you. That's without getting a 
single new client. Especially in a small practice it could be as much as 100 
per cent from within your clients. But if you're feeding in new clients, of 
course, it gives you greater strength, greater capacity to deal with any 
changes in circumstance. For instance if you've got a number of reasonably big 
clients, but only a few of them, and you lose one, it's like losing a front 
tooth. But if you've got a spread of clients and you lose one, well it's not 
the end of the world. 

So they came. I could tell you some humorous stories about some of the early 
clients I had. There was one man, a very prominent member of the Jewish faith 
who was in partnership with one of my clients He himself never became a 
client but his partner was a young man and therefore very much in tune with my 
own age and my own problems. He could never get his partner though to change 
his allegiance. But this man held quite a number of shares in WA Newspapers. 
You must realise going back in the pre-war period, WA Newspapers was still 
very much related to the University, through debentures and things of that 
kind 

Anyhow in his crude way he'd made up his mind that sooner or later the West 
would have to have another share issue and the important thing was to be as 
big a shareholder as you could be if you knew when the share issue was going 
to take place. So his partner, his young partner, sent him. He said, "You 
better have a talk to Charlie, he seems to be pretty clued up on these 
things." So he came and saw and told me what he was thinking about. He said, 
"Is there any way you can find out?" I said, "The only way you can find out is 
to put a whole series of balance sheets, preferably ten years, together and by 
looking at the information they give you it's amazing what you can deduce-" 

The only problem I had was the fact in those days companies told the public 
and their shareholders as little as they could get away with; It's one of the 
reasons why we're paying for so much manipulation and straight out fraudulent 
business within companies today, the bigger companies, is because back in 
those days the companies resisted bitterly telling their shareholders and the 
public anything about their business. They literally told as little as they 
could get away with, and the Companies Act didn't make very strong 
requirements. Now I'm not reflecting on WA Newspapers because they were only 
doing what every other company did. For instance I cannot remember a company 
in those days which was prepared to tell the public and its shareholders what 
its sales were. They used to use the excuse that that would be giving 
information that would be helpful to their competitors and they got away with 
that for a long time. 

There was a man named Alex Fitzgerald, later Sir Alexander Fitzgerald, one of 
the greats of the accountancy profession, who at that time fell foul of the 
Institute of Chartered Accountants because he was advocating the policy of 
full disclosure. He used to call it the doctrine of full disclosure, This 
didn't appeal to the old boys in the profession because they were very much 
tied in with their clients and the thinking of their clients; They couldn't 
see that they should lead a crusade to get companies to tell more, to have 
this full disclosure, so that the accounts meant what they said, the report 
meant what it said, it wasn't just a facade for getting away with as little as 
they could. I admired Fitzgerald because he took a buffeting from some of the 
old brigade in the profession; This explains why Fitzgerald is more identified 
with the old Commonwealth Institute which eventually brought together a lot of 
institutes that became the Australian Society of Accountants. But the old 
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Commonwealth Institute was a very reputable body [and supported Fitzgerald in 
his work 3. This is why at one stage in his career Fitzgerald became more 
identified with the Commonwealth Institute than the Institute of Chartered 
Accountants, although he practised as a chartered accountant. He eventually 
became the first professor of accountancy in Australia and no better man could 
have been found for the job. 

But that time when this approach was made to me [about WA Newspapers], the 
companies literally told as little as they could. 

Anyhow our friend, who I emphasise wasn't a client of mine and didn't become a 
client of mine, although his partner was, told me of his intuitive thoughts on 
the matter. He was already a very big shareholder. 1 said, "Well if you can 
get me ten balance sheets and reports I think I can at least give you a 
calculated guess as to when the move will have to come." So he went round the various sharebrokers and eventually got together seven or eight years. He 
couldn't get the whole lot because when he started to make enquiries, Perth 
was so small and it was known he was a wealthy man with a big holding, it 
started all sorts of rumours and he had to [try to] dispel them. Eventually he 
got me these accounts and I spent a whole weekend, because speed was of the 
essence. I spent a whole weekend and put all these things together and I came 
up with what I thought was the answer. In fact I was sure that I'd been able 
to read [an indication] into this; I prided myself I wasn't bad at this sort 
of thing. Of course, when you're first in practice you haven't got many 
clients so you're glad of something to do, so as to demonstrate your ability. 
By the Monday morning I was able to go to him and say, "Well this Is how I see 
it's going to happen. The shortest time will be this and the longest time when 
they do It is that. So you've got to make a decision as to whether you're 
prepared to just sit over that period. The longer of the two is the one that 
you should work on, but if it's going to happen shortly, specially now you've 
started to stir the pot around the place, well, of course, you'll have to get 
in quickly if you're going to get things at the right price and all that sort 
of thing." So he said, "Thanks very much," and he decided to make the move, out of which he would have made a lot of money by buying shares at the price 
they were then and then being there when the new issues came along. The amount 
he made by the standards of those days was a lot of money. 

But after he'd got my advice on this thing, he came in and saw the secretary 
lady I had. Well she was sort of typist/receptionist; you name it she was 
everything because she was the only one I had - the only staff I had. He came 
in and said to her, "You know Charlie will be embarrassed because I'm a great 
friend of his and," he said, "I know he won't want to render an account. So as 
to save him the embarrassment of sending an account, which I know he wouldn't 
want to send to a friend, here's two guineas." Of course she had no 
alternative but to take the money but, of course, she didn't know how much 
work I'd done on this job. I'd spent several hours on the Saturday and several 
hours on the Sunday to bring this together. Everything was in guineas in those 
days. He left the two guineas with her and, of course, she had no alternative 
but to take it, and he wanted a receipt. So she gave him a receipt as was the 
custom. Of course, I was put in the embarrassing situation that having done 
what I thought was a masterful job on something that he was going to make a 
lot of money out of, all I was going to get was two guineas! 

Nothing would move him on the thing. His partner talked to him and said, "You 
know that was a very unfair thing to do, and that was a very expert job that 
you had done and you look like making a lot of money." He eventually finished 
up making, as a result of that effort, about 30 000 pounds, which in those 
days was a lot, a lot of money. But he just adopted the attitude, I'd done it 
for a friend and he didn't place any value on the expertise that went into it 
and so on. But I had a worse case than that. 
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RJ Just before you get on to your worst case, how did you react to 
that? What were your feelings? 

COURT Well they were feelings of being.... I felt very badly let down. It 
was one of many experiences I had to have, and probably it was just as well I 
had it early in my career, because those sort of people are forever around. 
They seemed to have no shame or no qualms about it at all. I don't know 
whether it's a lack of sensitivity or whether it's just premeditated. So I 
learnt a lesson from that and made sure that whenever I did any work in future 
they had a clear understanding that it was being done on a strictly 
professional basis or not done at all. Whether I made a concession in the fee 
charge and that sort of thing because of special circumstances was another 
matter, but at least to make sure there was a strictly professional basis. I 
felt very, very uneasy about It. But that man, I must say that man did 
unwittingly do me a lot of good. He used to boast about this smart young 
fellow who did this for him and led him to do the right thing. So I suppose I 
was getting a delayed reaction from It, because if a man like him who was 
known to be a pretty shrewd operator, talking well about you and saying that 
you'd done a smart thing had Its reward eventually. 

END OF TAPE 19 SIDE B 
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RJ Your worst case, 

COURT If you think that's a bad one I can tell you one that's quite 
humorous, but nevertheless equally bad. A very dear friend of mine who I had a 
great amount of an affection for, and who was as rough as bags unlike this 
other person who knew the social airs and graces and so on - this chap was 
quite rough in his conduct and so on, but nevertheless a very good natured 
fellow. He was struggling with his business and building up a business. He got 
me to do some things for him because he was in a bit of a spot through keeping 
bad records. He didn't have an accountant at all; He was starting to get in an 
awful mess and things came to a head one day, so he came and saw me and said, 
"Can you help me out Chas?" I said, "Only too pleased;" So I sat down and 
really got stuck into this for him and got right on top of his problem. Not 
that it was that great, but It called for expertise in the matter; Had he had 
proper accounts kept and so on In the past he wouldn't have had this problem; 
Anyhow I sorted it all out and he was very grateful; 

He turned up at my home one morning and he said, "You know Chas," he said, "I 
know you wouldn't want to send me a bill," he said, "so Hazel and I thought 
we'd give you a present - "  Of course when I opened it, it was a pair of pyjamas. 
This became the most famous pair of pyjamas in the Court family because we 
always regarded it as the most expensive pyjamas I ever got. We always used to 
joke about these. I was even sad when they wore out, because I'd become 
attached to these pyjamas [laughs]. I might add they were a shocking colour 
too, which didn't add to the pleasures of the matter; But that was the end of 
that thing. 

I was amused about that one more than I was angry, because I knew how rough 
this fellow was and how little understanding he had about the niceties of 
professional conduct and all that sort of thing So I knew he wouldn't have 
done it with malice, he wouldn't have done it in the calculated way that the 
other man did it, and It was a completely different situation anyhow; So I 
lived with that and laughed about it. 

Later on when he became a very big client of mine, one of my biggest later on 
(he prospered), he never made a move without coming to me for advice, having 
had this previous experience; He'd always work it out in his rough and ready 
way and then get me to translate it into the more formal things; So he grew and 
grew and grew. He became, up to the time I left the firm and went into 
Parliament, he became one of, if not the biggest single client that we had; But 
we often used to laugh about this; I think, unlike the other man, the 
embarrassment was his when he found what a terrible thing he'd done, instead of 
getting a proper bill from me, even if I'd have made it less than it should 
have been and then paying on that. He became very generous in his attitude 
towards fees; He used to say, "Whatever you think is a fair thing it's all 
right with me." So it's just the difference of the two people; He stayed with 
me. He carried on with the firm long after I left and remained a very Important 
client with them. Not as big as what they've got now, of course, but it was 
quite important. 

RJ So you're talking about Hendry Rae and Court by now Sir Charles? 
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COURT No, Pm still talking about Charles Court. 

Rd On his own. 

COURT Yes, because naturally when I became part of Hendry Rae and Court. 
he followed us into the partnership. 

Rd Yes, right, but the experience that you had with the pyjamas was 
when you were on your own? 

COURT Was when I was Charles Court and very much in need of fees by the 
way. 

I also had some other people that helped me greatly. I had a wonderful 
experience then. I don't know if I've told you about this when I was talking 
about Lance Brisbane, but in the city in those days, small as it was, there 
were some people who stood out. Lance Brisbane, later Sir Lance Brisbane, was 
one. H B Jackson, who founded the firm of, what is now, Jackson McDonald. Bert 
Meacham, who came to Australia as the accountant for de Bernales. Then when he 
left de Bernales many years down the track and had his own business interests 
here, became a very respected citizen here, Bert Meacham. He had a son Bill, 
who carried on in industry here. There was a man named Charlie Diamond. He was 
the manager of the Commercial Bank, as it was in those days, on the corner of 
Barrack Street and St George's Terrace. There were a whole little group of 
these people who were very conspicuous. If they walked down the Terrace they'd 
be conspicuous in those days. Everybody would know them because it was a small 
place, an overgrown country town. 

One time I found myself being invited to have a lunch with a group of business 
men. I was invited by Lance Brisbane. I found myself at a very pleasant (far 
too pleasant in fact) lunch, in the private dining room of the old Esplanade 
Hotel. They used to have a magnificent private dining room at the back there. 
Not everybody could hire it from old Mrs Plowman, and then later from Elsie 
Plowman. They had wonderful staff and it was quite an experience to have a meal 
there. I suppose the maximum it would hold in that room would be say twenty, 
with the proper service and everything. I found myself in an atmosphere quite 
frankly beyond anything that I had experienced, because there was H B Jackson, 
there was Bert Meacham, there was Charlie Diamond, there was people of that ilk 
there. I was still very young you realise because I was just setting up my 
practice. Also coming from a family that were strict teetotal and these fellows 
used to enjoy life. 

Anyhow I well remember this first time I was invited there. It was beautiful 
food, beautiful service, and the conversation was a more sophisticated nature, 
a relaxed nature than I'd ever experienced, and they were very kind to me, very 
kind to me. Came three o'clock. I knew I had a client coming, and clients were 
few and far between. I had to very discreetly talk to Lance Brisbane who, In a 
very gentlemanly way as only he could do it, I was ushered out without any 
embarrassment at all, because he'd know what it was building up a business 
himself. Out I went. I said [to myself ], "Well I wonder why I was invited 
there?" because It was right out of my class and so on. Anyhow later on Lance 
Brisbane suggested that I be secretary, honorary secretary, to an appeal that 
he was heading. He said, "You know this is the way to get known. I know the 
problems in the profession, but," he said, "these are the people who are going 
to be on the committee, and most of these characters are going to be there." He 
said, "If you're honorary secretary, honorary treasurer," he said, "you've got 
to meet with them, and you've got to write to them and phone them up and be 
identified as we send out our letters and so on." So I accepted this honorary 
secretaryship and treasurership of this particular thing, and that's exactly 
how it happened. 
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It wasn't until years later that I found that Jackson, Meacham, Brisbane, the 
three ringleaders, but there were others, but they were the three innovators 
and initiators. It wasn't until many years later that I found that this was 
their way of trying to help young practitioners and business people trying to 
get a foothold in very difficult times, especially where they had professional 
problems like architects and lawyers and so on They sought out these people 
and brought them into these luncheons and then into these various activities, 
so that they got known to a group of people that they otherwise wouldn't have 
had a chance in a hundred of ever getting involved with. Although It didn't 
bring in immediate work, it was part of the capital you had to invest in your 
time and your effort and your personality to become known, so that when the 
name of Charles Court crossed the table of H B Jackson, or Bert Meacham or 
Lance Brisbane, or many other people around the place, it wasn't just a 
meaningless name. That was the young chap that did this, or did that. It taught 
me a lot. It added to the pleasure of when I had very close association with 
Lance Brisbane, that no doubt we'll talk about later when I first became 
Minister for Industrial Development. He and Russell Dumas joined with me to 
implement the concept of turning potential into reality. So it added to my joy 
when I was working with him because it was a man that I not only respected, but 
I had a tremendous admiration and affection for. Then he was able to make his 
second contribution to the life of Charles Court; 

There was another man that helped me greatly while I was still only Charles 
Court, and before I became Hendry Rae and Court, that was Stanley Melbourne 
Wreford. He was then the State manager of the National Bank as it was then. His 
brother, either then or soon after, became the Australian chief executive of 
the National Bank. They always said that it held Stanley Melbourne Wreford back 
from promotion because his brother was at the top, and had to be careful about 
showing favouritism. But Stanley Melbourne Wreford eventually himself became 
the chief of the National Bank, and I retained a friendship with him long after 
he retired from the bank, as I did with his sons. Some of his sons are over 
here. There's Peter Wreford, there's Bill Wreford. They themselves were quite 
active in the community here. 

But they had a very famous father, who was quite a personality. He always wore 
a beret [at night] because he was short of hair and it used to be quite a sight 
to see this very big - he was a well built chap, and a very impressive 
personality, a good looking sort of a fellow - getting along the Terrace at 
night time; He wouldn't go out at night without a beret because apparently he 
caught cold very quickly and so on. 

But through somebody, I don't know who it was, could have been one of these 
people that ushered me into the presence of H B Jackson and others, he sent for 
me one day and he said, "How are you going?" I said, "Oh you know it's pretty 
hard, but with my music and that I'm getting on and getting to a stage where 
the professional side is virtually self-supporting." "Oh," he said, "if I can 
help at all I'll do my best to help you. We can't tell clients to change their 
accountants or anything like that, but you never know. But I wanted to see who 
you were and just get a look at you," and as they used to say, "have a look at 
your jib." That was a famous expression of his, "have a look at your jib." So 
that was duly done. 

One day right out of the blue a lady came in and said that there was some 
trouble with their family estate, and their bankers were the National Bank, 
and, "It was suggested that I might have a talk to you. You looked as though 
you had the time and the capacity to sit down and handle this thing." And, of 
course, It was from Stanley Melbourne Wreford that she apparently had been told 
to come in and see me. She had three brothers and like so many of these family 
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estates they all feel one's getting an advantage over the other and so on. It 
was a form of practice that I became quite good at later on in learning how to 
handle these very divergent personalities and so on. 

Anyhow I duly was appointed. A little bit of opposition from the brothers, but 
I was appointed to sort out this estate and find out just how good or how bad 
it was and so on. It was a very active old-established business. Eventually the 
eldest brother, who was the one that I had the most concern about, I must have 
got his confidence because he thawed out and helped me greatly in trying to 
bring together all of the details. There weren't three brothers, by the way, 
there were four brothers. When I'd finished my work on this assignment and I 
got this thing all brought together, I presented the final documents with my 
recommendation. They took them to the local manager of the National Bank. He 
rejected them and said, "Look I want these done In an orthodox way," he said, 
"I don't want any of this fandangle sort of stuff." So the brothers felt oh 
well, we were sold a bit of a pup on this young bloke, so they reacted pretty 
badly, except the oldest brother, because he'd worked with me and he understood 
what was in the accounts and the way they were expressed. So he was more 
helpful and not too friendly to the bank manager and explained to me what the 
man had said. 

So, you know, when you're young and you wouldn't call the king your uncle, I 
got the accounts and I went straight in to Stanley Melbourne Wreford. I 
remember storming into him with all the gusto and the cheek that a young puffed 
up professional man can have. He said, "What's your problem?" So I said, "Mr 
Wreford I've put a lot of work into this because, you know, when I get a client 
the only way I can get more clients and hold the clients is to do extra good 
work. I've put a lot of work into this, and I've produced this set of accounts, 
which I think are as good as you could get anywhere because they embrace the 
latest forms of presentation and comparison and all that sort of thing. Your 
man at Subiaco has rejected them, told them to get another accountant and 
prepare them in what he calls orthodox form." So old Wreford, who was a pretty 
smart sort of a fellow, he looked at them. He had very colourful language; he 
used to swear like a trooper. He never used his intercommunication system. He 
used to leave the door of his office open and shout. You'd be in the banking 
chamber - bearing in mind this was the head office for the State - you'd be in 
the banking chamber and you'd hear Mr Wreford roar like a bull. All his sons 
have got huge voices, you can hear them a mile off, and they got it from the 
old man. He'd roar like a bull, calling somebody, "Come in," instead of using 
his little intercommunication thing. It was fairly primitive, it was called a 
dictaphone in those days, but still it was effective, you could call up from 
office to office. I remember he let fly with some really, really street 
language about this manager of his out at Subiaco. He gets him on the phone and 
he's shouting so much he needn't have bothered [laughs] to use the phone, he'd 
have heard him in Subiaco. He said, "I've been trying to get these so-and-so 
accountants to prepare some accounts in a form that means what they say, in a 
modern form, so that we can see the comparisons, and we get a proper assessment 
of the business and so on without having to do our damn work and so on." He 
went on. He gave this poor manager a terrible time up there. He said, "Have you 
got the message?" He said, "Court's the accountant for this estate and the 
bank's going to insist that he stays. Now have you got the message?" [laughs] 
And he hung up. Of course, I was terribly embarrassed for the manager, because 
he really got a tongue lashing from the master. But Stanley Melbourne Wreford 
was a man that could get very angry, but he didn't carry a grievance or harbour 
an ill-feeling about people. Rather explosive and tomorrow was another day. 

So we then sat down, and he said, "Well don't take any notice of him," he said, 
"you heard what I said, you're there now on behalf of the bank, not the family. 
So if you have any trouble with the family, you send them back to me." I didn't 
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have any trouble with the family after that because of the support of this 
woman and her eldest brother. The eldest brother was the key to it all, because 
he was the solid character around the place. 

So Wreford said, "You know after that we better do something to redeem 
ourselves," knowing that, of course, I was still hungry for clients and when 
you're like that you've got more time than a well-established practitioner 
would have. He said, "We've got some accounts here that we've written off," he 
said, bearing in mind it's the Depression and bankruptcies and receiverships 
and liquidations were two a penny around the place. "If you can do anything 
with them, well it's up to you. So," he said, "we'll tell these people that 
they can expect a visit from you and it will be in their interests to cooperate 
with you. So there it is." Anyhow eventually I got the details of these. You 
can imagine with the bank having written them off as Irrecoverable they weren't 
too good. 

But I learnt a lot out of that, because there were ten of them altogether that 
I eventually was given. I worked mighty hard on them, because being the 
Depression everyone was in the same boat. I learnt that what with fathers and 
mothers and children and uncles and aunts all working together in a business 
that was in dire troubles that they could work wonders by working together. 
They didn't want pay. They'd get a little bit of consideration from a landlord, 
and a bit of tolerance from the bank and so on. It's very interesting that out 
of that group that they all survived except one. The bank got its money, the 
creditors got their money, and the people had their business. They all came out 
of it stronger because they'd been through this trauma of survival. It's very 
interesting to follow the history of most of those people subsequently. They'd 
not only succeeded themselves in surviving, but they'd also taught a lot of 
other people how to survive. So it was a very interesting exercise. I didn't 
get much fees out of those people in the initial stages, you can imagine, 
because they didn't have anything to pay with, but I learnt a lot about 
survival. 

You might say, "Well why didn't the tenth one succeed?" Well that wasn't my 
fault, and it wasn't Wreford's fault, but the person concerned had done a cosy 
little deal in connection with life assurance and much to the horror of 
Wreford, this fellow decided to take an easy way out, with the satisfaction of 
knowing that life assurances and so on would cover the whole thing. It was then 
that I learnt that Wreford had a very, very soft side to him, you know this 
rugged exterior that he had. He liked to be known as tough and so on. Then I 
realised just how soft and gentle this man was when you got to know the real 
person, when this tragedy hit. He couldn't have been more generous to the 
family concerned and to all involved in this thing; generous to a point of it 
even costing the bank something. I then realised just what a fine person he was 
when you knew the total man. 

RJ But some of that generosity beforehand might have saved a life. 

COURT No, he'd been very, very generous. He'd been very fair. Of all the 
bank managers 1 met he was the one that would go to the nth degree. It was only 
after this incident that I realised that he was a much more compassionate man 
than people gave him credit for. 1 realised how much tolerance these people had 
received for the bank to stay with them as long as they did. 

There was another very interesting thing then that I only got to know of 
through Wreford. It was in connection with land tax. In those days there was a 
federal land tax. It had an inbuilt escalation clause. The more land you owned, 
the higher the rate in the pound you paid. So if you only owned a little house, 
you probably didn't pay anything at all. But if you owned say a big property in 
the middle of a city or something like that and you had lots of properties 
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around, farms and so on, well your land tax, your federal land tax was 
astronomical because it was escalating according to the value of the property 
you had. It could become quite devastating. Well the banks, of course, had 
mortgages all over Australia in farms, you can imagine, and in other 
properties. Apparently there was a clause in this act, and I couldn't be 
precise, but I think I've got it right, there was a clause in this act that 
provided that if you entered into possession under a mortgage, even though you 
hadn't sold the property or got it into your name, that it became yours for 
land tax purposes, for federal land tax purposes. So you can imagine these 
banks, In the Depression, with these properties all over Australia, with these 
mortgages on them, that if they entered In possession, this would accumulate. 
It would be cumulative and not just property by property. It would be 
cumulative throughout the whole of Australia and it could put them in a 
position that would be absolutely untenable [because of the accumulation of 
property values and an escalating rate 3. 
So they had to observe all sorts of devices not to go into possession under 
their security. So when you. came to a meeting of creditors, the secured 
creditors would have to very solemnly declare that they were not in possession. 
Therefore this would have to be recorded in the minutes very carefully and 
otherwise, so that they could demonstrate that they hadn't entered into 
possession. So they finished up with some very, very delicate situations to 
handle. 

One in particular, Wreford had a number of properties in one country town, one 
country area, which were all under mortgage to the bank. They didn't want to 
enter into possession, but they had one very good farmer who had five sons. He 
was a top class farmer. They literally gave him this collection of properties 
to amalgamate and provided him with carry on finance, knowing that, of course, 
he was a top class farmer, and that the properties would have to lift. He 
became the owner. Instead of the bank having to go into possession he became 
the owner direct from the estate of these properties. It's a very interesting 
exercise because this person succeeded. He was a good farmer and he had lots of 
sons and so on, and would have enough land, of course, for their needs later 
on. But I got a client out of that too, to put it altogether. It was one of the 
ten actually that Stanley Melbourne Wreford gave me, and put these all 
together. 

You notice I always refer to him as Stanley Melbourne Wreford, instead of 
S M Wreford, but everyone used to refer to him as Stanley Melbourne Wreford, 
and it became a habit with most of us, to distinguish him from his brother, his 
big brother, who was the top man in Melbourne. 

[The following additional information was added by Sir Charles on 8 January 
1991. It is not on the original set of tapes.] 

COURT I cannot recall telling you about the arrangement that was made by 
McLaren with me for me to receive a retainer. You might find this a bit hard to 
follow because here am I complaining about wanting four pounds a week and they 
weren't prepared to give me more than three pounds ten a week. As a result of 
that I then decided to go out into practice on my own, all of which I've told 
you about. But when my period of notice, which I think was one month, was about 
to expire, A J McLaren and his partners had me in his office and said, "Look we 
realise now that you've been carrying a very heavy load and that you've been 
virtually in charge of taxation, bankruptcy, receiverships, liquidations and a 
few associated things". I was surprised that they hadn't realised that because 
I was very, very obvious in the firm. I was interviewing clients consistently. 
I was working back at night to cope with the work. I was handling all of the 
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delicate taxation matters and interviews with Taxation Department officers and 
that type of thing. El was handling all bankruptcy, receivership and 
liquidation matters.] 

As I look back on it I can only say it happened naturally. If a job had to be 
done and I was there I just did it. On reflection I suppose I should have been 
subject to more discipline, for want of a better word, by one of the partners. 
They should have decided whether it was appropriate for me to do that either on 
the grounds of experience or whether I was too junior to deal with the clients. 
However they didn't and so I gradually, although I was quite young, had built 
around me a little empire within the firm. It wasn't deliberate; it was just 
that I liked the work and when I saw something that had to be done I just did 
it. I enjoyed it; I won't make any secret of that. I was learning all the time 
and I was getting a tremendous amount of confidence, even going down to the 
bankruptcy office and interviewing the man in charge of bankruptcy in those 
days about different estates; going to the Companies' Office on the same basis; 
going down to the Taxation Department on the same basis. You'll therefore see 
that when I went out into practice at just over 21, it wasn't as though 1 was 
somebody that hadn't had experience, that hadn't got the qualification. In 
point of fact I'd had an extraordinary amount of experience at the time. 

It was because of that that A J McLaren and his partners saw me. They didn't 
put any proposition to get me to change my mind or anything like that. Knowing 
A d McLaren as I do he wouldn't have done that. The decision had been made and 
that was that. But he did put a proposal to me for a retainer for twelve 
months. So I had the extraordinary situation that they paid me six pounds a 
week to come back to the firm for two hours a day or as required. Then after 
the first six months that dropped to three pounds a week and one hour a day on 
the basis that other people, including the partners, would have taken over my 
workload. 

It was very big of them on the one hand, but it was also a question of 
necessity. It must have dawned on them they didn't have a partner who could 
step in and undertake all of this tremendous amount of detail. Also the clients 
wanted some continuity. 

It worked out very well. I gave more than I was expected to because I had the 
time. It enabled me to keep my hand in and also to keep my identity with some 
of the senior people in bankruptcy, Companies' Office, Taxation, and the like. 
So I thought I should mention that, because I can't recall telling you that 
before. But we did have the extraordinary situation though: I was refused four 
pounds a week for full time employment and then they had to make this offer of 
six pounds a week for part time contact over six months, then three pounds a 
week for intermittent contact for the next six months. That helped me 
considerably, because six pounds a week was quite a consideration. To have that 
guaranteed for six months was very helpful. It worked out very well too. I made 
sure that I gave more than value for money for it. I was grateful for the offer 
that was made and I knew it must have been difficult for them because of the 
refusal to give me four pounds a week to stay there full time, then have to 
come along with an offer like this. However I thought it was worth recording, 
because it was very much part of my transition from a full-time employee from 
Burkett and McLaren, into my own practice. 

RJ The second item, Sir Charles, is the short partnership you had with 
J F Burkett. 

COURT You will recall the late J F Burkett was the person with whom my 
articles were taken out. He was the senior partner in J F Burkett and Co. They 
also had a Carnarvon firm of Burkett and Gostelow, and eventually the Perth 
firm became Burkett and McLaren. Mr Burkett died not long after my articles 
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[were signed 1. He was a dear fellow and he was quite a personality within the 
profession and within the community generally. I was very sad because he had 
this son who was also J F Burkett with whom I was quite friendly and who played 
the cornet in the YAL Band. Because of this J F Burkett senior used to get me 
to go to their place for dinner. Quite unusual for the office boy to go to the 
senior partner's place for dinner. They lived in a very nice home In an old 
part of Subiaco. Mrs Burkett was a delightful person. it was a great pleasure 
to go there. They used to do things very nicely. But the main thing was so I 
could help young Jack with his cornet, you see,. So that worked out nicely too. 
This music, the more I think about it, it seems to come into everything! 

So I knew Mr Burkett senior probably better than most of the staff because of 
having gone to his home and plus the fact that I was articled to him anyhow. 
But he didn't have anything to do with my training as an accountant. Horace 
Stewart really - although he wasn't a partner at that time, Horace Stewart was 
really the one that took an interest in me Initially, and then Mr Walter Bower, 
later on when I was doing audits. 

So when I'd announced that I was going to go out on my own, young J F Burkett 
(by which time, of course, his father had died long since) came and saw me and 
he said, "You know I'm not very comfortable in the firm here. My name's a bit 
of an embarrassment." He was J F Burkett like his father. He said, "I haven't 
quite finished my studies yet, but I'd like to get out on my own." He said, "Do 
you think you could take me into your business as a partner?" Well the problem 
was that unless both partners were chartered accountants, you couldn't call 
your firm chartered accountants, you had to be public accountants. I gave it a 
lot of thought and I felt it was a fairly compatible arrangement and it might 
have some value in it, plus the fact that Jack Burkett junior had contacts 
around the town that were probably different to the ones that I had. So we 
decided we'd go out and practise as "Burkett and Court, public accountants". 
That upset Mr McLaren a bit, but not to any great extent. 

RJ What on the basis of the name? 

COURT The name, yes. So we did practise for a short while, but then Jack 
found that the idea of private.... (It's very hard to say it: some people call 
it private practice; some people call it public practice) but he found that it 
wasn't as attractive as he thought it was. One of our clients, the Ayrshire 
Dairy to be precise, which is mentioned in the previous interviews, which by 
this time had become quite a sizeable little company, wanted a full—time 
accountant/secretary and somebody to assist Jules Zanetti. So Jack saw that as 
just what he wanted. It was appropriate for his qualifications. He hadn't quite 
got his degree. I could see that he wasn't really going to get that degree. He 
was just baulking at it all the time. It's a pity because he was a very capable 
person. In some ways he was quicker witted on some of the business things than 
I was. We were very compatible one with the other in personality and so on. We 
had different interests altogether. We both got married about the same time. So 
we had a lot of common interests. But I could see that he didn't really want to 
settle down and get this degree and become a chartered accountant. 

We therefore arranged that we'd terminate the partnership, although it was 
quite early in the piece, and that he would take this full—time job with the 
Ayrshire Dairy. He stayed with that right up until the war, and then he went 
away to the war and never came back to that particular job, and never came back 
to that career. In fact he had a rather unfortunate end. But we remained 
friendly and on very good terms throughout the whole of this arrangement. I'm 
sure he made the right decision. Neither his mother nor I could get him to sit 
down and polish off that degree. Maybe it would have been better if he hadn't 
have done it in the first place, if he'd stayed with McLarens and found out 
there that he wasn't ever going to get that last little bit of qualification, 
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and would have adapted. I think he would have gone out of the profession. I 
think he would have gone out into the commercial world. He was much more suited 
to the commercial world than he was to the professional world. 

So I don't think I mentioned that and I thought I should, because it was an 
important little Interlude, in some ways unfortunate, some ways a very pleasant 
part of that association. 

RJ So right from the beginning when you went out on your own it was 
with Burkett initially? 

COURT Well not quite, because I had made my decision to go out on my own 
and had actually got signs and things printed, and then he came to me in the 
middle of all of this process. It wasn't too late to reverse anything so we 
then made that arrangement whereby we'd hve this Burkett and Court, but public 
accountants and not chartered accountants . Then, of course, when he dropped 
out I could immediately revert to "C W Court, Chartered Accountant", because I 
was the only partner and therefore entitled to practise as a chartered 
accountant, which had advantages when you were dealing with banks. The 
difference between being a public accountant, nonchartered, and being a 
chartered accountant at that time was very, very important, specially when 
you're dealing with banks and insurance companies, specially people who had 
interstate and international dealings. They got used to chartered accountant as 
being the symbol of what they regarded as a higher professional qualification. 
That has changed considerably in recent times and as we're talking today there 
are negotiations going on which I have supported very strongly for the last few 
years for the Australian Society of Accountants (which is now the Australian 
Society of CPA's) and the Institute of Chartered Accountants to join together. 
It makes sense and with the events of the last seven years it becomes quite 
urgent. I've been very, very strongly advocating this within the profession for 
a long time now. 

RJ What are the events you're speaking of, the "big eight" set up? 

COURT Well the "big eight" is nothing to do with that. 

RJ Well what do you say the events of the last seven years for? 

COURT Well the events of the last seven years has been the lessening of 
ethical standards in the professions, in business, and in a number of other 
activities which have exposed the lack of discipline within the profession as 
such. Not only chartered accountants, but all of the professions. [It was also 
the time of the disastrous "high flyers" and the October 1987 stockmarket 

crash.] 

RJ You're dating that from the advent of the Burke Government? 

COURT It fits in there for a number of reasons. It also fits in with the 
federal scene. People think it's only WA, but it fits in with the federal scene 
when they started to run their own style of government, and whether we like It 
or not, and history will record it became a period of government by fear. It 
also coincides with the disastrous period in Victoria, and you've got three 
Labor governments virtually doing the same thing in a different key. So the 
events of the last seven years are no great credit to the professions. 

Burkett and Court first appear in the Post Office Directory for 1933 at 44 St 
George's Terrace. The last entry is in the 1936-37 POD. The 1937-38 POD carries 
the entry: "Court Chas W, accountant, 168 St Georg'i Terrace" and tIll 1939-40 
volume: "Hendry Rae and Court, accountants, 125 St George's Terrace." (RJ) 
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I have to add, of course, it's not peculiar to Australia. It's been worse 
relatively in Australia, but it hasn't been peculiar to Australia. You've had 
some terrible things in America, for instance. You've had some things not quite 
as bad in Britain, but nevertheless they have their share of people who 
misbehave. The Japanese the same, Germans, Italians, you name it. They all have 
a proportion of these people who do not observe the proper professional 
courtesies or ethics. 

But there's another reason why the profession, the accountancy profession, 
should be joined, Is because the people get confused. The Australian Society of 
Accountants when it was brought together by the old Commonwealth Institute of 
Accountants, they brought in all of the numerous bodies that called themselves 
Institutes of Accountants in various forms. They formed the Australian Society 
of Accountants, it became a large and very reputable body. They inherited all 
the best things from the Commonwealth Institute. At the same time the Institute 
of Chartered Accountants in Australia remains separate and aloof and always 
preened itself and prided itself that it was something above, professionally 
above the others, you see. Well the ASA observed higher standards than their 
predecessors. They serviced their members better. They became bigger in number, 
because they covered members in government service, in management positions, 
industry, commerce, finance, you name it. They covered accountants in any walk 
of life at all, and they kept lifting their standards, standards of 
examinations, their standards of service to their members through their 
professional journals. My advice to my friends in the Chartered Institute was, 
"Look it's quite foolish if you don't get together. Then people will know that 
an accountant who's not a member of the one recognised body of accountants is 
not fully qualified." You can also discipline people professionally and in 
terms of integrity, in terms of professional competence, better, if they belong 
to a recognised body. If they are within the law and can put their plate up and 
just say, "I'm a public accountant, or I am an accountant", you've got no 
control over them. Unless they do something that offends the civil law, the 
mercantile law, or the company law, whatever law it might be, no one can do 
anything about them. But in the interests of the investing public, the business 
community, and the community at large, it's very necessary that they be subject 
to strong disciplines, strong ethical standards. So I've been a very strong 
advocate [øf amalgamation] for many years now. 

I should add I haven't always been like that. When the first attempt was made 
to amalgamate the two bodies, I, and other people like Ron Irish (now Sir 
Ronald Irish; we're all about the same vintage) we resisted this strongly. We 
had this superiority complex about the charter. We'd been with it since it was 
first granted and we had a very narrow-minded attitude and we were wrong. So 
the next time when it came along, Ron Irish and myself and others like us, we 
were the foremost advocates of amalgamation. We had a good try, and we actually 
got the majority, but we couldn't get the absolute majority that was necessary 
for a special type of resolution, you see. Fifty-one per cent wasn't enough. 
You had to have a much higher percentage than that, I forget the exact 
percentage, but It would probably have to be somewhere around the 75% 
(certainly it wouldn't be less than 60%) so as to demonstrate that it was more 
than just a simple majority of both organisations. It not only had to have a 
majority within each body (rather like the Australian constitution where you 
got the majority of the States) but you'd have to have a majority within each 
body and then a total overall majority, which was sensible anyhow, and people 
weren't going to get dragooned into something. 

Now that was a very good attempt, very well handled, and we worked very hard on 
it. We made a full confession of our guilt, that we had resisted the first time 
and we were sorry because we were wrong. History had proved we were wrong. But 
that wasn't enough to carry us over the line. 
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In recent times, within the last couple of years, there's been another move 
made internally to try and find a way, but that didn't get anywhere. I don't 
think it was handled well. I didn't support the way they handled it, although I 
supported the concept. I'm very pleased to see that a new approach has been 
started. I was very vocal at the time in saying, "For goodness sake get 
together, be prepared to make some quite major concessions, swallow hard and 
get together, and then you can sort yourself out," because once you get a body, 
a reputable body with proper rules, proper constitution, and proper 
administration, then you can gradually tighten up if you have to, on standards 
for qualification, standards of practice, ethical conduct, all that sort of 
thing. You are better able to deal with people when they are within a properly 
constituted body than you are if they are just nondescript people who don't owe 
allegiance to anybody. 

So I am pleased that they're moving nicely towards what could be the 
amalgamation of the two main bodies. It will also help governments because at 
the moment they must be confused sometimes when they've got to go to ASA and 
they've got to go to the Institute of Chartered Accountants. You're talking to 
two bodies instead of one. So here's hoping that within the next twelve months 
or so, that this amalgamation has been brought to a successful conclusion. It 
couldn't be at a better time when Australia's trying to sort itself out from 
not only professional and business malpractice, but also from government 
malpractice. 

Anyhow that's a deviation from telling you about the difference between Burkett 
and Court, Public Accountants, and C W Court, and then later Hendry Rae and 
Court, Chartered Accountants. 

[From this point, the transcript returns to the original interview.] 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 20 
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RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court, held in the Alexander 
Library Building on 9th July, 1990. 

Sir Charles, you've been telling me about an episode where you were growled at 
for whistling and I think it's worth repeating even though it goes back to 
Burkett and McLaren times. 

COURT Well I, as a boy, was always sort of a - I don't know what you'd 
call it, whether it was something of a disease - always whistling. I suppose it 
was because I was involved in music and it was one way of memorising pieces too 
as you rode your bike or walked along. I know in my mind I'd be seeing the 
music up in front of me and I'd be memorising a piece because you must remember 
when you're playing a cornet solo you're a single note instrument and it was 
not like a piano or something like that. Anyhow it must have become an 
absolute disease because quite a few people over the years have complained, you 
know, "Why don't you shut up." But when I was working I used to have an even 
worse habit of whistling while I worked. If I was writing up books or I was 
doing anything like that, without realising it, I just whistled. Anyhow there 
was an old Scotchman at Burkett and McLaren.. He wasn't a fully qualified 
accountant but he was just one of these methodical, thoroughly reliable 
bookkeepers of the old style before machines and that sort of thing. Anyhow I 
know on occasions he did ask me, "Why in the hell can't you shut up Charlie? 
Your whistling's driving me mad," and I would probably for a little while. 
Anyhow It got so bad he went to Mr McLaren and said, "Charlie's driving me mad 
and he works in the same room as me". He said, "Perhaps you could stop him 
whistling like he does?" Mr McLaren said to him [laughs], "Well thank God 
somebody's happy around the joint" because you must remember it was the middle 
of the Depression and we were dealing [with] bankrupt estates by the dozens and 
receiverships, liquidations, and I suppose Mr McLaren adopted the philosophical 
view, he being a Scotchman, of course, and this other man being a Scotchman 
too. But that was the end of it. There were no more complaints about it. 

Rd Sir Charles, you were telling me last time about Harry and Ernest 
Hearn and the fact that they were lay preachers, and you passed the comment, "I 
could tell you some amusing stories abo9t how they evolved from the lay 
preacher stage to what they were later on." Please do. 

COURT Well Ernest, of course, was quite different in personality to Harry. 
Harry was one of these effervescent people. If he was going to be angry, he was 
angry and he got It out of his system. Ernest was more inclined to bottle it 
up a bit. Ernest developed some problem with his walking, with his legs, I 
think. Anyhow he couldn't play golf and do those sorts of things so he 
eventually started to get interested in horses of all things. He became very 
well known at the race course both in Perth and if he was in the eastern 
states, he would go there, or anywhere. He became very interested in horses 
and very knowledgeable about horses. That became his hobby, going to the races 
and studying the form and that sort of thing, which is so far removed from a 
person who remained a very, very strong Christian and a very strong churchman. 
He was still very involved in the Christian faith, but it was so far removed 
from the old Wesleyan style. It was against gambling, against drinking, 
against smoking, against all of these things, a real Calvinist type of 
approach. 

Anyhow Ernest used to always get into work early on Saturday morning and his 
brother couldn't understand why. In the later years he used to come in after 
the normal time, at a more convenient time. They both worked very hard and 

------------------------ 
This transcript, p. 230. 
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they were both very conscientious but he probably didn't come in as early as he 
used to when he was doing work in the factory, you know, physical work in the 
factory; Harry became rather intrigued as to why Ernest always used to get in 
very early on a Saturday morning; They found out the reason for It was that 
the cleaner lady had a son who worked in the racing stables at Belmont and she 
used to [laughs] give him some good tips for the day; So that was good enough 
for Ernest to get in early so as to get the good tips, good oil, for the day 
from this lady; It just shows how people change over a period of time; 

Also Ernest liked his nip of whisky and so on which again is so far removed; 
He didn't drink very much but he was what would be considered to be a 
"knowledgeable drinker", a connoisseur of whiskies and that; not ordinary 
whisky but he had to have the right sort of whisky; It was quite remarkable to 
see him enjoy a drink. (I like to see people drink and enjoy it and not just 
because they want a volume of drink but they have a drink because they enjoy 
it.) That was quite different to Harry; Harry would drink a variety of drinks 
and sometimes drink too much but Harry was the effervescent one; Right to the 
end when he spoke he spoke with that sort of evangelical zeal; Even if he was 
talking about the Industrial Arbitration Act or something of that kind, it had 
that evangelical zeal about it. He used to speak in a way which would pose a 
question in the old, almost theatrical, style and then pause; 

Which brings me to a rather - it's a sad story but nevertheless knowing Harry's 
love of fun and his effervescent nature;;;; If he was alive he'd laugh at the 
story; He actually died while he was addressing a Liberal Party meeting down in 
Brunswick way, down in the south; 1 think It was near Brunswick, he was 
addressing a meeting; if it wasn't Brunswick it was nearby there; He actually 
died while he was giving his address; I can't imagine a more glorious death as 
far as Harry was concerned, especially if he was giving a dramatic utterance- 
But the minutes of that particular meeting are quite a classic- The secretary 
must have been one of these meticulous recorders of business procedure and she 
records in great detail how he gave this dramatic utterance and, of course, all 
the business leading up to it, and how he collapsed in the middle of this 
utterance and then they found that their guest speaker had actually died in the 
process; She then graphically records how they called for a doctor and the 
ambulance and all that sort of thing; C ] She records that in great detail 
in the minutes [up to when] the ambulance had apparently gone off to the 
hospital; Then she records how they were all very sad and so on but they then 
had a "very nice cup of tea" [laughs]; The way it's recorded in the minutes, I 
can't get the exact words, but I've often regretted that I didn't actually get 
a copy of those minutes to keep it because it's the classic case of a very 
dramatic moment; I can imagine Harry because he never, ever gave a speech 
half-hearted; He gave it with all he's got, you see; He would actually have 
collapsed in the middle of one of his calculated pauses that he used to make; 
He used to bring things to a head and then pause for the reaction; He then 
would have apparently died instantaneously; Then the way she goes in[to] great 
detail about all the procedures, the formalities and how reverent they were and 
so on, and then she records how they then had a well earned cup of tea after 
this [laughs]; It was so quaintly recorded, so simply recorded that it had a, 
almost an anti-climax about it If Harry had been able to read those minutes 
from above, no one would have laughed more than Harry about it; He'd have 
said, "That wasn't a bad way to end the meeting with a decent cup of tea;" 

There was a whole series of these things; I remember going to Melbourne [in 
19511 when they were having the flotation of the company from the partnership 
into a limited company and not only limited company but to a public company so 
it would be quoted on the Stock Exchange; Remember this was a tremendous 
moment in the life of not only Harry and Ernest but the whole of the family 
because they'd been very much a family concern and a partnership and they 
hadn't sought in the early days to become a public company at all; So it was a 
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tremendous thing to have to float from a partnership and a family concern then 
into a public company. I, as a young chartered accountant, was given the job 
of bringing about this change and so I had to be more or less an arbiter 
between the different family interests, not that there was any friction at all 
but to make sure that there was a balance and an understanding; When you're 
acting professionally your big concern is to make sure that where there are two 
parties, that both parties thoroughly understand the total deal; You rarely 
ever have any trouble after a professional transaction if all of the people 
involved thoroughly understand what they're agreeing to; Sometimes I used to 
annoy them a little bit by being a bit more than punctilious you might say (If 
that's possible) in making sure everyone understood what they were signing; 
Sometimes a person who thought he might be getting away with something or might 
be getting an easy ride because something hadn't been highlighted would get a 
little bit annoyed with you and more or less say, "Who are you acting for?" 
You'd point out to them it was better to have the problems before you sign; 
It's very unpleasant if people come back later and say, "I didn't think it was 
quite like this;" So I had to be absolutely punctilious about it to preserve 
the balance between all parties and that was all done very smoothly; 

Sir Ian Potter;.;; he was not Sir Ian then, he was Mr Ian Potter, and he was 
the head of ran Potter & Co In Melbourne, which was not only one of the biggest 
but was one of the most respected and up and coming brokers; Ian Potter was 
one of the most handsome men; I think next to Lance Brisbane, he'd be one of 
the most handsome men I ever saw and always beautifully groomed and beautifully 
spoken and very efficient and very FAST in everything he did; I was 
commissioned by them to do work that normally they would have brought in their 
own accountants but Hearn brothers were anxious that I did it; So instead of 
the Melbourne accountant that normally did their work doing it, Ian Potter got 
me to do it; So that was a bit of a feather in my cap because being associated 
with Potters meant a lot, not only in Melbourne but particularly in Perth; So 
I did all of that and in doing that naturally I did all the consultations with 
Ian Potter personally and with his senior partners and so On; So we were all 
ready for the big flotation when we went over to Melbourne [for the big day); 
What the Hearn brothers didn't understand was that all of the technical work 
and all of the professional work and financial assessments and all that sort of 
thing had been all done and agreed, you see; The few little nuances had to be 
sorted out and I'd sorted them all out before we got there; 

So we went over together; There was Harry and there was Ernest and there was 
myself, just the three of us, and over we went, which was a big family 
occasion; I realised this was a big moment in their lives; Of course they 
were still very much in the Perth mentality of size of things and so on, 
whereas I'd got used to dealing with Potters over a number of things; I'd also 
been used to dealing with a number of clients in Melbourne, so I was a bit more 
in tune with the speed and the size of things; To me It was just another 
engagement; So we duly met in Ian Potter's office; He didn't have a very 
pretentious office in those days but it was just comfortable and he had his top 
men there that had to do the hack work of the actual flotation and so Ofl; I 
didn't realise that both Harry and Ernest had prepared speeches and they'd 
agreed which one was to go first in making their big presentation to Ian 
Potter; I felt a bit of a heel after, but I'd done it so well there was 
nothing to discuss, you see. So Ian Potter introduced himself (meeting them 
for the first time, of course) and they duly sat down; The formalities over, 
Ian Potter with his papers neatly in front of him said, "Well gentlemen," he 
said, "this has been a very pleasant occasion for us;" He said, "Charles Court 
has done a superb job professionally; He knows what we require and he's 
anticipated most of our needs; He's conferred with you about these various 
adjustments that had to be made so as to preserve the right ratios and get the 
flotation on a basis that would be practical and possible to meet all the stock 
exchange [requirements];" 1 can always remember this verbatim [laughs] because 
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Ian Potter used to talk in a rather sharp, quick, precise way, you see. So he 
said, "I'm pleased to meet you and if you're ready to sign these documents, 
well we can complete the underwriting arrangement." 

Well then I realised that both Potter and myself had committed the unforgivable 
because Ernest and Harry both had their notes there for these speeches they 
were going to make. They almost reacted angrily and said, "Don't we have to say 
something?" I gave Ian a bit of a nudge and that I'd explain it to him later 
but he'd better listen [laughs] to what they'd got to say. They both then 
launched into their speeches. I'd warned them not to say too much because this 
was a man of action and he was only interested In results and figures and 
ratios and all that sort of stuff, you see. Anyhow they both said their little 
piece and honour was served and afterwards I said, "I should have warned you 
Ian because this is a big moment in their lives and if they hadn't have been 
able to say their little piece on behalf of the family, it would have been an 
anti-climax. No matter how successful the flotation, they wouldn't have felt 
that they'd done the right thing." So he said, "Look I quickly sensed what you 
were on about." He said, "We've had people like this before where it's their 
all. It's their whole total life. They put everything of themselves into it 
and," he said, "I should have realised that," he said, "but everything's been 
done." We'd got to a point where it only really wanted their signature because 
we'd agreed to do the underwriting and all that sort of thing. 

Then we were out of the place; everything signed, sealed and delivered and we'd 
all had a cup of tea and a drink and celebrated the thing. It was all over in 
an hour and they, of course, were expecting to have to come back for several 
times. 1 don't know why because I made it clear that everything had been 
agreed. All the obstacles had been removed and all they had to do was get down 
to the final nitty gritty of agreeing to the underwriting and then the 
flotation. So I then realised that Harry and Ernest felt they would be around 
for some days and be called in and have consultations and so on but Harry then, 
he went his way and Ernest went his way. Ernest said, "Well I'm going to stay 
till Saturday." (This was Thursday, I think). "I'm staying till Saturday," and 
Harry had something else to do in connection with the Liberal Party if I 
remember rightly. He had a great friend in Sir Frank Richardson who was the 
head of Cox Brothers in those days and they used to hunt together on matters to 
do with the Liberal Party and Employers' Federation and that sort of thing. So 
Harry went his way [and] Ernest went his way but Ernest said, "Would you like 
to come to the races on Saturday?" I said, "Yes." It was at Moonee Valley and a 
future Lord Mayor of Melbourne, [Sir Frank Sellick), at that time was a great 
friend of Ernest's. He ran some theatres. He introduced the idea of the small 
theatre getting away from the big old-style Hoyts Theatre with all that ornate 
praesidium and all that sort of stuff and that would seat hundreds and hundreds 
of people and have big staff. He introduced this idea of the small theatre with 
probably just an operator and one ticket taker and he did extremely well. They 
perfected this down to a very fine art with a certain type of picture. 

So Sir Frank [Sellick], as he was then, got the necessary tickets for Ernest 
and 1 to go with him into the committee's section of the Moonee Valley 
Racecourse. That's why Moonee Valley Racecourse has got very pleasant memories 
for me. Well Ernest was a great racing man, so was Sellick, and they sort of 
put me in a comfortable seat and said, "You won't mind if we go off and do our 
racing" because they were both full of ideas, full of tips and full of form 
[guides] and full of everything As it happened, full of everything except 
winners. Well I became very friendly with one of the committeemen and he was 
also an owner and he gave me a horse for the first race. Ernest and Sellick 
came back and they said, "What are you going to back?" I said, "This," and 
they said, "What in the hell would you back that for?" I said, "Well this 
committeeman seemed to know a bit about it." "Oh," he said, "you don't take 
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any notice of him; He owns a lot of horses but they're always going to win; 
they never do," and so on 5 o the race was duly run and my horse wonT So I 
put the money in my pocket, and then the next race and this fellow said, "I 
haven't got a horse running in this race but I think this horse will do pretty 
well;" So I thought, why not back it? The other two, with all their 
knowledge, didn't do any good! 

So this went on all day and so by the time we got to, I think it was the sixth 
race, I'd backed five winners taking the advice of this man who was supposed to 
know nothing; There was a horse starting in the last race called Dornoch, 
(D-0-R-N-0-C-H; not door knock) but that was the name; I presume it would be a 
Scotch name: Dornoch7 This chap said, "This is my horse and," he said, "it'll 
win this race-" He said, "Now you'll probably hear that it's been a horse that 
starts very fast and leads into the straight and It'll lead into the straight 
by a long way and then they'll tell you how it just stops," you see- He said, 
"It's a born stopper but," he said, "we've found out what's wrong with it and," 
he said, "I've been to the stewards and explained what we've done to it, what 
the vet's done to it and so on and we don't think it will "choke" any more- It 
will keep running on till the finish and so it should win but it'll be very 
long odds because everyone remembers it leading into the straight by up to 50 
or more yards and still losing because it just stops and the others just run 
over It; So," he said, "you'll get good odds for it;" So I thought, well I've 
got all this pocket full of money, why not? I put more money on that horse than 
I've ever put on a horse on a racecourse before or since because I had a pocket 
full of money from their money and I thought, what does it matter? I think I 
got over 20/1 for this; That was the public feeling towards this horse that 
had always been a stopper; 

RJ About how much would you have put on? 

COURT Oh I think I put ten pounds, and that for me, normally a ten 
shilling bettor at the most, but I had this pocket full of money and I just 
felt a bit rashi In the meantime my two friends hadn't backed a winner all day 
and when I told them I'd backed Dornoch they just laughed; I said, "All right, 
well it doesn't matter; It's their money anyhow that I'm using;' Anyhow this 
is the one time Dornoch won and it went on and won more races after that but 
this is the one time It came Into the straight in front and stayed in front 
much to the amazement of everybody; 

Well this is the last race and, of course, if you're going to pick money up 
from a bookmaker (I put this on the books, not on the tote) after the last race 
and you've backed a 20/1 winner, there's no one there [laughs], and [he's] the 
most happy man on the course; He's probably only got one chap to pay out and 
he's the happiest man about because everything else in the bag is his, you see; 
So I went up to this bookmaker and he said, "Oh congratulations; How did you 
pick that one?" I explained to him how and so he said, "Well you'll want this 
in big money, won't you?" I said, "No I don't;" I said, "I want it in small 
notes;" So he said, "Well that's most unusual; When anyone has a win this 
size they always like to get it in big notes so it's inconspicuous and they are 
very careful going to their car because people are watching all the time;" So 
he said, "You're unusual;" He said, "Why do you want it in small notes?" I 
said, "When I get to the car I want to be stuffing notes into my pocket 
[laughs] so that my two friends that know all about the races and haven't 
backed a winner all day can see me stuffing these notes into my pocket;" So 
that was a very pleasant day I spent at Moonee Valley with Ernest and his 
friend-,  

But it's a far cry, of course, Ernest at the racecourse like that, the 
knowledgeable punter, from the earliest days when I knew Ernest and Harry and 
they were very much the Wesleyans; As a matter of fact right up until the time 
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he died Harry Hearn always got home on a Sunday night. I've been at meetings 
with him and he's left for home early. They used to have a half an hour's hymn 
singing on the ABC which they don't have now and they used to have a choir from 
a different church around Australia, usually a choir that had a good 
[reputation and] sometimes the whole congregation where you had a church - some 
of these non-conformist churches have congregations which sing with a great 
fervour and also sing rather well. Not in a raucous sort of a way but it's 
almost like an enlarged choir because they're brought up on this singing. 
Some of these churches used to try and outdo one another and I know they used 
to rehearse ready for these recordings and then they'd do a half an hour 
straight of hymns that would be introduced. It might be the choir or it might 
be a whole congregation, Old Harry used to love these sessions and he'd go to 
untold bother to re-arrange his programme so as to get home on a Sunday evening 
just to hear that particular programme. His wife told me he used to sing alon 
with them and it was just part of their original background and [they would 
thoroughly enjoy it. 

Those things are not on the ABC any more and I notice that less and less of the 
religious sessions are on. For instance there used to be a lovely bible 
reading every morning that I never missed and today you get a substitute for 
it. You're not quite sure what it's going to be but the beautiful readings we 
used to have there just before the 7.15 news on 6WN (not 6WF) I felt used to do 
people good. It used to do me good when I was getting my breakfast and just 
looked forward to them because sometimes they'd have a week where you'd have a 
priest or a minister of a different church who'd just give a series of readings 
on a particular part of the bible and the whole five readings from Monday to 
Friday would be a sequence and I think it did people good. 

END OF TAPE 20 SIDE B 
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RJ Sir Charles, to get back to your setting yourself up in business, 
you referred last time to a typist/receptionist lady on your staff; At what 
stage were you able to add her to your staff, and what was her name? 

COURT Well she was a Stella Nightingale and she actually came from 
Shenton Park; West Subiaco as It was in those days; She was also [well known 
to my family]. We attended as boys and girls at the Derby Road Methodist 
Church; On top of that we went to the Rosalie State School [but not in the 
same classes]; Just about that time, bearing in mind it was the middle of the 
Depression, I think she had qualified as a school teacher (I'm not sure about 
that but I think she had) and they just weren't taking on teachers;1  The 
State government was so broke and the Niemeyer Report had been made It 
resulted in a flat cut throughout the whole of Australia: interest rates, 
rents, wages, everything-; There was a flat cut, a very arbitary cut which you 
wouldn't get away with today; It was just an edict more or less and that was 
that. Everybody, strangely enough, accepted it as being the medicine we had 
to take to deal with the situation and most people said, "Well, I'm grateful 
that I've got a job;" 

Anyhow she was contemplating taking up typing in lieu of the school teaching, 
I think-; Somehow or other the question came up of just manning the office for 
quite a nominal sum which again, these things you could do in those days; They 
were all done in good faith but you wouldn't be able to do It today because of 
awards and unions and that type of thing, bearing in mind that there was no 
Social Services as we know it today; So she came in to my office with [no 
training or experience] We had a typewriter (I acquired a typewriter) and she 
started there when I literally had no clients; So she had plenty of time to 
practise; The instructions were to type madly when she heard somebody coming 
down the passage [laughs] and at least look busy; She was a very efficient 
person and a very loyal person too; She's still alive and she had a son [Can 
Blakemore] who became a very famous footballer for Subiaco [playing from 
1963-71 and for WA in 1970-711; She lost both her husband and her son rather 
sadly-; She took up china painting at one stage [in later years]; She was a 
very capable person and a very nice person; We knew that she was doing china 
painting; Then some of her friends said, "Why don't you use your obvious 
talents to paint water colours or oils, as the case may be," and she did; 

There was a rather interesting sequel because my wife and I were at the 
paraplegic's annual art exhibition where they exhibited paintings from any 
artists who were prepared to exhibit; They usually did it on the basis that 
the paraplegics/quadraplegics got a percentage of the proceeds; Some artists 
would actually donate pictures; It's been very much part of the annual 
fundraising activities of the paraplegics/quadraplegics as so many other 
organisations do; Anyhow my wife and I were at this particular one and we saw 
this painting of flowers which, the size of It and the colours of it and the 
sheer beauty of It, attracted us. We had a place in the lounge where it would 
just fit and so we just bought it; It wasn't until we'd bought it that we 
realised that it had been painted by Stella; That made it doubly pleasing, 
the fact that we had bought it on the sheer merit of it with no emotional or 
other involvement, but on the sheer merit of it; It's given us a lot of 
pleasure because it's in the place where we put it In fact we shifted a 
picture from there to somewhere else because we were never quite happy with It 

------------------------ 
Sir Otto Niemeyer, Bank of England, London, was invited by the Australian 

Government "to advise the Commonwealth and State governments on the economic 
situation-." (Fred Alexander, Australia Since Federation, Nelson 1976, pp.  91-2 
(RJ)) 
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but this one, we've always been happy with it just where it is. That was a 
contact that came many, many years later because you can imagine [her start in 
my office] was a long, long time ago; 

She stayed with us for a long time and in fact later on her sister, Ethel, 
came to work for the firm; She and her husband (she became a Mrs Croft; 
that's the sister, Ethel) worked with the firm and were some of the mainstays 
of the firm during the whole of the wartime when so many of the male staff 
were away; It was people like them who really kept the place going; Dear old 
Mr Hendry and Miss Candish and a few other people like that, between them 
they kept the place alive so that when we came back we had something to start 
with; 

[The following additional information was added by Sir Charles on 8 January 
1991; It is not on the original set of tapes;] 

COURT I'm sorry I didn't mention this before because it was quite 
important to me; You can imagine this brash young man going out, setting 
himself up in Weld Chambers; I had a typewriter, not a particularly good one, 
but adequate; I had the minimum office equipment that you had to have; Of 
course, I've told you the story about the tables from home before Harry Hearn 
brought in that beautiful furniture; The question of quality typing didn't 
escape me, but I didn't think it would be required initially, and if necessary 
I could go to one of the professional typing agencies, of which there were 
quite a few; There was a Miss Spark, who used to do reporting; Her 
organisation used to do reporting at the Supreme Court; Also they used to do 
professional typing of a very high quality; They had a pool of these typists 
that you could either hire for a short time, presumably when someone was going 
on leave, or you could get a particular document typed and they had a very 
high quality, high standard.- 

But I never dreamt that very soon after I got going that I would have a need 
for a quality typing component, because Stella Nightingale I mentioned in an 
earlier interview, she wasn't a typist at all when she first came to me; She 
had to learn shorthand and typing; As you know she used to have to appear to 
be busy when anyone came near the place, and not just sitting there reading a 
book; She was very good at it too; At the same time it gave her a lot of time 
to do her practice and she became a very efficient typist, but that was 
further down the line; 

The two senior typists in Burkett and McLaren, Veronica (Ron) Cahill and Win 
Grove came to me and said, "Now look Charlie you haven't got an experienced 
typist and if you have something special to be done, we would be only too 
pleased to do it; We don't want to be paid, but we'd feel It was a 
contribution that we'd.like to make for the next few months; Don't hesitate, 
we'll do It out of hours, and there'd be nothing said about it, but we'd just 
like to make that our contribution to help you;" It so happened that when I 
was sorting out an estate and a couple of other things, I had to make 
presentations to banks, much quicker than I thought I would, and they had to 
be good; Not only did the work have to be good, but the presentation had to be 
good; it had to look professional; So these typists, when I contacted them and 
said, "Look I'm going to take you up on your offer", they not only came down 
and did these things and did them beautifully on two separate occasions, they 
bound them, because they were real professionals at it having been with the 
firm for a long time; That's with Burkett and McLaren for a long time; They 
were very skilled in the presentation of the documents; that's the binding of 
the documents; Having a nicely typed balance sheet and supporting accounts and 
appendices and report is one thing, if it's not nicely typed and bound it 
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loses a lot of Its effect whether you like it or not, bearing in mind in those 
days, of course, you didn't have photocopying. You had to make carbon copies 
to the extent that you needed them. 

I was very grateful because those two particular reports, I only wish that I 
had the foresight to keep them, because I reckon I'd be proud of them today. I 
put a lot of work in them because I had nothing else to do really, so I did 
much more than the client paid for. But I was learning, and I was learning not 
only the actual expertise of doing the things, but the marketing of It. 
Whether you like it or not it's a form of marketing when you present something 
nicely and you also rehearse yourself in the presentation of the document. A 
lot of people won't read the long documents and the appendices, so you've 
virtually got to rub their nose in the parts that matter so they can't plead 
ignorance later on. 

I thought it was worth recording because it was one of the many things along 
the road. The more you talk to me, the more I realise how much I owe to so 
many people, most of whom never sought any reward. They just offered to do 
these things, not only offered to do them, but did them and did them well. You 
know Mellor with the music and various other people that I've mentioned, they 
all did more than they had to do, for which I've been very, very grateful, and 
I hope I was able to express my gratitude to them at the appropriate time. No 
good waiting until I got an old man and they were all dead. But I always used 
to try and say thank you in the right way. 

Just on that point. When I left, the staff at Burkett and McLaren gave me a 
nice little desk set. When I was going through cleaning up some stuff (you 
realise that you're to blame for this, that I've been looking round a few 
things lately) sure enough I found this little desk set: two little inkwells 
on a black base. Of course In those days everyone used inkwells and nibs in 
their pens. We didn't have the luxury of fountain pens and biros and so on. 
But that was given to me by the staff as a little presentation when I left. 
They also gave me a very nice solid leather attache case, properly fitted up 
as a professional case, which I had for years and years. In fact I only threw 
it out about ten years ago. I'm sorry I didn't keep it, but it got in a fairly 
disreputable state as you can imagine. It was just a bit of a nuisance about 
the place, so I threw it out, but they gave me that and this little desk set, 
which I appreciated. 

But these girls on their own initiative made this offer and I didn't abuse It. 
I didn't run to them every time I had a problem. But until Stella Nightingale 
caught up, and then another girl we had, Miss Jean Hayles that came along, 
when they caught up I didn't need the assistance of the girls from Burkett and 
McLaren, or one of the outside agencies. In fact I never used an outside 
agency the whole time, although I'd planned to use one. 

RJ And what was the arrangement with the girls from Burkett and 
McLaren? 

COURT They would come down after five o'clock. 

[At this point the transcript returns to the original interview.] 

RJ And separate from Hendry Rae and Court days, up until that time 
when you were still on your own, did you ever employ any other staff? 

COURT Oh yes.. I was doing quite well. We built up the practice as 
you'd expect we would. It was a struggle starting from the one milkman client 
and I dealt with him, I think, on a previous time. That was Oscar Zanetti and 
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his brother Jules. I don't know if you can envisage this but the Weld Chambers 
was next to the old WA Club and there was a lane went between the two of them 
Don't forget I'd worked in Weld Chambers as office boy and as articled clerk 
with McLaren so the building was not strange to me; I knew it backwards 
because I'd spent all those formative years there and it was rather strange 
that I should come back there. In the meantime McLaren and Stewart - well it 
wasn't McLaren and Stewart - Burkett and McLaren had moved out and it had 
become McLaren, Coulten & Meagher and later on something else. They'd moved 
out of there [to Yorkshire House] and it was quite interesting that I moved 
back into the same building when I started on my own; 

I had some work from the theatre, the Ambassador's Theatre; Their back door, 
their stage door, opened into this lane that went up between WA Club and Weld 
Chambers; So when I would have the occasional season at the Ambassadors 
there, I could just change in to the right clothes for the performance and 
slip down the lane and go in the back door and be in time for the matinee; 
Night time, of course, I'd come in In black tie anyhow but it was quite 
interesting just sneaking out the back door; Perth, of course, was the sort 
of place you could do those things then and you thought nothing of it; It was 
just a sensible thing to do. 

I built up quite a staff and then eventually I had to move out of there 
because it was obvious that I - even though I had this good furniture provided 
by courtesy of the Hearn brothers, it was no place to expand the practice; It 
was only a matter of time and the place was going to be sold and pulled down, 
as eventually happened; At that time the Adelaide Steamship Company was 
opening up a lovely building up in the Terrace opposite the old WA Trustees; 
It was on the northern side of St George's Terrace and just near King Street; 
They built this prestigious building, not a big building as you didn't have 
those huge buildings in Perth in those days, but it was a prestigious 
building. It had beautiful marble in it and it was a very elegant building 
although not big. They were struggling to get tenants and I just saw that 
they were calling for tenants and I went to the agent and said, "This will be 
beyond my means but what would it cost to have a floor on a building like 
that?" He said, "Well It mightn't cost as much as you think;" I knew the 
chap and he said, "They're really struggling to let It;" Bear In mind It was 
only four storeys and they, of course, had the ground floor because in those 
days Adelaide Steamship was running regular steamers from Fremantle to Sydney; 
Mcllwraith McEacharn was one of the companies and Adelaide Steamship was 
another one. They ran these lovely passenger/freighters on a weekly cycle 
There was always one of them came in on a Monday and went out on a Saturday; 
It was part of the social life of Perth; They made me an offer for the first 
year which was just amazing. They wanted tenants in it and I said, "That's 
all right but what about the next year?" You see; The first year's all right 
just to get in there on that basis [but what of the future?] I did a very 
satisfactory deal with them for a reasonable period so that I knew exactly 
what was going to be the rent for the next, say three years; 

So I had this office into which I moved my lovely furniture and people thought 
I was doing better than I really was. It reminded me of what Harry Hearn said 
originally, "If you're going to play cricket you might as well look like a 
cricketer." This came to pass; So I shifted down there and I had quite a few 
staff then; 

It was after I'd shifted into there that Mr Hendry and Mr Rae made the 
approach to me to join them in a partnership; They had two separate 
practices It wasn't Hendry and Rae, it was Hendry had a practice and Rae had 
a practice, bearing in mind they were both quite old men compared with me and 
they were First World War people; They were a bit worried because they 
weren't enjoying the very best of health and their clients were a little bit 
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worried that they might not be able to service their business if anything 
happened to them and so on; So they conceived the idea of bringing the three 
practices together; Mr Hendry had seen me while he was Registrar of the 
Institute of Chartered Accountants and must have made his own assessment of me 
then and they made the approach to me; I don't know if I've told you this 
before, have I? 

RJ No, you have not. 

COURT Well they made the approach to me and Rita was very much against 
it. She said, "We're doing all right;" By this time Victor had just arrived; 
he was the eldest boy; We'd been married In the meantime and Victor had 
arrived; She was always very conservative and she [said], "We're doing all 
right; Why do we want to get mixed up with anybody else? We don't know them 
all that well. You might know them professionally but I don't know them at 
all, and you're getting more staff and you're getting more clients, and we 
seem to live reasonably well;" I said, "Well something tells me that at my 
age it's pretty dangerous. If anything happened to me, accident, illness, 
anything of that kind, you must realise that there'd be no one to give you 
anything. You might get a little bit for the practice but sole practitioners 
rarely have any goodwill to sell unless they are there to sell it to a partner 
or to nurse it through. If somebody else buys it they can be present (if 
they're not going to be a partner) to make sure the goodwill is ongoing, you 
see. So something tells me that it might be better if we had the 
consolidation of the practice, bearing in mind that they want me to be the 
most active of the partners and within a reasonable time to take the whole lot 
over because they're not wanting to expand themselves; They're wanting to 
ease their own practices in and then when the firm is well established, they 
have visions of getting out reasonably soon"; of course not banking on a war 
coming along. 

It was then that we made the decision that when anything like that had to be 
decided, it was best that I made the decision; I know this is contrary to all 
the marriage guidance and all that sort of stuffs All the ordinary things of 
running the house and what we're going to eat and what the children were going 
to wear and all that sort of thing, well that was Rita's domain which she 
loved; Any of these major decisions in her very simple, sound way, she said, 
"If you don't do it, you'll regret it forever because it might prove to be a 
great success and you'll regret that you didn't do it; If I tell you to do it 
and it doesn't succeed, well then you could say, I could have stopped you" 
So we made this very simple arrangement that any of these major decisions of 
that kind where it was very, very crucial in one's career, even in life itself 
almost, as happened when the wartime decision came along, then it was best 
that I made that decision, then if anything happened there was no-one else to 
blame for it; So the decision was made, but I must admit It had Its moments 

Mr Hendry was a lovely, dear fellow, and gentle man, very learned man, great 
scholar; Unfortunately he didn't marry and have about ten children because 
his two sisters were wonderful people and they didn't marry either; It seemed 
to be a great waste that people like them didn't marry and pass on the genes 
to future generations. The great moment had come when Harvey Rae, who was a 
boisterous fellow...; he lost his arm in the First World War; had a wonderful 
wife called Nettle. She was really a lovely person. We always used to say 
only Nettie could put up with Harvey, he was such a boisterous fellow and such 
an outgoing fellow and an enthusiast for everything he was in; He had a LOUD 
voice; You could hear him a mile away; Cam Hendry was just the reverse 
They were great friends; This Sunday morning they were to come home and meet 
Rita because they both thought it was desirable that they should meet Rita, 
not for their sake but for her sake so she could see what sort of people I was 
joining up with. 
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I remember (we were in the same house we're in nowi Of course, because we've lived there ever since we were married) it was a lovely sunny morning, a Sunday morning toot Victor (who's now 52 by the way), he was a brand new baby in his little bassinet with light netting material that you put over these [bassinets to keep',the files out]-; He was sound asleep out there and I was on the front verandah with Rita waiting for these two to arrive Harvey arrives with Cam and walks across the lawn and shouts out at the top of his voice, "Here we are
,
" and so on (there was never a muted entrance by Harvey) and he said, "We want to see this baby we've heard so much about-" He goes straight. over and pulls this netting off the top of the bassineti Rita, being our first baby, you're over cautious with it and you sort of peep in about three times a night to see If It's still breathing (laughs] and all this sort of thingi When you get to the fifth one you don't have to worry about those things but 'the first one, everyone had to keep quiet when he was sleeping and so on- Harvey comes up, rips this thing off and, "Let's have a look at this baby" Cam was trying to quieten him down a bit and Rita was getting a bit angry about iti Of course Harvey said, "That's a lot of rot-. He'll sleep through all this-. He's a healthy baby;" He sald,'"We've had them like this-." He said, "You just get them used to the noise," you.see? Of course [laughs] the mad thing about It from Rita's point of view was that he never 'stirred? This raucous voice that ydu could hear a hundred yards away, 'you see:-. He put the cover back again, we- had a cup of tea and we went on and had our meeting on the front'verandah-7 Rita was running around worried about Victor while we had morning tea and our mèet1ng I'll never forget; Rita often tells this story She became very fond of both of them, both in a different way- 

Harvey Rae and Nettle were very special people Nettie was a great host, really a great host, and many are the dinner parties we've had at their places, the 1-lendrys and the Raes, more so than at our place because they were older people and better equipped to do. it? But we've had some wonderful functions' at the Raes and the Hendrys? They always used to , bring their friends,[and relations]? Of course they're both.'of Scotch origin too, both the Raes' and the Hendrys-? They were great hosts and that's 'how It. started and it proved to be the perfect partnership because I could not tell you where the partnership agreement Is? We never,, ever had it Out during the whole of the lifetime of Hendry and Rae It was the perfect partnership because.when you never have to look at the partnership agreement, everything's going nicely? We had variations of profitsi They looked after Rita while I was away. t, the. War and then after the War when each one, was retiring, we never'signed anything? We would just have a chat round a cup of tea and all fixed;, the perfect partijership [I could not tell you where the agreement is or-what happened to itt] 

RJ . Sir  -Charles, we will get a lot more about Hendry.Rae and Court later on in the story but just again, to go backto the time of your own business on your own', up until the time of Hendry Rae and 'Court, how many staff do you know. you would have employed? 
COURT , ', I couldn't be precise but I think there'd be about eight or nine They'were brought.ln for different things, bearing in m1ndj of course, that peoplewere still' desperate fOr work and you could employ people on different conditions to what you could todayT.  It was mutually satisfactory-?  They were 

--------------------- 
--_1,._ .-- - .._ - copy or Tfle Deed of Partnership" signed on 23 July 1930 arid a:-copy is attached pp. 2309-2313.'Also attached is a copy -of "The Foundation of Partnership" written' on 15 August 1938, Pp. 2314-2316 and "Aims and Objects" of Hendry Rae and Court, p., -2317. 
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anxious to be employed, to have the dignity and the satisfaction of doing 
meaningful work and I, on the other hand, of course, had to be able to get 
assistance on a basis that I could sell it at least on a break-even basis- I 
wasn't making all that much money because I was still relying on music for 
topping up the income. I eventually got married and then I started having a 
family so I had my own problems but we had a nice little team together there 
We did good work because whatever client you got, got 100 per cent treatment-
You can be assured of that because you just had to work like fury to do it 
well so as to hopefully attract some other business because of word of mouth, 
because of recommendations and so on-; Eventually, as I've told you, we went 
on, shifted out of the old Weld Chambers down to Adelaide Steamship and 
bearing in mind that I took a whole floor there and that in itself was a bit 
of a challenge; I got it cheaply, admittedly and eventually when Hendry Rae 
and Court was formed I took all my assets [the Hearn furniture] and things 
over to Newspaper House-. Hendry Rae and Court started in Newspaper House; on 
the third floor of Newspaper House; 

Rd It was a very brave step you'd taken back in 1933, which we've 
already said was in the Depression; At what stage did you feel you were going 
to make it? 

COURT After about twelve months I started to feel that I knew what was 
needéd and that I had what was needed, bearing in mind I had a lot of 
experience far beyond my years with McLaren, for which I didn't become truly 
grateful until many years later when I was able to look back and realise how 
ungrateful I was for the tremendous training I'd had and the experience I'd 
had; See when I was eighteen and nineteen and twenty I was doing things that 
normally a person wouldn't do until he was 24, 25 or more- I suppose the fact 
was I volunteered for these things and put myself in the position to do these 
things and I did them. I must have done them reasonably well, such as 
[organising and] presiding at meetings of creditors and so on; No-one ever 
asked how old I was; When I wasn't presiding I'd be conducting the meetings 
[in preparation] so that the appointed chairman would be taking overt But 
no-one ever questioned why this boy was doing these things7 So I had all this 
background, all this experience, plus the fact I was reasonably confident 
You had to be to go out on your own; probably a bit cheeky to go out on your 
OWfl; 

So after about a year I realised that I was attracting the sort of clients 
that were necessary to form the basis of a good practice; By the time I 
joined with Hendry and Rae I did have a profitable practice and what was more 
important, a soundly based practice with a diversity of work that was growing 
and attracting its own clientele. 

Rd Besides the clients that you've spoken of, any others that 
particularly stand out in your mind? Any work that you did? 

COURT It was all exciting [laughs] because most of them were broke 
anyhow; You see I told you about the work I got from the National Bank and I 
also got some work from the Bank of New South Wales, as it was then7 I think 
I've told you about the famous Bert Hogg who came over from Sydney- 

Rd No.- 

COURT Well, he came over from Sydney; Apparently he was one of the up 
and coming young men and had actually got to the point when he was either the 
manager or about to be the manager of the Castlereagh Street branch in Sydney 
At that time that was regarded as a very important milestone in the life of 
any young banker who was heading for the top He did something which is 
partly humorous and partly not so humorous which put him in a very difficult 
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situation with the Bank but it was a sign of his great ability and promise 
that instead of banishing him from the Bank, they banished him to Western 
Australia; 

I often tell this story to young bankers, as banking was a very, very personal 
thing in those days; He was sent to a little place in Hay Street between 
Milligan Street and King Street, almost half way near where Coventry Motors 
replacement parts were established for many years; I think there's a lane 
through there now; It could be Shafto Lane, I'm not sure but it wasn't there 
then; There were masses of lanes then; You've got to realise that block from 
St eorge's Terrace down to Wellington Street and with King Street and 
Milligan Street on their east and west boundaries (you can just imagine that 
block) was a mass of little people, little traders; You name it, they were 
there: tyre retreaders, motor trimmers, duco painters, motor repairers and 
motor electrical repairers; You name it, all these little businesses; This 
was before the days when they didn't have [vehicle] components like they have 
today; If you want to get your car repaired today, you usually have to put in 
a component; They take out the old one and throw it away and put in a new 
component; In those days they actually repaired carburettors and repaired all 
the equipment that went with it, radiators and so on; Some of these people 
specialised in radiator repairs and so on 

END OF TAPE 21 SIDE A 
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COURT Bert Hogg came over and he was used to having a lot of 

responsibility, coming from the position that he held; They actually 

established him in half a fruit shop; I know that sounds silly but right on 

the corner of where Shafto Lane is today there was a fruit shop there and he 

had his bank. What was then the Hay Street branch of the Bank of New South 

Wales, was In half of that fruit shop. Now he was one of these get up and go 

fellows, a very impressive man, and he went out after business; He was one of 

those bankers who was more concerned about the personal equation rather than 

the assets; He was quite unique. He was a breath of fresh air, bearing in 

mind all of these people round there were struggling, struggling to survive; 

By the time he had been there a very short while he convinced the Bank to 

build the very nice building which became the brand new Hay Street branch of 

the Bank of New South Wales. It was quite a pretentious building in those 

days; So he shifted from this little shop across into this quite palatial Hay 

Street branch. The Bank since then, of course, has shut that down and they've 

concentrated down on the corner of Hay Street and King Street but the Hay 

Street branch started [in the fruit shop and then in the new building]-; 

He built up a very, very big business; He literally swamped the whole of that 

area there, much to the annoyance of the other banks; I suppose in some ways 

he must have gone pretty close to touting for business in an unprofessional 

way, but he didn't really because I saw him in action with some of my clients-; 

At that stage I had to rely entirely on little clients; The big shops like 

Boans and that sort of thing were never going to be mine so I had to rely on 

the little people that were starting out on their own I quickly learned that 

if they succeeded, I succeeded, I got a bigger client; If they started off 

employing two or three men and they went up to employing ten men, well my fees 

went up accordingly because they had bigger problems and they had more work to 

be done and tax and family rearrangements and so your practice was growing 

with them; For that reason I got very personally involved with these people-; 

So if you can imagine a rabbit warren of these little businesses there and 

Bert Hogg commanding a very big proportion; It's to his credit that when he 

was transferred, having "made it" with the Bank, having redeemed himself and 

gone from half a fruit shop to this beautiful new building, he was transferred 

to take over Bourke Street branch in Melbourne; This would be a very big lift; 

It more or less put him back Into the stream that he was in before; 

I did a lot of work with him with my clients: It was nothing to be there on a 

Thursday night long after closing hours and going through the problems of 

little clients who had to struggle to pay their wages at 12:00 o'clock [next 

day] (it was always 12.00 o'clock on Friday), to pay their wages on Friday; 

You'd go through their list of their debtors and you'd go out with a list of 

instructions; You'd go to a client and say, "Well you get this in by ll;00 

o'clock and wages are okay, and something else and something else; It was 

quite an exciting time, I can tell you; Thursday night you more or less left 

yourself fairly free for your clients rather than anything else; No other 

banker ever did it with me but Hogg used to do it quite regularly; He knew 

every one of these people, the problems they were having; Sometimes he'd do a 

little bit of a fudge so as to run over the 12;00 o'clock; They mightn't get 

their cheque In till 2;00 but they got their wages at 12:00, so great was the 

personal goodwill that he built up: A couple of them, he wouldn't give them a 

cent because he thought they were bad people; He might trust them one week 

and if they let him down, that was the end; From then on it was money in the 

bank before you could draw against it. I learned a lot watching him: 



TAPE 21 SIDE B COURT 261 

When he got this transfer, all of the traders around there got me (knowing 

that I was pretty close to him) to arrange a luncheon. It must be the only 

time that a banker of that kind, not a State manager but just a little local 
bank manager) has had such a function. [Nearly] two hundred turned up to 

that. They all paid, of course, because there was no one else to pay for it. 

It was quite a moving occasion for Bert Hogg. Years after when I used to see 

him in Melbourne he used to always refer to this as the big moment in his 

life. He'd made it from this big setback that he had and then he'd clawed his 

way back and taken on this big, very important branch in Bourke Street in 

Melbourne. 

Working with him, of course, there was something in it for me because I was 

after clients. So you can see it was a.... I had to concentrate on little 

people. Many of those people, of course, today have long since retired and 

retired rich and most of them - not all of them - most of them stayed with the 

firm for years and years. Of course one of the things about it is as firms 

like that grow and they prosper, it's not very long before the big boys take 

them over. So since the advent of the "big eight" in the profession you lose 

those clients almost automatically once somebody very big takes them over. 

These little chaps that you built up to become medium and then large 

businesses on their own, you rather sadly break that personal connection that 

you've had almost for a lifetime. 

Rd There's also the story of Zanetti and the Peel Estate, Sir 

Charles. 

COURT Well that was in the time before I became part of Hendry Rae and 

Court, of course, but the Zanetti brothers used to pick up milk down in the 

Peel Estate and bring it back to their depot that they'd established in Mt 

Lawley. They used to take meat and groceries, and in certain times of the 

year, take down feed for the cattle down there. Oscar Zanetti, who was the 

one who originally arranged for me to do his books, he used to drive the truck 

in the early days, before they got more than one truck and then started to 

employ drivers. Both Jules and Oscar Zanetti were very hard workers. Oscar, 

more often than not, used to drive the truck down there and they used to take 

the produce down, the groceries and all of those things and quite an amount of 

meat which used to be supplied by WO Johnston & Sons. Fred Johnston died 

recently and he was a young man then with a butcher's apron and everything and 

used to bring this meat over ready for the truck to take it down in the middle 

of the night. The trucks used to go down in the middle of the night. [At 

that time] the roads were pretty bad down there as you can image, all through 

that Peel Estate. They would take all this produce down, including some grain 

and feed for the cattle, and then pick up the milk and bring the milk back and 

put it straight into the plant because of the time factor. This was a very 

critical operation and they used to cia It in the middle of the night because 

of the cool of the evening and so on. [The milk was in cans. It was before 

bulk milk transport and tankers.] 

Well you can imagine the settling of accounts because the farmers got paid for 

their milk and their cream and off that would be deducted the things that were 

bought for them; might even be a little bit of equipment; might be all sorts 

of strange things. It became a very real service between them [i.e. between 

producers and Ayrshire Dairy 1. There was always arguments as to whether they 

were over-charged or not properly credited for their milk and their cream. 

Remember It's about this time the Milk Board came into operation and you had 

pasteurisation and all that sort of thing so it was a new era In the dairy 

industry. So Oscar used to say to me, "Oh we've got all these arguments about 

these accounts." He said, "How about you coming down, say once a month. 

They'll know that you're coming down and we'll have a grand sorting out. 

They'll believe you before they'll believe rue and," he said, "after all I'm 
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lumping meat and groceries and chaff and bran and you name it and putting milk 

back on" (It's heavy, heavy work, you see) "and you're not in the mood and 

it's not my business anyhow." 

We had a very conscientious lady that used to keep all these records, a Miss 

TrigweIl. She was a very methodical person and a nice person and she was 

there for years and years. I knew that she would conscientiously try to have 

the accounts right. So I used to go down and just concentrate on sorting out 

the differences. So once a month I used to go down with Oscar, or whoever was 

driving, at 4.00 am. It could be raining and you've no idea [laughs] how cold 

it was in that truck, and then you'd be ready for the problems. You were 

trying to sort these things out with the lights of the truck or a torch or 

something like that. I developed quite a communication with these people and 

they eventually got to trust me. You never really sorted out all the 

arguments. They always believed there was something wrong. They weren't 

getting a big enough credit for their milk or their cream or they were being 

charged too much for groceries but eventually you'd arrive at something that 

they would accept. It was an experience for me. When you think of It, a 

chartered accountant, this is hardly the sort of thing that he expects to do 

but I never regretted it at all. I always felt it gave me a rather different 

approach to life. Even when I became a minister, then when I became a premier, 

I always had this hands on sort of approach. I never found it a hardship at 

all. I never got to a situation and you'd say, "I'm above that now and I 

can't be bothered doing that sort of thing." I found that's where you 

retained an amazing communication with people and a tolerance of people. 

You'll laugh at the next thing, but every three months the Zanetti brothers 

used to arrange a little social down at Mandogalup and Mundijong and these 

places. There were a number of very primitive halls down there. From what I 

remember of them they were mainly galvanised iron but they were halls and they 

were the social centres for those little places. They'd have these dances and 

a few items and some supper turned on. They were a very simple thing but it 

was very much part of the goodwill between Ayrshire Dairy (as they were known; 

that was the Zanetti brothers, Jules and Oscar) and their suppliers down 

there. I used to have to go down, not every time but every second one at 

least, go down and, of course, I had to provide some harmony down there. I 

had to provide some solos and we'd have to take a pianist down with us and 

probably do an item or two with the dance band and so on. So I became pretty 

well known amongst them, not only as the chartered accountant that looked 

after their affairs but also as part of the social system. 

It's very interesting. About two years ago I got a letter from somebody down 

at Baldivis saying, "There's a lady down here says that you used to play the 

cornet at the Ayrshire Dairy dances in the Peel Estate down here and people 

say they can't believe that's true." They reckoned it was a story. So I 

said, "No, it happens to be true." I said, "Next time I'm down your way my 

wife and I will call in if you tell me what's a convenient time." So we did. 

We went down to Baldivis and had a very pleasant morning down there and they 

produced the man who was the accountant for Ayrshire Dairy and at the same 

time used to turn up at their social functions and used to settle their 

accounts in the middle of the night in the rain and the hail and the light of 

the trucks or torches and so on. So it was a pleasant little episode that 

vindicated the lady concerned, who they thought was shooting a line but she 

was true. She was one of those - apparenty was a girl on one of these dairy 

farms at the time when I used to come down. Her mother and father used to talk 

about it. 
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RJ That's of course a social playing of your music, but you've 
already said that you used your music while you were building up your practice 

to survive. If you had not have had music, could you have made it on your 
own? 

COURT I doubt it. I doubt it, bearing in mind, of course, I was 

qualified and had a lot of experience. I could have always got a living going 
back to working for the profession. In fact if it hadn't been for music, I 

would never have left [Burkett and McLaren ], I'd have never have had that 
extra bit of confidence, cheek, (call it what you like), to take the plunge 

because I always knew that I could get a living out of music. It wasn't 
something that I was unaware of because I'd been involved in music all my life 

and in a semi-professional way for many, many years so I knew that I could 
always get a living that way, I wouldn't starve. But if I hadn't have had 
that music to fall back on I don't think I would have taken the plunge. I 
don't think I'd have had the courage to say to the boss, "Well look if you 
don't give me four pounds a week, I'm leaving you." 

RJ Sir Charles, this seems an appropriate time for us to look in 

greater depth of your life in music. You have made some references to It 
throughout this interview and there is also an interview you did with Jim 

Chapman in 1983. With your permission, I propose to take in a large part of 
that interview to save you going over that same ground but there are things 

about that that I would like more information about. 

[The following pages are virtually a verbatim transcript of an interview with 
Sir Charles Court conducted by Jim Chapman in 1983. Some slight editing has 
occurred, including the deletion of the very few questions that were asked, 
and which were dubbed later as they are not the questions asked on the 
original tapes. The material has also been arranged to a more logical 

sequence. :i 

COURT My father was a product of the band music, brass band in 
particular. See you have to realise that Britain was the hone of the brass 

band and both the Salvation Army, which at one stage (probably still does) had 
something like 2000 bands in Britain, then you had all your civilian bands. 

Every little village, every town, most big factories, all had their bands, 
some good, some not so good. I think Bernard Shaw summarised that in his 

superb style when he said that the brass band is the working man's orchestra. 
Today it wouldn't apply, but in those days very few people could afford to 
have their children taught the violin, or taught singing, or taught the piano. 
Today we take it for granted, but then comparatively few people would be able 

to afford to be taught (if they had somebody in the family that could teach 
them that would be a bonus) with the result that those who wanted to learn 
music usually finished up going to the village band. They gave them an 
instrument, or lent them an Instrument and the uniform, and taught them the 
very basic elementary principles of music. To many it was more of a recreation 

than a cultural experience. 

I am in the fortunate position because I've had the lot: making music for fun 
in the home, making music for fun with friends, making music in amateur 
bodies, making music professionally, doing dance music, doing classical music, 
I've been involved with the lot. For that reason I am very catholic In my 
tastes; as long as it's performed well I can enjoy it whether it's highbrow or 

lowbrow. 

My father played the bass, he played the tuba. Later on he played the double 

bass. It was typical of the old chap that he would conscientiously do whatever 
the band needed most. He was a bass player with the old Leederville Town Band 
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when I was a tiny boy; Then when he came back from the war, he eventually 

joined the Subiaco Band for a short while, and then he went into the RSL 

Memorial Band. 

I came into the RSL Band at the age of twelve; It was an interesting 

experience there because it was then called the RSL Band, Returned Service 

League Band, but it didn't provide for non-servicemen7 Then they realised that 

they'd all get older in due course, so they changed the name to the RSL 

Memorial Band, and that was to admit me as a son of a returned serviceman 

That started up a new era In the band. They still for many, many years drew 

the line that you had to be the son of an ex-serviceman.-  It also taught me a 
lesson, the ingenuity of the digger, the ex-servicemen; When they were 

confronted with a situation under their rules that It was only for 

ex-servicemen and they decided to overcome that, so as not to offend the RSL, 

they changed the name to the RSL Memorial Band, so it gave them a much wider 

range; 

I also had a rather unique experience then that when they first formed the RSL 

Band, it was because of the visit of the then Prince of Wales who, of course, 

subsequently made history by abdicating as King Edward; He ca9 here as a very 

popular figure immediately after the war, I think it was 1920 ; They decided 

that it would be a nice thing If they could have an ex-servicemen's band to 

provide music for their parades and so on, and so they put this band together 

and they borrowed a set of instruments from the old 44th Battalion: Army 

instruments The old diggers that formed this band to provide music during the 

visit of the then Prince of Wales, later King Edward, they decided they 

enjoyed the experience so much that they would keep the band going; They only 

had these instruments that they'd borrowed from the 44th Battalion and they 

wore old diggers' uniforms, except that they all had these leggings that they 

had got from somewhere, I don't know where but they used to look rather smart 

with these nicely polished up, these leather leggings that they used to wear; 

They continued then as a band; They eventually called themselves the RSL Band. 

I wasn't in the band then because it was, you realise, in 1920, 1920/21; But 

they were purely a brass band, playing the usual brass band library or 

repertoire rather - of marches: Viennese waltzes were always very popular, 

transcriptions of musical comedies, transcriptions of opera; It was before the 

days when there were a lot of original compositions for brass band; Most of 

them were rearranged by people like Ord Hume, the famous English conductor and 

composer and arranger, and Rimnier who was a great march composer-; Then, of 

course, there were all the traditional marches like Colonel Bogey and others 

that came out of the First World War, written by Kenneth Alford, whose real 

name I think was Major Ricketts; But that was a typical brass band repertoire; 

The interesting and humorous thing about it was they had these instruments 

that didn't belong to them, they'd borrowed them for the Prince of Wales's 

visit; 

When I joined the band as a boy of twelve, you realise that that was getting 

on to the end of 1923 and Into 1924, they still had these instruments; I used 

to marvel at the way these diggers could defeat the authorities, with a bit of 

help from the RSL I might add, because the RSL was a very powerful movement in 

those days, very active, fighting hard to get better conditions for those that 

had come back from the First World War; When we came back from the Second 

World War, we didn't know how lucky we were because all the battles had been 

fought by our predecessors after the First World War; They used to appear in 

public; The band played at the races, they'd play at the trots, they'd play 

anywhere where they had these engagements; The Army was looking for these ------------------------ 
1 The Prince of Wales, later Edward VIII, did visit WA in 1920 (Crowley, 2E-
cit., p,236 - RJ). 
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instruments. Whether the Army was deliberately doing the Nelson trick and 

looking the other way or not, but this argument went on, and on, and on, and I 

found then the easiest way to hide something is to put It out in public, 

because here was a band appearing In public, very, very consistently and to an 

increasing extent, and they were trying to raise enough money to buy 

themselves a set of instruments of their own. So all of a sudden when they got 

the money, they negotiated to buy a set of Instruments and they then took 

delivery of the new instruments, which were their own, and just quietly 

returned the Army's battered old brass instruments to them. That was the end 

of the incident, but it always amazed me how we kept this thing going on, not 

only for months but for years, with this borrowed set of instruments that they 

were supposed to have returned. The old diggers didn't seem to ever worry 

about it. They just went on playing and appearing in public, and when it 

suited them they then returned what they'd borrowed. 

That experience in joining the RSL Band probably was one of the most important 

things In my life, because I came under the influence of a man named Mellor, 

George Strauss Mellor, a fine musician and one who had a habit of taking a 

team of very average players and making them into a very, very responsive, 

effective, musical body. He didn't officially give any lessons at all, but he 

did have a lot to do with me personally when I was going for solo 

competitions. 

I laugh about it now, but he had a young baby girl, Betty. George's wife used 

to insist that she had to be walked around the streets of Subiaco. That was 

the old days that mothers used to walk their babies a tremendous lot. I know 

my wife, when we had our young children, she used to, every afternoon, go for 

a long walk around the district and the mothers would meet up. It was a very 

pleasant way of not only having some exercise and getting the baby out in the 

fresh air, but also they'd meet all the mothers of the same age group, with 

the same problems and so on. But anyhow George used to hate taking this baby 

for a walk around the streets of Subiaco, so for every hour I walked the baby, 

Betty Mellor, around Subiaco, I got an hour's teaching on the cornet from 

George Mellor, who was a great teacher, very strict, a very capable musician. 

But I owe him a lot because he had certain standards: punctuality. You know If 

you're not ten minutes early, you're late. Certain standards of performance. 

He had great patience In taking people of average ability and making them work 

together as a team, and he had great results, not so much in competitions, as 

he did in the performance of the band, playing at the races, playing at the 

trots, playing in parks, and various places. He built up a very efficient 

organisation and don't forget in later years this was right in the middle of 

the Depression. 

I think it taught me a lot that he had 40 families, most of them like 

tradesmen and labourers, and when they were hit by the worst, worst aspects of 

the Depression - and people today just don't understand what a recession and a 

real depression is all about - when they were hit by the worst of that, the 

fact that they all stuck together. They had music as a common factor, they had 

a reason for meeting together, helping one another, with their picnics, with 

their socials, finding jobs for one another. They'd hear of little jobs and so 

on. I would say that that 40 families, because they stuck together, pulled 

themselves up by their bootstraps quicker than any other particular group. The 

unifying force of music, the unifying force of coming together as a group of 

families, all with common problems, all anxious to help one another, I believe 

made the difference between them retaining their faith in themselves, 

retaining their faith in the future, retaining a certain amount of dignity. It 

helped them greatly to pull themselves out of that terrible, terrible time. 
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When George Mellor decided to retire as conductor I took over from him for 
many years, both before the war and after the war for quite a long time; But 
in between that there was the training period, myself; George Mellor got me to 
form, in the late twenties, he got me to form a junior band for the RSL Band; 
He treated this not only as a means of recruiting young boys into the band 
world and to be members of the RSL Band eventually, but he also treated it as 
a training time for me to learn something about band training and band 
conducting and it was a wonderful training period; 

It had its humorous sides; We formed this junior band and we went through the 
normal growing pains and the horror period of teaching people from nothing to 
play an instrument and then play together as a band; We hadn't been going more 
than about nine or ten months and there was a competition for junior bands; 
Anyhow there was only one junior band appeared to be interested in competing, 
and unless there were two or three bands, there could be no competition, so 
the band concerned made overtures to us to see whether we would start in this 
junior band competition, not with a view to winning it, but just to make it a 
competition because if we started, even If we weren't any good, it meant there 
was a competition, so they could get the award and win this junior band 
competition.; 

I remember that particularly well because it was 19301  when Bondi Beach Band 
were here and they were a magnificent A Grade band at that time; They came over 
for that year. 

The interesting thing was that when I went to the boys in my band and said, 
"Look they want us to enter in this competition so as to make it possible for 
them to win the trophy," they said, "Why shouldn't we try and win the thing 
ourselves?" Of course they were very new, they'd only been going a few months; 
So to cut a long story short I said, "Righto, well let's;" It suited me because 
it meant they had an incentive; I didn't think in my wildest dreams that they 
could be good enough in the time available to win this darn thing; Anyhow it 
just shows what can be done with determination; These young boys would practice 
as often as I'd let them, come together, because they'd made up their mind that 
they were going to win that competition; They felt insulted that they'd been 
asked to start in the competition merely to make it a competition for somebody 
else to win; They did just that; They worked and worked and worked, and it gave 
me a great thrill because we started in this junior band competition and to 
everyone's amazement we won it But it just shows what can be done if people 
have the will and the determination and are prepared to give the time to it; 

I learnt a lot because when you're training a young band like that you have to 
get down to the very basics; You have to not only teach them to play, but 
You've got to teach them how to play in tune, how to hold their embouchure, how 
to play together as a team and so on-.- 

it was about that time that George Mellor suggested that I should go and get a 
band of my own to get the experience; He said, "It's no good getting a good 
band because you'll never learn much, because they know what's necessary and 
they will respond. You won't really get the benefit of training and teaching 
them how to do these things;" So I applied for what was North Perth Citizens' 
Band; They had a vacancy at the time. I always remember their president, Lou 
Brigatti, when I went to him and said I was only eighteen at the time, but I'd 
like to put in for this, and my conductor from the RSL Band, George Mellor was 
prepared to recommend me and to help me; I always remember old Lou Brigatti, 
who didn't have much musical knowledge but he had a lot of enthusiasm, he said, 
"Well I want to tell you," he said, "this band is D grade and," he said, "the 
only reason why we're 0 grade is there's no E grade;" I got the message that we 

Sir Charles Court turned nineteen in September 1930 - RJ; 
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were really starting from the bottom. But that was a great experience because I 

was able to take them in their first competition to win the C grade, and then 

we won the State B Grade Championship. 

It was about that time I went back and got ready to take over the RSL Band when 

George Mellor wanted to devote himself full time to the ABC Symphony Orchestra. 

That's how I came to take over the RSL Band. It was his request that I take 

over from him. It was a long association right from the time I was twelve, 

right through to the war time and then in the post war period. 

If I might just come back to my experiences with music. The local productions 

were quite unique in those days. They had the Repertory Company, which was 

very, very good with its repertoire. There were a number of performing groups 

here. 

But while I was still at school 1 was very fortunate, because my English 

master at Perth Boys' School was the famous 0 G Campbell Egan. He was a superb 

pianist (in fact for many years he played a lot of my accompaniments on 

special occasions), a real artist, real at his fingertips. The man himself 

looked an artist. He was my English master and geography master. He was also 

the deputy headmaster at Perth Boys' School. I remember the year that I left 

there because that was the year that Campbell Egan got married, and it was 

also the year that he left teaching and became the first Director of Music for 

the Department of Education. 

Whilst we were at Perth Boys' School, he was then conducting one particular 

group called the Concert Artists, WA Concert Artists. They used to do the 

musical comedies, the amateur ones here, mainly things like The Pink Lady, 

Country Girl, and some of these very popular things. The Bing Boys are Here, 

was a very popular one. We got favoured treatment at school because Cam Egan 

used to get all of those who were good at music in the school..., and we had 

quite a collection, bearing in mind we were only boys doing what was then the 

7th, 8th and 9th Standards. The 9th Standard was when you got your Junior 

Certificate in those days. So you can realise we were only boys. But he used 

to find out those that were good at music and so when they did these 

performances for the WA Concert Artists in His Majesty's Theatre, old Cam used 

to recruit us in as part of his orchestra. So we had a very special working 

relationship with Cam Egan in school. He was a lovely man. I was very fond of 

Cam as a person and also as a musician. He had a quality about him, an 

artistry about him that did you good. 

So this was all part of the musical education and experience of us young 

blokes. There were about five of us that used to have a permanent place in his 

orchestra. These were all amateurs mind, no one got paid. It was a wonderful 

experience working with Cam with these shows. He developed us and we helped 

him, of course, because we gave him some members of his orchestra who were 

keen, enthusiastic, and although we were still very young we were also pretty 

capable. 

He was a man I was very fond of. He played the organ at St Alban's Church for 

our wedding as a special favour. Little things like this that come back to 

your memory, and they're very pleasant memories. Here's a man who was my 

schoolteacher, he was the deputy head of the school, he was English master, 

geography master, yet I had this very warm association with him for many, many 

years through music. When we left school he became the Director of Music and I 

maintained a very long association with Cam Egan right up to the time of his 

death. 
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Carrying on from that, of course, it was only natural that because of the 
amount of solo work I'd done as a child and as a young boy, that I went on to 
competitive work. I always remember my first solo event was down at a place 
called White City. Now most people can't remember White City but if you can 
remember the old Temple Court Building at the foot of William Street, which is 
now being replaced by that very fine building being built by Wesfarmers, if 
you can remember diagonally across there where you have a huge carpark at the 
present time, that used to be known as White City. It used to be an area, open 
space virtually, that was surrounded by a very high fence. That's where all 
the fundraising things used to be held in the old days. The RSL used to run a 
big diggers' fair there. An organisation called the Ugly Men's Association 
used to be a great fundraising thing. There'd be a whole series of these 
almost one after the other. They'd run for a week or a month as the case may 
be, down there just raising money, having shows there every night and 
weekends. It was a great fundraising centre. 

All sorts of thing went on down there, but I well remember that as part of one 
of these things there was a musical competition, and one of them was a boys' 
cornet solo championship. I was barely twelve at the time. I was playing 
pretty well because I'd been at it for a long time. I always remember this 
because I played a piece called Bluebells of Scotland, with variations. It was 
a simple little thing, but a quite effective concert piece. I always remember 
the lady that played my accompaniment was an Olive Knight. She lived in 
Shenton Park; West Subiaco as It was then. I went on and did my stuff and did 
pretty well, and having heard all those before me I was pretty sure that I was 
going to win easily, although there were boys much older than me in it. But as 
you are at that age you don't have too many nerves, you're inclined to be over 
confident if anything if you're used to it. Anyhow I did my stuff and did 
pretty well. 

The young chap that got up after me, a bit older than me, I always remember he 
was going to play Berceuse de Jocelyn, and he got up there and all that came 
out was one awful great blast. He was so nervous and he was overcome with the 
occasion and he let out this terrible blast, and that's all he could do, and I 
started to laugh, and I've never forgotten this. My old man gave me the father 
of a hiding right on the spot in full view of everybody, and he said, "You 
want to remember, one day that could be you." 

I never forgot it because some times In Parliament later years, you know, you 
could get a member, could be your own side, could be the other side, who 
wasn't performing too well, who would be ill at ease. Some people never really 
settle down to the atmosphere of Parliament. This person might just, well 
quite frankly make a bit of a fool of himself really, not because of any lack 
of desire to do the right thing, but just because he just didn't have the 
ability, or hadn't overcome the nervousness that you can get in a place like 
that. My own colleagues of those days will tell you that If ever any of my 
people started to treat it as a joke, I used to really come down on them like 
with a ton of bricks, because I used to tell them the story about my father 
giving me that belting for laughing at somebody that had a failure that night, 
at that boys' cornet solo competition, and say to them that, "One day that 
could be you. You never know what the circumstances might be. But if the 
fellow is genuinely having difficulties through no fault of his own, well just 
realise that one day it could be you." It all comes back to that experience I 
had down at White City. 

I duly won the competition quite easily, but at the same time I also got a 
lesson out from my old man about being sensitive to other people's feelings, 
realising that that boy probably did quite well at home, and it was ,just that 
he was overawed with the occasion, hadn't had the amount of experience that 
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I'd had as a kid in performing in all sorts of places because my mother and 

father had no compunction about pushing me into all sorts of concerts and all 

sorts of occasions; 

We used to do a lot of charity work in those days. There used to be a never 

ending succession of concert parties, going to prisons, going to what was then 

known as the asylum and various orphanages and all this sort of thing, of 

which there were many in the city in those days- Bear in mind we had a 

different standard of living in those days, a different set of social 

circumstances altogether; So that experience of going round to these places, 

the old men's home and a host of other places, it did two things; First of all 

it gave me a lot of experience in public performances, and secondly it exposed 

me more than most people to the needs of other people, the suffering of other 

people; These are sort of bonuses you get along the road without realising it, 

the fact that you were exposed through these concert parties and your 

participation in these occasions; At the same time you were seeing suffering, 

you were seeing people in need and you were learning at first hand how the 

other half lives; The accumulation of all of these things I think has a value 

when you get older and you get responsibilities such as I had later on as a 

minister and then as Premier; You have the wealth of these experiences in your 

mind and it does make you more sensitive than people might realise to the 

needs of others; 

I had a very varied career in music for which I was very grateful, and had 

some wonderful people; For instance my interstate competitive days is 

epitomised in the two visits that I made to Tanunda [for the Tanunda Band 

Competitions], one in 1928 when I was about, oh1  just rising seventeen, and 

the other one in 1930 when I was barely eighteen; The interesting thing about 

It is, when I went for the first one, George Mellor, who was my mentor and my 

teacher and the person that I respected greatly and whose advice I always 

followed, he staggered me by entering me for all of the events at Tanunda in 

1928: the Boys' Championship, the Amateur Championship, the Open Championship, 

the Sight Reading Championship, the Memorised Championship-; I didn't think he 

was serious about it; I thought If I went for the Boys' and the Amateur 

Championship that was a fair go. But he said, "Oh no, while you're there," he 

said, "what's more you've got to win 'em-" So he set about teaching me and 

coaching me on the test pieces and my own choice pieces and so on; Well now 
it's history, of course, that I won the Boys', the Amateur, the Open, the 

Sight Reading and the Memorised Championship, all in the one year; Lucille was 

the test piece for the Open Championship that year; 

There was a rather humorous thing came out of those five wins, although I 

didn't think it was funny at the time; I qualified to play in the Champion of 

Champions through winning any one of those five events. As it happened I got 

third; I was up against a very tough field of the Champions in all the 

different instruments, including no less than four or five Ballarat winners; I 

thought getting third was pretty good for a young boy, but when I got back to 

Perth, when George Mellor met me at the railway station, I knew something was 

wrongi My mother and father were there, but he got in ahead of them, and he 

didn't say, "Congratulations on winning the five events," he said, "what 

happened to you, you young so-and-so in the Champion of Champions?" That set 

me back because not only did he expect me to win the five events that he'd 

trained me for, but he also expected me to win the other one; It taught me a 

lesson not to get a swollen head about having these successes in these other 

five events, including the open event; When I went back in 1930 it was really 

to vindicate George Mellor's judgment; My own feelings were secondary in the 

matter; He was really upset that I didn't win that Champion of Champions that 

first time, even though I was only barely seventeen; So I went back in 1930 

and that's how I came to win the 1930 Champion of Champions; 

------------------------ 
'Further details of the competitions are attached, see 
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The other interesting thing is that in those days the recording industry in 
Australia was very primitive; There were some quite good records made in 
Australia, but quite a limited number, but there was a company (I don't know 
much about its background, but it must have been a fairly small company) that 
used to turn out cheap records of a very small nature called Broadcast; That 
was the brand name under which they operated. The extraordinary thing was on 
their records they used to say "The Long Playing Record", but in point of fact 
I think the maximum you could get out of any one of them was two minutes 
twenty seconds. When you won a championship of this kind, they used to 
approach you to see if you'd do a recording with them. Naturally being young 
and enthusiastic I was a bit flattered by It, but I didn't know anything about 
the quality of their records, or the technical limitations. So as a result of 
winning that competition I agreed to make some records with them; I've always 
been sorry that I did because the quality of them was very, very poor; The 
reason for that was because of the very severe technical limitations they had; 
First of all you realise you're playing a test piece like Zelda or Lucille, or 
my own choice for the Champion of Champions was a piece callecFFrom the Shores 
of the Mighty Pacific, a very spectacular showy piece. Well they couldn't 
record anything as long as that, so you were limited by the extent of one 
record which would be about two minutes twenty seconds if I remember rightly-, 
But that wasn't the worst part of it. Not only did you have to cut down the 
music and take pieces out of these pieces which would normally go from six, 
seven, eight, ten minutes, according to the nature of the piece (you'd have to 
take little pieces out of it to bring it down to this two minutes twenty 
seconds or whatever it was) but their recording facilities were so poor that 
when you got above concert G, you had to remember to turn your instrument away 
from the microphone. You can imagine trying to play a piece of that quality 
and wanting to record something of quality, that you'd not only got to 
remember not to play too loud or too soft, because they couldn't cope with it, 
but you'd also have to turn away, if you could remember to do it, when you got 
above concert G. They also had problems in balancing the piano with the 
trumpet, or the cornet, as the case may be. Altogether it was a very 
unsatisfactory situation and I always regretted that I did make those 
recordings and didn't wait until there was an opportunity to record on a more 
conventional type of record, so that you could record a full piece like Zelda 
or Lucille or Shores of the Mighty Pacific, or Facilita, or some of these 
other standard pieces that one used  to play; 
I didn't compete as a soloist after I was twenty because I, somehow or other, 
found it a very selfish thing. You'd practice in your own bedroom or your own 
room, hour after hour, just chasing that extra mark. You always hoped that one 
day you'd get 100 points; When I played in Tanunda, for instance, in 1930, I 
think the performance that I gave for the Champion of Champions there was one 
of the most near perfect performances I've ever given in my life. It was one 
of those nights when you felt inspired, you felt completely enthralled and 
involved in what you were doing and everything went right. When I finished, 
Shugg, who was the judge, gave me, I think that was the time he gave me 99k, 
or something of that...; pretty close to 100; I well remember an old man named 
Symonds saying to Shugg in my hearing, "Harry why didn't you give the boy 
100?" He said, "Well I was tempted to, but no man is perfect." 

It's little things like that that stick in your mind, because he was right; 
There must always be something that you could have done better; So this search 
for excellence is something that really spurs you on all the time, to try and 
do better things and realise that what was good enough yesterday is not good 
enough for tomorrow, Shugg1 s comments, although they were disappointing to me 
at the time, nevertheless I accepted. As a boy I always had this ambition to 
get 100 out of 100, but it wasn't to be; But that was as close as I ever got 
to it. I think that whilst I believe that it was very hard to fault anything 
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that I did that particular night, I think Shugg's philosophy Is correct, that 
no man is perfect. Whilst he might think that he's got as close as he can to 
perfection, in fact he isn't perfect. 

Immediately before and after I was married, I became involved in a small dance 
band with Fred Nice, Ken Murdoch and Mery Rowston. I was married in 1936. It 
was before that because I know I got a wedding present from them. Then, of 
course, it carried on after that, because when we built our house, the house 
we now live in, we had to get a third mortgage, and we had to pay the grand 
sum of nine per cent on that and we thought that was terrible, because you had 
to pay a higher rate of interest; a higher rate of interest by the way that 
would be considered a joke for a first mortgage today. Things were pretty 
lean. I was still establishing my practice. My great ambition was to get rid 
of that third mortgage, and so I used to play a lot. 

We were a very happy team. The beauty of that was that I was never any good at 
improvising in music. I was always very straight down the line. It didn't 
matter how hard it was in the music, I could play it, sight read it, or 
rehearse it as the case may be, but I was never any good at improvisation and 
I just would be an absolute disaster in one of these dance bands today. But 
Fred Nice was a fine pianist and fine musician and a very great sight reader, 
whether it was classic, or whether it was light music. Ken Murdoch also was a 
good musician. Mery Rowston as the percussion was also a good musician. So we 
used to play music, we played THE music, because a lot of dance band music 
written in those days was written out partly on the straight theme and in an 
orthodox way. Then they would write music where you went into some very 
involved and very difficult improvisations, but they were actually written 
into the music so if you were any good as a musician you could follow that 
music and produce a very good type of dance music with the necessary 
variations that were necessary with it. So I found it a very happy 
relationship with them. 

We used to play in many places. There was the Masonic Hall in Roberts Hall, 
Subiaco. We had a regular engagement there for a long time. That was a 
Saturday night if I remember rightly. We used to play a lot down at the 
Embassy, with an augmented orchestra. We used to do a lot of Masonic 
functions. We'd do country functions. I remember many visits that we made to 
country places, such as Bunbury, because people knew that they were going to 
get a band that would be on time, that would be well rehearsed and would be 
very reliable, not only in its musicianship, but also in its personal conduct. 
This comes of having four fellows like that that perform regularly together. 
Then of course, occasionally we'd have bigger balls that we'd have to be 
augmented for those, but with always the basic structure of Murdoch, Nice, 
Charles Court, and Mery Rowston. 

There was a lot of records that one could hear but mainly we were all good 
musicians and we didn't have to be influenced by others, because a lot of 
musicians in those days even didn't play from music at all. They just 
improvised and in some ways got away with murder, but when you're good 
musicians and you can read music, well then you have no problem. There was 
some very good quality dance music out in those days. A lot of it, of course, 
was featured by some of the great American and British bands, and some of it 
came out of the films. If I refresh my memory I am sure I could run out a list 
of some of them which are still performed today and still very much part of 
the repertoire of bands, because they're like all good things, they survive. 
They were very pleasant days when you look back on them. Of course you realise 
that most of that was in the middle of the Depression and musicians were 
having a very had time. 
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I got married in 1936 and in the run up to that I was doing a lot of dance 
band work because it was the easiest way to get some money in, when you had to 
provide furniture and all that sort of thing that's necessary when you're 
going to get married; Then, of course, when I got married I had three 
mortgages on the house at 46 Waratah Avenue, which incidentally is the same 
house that we live in today; It was built for us when we wire getting married, 
and we've lived here ever since; That's 48J years ago; But we had three 
mortgages, and I always remember that last mortgage was for 100 pounds and we 
were paying nine per cent and we thought that was horrendous in those days, 
even for a third mortgage; So I naturally chased all the dance band work I 
could get, all the ABC work I could get, all the theatre work I could get, in 
addition to which I was trying to build up my practice as a chartered 
accountant at the same time; 

I wouldn't like you to get the idea that my only participation was in dance 
bands because I had a lot involvement with the theatre, right back from when I 
was about fourteen; I would be one of the few people, for instance, who was 
playing in a pit orchestra when Pavlova made her last world tour, including 
Perth; I used to do a lot of J C Williamson's work in those days, when they 
came here with their musical comedies, back in the days of Gladys Moncrieff, 
and some of those great stars of that age, Maid of the Mountains; I was 
actally playing in the orchestra in those days; See when you're 73 years of 
age you go back a long way, especially when you started your career very 
young; Some of those great musical comedy stars of those days, they were great 
drawcards; 

Of course at that time you also had a lot of vaudeville; Vaudeville was a very 
popular form of entertainment on the stage; That was where you had no 
particular story such as you've got with Maid of the Mountains, or The Country 
Girl, or Victoria and her Hussar, and that type of presentation; Vaudeville 
was a collection of artists, a collection of comedians, dancers, singers, you 
name It; jugglers - the whole lot; They came together in an entertainment; 
Edgley and Dawe, that's the father and the uncle of Michael Edgley;;.; See 
Edgley and Dawe were brothers; It wasn't until one of them died that we 
realised they were brothers; We always thought there was an Edgley and there 
was a Dawe, but they were actually brothers and they were great entertainers 
in the old vaudeville days; The J C Williamson productions were held in His 
Majesty's, the old His Majestys; But the J C Williamson organisation gave a 
lot to Australia; In those days they used to always put on a season in 
Kalgoorlie and Boulder on their way to Perth, because they came by train; The 
present theatre just doesn't know how well off it Is; They would get off the 
train here say on Saturday morning and there'd be a matinee that afternoon; 
The local members of the orchestra would have had a rehearsal with what they 
used to call the house conductor; Williamsons had a number of conductors who 
were part of their built-in establishment; They weren't great stars as 
conductors, but they were very good theatre conductors; They were absolute 
masters of the particular show; They'd probably stay with that show for months 
and months and months, and go from every capital city In Australia; Usually 
Williamsons would arrive here with their conductor, a pianist and a violinist, 
rarely any more, and the rest would all be local recruits; You would have had 
a rough run through beforehand, you'd have a rehearsal that morning, on the 
Saturday morning (if you were lucky you would have had a rehearsal the 
previous day but more often than not you'd have it that morning) and you'd 
appear in the matinee that afternoon; The matinee on the Saturday afternoon 
was usually the equivalent of a full dress rehearsal except, of course, from 
the public point of view, they were so starved for entertainment here that 

This statement was made in 1983 (RJ). 

2 [bid-; 
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they would queue up outside His Majestys to get up into the gods. In those 
days the gods were just hard slats. You don't get the lovely seats that you've 
got in His Majestys today, but there'd be a queue right down King Street, down 
to St George's Terrace, of people waiting to get in for the matinee, and then 
again at night, because the gods used to be - well what we used to call the 
gods, which is the top gallery there, was always full because you realise that 
Perth was a pretty poor place and people went where it was cheapest and they 
were starved for those things. 

Back in that time you had Country Girl, Count of Luxemburg. That's one of the 
Lehar light operas. The Gilbert and Sullivans, of course, were a -regular 
feature In those days. Oh you could go on. Of course, The Maid of the 
Mountains was the favourite in those days, mainly because of Gladys Moncrieff. 
She was the great favourite of everybody in musical comedy, but if I think of 
all the light operas and musical comedies she did, Maid of the Mountains would 
have been the one that she made famous and it made her famous. But I remember 
when they revived Florodora, the main people that came to the theatre were 
another vintage altogether that remembered Florodora in their earlier days. It 
was probably the key piece in their own opera going and theatre going 
experiences when they were a generation younger. 

I also remember the time, in the twenties, when J C Williamsons brought the 
real Italian Grand Opera Company here. The star was Toti dal Monte. She was at 
the height of her fame. Her husband was [Apollo] Granforte, a baritone. He was 
also at the height of his fame. That was real grand opera. Unfortunately there 
was trouble over the orchestra and they weren't allowed to use the full 
Italian orchestra that they'd brought here, so they had to use some local 
people. I remember that because until then those of us who had been doing pit 
work in Perth, or stage work for that matter, whenever there was a singer 
around, the conductor was always, "Ssh, ssh, ssh," you know, you've got to 
keep down to let the singer come out on top. We got the shock of our life when 
we played under this Italian conductor. He wanted more and more and more, 
because the Italian singers, of course, they just rose up on the orchestra, on 
the volume of the orchestra, the quality of the orchestra. So it was a new 
experience for us, to have a conductor saying, "More, more, more." Of course 
we loved it, specially in the brass. It was a tremendous experience to ride 
right upon the back of these singers, because for the first time you felt as 
though the orchestra was part of the stage performance. That sent a shiver 
right down my spine, that first experience with a conductor of that kind, and 
that approach to it. [Most of the Australian people were from the Eastern 
States and the first trumpeter was Phil Helm with whom I became friendly. He 
was able to arrange for me to have the experience of playing with the 
orchestra, although I was not an officially employed and paid member. We met 
through Phil Helm's interest in bands. Like so many visiting brass musicians, 
he gravitated down to the RSL Band. That is how I came to have this 
arrangement with him and with the opera.] 

Some years after, of course, Australian orchestras and conductors resorted to 
this type of thing, which is the only right way to do it. Instead of saying, 
"Ssh, ssh," to the orchestra, the singers, the chorus, the soloists, they'd 
have to learn to ride up on the quality and the volume of the orchestra, and 
It completely changed one's approach to the whole thing. 
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In addition to that, I used to play with the original symphony orchestra here 
and having had experience In the old amateur Metropolitan Symphony Orchestra 
in my earlier days as a small boy and as a youth, you can see that I've been 
through the whole range of music, and I loved it and I still enjoy it- I feel 
that music does something for you; It gives you a balance? It gives you a 
capacity to work with peoplev 

That's the reason why I didn't compete after I was twenty because I found it 
was a very selfish thing, just practising to try and get an extra half a mark 
for yourself, whereas I found playing in a band; playing in a septet, a 
quartet, playing in an orchestra, there was something very special about it? 
You became part of a team, rather than just something selfish in just going 
after an extra mark for yourself in solo events? 

When I say I didn't compete after I was twenty, I'll just correct that 
technically because I did compete once after that, and that was when I was 40, 
when I took a young band to Ballarat for their jubilee contest in Ballarat-
I'd given up competing; I was trying to get the young chaps in the band to 
enter the solo events? None of them would-, I said, "Right I'm going to shame 
you into It, I'm going to get into practice and compete myself In the 
championships-" Well this shamed them into it, and so we eventually got a nice 
group of these young chaps to enter the solo events7 I surprised myself but in 
the comparatively short time that I had to get myself back Into top form I 
still got third in that open championship in Ballarat that particular year? 
But that was the only time that I competed in solo events after I was twenty 
for the reasons I've given; I just found much more joy and satisfaction out of 
being part of a team rather than being an individual; 

I used to also have a fairly regular engagement each year to play The Trumpet 
Shall Sound, for various bass singers In the Messiah; I was in fairly heavy 
demand. As you know The Trumpet Shall Sound Is a very spectacular obbligato to 
the bass singer in the Messiah-; It's not everybody's, cup of tea because it has 
a very large number of too Cis to be hit in the course of it, but if you've 
got a good bass singer and a good organist, or a good orchestra, it really 
brings out the best in you because you can really let your head go with that 
obbligato in that oratorioT I used to look forward to that-; Of the various 
bass singers that I have done it with, Taffy Miller was the one that I did it 
with most? I think we did it for sixteen consecutive years? Taffy Miller was a 
fine bass singer, very handsome, tall man, who worked for the West Australian 
Newspapers I don't know what he eventually did, but he had a lovely bass 
voice? You could really lay your ears back and he used to really give it the 
sort of solid performance that a bass singer can only do if he's any good? 
Then either we'd be doing it with an orchestra or with an organ? We had a 
great friendship and a great partnership during the years that we were doing 
that? That only adds to the variety of music that I've been involved In; 

I was wit) the ABC from their first years, when they first formed a studio 
orchestra? Then that eventually expanded into being what you now know as the 
WA Symphony Orchestra; Then after the war, although I wasn't playing so much 
music professionally because I had to rehabilitate my practice, I used to 
always be on call to be one of the orchestra, to supplement their numbers when 
they had visiting conductors and they did their symphony concerts; They 
usually had to,.bring in quite a few in those days from outside to supplement 
the orchestra? I enjoyed that because it gave you a chance of keeping In touch 
and also meeting up with and playing under some of the great conductors that 
came here I'm talking about the period of Schneevoight, and people like 
Malcolm Sargent and Barbirolli and other people like that, whO were corning ----------------- 

1Sir Charles also did solo work for the ABC, see footnote p.  290 and the 
attached from Who's Who in Broadcasting, Paterson Brokensha, Perth, 1935, pp. 
2319-2320. Sir Charles was very clear that he was 16 when he won the Cornet 
Solo and 18 when he was Champion of Champions (RJ). 
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here in those days as guest conductors for the ABC at a time when the 
orchestra wasn't as big or as good as it is today, but it was all a lot of 
fun. 

I was In the first orchestra that was established on what could be regarded as 
a full—time basis, although it was really a part-time arrangement. It was a 
very small little team of about seven, the old combination that it used to 
have In those days, of a piano, and a couple of violins and a cello, trumpet 
and bass fiddle. They used to, in those days, be on the corner of Hay Street 
and Milligan Street. 

When they formed the little orchestra that used to perform in the funny little 
place I told you about on the corner of Hay Street and Milligan Street, they 
used to have a choir or a chorus, call it what you will, that used to do some 
of the popular light opera type of thing, with the orchestra. I remember once 
we did Hiawatha there. That was a combination of this chorus with the North 
Perth Congregational Choir. It was conducted by Harry Howard, who at one time 
was the Lord Mayor of Perth and who was a great chorister. But more often we 
had this chorus which was recruited by the ABC, and Nell Shortland-Jones was 
one of them, usually conducted by Horace Keats Initially, and then by Nelson 
Burton. We'd do things like Merrie England and a number of other things that 
were In the light opera type of thing. They were very, very successful. It was 
all part of the development curve in music In Western Australia. Just as we had 
the little studio orchestra and then they had the smaller type symphony 
orchestra, and that grew into bigger things, so they had this chorus and the 
orchestra would do these things together. 

Also we used to do what you'd regard as a radio version of vaudeville, bearing 
in mind with radio you couldn't do things that called for visual presentation; 
it all had to be sound. This chorus and the orchestra and one or two people 
like Harry Graham and his wife (Harry Graham and his wife were the real old 
style stage vaudeville actors and actresses) we used to do these performances. 
They weren't formal things like Merrie England and that type of thing, but they 
were a little bit of comedy and a little bit of singing from the chorus, and a 
few Items from the orchestra. Altogether we would make a very pleasant hour's 
performance. These were done quite often. Nell Shortland-Jones was very 
prominent in those performances there. I'm not quite sure whether she took any 
principal parts in those days. I think there were one or two others that used 
to do the main principal singing roles there, but she was always a very popular 
and very reliable part of the team in those days. 

In those days there used to he trains operating in Perth and the tram used to 
come into Perth from Subiaco and had to turn round the corner from Hay Street 
into Milligan Street. If you look at the corner you'll see it's a very sharp 
bend, so they had to keep a large tin of grease on hand for putting on the 
rails to help the train wheels as they went round the corner, because the ABC 
studio was in the building on the corner of Hay Street and Milligan Street. 
The soundproofing was less than efficient and, of course, in those days you 
didn't have any airconditioning. Most of the time you had to keep the place 
shut up to try and keep some of the noise out, the traffic noises, and any 
other noises. It was quite hilarious when sometimes somebody from the ABC 
would go over with a tin of grease and a stick and put some grease In the tram 
tracks. They couldn't afford to wait until the official people came along to 
do it because they wouldn't come very often anyhow. They put a bit of grease 
in the tram tracks so as to break down the squeal of the tram wheels as they 
went around the corner. Many a performance has been ruined in the' old studio 
because of the tram wheels going around the corner. 
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They were nevertheless very happy days. I can well remember at that time where 
they'd have Friday night dances and the orchestra, which would normally be 
playing semi-classical music, dinner music, all sorts of music, you've no idea 
the sort of things we had to do, for a very modest weekly fee, they'd be 
switched over and all of a sudden become a dance band, maybe with the 
augmentation of one or two Intrumentalists. This was all part of the promotion 
of the ABC. There was a manager named Basil Kirke there and he was a great 
promotor. 

You'll laugh at this when I tell you, but we had a baritone singer at the 
studio in those days named Roy Glenister: the old style rollicking baritone. 
They were very popular in those days singing the old ballads. The Floral 
Dance, was a favourite. Captain Mac. All of these old rollicking type ballads. 
Roy Glenister was a likeable person and he used to be everything around the 
studio. Basil Kirke did a deal with the then managing editor cum managing 
director of the West Australian Newspaper, C P Smith. They were very great 
friends. So it was agreed that the ABC could read the West Australian for the 
news in the morning and Roy Glenister was the one that woulcEdo it. Roy was 
quite a character. He used to have trouble in pronouncing some of the words, 
so he used to say, when he'd get to a very difficult one, "Look I'll spell 
that," and then he'd spell out this word and it would be quite hilarious. It 
became a part of the personality of the station. 

For instance when we were waiting around at night to do our bit of music, we'd 
do some dinner music and then we'd have to come on later in the night and do 
some meditation music. They used to call it all sorts of things that this 
little orchestra used to perform. We'd be waiting around and they'd be doing 
[studio] plays. In those days they didn't have anything of the sophisticated 
equipment they've got [today], so the orchestra would be bored stiff waiting 
for its next appearance, so we used to get involved in doing effects in the 
plays. You can imagine what the unions would say today if some of the 
orchestra were involved in making noises off stage, such as opening doors, 
pouring glasses of water to give effects, making machine gun noises. I know in 
one play I was the man that had to make all the machine gun noises. We had the 
time of our life doing this. It was all part of the fun, part of the 
personality of the studio. 

Later on Conrad Chariton came and took over the ABC. Conrad Charlton was quite 
a different man to Basil Kirke, but made a great contribution. He, of course, 
had several sons: Michael Chariton and Tony Charlton, Peter Charlton. They 
were small boys here during that time while their father was the Manager. 
Sometimes you'd have a situation where Conrad Charlton would have to mind the 
young boys and they'd come to work with him. They used to drive the studio mad 
because these three boys would be playing chasey through the studios, and the 
poor old newsreader or somebody else, a singer, would be in the middle of 
performing and then all of sudden the studio door would open and three really 
healthy, noisy, boys would whip through the studio shouting and screaming, 
chasing one another, so you can imagine what came over the other end of the 
microphone. But again it was all part of the character building, the real 
character of a station. 

People forget, of course, that 6WF got its name from Westrallan Farmers and 
in those days it used to be at the top of Wesfarmers Building in Wellington 
Street. Subsequently it was bought out by the Australian Broadcasting Company. 
People forget that the ABC originally was not the Australian Broadcasting 
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Commission, it was a greater union 

Broadcasting Company, which in jurn was 

retained the same initials of ABC. 

theatre company, the Australian 
taken over by the ABC, so they 

But the old 6WF was even funnier than the one on the corner of Milligan Street 

and Hay Street because the equipment there was very primitive. They used to 

have huge valves. A man named Wally Coxon was the engineer there: a very 

innovative type of fellow and quite a pioneer in radio in his day. Wally used 

to be always improvising something, but it was an horrendous place to perform 

in, because not only were the studios very, very hot and unpleasant (no 

airconditioning, of course - they were very heavily draped with some jute type 

of stuff, very heavy, to take up the sound) but the most disconcerting thing 

was that when you were in the middle of a piece, it was nothing for the studio 

announcer to come and put a little piece of paper on your music and say, "We 

can only stay on the air another twenty seconds, can you speed it up?" So you 

can imagine what that would do to a performance when you were trying to play 

something very difficult and do your best. In those days it was considered an 

honour to be allowed to broadcast, to be invited to broadcast. Most people got 

nothing. Some would get seven and sixpence. Eventually when you got well 

established and well accepted you might get twelve and sixpence for a 

performance, but if you got anything at all you were doing pretty well, 

because it was considered something of an honour to be asked to broadcast, and 

most people jumped at the opportunity of broadcasting, primitive though it 

was. But the reason why they put this notice on your music, you know, "We can 

only stay on the air for twenty seconds," these huge valves that they used to 

have, they must have been about a metre high, and they could tell when they 

were going to burn out and there was a certain time necessary to change them 

over. So they used to try and coincide it with the end of a piece of music, or 

the end of an announcement. They just had some standard announcement which 

would give them the few seconds they needed to rip one of these valves out and 

put another one in. When you look at the equipment today, of course, it's all 

miniaturised and you laugh at the nature and the size of some of the equipment 

they used in those days and its lack of reliability compared with the high 

sophistication you have today. Nevertheless it was part of the process that we 

had to go through. 

Subsequently the ABC shifted from the corner of Milligan Street and Hay Street 

and went down to where Council House now is. The RSL used to have their 

headquarters down there. It was a very crude type of building, asbestos and 

timber, single-storey building down there. The RSL got out of there when they 

built Gloucester House. Then the ABC went in and were there for many years 

until they went into their present premises that they have down in Adelaide 

Terrace. 

Throughout all of this period I had the good fortune to meet up with some very 

wonderful people, great friends: John Stirling, Bob Gibson, who was a great 

violinist, Alan Smlrke who was a brilliant violinist. A lot of these people 

were really brilliant people, but conditions were such at that time there was 

not a lot of opportunity for them. They just were more concerned with making a 

living In the Depression frankly, and a poor old living it was, because there 

just wasn't the money here for music. There just weren't the audiences. The 

ABC didn't pay very well. It was not because they didn't want to pay very 

well, but they didn't have anything to pay with. So some of these outstanding 

musicians of the time never achieved the recognition they would have done had 

we had a full symphony orchestra and we'd had a full concert organisation 

here, whereby they could have been featured for the great artists they were. 

----------------------- A further change occurred in 1983, when the Australian Broadcasting 

Commission became the Australian Broadcasting Corporation (RJ). 
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One of the characters in the early ABC orchestra back in the old Milligan 
Street place was Nelson Burton. He was a cellist. He became a conductor of the 
little orchestra that we had. He took over from a man named Horace Keats. 
Horace Keats was a brilliant musician, a brilliant pianist, wrote some lovely 
songs that are still performed very often, but he didn't get on with the 
management too well. He was inclined to be a little bit eccentric's not the 
word. A little bit temperamental, would be more of the word, because he was a 
great artist, a magnificent pianist and a very good musician, but he couldn't 
get on with the management and so they parted company and Horace Keats 
[returned East. He] became very prominent as an accompanist. He was a 
magnificent accompanist, apart from being a very good concert pianist. He was 
accompanist for some of the great artists that toured Australia. I was very 
fond of Keats, because I think he did a lot for music in his own way. 

Nelson Burton stayed with them for a long time. Nelson Burton eventually went 
to South Australia. I think he's still alive. He became very active in 
encouraging amateur orchestras in the post war period. He was a very 
conscientious musician. He was a very good arranger, a very good writer of 
music, a very good copyist. He also composed a number of pieces which he used 
to try out on us and also with the Perth Symphony Orchestra as it was in those 
days. 

The Perth Symphony Orchestra, of course, was really the forerunner of what is 
now the WA Symphony Orchestra, but It was a product of the Depression. It was 
encouraged by a man named Professor Ross. Professor Ross [a scientist of note] 
was a great patron of the arts and he was one of those characters who gave a 
lot of himself to encourage musicians. If it hadn't been for him I don't think 
the Symphony Orchestra would have got off the ground. But they used to give 
concerts on a Sunday night in the old His Majestys, and it was on a 
cooperative basis. If there was anything to share after they had paid 
expenses, well then it was split up amongst the orchestra as a dividend, and I 
might add a very small dividend. But that orchestra did a lot of good. 

When Bernard Heinze came here he used to conduct it. I had a great admiration 
for Bernard Heinze. He might not have been one of the world's great 
conductors, but he did a lot for music in Australia because he had a capacity 
to represent the musicians before the authorities, like the Australian 
Broadcasting Commission and other people. He would give it a go. When he'd 
come here examining he'd make himself available to amateur bodies and to the 
Symphony Orchestra which was comprised largely of professionals and 
semi-professionals. They used to undertake some fairly bold concerts of a 
Sunday evening and they developed their own following. They wouldn't get the 
place packed but they'd get some fairly sizeable audiences there. I think they 
did much to not only give the musicians something to do, but also they did 
much to interest the people of Perth in music. I remember for instance, 
Bernard Heinze conducted what was then a very modern almost regardei as an 
outrageous piece. I think it was Honegger, 321, or 231, I'm not sure, but in 
those days it was considered one of these really far out pieces and it 
attracted a lot of interest. But that's the sort of thing that Bernard Heinze 
did. 

Another man that did a lot for the orchestra was George Reid. He was a brass 
band player. In later years he conducted orchestras as well as bands. He did a 
lot of adjudicating. He also was a very fine copyist. His manuscript was 
beautiful to read from and he was a nice person. He was originally with the 
Perth City Band, I think, and he was very prominent in the YAL for many years. 
------------------------ 
1 Sir Charles later confirmed that the piece was Pacific 231, composed by 
Arthur Honegger (RJ). 
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He was a great trainer and conductor and teacher with the Young Australia 
League over many, many years. He was a person everyone liked. He was a 
thorough gentleman and did much to influence lots of young players over the 
years. 

Of course that was the era, the 1930's was the time when you saw the decline 
of Hughie McMahon. Hughie McMahon was probably the most brilliant cornetist 
Australia ever produced and in fact it was an English adjudicator that gave 
him a 100 marks at Ballarat and gave him the name 'Emperor of the Cornet'. I 
think it was well deserved. He had a brilliance of tone, he had a feeling in 
his playing that was quite remarkable. He was a very big, gross man and when 
he used to hold a cornet, it almost used to disappear in his hands, his hands 
were so big and he was such a huge man himself. He was also a remarkable man 
because not only was he a brilliant brass player, but he was also a great 
trainer of bands. He could take a band of less than brilliant players - good 
players but not brilliant players - and beat the best bands. But he used to 
get the other bands mad, because he used to be a very good arranger. His 
manuscript is superb. Some of his scores are still around. I'd be surprised if 
some of them are not still in the library of the Perth City Band. They are 
collectors pieces, superb arrangements of some of the old operas, and he used 
to arrange them in a brilliant way which used to make the other bands mad. Of 
course, they could only use them for own choice. They couldn't use them in 
test pieces. They weren't ever printed. 

But he used to arrange these magnificent selections around the players that 
were good in his band: himself included, of course. They were all arrangements 
of standard operas, and he had a superb ability to arrange these things. He 
had a very good trombonist, he had a very good euphonium, he had a very good 
horn player, and he'd build the selections virtually around these people. It 
was a very ingenious way that he used to get a better result out of the band 
than it was really entitled to produce, because he was able to feature, 
through his own clever arranging, the players that had the brilliance, and at 
the same time he could weave the less brilliant bandsmen around it and give a 
performance which was a winning performance in A Grade. 

He was an absolute fanatic for tune. He used to have a saying, "Tone, tune, 
blend and balance will always beat the brilliant executants." Tone, tune, 
blend and balance. I always remember this because when you boil it down that's 
what music's all about. He was a beautiful pianist. He used to accompany a lot 
of his own bandsmen when they competed in the solo events. He also used to 
play the piano in the silent pictures. Although he was such a gross man, and 
people used to talk about the amount that he drank, on the other hand he was a 
very gentle man and he was a very artistic man. 

In my 1930 experience, I played alongside of him quite a bit in the theatre, 
but it was in the days of his decline and I felt it was rather sad because 
here was this very brilliant man who I don't think ever had any equal in 
Australia, before, then or since. He competed in Ballarat pre First World War. 
That's when he got a 100 out of a 100 from Ord Hume the famous English 
conductor and composer and adjudicator. It was Ord Hume that at that time 
named him the Emperor of the Cornet, not only for Australia, by the way, but 
for the whole world. That will give you some idea of Hughie McMahon's 
brilliance. 

But In his declining years I felt it embarrassing when I was playing for 
Williamson's. I remember one particular performance, we were doing Florodora, 
which is an old musical comedy that was revived. I felt terribly embarrassed 
when the conductor promoted me to first trumpet and him to second. It was like 
shattering an Idol. I felt very uncomfortable during the whole of that season, 
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with me playing first trumpet and Hughie McMahon second trumpet; But the old 
chap was very gracious about it; He seemed to be quite pleased about it, the 
fact that a young chap that he knew had taken over the first desk, and it 
taught me a lesson; Here was this man who had every reason to be bitter 
because of his own former brilliance, but had acknowledged the fact that he 
was past it and was grateful to be employed; 

But he was just another one of the many personalities that you meet in music, 
not only in the brass section; Of course you naturally gravitate to the brass 
section, but when you're playing in an orchestra as it got bigger in the run 
up to the wartime years and then In the postwar years, you naturally become 
part of a total team and you get very friendly with all of the players in the 
orchestra; 

The Nylander brothers, of course, were people who made a great contribution? 
Ivan was the eldest, then there was Viv, and there was Elmore; all fine 
players? Fine musicians and fine players, and all equally at home in dance 
music as they were in symphonic music; I think that was characteristic of 
people of those times? They seemed to have to do a bit of everything and did 
it rather well; 

Bob Gibson, the violinist, was very much one of us, and he was a fine player, 
a fine musician. Then, of course, he went East and became quite famous over 
there because there wasn't much opportunity here? You have to realise that 
when the silent pictures went out and the talkies" came in, of course, it was 
the death knell to a substantial extent of the pit orchestra that used to play 
for the silent pictures; That was a very important source of income to 
musicians? So when the first of the "talkies" came, films like Jazz Singer and 
so on came, it was the end of the Income for a very large number of musicians 
who used to supplement their income playing at the pictures, sometimes two 
nights a week, sometimes one night a week, some people would have a job every 
night? For instance at Subiaco, Herbie Coleman was the violinist there, and a 
very fine violinist he was too; He played at the old Regal Theatre and in the 
gardens that used to be just opposite the Regal Theatre in Rokeby Road; He 
played there every night but they used to supplement the orchestra other 
nights; For instance I think it was on a Wednesday night they had a slightly 
bigger orchestra than on the other nights? On Saturday night they probably 
supplemented it to about seven? This was the standard drill because most 
nights the attendances wouldn't be that great, but certain nights such as 
Friday night and Saturday night, would be much greater attendances so they 
could afford to have an orchestra; Of course you also want to remember at that 
time that vaudeville was very strong; The vaudeville was a very important 
source of employment, not only for the people on the stage - dancers, 
comedians, singers, you name it, jugglers, contortionists, they all got a 
share of it because the whole Idea of vaudeville was it was a mixture of all 
of these people and there was something in it for everybody? Some of the great 
comedians, the natural comedians, were very active in those days? 

One man in the field of serious music who was quite a personality in the pre-
war years was Duffy Newton? There were two brothers, Duffy Newton and Percy? 
Percy was just as serious a man as you could possibly get, and a very pleasant 
man, a man of lovely character; Duffy on the other hand was a real cavalier 
type; He was one of these lovable characters you could never get angry with? 
He was brilliant; He played the violin extremely well and professionally, but 
if an orchestra or a show came here and they wanted an orchestra with an 
instrument that no-one was capable of playing at the time, Duffy was so 
brilliant that he could substitute on that instrument? For instance I remember 
one company, they particularly wanted a bass clarinet and there were no bass 
clarinets here at that time; But Duffy, so as to make way for somebody else to 
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get a job as a violinist - things were so tough In those days they tried to 
help one another, so Duffy very magnanimously dropped out of being a violinist 
for that show and took on the bass clarinet. To my amazement he was superb. He 
played the bass clarinet as though he'd been doing it all his life. I said to 
his brother, "Is this one of Duffy's standard instruments?" He said, "No," he 
said, "he just decided that they wanted a bass clarinet and it made an extra 
job and released one of the violin positions in the orchestra, and so he took 
it on." 

But he became the conductor of this orchestra that performed on a Sunday night 
and he developed a following all of his own. He was a real larrikin in his way 
and he was very venturous. He'd take on anything at all. Nothing frightened 
him, whether it was Tchaikowsky's Fifth or anything of this kind. Duffy was a 
brilliant musician. He was a brilliant reader of music, and he was a brilliant 
player of music. He subsequently left Perth. His brother stayed on here. His 
brother was a superb clarinetist. Malcolm Sargent tried to get Percy Newton to 
go back to London with him after he conducted the orchestra here on one 
occasion. 

I remember the time when Malcolm Sargent tried to get two players away from 
here to go to London. One was Percy Newton, the clarinetist, a very, very 
soulful player and a very capable musician, but he wouldn't go, he preferred 
to stay here with his family. The other player he tried to induce away was a 
fellow called Len Cooper a tuba player. Len Cooper played in my band when I 
was conducting the RSL Band, and he lost the fingers on his right hand, so he 
used to have to play the tuba left hand. But he was one of the finest tuba 
players I ever met. He used to make the tuba sound like the euphonium. He had 
a tremendous range and tremendous technique, bearing in mind he was doing it 
with his left hand, that he had to learn to do after he lost the fingers on 
his right hand. But Sargent was very impressed with Cooper and he offered him 
a position in London, if he'd go to London as a tuba player. 

Sargent by the way, was a most delightful man. He was the nicest of all the 
conductors. We had Beecham, we had Schneevoight, Dorati. You name it, they've 
all been here at some time. But Sargent used to woo the orchestra. He was here 
pre-war and post war, and I'm talking Second World War now. But Sargent had a 
happy knack of accepting, "Well this is all I've got, this Is the orchestra 
they've given me. It's no good me expecting better than I've got." So if he 
had a weak flautist, or a weak horn player, or a weak anything at all, he'd 
coax them and kid them, whereas some of the other conductors, when they found 
they had a weak player, they'd brutally attack this fellow and eventually he'd 
become incapable of giving anything. Sargent on the other hand would coax them 
and encourage them to a point when they would be able to give of their best. 
He became a very popular figure with the orchestras. It was a joy to work with 
him, and he got the best out of them. 

Sargent also had a great capacity for explaining music to children. When he 
came here they used to have afternoon concerts at which he would walk through 
the orchestra. I think they used to call it "A Walk Through The Orchestra". 
They'd have the theatre full of children. There must be many adults today who 
developed their great love of music because of Sargent. He would go through 
the orchestra and demonstrate all the Instruments and he was no slouch on the 
piano, because he'd want to illustrate a phrase out of the piece we were going 
to play, and he'd sit down at the piano and tickle it off. It was a joy. We 
were fascinated listening to this man who could just sit down there and 
rattle off a few bars to demonstrate a particular theme out of the symphony or 
out of a piece that we were going to play. 
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I also remember an occasion when we were having to rehearse in the old 
Assembly Hall. This was immediate pre war period. It was a terrible place to 
have to rehearse an orchestra, but they were short of halls in Perth at the 
time. We were rehearsing in there and It was a terrible place to rehearse a 
symphony orchestra. It wouldn't be as strong as it is today, but nevertheless 
there could have been 60 of us. I know we were playing a very noisy piece; the 
Rakoczi March, if I remember rightly. Sargent stopped the orchestra and he 
accused the tuba player, a man named O'Keefe, of reading the tuba part down an 
octave. Now if you know anything about music you'll know that that's a fairly 
tough challenge to make in an orchestra in a hail that's not good where the 
sound Is terrible. It's all lost because of the volume in this comparatively 
small hall with bad acoustics, and playing fortissimo flat out, everything, 
boots and all. He stopped the orchestra and accuses O'Keefe of reading the 
tuba part down an octave instead of playing the top C in this part. So he 
starts the orchestra off again, and he stops again. He says to O'Keefe, 
"You're still reading that down an octave." He said, "I will not tolerate It. 
So we did it the third time. He said, "Look you cannot play In my concert." 

Now most of us would say, "What the hell if the tuba player reads the part 
down an octave and you're all fortissimo, and it's really a great sound coming 
out, and one of these exciting things." In those days they used to finish 
concerts on a piece like that so that everyone went away with a nice bright 
brassy type of thing. They don't do it today, but in those days they always 
seemed to finish up on a thing like that. The orchestras weren't all that good 
and it was not a bad way of sending the people home happy. But as soon as we 
had a break.... O'Keefe by the way was not allowed to finish the rehearsal, 
and they got another tuba player, and that's when Cooper came in. They brought 
Cooper in from the RSL Band to take over. Cooper had a tremendous range on the 
tuba. That's not the occasion, that's not the concert where Sargent picked him 
and asked him to go to England, that was subsequent, another visit that 
Sargent made when he asked Cooper to go to London. But it so happens that 
[Len] Cooper was brought in to replace O'Keefe. So we said to O'Keefe, "Was he 
right or was he just bluffing?" He said, "He was right, that's out of my 
range." From then onward everyone's admiration for Sargent was so high that 
you daren't say anything about his musicianship. Some of these conductors were 
a bit suspect you know. People were never quite sure how good their 
musicianship was. But no one ever challenged Sargent's musicianship after 
that, because the fact that he could accurately pick the fact that a tuba 
player was playing his part down an octave in all that sound, in that 
particular hail, it just lifted him up in everyone's admiration. 

I had rather an extraordinary experience with SchneevoigL. Schneevolgt was a 
Finn, a wonderful conductor, a great martinet, fanatical with bowing. He did a 
lot for Australian orchestras. When he first came here pre-war he was very 
unpopular because the Australian orchestras had never had the discipline that 
Schneevoigt insisted upon. He had a standard and he was not going to depart 
from it. But by the time he left Australia they loved him because they knew he 
was good for them. After they got over their initial resentment of the brutal 
way this man used to speak in his faltering English, they realised that here 
was a man who knew his business. He was a great authority on bowing and 
orchestra] discipline and musical discipline apart from anything else. I know 
we were playing there on one occasion, we were doing Finlandia. I was playing 
in the trumpet section at the time and I made a "blue". The old boy stopped 
the orchestra and he really got stuck into me in this broken English of his. 
He said, "if you do that again I will keel [sic] you." 1 remember this, the 
way he said, "I'll keel [sic] you." Anyhow he used to go on like this. 
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After we'd finished the series of concerts, which were a great success, it set 
a new standard, a new benchmark of symphony orchestra playing in Perth because 
of the discipline of this man and the fact that he was probably the greatest 
interpreter of Sibelius. He was a great friend of Sibelius. It was wonderful 
to have a man like this who was very much the contemporary of Sibelius. I was 
down the town, I was down in Barrack Street, in Dawson and Harrison's 
Florists, this day. I saw the old boy in there obviously having trouble as I 
walked past. He was having trouble with one of the shop assistants. So I went 
in and I said, "Can I help you?" He said, "I want to buy some flowers," in his 
broken English he said, "and I want to send some flowers to Mrs Kirke, and I 
want to send flowers to somebody else, and somebody else, and they won't sell 
me as many as I want to buy." He wanted to buy gladioli. He was absolutely 
thrilled with these beautiful gladioli. Anyhow I sorted it out. I said, "You 
don't send two dozen of these to each of these. You send a nice little group 
of six." Then when this was all over and he'd signed all the cards and so on 
for the different people and we'd made the peace with the shop assistant, 
because he was treating them rather like he used to treat the orchestra 
(fortunately I knew all the Dawson and Harrison people) I then realised that 
he was very agitated because he was running late to catch his plane. In those 
days the planes to the Eastern States were pretty primitive. He was very 
agitated and I said, "Look I'll drop you there, don't you worry." So he said, 
"Why do you do all this for me?" He said, "I seem to recognise you." I said, 
"Yes I'm the man that you were going to keel [sic] the other night because I 
played that wrong note in Finlandia." Of course we both laughed about it. 

When he went to a civic reception in Sydney a few weeks later he was saying, 
"Oh they're wonderful people in Perth," he said, "they're wonderful people 
over there," he said, "even the man I threatened to keel [sic] in the concert, 
when I was in trouble in the street, buying some flowers, he not only helped 
me, but he also gave me a ride, helped me to catch my plane." It was one of 
these amusing Incidents. So I hit the headlines in the Sydney newspapers. The 
headline came out, "Favours From The Man He Threatened To Keel," and they 
spelt It out in the phonetic way that he used to say keel. 

I think some of the personalities of music have disappeared. Not only in the 
symphony orchestra but in the theatre too. 

I had a long association with Nell Shortland-Jones. She lived down in the same 
suburb as we lived in, and her brother went to school with me. But she was a 
very active person in the musical world. She had a very pleasant voice, and she 
gave a lot of her time to charity in many, many ways, over many, many years. I 
don't think people realise just how much work she did for charity, both in the 
time before the war and subsequently and, of course, is still performing. But 
in those days there were a number of concert parties. I have an Idea that her 
mother was also very active in this field, but we had a number of people who 
had concert parties, that used to go round to the various institutions and 
bring a lot of comfort and a lot of joy to these places. They would rope you in 
to give solo items. You would have a very varied programme when they went to 
the prison, or what was then called the asylum, or Sunset Home or any of these 
places. I used to admire greatly what they did. Some of them went all the time, 
some of us only went intermittently. They might recruit us to do a particular 
programme. 

The musical influence during the Second World War was rather amusing because I 
enlisted as a private, [became] a corporal and then I became a sergeant and 
eventually got a commission and, of course, subsequently by the time war ended 
I was lieutenant colonel. But in my early days in the Army I avoided bands 
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because in my peace time experience with the Army, every time I was In the Army 
they immediately wanted to put me in the band. That was the last thing I wanted 
to be in. I got enough bands in my civilian life. 

I remember I was in the 44th Battalion in the volunteer days, and I wanted to 
be a soldier [not a bandsman], but they kept wanting to put me into the band 
because of my reputation with bands. So I got out of the volunteer forces 
because I just didn't want to be Involved, particularly as it was a terrible 
band there under a man who had no musical ability at all.. I don't know why they 
persisted with him when they could have had a good bandmaster and would have 
had a good band. 

However, when I joined up early in the war I always remember going down to the 
recruiting depot and having a talk to some of the old salts down there. They 
used to have a lot of these old salts from the First World War in the 
recruiting depots. I said, "I want to make sure I enlist in a corps that 
doesn't have a brass band because I can do banding all my life without joining 
the Army In the war time and I want to do something different to that." Anyhow 
he went through all the different units that had bands and didn't have bands 
and eventually we decided that the ASC [Army Service Corps] were most unlikely 
to ever have a band.. So I nominated that as a starting point.. 

Well I hadn't been in the unit very long and I'd got promoted to a lance 
corporal and a corporal. They'd sent me off to an NCOs' (Non Commissioned 
Officers'] school and I'd passed that and I was heading to be a sergeant because 
promotion was fairly quick early in the war because they were diluting the Army 
to build it up very, very quickly. If you had any intelligence at all and you 
dedicated yourself at all to the work you got fairly quick promotion. Anyhow 
next thing I get paraded to the CO. He said, "Oh," he said, "I've got 
permission from the General Commanding the local Western Australian Command to 
have an unofficial band and," he said, "I've been checking up on you and," he 
said, "I know something of your record as an instrumentalist and a band 
conductor and so on. So," he said, "I want to form a band." So I did something 
that was very wrong and, of course, being fairly new in the Army you didn't 
know probably as much as you normally would have known and you wouldn't have 
had the cheek to do it. Anyhow I then proceeded to do a deal with Major Ennis. 
He was quite intrigued about this deal. I said, "If I undertake to get you the 
best band, a really good band, can I be excused from participating in It, 
because I don't want it to interfere with my work on the soldiering side?" 
"Oh," he said, "that's fair enough.." He said, "It's quite irregular, but it's 
fair enough." 

So I got a free hand to go and recruit a band of sixteen initially, and 
building up to twenty later. I went and got all the people I knew, bandsmen I 
knew were about to want to join the Army and so on and enlist. So I went and 
got them together and the man that I got to conduct them was this Len Cooper 
that I mentioned to you, because he'd had some experience with me in the RSL 
Band as an assistant conductor there. So we put together this band with Len 
Cooper as the conductor. They were a nice little band. They were all reasonably 
good players and they'd played together in different ways. So we had a very 
nice band which I was able to hand over to the CO. 

But unfortunately for me the CO got ambitious and he said, "Oh," he said, "this 
is the best band here at the present time," in the forces at that time, In 
Western Australia, and he used to go round challenging all the other people 
that had proper bands on their establishment such as Army units and even 
challenged the Air Force, which had a much better band, fully equipped, to a 
competition. So I had to get back and train this band then, because my CO was 
so anxious to win these competitions. Anyhow as It happened we were quite 
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successful, and that coincided with my transfer to the AlE [Australian Imperial 
Force]. I [was posted] away (to the 1st Armoured Division], so that got me out 
of that problem. 

In those days I couldn't go straight into the AtE [because of the manpower 
regulations], but they had a peculiar rule that if you went into the AMF 
[Australian Military Forces] instead of the AlE for three months - I think - 

you could then by-pass the manpower [regulations.] It was a crazy set-up. So 
all I did was to go into this [ASC] unit that we're now talking about, which 
was AMF, and I could do all my training. In fact I went through the NCOs' 
school. When the required period was up I could then go [into AlE] and by-pass 
the manpower system. So that enabled me to switch into the AtE and then after 
that I finished up later on under the famous 'Red Robbie'. I was doing pretty 
well then. I'd got my commission, I'd got my captaincy, and I was adjutant of a 
unit. 

One day [much later] I got called into General Robertson's tent and he said, 
"Oh," he said, "I've been checking up on you." He said, "I find that you've got 
quite a record in bands, and," he said, "I want the best band in the Australian 
Army." He said, "The Commander-in-Chief, General Blarney, has agreed to us 
having a band in the Armoured Division," although normally, of course, such a 
band in war time wouldn't be used very much because you're all in tanks and 
armoured vehicles and that sort of thing. But Robbie was a great man on parades 
and a great man on ceremonial, even though we were in the middle of the war. He 
regarded this as part of the discipline, part of the training. He said, "I want 
to have the best band in the Australian Army." 

Well if you knew Red Robbie you had to be very careful how you tried to do a 
deal with Red Robbie. So I said to him in a half joking manner, "You know I've 
been trying to avoid bands ever since I joined the Army," and I told him the 
story of why I'd been trying to avoid bands and been concentrating on the 
soldiering. So I said, "In any case, a band wouldn't have an establishment for 
a captain." If I get you the best band In Australia can I carry on with my 
normal Army career?" He said, "That's a deal." 

So I went out and within the division we had some superb players: a fellow 
called BeIlett, who was a former Australian champion, a beautiful player, a 
beautiful cornet player. We had a number of players like that in the division 
itself, who were already in a band in one of the brigades. Then I went out and 
recruited the famous Bert Baille. Bert Baille was a very famous Australian band 
trainer. It was he who took the Newcastle Steel Works Band to England in the 
pre-war period. They had a remarkable run of success In England at a number of 
competitions. Halifax, Bellevue, they won all those, but I think they got 
second at Crystal Palace as it was in those days. Bert Baille had one problem, 
he was over age for our division. Our division had a very, very tough age 
limit. Robbie was very insistent in having young men in the armoured division. 
Anyhow we worked the oracle [with the aid of Brigadier Denzil Macarthur-Onslow] 
and we got Bert Baille in as a warrant officer class I. He was the bandmaster 
and he brought together a lot of magnificent players. I was able to say to 
Robbie, "Well you've got the best band in the Australian Army." It was a superb 
brass band, it really was. Robbie was very proud of his band. That was in the 
middle of the war. 

Anyhow at that time we had finished our training in New South Wales ready to go 
away and the division had been broken up into two different armoured divisions 
and one of them was over here in WA. At that time we were over here in Western 
Australia, but Robbie was so proud of his band that when he'd meet a general 
from one of the other divisions (and they were infantry divisions, of course, 
that had bands in each of their battalions) Robbie would challenge them. He'd 
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bet them a 100 pounds (and that was a lot of money in those days) that his band 
was the best band. He'd come back to me and he'd say, "Oh," he said, "I've 
challenged General Lloyd to a competition for our band and," he said, "you've 
got to win it." So I'd have to then drop my normal duties and come back and 
work with the band. But Baille was a superb conductor and we had a superb 
sergeant major ["Jenny" Lind] and really there was nothing that I could teach 
them. Baille was a much better conductor than I ever was and a much better 
trainer. I got him the best sergeant major we could get in the division. I 
remember the day they won this competition at Geraldton, it was a joy to listen 
to that band, they were really superb. Old Red Robbie, he just assumed that 
whatever he told you to do you were going to do. He was rather an arrogant man, 
a superb soldier. But that got me out of it. 

From that point I was transferred away again and I went over to the [Northern 
Territory and later] to the islands. There was very little music there because 
when you're in the jungle about the last thing you'd want would be a brass 
band. But every time they got a chance, when you had your troops in the base 
areas, you'd try and get a bit of music. In fact I always remember when we had 
that phoney peace. The people on the mainland, in Australia, wouldn't probably 
realise it as we did, but there was a period at the end of the war when there 
was a phoney peace for a week nearly, when it transpires that the Emperor of 
Japan was suing for peace but his warlords wouldn't agree to it. We had this 
sort of artificial truce. It was an unofficial situation, but was honoured 
fairly well. I know on our island it was honoured fairly well. We had this 
period when everyone assumed the war was over but It wasn't officially over. 
There'd been no official surrender. There'd been no declaration of peace and 
that sort of thing. So we had this sort of unofficial arrangement between our 
commander and the Japanese commander. The Japanese commander, General Kanda, he 
provided a hostage who was a member of the royal family. He was a distant 
cousin or something of that kind in the royal family. He was a prince, and they 
gave him to us as a hostage. So we brought him up into our area. 

We had this week of uneasy silence, and we brought one of the regimental bands 
out of mothballs and you'll laugh at this, but we went down on to the River 
Mivo, down in the southern part of the island, and we took the band down there 
because our troops had nothing to do, and the Japanese were on the other side. 
This band gave a concert on the banks of the river there. The Japanese were all 
sitting on the other side of the river under a captain. Every time the band 
stopped playing he would stand up and make his troops rise on a command, and 
then they'd clap by command and then they'd stop clapping by command. It was 
quite an hilarious business. But we didn't have very much music in the islands 
as you can Imagine, apart from some recorded music, because it was hardly the 
place where you'd have people carrying their instruments around, plus the fact 
that In the tropics it played havoc with brass instruments. [This description 
of the band performance and the Japanese was related to me by the late Ross 
(Sam) Fletcher. He was from WA and a Staff Captain. He was sent down to the 
Mivo to escort the hostage.] 

When I came back from the war 1 resumed my relationship with the RSL Band for 
some years, in fact right up to the time when I decided to go into Parliament 
in 1953. I think I actually dropped out of the band the year before that when I 
knew I was going to nominate. 1 thought it was wise to dissociate myself with 
the Band as Its conductor and as a member of the band, although I retained a 
very close link with them for many years, particularly in connection with the 
Anzac Day music. Previously I concentrated mainly on trying to develop young 
players. I could see that they needed young players for the future and it was 
because of that that I took a band of younger players to the Jubilee 
competitions in Ballarat in 1950. We did very well, but we didn't pick a band 
of the best players that we could have got in the State. In other words we 
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didn't stack the band just with a view to winning the A Grade. We concentrated 
on taking a band of the less experienced players over so as to, hopefully, 
provide a reservoir of players for the future. It was a great success, that 
experience. 

It had its rather interesting side. I couldn't get any of those players to 
enter for the solo competitions and, of course, I hadn't competed as a soloist 
from the time I was twenty. By this time I was 40. So I said to the players, 
"Look, if you will compete and enter for the solo competitions, I'll enter 
myself." They left me holding the baby. I just had to go on with it because 
they did enter for the competitions and I then had to do some practice, because 
I hadn't been practising the same way as you'd normally do for solo events. In 
the earlier days when I was having a lot of success in solo events, I used to 
practise very assiduously and very painstakingly. Anyhow I did a bit of 
practice for it and to my great amazement I finished up third in the Australian 
Championship at Ballarat that year. I think I played the same piece as I did 
when I won the Champion of Champions in 1930. That was From the Shores of the 
Mighty Pacific. Had I tried a bit harder I would have won that event, because I 
was only a point, I think, off winning the darn thing. But that was the first 
time I'd competed in solo events since I was twenty. In other words there was a 
twenty year break. But it was a great experience going to Ballarat with these 
young people. Many of them, of course, they went on and did greater things and 
they look back on that as a highlight in their career. 

I am not involved in.... as a performer I haven't performed for 30 years. But I 
do still keep in touch with bands and orchestras and I'm patron of many musical 
bodies, many cultural bodies, like I'm one of the joint patrons with Dame Joan 
Sutherland and Dame Joan Hammond at the WA Opera Company. I'm the patron of the 
Gilbert and Sullivan [Society]. I'm the patron of the Nedlands Symphony 
Orchestra, the WA Youth Concert Band, the WA Youth Symphony Orchestra, the 
Karrinyup Symphony Orchestra, and a number of the brass bands. I've always 
retained my love of music and my interest in them, to try and encourage them. 
But apart from occasionally conducting one of the mass bands at the Festival or 
something of that kind, I don't participate. 

[At this point, the transcript returns to the interview with Sir Charles 
Court, conducted at the Alexander Library Building on 9 July, 1990. The 
questions which follow were to seek further information either because of what 
had been said in previous interviews between Sir Charles Court and Ronda 
Jamieson, or between Sir Charles Court and Jim Chapman.] 

RJ For a start, you have already made reference to the fact that you 
got your first cornet as a 9r1stmas present In your youth and I wondered when 
you got a better instrument? 

COURT That's a good question because 1 cherished that battered old 
cornet and no cornet was ever kept as well polished as that one. It would 
have been at least two years later when my father would have bought me a 
better one, again a secondhand one. From then onward, acquiring instruments 
was no problem because I was earning money on the instrument and I was able to 
buy better comets and go from one to the other, but I never had to use an 
instrument from a band. Most people relied on the band that they were taught 
in and belonged to to provide them with a trombone or a tenor horn or a tuba 
or a cornet, as the case may be, but I never had to because the first one I 
got from my father, which I used, battered though it was, and the subsequent 
ones after my father gave me a start with a better instrument, then I went on, 
mainly using Besson instruments. There's a reason for that, that my 

This transcript, p.  15. 
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bandmaster and trainer and mentor, George Mellor, he was a fanatical Besson 
man. The great instrument makers of Britain in those days were Boosey, 
Hawkes and Besson. Later on it became Boosey & Hawkes. They combined but 
Besson remained separate. There was great rivalry between them. There were 
other makes on the continent and so on but the English instruments always were 
the main ones wanted by good players until later on the Americans started to 
make high quality instruments, mainly trumpets, not so much comets because 
they had a different approach to brass bands. They were mainly concert bands, 
which was a cross between a brass band and a military band under the British 
system. Ironically, of course, today the Japanese make them all and would 
probably have replaced the Americans. 

I used Bessons mainly because Mr Mellor used to get very angry if you didn't 
have a Besson and he was an amazing man of contradictions, really you know. 
He used to say, "Anyone that doesn't play a Besson is prejudiced; they're 
biased," he used to say. We used to laugh because no one was more biased and 
more prejudiced than he was but he had this absolute obsession about Bessons. 
So most of us, for sheer peace and quietness, used Bessons, plus the fact, of 
course, when I started winning competitions, the makers wanted to be 
identified with you for advertising purposes so periodically you would get a 
new instrument. 

RJ Given to you? 

COURT Yes, not too often I might add. [laughter] In those days they 
didn't give too much. Or you'd get it at a very, very big discount. I know 
when I switched from a cornet to a trumpet, the first one I had was a Besson 
and I paid very, very little for it because it was mainly an advertising 
gimmick that they wanted the rights, of course, to publish the fact that I 
used a Besson instrument. That didn't worry me much. Those days you never 
got paid for these things like they do today. You didn't have managers that 
went round promoting you and selling you off for so much an appearance or 
something like that. I used both Boosey and Hawkes as well as the Bessons. 

RJ At what stage did you transfer from cornet to trumpet? 

COURT Well you didn't transfer from one to the other completely because 
in brass bands you normally use the cornet and In orchestras you use the 
trumpet because there's a different timbre with the two different instruments. 
So when you're doing theatrical work, like for Williamsons or with the ABC 
Symphony Orchestra, or dancework, you'd be using a trumpet but if you're doing 
bandwork you use a cornet. I had the two right up until I stopped playing 
because I used to set the example. If I was playing in a band, conducting the 
band and playing at the same time, well I used to use the cornet because a lot 
of the players who were doing dance work as well, they used to object to using 
the cornet in the band; there's a bit of a problem with the mouthpiece, unless 
you can use the same mouthpiece, which is not good when you're using a trumpet 
and a cornet. So I had both the cornet and the trumpet. 

It's quite a big difference in the actual sound that comes out, the timbre of 
the sound that comes out when you're using a trumpet and a cornet. There are 
some orchestral works written, of course, some of the Wagnerian works, which 
are written for cornet and trumpet; you have to have both. But usually In a 
brass band it's either cornet or nothing at all. Some use both and there 
again George Mellor used to have an obession about people playing the Last 
Post and other bugle calls on comets and trumpets. They had to be played on 
bugles or cavalry trumpets, as the case may be, and he's right too because I 
find on Anzac Day that buglers use comets and the difference between the 
sound coming out of a well played bugle is quite different. A bugle is harder 
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to play by the way but it's a marshal sound and it's intended to be a harsh 
marshal sound and like the cavalry trumpet the same. So my brother and I, 
we.... I don't know about him in later years but all the time that we were, 
you might say performing at our peak, we always observed the rule: cornet with 
a band and trumpet with an orchestra, a bugle for the infantry calls, and the 
cavalry trumpet for the cavalry calls. They've all got their place and if 
you're sensitive to it at all, they all have a completely different sound. 

RJ You told me earlier in an interview that Ron Res started to give 
you lessons at his home around about your age of eleven. He at the time 
was the teacher and director of music at the YAL. What was Rees like? 

COURT He was a good teacher. He was a patient man who could be quite 
strong. If you weren't practising in between lessons properly, he could tell, 
and so he could be quite strong and make you understand there was no nonsense. 
On the other hand if you were progressing as you should progress, he was a 
very patient man. He had some very simple approaches to life. It was he that 
taught me the saying, "More haste less speed," and in fact you'll find on my 
old Arban's Tutor - Arban's Tutor was the most wonderful tutor for brass 
instruments put out by a man named Arban and it had everything for the 
beginner right through to the accomplished artists and you lived or died by 
Arban's. George Mellor was a great Arban's man; Ron Rees was a great Arban's 
man. You'll find in quite a few places in that book where it's got, "More 
haste less speed." This was to remind me every time. He had rather nice 
handwriting, I remember, and a nicely spoken man too. Whilst he wasn't a 
brilliant player, he was a good player and he was a good musician and a good 
executant and a good reader. He eventually married one of the Waterman girls. 
There were two Waterman girls. Vera was his wife. She played the violin. She 
became the leader in the ABC Symphony Orchestra; a very good, reliable 
performer. She had a sister, if I remember, who was Edna. Don't hold me to 
that but I think it was Edna. She played the 'cello and they were very much 
like me, brought up in this home music business where you'd have ten or a 
dozen people gather in a home and they'd produce all sorts of music, standard 
overtures, waltzes, anything at all, and you were expected just to read it 
and if there was somebody missing, you'd just fill in a bit too. Vera was a 
very nice person and also a very capable violinist. Without being brilliant 
she was a good solid orchestral player and ensemble player. You always felt 
really comfortable with her and her 'cellist sister too but Vera was the 
better one. Well she married Ron Rees and I had a lot to do with them for 
many, many years. 

Ron taught music as a profession and he did some professional playing and it 
was he who got me to go into the RSL Band. He said to George Mellor, "This 
young chap is learning fast and he's virtually picked up all I can teach him 
and I think it's time that he came into the band," and I came into the band at 
twelve years of age. Then I came in as third cornet where you start down to 
the "urn cha chas" and you learn there. It wasn't very long.... it wasn't very 
long before, a few months later, that George Mellor picked my stand up one day 
and put me up alongside Ron Rees who was the solo cornet in the band. 
Obviously they'd worked it out between them. They didn't put me straight 
there but put me through the third cornet stage and then I went straight up to 
the solo cornet stage working alongside Ron Rees. Then he dropped out not so 
long after that. He must have known that he was going to drop out and so I 

------------------------ 
1 This transcript, p. 19. 
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became the solo cornet when I was about fourteen, but that was thanks to Ron Rees who promoted me there; He gave me a good sound grounding; 'I went through the Arban's Tutor very quickly; Normally .you'd take years 9d years to go through but I loved it so much that I was always a lesson ahead. 

END OF TAPE 21 SIDE B 

1Evidence of Charles Court being precocious in music is contained in the West of 9 Feb. 1925 when he was shown as broadcasting on GWF at the age of 13. In an article in the Kalgoorlie Sun of 28 Feb. 1926, he was referred to as "the first cornetist to broadcast over the wireless in Western Australia. He is regarded as a remarkably good musician, and is the cornet soloist of the R.S.L. Band." Also of interest re copies of correspondence between Sir Charles and Mrs A Le Breton in 1992 on the same subject and on other music personalities known to Sir Charles, copies attached pp.  2321-2326 (RJ) 
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COURT The Arban's Tutor was quite unique, because it started off with the 
very, very earliest things you did and it went right through to some of the 
most difficult studies, and they're equally good today. Then it finished up 
with about twelve very famous solos at the finish. Things like Carnival of 
Venice with variations. The Arban variations I think are the best that were 
ever written. In the one book, you could virtually master the Instrument and 
master the art of solo playing as well as the actual technique of the 
[instrument]. I suppose it had about the same relationship to brass band 
playing and particularly cornet playing as what Mrs Beaton's Cookery Book had 
to cooking. [laughs] It covers everything from Christmas dinner to the most 
frugal meal you can Imagine. But it had everything; It didn't matter where you 
looked it had it there. Whether it was developing a tone, or developing 
technique and so on. 

So I went through that pretty quickly thanks to Ron Rees. He, I always 
remember, had the knack of letting me make my own pace. Some teachers would 
have said, "You do this in a year, and do this next year, and the next year." 
But he seemed to have the good sense to let you make your own pace. For 
instance I remember him teaching me the art of triple tonguing and then double 
tonguing, which is very important to brass instruments. If ever you're going 
to play the very, very fast things you've got to have triple tonguing and 
double tonguing techniques. He taught me that quite early in the piece, well 
ahead of the lessons in the book. He had his own very special methods of 
teaching. He would have been a great success at the YAL because he'd have been 
a patient man. Of course he had First World War experience. He must have been 
quite young when he went to the First World War. That in itself I think, gave 
him a tolerance and would have made him a great asset to the YAL. 

He wanted to take me on one of their tours. I'd be about fourteen at the time. 
They used to go on these great tours around the world and they used to take 
their band, it was one of their features, and they wanted to strengthen it up 
a bit. You might be surprised at this, I wasn't eligible to join the YAL. My 
brother was, but I wasn't born here. I don't know If they've changed that, but 
in those days they were very strict about it. "Boss" Simons was consulted 
about this because Ron Rees wanted to take me and a couple of other people who 
were a bit better than what they had in the band. They offered to take me for 
nothing, the League would have paid all the costs and so on. But my mother and 
father weren't very keen on the idea, plus the fact that they didn't think it 
was wise for me to go when I'd be an imposter because I'd have been an 
honorary sort of Australian, to get over the fact that I'd have been the only 
boy on the tour who wasn't a member of the League. My father, who had a 
natural wisdom with this sort of thing.... I used to be amazed in later years 
how he worked these things out because I was naturally anxious to go. Just 
imagine a trip around the world for nothing, just because you could play the 
cornet. But he said no to that and "Boss" Simons thought he was right. Ron 
Rees was a bit disappointed because he wanted a good cornet player. 

RJ So how long did you learn from Rees? 

COURT It would have been - I'm guessing now - it would have been no more 
than two and a half years. He lived in Subiaco and we were in West Subiaco, of 
course, so I would walk to lessons after school. I'd left Rosalie School and I 
was started at Perth Boys' School, so it would be two and a half years. 

RJ You've told me a lovely story off tape, which we do not have on 
tape, about music speeding up long pants for you. 
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COURT Well that's a very simple story. I got my first professional job 

with Williamson. It wasn't the first time I'd been paid to play but it was the 

first really professional job I had where you were subject to the award. It 

was playing in His Majesty's, the old His Majesty's Theatre. It was a big 

moment. I was only fourteen. In those days people, almost by decree, bought 

their boys long pants when they were sixteen. Whether you were rich or poor 

you seemed to get long pants at sixteen, so I was still in short pants. The 

shop steward from the union - they've always been pretty strong in the 

Musicians' Union - and the shop steward welcomed me when I turned up to do the 

first rehearsal. He said, "We don't object to you playing at fourteen," he 

said, "don't get me wrong, we're not worried about that, but we do object to 

you playing in the pit in short pants. It doesn't look right and we don't 

think it's right to the employers either. So you'll have to get long pants." 

So my mother did buy me my first pair of long pants when I was fourteen, but 

in those days of hand-me-downs, she said, "I'm going to buy you a pair that 

will fit you when you're sixteen." So this she did. So you can imagine they 

were rolled up at the bottom. I spent half my life hitching them up, because 

they were going to fit me when I was sixteen. I can tell you they did fit me 

when I was sixteen, so you can imagine when you're growing, like you grow 

between fourteen and sixteen with all the exercise that a young boy does, you 

know, you can imagine the problems I had with these things. I couldn't get 

them off fast enough because they.... It was quite embarrassing really but, of 

course, in the pit it didn't matter, people didn't see you anyhow. But I did 

as I was told; I had long pants when I was fourteen. 

RJ You've also told us about your joining the RSL Memorial Band, well 

that the name was changed to the Memorial Band so that you could be admitted 

as the son of an ex-serviceman. Were there any others in that category at the 

time, or were you the only one? 

COURT I was the only one. It was because of Ron Rees, you see, bringing 

me in, purely because he felt that I was ready for a band. I don't think they 

thought about it at the time when this young bloke turned up with his father 

and I sat in the back row with the third comets and later on was promoted. I 

don't think they thought about it until I became a solo cornet, when I became 

rather conspicuous in the band. They then started to realise that the 

constitution provided It had to be ex-servicemen from the First World War, 

because that's how they came into being. They were formed together as a 

scratch band when the Prince of Wales visited here immediately after the First 

World War. The Prince of Wales, as he was then, later on Edward VIII, he was 

very popular amongst the Australian soldiers. So when he came, the 

ex-servicemen, being so close to the end of the First World War, they wanted 

to be identified, and they decided that they would borrow a set of band 

instruments from the Army - it happened to be the 44th Battalion, the former 

44th Battalion - and they borrowed those instruments because every infantry 

battalion in the old days used to have a brass band of Its own. It was part of 

the establishment, because it was the mechanism that got them to march more 

and better and so on. But they formed this band and they liked it so much, 

coming together in this impromptu or ad hoc way, that they decided to continue 

on. They continued initially as the 44th Battalion Band and then they became 

the RSL Band. It wasn't RSL Memorial it was RSL Band. Then when this problem 

arose they consulted Colonel Collett, because the RSL was pretty sensitive 

about their name. Colonel Collett was either the president or one of the 

senior office bearers of the RSL, and he said, "What are you worried about? 

You're going to die out anyhow as a band, you won't live forever and you've 

got to have some follow on. Why not call it the RSL Memorial Band, and then 

you can embrace the sons of ex-servicemen without any problem." 
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So from then onward we had a steady inflow of young men and young boys who 

were too young to have gone to the war, of course, and they came in under this 

provision. They were still very strict for many years about people who were 

eligible to go to the First World War but didn't go. Later on that broke down 

a bit, it had to break down under its own weight, but for many, many years 

they were very strict about this. But it didn't apply to us younger fellows, 

who were obviously too young to have ever gone to a war. 

Rd Would you know at what stage it changed, that you didn't have to be 

the son of an ex-serviceman? 

COURT Oh I don't think there was any conscious date. Probably somebody 

came in and no-one asked any questions. As you drift along the line it's 

rather like the time at which the Germans were accepted after the First World 

War into the community and no—one asked any questions. It was like the 

Japanese after the Second World War and so on. No-one can fix a precise date 

on It. It just happens that one day no-one asked any questions about them 

being there. I think that's how it happens, because one thing that we realised 

is, of course, you've got ex-servicemen in every band there was. They all had 

their quota of ex-servicemen. We would have been suffering a disability if 

we'd have had this too strict a line. But In the main they still had.... 

specially when the Second World War came along, we had another influx of 

ex-servicemen. We were always predominently ex-servicemen. 

Rd Sir Charles when you were talking about the RSL Band to me before 

and you spoke of the Diggers Fair and the time that you laughed at that 

unfortunate young man that you were then reprimanded for, you said at the 

time, "I'll tell you something about the RSL too, the Band again, in a 

minute," which we didn't get on to. Can you remember what that was that you 

were going to tell me? 

COURT Well it was later than that competition, because I was only about 

twelve when that competition was held. It was a bit later by which time I was 

the solo cornet in the RSL Band. You must remember I was still only fourteen, 

you see. Anyhow part of the arrangement between the RSL and the RSL Band was 

that we had to march through the city, through Perth, down Hay Street, and 

then down William Street, down to Diggers Fair every night. That was part of 

our arrangement with them for the use of their name and their facilities. We 

used to practise at their place and all that sort of thing. This was our 

contribution to the fundraising aspects of Diggers Fair. George Mellor, of 

course, was the secretary of the Perth sub-branch of the RSL which ran this, 

so he was full time during this month, or whatever it was, that this Fair was 

on, bearing in mind it would be Diggers Fair one time, and then it would be 

Cooee City another time, and that was run by somebody else. Then there was the 

Ugly Men's Association. So they'd all have their month, or whatever it was, 

that they had the Fair and they ran it for their particular charity, you see. 

For this period of about a month it was run by the RSL every year. It was 

quite a fundraiser from their point of view. So we had to do our little bit to 

Justify our existence. Then we used to have to march from the Town Hall 

straight down to William Street along Hay Street, bearing in mind the trains 

were there In those days, so you used to have to juggle the band marching In 

between the trams, you see. You'd have a tram in front of you and disappearing 

and you'd have one coming up behind you clanging its bell wanting you to hurry 

up so he could get through. Conductors used to play and conduct in those days. 

Most brass bands had a playing conductor, so you used to play one hand and 

conduct with the other one. You became quite proficient at It. But it wasn't 

until I started conducting bands myself that bands switched over to having, 

like an orchestra, a conductor who did nothing else but conduct. One of the 

qualifications for getting a job as a conductor was you had to be a good 
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player. You'd lead the band like back in the days of Mozart when they 
conducted the orchestra from the piano, you know. Well you used to lead the 
band by being a good enough player to sort of be the star performer, you see, 
as well as conducting with one hand. 

George Mellor used to be a rather.... not exactly a fat man, but he was a 
fairly solid sort of a chap. He used to walk down Hay Street one hand, you 
see, and playing. I thought this was mighty clever. So when he couldn't be 
with us when we used to march down every night, I was the solo cornet. Of 
course, we didn't have him in the band to carry a share of the burden, you 
see. When you're playing marching music it's quite physically an effort, much 
more than if you're playing on a stage. Of course, you work it together so 
that the first phrase you might do It and the other one have a rest, or if 
It's a piano phrase one might have a rest and then you'd both be there for the 
fortissimo phrases and all that sort of thing. It's a very smooth arrangement 
that works very well. Anyhow I had to carry the whole of the burden of this 
thing. I thought it was great. So I thought if Mr Mellor can march down 
playing one hand so can I. Well George Mellor, l didn't know that he, every 
night, used to go up Hay Street and watch to see if the band was on time and 
it was playing properly because, although he wasn't with us, he ,just used to 
sneak up just to see that we were doing our job properly, you see. He saw me 
doing this. Well when we got to the other end was he upset. I used to be 
scared stiff of Mr Mellor. l tried to remonstrate, you know. I said, "Well you 
do it Mr Mellor." Then he said, "What I do is one thing, what you do Is what 
you're told. You learn to play with two hands first and then you can start the 
show off one hand." That's the way he talked to you. [Laughs] And you'd 
shudder, shudder, shudder and never do it again. I'll always remember that 
time. I thought it was big time to be marching down the street there playing 
one hand and just show how good I was that I could not only play the part, but 
I could play it one handed. 

Rd And were you succeeding, were you managing? 

COURT Oh yes, yes. See I was the solo cornet of the band. He as conductor 
still played, but he left all the solos to me. He was very good that way. He 
was a much better player than I was then, as you can imagine, but he used to 
let me do all the solo parts and so on, so I became used to taking that 
responsibility. But it's the sort of brashness of youth and you've got to 
learn. You're fortunate if you have somebody like that who's so tough on you. 

Rd Also talking about George Mellor, you say in the Chapman interview 
about the way, if you walked the baby for Betty Mellor, around Subiaco, you 
would get an hour's teaching on the cornet for every hour you walked the baby. 
Was that walking of the baby any source of embarrassment to a young man? 

COURT Oh I tell you that was.... I'd much rather my mother and father 
paid fees. I tell you I walked Betty Mellor for miles. George had a wife who 
was a bit strict, a bit house proud and so on. I used to think she was a bit 
hard on George. I didn't know some of his antics, but still, I always thought 
she was a bit hard on him. You were always a little bit worried as to whether 
you were having a lesson in the right place, whether that was one of the 
places where she'd got a notice up where that had just been cleaned or 
something. Anyhow he hated wheeling this pram around Subiaco and he did this 
deal privately with me. If I wheeled Betty around well he'd give me lessons. 
That's how it started, having lessons at his place. It was a little deal he 
did with me. Mrs Mellor I think thought I liked doing it. But it was the deal 
that I had with George about It. See I never paid him anything for lessons. He 
in turn was trying to build up a good cornet player for his band and so on. So 
it was all part of an arrangement that seemed to exist in those days, give and 
take. There was something in it for everybody. Today it wouldn't be so, 
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there'd be a fee for lessons and you'd want something in return for doing 

this, that and the other, which is unfortunate. I used to hate it, but I 

wheeled Betty Mellor for miles around Subiaco footpaths an they're not as 

smooth as they are today I can tell you. 

It's very Interesting that you've raised this thing today, because this 

morning just before I came here I got a letter from Betty Mellor. I forget her 

married name, but she lives up at Wundowie. Her second eldest brother died 

last week. He was a trombone player in my band. Neither of the Mellor boys 

really got a lot of encouragement from their father to do music. One didn't do 

any; that's the eldest one, George. The second one, Roly, he became a very 

good trombonist and a very good member of the band too. He went to live in the 

Eastern States after he married, after the war, and so we lost track of him, 

except that every year or so we'd exchange letters. He died last week, which 

was very sad. He died In the eastern states. So I wrote a note off to his 

elder brother and also to his sister, Betty. There's a big difference. The 

eldest boy is now 78, the one that died was 76, and she's only 66. So you can 

imagine there's a big difference between the oldest and the youngest. That in 

itself always brings an unusual situation within a family. So I wrote to her 

and told her how sorry I was and I got a very nice note from her this morning 

just saying that she was greatly heartened by getting my message. It brought 

back lots of memories. Whilst, of course, she can't remember the time when I 

wheeled her around, she said she was often reminded about [how] the Premier 

used to wheel her around in the pram when she was a baby and so on. She said, 

"I've only got it in my memories but I've always appreciated it." She was very 

grateful for the message I sent her reminding her of some of the Subiaco days. 

She was saying what fun it must have been in those days. 

RJ So right through when Mellor was tutoring you for the Champion of 

Champion performance that you had in Tanunda, you were not paying him? 

COURT I never paid him any fees at all. 

RJ But were you getting regular lessons or just was he priming you up 

for special contests? 

COURT No, the lessons weren't like going every Tuesday at four o'clock or 

something like that. It was always we'd have a chat about what was coming up, 

what competitions were coming up and so on, bearing in mind I was with him all 

the time and I was his solo cornet and therefore you're very close to a 

conductor all the time, especially [when] you've got new music coming on and 

the band's got competitions coming on. If I was going for a solo event of any 

importance at all, well naturally I'd discuss it with him and he'd say, "Well 

you'd better come round." Sometimes I'd even go down to his office, when he 

was down at the old Soldiers Institute it was called then. It was a 

weatherboarci/asbestos type of place where Council House now is, right opposite 

St George's Cathedral. Well the RSL State office was there, and the Perth 

sub-branch was also there. We had a band room there. Sometimes I might go down 

there at lunch time and have a lesson. By that time it wasn't so much a lesson 

in the ordinary way of learning the technique of playing, improving tone and 

all that sort of thing, because those sorts of things I could do myself, still 

following the Arban's Tutor. I stuck with that zealously right to the finish 

even when I was past the days when I was competing. I still used to do my 

practice based on the Arban's Tutor because it had everything: scales, 

arpeggios, these studies, these special solos and so on. So I'd go down to him 

and have a lesson, or I'd go to his home. He might say, "Look you better come 

In," and name a time to come in, and we'd spend an hour, which would usually 

become two hours anyhow. 
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It wasn't a friendship in the way that some friendships developed. It was very 
much a musical bond that existed. He used to love playing alongside me too, 

when we were doing these things. I think It kept him up to form, because he 

was a fine player and he was a fine reader and always was, right up until he 
gave it away in the finish, which was just about the time he died. So the 
question of fees never occurred at all. It was a strange thing really. My 
mother and father paid Ron Rees. That was a strictly teacher/pupil 

relationship, but the other one was something that just grew, because he 
didn't teach me the fundamentals of it, that developed. He might, of course, 
get me to do something where tone had to be of some special significance in a 
piece, or if it was a showy piece where there was a lot of firework stuff to 

be done, you'd have to probably just sharpen up your technique on these 

things. 

He was also a remarkable man. He wouldn't stand for any vibrato. Now you know 

singers learn vibrato and violinists learn and so on; some instruments don't. 

But he was absolutely fanatical about it, that a brass instrument you had to 

develop a purity of tone. So you'd play long notes by the hour, crescendo, 

diminuendo, crescendo. You had to listen. If you could hear any whisper of air 

it meant that your tone wasn't as pure as it could be, and you'd drive your 

neighbours mad. But you'd keep doing this and all of a sudden you could get a 
purity of tone that was quite remarkable without any vibrato at all. See some 
people get this vibrato, they think it's smart and so on, but in a true brass 
instrument, specially trombones and trumpets, it's a purity of tone. A 

straight, pure tone is what you should be aiming for, not to try and embellish 

it with a vibrato. For that reason I became a fanatic about it myself and if I 

hear a singer who's got an excessive vibrato I really sit on the edge of my 

chair, because some of them have such an excessive vibrato that they're 

actually going off the note, off the pitch of the note. You get a trombone 

player these days, they do a bit of vibrato on the slide. It worries me when 
they overdo it, when it becomes more than just an embellishment of the tone, 
it actually interferes with the intonation. You imagine you've got four 
trombone players and they're all doing the same thing and they won't be doing 
it at the same time, it does affect the quality of the sound. Whereas if 
you've got a whole band that's playing with a purity of sound, as Mellor used 

to advocate, they've got a quality of sound that was much purer and much 

better than otherwise. Then if you can translate that to say 24 good players 

doing it all the right way, then the sound becomes unbelievable. 

But the answer to your question is that he never got paid for these things. 

The only thing I did in return for him, apart from satisfying his ego over 

winning a few things for him, was the fact that I minded the baby. We did play 

in duet competitions a couple of times, but he used to get very nervous, 
unnecessarily so because he was a fine player and his tone and his technique 
and everything was good. But we played in a championship duet competition 

once. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 22 
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COURT We played in this champion duet competition once at Fremantle and 

the judge was Ord Hulme, a famous English adjudicator. Of course, I was still 

only a boy, I'd be about fourteen I suppose. We played a duet which was called 

The Swiss Boy. It was on the very simple tune, The Swiss Boy, and some very 

nice variations. I can tell you we were pretty classy, but when we got on the 

stage George Mellor's nerve deserted him, and we really struggled. I just had 

to keep going because the thought of George Mellor failing. Me, 1 could 

understand, but him I just couldn't believe it could happen. We really 

struggled right through that duet and the interesting thing was that although 

we did so badly because he wasn't performing part of the time, we still got 

third in the competition. But it worried poor George, it really worried him. 

He felt he'd let me down at a time when we could have walked in,. We could have 

been so far In front of the rest it wouldn't have mattered. 

Rd A further interview with Sir Charles Court, held in the Alexander 

Library Building, on the 19th July 1990. 

Sir Charles over a period of our interviews you have talked about your 

membership of various bands, but just to get this clear in our minds, from a 

brass band point of view I'm talking about. You had a long association with 

the RSL Band. You've mentioned the Rechabites, the Salvation Army. What else 

did you play with? 

COURT The North Perth Citizens' Band. Didn't we mention that in any of 

our comments? 

Rd That's the one you ended up conductor of isn't It? 

COURT Yes. I was about eighteen and George Mellor said, "It's time you 

got some experience in conducting a band and," he said, "the only way to learn 

to conduct a band Is to have a poor band. If you have a good band they know 

exactly what to do and you never learn anything, but if you've got a poor band 

you've got to learn while you're teaching them and you'll finish up a much 

better conductor." At that time it so happened that I had been training the 

RSL Junior Band, which was very good experience, taking these beginners. I 

think I've related the Incident where we finished up in a competition 

unexpectedly. We were only there to make up the numbers and both myself and 

the players said, "Well that's not good enough. If we're in it why don't we 

win it?" So we worked like fury and we actually won the competition against 

the band that was supposed to be unbeatable and only wanted us there for the 

numbers. But I think I've told you some of that somewhere. 

Rd Yes, you have, yes. 

COURT But the North Perth Citizens' Band, haven't I told you about that 

ancEthe famous Lou Brigatti who was the the nurseryman? 

Rd Yes, you have, yes. 

COURT Well that's the band that I eventually took over and when I went to 

see old Lou, he responded to my comments by Mr Mellor that I had to get a band 

that was fairly low down, and he said, "Well you've come to the right place 

because we're a D grade band and the only reason why we're not E grade is 

there's no E grade." So that's where I started there and I learnt a lot. By 

the time I finished with them I had mastered most Of the techniques, not so 

much of conducting a brass band, as training a brass band, because at that 
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stage brass bands were still made up mainly of tradesmen and labourers who 
wanted to get music on the cheap because their parents couldn't afford to have 
them taught the piano or the violin or something of that kind. I also had the 
Cottesloe Band for a short while because they were trying to get a band 
together and they were having difficulty in getting a conductor who could also 
train them. So at one stage I had both the North Perth Band and the Cottesloe 
Band. But my main interest was the North Perth Band. Then I went back, of 
course, and became a conductor of the RSL Band. 

RJ And did you keep up the North Perth one at the same tine? 

COURT No, no. When I handed that over, I went back, because you couldn't 
have a band that had the heavy commitments that the RSL Band had at that time 
and still continue with a band like the North Perth Citizens' Band. 

RJ And how far had the North Perth Citizens' Band got when you left 
it? 

COURT Well the first competition we went into, they didn't have any D 
grade, so we had to compete In C grade. I said, "We're just not going to be 
there to make up the numbers. If I'm going to be in it you've got to make up 
your mind we're in it to win it." So we did just that. So that meant we 
automatically got pitchforked into B grade. There was rather a quick jump up 
the ladder. So we decided well if we can win the C grade, as a D grade band, 
why can't we win B grade, and that's exactly what we did. So I was learning a 
lot; they were improving all the time. 

1 think one of the things that helped us was that we were able to get the 
services of a good drum major, a man named Campbell, who was a permanent AIC 
officer. They were the salt of the earth when it came to parade ground drill 
and that sort of thing. He had had a lot of experience with the RSL Band and 
he agreed to also drum major for the North Perth Citizens' Band for their 
competitions. That also gave us a lift because I found that there's a certain 
amount of discipline comes into training a band for winning the marching 
competition as well as the selection competitions. Campbell's presence, being 
as good as he was and as strict a disciplinarian as he was, and he was a very 
impressive figure on the parade ground too, I think it lifted some of these 
fellows because he just wouldn't tolerate anything but the best. If they 
marched well they played just that much better. But there's a big difference 
between a marching band, of course, playing on the march and actually playing 
selections on a concert stage. But I was brought up in the Mellor tradition 
that a band had to be good at both. Some bands rarely ever won a marching 
competition because they concentrated on the selection playing. The Mellor 
tradition was that a band was originally formed to march and to play marching 
music to inspire soldiers to march further and better. This tradition stayed 
with me. In all the time I was with the RSL Band we were both a good concert 
band and a good marching band. That was understandable because the RSL had 
lots of functions which involved parades. You had to practise being a marching 
band, it wasn't something that just came naturally. 

RJ What style did you develop as a conductor as you became more 
experienced? You get the sort of conductor who very much divides people up 
into parts and goes over them and those that encourage people to just play 
together. What was your style? 

COURT You had to be a bit of everything with a brass band, bearing in 
iiiffiwe were still at the stage when you didn't have the sort of musical 
training and musical appreciation that you have in schools today, which is 
something I was very closely involved with later on. But you mainly had people 
who learnt their music in the band. The villians, they wouldn't practice 
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enough at home. You used to plead with them to practice every day even If only 

for five minutes, because a brass instrument, it's very important that you're 

always doing a little, at least a little on a brass instrument, because of 

your embouchure. You've got to imagine that your lips are like two pieces of 

elastic that are stretched or loosened as the case may be, and that's how you 

get higher or lower. If you learn to do it properly there is no physical 

effort in playing a brass instrument, but if you don't.... You see them 

blowing out their cheeks and going red in the face, you can be assured that 

person was taught wrong and doesn't know how to play anyhow. If you play 

properly, and you've been taught properly and you use the right techniques, 

it's a pleasure to play, it's not hard work. 

For that reason a lot of the training of players unfortunately came in the 

band's practice time. You'd practice on a Thursday night and a Sunday morning, 

which goes very, very quickly. Bands are not the most popular people around 

the place because no one likes having a brass band too close to them, 

specially when they're practising. So you don't always find it easy to get a 

place. The RSL was fortunate because they usually had a pre-empted right to 

practise at Anzac House, and the previous RSL headquarters when it was in the 

old place opposite the Cathedral. But it's quite a problem. 

We used to have quite a few special sessions, what was known as sectional 

practice, where you might take all the tenor horns, or you might take the 

trombones, you might take the tubas. Brass bandsmen are usually a fairly easy 

going, humorous lot. They're great ones on parodising everything; get a parody 

for everything. When you'd say, "Well we'll have sectional practice. Can we 

get the horns to come on, say on a Tuesday night?" or get the trombones on 

some other time, it was always referred to by them as sexual practice, never 

as sectional practice. You got used to this. It would be up on the notice 

board. "Sexual practice this week is for the trombones," or the tubas or 

something. They had these sort of humorous expressions for everything. Not 

unusual with musicians generally. But in the orchestral pit when the conductor 

would say, "As written," they always used to say, "As rotten." You got used to 

these sort of languages of the different combinations and so on. 

But the object of these sectional practices, say the comets, might be the 

lower comets, second and third comets, or the horn players, was that you 

could not only get down to their individual parts say in a selection you were 

practising for a contest, but you could also get down to trying to perfect 

their techniques and try and encourage them to just do a little bit of scale 

practice at home. So probably a lot of that particular sectional practice 

would be spent on doing nothing but scales and exercises for no other reason 

than cheating a bit and getting them to understand what they had to do to 

perfect their tone and perfect their technique. Also when you were going for a 

competition you'd spend quite a lot of a rehearsal in doing scales and hymn 

playing with the band. The scales, of course, to again perfect their technique 

and get them to hopefully get an ear for the notes without just having to 

sound a note to know that it was C or D or E as the case may be, to try and 

get the blighters to be able to hear it in their mind when they saw it on the 

music. Once you get people doing that it's much easier to get them to perform. 

So you had to have a lot of patience. A lot of them would be a very poor 

standard and you'd have to try and build them up and build them up and build 

them up. You might have somebody in the band who was above average and had the 

patience and could probably take some of the young ones at his home, or at the 

band room, quite separate from all of this. You found you had a couple that 

were keen and they didn't mind spending this extra time, a night or maybe 

their holiday or something of that kind. It was a never ending struggle. The 

main thing was to get them to play often, even if it was only for five minutes 

just to keep their lip in practice, so as they could improve their facility of 

playing. 
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It was fairly painful, of course, to people nearby when you were d
oing scales 

and arpeggios and doing it all very slowly, and then playing 
hymns extra 

slowly, for no other reason than to give them the opportunity t
o listen to 

their own tone, because in the Mellor tradition you didn't permit 
vibrato. Now 

that shocked some people because violinists and cellists and singers and a lot 

of other people, of course, spend a lot of time practising and perfecting 

their vibrato. But Mellor had this absolute obsession that if you
 had purity 

of tone you didn't need vibrato, and also a band without any playe
rs that were 

using vibrato stayed in tune better, because you couldn't b
e sure that 

everyone was going to vibrato at the same wavelengths the whole t
ime. You've 

heard some singers, of course, where the vibrato almost sends you
 up the wall 

because they've overdone it and they're off the note. They're not 
a vibrato at 

all, they're just waving on a particular note. Well if you've got 
a brass band 

and you've got 24 playing and they've all got their own ideas 
of how much 

vibrato they're going to use, you can get a strange sound. So 
we had this 

obsession that I inherited from him of trying to get this vibr
ato out and 

getting a purity of tone. 

I do believe that the thing that won for me when I was competing - be
aring in 

mind, of course, apart from the one occasion, I didn't compete in
 solo events 

after I was 21, but up until then I do think the thing that stood
 me in good 

stead in the competitions, both at home and in the Eastern Stat
es, was the 

fact that I had developed this purity of tone under this Mellor s
ystem and it 

would come through, bearing in mind that if you had good tone wh
en you were 

playing slowly you also had good tone when you were playing fa
st. But you 

learnt to have good tone from playing slowly. 

Some of the players would get a bit tired of doing these very ted
ious things, 

but most of them accepted that if we were going to win and if you
 were going 

to be just a little bit better you had to subject yourself to th
ese things, 

particularly as the blighters wouldn't do it at home. If they did 
a little bit 

of this at home every day it would have been so much easier for M
ellor in his 

day and myself in my day. 

Today, of course, it would be so much easier conducting a ban
d. When you 

conduct the Fifth Military District, as I do occasionally, or t
he WA Youth 

Concert Band, which I used to more often than I do today, it's a p
iece of cake 

getting them to do the things that you want them to do. Most of
 it they do 

instinctively anyhow, but you don't have to teach them s
ome of the 

fundamentals of crochets and quavers and the different marks of ex
pression and 

that sort of thing. Sometimes I wonder how we ever got a tune ou
t of a band, 

because you had to go over these things time and time again. Some
how or other 

they performed remarkably well and you'd be mighty proud of the
m. The next 

time you'd go to rehearsal you'd start it all over again. You'd say to 

yourself, "Oh they've got It now, we can go on to greater things," and next 

rehearsal you're back where you started and off you go again. Ne
w piece, new 

rehearsals, new trials and tribulations. So it taught me a lot a
bout people 

apart from anything else. I don't regret any of that time that
 I spent on 

those things. 

RJ You say that you needed to be patient with such a band, and I can 

well picture that, but was Charles Court patient? 

COURT Surprisingly so, if it was to do with music, because I had bee
n 

through it all as a little boy and I remembered dear old Mr James
 and people 

like that with his Rechabites Band and others. I was surprisingly 
patient with 

them because you had this objective of trying to produce a
 sound, an 

acceptable sound. So whilst it was very frustrating sometimes and
 you'd bite 

your nails and want to scream, somehow or other you persevered, a
s I did with 

that junior band of the RSL that went on to have its minor succ
esses, then 
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later on with the North Perth Band and the Cottesloe Band, until I was ready 
to take over the RSL Band, bearing in mind, of course, the RSL Band still had 
a lot of teaching to be done. You didn't have professionals or 
semi-professionals. Many of them were very, very amateur musicians and it was 
your job to try and get good music out of them. 

Rd How easy did you find it was for people to accept you as a 
conductor when you started off as young as you did? 

COURT It didn't present any problems, for the wrong reasons, because 
brass bands more or less expected the conductor to be a cornetist. If he'd 
been a good cornetist and a solo cornetist and he'd been successful in solo 
competitions, somehow or other it seemed to answer everything. It was a bad 
thing really because there were musicians who probably would have been better 
conductors who were percussion or trombones or tubas, but there was a sort of 
a tradition in brass bands that a cornetist became a conductor. I think it was 
partly for the wrong reasons in Australia because so many bands had conductors 
that used to play and conduct. In other words they would play with one hand 
and conduct with the other, which was bad, because If you're going to conduct 
properly you've got to really concentrate on the score and concentrate on the 
total band and be looking at all of the instruments that you want to perform. 
It was many, many years before bands got away from this idea of having a 
conductor that also played, and part of his leadership in the band was his own 
good playing. In other words the better cornetist he was the more effective 
conductor he was. So it was quite wrong really but it stayed as a tradition in 
bands for a long, long time. Hughie McMahon conducted and played for donkeys' 
years. George Mellor played and conducted for donkeys' years. Most of the 
people I can recall would play the cornet and conduct. There were the odd ones 
that did nothing but conduct the band. I think they were the better for it; 
the bands were the better for it too. People like Shugg and Baille, who were 
some of the Australian greats, early in their career, they did nothing but 
conduct their bands, and establish their rightful role. But throughout most of 
Australia, and particularly in Western Australia, so many of the bands had 
cornetists who were conductors and who played one hand, conducted with the 
other, which is bad when you reflect on it. I was jolly glad when I got to a 
stage when I'd built up a team that could perform all the parts that should be 
performed and all you could do was just concentrate on the conducting. Then I 
had another problem because I didn't keep up the practice as a player. But 
that was unimportant because 1 was phasing out anyhow. 

Rd Why didn't you compete in competitions after the age of 21, except 
for that one occasion? 

COURT I decided that I got more fun out of ensembles. I used to play a 
lot of solos, don't get me wrong. I used to do a lot of solo work either with 
the band or in concerts. I used to do a tremendous lot of solo work and I 
quite enjoyed that. But I got to a stage when I didn't get the enjoyment out 
of going for a competition where you'd be chasing that last half a mark. It 
was a pretty lonely sort of a thing. Whereas when you're playing in an 
ensemble you felt better about it, you felt good about it. There's some 
special feeling that you get when an ensemble, be it big or small, is 
performing and performing well, and everyone is doing their part. The poor 
ones are coming up a little bit and the good ones are probably just coming 
back to the others, just so that you get a proper balance. It was simply that, 
that I thoroughly enjoyed the ensemble work, whether it was orchestras, bands, 
or smaller ensembles. 



TAPE 22 SIDE B COURT 302 

RJ This is going back to an earlier time in your story, but you spoke 
before of Campbell Egan, and while you were at Perth Boys' the group that he 
formed called the WA Concert Artists doing musical comedies and that sort of 
thing. I wondered how big a group that was? We know there were five from Perth 
Boys', but how many in total? 

COURT Oh they had a full orchestra for a musical comedy. Don't forget the 
Concert Artists were an adult body, they weren't part of the school in any 
way. The only reason we came into it was that there were a number of boys at 
Perth Boys School who performed music above average and were very readily 
available to Campbell Egan to make up some of the unpaid orchestra for these 
shows they did. In return we got a lot of very good experience from playing in 
a full theatrical setting. But the Concert Artists was an amateur body, mainly 
amateur. I can't recall anyone that was professional. But they would put on a 
full show. So if they were doing something like Country Girl or one of those 
things, they would put on the full show, and they'd have an orchestra which 
could be anything from a dozen or more. Campbell Egan was the conductor of the 
whole performance as a normal theatrical conductor did. But it varied 
according to the performance. Some performances had a big cast, some didn't, 
but they were all good fun. 

RJ Campbell Egan was another who you had a long association with, and 
you speak of him playing your accompaniments on special occasions. Would he 
have been paid for that? 

COURT No, no, no. He did it as a labour of love and very cheerfully. 
Also, of course, there was a quid pro quo because he'd often have 
performances, concerts that he was arranging, the Commercial Travellers' Choir 
were having concerts and so on. He would naturally expect me to participate in 
these concerts without any professional fee at all. So it was a very, very 
friendly arrangement. It might be a Masonic Lodge which he belonged to, and he 
had to get the harmony, so he'd ring me up and [I would] be only too pleased 
to perform. So it didn't involve any fees at all two ways. I think I told you 
that he actually played the organ at our wedding and this was an extension of 
the arrangement we'd had. Sometimes I might be playing the obligato for The 
Trumpet Shall Sound in the Messiah at a church where he was organist. So ag'TiT 
I'd be available. There was no payment either way. 

RJ And thinking of that very early association with the WA Concert 
Artists, and some of those performances were at His Majesty's Theatre, what 
was His Majesty's like then in those days, from an artist's point of view? 

COURT His Majesty's was a magnificent theatre, bearing in mind it was 
built by old Tom Molloy (and he didn't really have any great appreciation of 
the finer arts) because there was money in having theatres, legitimate 
theatres. There was the Theatre Royal and there was His Majesty's. Theatre 
Royal was in the middle of the city, up in Hay Street, halfway between William 
Street and Barrack Street in Hay Street. That was a fine theatre too. You 
don't hear much of it these days, but it was a fine legitimate theatre. It was 
before cinema and the flicks, as they were called, and so on. So they were the 
main places where performances were undertaken. So they had a great variety of 
people, whether it was vaudeville or whether it was classical theatre. But 
they were built at a time when you didn't have any amplification. If you 
wanted to hold an audience, you had to be able to do it without any 
amplification at all. So you can understand why His Majesty's today is an 
absolute dream, except for people who have not been properly trained to 
project their voice to an audience. Anyone that needs amplification in His 
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Majesty's shouldn't be allowed to be there. In the old days when they had a 

much bigger audience than they have today, and I can explain to you very soon 

why that's so, they had to completely control that crowd. They had to hold the 

people that were in the gods, or In the dress circle, or in the stalls. 

END OF TAPE 22 SIDE B 
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COURT Gladys Moncrieff was a classic example where she was the absolute queen of 
the theatre; she was quite remarkable. She had her greatest audience from the gods, the people 
that got in for a very small sum, a very few pence almost to get in. There'd be a great crowd of 
people outside His Majesty's waiting for the theatre to be opened, and the queue would go 
right down into St George's Terrace, along King Street, or along Hay Street as the case may 
be, or both. They'd be waiting for the gods to be open and in they'd go. She always appeared 
as though she was only addressing them you see. It wasn't that at all, it was just that she was 
projecting herself, and it gave the impression that she was looking to the gods. All of the great 
singers, men and women, were just projecting their voice, because they had no amplification 
and they had three levels. The theory was that if you got your message across to the people up 
in the gods, the dress circle and the stalls copped it automatically anyhow. So it always looked 
as though they were projecting themselves up to the gods and playing to them. People used to 
think they did it on purpose just to get a bit of popularity, almost cheap popularity. It wasn't 
that at all, it was just that they were masters of commanding the whole of that audience. if they 
weren't able to do it, well they just didn't hold the people. 

Now the theatre, of course, was not as nice as it is today, because there wasn't the same sort of 
money spent on it to bring it up to a certain standard and the place got more and more tatty. 
Then eventually the Edgleys came in and took over the lease there. It sadly lost a lot of things 
when they painted the place and some of the marvellous memorabilia that was there was 
washed over or painted over, people just trying to clean the place up. You've no idea what 
wonderful stuff was painted over, People from all over the world that had used the band room 
in there, and some of them were quite good at writing little ditties and a little bit of music to fit 
the words, and cartoons of all sorts. Some of the extraordinary characters that came along 
there as conductors like Slapoffski who was one of the regular conductors of the Williamson 
people. His name wasn't Slapoffski at all, but he always went by the name of Slapoffski, 
because he said, "Who'll take any notice of anyone with the name of Williamson?" So by the 
time he got to Australia he was Slapoffski and Slapoffski he remained. I could write a book 
about him, he was such a colourful character, but he was a good workhorse type of conductor 
for the purposes that Williamson needed these men, as they vent from one city to another and 
they had to quickly take hold of a local orchestra and adapt it to the show that Williamsons 
were putting on. 

But the theatre - and I know His Majesty's best as a young boy and then as a performer later 
it always had great acoustics. It used to have a ceiling that used to open. The theory was that in 
the hot weather it could open and also if it was fine weather you could open and see the sky 
and so on. It became a bit of a problem later because it was very hard to keep the rain out. As 
it got older it became more and more difficult to open it up and then shut it again and make 
sure the rain wouldn't come in. But the original concept was quite remarkable. You can 
imagine that in the climate that we've got, this ceiling would open and you could see the stars 
up there, unlike the Ambassadors Theatre, which had artificial sky in it, with stars twinkling 
and all that sort of thing. That, of course, wasn't real at all, whereas the original His Majesty's 
for many, many years, had a ceiling that would open lip and you could see the sky. Sometimes 
it was opened for the sake of letting in some air and make it a bit cooler. Sometimes it was 
done purely to let you see the sky, just for an effect. 
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The band room at His Majesty's was comparatively small, but some very wonderful people 
have been in and out of that place. That's where a lot of people left their mark there. Some 
were clever at sketching and would do a little musical phrase with some words adapted to it. 
Some would do all sorts of odd sort of things, slinging off at the conductors they played under 
and that type of thing. There was a great wealth of, not only history, but also talent. You get 
the odd person that was artistically inclined, a good sketcher, or even a painter, and in between 
performances, or say at interval and that sort of thing, they'd play around, some of them right 
across the ceiling and they'd have to rig up some sort of a box or scaffolding so that they could 
do this across the top. It's a pity that that wasn't preserved because it told a lot of things about a 
lot of performances, a lot of conductors, a lot of great artists that had appeared there. It was a 
living history in itself. 

Of course when the theatre was redesigned, not so much redesigned, but was refurbished, 
retaining most of the old characteristics, although much lesser seating, that was all lost. But in 
the meantime it had been lost in any case because during the Edgley period they had a big 
clean up and a big paint and all of these things got covered over and I think it was too much to 
expect them to remove that paint. It's not as though it was a great master that had been painted 
over where they had people that could remove those coats of paint and restore what was there. 
It wasn't of that excellence or importance, so it was actually lost, plus the fact that when the 
redesign took place and the refurbishing took place, they had to have modern facilities for 
artists, for performers and also for the orchestra, because the performers wouldn't tolerate the 
rather basic conditions that existed in the old His Majesty', plus the fact they were very 
inefficient. They used to have a lot of people to change the scenery in the early days and 
whilst you were changing scenery, before they got revolving stages and all that sort of thing, 
the audiences used to have to patiently sit and listen to the clatter, bang, crash of things, as a 
whole army of people rushed in to move the scenery, to put in new scenery. Today, of course, 
they have these electronic systems and they can lift a whole scene right up very high and get 
rid of that and put down another one. In many cases, of course, they don't even have to put the 
curtain down any more because they had revolving stages. But it's not all that long ago when 
they [didn't] have these things. 

I think the movies forced the theatre into doing these things. The continuity of a movie was 
such that they could do all sorts of things and present to the people a continuous story. They 
didn't have to hold the film up while they changed the scenery, they could do it a dozen 
different ways and have continuity of the story. But in the theatre you remember that if you 
wanted to change the scene you just had to stop the whole thing. Then it would be anything up 
to twenty minutes or more before they could change an important scene. Well when the 
movies came along, they had to look at themselves and realise people wouldn't tolerate it any 
more. One of the first breaks-through was the revolving stage. Ijust can't think which was the 
first major production that J C Williamson put on (it will come to me later) where they had 
this revolving stage. Of course people just marvelled at it, where right before their eyes a new 
scene would appear, because that scene disappeared as the revolving stage went around. They 
didn't even have to put down the curtain. They rather ingeniously worked the music and the 
words and the scene and everything so that it could all happen right before your very eyes. It 
gave the theatre a new lease of life. Then, of course, you got better methods of throwing 
scenery up into the higher part of the stage, then let down a completely new setting that had 
already been set up before, with the result that there was greater continuity and yet there 
weren't these long painful waits with terrible noises as people banged these pieces of scenery 
and furniture around. 
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His Majesty's has always had a special magic about it though, it really has. Even when it got a 
bit tarty it still had a character about it. I think partly because of tradition, but partly because it 
was a fine theatre in the Edwardian tradition. The acoustics, whether it was an orchestra 
playing on the stage, or whether it was a solo singer performing on the stage, or a choir, or 
anything at all, the acoustics were just plain good. 

RJ But from your point of view, as a member of the orchestra, what were the facilities 
like? Did you have plenty of room, or were they crowded or....? 

COURT You have to realise that when the theatre first came into being it wasn't built 
unmanly as a cultural centre. There weren't any movies in those days and it was built as a 
legitimate theatre and it was built to make money. Willianisons didn't run their shows around 
Australia for fun, or for their cultural excellence. They did some wonderful things, but they 
had to make money. There was no subsidy in those days, and they just had to make money. So 
they had to keep everything down to manageable levels. The orchestral pit in His Majesty's 
was pathetically small by say, continental standards, or by today's standards there. When we 
made the decision to refurbish His Majesty's, the instruction was to bring it up to (late SO that 
there was proper facility for an orchestra, for a proper size orchestra. People don't realise how 
small were the orchestras for J C Williamson productions, say doing Maid of the Mountains, 
or Victoria and Her Hussars, and that sort of thing, doing all of the popular musical comedy 
shows of the time, or ballet, or opera. Not very much opera, but all of these things were done. 
But they all had to be tailor-made to fit the economics of it. The stage itself was always very 
well regarded by people from all over the world. It was regarded as being a good size stage 
and a good one to work on, acoustically and otherwise. But the orchestra was always 
ridiculously small, so that as they did something a little better than normal they used to have to 
take over the boxes that overlooked the stage, they had some of the orchestra there. It was 
terribly difficult to get a nice balance and sometimes very difficult to even see the conductor. 
But that wasn't peculiar to Western Australia. Some of the Eastern States theatres had exactly 
the same trouble, because they were in an era, when although they were better equipped than 
ours they still had to be economic before people like Williamsons and others could afford to 
have these shows going around Australia. So it wasn't altogether good from that point of view, 
but it was adequate. If they only had an orchestra of twelve or sixteen, well there was plenty of 
room, you fitted in. 

It wasn't altogether good in another respect that one of the problems that a conductor has in a 
show like that is that the musicians, if they can see the stage, they want to cheat and have a 
look at the show. There's some magic about a show that you can see and everyone wants to 
just have a peep, you see. So the poor old conductor often finds his first trumpet, or his first 
something, is just having a little peep on the stage when he should be watching the beat for a 
particular cue. Many conductors used to get mighty angry because people got absorbed with 
the stage. You had to discipline yourself not to look at it. But in some of the continental 
theatres, and in Australia too, as well as, of course, what you see today, the orchestra couldn't 
see the stage. The only person that could see the stage was the conductor, because the stage 
actually came out into the auditorium over the orchestra. The orchestra was projected out all 
right to the public. That sound could be satisfactorily projected, but it [the orchestra] couldn't 
see the stage so it wasn't tempted to be looking at the show. Everything was concentrated on 
the conductor, but lie himself, of course, was there looking at his orchestra and at the show, as 
he should be. But we didn't have that there and it was very, very tempting to be looking at the 
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show, specially if you had say a musical comedy where there was a lot of talking parts, as 
distinct from singing parts. If the artists were any good, you'd get caught up in the atmosphere 
of the show. Many times I've been chastised by the conductor for looking at the stage, instead 
of looking at him. Not often, but occasionally you would, you'd get absorbed in it, and the 
better the artists, of course, the more inclined you were to get absorbed into it. If you had a 
great artist who was not only a great singer, but a great actor, or a great actress, as the case 
may be, you did get caught up in the spirit of the thing. 

One of the things I found in the comparatively few grand operas we had in those days was that 
I used to get emotionally involved in the music, in the opera itself, and the story of the opera. 
Doing say Pagliacci, or Cavalleria, or say Rigoletto, or one of these shows, they get you in a 
bit, if you've got any emotional sense at all. So I used to get - at the end of the night I used to 
almost live the story, although the brass didn't have all that much to do compared with say the 
strings. But I used to feel that [the emotional involvement] was a good thing, because first of 
all it made an experience rather than ajob. 

RJ Sir Charles referring to the interview with Jim Chapman, you talk about the 
charity work that the RSL Band used to do in those days, and it ended up in prisons, the 
asylum and orphanages. I wondered about your memories, for a start, of Fremantle Prison in 
those days. 

COURT I can't remember the RSL Band going to the Fremantle Prison, or to the 
asylum, but I did go there with concert parties. I think it did me good going to those places, 
some extraordinary places. There were some people here - a fellow called Cherry Handcock 
seemed to be a specialist at getting concert parties together to go to all sorts of places where no 
one else wanted to go. He'd prevail on you to go along. He had quite a retinue of people who 
would give some of their time. 

The one that I found most depressing was the Fremantle Prison. For some reason or other it 
gave you rather an eerie feeling. I don't know why, but that's one that I enjoyed the least. I 
always remember one experience there. A well known tenor singer was in the concert party; a 
person I had a great regard for, he was a beautiful tenor singer. All of a sudden we had the 
disturbing experience that he was arrested for defalcation in the firm where he worked. Very 
trusted, very respected; it was in the middle of the Depression. The most unexpected thing was 
that he had become involved in gambling and started the usual story, stealing a little bit and 
then a little bit more, always going to win at the races the next Saturday and pay it all back. 
Everyone was very distressed when he eventually got found out and was eventually convicted. 

But why I mention this was that this particular night of this concert party in which he was 
there, one of the pieces that he sang at this concert in the prison was I Hear You Calling Me, 
which was a very popular tenor song in those days. I won't try and sing it for you. He had a 
superb voice and he sang this song and it seemed so prophetic that within a few weeks he was 
in prison, Fremantle Prison himself. People remembered the fact that the last piece lie sang in 
this concert was I Hear You Calling Me. Somebody said, "Well he must have had a rough idea 
what was coming up." But it was rather sad because he was a very popular person and 
everyone got a tremendous shock. After this, when he served his sentence and came out, he 
left the State and became a very successful tenor with J C Williamsons. Previous to that lie 
hadn't been a professional musician, he'd only been a semi-professional, but then he made 
music his living and did quite well in musical comedy. 
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RJ But just describe Fremantle Prison as you remember it in those days 

COURT Oh it was a.....I think most of the time I was frightened whether they'd let us 
out. [laughs] Getting in was bad enough. It was very stark 1 remember. You always had that 
uneasy feeling that you were dealing with some rather strange people. You weren't quite sure 
as a young boy and young man, you never knew quite how to expect them to behave or to 
even respond. I remember they were very, very receptive as audiences. I remember old Cherry 
Hancock used to select the sort of music you performed. He used to make it clear he didn't 
want you playing down to anybody. He'd want you to give your best. In his own way I think 
he thought lie might make a contribution. 

Strangely enough I never felt the same uneasy feeling when I was at asylum, as it was always 
called, the asylum, then. Things have changed in mental health treatment these days, but it was 
always known as the asylum, and it was an asylum. Places like the Old Men's Home, which 
was virtually a poor house in those days, you never had the same feeling then with them at all. 
I've told you about the humorous incident we had at the asylum. 

RJ Not on tape. 

COURT Haven't I? 

RJ No, it was going down in the lift one day, so tell it now 

COURT Well this Cherry Handcock was quite an amazing man. He used to do a bit of 
part time journalism for The Call and The Mirror. He was a likeable character. It's very hard to 
describe him. He had a very flush face, giving the impression that lie was an excessive drinker, 
but people told me lie was a teetotaller. It wasn't unusual in those days for people to have the 
sort of complexion that he had, because I think it was partly due to poor nutrition and the 
times in which we lived. But he used to do a tremendous amount of this charity work. It 
seemed to be part of his life. He always had the seat out of his pants and worn out old shoes. I 
don't think lie ever had two bob to bless himself, and I think he relied on the bit of money he 
got for part time work with The Call and The Mirror newspapers. But he did a tremendous lot 
of good with these concert patties. 

The first time I went to the asylum I had a lesson in diplomacy second to none from old 
Cherry Handcock. He used to vet the pieces you were going to play, ask you what you were 
going to play. Iliad decided (bear in mind I was only a boy) I'd played a piece called Bluebells 
of Scotland with variations. I'd just played it in a boys' competition for comets. It was a nice 
simple little tune, the Bluebells of Scotland with three or four variations that went with it. A 
simple piece. I thought it was pretty clever, but still, when 1 look back on it, it was fairly 
simple. He thought that would be a good thing. But when I performed Bluebells of Scotland I 
never got to the variations because the audience - it was a packed audience in this quite big 
auditorium they used to have - a big hall, not auditorium, but a big hall they had. All hell let 
loose. There was almost a riot in the place, chairs being thrown. You've never seen such a 
thing in all your life, it was a most uncomfortable experience I can tell you because apparently 
the Irish people objected to Bluebells of Scotland, you see. Old Cherry Handcock, he didn't 
seem to be in the least bit perturbed. He said, "Go out there and play Killarney." Well I didn't 
have time to get the pianist, I didn't have the music for it, so I went out and played Killarney 
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and everything stopped, and everybody was happy. It taught me a lesson. I've never seen such magic in all my life, it was as simple as that from this funny old chap, who just had this 
presence of mind. No doubt he'd met similar situations. So I went out and played Kiflarney with no accompaniment or anything and fixed the whole situation. So after that I learnt when I went there never to play anything that had any Scottish or Irish or even English nationalistic content, to stick to something that was music, and pure music. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 23 
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RJ Whereabouts in the prison did you use to play? 

COURT I can't recall exactly where we performed. It was a hall-like place, which I 
presume was a meeting place of some sort, for concerts and similar things. It might have been 
a gymnasium. I just can't recall. As I say it was one place I never felt comfortable in. 

RJ But can you put your finger on why? Just what was there about the place that 
made you feel like that? Was it the attitude of the prisoners or the warders or the buildings 
themselves? What was it? 

COURT It was a formidable sort of a place, bearing in mind I was very young; I just 
associated it with bad people that had been put there because they'd been naughty and done 
bad things and so on. You sort of felt that you might become contaminated by association, I'm 
not sure what it was, but I know I was jolly glad when those performances were over. I only 
went there twice. 

RJ And the asylum. In the day of which you're speaking there was a teal stigma 
about any sort of mental illness. How did you feel about it? 

COURT I felt that I was doing a little thing to try and alleviate these people. My father 
and mother always said that music appeals to everybody. You know the old story of music 
charms the savage breast, or beast, I'm not quite sure which the word is, but that it crosses all 
boundaries. I just felt, and my parents made me feel, that I was doing a good thing. So I went 
there without any problems at all, although it was a rather forbidding place, because there 
were a lot of people being restrained. 1 was surprised at the number of people that were 
allowed into this great hail and just attended without any form of restraint as you'd expect, 
because they Ithose requiring restraint] wouldn't be allowed into the concert. But I always 
remember there were a lot of warders around, presumably ready for anything that might have 
got triggered off, as happened with my performance of Bluebells of Scotland. The thing that 
impressed me about that was the number of people that just didn't seem to get panicky about 
it, including dear old Cherry Hancock. There seemed to be plenty of people around there that 
knew exactly what to do. I suppose it was their job and they just went about it and it soon 
passed over. They didn't cancel the concert, they went straight on. 

RJ What about the orphanages you visited. What were your impressions of those, 
and the sort of conditions for those people? 

COURT You felt that they were very grateful, because usually when they had a concert 
like that there was always an extra bun or scone. When they were feeding the artists, the 
inmates would be in it too. Things were pretty sparse with these places and you felt that they 
enjoyed it. It passed the time I suppose. Some of them might have got some uplift, because 
some of the artists that performed were quite good. There was no shortage of people that 
would give of their services. They felt they were doing some good. I naturally used to feel 
sorry for these people. 

The West Subiaco Salvation Army Boys' Home, of course, wasn't far from our home. We 
lived in Cawpsie Street and that was where the Hollywood Senior Citizens' Village, Salvation 
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Army complex, is now located. It was a very cold and forbidding place because it seemed to 
be just black sand with these very basic buildings there. But sonic very dedicated people were 
in charge there. They had a band of sorts, a pretty rough sort of a band, but it was part of (he 
institution. They used to get me as a boy to come up there and rehearse with them, often on a 
Saturday morning, Saturday afternoon. By that time, of course, I was playing in a senior band 
and a better standard than they ever attained. The man in charge of the band used to encourage 
us to come up there. A few of us used to go up there and play with them, practice with them. I 
was never a member of the band as such, but 1 used to go up there and rehearse with them. It 
was rather depressing in some ways because these boys, they didn't seem to have any future at 
all and it made you feel grateful for having a home like I had. My parents weren't rich, but at 
least we had a home where you had people that set the best standard they possibly could with 
what they had. I think those experiences did me good. They taught you that there were other 
people in the world that were less fortunate than yourself, and gave you an understanding of it, 
and that stood me in good stead. 

RJ But did you get the impression in those days that those young people were well 
looked after and cared for? 

COURT I think they were as well looked after as the people concerned could perform 
with what they had to perform with. As I looked on it later on 1 could see that these people 
didn't have very much to perform with, but what they had they gave. I think that was the test, 
because you have to realise in those days that the whole community was poor. It's no good 
comparing what those orphanages went through at that time with what people have got today. 
I get very angry when I hear people writing stories and books about these people who raii 
these places. They had no alternative but to be very strict. My people were very strict. Most 
other people were very strict with their family. School was very strict. The Sunday school you 
went to was very strict. It wouldn't be tolerated today by the community, and I think that's 
more the pity, because a bit of discipline never goes amiss. So therefore some of these people 
probably didn't get the variety of food that people today think they should have got, but where 
were they going to get it from? In many cases the only variety they got was when the local 
bakery had leftover bread and they rang the home tip, or the local butcher had some meat 
(bearing in mind they didn't have much refrigeration) and said come and get it. The local 
greengrocer: "Come and get it." They'd have some vegetables going to be left over at nine 
o'clock on Saturday night or some other time. So they did the best with what they had. [People 
were thoughtful. For example a major function that over-catered could send the surplus to 
institutions, it was often a special treat for the institution]. 

I get very cross when I hear some people writing their memoirs and writing stories about these 
people and not giving proper regard and proper credit for (lie sacrifice that some of these 
people made. In many cases, take the West Subiaco Salvation Army Boys' Home, in many 
cases the people who were running that home were suffering just as irnich privation as the 
people that were the inmates, the orphans themselves, and they were very dedicated people. Of 
course they had to be very strict in the way they ran the place, because in many cases they 
were dealing with people that hadn't had a very good start and had to be disciplined in a very, 
very strict way to make (lie place bearable. 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held at the Alexander Library 
Building on the 3rd of August 1990. Sir Charles you've referred to a dance band that you 
belonged to both immediately before and after your marriage, with Fred Nice and Men' 
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Rowston and Ken Murdoch. We know that Rowston was percussion and Nice was a pianist. 
What was Murdoch? 

COURT He was a saxophonist and clarinetist. He's now deceased and Fred Nice is 
deceased and Mery Rowston is over 80 now, and he's in the Zeffert Homes at the moment, far 
from well. 

RJ I know you say you played up to after your marriage. How long did you play? 

COURT Well you realise the war intervened and so right up until then I was still 
playing. But we did selective work. I wasn't doing it as somebody might do it every night if 
they could get ajob sort of thing. But it suited me very nicely to be with Fred Nice and Mery 
Rowston and Ken Murdoch, because first of all they were three musicians and they played the 
music, instead of being fake artists who just extemporised and filled in a bit of the music 
whenever it accidentally happened. In other words they didn't have music and they didn't read 
proper scores, but they [Nice, Murdoch and Rowston] were all good musicians who could play 
from scores and preferred to play from scores. Plus the fact that they were rather selective in 
the type of engagements they did. We did occasionally some big balls in the country and in the 
city when Ave would enlarge the band. 

But it suited me to have this small type combination with a few fixed engagements. We \veie 
rather flexible and could be rather choosey about the type of work we did, because some of 
that sort of work you can imagine you get into some less desirable places than you'd like to go 
to. We were able to be selective whether it was in the city or in the outer metropolitan or in the 
country. It was very useful from ray point of view because we were struggling with those 
mortgages on our house and they always loomed large in my reckoning, and getting money 
like that was a godsend. I think I might have told you about how we used to be very selective, 
that we'd only accept an engagement for a ball until one o'clock in the morning. 

RJ No. 

COURT The reason for that was that that was at the award rate which was clearly fixed 
at the time and the quote was on that basis; a little extra for Fred Nice as the leader and that 
sort of thing. About one o'clock we'd announce that this was the last dance. You've got to 
imagine a ball or a function like that, by that time everyone's had a little bit to drink and 
they've got into the spirit of the occasion, the festive occasion, and the noise has got louder 
and everyone's got more joyful and they don't think about tomorrow. Well as soon as it was 
announced that was the last dance there would be somebody - there's always a leader in a 
community. I've found that, there's always somebody good or bad that becomes the self-
appointed leader or spokesmen. Well before we'd got too far down the road with this 
announcement, this was the last dance, somebody would come along and say, "Oh, what's it 
worth to carry on a bit." When Fred, who used to be very nice about it (he was a very 
gentlemanly fellow) would say, "We're not running this, we're just here, we're just the music, 
and the contract is for one a.in.," he'd say it all very nicely, then they'd say, "Oh well surely, 
can you carry on for another hour?" The hat would go round, and very reluctantly we'd agree 
to play, and sometimes that would happen twice. You'd finish up getting more out of that than 
the actual award rate to play from say eight o'clock to one a.m. It was a very cunning device. I 
wasn't privy to it originally, but I found that Murdoch and Rowston and Nice were old hands 
at this sort of thing. They realised that at that time everyone would be in the mood, but if the 
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orchestra was to play till three o'clock under the contract, we'd have got our award rates, of 
course, but it wouldn't have been anything like what we'd have got from taking the hat around, 
because at that hour of the night if somebody takes the hat around and throws in a shilling.... 
Don't forget you're talking shillings and two shillings. Two shillings would be quite a lot. Just 
imagine with the Embassy Ballroom full and the hat goes around and has got shillings and two 
shillings in it, you get a lot of money by the standards of the day, compared with what you 
would have got for an orchestra playing on award rates. So I learnt a lot in a rather humorous 
sort of a way from these chaps. 

Plus the fact that 1 found them very loyal and very decent. We used to have to rehearse. About 
once a month Fred Nice would insist that we have a Saturday afternoon at his place so as to 
freshen up. Although you're playing the same music most of the time, new pieces were coming 
on the market, new popular tunes. Fred Nice wouldn't introduce them into our repertoire 
unless lie had rehearsed them. Some of them were better arranged than others, but they were 
always proper arrangements. He subscribed on our behalf to a library system whereby all the 
new hits came out properly arranged for a dance orchestra. People don't realise that most of 
those dance musicians that played those scores had to be very good performers, very good 
executants, because some of the work in those scores is tremendously testing, completely 
different type of music to say playing a Beethoven symphony or something of that kind. The 
trumpet part in a Beethoven or a Tchaikowsky or a Brahms symphony is a piece of cake 
compared with the intricacies of one of those properly scored dance band settings. So we used 
to rehearse at least once a month on a Saturday afternoon and just freshen up, otherwise you 
get lazy, you get stale. It kept us tuned up. 

Also playing with them meant that I didn't have to play every night, so I was still carrying on 
my practice don't forget. Then occasionally of course, it would clash with me playing with the 
theatre, playing say with Williamsons, because I liked doing Williamson's work. You were 
playing nice shows, nice scores, and it was something that didn't happen every (lay and 
therefore you liked to do those when you could. So I used to have a very easygoing 
arrangement and a couple of other good trumpet players used to gladly fill in because they 
were glad to get the casual work. So that when the time came for me to stop playing in dance 
bands they didn't have any problem because they had a tried and trusted list of good players 
that were in the same sort of mode as I was in. They were good musicians, good players. 

RJ Sir Charles you've referred to there being a lot of vaudeville - this is before the 
war obviously - and I wondered how much there was in Perth and any of the artists you 
remember and the venues you remember? 

COURT It was probably the most consistent type of performances of that kind. Some of 
the performers were very, very good artists. They were very varied. You'd have everything 
from a juggler to a trapeze artist to a balancing act; you name it you'd have the lot. You'd have 
the singer of popular ballads, usually a fairly voluptuous looking woman. I don't know why 
they usually were blondes but that seemed to be the order of the day. You'd have male singers, 
some ballad singers. You must realise you're going back a long time before radio and TV had 
taken over. It was very much a very professional type of concert, because you'd have singers, 
you'd have dancers, you'd have jugglers, you'd have conjurers, magicians. They all went to 
make tip an act. 1 don't know where the word vaudeville came from, but that was very well 
understood as a form of entertainment and very popular in the day. It wasn't like a musical 
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comedy or something of that kind, because it didn't have a plot. It had, of course, the 
inevitable comedians who used to string the whole thing together. 

Quite often the name of the vaudeville, or the name of the cast and the company was very 
much around the comedian of the day. For instance the Edgley - Edgley and Dawe - people 
didn't realise until one of them died that they were brothers. But they were a very well-known 
act and they eventually settled here, of course, but they were on the Australian circuit for 
many, many years, together with Mrs [Edna] Edgley [nee Luscombe].' She was very much 
Part of the act. You had Stiffie and Mo, you had George Wallace, just to name a few. They 
were tremendous artists in their own right. It's not as easy as people think to be a good 
comedian and to sustain it night after night and year after year. Some of those people became 
quite celebrities in their own Light. The modern type of comedian is quite different. In those 
days it was known as slapstick comedy. It could be quite vulgar, but not always. Some of them 
had quite high standards of moral conduct and wouldn't get involved in the more smutty type 
of thing. it became known that a particular comedian, if you wanted some smutty stories and 
SO on, you went along to the show there and got your stock for the next week, but others were 
much cleverer really. Those that could hold an audience and attract a repetitive audience and 
still maintain a certain standard of dignity with things, of course they were the really clever 
ones and the ones that had to work hardest. 

Fm trying to think of one name who I'll recall before long, but he was quite remarkable. He 
had an alcohol problem and he eventually got on top of it. Most of his work was in the Eastern 
States. He had a daughter who became quite famous on the stage subsequently, but he became 
a great worker in gaols with alcoholics and became quite famous for the amount of dedicated 
work he did there. But when lie was on the stage, he was a funny man, often not rehearsed and 
often by accident. He used to have one act (I remember I was playing in the pit in His 
Majesty's at the time) and he came on from the back of the stage. He made his entrance. He 
had a lifebelt - not lifebelt, lifebuoy, I think they call them, you know those things that they 
used to have on wharves, if anyone fell in you could throw it in and hopefully they'd be able to 
save themselves. He had one of these. This was part of his act, to get in and out of this thing. 

Well I remember one Saturday night at His Majesty's, lie was so far gone that I don't think he 
had the faintest idea where he was. He had that theatre absolutely in uproar for twenty 
minutes, getting on to the stage. We couldn't play a note. You see with these things, when you 
bought sheet music in those days they used to have about four bars at the start called "till 
ready". There's nothing clever about that it just meant, till ready! You kept playing this - it was 
a vamp you see - Just kept playing this dump-de-dump-de-dump-de-dump. It was in the right 
key and the pianist and the orchestra, the conductor, whoever was in charge, would have to 
watch when this artist took off, because if they were say like this chap, was doing his act with 
his lifebuoy, you can imagine that the orchestra's doing this dump-de-dump-de business, you 
know, this "tilt ready" thing was waiting for him to take off on his song. 

This went on so long we just stopped playing because the mob was in absolute uproar. His 
antics of getting in and out of this, trying to get rid of this lifebuoy, were so natural looking 
that everyone thought it was the act. [laughs] TI we'd have never got around to his song it 
wouldn't have mattered. It was a superb act, it went on and on and on. 1 don't know, I can't 
recall now how we finished up, but I've got an idea we didn't do much of the song and it was 

The first series of shows brought by Edgley and Dáwe was called "Midnight Frolics" (CC). 
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the hit of the night, this chap trying to get himself in and out of this stupid lifebuoy. 
remember the tears were running down our eyes laughing at this, because the old His 
Majesty's pit was bad, because you could see the stage. 

You see a proper orchestral pit, the orchestra shouldn't be able to see the stage, only the 
conductor should. Then they concentrate on the music and are able to respond better. You 
used to be able to see enough of the stage, unless you were the poor unfortunates that were 
sitting right hard against the stage, but the first trumpet, of course, was always sitting right out 
where the rail was, so he could see the lot, which was unfortunate. Also, of course, you got 
very friendly with the audience in the front row, except when.... I'm just trying to think of the 
chap's name. His real name was Williamson before he came here. He changed his name to a 
good old Russian name [Slapoffski], but they couldn't let the seats immediately behind him 
because his language was so hot that they didn't let the seats immediately behind him in the 
front row. But normally, of course, people are sitting in the front row and you could talk. In 
the old His Majesty's, or the days I'm talking about, you could talk to the people there. Quite a 
few of the people would come that you knew and while you were waiting to start you'd have a 
chat; it was all very matey. Of course, that sort of thing is not good and doesn't exist now. 

But these vaudeville people, people had a good night's entertainment and it was very, very 
popular. During the Depression they had a bad time. They used to run a lot of these shows on 
a fairly cooperative basis. If there was any money from the audience, they got paid, and if 
there wasn't they didn't. It was clearly understood as to whether you were going to get paid or 
not. The musicians and the theatre staff, they were so jolly glad that somebody would take the 
responsibility of running a show. They were very, very sad days. 

They had some open-air places too that were quite popular. Shaftesbury Theatre, which 
eventually I think became known as the Luxor Theatre, or something of that kind, but the 
Shaftesbury Theatre around where Canterbury Court eventually was built, that was a very 
popular place for vaudeville. That was mainly the more blue stuff, but it was generally 
understood if you went there you took what you got. Vaudeville in some of the other places 
like Theatre Royal and His Majesty's was a little bit more classy, for the want of a better word, 
and I think in many cases better quality stuff. 

I remember there was one [open air] place opposite where the.... not far from His Majesty's 
Theatre in Hay Street. It would be about opposite where the State Government Insurance had 
their office (the Westpac branch is there now) on the corner of Hay Street and King Street. 
Well, just about opposite there, there was an open air place. There was a fellow called Paul 
Daley and his wife (I think she used to go under the name of Webster), they were very 
prominent there in vaudeville for some years. They were real English vaudeville type of 
people. They looked it too. She was a blonde and he was a fairly smart looker himself They 
were typical of vaudeville-type people, very versatile and could meet any situation. They'd do 
little skits during the night. it was all put together virtually by the comedians. Today you'd call 
them a compere I suppose, but in those days these things were quick fire and, of course, they 
had the minimum of scenery. Unlike a play where you had to change the whole scene 
physically between scenes and acts, they just went on and on and on. As one singer went off a 
conjurer came on, or a trapeze artist came on, or something of that kind. You can imagine it 
could be done with great speed and without a lot of changes of scenery. 

END OF TAPE 23 SIDE B 
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COURT I think it's fair to say that the success of those things was the 
vi19ety and the speed with which they changed from act to act; They used to be 
very sensitive. If an act wasn't going over too well they used to have their 
own technique for getting it to disappear, not only from that programme, but 
from all other programmes too; [laughs] They had to respond to the public 
because it was a lot of word of mouth with this thing, "That's a good show" 
Then, of course, the other thing was that by the end of the week their stories 
were stale because everybody that had been to the show passed them on; Then 
the people that had heard them passed them on again; So if you went to that 
show, say if they had the same programme in a week's time, well people would 
say, 'Well I heard that one last week," or lI  heard that one in the office," 
or something. There was this great mass of performers; The only thing that 
distinguished it from the church concert, of course, was (a) the speed with 
which it went, and (b) the variety and (c) the type of stuff; Concerts were a 
great thing in those days; "the Grand Concert"; I don't know what 
distinguished that from an ordinary concert, but the tickets would say, 'This 
is a Grand Concert'. You were supposed to have better performers, bigger 
names, and that sort of thing; Vaudeville had their own gimmicks; They were 
pretty flashy, showy sorts of things. Anything from animal acts - by the way 
if they had a good animal act that was always a great drawcard in those days; 
could be performing dogs or cats or monkeys or something; 

RJ Those venues that you've referred to, were they all city venues? 

COURT The ones I knew were all city; I think Fremantle had the odd ones; 
They had some facilities down there, but I think it's fair to say that most of 
these established professional performances were in the city. 

Rd You have told us about playing the Messiah, and particularly with 
Taffy Miller, but I wondered what venues were used for the Messiah? 

COURT The Messiah varied from the churches: Trinity Church, St Andrew's 
Church in Perth, t1lë14esley Church; I can't ever remember doing a Messiah in 
St George's Cathedral. I think they would have been a bit "stuffy" to' have a 
trumpet in there. I did a very memorable performance up at St Mary's; Then 
later on the Metro Theatre, which was owned by the Wesley Church as part of 
that great block of properties they had there; The Metro Theatre was available 
to the church for functions of this kind; I very well remember that there was 
a big performance of the Messiah there one time, when the Metropolitan 
Symphony Orchestra provided the accompaniment and the music for the Messiah; I 
did The Trumpets Shall Sound for that performancet I have an Idea that anian 
named Hayward was the bass; I don't think that was Taffy Miller; Then there 
were a lot of metropolitan churches; Ross Memorial [West Perth] was a very 
popular church in those days; Fremantle [churches]; So it was in many, many 
places and halls too, according to whether you're using an organ, of course; 
it had to be in a church [if it was an organ]; In those days electronic organs 
were unknown; It was only churches that had good pipe organs that were really 
suitable for this sort of thing, especially if you're going to do the obligato 
- that's The Trumpet Shall Sound; When you got to that part of the Messiah, it 
would sound a bit pathetic if you had a piano playing the score and a good big 
bass singer beefing it out, and the trumpet player letting fly with the 
obligato; It would sound a bit odd, so you had to have a decent size organ 
[unless there was an orchestra]; 

Also I remember, thinking back in those days, that all those places seemed so 
big. Wesley Church seemed big; Metro Theatre, of course, was big; But Trinity 
Church, St Andrews, and these other churches, they all seemed so big, and I 
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look at them today compared with the Concert Hall, and compared with the Entertainment Centre and things like that and they're very, very tiny places. The Perth Town Hall always seemed big. Of course it's all relative, it's all relative. If you had the Perth Town Hall packed you'd think that you were a great hit, but today it wouldn't pay for the cleaners and the hall attendants. But things were so different. It was all relative. Costs were relative. The amount of volunteer help was relative too. So when I used to think that it was quite an occasion if I played The Trumpet Shall Sound for the Messiah for say, somebody like Hayward or for Taffy Miller, it seemed such a lot of people, but today you'd regard it as a suburban thing, that sort of audience. 

RJ What was so memorable about Messiah in St Mary's Cathedral? 

COURT Well, of course, the superb organ they've got there, and the singing was so much better. I played there quite often. My father wasn't very amused about it, but I used to play there quite often. When Dr Edgar Ford came here as an examiner..., he was quite a famous organist and musician/composer. He used to come here examining on a tour, as they used to do in those days and when he was in Perth he used to do a lot of music. If I remember rightly Ford wasn't a Roman Catholic, but he did a lot of work at St Mary's and then he came to live here. He did some composing and he did some unusual things. I've 
often [wondered] what happened to a symphonic paean that he did, which featured the St Mary's organ. It was written around this, St Mary's organ and a brass octet. We had a lot of fun rehearsing this thing. He was the organist for it. Then the actual performance. 

I remember it was memorable because while we were rehearsing he didn't use the organ to its full capacity because he was anxious to rehearse our parts. Don't forget this was an original composition being performed for the first time and all from manuscript. I remember It very well because on the final rehearsal he said, "Now this gradually works up to a great climax," he said, "when you get to the finish," he said, "you haven't heard the organ at full power yet, but," he said, "when we get to gradually work up and the paean reaches a climax," he said, "don't worry that you can't hear yourself," he said, "because the organ will take over, but don't get the idea that you don't mean anything," he said, "because the brilliance of the brass on top of what the organ can give is what the audience is going to hear. So don't assume that you're going to be heard as a lovely octet doing your best," he said. I remember it very well because I came home from that performance feeling as though I'd been shaken as I'd never been shaken before with the St Mary's organ. If I remember rightly it was in a different position to what it is now. I don't think it was a different organ. I think they probably rebuilt it and refurbished it, but it was In a different position to where it is now, from what I remember. 

But It was a great experience. Here's a man composed something especially for this organ and this brass. Strangely enough the only other member of the brass that I can remember was Bill Halvorsen. He's a very old man now and he'd be well over 90 now. He organised this group, and they weren't all from the one band. They were just people that he'd selected because they were above average. It was a selection of trumpets, trombones and other brass instruments, but particularly trumpets and trombones. He himself was a very good player and a good musician. He was at one time the Deputy Director of Post and Telegraphs here, W A Halvorsen. He had a brother Harry who was a chartered accountant, also a very good musician and conductor of Perth City Band for many years. Bill Halvorsen did conduct the RSL Band when I was a young boy for a while [while Mellor was away], but he was mainly identified with Perth City Band. 
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We seemed to have a lot of those experiences around Perth in those days-; What 
happened to that paean I've never known; I've been intrigued sometimes to try 
and find out what happened to it; I don't know whether it was just the aura of 
the occasion or the fact that it was new, but it was the sort of thing that 
deserved to live. Quite a few of these things you get involved in and you 
never hear them again; But I remember that; All the players who had never had 
this experience, just rough old brass bands' blokes, they went away shaken 
with this experience, you know; They wanted to keep talking about It; I 
remained very friendly with Ford for a long time; 

RJ Sir Charles you said you were in the first orchestra that was 
established for the ABC on what could be regarded as a full-time basis, 
although it was really a part-time arrangement-; What was the actual 
arrangement? 

COURT Well I should explain; They had had orchestras on the ABC, some of 
them not exactly on a continuing basis, but on an intermittent basis, rather 
ad hoc type of things, small combinations; But then Basil Kirke got permission 
to establish a small regular orchestra which could be added to from time to 
time; There was a man named Horace Keats came here and a very fine pianist; 
You'll find that he wrote some beautiful songs that are quite important parts 
of singers' repertoires, but he was first and foremost a pianist and became a 
great accompanist; Some pianists have a flair for accompaniments-; He toured 
with quite a few great singers and artists as their accompanist; He was here 
as the musical director and they formed this little body; Phyllis Blott was 
the pianist; Nelson Burton was the cellist; There was a man named Gibson, who 
became famous as a dance man in the Eastern States later; 

RJ Mike Gibson? 

COURT No; I forget his name; But anyhow he's been back here recently 
doing a sort of a veterans' show that took off so well in the Eastern States 
that they toured Australia; Bobbie Gibson-; They had to extend their season 
they were such a hit. He was a fine violinist; Then there were a couple of 
others; The clarinettist was Percy Newton, who was the brother of the famous 
Duffy Newton who became an actor under the name of Nugent Hayward and was the 
star in The Overlanders; But he was an Englishman who came here and started 
here as a violinist and really was the man identified with the foundation of 
the Perth Symphony Orchestra; In many ways between the ABC and the Perth 
Symphony Orchestra, they were all mixed up; During the Depression they were a 
a basis whereby musicians could not only keep their skills, but also get a 
little bit of money from their Sunday night concerts; I tell you this because 
It was a mixed-up scene, but we were all part of it, because it was a little 
town; 

Well they [the ABC] then formed this [small studio group]; It was a nice 
little group; they were all capable performers; I know a man named Flint was 
the bass fiddler and he was a fine player; He would have graced any orchestra; 
He'd had a lot of orchestral experience both In the pit and on-stage work with 
symphonies and so on; So you can imagine It was a very tidy little group; 

The idea of that was to give music at tea time (dinner music it was referred 
to as) and then we'd have to stay around, and then sometimes we'd have to give 
closing music - they had all sorts of names for it - really to wind up the day 
because the station didn't go all that long; It didn't go past eleven o'clock, 
if I remember rightly, in those days; sometimes probably not that far; It was 
part of a programme to Improve the quality and also the breadth and 
sophistication of what the ABC could provide; Basil Kirke was a very 
innovative manager, a great enthusiast; I think it was mainly through his 
efforts that they got this body established; 
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Now there was an award struck. There was no award to cover this sort of thing, 
so that you could rehearse, say, at four o'clock and then probably give dinner 
music at six o'clock, and then evening music. So they had to negotiate an 
award. I was one of the team on the negotiating committee for the first 
meeting they had. We didn't get too far in working out what was a fair basis, 
because it had to have a degree of flexibility. Don't forget we were jolly 
lucky to have this sort of thing. It was manna from heaven to think that 
somebody would have a regular type of engagement like this. From my point of 
view 1 was starting up my practice. The fact that I could go up there for 
rehearsal at four in the afternoon and be working all the rest of the day was 
just wonderful. So I considered myself fortunate. Plus the fact it was just 
the sort of work I wanted to do. They used to do light operatic works, light 
classics and that type of thing. 

So they had to strike an award to allow us to rehearse and to have dinner 
music sessions, and then maybe stay around for a couple of hours and then do 
these closing sessions. I'm trying to think of the name they used to give it. 
It wasn't Sleep Music or anything like that, but it was sort of just a winding 
up the day. Being all good musicians, of course, it meant that you didn't need 
a lot of rehearsal to get these things into suitable condition. 

Unfortunately Keats, Horace Keats and Kirke fell out. There was an horrendous 
row there and Keats went back to the Eastern States. I thought it was most 
unfortunate, because Keats had a lot to offer because he started doing little 
productions like Hiawatha, and the Edward German thing, Merrie England. This 
was the start of something quite good. We'd do all sorts of little things. It 
could be play readings with some music interspersed and that type of thing 
which was lifting the quality, lifting the standard. There were quite a few 
good artists in Perth at the time, who were literally looking for something to 
do because during the Depression musicians and artists, they got a pretty bad 
time in England, everywhere, round the world. Some of them gravitated here and 
so you had some first class actors and actresses and other types of performers 
that were just there for the asking. 

So we put on these little performances there in the studio, which was then on 
the corner of Hay Street and Milligan Street. That's where the problem came 
over the trans, with the screeching wheels around there. You can imagine you 
were just in the middle of a play reading, or something of that kind, or 
you're doing a thing like Hiawatha or Merrie England, one of these shows they 
put on. They'd bring in a choir. They'd have some professional singers but 
there were plenty of amateur choirs that were very good and only too delighted 
to be involved in something with an orchestra and with some good 
professionals. So they had no problems. Initially they, of course, didn't pay 
a lot of those people, there was no problem, but as they went further down the 
line, as they became better and more sophisticated and conditions started to 
lift a little bit, then there was a prescribed rate which the singers got; not 
much. I'm talking about the choir singers now as distinct from the stars in 
the performance. 

Keats really established that sort of thing because he was a first class 
musician. I remember when they did the performance of Hiawatha (that's 
Coleridge Taylor's music) that was quite a thing. ProbabTby today's 
standards it wouldn't measure up, but having regard for what was the 
alternative it was a breath of fresh air. The rehearsals and the performances 
were first class. Well that was all done in the studio. 

Then when Horace Keats left they promoted Nelson Burton, who was the cellist, 
to be the conductor. Nelson was a very good musician. He was something of a 
composer. A superb arranger. Even in Keats's day with a small orchestra you 
probably didn't have all the instruments you wanted to do a particular thing. 
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It may be the trumpet might have to do something that somebody else should 
have been doing, or the clarinet had to do something. So Burton, who was a 
superb arranger and also a superb copyist...; His manuscript was easier to 
read, more restful to read than the printed stuff; You never had any problem; 
He'd sit down and dash it off while we all sitting around having a drink or 
something, He'd write as fast as he'd do an ordinary piece of English prose; 
It was so superbly written; He took over. He wasn't the musician that Keats 
was, but nevertheless we all got behind him. 

That's where Ziata Kairnikoff came in. She took his place on the cello. Now she 
was a cellist above that class really, more in the classical symphony concert 
mode, or even a concert artist; But she was jolly glad to get that work; They 
were refugees; She was a nice person, didn't have very much to say because she 
was struggling to improve her English, but she was very cooperative and joined 
into the spirit of the team. At that time we hadn't met her husband, who was a 
superb violinist. We got to like her very much as a member of the team, after 
we realised why she wasn't as outward going as we were, because she didn't 
have the command of the language and so on; Also I suppose she felt a bit 
strange and she probably was looking a bit sideways as to whether we were as 
free and as trustworthy as we should be. I found her a very nice person and a 
very capable person too. So she took Nelson Burton's place and she was around 
for a long, long time, both as a solo artist and also as a member of this 
little ensemble. 

Phyllis Blott was also the regular permanent accompanist for the station; So 
if you appeared then as a solo artist, she played the accompaniments, and say 
any of the members of the orchestra appeared as soloists, as we often did, 
that was a separate fee, by the way. That was not part of your contract. 

But coming back to the first meeting we had (I skipped this bit) to try and 
fix the conditions, it finished up in a rather acrimonious atmosphere, I think 
more through misunderstanding than anything; Anyhow I subsequently learned in 
later times through the Union, that the reason why I wasn't on the second 
negotiation where the deal was worked out was that Basil Kirke asked the union 
if they could get somebody less militant than me; [laughs] We used to laugh 
about this. I didn't intend to be militant, I just wanted to get it sorted out 
so there was no misunderstanding, because I know what it's like with 
musicians. They grab anything and then when they found that they had to sit 
around for a couple of hours between rehearsal and then dinner music and then 
late night music, they then start to get a bit disgruntled and they want to 
take some short cuts, and they start to get a bit toey. It was better that 
they had It clear at the start, that they could do these things - well that 
the employer could do these things. But apparently it was interpreted that I 
was a fairly militant sort of a bloke, so I wasn't on the future negotiations, 
and they just came and presented us with a contract that had been worked out 
between Basil Kirke and the union (a man named Ernie Walsh who was the 
secretary). The orchestra accepted it without question because it was quite a 
generous, sensible type of agreement. 

I should add that the Actors' Equity and a few other people today would have 
40 fits if they knew what went on, because when you're sitting around, say 
you've finished your dinner music at eight o'clock and you're not going to go 
on and do your evening closing music until say maybe half past nine, something 
like that, there'd he plays going on and all sorts of things going on around 
the studio. There would be effects to be done; A man named Harry Graham was a 
great producer. He was an old vaudeville man; He and his wife [Dorothy] they 
were both real old troopers from the vaudeville stage before they got into the 
ABC. This was a godsend to them to have this permanent income and not have to 
rely on a vaudeville show to be put on and that sort of thing. They were very 
much part of the scene; He was a good announcer; He had a lovely, not exactly 
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a cultured voice, but a good clear voice that came over very, very well; a 
rather harsh voice in some ways, but a good clear voice. She used to do 
women's sessions and do the odd singing in one of these little shows we put on 
and so on. 

Harry would just say, "You fellows have got nothing to do. Would you like to 
come and do a few of the effects?" So we used to be skilled in pouring a glass 
of water alongside the microphone. You knew exactly how close to do it. Then 
if you wanted machine gun effects, you had to have a couple of little bits of 
wood on another piece of wood to give these. Old Harry had us all taught how 
to do these effects when he flicked his finger and then you had to have 
machine gun fire. Then they had a special door opening. They had a panel 
there, they had all sorts of things on it where you could knock on the door, 
or you could turn the handle. We used to think it was good fun, because idle 
people don't get up to any good. So the fact that you had little things to do 
like this, it suited us fine. No one got paid for It and never thought of 
being paid for it, it was just good fun. But today, of course, that'd start a 
strike. The fact that somebody shifted a chair on the platform at a symphony 
concert that wasn't in the Union, it would stop the whole proceedings. 

Then there was a little tearooms opposite the old studio. Part of their 
goodwill was the staff from the ABC. We used to spend a lot of time over 
there, because If we were having a cup of tea over there and they had to 
change the programme and bring the orchestra on a little bit earlier, it was 
no problem for somebody to slip across the road and say, "Look you've got to 
get on a bit earlier." So over we'd go. It was a very friendly arrangement. It 
wouldn't work today because so much was dependent on goodwill and not 
interpreting the last comma and full stop in the award and so on. What's more 
we enjoyed it. 

The ABC used to lend the orchestra out on occasions, appropriate occasions. 
Part of the publicity. See they were trying to advertise ABC, promote ABC. 
Kirke was a great enthusiast, If he could put on his orchestra somewhere "by 
courtesy of ABC" and get a lot of mention about It, well that would take the 
place of one of our studio performances, which was quite good with us. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 24 
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RJ I'm still not quite clear of the arrangement though. Were you kind 
of engaged for the week sort of thing and could be used as and when? 

COURT Well that's the point,. It was unusual you see. It wasn't as though 
you got so much per performance, you got a weekly wage. For that weekly wage 
they could use you for so many hours during that week. They had to have a lot 
of flexibility. It wasn't as though they could just use you, say once in the 
day, or something of that kind. Well most days we had two sessions. We 
rehearsed and that was part of the deal. The orchestra was pretty flexible 
about that because being good musicians they accepted the importance of 
rehearsal. They wanted to rehearse as part of their profession. But there was 
provision for rehearsals, and then doing things like dinner music, and then 
shows. So the time available for the week was virtually at the discretion of 
the management, with a certain spread of hours, but you got a weekly wage. 

The musicians were pretty flexible about it. I can never remember anybody 
saying, "Look we've used up our hours for the week." If a little bit more 
rehearsal had to be done, or we had to stretch the time that we appeared that 
night, no-one ever, ever raised the matter at all, because it was regarded as 
a very generous situation. 

Incidentally, the trumpet player that took over from me was Ivan Nylander, a 
very fine player, probably the best sight reader I've ever struck in my life. 
You could put anything in front of him. He didn't have the best tone you could 
imagine, but he did have a tremendous technique. You could put anything in 
front of him and he could read it as though he had been practising it for 
days. But he had a rather harsh type of tone, taught in a completely different 
type of school to what I was, but his actual technique was absolutely superb. 
He took over from me. He wanted to be a professional musician. He had a trade, 
he and his brother - he had two other brothers - but they were tradesmen in 
their own right, but he wanted to be a full-time musician. He's still alive. 

RJ You referred to Keats and Kirke falling out. Do you know what it 
was over? 

COURT It was inevitable. Basil Kirke was an outgoing, flamboyant type of 
person, did a lot for the ABC. He did all sorts of things like doing the first 
underwater broadcast, put on a diver's suit and went down and talked from the 
bottom of the Swan River. He was very friendly with C P Smith, who was then 
the Managing Director of The West Australian. He was very outgoing. Could be 
abrasive. I found him very easy to get on with really, but he was very - I 
think he was very loyal and very ambitious for the ABC. Don't forget when he 
first went to it, it was the Australian Broadcasting Company. It was a private 
company. I think Greater Union owned it originally when they took it over from 
Wesfarmers. But then it became the ABC, with the Australian Broadcasting 
Commission, Instead of the Australian Broadcasting Company. So he's very much 
part of the history of it. It was Inevitable that a temperamental musician 
like Keats would fall out, because Kirke would want things right on the dot, 
right on time, thoroughly regimented and so on, whereas Keats would just have 
that artistic streak about him. 

------------------------ 
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ne iustraiian oroaacsing ..umpdny ioic over IHdFId9CI11CFI UT owr in September 
1929 with Basil Kirke as manager. The Australian Broadcasting Commission was 
formed in 1932 (Julie Lewis, 1979, On Air, Fremantle Arts Centre Press, 
pp. 144-5 - RJ). 
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I was a great admirer of Keats. He played quite a few accompaniments for me 
and I could understand why he was in such demand. He had this very sympathetic 
- apart from being a fine pianist, he had this very sympathetic feel; he was 
almost part of the performance. I was conducting the North Perth City Band at 
the time, trying to bring that from nothing to something. At one of these 
pleasant Sunday afternoon concerts I told you about, we were doing one of 
those up in North Perth, and the North Perth City Band was providing the 
programme. We were playing a tone poem, which was one of the test pieces in 
earlier years for Crystal Palace in England, a piece called Labour and Love. 
It was a specially written tone poem for a brass band test piece, which in 
those days was regarded as quite difficult for a B grade band. But we were 
doing this piece. I wanted to give the band a bit of a try out in public 
because they'd worked hard on this thing. To my great amazement when it was 
all over, Keats had been sitting in the back and he was absolutely enthralled 
with this performance of this especially composed brass piece of Labour and 
Love. He gave us an engagement for the North Perth Band on the ABC on the 
spot, which boosted the morale a bit and did me a lot of good. But you can 
see, it's a long way back In my career when all this happened, but he was 
around then. 

I got on very well with Keats because I could understand that.... and that's 
one of the arts of dealing with people: different people have got different 
standards, different values, and different methods of expression. I could 
understand Kirke blowing his top because Keats wasn't quite ready for 
something, whereas Basil would think well [clicks fingers] you should be, sort 
of thing. It was a very, very unpleasant few days for all of us around the 
place. Keats caught a train out at the end of the week and he and his family 
just disappeared. It was the only way to do it. I think he still worked for 
the ABC in the Eastern States, but It was oil and water with him and Basil 
around. 

RJ When you rattle off all the things that you've been involved with 
when it comes to music, I just wondered how much you saw of your wife and 
family and how much of your accountancy business? [Laughs) 

COURT Well, you know, I've always worked long hours and it's amazing what 
you can fit in without any fatigue. You just go along. Well you get into a 
rhythm of life. You have a wife that marries you knowing what you're involved 
in, because she'd seen plenty of it. We were engaged for quite a long time, as 
you were in those days, so she got to know the bands pretty well. She wasn't a 
musician herself, but she got to know the bands and the dance bands and all 
that sort of thing. I'd go down to the Embassy one night. I'd be the trumpet 
player in Fred Nice's band, or an augmented band. Then the next night I'd be 
there with her and all my mates there as guests complaining that the band took 
too long between dances [laughs] and so on. But you just go along with it. 

Then, of course, when the boys came along, those poor chaps they've been to 
more band concerts [laughs] than enough. It was only that their mother had 
them well trained and well disciplined to go along I suppose that they put up 
with it. But when they were from toddlers upward they've probably been to more 
band concerts than enough. It wasn't so bad when they were out In the parks 
because they could run around, but when they were in halist When I look back, 
you know, [laughs] we were a bit unfair to these poor chaps, the whole five of 
them eventually. Initially with one, then two, then three, four, five. When I 
went to band rehearsals at least one of the boys always went with me. Of 
course they could play around then. We were usually practising, either at 
Anzac House or in a drill hail somewhere, so they could run around and they 
didn't have to be quiet. Not as though they had to sit there and you're 
saying, "Ssh, ssh," all the time. Then we were involved in a lot of community 
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things. Don't forget most of these things you're doing together, so it's very 
easy to see how it fitted in when everyone was cooperating. Of course, my wife 
didn't work, so she concentrated on the family, as was her wish. 

Then one of the little orchestra members at the ABC that we've been talking 
about was a Dot Formby. She appeared under the name of Dot Formby. She was 
quite a good violinist and she went on for years working with the big symphony 
orchestra when it became the WA Symphony. She lived just round the corner from 
us. Her husband, Alan Scahill (her husband at the time) - Alan Scahill, was 
very well known to Rita because she was one of his typists when she was at WA 
Trustees. Perth was small like that. So more often than not, you see, I'd 
bring Dot Formby home at night from the ABC and so on because It was just 
round the corner. You become part of a total thing. 

When we were engaged and even when we were first married to keep the staff 
down I used to work a lot at night in the office. It was easier after we were 
married, of course, because I could work at home, but quite often Rita would 
come in and do her knitting and a few other things in there. So when you work 
as a team like that it's not as bad as It sounds, Now you've reminded me, when 
I reflect on it, you wonder where I got any time to go to bed or do any 
gardening or any of these things, but somehow you did it. It was not unusual 
for the bandsmen to have a little party in somebody's house. I suppose about 
once every three months they'd come down one night to our place and everybody 
would bog in and help. So you're together, you don't feel as though somebody 
is going their way and you're going yours. So we didn't seem to have any 
stresses and strains with it. 

RJ People have different sleep patterns. How much sleep did Charles 
Court need in those days? 

COURT Well right back from when I was studying, four hours was about as 
much as I could really enjoy. I've always been able to put my head down and go 
to sleep for that period. Then when I wake up it's agony, you know, to try and 
fill in the time. So I suppose all the time I was a minister and Premier, if I 
had five hours that was a sort of a bonus thing. So that's why I used to go to 
bed so late. 1 That's why Miss Hall will tell you that they used to hear the 
clock strike, because we used to have a chiming clock in the lounge and I 
used to sit by the fire and work on a bridge table, dictating and all that 
sort of thing. I didn't realise until she was interviewed by the newspapers at 
one time that they knew what time I was working because they could hear the 
clock strike. 

But there's no virtue in that; It's just that I grew into that pattern 
studying, and then my brother (we slept in the same little bedroom at Campsle 
Street; his bed was down one side and mine down the other, and my table was In 
the corner where r used to study) he'd never study. He was the heaviest 
sleeper I ever knew. So somebody had to wake him up because he was the one 
that officially had the newspaper round not me. I used to fill in, but more 
often than not if I hadn't have waken him up he wouldn't have got on to the 
job. So it became a bit of a habit. Then the war time. Then when I got into 
the ministry. It was just that I'd got into a pattern. I seemed to be quite 
healthy with It and quite fit. 

Also out of that I developed a habit that if I was flying anywhere or I was 
motoring anywhere, I could sleep all the time and wake up ready. When I'd come 
down from the North, or I'd come from the East and get in the car, the driver 
------------------------ 
I EileenHall does refer to this routine of Sir Charles in the interview 
conducted with her for the Battye Library by Jan Gothard in 1989, see pp  44-45 
reference no. OH 2313. 
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would be there when I was minister and by the time they were out of the 
airport I'd be asleep and wake up when we come into the drive, so you're 
getting sleep all the time; When we were bumping around the North West, as we 
were in those days, long before ,jets and decent accommodation I could;;;; The 
staff got very good about it; They knew that I just grabbed a few minutes; So 
you're building up a bit of a score, specially if you can do it and not wake 
up dopey; You see a lot of people if they go off in the day time they can't 
wake up and go straight on as though nothing had happened; So it's no virtue, 
it's just that I grew into it; 

RJ So you've got this orchestra you started off with the ABC; How long 
was your association? As that orchestra developed and grew, were you still a 
full-time person for a time? 

COURT Well that wasn't full-time because it didn't start till four 
o'clock; 

RJ I'm sorry, it was supposed to be; It was called full time, even 
though you say It was part-time; 

COURT It suited the orchestra to come in and rehearse then and it suited 
me because I could then come up from my business, you see; 

RJ Yes, but then what happened? 

COURT After a couple of years I had to get out because my practice had 
grown to such an extent that Pd have work to do in Kalgoorlie and so on; It 
was all right say once in every three months, bringing in a substitute, and 
that's how Ivan Nylander got involved In the orchestra, that he used to 
deputise for me very kindly so that I could get on with my business; So 
naturally when I said to Nelson Burton, "Look I think the time has come when I 
should drop out of this," Ivan Nylander automatically went in; He was not only 
very capable but he was the logical man to do it; He stayed with the ABC for a 
long, long time, right through when it got into the big orchestra, you know, 
the full symphony orchestra and so on; 

RJ Can you pin it down to year though when you left? 

COURT I couldn't really; I'd be guessing and it's always a bit dangerous; 
You can relate it to the time when I was starting up my practice; So you can 
imagine how I was able to survive on a practice that was struggling and then 
there came a time when I had to choose between the practice and nothing else, 
and that sort of work; I still did intermittent theatre work, like for 
Williamsons and that; You could juggle everything; Say that was going to be a 
three week season, well then that was very convenient and you could avoid any 
country work during that period; At the same time don't forget I was still 
conducting the RSL Band; 

R13 Sir Charles you've talked of Conrad Charlton taking over from Kirke 
and how his kids used to tear through the place and disrupt things, and you've 
also referred to Nell Short l and- Jones, but I wondered about other ABC 
personalities you recall? 

COURT There were many of them; I couldn't remember them all, but those 
who were there were very much part of that homely team. You realise from what 
I've said that it was a very friendly sort of a place, what with the Friday 
night dances and other things that they did; But people: I remember [Charles] 
Wicks when he was there; He was the accountant; He went to the Eastern States 
and became one of the State managers. He was a nice man; I knew his brother 
very well. Then there's the famous Arthur Povah, of course; He came in as a 
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junior up there, when they were up at Milligan Street. Arthur could tell you 
about the grease on the tram tracks and so on. Oh there's too many for one to 
remember, they just seemed to come and go. I suppose if I racked my brains I 
could expand the list greatly, because I was in and out of the place from when 
it was 6WF at Wesfarmers right through Australian Broadcasting Company, 
Australian Broadcasting Commission, 

RJ Well we know you started at 6WF. Then you've got the ABC at 
Milligan and Hay. Then you've got them in Supreme Court Gardens. Can you 
describe each of the facilities that they had? 

COURT Well 6WF, of course, was pretty primitive. They werl up on the top 
of 'their [Westralian Farmers'] building in Wellington Street. That's where 
they got their initials from, WF - Wesfarmers. Performing there was quite an 
ordeal because they had the studio, it wasn't all that big, but it was very 
heavily draped with hessians and things. They used to put a whole brass band 
in there, or a little orchestra and so on, or soloists. There was a man named 
Wells, Harold Wells, who was a superb announcer. He had a delightful voice, 
quite a humorist in his way. He died rather young if I remember rightly. Then 
Evelyn Willis was the studio pianist, a superb pianist, both a solo pianist 
and a teacher as well as an accompanist. When I first started there, of 
course, I got nothing. I think I was twelve when I appeared there the first 
time. But It was considered something of an honour to be allowed to appear. 
Somebody sent me a programme not so long ago which advertised that the 
following artists would appear including 'Master' C Court, so that's how long 
ago it was. Then after you'd performed so many times - at least, after they'd 
put up with you so many times - that meant you graduated and you got a small 
fee. 1 think the first fee was really only to cover your expenses. It was 
about seven [shillings] and sixpence. Then it got to twelve and sixpence. That 
was pretty big time, because you still regarded it as an honour to be allowed 
to sing or play on the ABC - or not on the ABC; it was 6WF then. 

Their audience was fairly restricted because people were still using crystal 
sets with the old cat's whisker. That was quite an experience. It limited the 
range. The sound, by the way, was very, very clear. It was a rather clear 
sound, but very limited range. Also if somebody was stupid enough to bump the 
table, that meant the cat's whisker went off the crystal, or lost its place on 
the crystal, then everyone would have to disappear a while, while somebody was 
given the job of putting it back on again. When I was playing, my mother and 
father first of all had to go to a friend's place to hear. Then they got a 
little set, which was very primitive but it was quite effective and they could 
hear it out at West Sublaco. 

But the station transmitter they used was under a man named Wally Coxon. He 
had some experience with the pedal radio sets too. One of these inventive sort 
of fellows. I don't know that he was an extraordinarily good business man, but 
he was an inventive type of fellow. A nice man. He was in charge of that 
station. There weren't many people around that knew much about radio. They 
used to have these huge valves; huge valves. I mean I don't exaggerate when 
I'd say they seemed a metre high. They could tell within a few minutes as to 
when they were going to burn out. That meant the station went off the air 
while they put another one in. Everyone understood. 

But I remember one night I was playing there (I think I was playing one of 
Percy Code's pieces) and a note from Harold Wells came on my music stand. It 
said, "Chas can you play a little faster, we can only keep the station on the 
air for another 28 seconds." That meant the valve was going to go, you see. ------------------------ 
1 The first broadcast from 6WF was transmitted on 4 June 1924 (Lewis, p.141 - 

RJ). 
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Just imagine doing that today; So the last few bars of Zelda went faster than 
It's ever been played before; But Evelyn Willis cooperated and I cooperated 
and we just beat the valve; But things were pretty primitive, but it's all 
relative. It was all exciting-i It was all new; These were some of the wonders 
of the times. So it's a good thing throughout your lifetime to keep things In 
perspective; 

RJ What were the Hay and Milligan studios like? 

COURT The Hay and Milligan ones were much improved They made the best of 
what they had and there was an entrance from Hay Street where you came up some 
steps. Then there was a [level area] where they had the [office and some of 
the] studios, where the orchestra appeared with the choirs and so on, was 
virtually down another level, down to the Milligan Street level [with an 
entrance from Milligan Street]; They had some drapings there, but nothing like 
what they had at Wesfarmers, which was very, very heavy; When the band played 
[at Wesfarmersi (you imagine a whole band of 24 performers playing in this 
room, drums and all) you went away, your head was ringing, although strangely 
enough you couldn't hear much of yourself because these drapings were so 
heavy, this hessian draping; They had several layers of it around there [at 
Wesfarmers]. But they didn't have air conditioning in those days, of course, 
so you can Imagine how hot it got. I remember in the old Wellington Street 
place they had the first fan I've seen that could do 360 degrees; electric 
fan, a special one. It had to be made so it would be silent because of the 
broadcasting; 

I remember George Mellor was conducting the band there one night and he was 
perspiring badly and he wiped the back of his neck and he saw this blood on 
his hands; George was rather conscious about his health and his immediate 
thought was, you know, "God, I'm bleeding! Bleeding to death! This Is blood!" 
Anyhow as soon as the band finished and he could get them to shut down the 
studio, he immediately went "into a dance" and the more he rubbed off here 
[his neck] the more "blood" came off; Well what it turned out was It was a red 
type of oil that was on this fan. They had to keep it lubricated very heavily 
so that it didn't make too much noise as It went round the 360 degrees; This, 
with the extreme heat with the band in there, it all came down. Poor old 
George had this all down his neck; I've never known a man to go white so 
quickly and so badly. [He thought he was sweating blood;] That's how primitive 
the studio was; 

Well when we went round to Milligan Street it was much more civilised. They 
had better libraries for their records and storing their equipment; They had a 
better office set up. They had more space and they could put on their plays 
and effects and so on. It was quite basic; Don't get me wrong, it wasn't 
elaborate at all, just very, very basic. It was like a warehouse being 
converted you might say, but it was adequate for the times; 

They then shifted down to the old Stirling House, which before they went there 
was the post First World War headquarters for the RSL. It was a series of 
temporary buildings, part lathe and plaster, part asbestos, part timber, which 
were put up as temporary offices for the First World War. The RSL had a dining 
room in there. They had offices In there, they had places where you could have 
socials, They had a billiard room, and they had the office of the Perth 
subbranch, which in those days was big enough to have a full—time secretary, 
who was George Mellor. So he left the old Agricultural Bank as a clerk to be 
full—time secretary of the Perth subbranch, a job he did very well; Later on, 
of course, as the membership fell off, that was no place for a full—time 
secretary, but at that time they could afford a full—time secretary; That's 
where the RSL Band used to practise, because we were very much part of the 
RSL. It was right opposite St George's Cathedral, and that used to cause a 
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certain amount of dismay to the Dean of the Cathedral
, much to the amusement 

of the Archbishop, who was very much on our side: Ar
chbishop Riley In those 

days. Ue was a great RSL man. It was he that told the 
Dean, when he complained 

about the band practising on Sunday, that the congr
egation would enjoy the 

band more than they would his sermon. [Laughs] So we c
arried on practising. We 

used to practise down the back of the building. 

But the ABC went Into there when the RSL moved over 
to Anzac House. You can 

date It from there. They transformed the place, of co
urse, but it was a very 

basic, very primitive type of building really. You ca
n imagine it was a First 

World War temporary building and the RSL had occupied 
it after that time. Then 

they [the ABC] took it over, and now it's Council Hous
e, of course, so you can 

orient it from there: opposite the Cathedral and now I
t's Council House. 

You'd be surprised the audience we used to have w
hen we practised on a 

Thursday night and a Sunday morning, specially in t
he summer time when we 

could practise outdoors. Brass bands always prefer 
to play outside, or at 

least the bands of that day did; they're slightly dif
ferent now. But you'd be 

surprised the audience we'd have there. Don't forget 
it was only a rehearsal 

and George Mellor was very meticulous, stopping and
 starting to get things 

right and so on. But people used to be fascinated and 
there wasn't much to do. 

So on a Sunday morning In particular we'd have a great
 crowd, especially if we 

were practising for a contest. When we were getting c
loser to the event, more 

and more people would come down to watch, and I suppo
se a few spies from our 

competitors. 

END OF TAPE 24 SIDE B 
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COURT That was very convenient for the RSL Band because we had our 
library and our band room to store our instruments and spare uniforms, all 
that sort of thing. Then the ABC came in and they made the best of that 
building. They had studios for performances and office and that type of thing, 
until eventually they outgrew it. When they went down to their new place, down 
in [191] Adelaide Terrace, that would have been the best purpose built ABC 
facility in Australia [at the time]. Today, of course, It's slipped a long way 
behind some of the other facilities, but at that time it would have been the 
best purpose built ABC facility. It was a joy to them all, of course, to go 
down to there with proper studios, studios that were soundproofed by design 
and not by Improvised methods. If you look at the ABC throughout Australia, 
for years and years and years they just had to put up with whatever 
accommodation they could grab, and then when TV came along they had to do the 
same. But I hope - I don't know but I hope they've been able to get into 
purpose built facilities because you do need purpose built facilities to give 
the best results. 

RJ Was there something about a tree that used to be part of the studio 
at the ABC in....? 

COURT Yes there was. The building was built around this huge tree. It 
used to be a bit of an embarrassment for the band because we used to practise 
out under this tree. It was in a courtyard at the back, but it was actually 
built around the tree, because its branches stretched out quite a way. In the 
season, the nuts off this tree used to fall. [laughs] It wasn't so bad - well 
it was bad enough when it fell on your instrument, but if it fell on your 
head! So we used to watch these nuts and clean them up ahead of time. But 
quite a few of the players used to wear their hats when we rehearsed [laughs] 
because they were always afraid that one of these was going to drop on them. 
But it was a very big tree and the building was actually built around it. 

RJ So it was kind of open was it? A courtyard effect? 

COURT At the back was a courtyard where we used to practise. Then the 
Supreme Court is behind that, you'll realise. 

RJ I'm just trying to picture how this tree worked. 

COURT Well it was quite a big tree, got a big girth. The building, It had 
actually been built around it because it was a timber building. It wasn't as 
though it was a concrete type of multi-storey building. It was only a single 
storey building, you know. 

RJ But you would actually be playing under a roof and have the tree 
there? 

COURT No, the branches of the tree stretched out into the courtyard. 

RJ Right, so It was only when yq.0 were practising in the courtyard? 

COURT Yes, but the building was around the [tree]. It was only a single 
storey building of course, so it could stick out the top. But when we came in 
to practise [because of the rain] we had a room that we could practise in. It 
was not a very good room. It was actually the RSL board room, but it was not a 
good room for practising because it was very resonant and the last thing you 
want when you're trying to train a band is resonance. You don't hear 
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everything when you should, how you should-. But outdoors it's perfect, 
especially for a brass band; Also being in that courtyard it was very 
sheltered; rarely did you have any problem with the wind-.  

RJ When did you give up solo work for the ABC? 

COURT Oh you've got me there. 

Rd Did you, for instance, broadcast beyond when you competed? You said 
you gave up competing;;;; 

COURT Oh yes, I did a tremendous lot of solo work for years and years, 
including ABC; I couldn't put a date on when I stopped solo work but that was 
only intermittently; I used to do quite a lot of solo work with the CIA Male 
Voice Choir under Campbell Egan who I had a long association with7 He was the 
conductor of that and so occasionally used to get me to be part of their 
programme; I used to be a part of the programme on condition he played for me 
So it went on after the war; And I played in the ABC Symphony Orchestra after 
the war too; But I regarded that as being a cultural exercise rather than for 
money 

Rd Any other memories? You've told us a lot in the Chapman interview 
about the various conductors you worked under etc, but any other memories you 
want to share? 

COURT Well Sargent was my favourite; He was always gentlemanly and he 
always got the most out of what he had, unlike Beacham and some of these other 
people, who were inclined to browbeat people and I think adopted the attitude 
that the tougher they were the better people would perform, which was quite 
wrong-; They'd finish up nervous wrecks if they weren't any good; But Sargent 
would coax somebody along; If it was a flautist or an oboist, or it was 
somebody [else who was weak], he'd coax them along; If they had anything to 
give they'd give it and they'd feel good about it; 

But one time he came here, I was not playing regularly with the ABC and a man 
named E J Roberts was the resident conductor; The horn player that they 
brought over from the East - in those days, I think I've told you, they often 
had to bring over key people like oboists, bassoonists and horn players and so 
on; They don't do that today, but even in the postwar period we were still 
bringing these people over because we didn't have them here; These good 
conductors, they wouldn't conduct an orchestra like that unless they had a 
full complement; This time they brought a horn player over from Melbourne and 
he took sick after the first rehearsal-; In fact they'd had the final rehearsal 
and he took very sick; There was no horn player here that could be brought In 
to do the job; It wasn't unusual in those days to improvise with a trumpet 
playing the horn parts; One thing they used to use, a bowler hat, to try and 
give it a less trumpet sound; The dance bands, by the way, use those for mutes 
[to give a special effect]; But we'd often use them in an orchestra like this 
to give a softer tone; Still not as good as a horn player, of course, a true 
French horn, but just to improvise; Most of the trumpet players were fairly 
good transposers; In other words if a part had to be read up a tone or a minor 
third, or something like that, most of them were pretty good at it because of 
the circumstances at that time; I don't know about modern performers, they 
wouldn't need to do it, but in those days it was not unusual to have to play 
another part, and so you had to transpose and you became quite good at it; 

So Roberts, E J Roberts, had a talk to Sargent and said, "Look will this chap 
do - I know he can do it, he's done it before for me, transposing these horn 
parts; I can get him and I'm sure he'd be only too pleased to do it;" So 
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Sargent was very reluctant about it, but he didn't want to cancel the concert 
just for one player missing, so he said he'd only do it if I had a rehearsal. 
They weren't going to have any more orchestra rehearsals; They'd finished and 
put the thing to bed. So I turned up at the studio with my trumpet and was 
Introduced to the great man who I'd met before, but only as a member of the 
orchestra. So he said, "I want to have a rehearsal." This seemed rather 
strange. 

He took rue into the room where the orchestra rehearsed down at the old 
Stirling Chambers, you know, opposite the Cathedral. He said, "Well first of 
all," he said, "we better mark the part." I said, "Look no problem, I've done 
this quite often before." The transpositions were quite easy ones; a minor 
third one of them and I forget the other one, but they were quite easy 
transpositions. It was not as though it was a violin part where it's fast and 
furious; "Oh," he said, "I'm not prepared to take any chances." It taught me a 
lesson that the great man first of all wanted a rehearsal; So he sat down with 
me and pencilled in the transposition notes; I did one and he did the other. 
Some people do this, they pencil in the transposition, bearing in mind - I 
don't know how well you know music, but a minor third, of course, the 
accidentals do occur, and so on, but having the note in the right place does 
make it easier; But I never used it because I could transpose as I went; He 
insisted those little dots had to be there and in nice black pencil so that it 
showed up well; Of course he was such an experienced man; Then you realised 
some of these great people have had to appear in quite primitive conditions-i 
He was quite relaxed about this; Beecham wouldn't have tolerated it, but he 
was quite relaxed about It2 

So we went through and got them all marked and I thought well that's that; 
Then he said, "Right we'll have a rehearsal;" So I had the unique experience 
of sitting there as one player in this whole rehearsal studio that they had in 
those days, with the great man standing up there and going through all this 
symphony, as though the orchestra's playing, you see; Of course the horn comes 
in much more than the trumpets do in those things, because the trumpet back in 
the days when those symphonies were composed wasn't as capable as it is today; 
They didn't have the sort of valve structures that they've got today and all 
that sort of thing. Beethoven and these other composers, I admire the way 
they had to improvise so as to use brass, but they didn't have the complete 
freedom to write for a brass instrument that they have today. The trombone was 
better because with a slide they had greater flexibility, but with other brass 
instruments that had valves they were quite limited; 

I found this [an experience]. He only did the symphony. The other, the 
incidental music that made up the programme, he wasn't so worried about, but 
he only did the symphony. Bearing in mind altogether dotting In the music and 
doing this was an hour and a half; [Laughs] I went home shaking my head, but 
it taught me a lesson, that it didn't matter how good you were; Roberts 
remonstrated with him; He said, "Look this bloke's done it so often before 
he's foolproof," but that didn't impress the great man; You could see his mind 
ticking over, "What they call foolproof in Perth is probably not what I call 
foolproof in London." So it taught me a lesson. 

Many years later I was a minister and they had a civic reception for the great 
man when he came to Perth, and I was representing the government; Dave Brand 
said, "Well you'd better go along, this is your mob, this music mob;" That's 
how Dave used to talk, you see. "I won't know what to talk about, crochets and 
quavers and things." So I was sent along and the reception was held in the 
Perth Town Hall. If I recall correctly the Mayor was Howard. It was during his 
term; He was a great musician and choir master and all that sort of thing; I'm 
pretty sure that's why they had this reception and the place was packed; Perth 
Town Hall was packed. I was representing the government and I couldn't resist 
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the temptation to tell this story, that I was the only  
personal rehearsal with the great conductor'; So it 
couldn't happen today; that's the difference in times. 

man that had ever had a 
went down well; But it 

Quite apart from that, I'd already formed a great admiration for Sargent; 

I was giving some talks down there on another visit of his, some talks down at 
the studio, illustrated talks for schools; They were on at mornings. This was 
long after I'd stopped playing solos regularly, illustrated talks; But I did 
have to perform to illustrate some of these pieces. It was a series put 
together rather hurriedly to fill in a gap and I was never comfortable with 
it. When I came out of the studio Sargent was there (this was long after the 
[transposing] incident) and he said, "They could have used you much better 
than that;" I said, "I know, but it's a bit embarrassing," and I explained to 
him how they put the thing together. He said, "They could have very well used 
you to give a demonstration of the capabilities of the trumpet, playing more 
appropriate music." I explained to him It was one of a school series and I was 
Just doing one of the many; He was quite right because it was ridiculous using 
a trumpet player to play some Schubert arias and Schubert pieces on the 
trumpet when they could have been done so much better by a vocalist or by a 
violinist or something of that kind; But I was enthralled that he stood 
outside the studio listening to the studio sound. It was being broadcast all 
around [the building ]. I was damn glad I played reasonably well [laughs] 
otherwise he'd have had some reason to get a bit angry. He was quite nice 
about it, very pleasant about It. 

He was a great illustrator; I did one school concert with him; It's an art'; 
Also I used to envy the fact that a man like him could sit down at the piano 
to rattle off something on the piano, just to illustrate something to the 
children. It was a joy just listening to him; We were sorry when he stopped 
playing; George Mellor was playing alongside me that day and he said, "How 
would you like to be able to just sit down and tinkle off like that?" We'd 
have loved him to have kept going because we didn't realise how good he was; 
But [he was] just illustrating a few bars to the children and then came back 
and conducted the orchestra'; He was, I think, the master of taking children 
for a walk through the orchestra - and adults, but particularly children; We 
were players, you know, hardened sinners there, been around a long time, but 
every one of those performances was an experience because you felt as though 
you'd learnt something yourself; Although it was our instruments and the sort 
of thing that we were doing, this man had a habit of bringing it to life and 
making It Interesting and so on; I think It was very much the nature of the 
man. 

Rd After your solo rehearsal, did he comment on your skill? 

COURT Oh he was satisfied-. No, he went away quite relaxed; He wasn't sort 
OFF edge about it at all; It taught me something; 

Rd Sir Charles you say in the Chapman interview that when you decided 
to go into Parliament in 1 53 you dropped out of the RSL Band the year before 
that, "When I knew I was going to nominate; I thought it was wise to 
dissociate myself with the band as its conductor and as a member of the 
band." Why? 

COURT If it hadn't have been the RSL Band it wouldn't have been so 
necessary. But the RSL was always very careful to try and preserve its 
distance from political parties and political identities; I mean that didn't 
mean to say you couldn't belong to the League and be active in a party, but 

This transcript, p.286; 



TAPE 25 COURT 333 

they were very sensitive about anyone taking advantage of their membership of 

the League for their own political ends. Plus the fact that I had a feeling 

that it was about time I dropped out of the band anyhow because I was so busy 

with my business and my practice, and then with Parliament coming up, I 

wouldn't have been able to give them the time. I felt I owed it to the boys in 

the band to say, "Right, well it's time you got somebody else. They might 

teach you something new. They can give you the time. Get somebody who can give 

you the time. You deserve it. Better than me because I'll be absent more times 

than I was there." So I was really anticipating a new situation in my own 

life. 

RJ You say that you retained a close link with them  however, for many 

years, particularly in connection with the Anzac Day music. What was the link 

you retained? 

COURT Well a natural interest in their performance, in their success, and 

the standards they set and so on. Naturally they used to come and ask me quite 

often if they had any problems about the administration of the band or even 

about their music. But I purposely kept in touch with the Anzac Day music 

because I'd grown up with that, with George Mellor and with Campbell Egan. He 

was an ex-serviceman from the First World War, by the way, and had been a 

bandsman of sorts. He was basically a pianist, but he somehow or other had 

been coopted into the bands away in the First World War. So there was this 

further link, again showing that Perth's a very small place. So I continued 

that [Anzac Day music] mainly because Cam Egan wanted me to. Also to pass on 

my own experience with arranging the music, both for the hymns and for the 

marching music. Plus the fact that I liked being associated with it. So for a 

long time I carried on. It helped the band; it helped the RSL. They didn't 

have to worry about getting somebody else in that knew how the band should be 

organised and how the marching music should be organised. 

It's a terrible problem on Anzac Day because no two bands march at exactly the 

same tempo. They should do, but they don't. Of course the Scotties like to 
march slower so their kilts will swing. You've got a battalion, an old 

Association of a battalion marching by at 120 to the minute, and there's a mob 

of Scotties coming up in the rear marching at 110, well the poor blokes at the 

back of the unit, they don't know whether to march by one tempo or the other. 

It's a terrible business. No one's ever found a way of overcoming it on a 

parade like that. If it's an army installation, that's different because 

they've got complete discipline and they can arrange it accordingly. But with 

a procession like that it's not so easy. I had had a lot of experience with 

that. A couple of times when Campbell Egan couldn't be there for the music I 

actually conducted the hymns on the Esplanade. 

In those days we always used to do The Last Post with muffled drums. It's very 
effective. Also under George Mellor's eagle eye we were never allowed to play 

The Last Post at official functions on a cornet. I see more people playing it 

on a cornet and a trumpet these days, than play it on a bugle. It loses a lot, 

because a bugle is a very harsh (and intended to be a harsh) military type of 

thing for a command purpose. Some of these people that play It on a cornet, 

and a trumpet, it sounds like a bit of gas pipe, whereas a bugle's got a very 

commanding type of tone, if it's played properly. Of course I know why they 

don't play it, because it's a darn sight harder to play. But it's worth the 

effort to do it. The same with a cavalry trumpet. The range of calls that you 

can do on a cavalry trumpet compared with a bugle is tremendous. I used to 

find it jolly good too. Again another thing I inherited from Mellor, if you're 

------------------------ 
1 Ibid. 
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going to do cavalry calls you do 
very good on the cavalry trumpet. 
before the war. They used to do all 

them on a cavalry trumpet. My brother was 
He was a volunteer in the 10th Light Horse 
their commands with cavalry trumpet. 

RJ You referred in the Chapman interview too, to being patron of many 
musical bodies. Are you still? 

COURT Yes. 

RJ I wondered what you saw, or you see, as your role when you're 
patron of bodies like that? 

COURT Well first and foremost 1 think you have to be identified with them 
publicly and allow yourself to be identified. They seem to regard it as 
important to have it on their letterheads, and they have it on their 
programmes and that sort of thing. Well that's their decision, not mine. Also 
I think that you have a moral obligation to attend a number of performances, 
for two reasons. One is that they want you to be publicly identified. The 
other one is that I think you have a responsibility to see that they're 
keeping up the standard, if you're going to allow your name to be there. If 
they're an amateur body, well you expect an amateur performance, but a quality 
performance within the capabilities of the performers. There's a big 
difference between them just performing and performing up to their 
capabilities. There is, of course, a third one (that's a bonus) that you enjoy 
it. 

The other thing, which might surprise you, is I feel that periodically I 
should go to one of their rehearsals. It might be once a year, or something of 
that nature. You learn more at a rehearsal about an organisation than you ever 
do in a performance. They're always 'the best side to London' when they 
perform, but when you go to the rehearsals you get an idea of what is the 
standard of training. You get a good idea about the proportion of the members 
that go regularly and those that just sneak in for the concert. You get an 
idea about the administration, the facilities that they have for rehearsal. So 
it's a good thing when you're a patron of any cultural body at all (or even a 
sporting body for that matter, but we're now referring to cultural bodies) to 
appear at rehearsals from time to time and generally take an interest in their 
day-to-day operation, otherwise you go to a concert and they've probably made 
a special effort. It might be covering up a few things. 

So that's broadly what I do, whether it's an orchestra or bands, or whatever 
it Is. t don't believe in being a patron unless you Identify. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 25 
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TAPE 25 SIDE B 

Rd Have you ever withdrawn your patronage from a musical group? 

COURT No. No. Some of them have got a bit raw and you might have to just 
gently say, "Look what are you doing about smartening up?" Usually it comes 
down that they've lost a good leader or a good administrator. It's amazing how 
cultural bodies respond to good administration because the cultural people 
generally are not good administrators. They've got their head in the clouds a 
bit about the things that they know they want to do. They're very fortunate 
(and this applies more today than ever before) both professionally and in 
amateur ranks, to have good administration, good facilities to rehearse in and 
have your property stored in, and to meet in, and the people who insist on a 
certain standard of discipline and behaviour as well as actual performance. 
That comes down mainly to administration. - 

I can't recall anything that I've withdrawn patronage from. There are several 
that have gone out of existence by amalgamation or effluxion of time or 
something of that kind, but that's a different thing altogether. But I have 
been known to get hold of the people In charge and just say, "Look I think you 
better smarten this up for your own sake, otherwise I couldn't continue." 

Rd You really had exceptional success in your youth, when you think of 
your Champion of Champions and the other things that you've spoken of, you 
know, even being invited to be a soloist at the ABC, going into the orchestra, 
etc. Did any of that go to your head? 

COURT Well not with a mother like I had. My father to a lesser extent, 
but my mother in particular. 

Rd Wouldn't have let it. 

COURT Oh, no she..., right up until the end, you know the story I told 
you about the premiership, that carried right through life. She had some 
almost obsession about it. I could never understand why, but she had her 
reasons. She used to keep young Charlie up to the mark and if ever there was 
any suggestion that you were getting a bit blasé or a bit too cocksure about 
something, she seemed to feel that it was her mission In life to pull you back 
to the field. So no, It never went to my head. I appreciated It too, because I 
did lots of menial tasks in connection with the things that I've done, even as 
being a minister, and still today when I could clap hands and say, "You fix," 
and so on. But I've learnt that whilst you won't probably be as productive as 
you might otherwise be, you might not be as efficient as you might otherwise 
be, you're learning all the time If you know how the other half lives and 
what's going on. 

I'm giving a paper in Sydney next Wednesday which I'm a little bit worried 
about because it's ever so basic and I know they're expecting a very learned 
paper from me. I've put a lot of work into this paper, but it's a very, very 
basic paper about people and how Australia has got so far down the track, down 
the wrong track today. The only way you'll get it back on course, to be the 
great Australia that it should be, is If we can get the average worker and his 
family, and the average person in the Street, to understand that turning 
potential into reality is a lot of little, little, basic, very simple things. 
In fact I will start off this talk on Wednesday, by saying, "I'm going to 
disappoint you, because most of you here are fairly learned In matters of 
economics and finance, but you've got no role in what I want to talk to you 
today about, except your technical knowledge, but you haven't got the role 
that you think you have in turning Australia around. The only way that we're 
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ever going to do this is to get to the ordinary, common people, the workmen 
and their families, and get them to see the error of their ways; They have 
been sold a line of goods? They don't understand the work ethic any longer 
They don't understand the savings ethic; They don't understand what ethics 
is-." (I propose to remind them about the Japanese who said that ethics was a 
county in England!) To remind them that we've got to get back to these basic 
things? 

I'm going to tell them about one of the big firms of lawyers in Australia that 
issued a beautiful brochure for distribution around the world and they never 
mentioned the word ethics in it in talking about the great things their firm 
could do? In fact they spent pages in telling people how they could use the 
law to the benefit of their clients, which if you interpret literally means 
that, "What we can get away with we're going to get away with," but not 
talking about the basic ethics of their profession as being the basis on which 
they started to practise their profession; That applies also with accountants, 
it applies with all sorts of professional people these days? It's been a 
question of what you can get away with; Hence all of these paper millionaires 
that have just tumbled over7 That wouldn't be so bad If they tumbled over, but 
a lot of very, very good people (maybe they've been trying to get too much per 
cent on their money but nevertheless they're very simple people) have failed, 
have lost their money, and therefore they're going to be very severely hurt-.-
In many cases they've lost it all, so they're going to be very severely hurt-; 

I've digressed there but that's the message that I'm going to try and get 
across in Sydney on Wednesday night; I have some misgivings about what's going 
to be the reaction because there is a fairly learned group coming to the 
function; But this, I hope, will do to them what it's done to me on so many 
occasions, if you get down to the basics of these things and you do yourself a 
little bit of the fundamentals that other people are doing-; It might slow you 
down in doing the grander things, the more clever things, but on the other 
hand it does remind you that life's made up of a mass of people? If you can 
get those people thinking right, and working right, they can shift mountains- 

I've never forgotten the 1960's, you know I never ever felt tired and I 
always felt excited about it, and yet I was working absolutely crazy hours and 
travelling in those;-r before the days of jets and even before the days of 
the F27s, when we brought in the turbo jets, before we got into the jet 
travel? The fastest thing we had was a DC3; I can never remember getting 
tired, although we were working these crazy hours because you just felt that 
so many people smelt, or felt, or somehow understood what you were up to [and 
were behind you]. In their own extraordinary way they made you understand it-
It was like a well-oiled, well-lubricated machine; you just couldn't wait for 
tomorrow; 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander 
Library Building on 13th August 1990. 

Sir Charles a few small points about music just to finish off- The first one 
is the Champion of Champions trophy that you got from South Australia, that 
you didn't get from South Australia-; What's that story? 

COURT It was a very sore point with me; There was a man named W Symons 
who ran a small music shop in Adelaide, if I remember correctly- He had 
donated the trophy for the Champion of Champions-; It was quite a handsome 
trophy. Well I duly won it. Then the committee was sorely embarrassed because 
Mr Symons said that he believed and understood that the trophy would be won by 
a South Australian and that was a condition under which he presented it-. He 
insisted on this in spite of the remonstrations by the committee, particularly 
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the secretary of the eisteddfod, who was a Mr Fritz Homburg. So the committee 
had to just present me with a medal duly engraved, and I've never had the 

trophy to this day. Needless to say I've dined out on It quite often in South 
Australia when I've been there and I remind them I'm still waiting for this 
trophy, but to date no one has come forward and said, "Look get this chap off 
our back. Let's give him a magnificent trophy to shut him up." But it's never 
come to life and it never will. So it was just one of these things. As a boy 
it hurt me pretty deeply. But he was quite genuine about it. I don't know how 
he could influence the thing because it was an interstate competition. It 
could have been won by anybody from Queensland to the West. 

Rd And there was also a story about Duffy Newton, or a couple of 
stories about him. 

COURT Well Duffy was a born actor. He was one of these likeable 
characters. Even though he'd make you mad because he was late or something 
hadn't performed as was promised, you could never really get angry with him. 
He had one of these sort of smiles that disarmed everybody. He was a rather 
good looking chap. He could really take over a situation and be in complete 

command of it. 

On this particular occasion he had been booked to conduct an orchestra to open 
a theatre on the south of the river. I forget the exact theatre. I've often 
been tempted to find out. But when the silent theatres opened in those days, 
of course, they used to like to have a nice orchestra to do It, because 
normally they had a few musicians playing appropriate music. Saturdays a 
bigger combination, probably Friday nights not too bad, but the other nights 
it might be a violin and a piano, or a violin, piano and a trumpet or 

something of that kind. But they used to like to have some music, hopefully 
playing music that was appropriate to what was on the screen. 

Well this was going to be a great splash to open this theate. Duffy was riding 

high at the time because of his conducting of the Perth Symphony Orchestra 
which was a combination of musicians, virtually playing on a cooperative basis 

on a Sunday night, trying to raise some money in the Depression. I can only 
assume it was because of that and that Duffy Newton was a very well known name 

that they engaged him. Well Duffy had a great liking for playing soccer, and 
as in all things he was pretty good at it. He also had a great habit of 
celebrating. Unlike his brother Percy who was like the Rock of Gibraltar, 
thoroughly reliable In everything, Duffy could very easily get trapped in the 

emotions of the moment. So they must have won this day. So here's Percy and 
his mates desperately waiting for Duffy to come home to get changed to get 
into a dinner suit for this occasion. No Duffy. So they went out on a search 

party and eventually found him. He'd forgotten all about this big engagement 
that had been widely publicised. So they got him back to wherever they were 
staying. Even though he was at the merriment stage (Duffy was one of these 
people always in complete command of things) he realised the seriousness of 
the occasion. So he took charge and said to his brother, "Now ring up the 

theatre man and tell him that unfortuntely Mr Newton's had a very serious 
accident and he won't be able to perform tonight, but he's got a man who's 

even better than he is, and he will come along. He'll be a few minutes late, 
but just explain to the audience that he'll be there." So the word was duly 
passed around to the orchestra to keep their mouths shut, and that this was Mr 

Smith, Brown, or whatever the man's name was, but it wasn't Duffy Newton. 
Musicians are a special breed. They could do this sort of thing to perfection 

without anyone blabbing as to what the true story was. 

So eventually they got Duffy duly scrubbed up and out of his football boots 
and socks and into his dinner suit. They get him into a taxi, and he rushes 

over. He gets out of the cab at the theatre (if you knew Duffy you could 
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imagine the scene) and he rushes up; The proprietor was marching up and down 
outside; his great opening was going to be spoilt7 He rushes up to this chap, 
because Duffy had realised the fellow had engaged him through the union, he 
hadn't actually met him; So he introduces himself He says, "I'm used to this, 
I'll be able to do this; I know the repertoire," and so on and so on; So the 
thing went off without anyone ever knowing the true facts, apart from the 
orchestra, of course. They couldn't disguise Duffy from them; 

But this was the sort of thing that he could do; Such as a symphony concert 
when he hadn't got a shirt, a dress shirt; So knowing that people couldn't see 
the detail of it from the hall, you see, he made a paper one, and painted the 
black buttons on it and so on and so on, and duly conducted the concert-; 
No-one was the least bit surprised knowing Duffy; I don't think the audience 
to this day know that he hadn't got a dress shirt on; But he could improvise 
these things-; 

I was playing with him out at Victoria Park, at the theatre; It was where 
Hearn Brothers and Stead and all their stores eventually went- It was known as 
the Broadway Theatre in those days; It was on the opposite corner to the 
Broken Hill Hotel out there; It was one of three silent pictures in Victoria 
Park; If I remember rightly there was the Broadway, then part way along was a 
theatre called the )\niusu: A M U S U, if I remember rightly-. Then at the far 
end at East Victoria Park was the Savoy Theatre Maybe I've got them in the 
wrong order, but I know Broadway was the big one at the start; They were run 
by the same man. Well Duffy Newton was the violinist in this little orchestra 
for the silent pictures; 1 was the trumpet player, and a man named- .. No, I'm 
sorry his name escapes me, a very tall man, who eventually used to play up at 
Wesfarmers in their early days of broadcasting there; Les Judson; Les Judson 
was his name; [He was the pianist;] We would be the three normally and it 
would be enlarged on a Saturday night; 

Well I used to ride my  bike from West Subiaco, right across the Causeway and 
get there [in good time]; Of course having been taught by George Mellor, "If 
you're not ten minutes early, you're late," I was always there well ahead of 
time, having lugged my trumpet and pushbike all the way across there; In those 
days, by the way using an acetylene lamp; They had their trials and 
tribulations because if you forgot to turn them off, when you came back after 
the performance there was a terrible stench around the place, plus the fact 
you didn't have a light to go home; These carbide-type lamps are a very good 
light, but they're very temperamental, and you had to handle them with great 
care; 

Well Duffy Newton would rush in from his football practice and still wearing 
his football socks and boots and with the proper clothes on up top; This was 
typical of Duffy, you see: no-one could see under the rail where the curtain 
was; There was a curtain up and the orchestra was behind it; So Duffy would 
rush in madly and plonk himself down in the seat and quite often we'd actually 
started before Duffy had arrived, so the trumpet player would be playing all 
the melody parts because otherwise you'd probably have an orchestra playing a 
piece without a tune except the pianist; But we'd always fit In and cover up; 

But old Mr Johnson, he got a bit sick of this-; Duffy by the way, lived in a 
boarding house almost next door to the theatre; So one night Mr Johnson got us 
into the little room which was the band room and said, "Now Newton I've had 
enough of this-." He said, "If you can't come on time I'm going to get another 
violinist; I don't care how good you are, but I must have somebody who's on 
time. Night after night you're either just getting in in time, or you're late; 
Here's Charlie, he rides a bike all the way from West Subiaco and he's always 
sitting here waiting, the pianist is waiting, everybody's here; Every night, 
including Saturday nights, we're always holding the show up for you-; So this 
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is your last chance. If you give me an undertaking that you'll always be on 
time in future, you can stay, but one more time you're out;" You can 
understand that Mr Johnson was rightly upset about it because this theatre was 
his pride and joy. 

So Duffy said, "Now can I have a word Mr Johnson?" He said, "Yes, It will need 
to be good;" He said, "Well you've got to be reasonable, Mr Johnson." This is 
typical of Duffy; "You've got to be reasonable, Mr Johnson;" He said, "You 
know, if Charlie's running late, he's got all that distance to make it up, 
make up the time. If he leaves home late, he's got all that time he can ride a 
bit faster and hurry a bit more and get here on time, but If I'm running late 
what chance have I got?" [Laughs] Johnson walked out of the room as much as to 
say, "You can't win with this chap;" But it was only Duffy Newton that could 
do that; He'd have this smile on his face; That's how it finished up7 But 
Duffy did come on time in future, because he was a bit rough you know Work 
was hard to get don't forget; 

Rd And there's another little incident about George Mellor, when you 
played a trick on him at one point; 

COURT Well you didn't get away with much with George Mellor; Life was 
reäl, life was earnest, bands were everything. He complained that one chap was 
running late arriving at the trots, and he gave an explanation about he'd had 
a bit of a problem at home; So he said, "You fellows have got no gratitude, 
got no gratitude," he said, "at all;" He said, "If your work interferes with 
the band, get rid of your job. If your wife interferes with the band, get rid 
of your wife;" [Laughs] The way he said it you almost felt he meant it! 

But we used o have a piece that was The Laughing Marionettes, or Dance of the 
Marionettes, or something of that kind, I forget it, but if was a nice little 
concert piece. George used to do the occasional [novelty] piece, usually one 
for every programme, such as The Whistler and His Dog, and things like that, 
that had a bit of a novelty wit)i theol. He was a good presenter, but we used to 
have at least one item that had some novelty about it, with echoes and so on 
and so on. But this particular piece, it started very quietly and built up to 
quite a lively tune. Then it started to fade away again and eventually got 
down to pianissimo and beyond that; George used to have a bit of a stunt where 
he used to keep conducting the band and the band would have their instruments 
up and be moving the valves and giving the impression to the audience that 
they were still playing, but playing very, very quietly you see, so they were 
still listening for these marionettes or whatever it was disappearing in the 
distance; Then there was a 'shot' note at the finish, and he'd jump up and 
come down with a bang and the band would give this very loud shot note [to 
coincide], if you know what a shot note means; This was quite effective after 
this very, very quiet part and this fake playing and then this thing that used 
to give the audience a bit of a shock; 

Anyhow it was arranged that no one would play this time; When George came down 
with this thunderous jump on to the stage, to coincide with this shot note, 
there would be stony silence; He never forgave us for years and years, and it 
was twenty years later that I heard him tell that story on himself; It took 
him twenty years to get over it because it was a pretty devilish thing to do, 
you know, with this conductor coming down, whack on the stage, with us just 
remaining silent, not a sound; But you didn't play too many tricks on George, 
because he was so earnest about his work and he put so much into it. He was 
not the sort of man that you would play tricks on; 

------------------------ 
Dance of the Marionettes is correct (RJ) 
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RJ Was the band trying to get back at him over something? 

COURT Oh I should remind you that this was at a time when I was very 

young. The band was predominantly First World War ex-servicemen, and you know 

they still had this devilish streak about them and they used to do things from 

time to time. But I can't remember them ever playing a joke on George except 

this one; 

Bands are bands; I don't know about today, but in my day they were 

institutions, they were social institutions. For instance we had a member of 

the RSL Band when I first joined, a fellow called Jack Crawley, he played the 

bass trombone. He had an unfortunate accident at the car barn; He worked in 

the trams and he had an unfortunate accident at the car barn which laid him 

low and put him in hospital for a long time, but he recovered to be mobile, 

but didn't have his full faculties; Anyhow he never got back to playing in the 

RSL Band, but by the time I'd taken over the North Perth Band, his family and 

his doctor approached me and they said, "You know Jack's mad on bands; Would 

you mind if he comes to rehearsals?" because I knew hint from when I was a boy 

in the RSL Band. The doctor explained that it would be good therapy for him if 

he could come along. 

Anyhow he came along and there was no problem because a lot of people used to 

come and just have a listen to the band rehearsing. It was good for me and it 

was good for the bandsmen. He eventually wanted to know if he could sit in, so 

he used to sit in with the trombones and I could see that he was sort of going 

through the motions of moving the slide up and down and so on, this imaginary 

slide. So the family then talked to Lou Brigatti, who was the president, and 

they said, "You know it would be nice if Jack could have a uniform and we've 

got a trombone for him, just so he gets the feel of it. You've no idea how 

much Improved he is, the fact that he comes to band practice and he goes out 

to all the engagements, and if he wore a uniform and had an instrument;;" He 

used to look quite normal, but he just mentally wasn't with it; So I said, 

"Well that's all right as long as he doesn't try and play, you see;" So he 

would come to the rehearsal and he'd go through the motions of playing this 

trombone. The bandsmen being bandsmen, if it was doing any good they just 

said, "So what?" you see. 

So I made a fatal error on giving a concert one night; Jack was allowed to sit 

on the stage with the band, with his uniform and his instrument all 

beautifully polished and everything. He had his own music stand up and he'd go 

through the motions of this thing. He was pretty good, he used to stop when we 

stopped; Don't laugh at this, but this wasn't unusual in bands; They're 

basically a social thing, you see. So the undertaking was that he wouldn't 

play, he wouldn't try and play any notes at all; But we were playing one of 

these things that had one of these shot notes that I mentioned earlier about 

George Mellor, one of these [unexpected] shot notes, you know. They could be 

very effective if they're done properly: drums, everybody just this shot note, 

you see, all for effect; [laughs] This night this shot note came out superbly, 

except that it gave old Jack such a fright that he let out this terrible blast 

on this bass trombone. Not that he intended to, but it was just sheer fright; 

He had his trombone up to his lips, you see; So from then onward we had a deal 

with his family that we put a cork in the trombone, [laughs] so that if ever 

he had a similar accident that we wouldn't get any sound out of it. It's sad 

to reflect on It, but on the other hand we were doing a very, very good job 

[for his health and the incident had its humour at the time 3. 

END OF TAPE 25 SIDE B 
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COURT You talk about bands being a social institution; There used to be a 
truant inspector in Perth named Inspector [Albert] Bulley; He lived down in 
West Subiaco; Everybody knew Inspector Bulley I don't know if he was the only 
one on the staff that did this sort of work, but they were more fearful of 
Inspector Bulley than they were of the police- He was in charge of this follow 
up work on truants; If you were a truant in those days you were looked on 
pretty badly by your neighbours and your community; That was probably more 
effective in policing it than all the rules and regulationsi It's quite a 
different thing today, but word soon got around if a girl or a boy were 
habitual truants; 

Anyhow by this time at the grand age of about nineteen-and-a-half or 
something, I was conducting the North Perth Band and I got a visit at home 
from Inspector Bulley, who I knew well because I'd grown up there as a boy-
We'd never had any experiences of being picked up by Mr Bulley, either my 
brother or I- So I said, "What can we do for you?" He said, "Well I've got a 
proposition to put to you-" He said, "I'm trying a few experiments with some 
of these truants;" He did more than just pick up people for not going to 
school and playing the wag; He tried rehabilitation in some cases- He was 
quite an important person and I think did quite a lot of good- He said, "I 
believe that if I can find some niche for some of these unfortunate families, 
it will help them to not only Improve their school attendance in appropriate 
cases, but also to help them to get a niche in life" So he said, "I've got a 
family that has five brothers;" He said, "They're always in trouble and," he 
said, "the answer is not for them to be wards of the State- Some of them are, 
of course, still going to school, and they're just plain truants- The others 
have just got a home that is so poor that they can't get proper care and so 
on. They're always getting into some minor offences;" He said, "It so happens 
that they all learnt to play brass instruments, the whole five of them so," he 
said, "I was wondering whether if I do a deal with the family that if they 
attend regularly and they do everything that you tell them and keep their 
instruments clean, and all that sort of thing, whether you'd give them a try 
in your band;" I said, "Well it's a bit odd at my age. Anyhow, I'm trying to 
knock a bit of music into a band that was a 0 grade band and we're trying to 
compete in C grade because there's no D grade and no lesser grades; So if it's 
your wish I'll do my best-" So he said, "They're going to be told that if you 
make any report to me that they don't come on time, they don't do what you 
tell them with their practice and their instruments to be clean and their 
uniforms and all that sort of thing, that that's the end-." So this deal was 
done; I felt in addition to being a young bandmaster trying to learn a few  
things myself about training a low grade band, here am I foisted with a social 
problem as well.- 

Well I look back on that with a lot of satisfaction; We never had a moment's 
problem with those boys really- The only trouble was that five of them were a 
bit much; They played different instruments, they weren't all in one section, 
but if you're going for a competition and all of a sudden you had a gang up 
from five brothers in one family, you had a big gaping hole in your band, 
because you were only allowed to use 20 for a C grade band, 24 for an A grade 
band; So I always had this hanging over my head and it very nearly happened-. 
It very nearly happened that we had a bit of a gang up, but old Lou Brigatti, 
he was a tough old boy, and he seemed to smell these things-. He bought into 
this one unbeknown to me, so I never really had the adverse effects of itv But 
that went on for the whole of the time I had the North Perth Band; I formed a 
great friendship for these chaps; They all did well by the way; When I say did 
well, they didn't become the chief executive of BHP or anything like that, but 
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they all did meaningful work, the whole five of them. They all enlisted in the 
war and went on to be good, solid citizens; I put it down to the fact that 
this very practical experiment by Bulle,y worked 

RJ What is your definition of meaningful work? 

COURT Well any job that is an honest to goodness job, it doesn't matter 
whether it's a more menial task or whether it's a top executive class-; Anybody 
that has regular work of a meaningful nature which is an essential nature; It 
could be working in a council, it could be working in truck driving, or it 
could be right through to some professional job; So it's any honest 
employment, which is an honest living doing honest work'; I don't measure it in 
terms of whether It's a menial task or whether it's a very high executive 
task, the important thing is that it's giving a good day's work for a good 
day's pay, and something that is quite reputable and honourable; 

Talking about experiences, I was going over to Tanunda the second time, and I 
decided to go over by ship; I'd saved up my pennies for the voyage; It was a 
big moment in my life; The only problem was, of course, whether you were going 
by train or going by ship, was to keep in practice because you trained right 
up to the minute and then if you took a few days out, well then you could lose 
the bloom on the performance that you had been training to achieve; So I 
checked with the shipping company and they said, "Oh there'll be no problem at 
all;" So this was duly worked out. There was my cabin mate;';;; I was 
travelling second class and there were two in the cabin and it transpired I 
knew this chap and he was all for it because he was a great supporters So I 
duly settled down to doing my practice and took a risk on whether I'd be 
seasick or not and whether the ship would roll too much; 

But we got round past the Leeuwin and the worst was over and I settled down to 
practice'; A knock comes on the door and there's a message from the Purser to 
say that unfortunately they'd have to break this arrangement'; They were trying 
to find some other place on the ship where I could practice, but one of the 
passengers had lodged an objection, He said, "She's quite unfairly said that 
there's a mob of drunks down there [laughs], and there's some awful man 
playing a cornet;" [laughs] So here am I a strict teetotaller and my mate was 
a great church bloke and also a strict teetotaller, non-smokers, 
non-revellers; So we just had to face up to this one; 

Anyhow I heard the sequel to it; I don't know how this lady was able to 
protest because she wasn't travelling second class Anyhow she said to the 
Captain at that night's dinner, when he said, "Madam have you had a good day?" 
She said, "Oh," she said, "this morning when I woke up," she said, "I was 
suffering with a;;.;" - I believe she had a very hoity-toity voice, you know; 
She said, "I was suffering with terrible mal de mer, terrible mal de mer; 
There were some awful drunks having a party down in a cabin there and there 
was some awful man playing a cornet; It was more than I could stand, so I had 
to send for somebody and get it stopped;" The Captain, I believe who was privy 
to it all, found it very hard to contain himself, but they had to find a place 
for me to practice; Actually I finished up having to compete with the noise of 
the engines because they were afraid after this one experience that they'd 
have more complaints; As it happened it didn't matter; The main thing is if 
you can keep playing, you see, because your lips, if they don't get exercised 
all the time, you can lose your embouchure or your tone's not quite as good, 
your pitch is not quite so good; So I finished up in Adelaide all right as 
proved by the fact that a couple of days after I arrived there I went to 
Tanunda and managed to win again; I had the lady pointed out to me but I never 
made myself known to say that I was the drunk playing the cornet [laughs] down 
there-.- 
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RJ And the playing that she had objected to went on to win the Champion 
of Champions [laughs]. 

COURT Yes, yes. 

RJ Lovely. Sir Charles you spoke previously of joining the Musicians' 
Union, and I wondered in your years of experience with it how well organised 
you feel it was, and just how effective It was for its membership. 

COURT The Musicians' Union was, in its early days, not very well organised. 
It would be doubtful if an estimate could be made of the proportion of 
musicians who actually belonged to the union. If you were in regular work such 
as at the theatre or one of the regular dance halls, then it was quite easy 
for the union to pick up your membership, but there were so many engagements 
at places that were not registered and were just casual intermittent type of 
things that it was almost impossible for the union secretary to catch up with 
them all. I became a member of the union because I played in the theatre at an 
early stage. So it was part and parcel of the routine that the union 
secretary, or somebody on his behalf, had his little receipt book and they 
didn't allow you to escape. So I became a member at a very early stage; 

Then when the Depression hit, very few of them could remain financial, 
although the membership was very, very small, very small. When I say small: 
small in cost. So very few could afford, and it was taken for granted that if 
they didn't pay, they couldn't pay. But they liked to feel they still remained 
nominally members. A few of us were able to pay and did pay. One of them was 
Ron Moyle. He worked at Wesfarmers, became quite a senior executive there. But 
he and his wife ran regular dances in the old YAL. I forget the name that she 
used to go under, but they were regarded as very high class dances and they 
had their own following. He was a very fine dance pianist and a good musician 
as well. Most of the top dance pianists, by the way, in those days were good 
musicians, orthodox musicians as well as dance musicians. For Instance Ron 
Moyle could play any of your accompaniments when you were playing solos and 
sight-read them superbly. But he was also a very good and very imaginative 
dance pianist. Well he, of course, with his accounting knowledge, and his 
business knowledge and regular income, like myself and a few others, we used 
to pay our subscriptions. Therefore we were the only ones that were eligible 
to carry on the affairs of the union. So that explains why I got involved in 
the executive. I doubt whether we were ever formally elected but no one cared. 
It was just the fact that someone was prepared to do something. 

We had a secretary of the union in those days named Ernie Walsh. Now union 
secretaries in those days were very poorly paid. It was not uncommon for a 
union secretary to have several unions so as to get a living. Ernie, I think, 
was secretary of the Plasterers' Union, and at least two others. What he got 
from us was very, very small. It didn't encourage him to go out and do very 
much, but he was a good conscientious chap, a man of good cornnionsense. He 
adopted a lot of commonsense in running the Plasterers' Union, especially 
during the Depression times, because the thing was to get a bit of work for 
somebody, you know to get a few pounds income for somebody, rather than stand 
on too much ceremony about awards and that type of thing. That all had to be 
sorted out as the economy started to lift. But some of these union secretaries 
were pretty sensible chaps and they were more concerned about solving problems 
than they were about creating them. You had the militants like you have them 
today, but they had their share of good sensible people who were more 
concerned about getting a bit of bread and butter for some people. So Ernie 
used to run ours together with others. What he did for us was always well 
done, conscientiously done; 
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We used to meet in his office for our little committee meetings, executive 
meetings, when the rules said we were supposed to hire a committee room at the 
Trades Hall. Well we were so poor and Ernie was so poor that I think we used 
to pay him two shillings which he got personally for meeting in his office 
instead of paying the extra shillings necessary to go to a committee room. 
Anyhow the hierarchy at Trades Hall got to hear about this and so we had a 
direction that we could no longer have our meetings in Ernie's office, we had 
to meet in the committee room, but we found a way around that. 

The union never had much money. When the war came, of course, that was another 
era and I was away anyhow so I didn't catch up with the union till I came back 
again and I started playing regularly at ABC and with Fred Nice and others. So 
I got caught In again. It was always (Harry Bluck will tell you this) that 
whenever there was any problems, financial problems in the union,  they'd 
always say, "Oh send for Charlie Court and Ron Moyle," you see, because we 
were both accountants by training and both in executive positions. In my case 
I was in practice, of course. We very cheerfully always joined in. I think 
Harry Bluck would vouch for this, that there's been this intermittent sort of 
connection with the union of Ron Moyle and myself. We were both made life 
members by the way in 1953. 

It was quite interesting that my life membership was awarded to me on the 
Sunday night that it was known I was going to be the new member for Nedlands, 
in 1953. They had a little function and there were a number of us. They had 
been waiting apparently to have a number of life members and Ron Moyle and 
myself were two of them. It was quite interesting, the day I became the 
Liberal member for Nedlands I was made a life member of what was then the WA 
Musicians' Union before it amalgamated with the federal body. 

We had our moments. I well remember when the Depression started to lift and we 
decided that the new secretary - we brought in a full time secretary when 
things started to lift. I think this man's name was Vickery, C L Vickery. He 
had worked in the railways previously, but he had an ambition to be a union 
secretary, so he had some connection with music, and [we] brought him in. The 
pay was pathetically poor. I hope trade union secretaries get paid better 
today, but in those days they got paid very poorly. Vickery was able to 
supplement his income by getting the odd musical job around. 

But we gave - the executive gave instructions to Vickery that it was time 
that people started to pay reasonable amounts. We didn't want to make it too 
sudden, but it was beyond a joke when people were getting a bottle of beer and 
a pie for doing a night's music at a dance or something like that. It was as 
bad as that in the Depression. So it was time that we got down to something 
reasonable and got some real money, even if it wasn't quite the award money, 
and you put a bit of a blind eye to it if people were doing the right thing. 
If somebody was running a dance or running a show and the musicians and the 
other employees were getting a reasonable share, well they should be 
encouraged to do it because it was creating employment. It was a very 
reasonable, sensible attitude. But we decided that the time had come when 
they'd have to crack down on this form of payment, which [really] wasn't 
payment at all. It was just virtually giving the fellow a bottle of beer and a 
feed you might say, which was not good enough. 

So old "Vick" went around and came up with a list to the executive meeting. He 
was quite proud of the list of the people that should be prosecuted. I'm 
speaking from memory, but I think it had about twenty people on the list, so 

I Harry Bluck was interviewed for the Battye Library by Ronda Jamieson in 
1985, reference number 0H2307. He does refer to the union's dependence on Ron 
Moyle and Charles Court in accounting matters, see p.  330 (RJ). 
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he regarded this as justifying his job. I well remember at the top of the list 
it was the Young Labor League, Trades Hall. I don't think it was called Trades 
Hall, I think It was called Unity Theatre or something of that kind when it 
was used for entertainment and for dances and that sort of thing, but it's 
what is known as the Trades Hall. The top of the list was Young Labor League 
at the Trades Hall. So discretion was the better part of valour and it was 
decided that we wouldn't proceed with that list, because you couldn't proceed 
with one without the rest. People were spoken to and we said, "Don't let this 
happen again," because we couldn't proceed with these others if the first one 
in the paper had been Young Labor League not paying a reasonable thing (it 
wasn't a question of paying the award, it was a question of paying a 
reasonable thing) at this Trades Hall function. 

So from then onward the matter started to improve. It was handled very 
sensibly. I don't think that would have happened in other trades because they 
were very jealous of their awards, but even there they had a little bit of 
flexibility if people were trying to do the right thing. But with the 
musicians they adopted a very sensible attitude because the main thing was to 
get people to be prepared to run a dance or run a concert, run a vaudeville 
show, or something of that kind, so at least people could not only get some 
income, but keep themselves in form. 

RJ Did you serve on the committee up until you entered Parliament? 

COURT No, no, as I explained, before the war there were very few who were 
financial members. You virtually became a committeeman, officially or 
unofficially, by virtue of the fact that you were financial. Quite truthfully 
I couldn't tell whether people like Ron Moyle and myself were officially 
elected office bearers, but I know we used to attend. That made good sense so 
somebody could help Ernie Walsh. He was a dear fellow. I think he was a 
bachelor if I remember rightly. We were only too pleased to help. I'd be 
surprised if I wasn't a proper committeeman there, but you can imagine things 
were fairly easy going in the Depression. You've no idea how it hit people 
like musicians and theatre people. They always get it first and that's 
understandable. But after the war I cannot recall being a regular member of 
the committee. I attended meetings of the union, but my attendances at the 
committee, If I remember rightly at that time, were by invitation. They'd have 
a bit of a problem and I attended mainly to help with those things. They'd be 
ad hoc type meetings. Harry Bluck could probably tell you more about it, 
because he would have gone right through the whole of that period. I've heard 
him say publicly how whenever we had Iny financial problems we used to say, 
"Send for Ron Moyle and Charlie Court," and we were only too pleased to turn 
up. That would be quite a while after I started to drop out of playing 
professionally, and also when I was in practice and fully committed with my 
practice. 

I was highly honoured when they made me a life member. Then later on, of 
course, they amalgamated with the Australia-wide body and they insisted - for 
which I was very grateful - they insisted that the WA life members be made 
life members of the federal body. I was also very pleased that when I retired 
as Premier, the then Lord Mayor, Sir Frederick Chaney, arranged a civic 
reception, and he arranged for a representative of industry and commerce, a 
representative of the church, and the representative of the musicians, to 
speak. Harry Bluck did me the honour of speaking at that reception, for which 
he got into a bit of bother with his people, because I think at that time he 
was a vice president of the ALP, or the TIC, or both. But he very graciously 
came along as my union president. He was the president then, and said a very 
nice few words, which I appreciated a lot. Also when Harry was retiring from 

1 Ibid. 
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the secretaryship of the union, I got an Invitation to come along and make a 
presentation which I did with great feeling and great appreciation, because it 
was a connection that I've always valued. I've never taken it superficially. 

RJ And what is your evaluation of Harry Bluck's role in the union? 

COURT Well Harry Bluck has made a great contribution to the Musicians' 
Union, but more than that he's made a great contribution to music and he's 
made a great contribution to the performing arts. People in the various 
performing arts (that's the employer side you might say) have always found 
themselves comfortable dealing with Harry. They mightn't have agreed with him 
and they might have thought he was a bit tough on occasions, but they've 
always felt that deep down his main concern was to encourage the performing 
arts. He spent a lot of time helping young people and making opportunities for 
young people. He's been very innovative. When there was a tranformation, or a 
transition would be the better word, from the old style of very orthodox dance 
music, such as the Fred Nice, Ken Murdoch, Mery Rowston, Charles Court, and 
others used to play, you got into a completely new type of dance rhythms and 
much more improvisation and some very clever playing by some of these people; 
not all of them I might add. But it called for a lot of innovation, a lot of 
initiative and a degree of experimentation on the part of some of the older 
musicians, but particularly the young musicians. Harry did a lot to encourage 
the people in this transition stage. 

I well remember they used to have a competition amongst these dance players, 
and Harry on a number of years got me to go along and present the trophies. A 
couple of times I queried the winner, but Harry would explain, "Well you know 
you must realise that they're encouraging these people to experiment and some 
of these young people have been very innovative and very experimental and 
quite courageous in their experimentation and they'll be the top people of the 
future." They were quite young. 

END OF TAPE 26 SIDE A 



TAPE 26 COURT 347 

TAPE 26 SIDE B 

COURT He was right because he said, "You've got to encourage 
experimentation. The judges are right to give some credits to these people for 
the fact that they had been prepared to break new ground." That's fair enough. 
It's happened in all forms of music when you're trying to encourage people to 
come up with something new. It might not be something that lasts even, but at 
least if you don't try it out you can never be sure whether it was good or 
bad. I've always given Harry full marks for that. 

He ran the union with quite strict discipline, you might say, and very high 
standards. He was always very anxious to encourage the Musicians' Union to 
make players available for engagements who could perform with credit to the 
union. But that wasn't always possible because you don't really have to pass 
any tests to become a member of the Musicians' Union. Some of us tried hard to 
get a minimum standard of performance before you could be a member. It was 
very strongly resisted. Some of them didn't know where it might end. I used to 
argue, and Ron Moyle used to argue, if you want to be a plumber or a carpenter 
or something of that kind, you've got to do an apprenticeship and you've got 
to get a certificate that you are a plumber or a carpenter or whatever it 
might be, whereas with a musician, as long as you became a member of the 
Musicians' Union off you went. We had some quite disastrous cases where people 
were engaged to play at a wedding or something of that kind and they couldn't 
play the National Anthem, and they couldn't play For He's a Jolly Good Fellow, 
and things like that; They could just belt out some of these excessive noises 
on some of these electronic instruments. They do it so loudly you can hardly 
tell what tune they're playing anyhow. However that's another issue. I don't 
think that's changed very much. You can only hope that people don't fall for 
it twice and such a team wouldn't get a job, but unfortunately they do. 

Harry was himself a very good musician. He was also a good arranger. He's got 
quite a few little compositions to his credit. He and his wife are a very 
pleasant entertaining duo. But Harry has done it all from church music right 
through. People get a bit of a shock when they find that Harry was a choirboy, 
and been through all those phases and is a very useful musician. Not so active 
these days, of course. 

RJ Sir Charles to move later in your career with music. There was an 
occasion on Anzac Day when you were minister when you .stepped in and played at 
the Dawn Service. What was that about? 

COURT That was the first year that I was a minister, so it must have been 
1959. Our installation came before Anzac Day, so it would be 1959. Up until 
then I'd arranged all the buglers and the drummers and been part of the RSL 
organisation for arranging the bands and the music, even to conducting the 
hymns when Cam Egan was away on the Anzac Service on the Esplanade. We'd 
always worked together: he conducted the hymns and the school choir that did 
In Memorium which had a band accompaniment. Incidently it was through Cam Egan 
and I that that became incorporated into the RSL Anzac Day service on the 
Esplanade. It was a local composition and rather beautiful words, and it was 
the only piece that we ever agreed in the whole of those years to be added to 
the service. There would hardly be a year in Cam Egan's day and my day, when 
we didn't get a composition sent in. Somebody had written some words and some 
music, or uncle had written some, or they'd found something in uncle's papers. 
So the RSL used to send them on to Cam Egan and myself. We were a committee of 
two. Whatever we said they adopted. You can't keep on adding embellishments. 
The simplicity of that service is the secret of It. It's barely changed since 
the days of Archbishop Riley, Archbishop Clune and Rabbi Freedman. 
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But this particular thing appealed to both of us. It's simply written, it's a 
simple story, it lends itself to young voices and, of course, it brings in the 
trumpet calls, so that's virtually all the band does. Apart from giving them a 
solid chord on which to start, it brings in the various trumpet calls in a 
very strident way and therefore is very appropriate. This [further] explains 
the very close association that I had with Cam Egan. 

But on this particular occasion I was not to be involved in the music, for the 
first time. But when we got to the Dawn Service (I was representing the 
government then, I was going to lay the wreath on behalf of the government) we 
found much to Bill Lonnie's dismay - he was the State President at the time, 
having taken over from Sir Frederick Chaney - and he came to me and he said, 
"We're in trouble." He said, "The drummers are here and they've brought the 
bugles with them, but there's no buglers." Somebody forgot to pick them up or 
something. "What do we do?" So I said, "Well I suggest that it might be a time 
when the minister might have to do what he said he's never going to do again 
and play The Last Post and The Reveille, so you'd better lay the wreath for 
the government." He was Under Secretary of the Premier's Department then, or 
he mightn't have been. No he wasn't Under Secretary at that time, Ralph Doig 
was there, but he [Bill Lonnie] was associated with the Premier's Department. 
So I said, "You'd better [lay the wreath] yourself, or get somebody in the 
dark (they won't be very conscious of it) and I'll go over there in the 
shadows and take the drummers over and play The Last Post." So that's exactly 
what we did. 

So that year the wreath wasn't laid by the Minister or the Premier, because 
the Premier had deputed me to do it; he was going to the Esplanade service. So 
the Minister sounded The Last Post and The Reveille, and everybody marched off 
and no one was any the wiser. The media never got to hear about it. It became 
more widely known, later on but up until quite a few years later it was only 
known to Bill Lonnie and myself. But they made sure in future that the buglers 
were up there in good time. 

RJ Parliamentary publicists of today would have ensured that the media 
knew that particular story [laughs]. It didn't occur to you to seek publicity 
for it? 

COURT Not really, no. 1 felt the solemnity of the occasion was the 
important thing. It could have been a disaster, of course, if they hadn't had 
bugles. 

RJ You also had an association with the Commonwealth Games in Brisbane 
with music in 1982. 

COURT Cohn Harper, who had been In charge of the 5th Military District 
Band here and who used to get me to cooperate a lot with his concerts and 
other performances, conducting the bands, both the combined bands and his own, 
when he went up there he completely revolutionised the profile of the military 
band in Brisbane. They had more than one military band in Queensland, but they 
have one in the capital city. I think they have one further up north. Anyhow 
he was given the job of coordinating all of the music for the Games. They were 
bringing the top bands of the Air Force, the Navy and the Army there, in 
addition to the command bands. He hit on the idea of having a great musical 
festival with all of these bands there, a week before. They were going to be 
practising, of course, for the Games. So he arranged for them all to come 
together in Brisbane, and In addition somehow or other he got one of the TV 
stations over there to sponsor the WA Youth Concert Band, which I used to 
occasionally conduct and of which I was the patron, for them to come over and 
join with this mass band. It was arranged that I would go over and conduct the 
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main piece on the night. 
some other lighter piece 
honour, so I went over. 

That was to be Tchalkowsky's Capricio Italien and 
that was to follow it. I thought it was a great 

They had this band assembled. You've no idea what a sea of faces it was, you 
know: had Navy, Army, Air Force, their top bands. Then you had the two command 
bands from Queensland, and you had this WA Youth Concert Band, and there was 
some other band that had to be included more or less to balance up the fact 
that they were bringing this Youth Concert Band all the way from Perth. Harper 
knew the WA Youth Concert Band and he knew just how good they were. They would 
be the best in the country. So he had good reason for bringing them in, 
because he knew they could perform and they'd be trained by John Embleton and 
would be right up to standard. 

Well I'll never forget my first rehearsal. It was a sound the like of which 
I've never heard and I'm never likely to hear again. I've heard great massed 
bands In England, I've heard them in Australia, but never heard one quite of 
the quality and also the enthusiasm. One of the problems with massed bands is, 
unless you're pretty smart and you keep your wits about you, there's an awful 
lot of them have a bit of a loaf, because if you've got a huge collection of 
players, you're not quite sure that the second and third trumpet player, and 
the second clarinet, are putting In their share, because there's so much noise 
going on, so much sound going on, that they can get away with murder. But 
watching the band at rehearsal and then actually conducting it, I became very 
conscious of the fact that this group of people had a feeling of achievement 
in coming together in this great sound. Of course, they were getting ready for 
the Commonwealth Games. 

So we had a rehearsal on the stage. The other rehearsals were conducted at 
Army Barracks. But then we shifted over for the real thing, to have a 
rehearsal in the gardens in Brisbane. That went pretty well. They were getting 
used to the stage and the lighting and the sound and everything. That went 
pretty well and it was a performance that sent a bit of a shiver up your 
spine; it was quite an amazing sound. So everyone felt good about this. A 
little bit of threat of rain the first time. 

Anyhow the next time we all assembled and, of course, the place was a washout. 
The electrical people condemned the place because of the dangers with this 
electric storm. The place was awash and they condemned the use of the 
electricals, the lighting and all that sort of thing. So that concert was 
postponed. The Governor was coming and that had to be postponed. So the 
concert was then put off till the next night, and it was even worse. So this 
magnificent sound was never heard by the public officially. There were quite a 
lot of people turned up for the rehearsal on the first night, the unofficial 
rehearsal. They would have had a great thrill, even with it being a rehearsal, 
because it had got to an advanced stage and there very few stoppages; they 
mainly went right through the programme. But it was only a handful compared 
with the thousands and thousands that would have been there for the 
performance. Unfortunately no one recorded it. They assumed that the big 
performance would take place and they were going to record then, because it 
would have been something that all the performers would have liked to have had 
to keep. 

I can't recall a mass band as big as this one, bearing in mind it was all 
military band style, you know, with woodwinds and brass and not just straight 
brass. The modern military band in Australia is like the British bands, they 
have the woodwind and the brass and percussion, whereas the old style Army 
bands were all just plain brass and percussion. I always felt cheated that we 
didn't actually have the performance, quite apart from it not being recorded, 
because it would have been a sensational performance. What did amaze me was 
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the fact that this mass of players was so receptive, so sensitive to the 
nuances of tone and change of tempo and so on. If you remember that piece it 
starts off with very, very strident trumpet calls. I always do that by beating 
them out very exactly, instead of just beating them according to the time of 
the music, because Tchaikowsky, when he wrote that, he got the inspiration 
from staying at a hotel or some premises opposite where the Army barracks was 
and he heard these calls night and day and that's how he incorporated them so 
accurately into the music and gave it this very dramatic start. I was amazed, 
because usually when you're conducting mass bands you have to be very precise 
with your timing and take no liberties, because you've got all sorts of shapes 
and sizes and all sorts of standards of performance and not all that much 
attention because some of those that are having a bit of a loaf are not paying 
attention, but this was an exception. You could almost stand that band on its 
head, because they were all virtually professionals you know. 

I felt sad for the Youth Concert Band, because it would have been a great 
thing for them to have performed. They did give concerts outside of this mass 
band thing. In fact I conducted them in the main square in Brisbane. They gave 
a lunch time concert there and I know the piece I conducted was a well known 
overture, which was quite a light one but a very pleasant one. They performed 
extremely well. They were really in good form and they were all keyed up ready 
for this big event. [The piece we played was the overture Crown Diamonds.] 

RJ How did you go conducting such a large group of musicians? Regardless 
of the fact they were so professional, it's a very different experience than a 
small band. 

COURT Well I'd had a lot of experience with mass bands and poor bands and 
good bands. You quickly size up the band you've got. You can quickly tell 
whether they're trying to take you for a ride or whether some of them are 
going to be a bit difficult, just purposely difficult, or whether they're 
going to enjoy the experience. So you respond and, of course, it's a very 
dramatic piece. 

Incidentally they played the full version of it right through, because it was 
the centre piece of a performance that varied from light to heavy. When we did 
the same piece with the massed bands in Perth at the next Festival of Perth, 
which was, I think, the last one I ever conducted down there, we had to 
abbreviate it because they wanted to cut the programme shorter. But you lose 
something if you don't do the lot of it. It's a typical Tchaikowsky thing, 
full of nice melodies. There's that thing that "Four Corners" pinched from 
there. Everyone thinks that Tchaikowsky pinched it from them. [Laughs] You've 
got to explain it away. But it's got some very dramatic music and some lovely 
tunes in it. 

RJ I've also got visions with a group who doesn't know you and know your 
background in music, thinking, oh gosh we've got a politician to conduct us. 
He won't know anything about music. Do you ever get a sense of resistance? 

COURT Well I remember after I'd done one performance. It was rather a 
tricky piece down there [at the opening of the Festival of Perth ]. Cohn 
Harper was still here at the time and John Embleton. The band played 
particularly well. This was the massed bands, the local massed bands here, and 
they played particularly well this night and responded extremely well. We 
always used to do a little light thing after it, just to round it off. The 
lady reporter from the West went up to John Embleton and a couple of other 
conductors there. She said, "You know, he was only play acting wasn't he? He 
wasn't really conducting the band." They seized on this poor woman and they 
really wanted to tear her to pieces. They were so angry. "Don't you know that 
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he's been doing this all his life?" He said, "Don't you know that piece of 
music, with the quick changes of tempo, you couldn't fool anyone with that 
one." They really gave her a lecture [laughs] on why it was all genuine. 

Then about the same time one of the Labor members in opposition, at the time, 
in the course of one of his speeches to the Parliament took exception to the 
Premier using this Festival massed bands for "political purposes". He said, 
"You know anyone can do that, just wave your arms around in front. The band do 
it all," he said, "he wouldn't know what he was doing." It was interesting, a 
couple of his own people had to sort him out on this. He really believed that 
we were doing it for a political purpose. The fact that I had a genuine 
involvement throughout the whole of my life never seemed to occur to them. In 
fact the then Leader of the Opposition refused to attend one of the 
performances that I was conducting, that's a performance of the Youth Concert 
Band - not the Festival, but the Youth Concert Band. He wrote to the secretary 
and said that he felt that the Premier was using the band for political 
propaganda. She wrote back the most delightful letter I've ever seen ticking 
somebody off without getting offensive. She wrote back and said that she'd 
read his letter out to the band and they were deeply hurt, because they look 
forward to the occasions when Charles Court conducts them because of his long 
history and involvement in music. The band suggested that he might take some 
complimentary tickets and come along and enjoy the concert. I thought it was 
so nicely expressed without any rancour in it. It was the nicest ticking off 
of somebody I've ever seen. It was the sort of letter that I've often wished I 
could write. Every word was right, but it was very, very telling, very 
pointed. It was much more devastating than if she'd have sent a nasty, nasty 
letter. 

But what you say is true. There's some people that would assume that you were 
doing it as a sort of a bit of a promotion thing. For that reason I was rather 
reluctant to do it, but they prevailed on me and said that it would be 
unfortunate if I broke the link. Cohn Harper was the greatest advocate of it 
because I'd done so much work with him and helped the band in so many ways. 

RJ In your really extremely long association with music, you've been 
involved in many, many forms of music: brass bands, dance bands, orchestras, 
solo work, etc. What did you enjoy most as a musician, playing? 

COURT Ensemble work always. I had a funny feeling about solo work. There's 
a' lot of elation about winning. I suppose the time that I enjoyed the most was 
when I went to Tanunda and managed to win those five events, all within a 
matter of two days. You'd be less than human if you didn't come back [e1atd] 
from [winning] the boys, the amateur, the open, sight reading, memorised. I 
got more joy out of that, I think, than I did out of the next time when I went 
over and won the Champion of Champions. 1 used to do a lot of solo work for 
charity and for Lodges. The number of times I did The Messiah and things of 
that kind. So it wasn't that I didn't do a lot of solo work, •Tut I didn't do 
any competitive work after I was 21, except that one occasion at Ballarat when 
I was 40, when those young players shamed me into, or at least I tried to 
shame them into it because they wouldn't compete. I used to explain to them, 
"You don't know how good you are unless you try. Don't assume that these 
giants over here are any better than you are anyhow." So I competed once 
then. But it was ensembles. Whether it was an orchestra or a quartet or a 
brass septet, or a brass band or an orchestra, I found ensemble work was the 
most satisfying. It's a spirit of team work, working together with people. 

reference to Sir Charles winning all these events in his first trip to the 
Australian championships held at Tanunda in 1928 NO. 
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I never single out any one particular occasion. I think the most thrilling 

occasion was conducting that mass band in Brisbane, that we talked about, 

which never gave an official concert, which was a great pity. But good bands, 

indifferent bands, as long as they were all trying, I used to get a lot of 

pleasure out of it. I think one of the memorable occasions was one we talked 

about last time, when we did that symphonic paean with the organ, brass and 

the organ, at St Mary's Cathedral. Now that was one of the occasions that'd 

send a shiver down your spine, the first time I'd really heard a great organ 

pushed to its extreme limits, with the brass doing its best to cope. 

Other performances: I've been involved in some performances in the theatre, 

specially operatic performances where you get involved in the emotions of the 

performance. I suppose some people get a bit of a shock. I had a CO in one of 

the Army units I was in, where I had one of these band experiences that I told 

you about, Major Ennis, I remember him saying, "You know Charlie," he said, 

"you're something of an enigma to me." He said, "I watch you training that 

band down there and," he said, "you're a different person." He said, "You seem 

to be so Involved in the music and the rhythm of it, and the way you talk to 

the bandsmen. You're obviously enjoying it and so on." He said, "And yet," he 

said, "you're one of the toughest people I've ever met, when It comes to doing 

the other things that have to be done." He said, "It seems to be an amazing 

contradiction, how you can turn off from one to the other." I hadn't thought 

of it that way before, but I do believe music softens you a bit. It keeps you 

sane anyhow. 

I went to a performance last night down at the University, down there, of 

young Mark Coughlan playing the piano part of the Schubert Winterreise, you 

know, 1 think the English translation of it is The Winter's Journey. Andrew 

Foote sang the baritone part. I came away from that really refreshed. It was 

the BEST song cycle performance I've EVER heard, even one of the greats that 

have been here. It was a really polished performance. When things are done 

well like that. The pianoforte part was done by Mark Coughlan in a way that I 

don't think it could have been bettered. It was full of artistry and sympathy 

to the singer. The singer on the other hand, with the aid of some special 

lighting effects, introduced tremendous drama into what is a forlorn piece. 

The journeyman that's doing this winter's journey, he doesn't take a trick the 

whole time. Even the postman when he turns up in one of the songs, he doesn't 

bring him a letter. [laughs] One of these things. He wasn't even going to meet 

his lover, even when the thing had finished, this winter's journey, 24 songs. 

But I think things like that take you out of yourself and they keep you sane. 

END OF TAPE 26 SIDE B 
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TAPE 27 SIDE A 

RJ Do you listen to music at home when you're working, this sor
t of 

thing? 

COURT Not while I'm working. I cannot concentrate on music. I've never 
been 

one that can have music 'while you shirk'. If I do listen to something I 

eventually turn it off because I'm neither concentrating on 
the work nor 

concentrating on the music. If I'm going to listen to anything I'
ve got to sit 

and listen to It and absorb it all I don't listen very much thes
e days by the 

way. Rather sad. The old days, as busy as I was as Premier, I w
ould at least 

listen to one symphony or one concerto on the weekend someh
ow or other. 

Somehow or other. I wonder how I fitted it in, but it seemed to
 be worth the 

effort to just make a special effort to just sit down and liste
n to that and 

lose yourself In something, particularly if It was something t
hat you had a 

particular attachment to. But today I don't listen to as much
 as I should. 

We've got piles of some superb records there that don't get a run
. 

RJ When you are able to listen, what do you listen to? You 
said 

symphonies, but what is your favourite music? 

COURT Oh mainly one of the recognised classics like a symphony or conce
rto, 

aTthough there are some good records out these days that have a collection of 

light classics on them and they're very pleasant relaxation. 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexa
nder 

Library Building on the 22nd of August 1990, 

Sir Charles if we could start off today talking about your marria
ge. Where did 

you meet your future wife? 

COURT If I recall correctly it was at her 21st birthday. I probably had
 met 

her before then, but not in the same way. But there was a m
an named Tom 

Bennett, he played the bass fiddle. You see music comes into thi
s wherever we 

go. He was a born organiser. He eventually married Olga Behn, B E
 H N. We were 

out the other night and sitting at our table believe or not wa
s one of his 

granddaughters: Tom Bennett's granddaughters. It brought it al
l back, and I 

was talking to her mother and father. We had quite a bit of humo
ur about Tom. 

He was the born organiser. He was a great matchmaker. He'd alway
s ring up and 

say, "Look have you got your diary? There's a birthday, som
ebody's 21st 

birthday," or "There's a party at somebody's place. You're my tru
mpet player." 

I suppose he'd ring up the clarinets and all these sort of people
. 

It was good fun because I loved playing in these ensembles. 
When you got 

there, there'd be anything from eight to fifteen in this litt
le orchestra, 

cellos and strings and woodwind and brass. He had a nice litt
le library he 

used to take around with him of standard overtures. There were tw
elve standard 

overtures In those days like Lustpiel, Zarnpa, Morning, Noon an
d Night, Poet 

and Peasant. They were in a book. Then he'd have some Viennese 
waltzes and a 

number of other pieces. Quite a nice little repertoire. We'd m
eet together. 

Some of us probably hadn't ever met before, and others had play
ed together a 

lot. But all people who were capable musicians. Wherever we went 
they provided 

the supper and the refreshments that went with it and we 
provided the 

entertainment. On this occasion (Rita's twenty-first birthday)
 I was at the 

Steffonini household at 538 William Street, and then I got 
to know Rita 

better because that was her people's home. 
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Tom Bennett also in addition to these musical evenings was always organising 

picnics and outings in the hills. He was a great YAL man, Araluen and places 

like that. If you wanted a crowd at a ball, you ran a charity ball or 

something of that kind, if you got Tom Bennett to get his organising machine 

going, that gave you anything from 20 to 40 people, because he had his own 

ring around lists. He was good fun, but he was always the one that we thought 

would never get married. He was always busy arranging matches with people he 

thought were appropriate. We used to say to Tom, 'How would you know who's 

suitable, you haven't got anyone for yourself yet?" But he was a lovely chap. 

He worked as a lino-typist  at the Sunday Times. I'm not quite sure whether it 
was the Sunday Times only, or whether he worked at the Call and Mirror before 

they bought the Sunday Times, but in that group of papers. This gave him a 

fair amount of time, because being a weekend type of publication it wasn't an 

eight to five type of thing every day like turning out a daily newspaper. In 

those days, of course, they had lead type and so on; it's quite different to 

the computerised systems you've got today. So that's how I got involved. 

This was the night that I really got to know Rita. From then onward, not 

immediately but at increasingly regular intervals, Rita was the one that I 

took to the balls that Tom Bennett arranged. So music and Tom Bennett were 

always very much in the background of these occasions until we became 

independent of Tom and made our own arrangements. But I have to say in the 

first few times it was always Tom Bennett had arranged one of these musical 

evenings, or a ball or something of that kind. It was a lot of good fun and 

there were a lot of nice people who I meet today. Some of them, of course, 

have passed on because you're going back a long way, and with my age coming up 

to 79 pretty soon, you can imagine some of them were older, some were younger 

and many of them have passed on. But those friendships endured and wonderful 

friendships they were. Long after we got married we still kept in touch, 

sometimes professionally because of work, sometimes just socially, sometimes 

through sport. In many cases, of course, from music. 

RJ When was Rita Steffanoni born? 

COURT Well she was born the same year as I was on the 15th of June. There's 

a btt of a standing joke In the family about this that she's older than I am. 

We got married on the 3rd of June 1936. There used to be a lady who worked 

with Rita at the WA Trustees who used to come to our place about once a month 

for dinner. I don't know why, but it was always on a Wednesday night. Bearing 

in mind, of course, the boys were very young at that time, Iris was always 

referred to by the older boys as 'one of life's unclaimed treasures'. That was 

their way of saying that she was a spinster. She never married. She was always 

sorting the boys out, you know, and Rita used to get quite angry with her, 

remind her that she was their mother and she had the responsibility for their 

upbringing and Iris wasn't married and didn't have any children, but she was 

always sorting them out with their knives and forks and things. The boys were 

little devils. I remember on one occasion they ganged up. Barry and Victor 

said to the boys, [in] a voice that could be heard by Iris, "Now boys tonight 

remember you've got to use your knife and fork tonight because Butter Knife 

Jones is here." She was Iris Jones. "Butter Knife Jones is here," giving the 

impression that normally they didn't bother about knives and forks. Of course 

poor old Iris heard all this and she was horrified. 

But on one night she said to the boys while Rita was out in the kitchen 

getting ready for the next course, she said, "You know why your mother and 

father were married on the 3rd of June do you?" I pricked up my ears, I was 

interested because it never occurred to me there was any special significance 

about it. She said, "Yes, they were going to get married on the 29th of June," 

which is correct, "and then all of sudden it was changed to the 3rd of June." 

She said, "Your mother realised that if they got married on the 29th of June 
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she'd be 25 and your father would be 24. So if they got married on the 3rd of 

June they'd both be 24." So this became a standing joke In the house that I 

was much younger than her, you see, but in fact she was born on the 15th of 

June in 1911, and I was born on the 29th of September 1911. 

RJ And had the date been changed? 

COURT Oh it was, yes. We were going to get married on the 29th of June and 

then all of a sudden Rita said, "Would you mind if it's the 3rd of June?" Of 

course you had long courtships In those days, you know, long engagements. 

RJ But that was a three year engagement? 

COURT Yes. Well.... 

RJ Well I mean a three year courtship, I'm sorry, if you met Lady Court 

when she was 21. 

COURT I think it was eighteen months between our getting engaged and 

getting married, which was quite normal in those days. But we had known one 

another from the time when she was 21 until we got married and I was 24 and 

she was 24, yes. 

RJ At that stage that you met her you would not have been quite 21, but 

had you had any other romances? 

COURT I'm afraid I had a pretty dull life. I was never a great Romeo around 

the place. I had girlfriends of various sorts, people you went out with. But 

you probably guessed from what you've been talking to me about that I didn't 

have much spare time. A lot of occasions when I'd even take somebody say to a 

ladies' night or something of that kind, at Masonic Lodge, because my father 

was involved in It and a lot of my  friends were involved, I'd be performing 

anyhow. So looking back on it I must have been a pretty dull sort of a bloke 

because I was studying too. In those days until you got your degree you didn't 

get much money. It was a mighty good incentive to work a bit harder and get 

your degree a bit quicker. Then when I got my charter degree I went straight 

on and did my secretarial degree. As I look back on it, what with bands and 

competitions and the normal things one does and studies and that, and the 

overtime I used to work, I didn't have a lot of time. Don't get the impression 

I never went out at all, but as I look back on it I can understand why I 

didn't get into much trouble because there wasn't much time. My mother used to 

always be saying, Busy people, happy people," and you know these old sayings 

about 'the devil makes work for idle hands'. They used to live by these 

proverbs and slogans and that sort of thing in those days. There was one for 

everything and the reverse of every proverb. As you know there's a reverse 

one. 

I wouldn't say I'd had a dull life but until I met Rita I don't think I really 

got very heavily involved with anybody at all. After I met Rita, of course, 

the only two pieces of advice about married life that I can remember my father 

ever giving, because he was not a person that gave a lot of advice, but when 

he said something on reflection you realise it usually had a bit of wisdom In 

it. He must have thought I was getting pretty serious about Rita. He said, 

"Before you marry the girl," he said, "you want to go and see her mother. Have 

a good look at her mother," he said, "because that's what you've got to sleep 

with when you're 50." [laughs] It was a pretty crude way of putting it. But 

the next time I saw Mrs Steffanoni I had a look at her and I thought well if 

Rita wears as well as that I've got nothing to worry about. 
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The other thing was, "Don't marry any one that's too smart," he said, "you 

wear yourself out trying to keep up." Of course, then I realised my mother was 

so much more scholastically equipped and so much more wise in matters of 

literature and that sort of thing than my father who was really not able to 

match it with her. Then I realised it must worry the old chap a bit because he 

said, "Don't marry anyone that's too smart because it wears you out trying to 

keep up." At the same time he did say - when I was actually getting married he 

said, "You want to give in," he said, "to these women," he said, "they always 

win in the long run and it stops you getting ulcers if you give in at the 

start," he said. You know these little things that the old chap said. They're 

ever so true. They really are, they're ever so true. 

But I've told you before about my parents being such bigoted Protestants, my 

father worse than my mother. Up to the day he died he was a real Protestant 

bigot. It was a side of him that was not consistent with his generous nature. 

He was a very forgiving man. He might get a little bit angry but not for long 

over things when people had done the wrong thing by him. But on this question 

of religion he never ever relented. He and Haydn Williams' father were very 

much of the same mind. Long after my father died I had dealings with Haydn 

Williams' father. His father, by the way, was the secretary of the Protestant 

Alliance Federation. He shied at anything that had anything to do with the 

Roman Catholic Church. He and my father even looked on the Anglican Church as 

being a bit 'popey', to use their words. They were both nonconformists. When I 

first brought Rita home with the name of Steffanoni, he assumed that she had 

to be Roman Catholic, and I tell you he didn't react too kindly. He was quite 

relieved when he found that she was Anglican. I don't know what would have 

been the position had she been a Roman Catholic, but with an Italian name like 

that he assumed that she'd have to be Roman Catholic. He was quite relieved 

when he found that she was Anglican, although he regarded Anglicans as only 

one removed from what he used to refer to as the 'popey' people. But that was 

quite a strange start when Rita first descended on the family because Rita is 

not musical in the sense of being a performer. 

She, from then onward throughout the years, virtually became our professional 

audience because she was always a good listener and loved music, specially the 

type of music we used to play. So it grew from there. She was a very keen 

dancer. She was a beautiful dancer Rita, until she had this stroke last year. 

Even right up until then she was not only very keen but she was also very 

good. There's very few people I've found anywhere in my life that are as easy 

to dance with as Rita is. I never liked it very much but I always did as I was 

told. Of course having music, the rhythm in my blood you might say, I found it 

quite easy to get along with if the orchestra was good and there was a good 

strong rhythm whatever it might be, whether it was modern or whether it was 

old-time. I didn't find any great difficulty in getting along with it. But 

Rita was a very keen dancer and she was one of the best, if not the best, I've 

ever struck. Whatever it was she just took to it like a duck to water. For 

instance when we go to the Yugoslays or we go to the Greeks or we go to the 

Macedonians, we go to the Italians, she'd just join into their traditional 

dances just as though she was born to it. There's something basic about dance 

rhythms and dance routines that's there if you have the rhythm in you heart 

and mind and you can make up something to fit in. 

Also Rita's a very keen card player. She mainly played auction bridge over 
most of her life anyhow, but in recent times she's been playing contract with 
a few ladies that are contract specialists. So whether it's auction bridge, 

contract bridge or any of the other similar games, she takes to them like a 

duck to water. I've been hopeless. We sort of struck a deal on that. I could 

never concentrate long enough. The odd times that I have played bridge, I 

usually win the first hand because I do the most extraordinary things that the 

good bridge players think my word this man must have got some new ideas. After 
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the first hand they wake up to the fact that I'm just not int
erested and don't 

know what to do anyhow. So we rarely ever play bridge togeth
er unless they're 

desperate for somebody to sit in. We do, in more recent times
 - I suppose it's 

because we're getting older - in more recent times we often sit down after 

dinner and play a few hands of patience. It's about the 
limit of my card 

playing skills and mentality. I do get a bit of relaxation o
ut of that and we 

have a few hands just for fun. But Rita's a natural card pl
ayer. Her mother 

was the same. She can join In any of these games at all and
 thoroughly enjoy 

it. She was, until she was taken ill last year, in great d
emand for bridge 

fours and the like. She still plays, by the way; the doctor 
encouraged it. So 

she still plays bridge, both contract and auction and does ve
ry well. 

RJ What is her background Sir Charles, who were her parents a
nd their 

background? 

COURT Her parents were old Lewis (that's L E W I S) Steffanoni. T
here's a 

firm of surveyors here; I must get It right. Steffanoni and Cruickshank if is, 
or the other way round. We'd easily pick that up from the

 phone book. But 

he's the Steffanoni from that. They came from New South Wa
les. I think they 

originally came to Collie. A lot of his work, which goes b
ack a long, long 

way, was in the coalfields and in the goidmines. He was a dea
r fellow and very 

highly respected in the survey field, bearing in mind he 
goes back before 

electronics when, like the Forrests and others, you steered
 by the stars and 

the sun and the moon were very important to you. A lot of his
 work was done in 

very remote areas and his field books were meticulously done,
 as most of those 

old surveyors were. When he died his eldest son, who was 
Rita's favourite 

brother, Victor Steffanoni, he and I were going through some
 of his books you 

know, meticulously done, but bearing in mind they could ha
ve been 100 miles 

away from Kalgoorlie. They probably had a hurricane or simi
lar type of lamp. 

You can imagine they were travelling with horses and it's to
 the great credit 

of these fellows, the integrity of these fellows, you rarely
 ever hear anyone 

finding any inaccuracies in the work they did. Remember many
 of these surveys 

they'd be doing would be out in the remotest of remote area
s and they'd have 

to first of all identify where they were before they could 
set out to do the 

surveys that they were engaged to do, mining surveys and the 
like. 

He kept a lot of receipts and things. One of them was the d
ocket, presumably 

to get reimbursement of his expenses, and it cost more to g
et a kerosene tin 

of potable water and a half kerosene tin of chaff for the 
horse than it did 

for him to get bed and breakfast. I think it cost a half a 
sovereign for the 

horse and a shilling for himself so scarce were these thi
ngs out in these 

areas. It made very interesting reading, the thoroughness 
of this old chap 

keeping all of these records. 

Victor himself was a surveyor and old Mr Steffanoni was on
 the Survey Board 

that supervised the examinations. He had to retire from the
 board during the 

time that Victor was doing his exams so that he couldn't be
 accused of bias. 

Victor eventually became the chief valuer in the Taxation 
Department. There 

were three boys in the family one of whom died quite young. T
he eldest brother 

Victor, he collapsed on the Esplanade at an Anzac Parade. H
e was an engineer 

in the wartime and very proud of his engineering unit and al
ways used to lead 

them on Anzac Day. He actually collapsed on the Esplanade an
d died then which 

was very sad for us all. The youngest boy Will Steffanoni he'
s still alive but 

Arthur in between, I never met him. He died before I met the 
family. Then Rita 

had an older sister, Olive. She's lived in Sydney for the las
t 60 years. She's 

quite a bit older than Rita. (Full details of the Steffa
noni family are: 

'The listing in the 1990 telephone directory Is Steffanoni Ew
ing & Cruickshank 

(RJ). 
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Victor Lewis born 12 November 1901; Arthur Hubert born 27 January 1903; Olive 

May (married name Abbott) born 23 September 1906; Rita Maud (married name 

Court) born 15 June 1911; and William Reading born 12 April 1913.1 

But they're a wonderful family. Mrs Steffanoni was one of the most wonderful 

people you can imagine. She lived with us for nearly twenty years due to the 

upset of the war when they had to go to the country. I was away at the war and 

all the family were away at the war. So they went and lived in York for some 

time. She rented 538 William Street and then couldn't get it back because of 

the rent controls. So she came to live with us and also Auntie Lalla (that was 

Rita's Auntie Lalla) she came to live with us. So when you think of that house 

that we've got down there at 46 Waratah Avenue, we had our family which is 

five boys and our two selves and we had Auntie Lalla and Mrs Steffanoni on top 

of that. Then for quite a while after the war Rita's brother, Will, lived with 

us. So you imagine with only one bathroom it was quite a business. But when I 

look back on it it's quite amazing how smoothly everything went. 

I put it down to the Steffanonis. I once said, I think it was on our 50th 

wedding anniversary when I was addressing the congregation at St Lawrence, 

Dalkeith, when we had a wonderful service there, that if all the world were 

like the Steffanonis you wouldn't need parliaments. Everyone would do the 

decent, sensible thing. Without any laws, they'd just do the right sensible 

thing. That applied to the whole family. They're just people like that. I 

can't think of any other way of referring to them. That goes for old Mr and 

Mrs Steffanoni and for Victor and Olive - I didn't know ever know Arthur, and 

Rita and Will. 

I learnt to listen to Rita, specially when I got Into Parliament, because in 

her very simple uncomplicated way, if I listened I'd get the answer, because 

she'd have an amazing capacity of making a judgment not based on a lot of 

knowledge, but what she thought was fair and proper. She doesn't anger very 

quickly. When other people might be condemning somebody because it's the 

popular thing to do, she often refrains from it. But people like that (and 

this applies to all of their family including her late brother Victor and 

Olive and Mr and Mrs Steffanoni) when they do decide somebody's bad, they're 

bad and they rarely ever get accepted back. It's a judgment that is made after 

a lot of proper consideration, not an impetuous, jaundiced, shallow judgment. 

When they do make a judgment that somebody's on the verboten list, well you 

can accept it that that's the end of it.. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 27 
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TAPE 27 SIDE B 

COURT Of course, when I first met Rita I didn't have any money. No one did 
have much in Perth in those days. It used to be very convenient with me making 
music to go to so many ladies' nights. Masonic ladies' nights were the in,  
thing In those days, always tails and so on. I had a couple of friends who 
were also Freemasons, because bearing in mind I became a Freemason when I was 
just 21 because of my father. There was Lindsay and Ethel Dodd. They both 
sang. There was Ron and Gwynneth Duke. Gwynneth was a lovely pianist and a 

particularly fine accompanist. Ron was a tenor singer. Then there was the Ed 
Negus's. There was Ed and Hazel. Hazel was a very competent pianist. Ed was 

one of the great Negus family. I think there were ten of them altogether. He 
was a good baritone, singing the old rollicking ballads of the day, the Floral 

Dance and Captain Mac, and all of these things. They were the 'in' things in 

those days. So between us if we got invited to a ladies' night, one of these 
Masonic Lodges, well we could provide all the harmony. I mean you had a 

baritone, you had a tenor, and you had a trumpet or cornet player, whatever 
suited them. We were all reasonably good. We had our own accompanist and so 
on. So to get a free night out, a quality night out like that, because Masonic 
Lodges used to be very proud of their ladies' night (the music and the dancing 

and the harmony, always a good supper) that was more important in those days 
than you might think today. People take it all for granted, but there was a 
lot of debate if you had to toss up between two places, you'd say, "Well this 
crowd has a better orchestra and a better supper than that crowd," so that 
decided where we went. But you realise that we would get a very good night's 
entertainment, and it would cost us nothing except our services. Therefore we 
built up our own sort of following at these places, because it wasn't 

everybody that could take his mates along and provide the harmony. The 
condition was that we got in for nothing, of course. It wasn't all that 

expensive, but it mattered. It mattered when you went and had this 
entertainment for nothing, plus the fact that they were all very good friends. 

We used to have lots of musical nights mainly with them and with other people. 
We all got married about the same time and that helped a lot. We were all 

having our children about the same time. None of us had much money so that we 
had that In common too. 

Rita was always the audience. She was the only one you'll notice from that 
[list who] didn't perform. She didn't sing or recite or play an instrument. 
But here again she was in demand because she was a beautiful dancer. She used 
to drag these fellows in. A couple of them didn't like dancing, but Rita used 
to get them going and made them better than they would have been. This was all 

a very pleasant relationship both before marriage and after it. But I was 
building up my practice and so quite often before we were married she would 
come In and bring some of her sewing and things in, in the office while I was 
working back at night. That was not an unusual thing in those days. I think it 
was a rather lovely thing really because she could see the practice being 
built up. I think she was quite confident when we were going to get married 
that we'd made the grade and that we were going to be quite secure. 

RJ But that would also have been easier for you because she wasn't 

demanding to be taken out when you were trying to work, which does happen In 

some relationships. 

COURT She was very understanding, bearing in mind even then I was doing a 

lot of work with the band. We've forgotten about the band. Every Thursday 
night, every Sunday morning, and most Saturdays. When I look back on it I 

expected a lot, but it never seemed to cause any problems at all. She just 
fitted into the programme. We still went out with our dearly beloved Tom 
Bennett and his balls and musical nights. You almost make me break out in a 
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cold sweat as I talk to you. I'm just starting to wonder when we went to bed 

because we seemed to have so much on the go, and study thrown in, overtime 

thrown in, building up a practice thrown in, but somehow or other it worked 

out pretty well, and well it was successful. But she was very, very helpful 

and understanding. 

When we made the decision to get married, the mortgage we got (the first 

mortgage we got on our house) was from where she worked at WA Trustees. Then 

we had a second mortgage, and then we had to have the third mortgage. I was 

afraid to tell my family about that third mortgage because of their 

Calvinistic attitude towards borrowings. But we decided just to stretch it a 

little bit further and have that little bit extra in our house. 

By the way our house was designed and supervised by Ron Duke. He was an 

engineer, but not an architect, but as a wedding present he designed and 

supervised our house; It's still there and in good order; But he worked in the 

government at the time, then he became the first man in charge of the 

government railway road services. The railway buses and things that were 

introduced to do the long runs and so on, well that was his creation and very 

successful and very well run. He also had a fairly busy life, he was a great 

speedway rider. In fact he was the first man to do 100 miles an hour on a 

motor bike in Western Australia, up in Lake Perkolilli in Kalgoorlie. When the 

speedway started he was of the same era as Sig Schiam and those; Datson. He 

was one of the greats of the time; He was a real dasher on the speedway; He 

was one of the greats of those times.- 

It was very strange. We used to go for lots of picnics on a Sunday, up In the 

hills in the winter time; other places in the summer time; Ron would never 

drive on Sunday, he was scared stiff of all these mad men on the road; He used 

to make me laugh. He'd sit in the back with me driving in preference to 

driving, because these people around him used to make him frightened. I said, 

"Well what about the speedway, and the hair-raising things they used to do 

down there;" But he said, "All the people around you are professionals; They 

only get allowed to go up a grade if the riders in the higher grade approve of 

somebody being promoted into that higher grade; So," he said, "you feel quite 

safe. They all know what they're doing and they know how to do It;" Of course 

on a Sunday you get people that don't drive all the week, specially in those 

days. Ron was a great friend of mine and eventually lived in the same street 

as us; 

RJ What did Lady Court do at WA Trustees? 

COURT She was a typist there; She made up her mind that the day she left 

there, when she put the cover on that typewriter, that was the finish; But I 

notice even today when there's little notes alongside the telephone, I see 

some squiggles there and I say, "What's this all about?" That's her shorthand, 

that she still has little bits of it that she uses. But she never wanted to 

work. I've never known anyone that loved having a family so much; She just 

loved having the children around her, you know; They never seemed to worry 

her; They always seemed to he tugging at her dress or something when they were 

little chaps; Only one of them ever went to a kindergarten and he only went 

for a day, because she just loved having them there and almost used to 

begrudge them going to school when they eventually started school; So she was 

quite different to most people; 

Of course, life was different; The mothers used to go out walking a lot, 

wheeling their babies around and they'd meet on the corner. You could go down 

around Nedlands and Dalkeith in those days and say from ten o'clock onwards, 

you'd rarely ever drive down but what you didn't see mothers chatting on the 

corner with their babies; Of course they got a lot of comfort out of that too, 
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because they changed notes, practical experiences and so on. I think they were 

less panicky than some of the mothers would be today. The odd coughs and colds 

and things were taken as par for the course. After you got over the first one, 

of course - our poor Victor, the eldest boy, like all parents with their first 

child, you'd go and listen to see if he was breathing in the middle of the 

night, you know all this sort of thing. But when you got down to number five 

[laughs] it was pretty easy going. He had a pretty rough time because we knew 

how much he could take as a baby and so on. 

RJ What was your mother's reaction to Lady Court when she met her? 

COURT Oh I think she was very impressed. She wasn't as worried about the 

Stëffanoni business as my father was. She was quite relaxed about that, 

although had she been a Roman Catholic I think I would have had a bit of 

bother, not because of her so much, but because my father would have been so 

uptight about It all. Wrong I know, but that's the way it was in those days. 

But she saw In Rita a person who was one of good sense. Rita's not the sort of 

highly emotional, rather phlegmatic type of person. She wouldn't sort of throw 

herself into the family to try and make an impression. She was always very 

proper in what she did and that's what the family were going to get. She's 

always been the same. She doesn't try and impress EVER. Whether we've been 

dealing with members of the royal family or the Queen or anything, she's 

always very natural and as a result doesn't have any great hangups, great 

nervous tension and so on. I've noticed for instance the many times that we've 

had to meet members of the royal family or she's talking to the Queen 

particularly, it's a very relaxed conversation, much more relaxed than I am. 

I've noticed her when for Instance we've been having a dinner at which the 

Queen was the host on Britannia a couple of times, when Britannia has been 

here. Of course, while I was Vremier naturally I sat with the Queen and Rita 

sat with His Royal Highness the Duke of Edinburgh. It's been quite interesting 

across the table. It's not very long before the two of them are exchanging the 

usual banter that you have at any dinner party there is. I think he's quite 

relaxed with her and vice versa. It becomes quite noisy after a while. But 

that's Rita. She doesn't have to put on any airs and graces, she doesn't have 

to do any great preparation for it. 

Also 1 have to say that I've never known her in 54 years of married life ever 

keep me waiting once. She's a good organiser with the house. We have five boys 

and we're going out somewhere, and In the finish in those days when men wore 

studs and so on, they don't today, but I couldn't find my stud or I couldn't 

find something and there'd be bedlam around the place, but when I went out to 

the car the five boys would all be there properly dressed and ready waiting 

for dad. It used to amaze me how she seemed to know when to start and when to 

have it right. She never used to fuss about the house at all. My mother, by 

the way, couldn't have lived with us for twenty days, let alone twenty years, 

because she would have wanted to smarten everybody up. It would have been a 

real matron's parade around the place. So we had to regulate this a bit 

because as much as I loved her, she could be rather overpowering and forget 

that she was the grandmother and not the mother. But Mrs Steffanoni was just 

the reverse, she was a very gentle lady. 

Rita never fussed about the boys. If their rooms were a bit untidy she never 

used to have a sort of a matron's parade and want everything - beds tucked in 

the right way and all that sort of thing. She demanded a certain standard and 

if they conformed well that was good enough. But I'm not suggesting that the 

place was bedlam or anything like that, or that it was grossly untidy, but a 

certain standard, you might say relaxed discipline. It had its effect because 

it's reflected in the boys, the five boys. They're all pretty good at that 

sort of thing. They're more relaxed at most things than I am. I think they got 

it from their mother who didn't let unimportant things become too important. 
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But they all had a room to themselves; We kept building on different places 

for them to [have a room each] because they had to do their studies; So the 

front of our house is unchanged from when it was first built and all the 

additions have been at the back, so you can't see the additions that have been 

made. Now, of course, no boys there and you've no idea how much junk I've 

accumulated from 29 years in Parliament and so on-. We seem to run out of space 

even now it's In such a mess; But that's my fault not Rita's; I think that's 

the general background of it; 

I have very fond memories of Mrs Steffanoni; The only cross word I ever had 

with her was when Geoffrey was born. Geoffrey was the fifth of our five sons; 

Mrs Steffanoni had made up her mind she was going to have a granddaughter; I 

should explain that all of her grandchildren were grandsons at that stage She 

pinned great faith in Rita having a granddaughter and knitting and everything 

had been done around a granddaughter: pink and everything; So I came home and 

said, "Look we've got a lovely SOfl-; Rita's well, the baby's well; He's going 

to be called Geoffrey William;" The only time I've ever known her to look 

angry as well as be angry was when she said, "Chas you can't do that to me;" I 

then realised that she'd pinned her hope on this one, because she was getting 

older; As it happened Will's wife had a daughter before she died so that at 

least before she died there had been a granddaughter; Eventually he had a 

second daughter, so there were two of them; 

But Auntie Lalla, she was very much a chip off the old block, except that 

Auntie Lalla had terrible eyesight; She became a Christian Scientist, much to 

the disgust of her brother (that's Rita's father) because she threw away her 

glasses. She had these very powerful glasses; She had this tremendous faith; 

We knew that she just couldn't see, but she used to go through the motions of 

reading the newspaper and so on; I rigged up a light on the back of her bed, 

so that it would be right over her left shoulder and give her the maximum 

amount of light as some sort of an aid, because she still insisted on trying 

to read books and her bible and the newspaper; She had this tremendous faith-; 

She had such faith that if anyone deserves to sit on the right hand of God 

it's Auntie Lalla; I used to get up very early and take her in a cup of tea, 

sometimes as early as five o'clock, half past five; I used to make it very, 

very hot, because I realised that she had something wrong with her apart from 

her sight; People like that, very hot things often give them quite a lot of 

relief; Some cancer people they get some temporary relief from things that are 

very, very hot. So I used to take in Auntie Lalla's tea extremely hot. She 

always used to say to Rita, "No-one makes a cup of tea so piping hot as 

Charlie; always piping hot;" I remember that phrase; [Mrs Steffanoni always 

called me "Chas"; Auntie Lalla called me "Charlie";] 

But when she first came to live with us it was a bit of problem because 

Richard and Geoff were very tiny then; they were just little chaps; They used 

to get some fiendish delight in seeing Auntie Lalla bump Into a door and that 

sort of thing, as little children do; But it was surprising how quickly they 

got the message, with a bit of talking to and a bit of explanation; Before 

very long they used to have an extraordinary knack of putting themselves 

between the door and Auntie Lalla, even to a point when she'd probably knock 

them over because she didn't see them either; But the number of times they've 

stopped her bumping Into a door or a cupboard or something of that kind; I 

used to stand back and watch it with quite amazement how quickly they got the 

message that their job was to stand between the object and Auntie Lalla; The 

older boys didn't have that problem, they understood. But these little imps 

when they were that age they didn't understand for a while, but when they did 

it was amazing how quickly they picked it up; Of course she couldn't see them 

half the time so they learnt their own way of pulling her dress or something 

to let her know they were there; 
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So it was quite an experience when we sat around for dinner every night. Even 
if Will, Rita's brother, wasn't there, there would be nine you see around the 
table. But we seemed to fit in. Then when you've got a big family they all 
bring their friends along. Somehow or other you fit them all in. 

RJ How long did Auntie Lalla live with you? 

COURT She was there sixteen years. Then she got very, very sick. There's a 
bit of a problem with somebody who was a Christian Scientist because they 
wouldn't go to the doctor. But when Auntie Lalla knew - and this is how decent 
she was - when she knew she was getting near the end she said, "I think you'd 
better, for your sake you better get the doctor to come and see me.' She 
wouldn't have the doctor, of course. Ken Hodby, who's still our doctor, he 
came and saw her because he knew the circumstances. He was able to examine her 
at that time and a few days later she asked to be removed to a place in 
Victoria Park where the Christian Science - they didn't call it a hospital, it 
was just a sort of a hospice, so that when we got the message that she'd 
passed on he could go out there and give a death certificate without a post 
mortem because he had seen her at our place and then he was able to certify a 
death from natural causes. But that was very decent of Auntie to do that, 
because she knew it would produce a tremendous problem to us if she died there 
and never had a doctor or if she went out to this place in Victoria Park and 
died there and hadn't had a doctor. But she was very thoughtful about it. 

RJ It's an unusual household for three women to get along like that, but 
from what you're saying they did. You didn't have problems? 

COURT No problem at all. It comes down to this trait of the Steffanonis. I 
said that if everybody In the world was like them you wouldn't need a 
Parliament. They would just do the sensible, decent thing. I mean It, because 
I've seen them for a long, long time, as you can Imagine. We've only been 
married 54 yearsl But there was no problem at all. Mrs Steffanoni was the sort 
of person when she went Into town.... she by the way was a great bridge 
player, always in demand for a bridge four. But the bus stop was right 
opposite our place. She'd go in to town to one of her bridge things or some 
other thing. When she came home she could tell you the whole story of the 
district because she was the sort of person that whoever sat alongside her in 
a bus, whoever sat alongside her at the bus stop, they seemed to want to tell 
her everything. She was that sort of person. She'd come hone and tell you all 
the gossip around the place. Some of it was quite interesting. It wasn't her 
fault; It was just that people seemed to want to tell her some things. She was 
a sort of motherly person that you liked to talk to. But she and Rita got 
along in a very sensible way. 

As I say neither Rita nor Mrs Steffanoni were the sort of people you'd call 
emotional people. None of the Steffanonis were. But that didn't mean to say 
they weren't just as warm in their affection as anyone else would be. But 
they're not demonstrative type of people. They're all phlegmatic type of 
people. So they had a routine that worked out very smoothly. Saturday was 
always roast day. Mrs Steffanoni and the old school you know, was roast beef, 
Yorkshire pudding and rice pudding. Of course, the old dears, they had this 
energy conservation business down to a fine art. It makes me laugh when I hear 
these learned people with degrees and so on talking about recycling. The old 
dears of my mother's vintage, they had recycling and conservation of energy 
down to a fine art greater than anything today when you think of the use of 
the stock pot and the old steel kettle and so on. When they were cooking a 
roast they always had this habit of putting something in there like a rice 
pudding or something to use up the heat. 
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Well Rita got pretty worried she could not get enough for the boys, bear in 
mind there's five of them. She'd buy a bigger and bigger roast, whether it was 
lamb or mutton, or whether it was beef. When they'd finished Barry, he was the 
second boy, he was the one that always used to go out and bring in the bread 
board and the bread, loaf of bread, and a tin of jam. Not even a jam dish, 
he'd bring in a tin of jam, much to his mother's annoyance. Then they'd sit 
there and clean up all this bread after they'd had roast and they'd had 
vegetables. You name it they'd had the lot. So I remember saying to Rita one 
day, I said, "Look why don't you get some tougher meat, then they've got to 
chew it more. You go and buy this high quality meat down at Mr Butcher." Mr 
Butcher was our butcher by the way. His son is there now, but the old chap was 
very proud of the quality of his meat. "Why don't you go down and get Mr 
Butcher to give you some tougher meat. Then they'll have to chew a bit longer 
and that will slow them down a bit." "Oh," she said, "I couldn't go in and say 
to Mr Butcher 'I want some of your tough meat,' because he'd pass out," he was 
so proud of all of his meat. So we just kept on buying more and still not 
getting anywhere. They still never got enough. You've no idea how much they 
used to eat. Add in some more vegetables and they'd go too. 

But I come back to this Saturday lunch and this rice pudding. Mrs Steffanoni 
always insisted on putting in a rice pudding. 

END OF TAPE 27 SIDE B 
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COURT Well, a little rice pudding goes a long way, but when the boys were 
young they ate what they were given, full stop; That was good; But as they got 
a bit older and they got a bit more discerning they weren't too keen on rice 
pudding; So in the interests of peace and quiet I used to have a little bit 
more each week, you see; One after the other would drop out of this rice 
pudding business, and eventually I got to a situation when I was eating more 
than a half of this rice pudding; You know the old enamel dish that they used 
to make them in; probably still do; So I said to Rita, "Look 1 don't want to 
hurt Ma's feelings, but do you think you could have a quiet word with her to 
drop this rice pudding at least every second week or something like that; You 
know it's getting a bit much; I don't want to hurt her feelings; I'm having to 
eat what the boys don't eat," you see; [laughs] Rita was also getting a bit fed 
up with this rice pudding, so she said, "Ma," she said, "look I think we'll 
skip the rice pudding; We have It every week; Just skip it and we'll have 
something else;" Mrs Steffanoni said, "Oh we wouldn't dare," she said, 
"Chas;;;;" she always called me Chas, "Chas LOVES it; He cleans up the dish 
every time;" [laughs] So I said, "Oh let it be, let's get on". For the sake of 
peace and quiet I went on eating more and more rice puddings; 

The other thing about our early married life, of course - this is before the 
war. What I'm talking about now is postwar because Mrs Steffanoni couldn't get 
her house back, so eventually she sold that and we carried on living as we were 
till she died; When we were first married Rita's housekeeping was 30 shillings 
a week. Now it sounds pretty mean but on the other hand it was adequate; She 
fixed the figure; Except the first Saturday she lost the money, and you've no 
idea how we turned the place upside down; We've never found out whether it blew 
away or whether.;... we went from our house down to the shop and back again 
because it was all bush around there, you see; It was a great crisis; Rita had 
lost the housekeeping money; But it didn't set us back all that far; She was 
the one that was more worried about it than I was. But in those days you had 
everybody coming around; the tradesmen used to call at your house; A couple of 
times a week the rabbit man used to come; 

You've no idea how many Nedlancis and Dalkeith families really got by as part of 
their budget because of rabbits; Those were the days when rabbits were 
everywhere and before the days of myxomatosis and before 1080 because you 
weren't allowed to eat them after myxomatosis and then 1080 that followed; So 
we used to live on these things; We were out for dinner earlier this week and 
the lady, who's a great cook, she had prepared rabbit which is now something of 
a gourmet thing; She'd prepare rabbit in a most beautiful way and we laughed 
and joke about it because here we are eating this almost as a gourmet-type of 
meal when it was the salvation of the poor people when we first lived down 
there; Tenpence a pair, and the rabbit man kept the skin because rabbit skins 
had a use like felt hats and all that sort of thing; The pelt, as they called 
it, had a commercial value, probably almost as much as the meat; All of these 
rabbit men used to have a big hook on the back of the truck; They had a 
technique of putting the rabbit, Its legs, on the hook and then they'd take off 
the skin; They kept the skin or the pelt as they called it; They had to get it 
off with a minimum of damage, so they had a very skilful way of cutting it down 
the belly side and then taking the skin off, preferably without any other cuts 
in it because it was very important if they were going to sell these things; 
But we used to have it braised, we used to have it baked, we used to have it, 
stewed, you name it, I don't know how Dalkeith, Nedlands and other places, but 
particularly those areas with these newly marrieds down there would have got on 
if it hadn't have been for the good old rabbit and it didn't do us any harm; 
That was mainly in the [prewar and early] postwar period; Then when myxomatosis 
came, of course, it was forbidden; The only rabbits you could get 
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then had to come off the desert because they didn't have myxomatosis there and 
myxomatosis wouldn't work there anyhow because of the dryness and 1080 wasn't 
out there; 

RJ How long did brother Will live with you? 

COURT Oh he was there on and off for about eighteen months; 

RJ When you extended the house did you add a bathroom? 

COURT No; We had the washhouse at the back; The boys got pretty skilful at 
using that; But the only agitated moments in the house would be when somebody 
got into the bathroom and was having more than their share of time; Also it 
taught everyone to get up early; The toilet was out the back; Then the bathroom 
was just a wash basin and the bath and shower; So there was a lot of knocking 
[raps on table] on the door to speed it up; Geoff was always the one, the baby 
one was the one that took the longest and his brothers used to give him the 
works to speed up. But somehow or other we got by because the women used to 
wait until all the males had gone off to school or gone off to work as the case 
may be; It's amazing how you can work it out; [We later had a toilet and wash 
basin installed for Rita's own use leading off our bedroom;] 

Will used to sleep on the back verandah; Mrs Steffanoni used to sleep in the 
dining room believe it or not; Her bed was in the dining room; Somehow or other 
it worked. When I think of it now, I just wonder how we managed to fit In; 
Auntie Lalla had the back room, what was then the back room, and she had that 
all to herself. That was Mrs Steffanoni's wish because that normally would have 
been her room; When Auntie Lalla died she shifted into there; But it all worked 
out and the boys as they got older had to do more and more study [each in their 
own rooms]-. 

Then, of course, we got to the yacht building phase; When they were quite young 
we took them down to the Nedlands Yacht Club, which then didn't have a 
clubhouse; They used to tie a flagpole on the end of the Nedlands Jetty every 
Saturday and have their yacht races with their VJs and similar boats, but 
mainly VJs; Then when the racing was finished for the day they'd take the 
flagpole off the end of the jetty; Old Steve McHenry was alive then; He saw 
their plight and he let them use a shed at the back of the Nedlands Hotel; Then 
he wanted to expand; He was a dear fellow and he said, "Look you better start 
to make some other arrangements because I've just got to pull this shed down 
and extend my  parking and other things;" That forced them into building the 
first clubhouse at Nedlands Yacht Club, which they built with voluntary labour; 
Then they expanded so quickly they had to build the next clubhouse which was 
done by contract; It's been a wonderful club; 

We started with them right from the very beginning, with a man named Jack Le 
Maistre, who was at the time president of the Carpenters' Union and who went to 
school with me, and a wonderful man; He was the first commodore and established 
the club with very high standards of conduct; I became their first patron and 
the boys became some of the first junior members there; We didn't realise how 
blessed we were because in those days you gave the boys a few sheets of marine 
type plywood and some fittings and they built their own boats; So during the 
wintertime the back verandah and later on the shed were taken up with boats 
being built; It was a tremendous occupation because their crews would be around 
with them; Barry would be down in the shed and Victor on the back verandah [or 
vice versa]; They'd work till all hours building these boats; It taught them if 
they didn't build it right the first time when they went out and they had a 
rough day that they'd probably be out of action for a month while they repaired 
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the errors that they'd made That's why we've got a roller door on the end of 
our shed so that Barry could take his boat in; Otherwise you couldn't get it 
through the door, you see; 

The crowning insult was one night when I came home and I found a VJ in the 
lounge with a note on the door: "Don't go into the lounge because my boat's in 
there;" They wanted to get somewhere which was dustproof because they'd been 
doing what they call "wet and dry" and were getting the final finish on this 
boat ready for the start of the season; I reckon that was a bit rough, but 
[laughs] I don't know to this day how they got it in there, but they did; It 
was all part of the family life; 

This is where Rita was wonderful, you sees She saw the value of having them 
around; If they made a bit of noise and made a bit of mess, it was unimportant 
compared with the fact that you knew what they were doing and they'd be there 
with their mates working; One time Barry was [working on the back verandah]; It 
must have been his turn to use the back verandah and Victor was using the shed 
because the shed was much better; it was fully encloseth Mrs Lugar, the dear 
lady now deceased that lived next door to us, she said to Barry, "Barry since 
Mr Lugar died I haven't got a car and you can use my garage;" Well Barry came 
in and said, "Oh isn't this wonderful! It's nice of Mrs Lugar;" So he quickly 
shifted his boat into the garage there and he could shut the door on it when he 
and his mates were not working on it; it was wonderful; It was enclosed instead 
of the open back verandah; So I said to Mrs Lugar, "Look, you shouldn't do that 
because you never know you might want to get a car or your daughter might want 
to get a car. It's a bit much because they go on for months; You understand 
they take the whole winter to build these things;" She said, "Charles," she 
said, "I did it out of self-defence;" So I said, "Why?" She said, "That back 
verandah of yours is alongside my bedroom and the garage is on the other side 
of the house;" She said, "Sometimes they go till eleven o'clock at night with 
their sandpapering and all this sort of stuff, and their chatter;" She said, "I 
don't mind, It's all good fun really except that it's much better if they go 
into the garage on the other side of the house;" So Barry got the message that 
it was more out of self-defence than just out of kind-heartedness; 
RJ You say that the yacht in the lounge was a bit rough Did you insist 
on it being removed? 

COURT Well not till the morning because they only wanted to leave it there 
overnight to keep it away from dust and to get it untouched and so on; No, I 
was more amused than angry with it I think-s But Rita wouldn't have worried 
about that, and the same with the boats on the verandah; You get shavings all 
over the place and you get booms and spars and fittings all around, sails; It 
wasn't safe to walk on the verandah at night; You had to go straight down the 
path to the back steps and make sure you didn't get tangled up in all this 
other stuff; Same in the shed; But we were lucky; Today they don't build their 
boats any more, they buy these fibreglass things that are prefabricated; In 
those days it was very inexpensive putting a boat in the water; A few sheets of 
ply, some fittings and a set of sails; Well, the sails today have to be certain 
types of material, very expensive; Somebody comes down to the club with 
something better so everyone has to go and get It; The same with the early days 
there. Some parent would find a new sort of a winch, so everyone had to have 
the new sort of winch; Instead of boats costing a very small amount to put in 
the water ready to sail and that was what it was all about, you found that they 
were getting very expensive and very professional; 

The boys were all very successful except Geoffrey; He was never interested in 
sailing; He learnt to sail; We made them learn to sail down there because of 
the safety factor. You very rarely find people that have been brought up in a 
yacht club that are not safe at sea; They learn safety; Geoffrey did his stuff 
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with Pelicans, but he was never very interested. He was more interested in 
rowing, so he still had a lot of experience on the water, but he dropped out of 
the yachting fairly soon. 

Rd Your father's advice was to give in when it came to women; Did you 
follow his advice? 

COURT Oh yes and no. Most times. I learnt the truth; I learnt the wisdom of 
what he said. You can make an issue out of nothing; You make an assessment; If 
it's something important, well okay you've got to make sure that the right 
thing is done, but if it's something that doesn't really matter, you make a 
storm in a teacup, and for what? I think I found a sensible balance with it; 
Also a lot of the things that Rita and I did over the years would be quite 
contrary to the professional advice you'd get from marriage guidance and all 
that sort of stuff. Some of the things I decided, the big issues that had to be 
decided, for instance whether I was going to go in to Hendry Rae and Court and 
form that partnership with Mr Hendry and Mr Rae. It was a big decision in our 
lives because we hadn't long been married and my practice was growing,; Rita was 
starting to feel secure in it-; It was a decision that somebody had to make So 
eventually we tacitly agreed that any important things like that, that I would 
make the decision and then if 1 was wrong,well it was my fault; She would never 
be in the position that years later she could feel, "If I'd have let Chas do 
that he would have gone on to greater things," or something of that kind, or if 
it failed she could have said, "I could have stopped him," something of that 
nature-. So we decided that any of those things, that, having discussed them 
properly - don't get me wrong - but having discussed them properly, then I'd 
make the decision. The same when the time came to go to the war; You see it's 
very unfair for a woman to make that decision because she could say, "No," and 
if you didn't go, forever and a day she'd feel that she was guilty and if you 
did go and you got killed she could then say, "I could have stopped him;" 
That's the sort of decision that in the final analysis I made; The same thing 
when it came to going into Parliament, she was very much against it. The first 
time it was suggested she was very, very emphatic about it; But then about 
three months later when it was raised she wasn't so determined about it and it 
was left to me to make that decision; So this idea that the only decisions you 
make are where you agree on them together, it's all right up to a point, but 
there are some things that somebody has to take the responsibility for it-. 
Otherwise you'd get nowhere and then you'd regret it later On; You're going to 
be right sometimes, you're going to be wrong others; As long as you think it 
out properly, you're rarely wrong; 

Rd You've spoken a lot of the qualities of Lady Court but thinking back 
to your courtship days, what would you say attracted you to her as a young 
person? 

COURT Well, I always felt her to be an attractive person. I always thought 
that she was even better looking than most of the people around the place. Also 
I was never very keen on skinny women. [Laughs] Rita was always you know [short 
pause] not overly..;, overweight or anything like that, don't get me wrong, but 
she always seemed to me to be what a woman should look like'; She didn't ever 
dress in a flamboyant way but she always dressed nicely; Somehow or other I 
instinctively felt that she was good for me because I could have easily dashed 
off on some rather emotional type of career things but Rita, unwittingly I 
think, had that sort of levelling Influence that was very important without her 
being dogmatic or anything like that; She was never one to read the riot act or 
anything of that nature; But it's one of these things that just happens; 

I remember after I met her I told Tom Bennett that I thought she was pretty 
good; I think it was he who I arranged that next time he was going to get one 
of his ball parties to see if she'd come; Torn always used to do the arranging, 
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you see; He was an absolute master at it and he loved doing it; He just loved 
being the organiser, collect the money, and do all these thingsT I think it was 
a hobby with him and he did it very well too-. I'm quite sure that Tom had made 
up his mind who was going to marry who; He would never admit it, but I'm quite 
sure, because I remember this particular time when he was getting this party 
for this ball and t said, "You know do you think Rita Steffanoni would like to 
come?" "Oh," he said, "I've been waiting for that." I can remember as well as 
anything, he'd sort of made up his mindT I can give that a tick now, that's the 
job well done; 

RJ Do you remember where you asked Lady Court to marry you? 

COURT Oh gosh I can't; That's getting down to fine detail; [laughs] I just 
can't remember that, but I do remember that in those days, of course, you 
confronted the parents of the bride and asked if you could have their darling 
daughter. I well remember that experience because I listed all my assets and 
insurance policies and things; [laughs] I'd rehearsed this all with Rita by the 
way because she thought that was the right thing to do; I was more concerned 
about old Mr Steffanoni because he was not the sort of person that you could 
have a lot of conversation with; He was a nice man but he was a very big man, 
and typical of a fellow that spent so much of his time out surveying in the 
wilds; I was more concerned about him; I needn't have been in the least bit 
worried, but I thought Mrs Steffanoni would be the easy one; She, as soon as I 
got there she knew what I was there all about and she made it very, very easy-; 
So she called Mr Steffanoni in and she virtually told him on my behalf; But I 
know she made It very, very easy; I had all my little bit of patter there ready 
to say; Of course, don't forget by this time you knew your prospective in-laws 
very well because you'd been going in and out of the place for meals and all 
that sort of thing for a long time; So they'd had a lot of chance to size you 
up and make up their mind whether you were suitable or not; I remember old Mr 
Steff only said one thing; He said, "What's Rita think about it?" [laughs] Of 
course he had it right, you see; After all she's the one that's got to live 
with YOU; But that's all he said; He said, "What's Rita think about it?" Her 
mother intervened and said, "Well, of course, Rita's all for it;" So that was 
that; it was as simple as that; But it was a nice old custom when you had to go 
and face Up-.;;. These old customs they might seem a bit fuddy-duddy, but 
they've all got their checks and balances built into them; 

RJ What happened about an engagement ring; Did you buy it between you 
or;;.; did she have one? [laughs] 

COURT Oh yes she did; There was a man named Cunningham who was a 
manufacturing jeweller, who had a little place In Murray Street, and he was a 
member of Lathom Lodge; He must have made up his mind that I was getting close 
to the fateful day because only a few weeks before this he would have seen Rita 
at Lathom Lodge, Masonic night, their ladies' night; He gave me a card and he 
said, "You know it's a tricky business this business about an engagement and 
all diamonds are not necessarily diamonds-; So," he said, "you know if I can 
help you at all;" So we actually went to his place and had one made to Rita 's 
spec If i cati on; 

RJ Does she still wear it? 
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COURT Yes 

RJ Any formal engagement party or-i7? 

COURT I can't recall we had a party, but we were always with our friends at 
various things, so I suppose there was spontaneous type of celebration7 I must 
plead guilty; I just Can't recall where we had the engagement party-. There 
would have been one because in those days it was quite a formal thing; 

RJ So how long was the engagement? You said you had a long engagement- 

COURT Well I've got my dates pretty right in most things. My understanding 
it was eighteen months; From the January;- Now you're testing my memory7 I 
think it was 19th January, it would be 1935; We were married on 3rd June 1936v 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 28 
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Rd And what do you remember about wedding preparations? 

COURT Oh, there was a lot of to-ing and framing because I had to fit it in 
with my  practice and I couldn't afford to have too long off. Don't forget I was 
a one-man practice so when I was away there was nothing being earned and my 
clients weren't being serviced. So we had to take all that into account, and 
getting our house built, fortunately with Ron Duke and a very good friend of 
his was the builder Charlie Croft. We thought that three months would be plenty 
of time for building the house; As it happened, of course, they embarrassed us 
by having the thing finished a fortnight before we were married. An empty house 
is never easy to look after, bearing in mind we were going to be away on our 
honeymoon as well, so we had to keep an eye on that; You didn't have the vandal 
problems that you have today, of course; it wasn't like that. But builders used 
to build places very quickly to get their money, pay for the contractor and the 
subcontractors. 

It was a busy time for us because we had a lot of P C [prime cost] items on the 
advice of Ron Duke. I suppose it applies today but it was very important in 
those days when you're trying to save every cent you could or every penny you 
could, and these P C items you could go and buy the fittings and things 
yourself, and if you could do a deal to get them cheaper well you got the 
benefit of it. So the P C item, say It was in there for ten pounds and you 
could go and get something for nine pounds, well you'd saved a pounds I know 
all the ceilings in our house, which are still there, I think it was the Perth 
Modelling Works, Jack Banfield was one of the family that owned these works and 
he was one of the Tom Bennett crowd. Of course, you built up a great pool of 
friends that had special interests in different firms through music, through 
the band, through the Tom Bennett groups and so on. So you'd know where to go; 
Plus the fact everyone was so darn keen. As soon as they knew you were building 
a house, they were around you like bees around a honeypot trying to sell you 
things. So we'd go in; We went to the modelling works, for instance, and picked 
our ceilings. In fact they used to change the moulds in those days for you. 
They'd use the same moulds but have them in a different configuration and so 
on. So that and the light fittings; You'd walk the town trying to get something 
cheap. So we were pretty busy doing these things with the help of Ron Duke; We 
eventually had the house finished all ready to occupy and we were still waiting 
to get married; So It was a pretty busy time; 

Rita, of course, had her own preparations to make. I was still playing in 
dances to get some money to get rid of this stupid third mortgage. Nine per 
cent, you know. We thought it was usuryl But you've got to relate that to the 
bond rate at the time so nine per cent today would be a cheap first mortgage. 
In those days we regarded it as a very expensive third mortgage; To tell you 
how we had to work to get enough money not only to live but to service the 
house and so on, I actually played at a ball the night before I was married 
just to get that last few pounds before we were married knowing that I wouldn't 
be able to earn any dance money for the next week or so while I was away on my 
honeymoon. I had to get another trumpeter to fit in all the dance band 
engagements with Fred Nice; So I was out actually playing at a ball the night 
before we were married to get those last few pounds; 

Rd Does that mean there was no bucks' party? 

COURT Well, they weren't very common In those days; They're a modern thing 
that seems to have become quite stupid the way they do it to excess. Even if 
there was it was a fairly modest sort of a thing; You might have a few friends, 
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might have a dinner and a few drinks, but these days they seem to want to do 
something outlandish, something quite stupid. You must realise you were in 
different times then. 

The wedding day I remember very well because first of all I had to get my hair 
cut because our offices were in Newspaper House and.... no they weren't then, 
but I used to get my hair cut at Newspaper House. Eventually our offices at 
Hendry Rae and Court went to Newspaper House, but I used to always get my hair 
cut there. There were barbers that had been there for years and years. I got a 
special haircut because I was getting married. George [not a proprietor] was 
the head barber there and he knew I was getting married and coming In to get my 
hair cut that day. That was his wedding present, the haircut. When we were 
going to the church and I was driving up to the church with my best man, every 
billboard that we passed.... the Daily News was a very important paper in those 
days and every billboard we passed had 'Stefanoni Escapes'. That's why I 
mentioned the spelling of Stefanoni, very special. Rita's family was S I E F F, 
Steffanoni. There was a fellow at that time was always in trouble with the 
police, named Stefanoni. He was spelt with one F. He was always giving trouble. 
The billboards all the way up to the church, every time we passed a Daily News 
billboard was 'Stefanoni Escapes'. This thing haunted me all the way up to St 
Alban's Church. 

Incidentally he was captured at Mount Barker when we arrived in Mount Barker on 
our way to our honeymoon. We didn't know until we read it in the paper later 
that he was captured. But that's why this double F and one F is very important 
in Steffanoni. 

RJ With the wedding plans, reception, food all the rest of it, were you 
involved at all or did the Steffanoni family....? 

COURT Oh Mrs Steffanoni took care of that and she asked us for a list of 
names that my mother and father wanted to invite. That was that. She did it all 
very nicely, and in their typical thoroughness, properly done and not overdone. 

RJ Where were you married? 

COURT St Alban's, Highgate. That's where Rita went to church as a little 
girl and she was baptised, confirmed and then we were married there. 

RJ Who officiated? 

COURT The Reverend Kerr, but not spelt C A R R. If I remember rightly it was 
spelt K E R R. The Reverend Kerr, and the organist was Campbell Egan, who came 
along for the occasion and some members of the RSL Band formed a guard of 
honour outside St Alban's when we came out. 

RJ What music did Campbell Egan choose, or perhaps you chose with him? 

COURT Oh no, well I think Rita nominated the music. I could easily check up 
on 7fie hymns that we used but.... I've got a pretty good memory for those 
things but I just can't recall that, but the wedding march they used was the 
traditional Mendelssohn one. Cam himself was a traditionalist so there was not 
going to be anything innovative in that. 

RJ And who were your attendants? 

COURT Well Jack Burkett, who had worked with me in Burkett and McLaren. His 
father was the chartered accountant I was originally articled to and he died 
not long after. Then he [Jack] was with me when I went out on my own. He didn't 
stay there very long. He went out to work with one of our clients. But he was 
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the best man. My brother was the other one. We had a bit of trouble with Syd, 
he didn't want to wear tails. So we said, "You wear tails or else." So he wore 
tails. 

RJ So clearly you also wore tails? 

COURT Oh we all wore them. Look tails were common In those days. Even our 
orchestra when we were playing for what could be called a class ball where 
people would be wearing tails, we used to wear tails then too. Ordinary dances, 
black tie. All of us were Freemasons so we were used to wearing tails for 
Lodge. 

RJ What do you remember of what Lady Court looked like that day? 

COURT I thought she looked pretty good. I'll show you one of the pictures. 
We've still got one at home on the dressing table at home. Rita In terms of 
size and shape and all that sort of thing is hardly any different to when I 
first met her. The Steffanonis are like that.. As they get older it doesn't 
matter what they eat they just seem to remain the same. Oh no if you looked at 
her wedding photo and looked at her today it's surprising. She's now 79, 
bearing in mind she's a bit older than me. [Laughs] In shape and everything 
she's not much different. 

RJ But what was her frock like? Just describe what you remember? 

COURT Oh it was very nice. It was just as I'd expect Rita to look, knowing 
that she'd do it right anyhow. So I remember she just looked just as good as I 
thought she would look. 

RJ And how many guests would you have had? 

COURT I'm guessing. I think there'd be about 120 all together. 

RJ And did you have a reception? 

COURT Yes. 

RJ Where was that? 

COURT You're stretching me a bit, but I'm fairly certain It was in the St 
Alban's Hall, you know the parish hail there. We went away. In those days 
everyone went away for the photos and came back. By that time the guests had 
assembled. Also weddings in those days didn't last very long. You know if the 
bride and bridegroom weren't on their way about half past ten the old folks 
used to look at their watches saying, "What's this all about?" They assumed 
that you wanted to get off for your wedding night before the night was too far 
gone. I get my own private views about some of these couples that want to stay 
there till two in the morning and that type of thing, and then go somewhere 
else to a disco after it. We've had a couple of experiences of that in recent 
times. People rightly just say, "Well there can't be any great.... It can't be 
a great experience, their wedding day and their wedding night." But we were in 
the old tradition and it was a very important thing to us privately. And to 
most people when they got married it was a very important thing to them 
privately. Very rarely did a wedding breakfast run till late in the night you 
know. Of course they usually started fairly early. But by the time the banquet 
was over and the odd dances were over, the formalities and the protocol were 
over, it was time to he on your way. 
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Rd What were your feelings once you realised you were actually married? 

COURT I thought it was pretty good. You know we'd given it a lot of thought. 
It wasn't as though you rushed into it, one of these whirlwind type of 
marriages. You'd given It a lot of thought as was the custom in those days. 
Rita, being what she was, she always used to think about the basic things of 
what we were going to live on and how we were going to live and all that sort 
of thing. See we discussed all these things at great length. It was a moment of 
great joy for me. It was everything I expected it to be. Our honeymoon and all 
that sort of thing, it was a great experience, a great new experience and as I 
say it was everything I expected it to be. 

Rd And your honeymoon, where was that? 

COURT We went down out of Mount Barker, Karribank. That was a great few 
days. A bit too short. 

Rd How long was it? 

COURT Oh only a few days because I had.... You must realise that the 
economic factor plus the fact I had clients to service, I couldn't afford to 
stay away very long. But we also had the problem of the house. We wanted to get 
back to that and get started on our married life. 

Rd So what would you consider the most noticeable change in your life 
once you were married as compared with being a bachelor living with his mother? 

COURT Oh I think the fact that I had to give much more thought to somebody 
else. See when you're living at home with your parents, you don't give much 
thought to anybody except yourself. The meals are there and your bed's there. A 
lot of things are done for you, more than you realise. Then all of a sudden 
you're on your own and you've got a wife to consider, and you've got a house to 
be maintained, and you've got to fit in all your engagements on top of that, so 
It's a new game, but we never seemed to have any great problems. 

I remember those first years of married life with great affection because there 
were a number of us were married at the same time. None of us had much money, 
of course none of us had a great mansion fully furnished or anything like that, 
and that was a good thing. So when anyone got a new dining room suite or 
carpets or anything of that kind It was an event because you didn't start off 
with everything. You didn't have washing machines and you didn't have 
refrigerators. We had an ice chest. All our friends had ice chests. In fact the 
first one in the group round there to get an electric refrigerator, belt driven 
electric refrigerator..., you don't know why that's significant, but every time 
the motor started up these belt driven ones used to make a mighty din. If they 
weren't at the other end of the house they could easily keep you awake half the 
night. But Ted Ledger was the first one to get an electric refrigerator. So 
that was a party. I remember when we got some carpets, we got a suite, all your 
friends would come around and you'd have a party. I can remember Dukes (they 
lived in Daglish in those days) when they got some things we all rallied 
around, bearing in mind most of us were musical you see, so you could have a 
musical evening. I remember when somebody got a lounge suite, somebody got a 
carpet. We had mostly polished boards, jarrah boards. If ever you take our 
carpets up you'll find some lovely polished boards underneath there. So these 
were events and they meant something. It was good because you placed a value on 
it. Most of my family, they've gone into a house fully furnished when they've 
got married. They've got refrigerators, they've got washing machines and all of 
these things that go with it. So I think they've lost a lot of fun in building 
these things up together. Strangely enough when we didn't have these things I 
can't remember that we were greatly inconvenienced, 
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I also learnt something fairly early in our married life; if ever you're going 
to have a party invite your neighbours. There weren't too many houses round 
where we are now, but Lugars were next door. The Dukes, the Neguses, the 
Ledgers, we'd all gathered and had a great old sing-song. We'd all tried out 
our new pieces and our new songs and everything. Of course we had these two 
very good pianists there so we could almost go non-stop. We must have gone till 
two or three in the morning. No-one drank very much in those days because you 
couldn't afford it anyhow, even if you wanted to. But the next morning I was 
out gardening and dear old Mr Lugar, he was a dear soul, much older than us, he 
said, "You made a lot of noise last night.." he was very nice about it, 
"....Charlie," and then I realised. I said, "I'm sorry Mr Lugar, we won't do It 
again." He said, "No, we like music and so on, but it went on a bit long." So I 
mentioned this to a couple of my mates and they said, "Oh gosh, the first thing 
you do Is invite your neighbours when you're going to have a party." So the 
next time we're having a musical evening.... In the meantime I found out that 
Mrs Lugar played the piano, not all that well, but she was very keen on it, and 
so we invited the Lugars. Well when it got to midnight I said, "Oh, it's about 
time we broke it up boys." And it was Mr Lugar saying, "What do we want to go 
home for now?" you see, "this is great," he said. Then I realised we had the 
neighbours there, you see, so it didn't matter what time we finished. So I 
learnt a lesson early in the piece and henceforth we remembered the neighbours. 
It's only a matter of being sensible with these things. 

RJ A further Interview with Sir Charles Court held at the Alexander 
Library Building on the 4th of September 1990. 

Sir Charles we were talking about your marriage et cetera last time. I wondered 
if there were any Italian ancestors to your wife with a name like Steffanoni? 
You told me about her parents, but is there an Italian antecedent going further 
back? 

COURT It goes back quite a long way. They did come from Italy at one time. 
In fact we had a consul here who was fascinated by the fact that Rita was of 
Italian origin. He had a great research undertaken in Italy of all the 
Steffanonis and the derivations of Steffanonis because like some English names 
they get distorted in registration. I don't think people understand how many 
names that we take for granted today and assume they are different families, 
but if you trace them back you'd find that because of poor spelling and poor 
writing and that, they were actually from the same family, it's just that the 
name got spelt wrongly. I could tell you some rather humorous cases where we've 
had estates where through bad spelling and bad writing people got the wrong 
Christian name registered and so on. But he had this research undertaken of all 
the Steffanoni derivations, some with two If's' and some with slightly 
different spellings and so on; some with one 'f'. It was fairly well 
established that Rita's antecedents would have come from the northern part of 
Italy. 

Victor Steffanoni (that's Rita's elder brother, or eldest brother; he was the 
eldest in the family) he told me that the real story about Steffanoni goes back 
further than that, because he said their original name was Stephenson and they 
were English. About the time of the Napoleonic wars Stephenson, as then known, 
had one of these memorable rows with the British monarchy and the British 
government that people were famous for having. The ultimate decision was to 
"shake the dust of England off my shoes and depart for some foreign land". You 
see, this was supposed to cause great consternation to the Emperor and the 
government. Probably no-one knew anything about it outside of the family but 
still Victor used to tell it in a rather droll, but nevertheless humorous way. 
So they sailed for Italy. When they went to Italy they changed their name to 
the Italian equivalent, which was Steffanoni and spelt with two 'f's', whatever 
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significance that has. When they eventually 'forgave' Britain for whatever it 
was that was upsetting the old boy, they never changed their name back to 
Stephenson, they remained Steffanoni. So when they migrated to Australia, they 
remained Steffanoni. 

That to my mind is a fairly logical explanation of It. The rest of the family 
are inclined to brush that aside because it spoils a good story. [laughs] Rita 
prefers to think that she is of true Italian descent because she said she can 
prove it because she loves Italian food. [chuckles] Well I suppose that's as 
good a reason as any. But you must realise that they go back several 
generations in Australia, so It's not as though they are new Italian migrants 
say of one generation or two generations; they go back a long, long way. 

It's very interesting also that when the bicentenary celebrations were on in 
Australia, there were a number of exhibitions of different ethnic groups. One 
of these ethnic groups was called "Australia's Italians". In fact it went 
around Australia and the Western Australian exhibition was held in this 
building, in the State Library. It featured paintings by Sophie Steffanoni, who 
was Rita's auntie, and also some of the exquisite embroidery of Lalla 
Steffanoni. She was quite famous for that. All the Masonic aprons and that type 
of thing were done with this gold and silver thread. Lalla was the auntie who I 
referred to who stayed with us for sixteen years. She was quite famous for her 
embroidery, Sophie was the artist, and not only a painter, but she was famous 
for other things. It's only now that her work Is starting to be recognised. 

When they brought the Italian exhibition here as part of the bicentenary, we 
arranged for the local members of the Steffanoni family to come and view the 
exhibition and I took them all to dinner at an Italian restaurant not far from 
here; Uncle Domenic's to be precise. We thought that would be an appropriate 
place to go. So we all came together and we had some very interesting pictures 
taken. 

In that exhibition here, there were quite a few of the Sophie Steffanoni 
pictures held by local members of the family included to save bringing a lot 
from the Eastern States. So in that exhibition there were quite a few from John 
Steffanoni's home (that's Victor Steffanoni's son), from Will Steffanoni's home 
(that's Rita's brother and Victor Steffanoni's brother), and also from the 
Court family. I have to quite ashamedly admit that when Rita got in touch with 
the boys to find out what they had done with the Sophie Steffanoni pictures 
that they had been given (Rita gave her pictures to some of the boys), Barry had 
to admit that his picture was down the shed because he's not altogether the 
cultural type. I don't think they realised how valuable these pictures were. So 
poor old Barry had to go and get this picture out of the shed. I also have to 
admit with great shame that it was in bad shape. 

END OF TAPE 28 SIDE B 
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COURT The picture was in such bad shape I had reservations about bringing it 
in, but I eventually brought it in. They were able to clean it up a little bit. 
Then they asked me the embarrassing question, "How much have you got it insured 
for?" I said, "Knowing Barry as I do it won't be insured for anything at all 
because I don't think he realises that it is a fine picture." So they then took 
out insurance for $10 000 on this picture and that really impressed the family 
when I told them that the exhibition had insisted that there be an insurance 
policy of $10 000 on this picture that Barry had contributed. Then they all 
started to look at theirs, Admittedly theirs were in better shape. 

The interesting thing about that is that when the exhibition was over (and the 
public wouldn't have realised how bad was the condition of the picture because 
it didn't look all that bad on the wall the way they'd tizzieci it up) I got Bay 
Galleries to have a look at it. Betty Luiham was good enough to have a look at 
it. She said, "Well it just happens that there's a lady in Perth at the moment 
from England who's an absolute expert at the reconditioning of pictures, the 
restoration of pictures and all that sort of work,' which is a highly skilled 
type of work. So she undertook the assignment of restoring this picture and 
also repairing the frame and everything. You've no idea what it did to that 
picture, because she was an absolute expert; Thanks to this lady being here and 
being able to undertake the assignment we now have the picture at our home 
while Barry's building a new home for himself because we're afraid he might 
put it down the shed again, [laughs] so we're not going to let him have it 
until the house is finished. 

I must say that the family have fallen in love with the picture; We would 
dearly like to know what street in Sydney it is because It would be a very 
faithful representation of a part of Sydney in 1909. The date's on It and her 
signature's on it, but it is a street scene in Sydney. She did many of these. 
That would be a very faithful representation, a representation you can only get 
from a good painting; you can't get it from a photograph; This is a superbly 
done picture; We've tried hard to try and relate it to some parts of Sydney to 
see if we can pick up where it Is because if we could find out exactly where 
that is and then relate it to today, the value of that picture would go up 
several times. 

Some of the Steffanoni relatives in Sydney are very history conscious and 
they've brought together a lot of the Steffanoni history and they are 
particularly obsessed about Auntie Sophie; Auntie Lalla doesn't get so much 
mention, but Auntie Sophie seems to have fascinated them; She never married and 
she died fairly young. But she must have had a fairly interesting and lively 
life and dominating her life were these paintings, a great variety of them. 
They are now acknowledged as being first-class works both in technical terms 
and also in historic terms; So that's some of the Steffanoni background. 

Uncle Will I knew well; He lived in Sydney; He never came over here when Lew 
Steffanoni came over - that's Rita's father. He was the manager and chief 
operator at the technical level of one of the big power stations of Sydney in 
those days, when they were all coal, of course. He was quite highly respected 
because of his efficiency in operating power stations. They were all burning 
coal and they weren't as fussy about the effluent and also about the coal dust 
and other things that came out of the stacks; He had a reputation that the 
shift that he was in charge of was always better disciplined and a cleaner 
shift than when anyone else was on the job; It just shows that even in those 
days you had people that cared; Whilst they didn't have all the scrubbers and 
the suppressors that they have today, he was quite famous for the fact that.;-.'; 
The local people could always tell when he was on the job because the station 
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operated cleaner and more balanced. And that's very true because I knew that 
happened often in Western Australia, where one operator who was vigilant all 
the time, keeping the station in proper balance, could produce a much cleaner 
result than somebody that just, you know [adopted a], "to hell and let it rip" 
sort of approach. As long as the station was working it didn't matter to them. 
But even back in those days, for probably a different reason, you had a man 
that was very conscious of those things. Uncle Will was a very entertaining 
character. He was full of fun. He had just as great an obsession about Sydney 
as what I have about Western Australia. So when we met him he used to spend 
half his time rubbishing Western Australia, you know, "That little village over 
there called Perth," and that sort of thing, and referring to the great and 
glorious city of Sydney. 

Incidentally it's his daughter and her daughters that are the great historians 
of the Steffanoni family. They've gone to a tremendous lot of bother. I think 
they probably inherited it, not so much from Uncle Will as they did from his 
wife. 

RJ I know Auntie Lalla eventually threw away her glasses as you've 
described, but was she still embroidering when she stayed with you? 

COURT No, she wasn't doing any of that that I know of. She did do some when 
she first came over here because Rita's often told me how she used to 
embroider their names on things, their initials on things. It was always a work 
of art. I can only assume that she would have done it on to handkerchiefs and 
other things, clothes that had to be marked, and she still carried on with 
great skill. But I cannot believe she would have been able to do it when she 
threw away her glasses. Her brother, that's Rita's father, Lew Steffanoni, was 
always very angry with her over throwing away these glasses and trying to 
pretend that she could see and read and so on. 

RJ In talking of your wedding I missed asking you who Lady Court's 
attendants were. We do have yours. 

COURT I'll have to be careful about this. One was Miss Langley and the other 
one was her cousin, who would then be Len [Lenore] Jones, now Len Steenbergen. 
She married a Dutch sea captain from the KLM Line and she's still here. But 
I'll just remember the Langley christian name. She was Rita's closest friend. 
They went to school together. They used to live in William Street and used to 
walk down to school, even when they went to Perth Girls' School, and when they 
went to work. Mary worked in the.... that's it, Mary Langley.,.. she worked in 
what was then the Bank of New South Wales and Rita worked in the WA Trustees. 
So they were very, very close friends. They often used to walk down to work 
together and walk back rather than catch the bus, [but they would] often catch 
the bus down William Street. Rita lived at 538 William Street. Len Jones as she 
was then, she was one of Rita's cousins. [She lived in Bicton.] 

RJ You've spoken of that lovely process where the barber cut your hair 
for your wedding present and Ron Duke designed your house as a wedding present 
and so on. Do you remember other wedding presents you received? 

COURT Oh there were many things. People in those days, bearing In mind it 
was still the Depression and it was quite the sensible thing to do just to ask 
what you wanted so that you didn't get half a dozen of this and half a dozen of 
that and nothing of something else. So who was going to donate the tea set or 
the dinner set and who was going to donate the cutlery and that sort of thing, 
and the linen, it was all worked out beforehand. The parents did certain things 
and your friends would come and discuss it with you. That was considered the 
sensible thing to do. If you did happen to get more than one, well it was 
always understood that you'd either by arrangement or privately you'd change 
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the thing; Not unusual for them to give you the docket so you could go back to 
Boans or Sandovers or wherever it was; It was a sensible way to do it? Out of 
that we inherited most of the things we needed to at least start? 

The dinner set, which Is a rather lovely red rose pattern, we've still got most 
of that Intact; We thought that we'd destroyed most of the soup plates and in 
fact we were wrong? We found that half a dozen of these were stacked away and 
we somehow or other had not found them; So they're in full use at the moment? 
But after 54 years it's not bad to be able to have so many things from your 
original dinner set still in good order? 

One of my clients gave us a trolley thing? It's got a special  name - you might 
be able to remember - that you had if you had afternoon tea; You could set it 
up and it had two levels? It was glass with steel frame, very simple, but very 
effective, and you could have two levels on this and you could set it up for 
afternoon tea with all the cups and the saucers and the plates and things that 
went with it? You could then have the cakes you were going to have and other 
things that went with it (they could have them on another level) and you could 
wheel it in to the dining room or the lounge wherever you're going to have 
morning or afternoon tea; That was given to me by the family that owned Brown 
and Burns, which was a very big bakery in those days, eventually bought out by 
the Weslon people; The Burns family were the proprietors in those days-; People 
laugh when you hear bakers known as Brown and Burns, but the fact was there was 
a Mr Brown and there was a Mr Burns; They were real people: Brown and Burns? 
But being a bakery everyone thought the thing was a bit of a joke? 

But the Brown family had disappeared from the scene by the time I got involved; 
They were one of my early clients on behalf of the family, Initially when I 
took them over it was rather an unpleasant assignment sorting out this family 
thing? But I became very friendly with them and very much part of the family? 
In fact one of their daughters is still alive and Rita and I are still very 
friendly with her; But that branch of the family, the eldest was Tom Burns and 
then there was Bob Burns and then there was Ormond, and then there was Jack 
Burns-; They had one sister who was trained as a singer of some ability, but she 
never went on with a career; She went abroad and was properly trained, but she 
never went on as a professional career; Her name was Lexie; I don't know what 
her true name was, but we always knew her as Lexie, Lexie Burns. She married a 
Mr Van der Sluys, who was a Dutchman here at the time? 

But I became Involved with them and that's how they came to give me this 
present from the family; It's still in full use looking just as modern as it 
did then; It was one of these plain simple designs and they have a habit of 
retaining their youth, you might say; They always seem to be up-to-date, 
whereas if it's an ornate, heavy sort of a thing they date very much, but it's 
still there; If you went down there into the kitchen today you'd find it with a 
nice cloth over both the upper deck and the lower deck all ready for the next 
afternoon tea party with some very nice fine china on it; Some of that would 
have been from wedding presents; There are other things like spoons and the 
cutlery, of course, that we had, which is still there; 

RJ If you still have some of your original dinner set does that mean your 
Sons did not do dishes? 

COURT I wouldn't say that; It means that we never had a dishwasher except 
me; 

1 A traymobile (RJ) 
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Rd You were the dishwasher? 

COURT Well we've always done our share of it, but we've never had a 
dishwasher in our place; We always dragged our feet a bit even with washing 
machines-; All the boys have got dishwashers and they've got everything that 
opens and shuts, but a lot of these things we've never caught up with and never 
had any need to; I think the reason why most of it's intact is the fact that we 
didn't have an automatic dishwasher; They're the great destroyers of these 
things; 

Rd Your block at 46 Waratah Avenue, do you remember how much you paid for 
it? 

COURT Yes, 120 pounds-; I had to go and do a deal with the bank manager to 
get some temporary accommodation to provide the extra twenty pounds; It was a 
Mr (Edward] Niblett was the agent that sold it to us; Many years later, it was 
after the war - bearing in mind that would be in 1935 and we built in 1 36 - 

many years later after the war and I had all the boys down swimming down at 
Peppermint Grove; People were still swimming a lot in the river in those days-. 
I had all the boys down because it was easy to mind them; When you get down to 
the surf, the bigger ones wanted to go out further and the little ones weren't 
ready to look after themselves, so it was a nightmare trying to keep an eye on 
everybody; But I remember this Sunday afternoon for some reason or other I'd 
taken them down myself, Rita wasn't there, and as I was sitting there watching 
all the boys do their things and build the inevitable castles and things, a man 
came up to me and he said, "Does your wife still think that I robbed her?" I 
recognised then it was Mr Niblett; We had a laugh-; He said, "Your wife was so 
angry that day. She thought that I'd robbed you at the price I charged-;° When 
you think of what land's worth today down there; Well, that was many years 
later; Goodness only knows what it's worth today; 

Rd But was it an expensive block at the time? 

COURT No, but we would have been much better off, of course, if we'd have 
bought one of the blocks overlooking the river, round Burswood Parade or 
Jutland Parade, round there; We could have bought one of those you know, within 
our means, just with a little bit more effort-; We wouldn't have paid more than 
150 pounds for one of those blocks then; Don't forget It was 1935; But Rita 
wouldn't have a bar of it because there were no roads; From Waratah Avenue over 
to Sunset Home there were literally no roads and she just refused to live where 
there were no roads; Waratah Avenue didn't go right through; it used to finish 
at our place and it was gravel, but. at least it had a road; There was a 
shopping centre not far down the road where it still is today, on the corner of 
Adelma Road and Waratah Avenue; There was a gallon licence grocer on the old 
style, real professional style grocer; He was on the corner there and that was 
convenient to our place, although there was no road through; You used to go 
down to a track to there because the road came in from Claremont, if you can 
visualise what I mean, with Victoria Parade down the Claremont end-; The trams 
used to go down to there from the Claremont Station and the road used to come 
from there up to Adelma Road and then there was a break and you had to go 
through this little bush track down there for a short while; The road was soon 
put through; 

But Waratah Avenue was originally called Westana Road, and the Auburn murder, 
the famous Auburn murder, was committed in that street, about opposite where 
our house is, bearing in mind it was a very remote place [at the time]; A taxi 
man named O'Neil was murdered and a man named Auburn was eventually found 
guilty and imprisoned for it; If I remember rightly he served his term and was 
released; It was always known as the Auburn murder: never as the O'Neil murder, 
it was always known as the Auburn murder; O'Neil was a taxi driver; He had a 
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wife who was a very good singer. From that day onward they couldn't sell land 
in Westana Road because everyone in Perth knew that the Auburn murder was 
committed in Westana Road, Nedlands, you see. So they had the brainwave of 
changing the name to Waratah Avenue and from then onward the hoodoo was lifted. 
You'll find a lot of early plans for Nedlands/Dalkeith have got Westana Road on 
what is now Waratah Road; But that's a long way of telling you why we didn't 
buy a block overlooking the river because there literally were no roads 
between Waratah and Sunset, which was the old men's home; 

RJ And you couldn't see it coming that there would be roads through in 
time to make it a proposition? 

COURT Well I believed there would be, and I didn't think it would be all 
that long, but Rita just couldn't bear the thought of having a house tucked 
away in there. I tried to convince her that once houses started to go in they'd 
have to put roads in. Even if they were gravel roads they'd have to put them 
in. But she was quite adamant about it and, you know, the women always win in 
these things! 

Rd I thought you made the major decisions. [Laughs] 

COURT Oh that wasn't altogether a major decision, that was very much her 
home. There's one thing about it that Rita was very emphatic that that was 
going to be the place where she was going to preside and bring up a family and 
so fair enough it was her particular domain.- 

People don't realise that Sunset at that stage was virtually a poor house; The 
bush between Waratah Avenue and Sunset, when we first went to live there, was a 
mass of cubby houses. They weren't allowed to have their liquor at Sunset, and 
so they used to have their little store of some probably pretty powerful stuff 
there [in the bush]. It was a great matter of honour that no—one stole anything 
out of these cubby houses; Of course you could do those things in those days. 
You'd walk through there and you'd stumble on these little cubby houses, little 
wigwams you might say, through there and it would be somebody's preserve. Of 
course, you can imagine as soon as people started to build there this stopped.-
Their nearest source of alcohol was the Nedlands Park Hotel, which was quite a 
walk from Sunset down to there, but a lot of them used to walk down and stagger 
back. They didn't have all that much money because you can imagine the sort of 
people that were in Sunset at that time would have very little. They'd have the 
pension and no more, and the pension wasn't very much; So you've got to 
envisage that that was just bush, light bush; mainly banksia by the way, 
banksia and sheoak. There were some coastal plain type eucalypts, but they were 
mainly banksia and sheoak. 

Also these old chaps used to wander round there as houses got built and some of 
them were good gardeners and some of them were very good handymen. You got to 
know the trustworthy ones and those to avoid; The metho merchants you kept away 
from them. But it was amazing the amount of help you could get if you were 
planting a lawn or getting a stump out or something like that; Some of these 
old boys used to like the job and quite apart from the few shillings they got, 
they had a bit of homely comfort for the time that they were working with you: 
cups of tea, the odd cakes and all that sort of thing. So it was just a passing 
phase, but an Interesting little touch. The ladies were the wives who mainly 
stayed home in those days and didn't go to work; They got to know these chaps 
because some you couldn't trust into the house; others of course, they were 
just dear old chaps and quite useful around the place. 
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Rd Did either of you ever regret that decision not to live on the river? 

COURT Not really. I mean when you make these decisions if you make them 
properly you don't look back on them. A lot of people [who] live on the river, 
of course, are not as happy as they might have been because you get that much 
wind, specially if you're living on the ocean, but the river's not so bad. It's 
a beautiful outlook, but it's not all pluses; The only problem with Waratah is 
now, of course, it's a tremendous thoroughfare now, so It's tremendously busy. 
The buses started going up Waratah, coming from Claremont, so fairly early in 
our married life we had buses. It was the United Bus Service run by a man named 
Robinson. We could write a book about that service, but it was a good service, 
it was a private service. His son learnt to drive on the passengers, and his 
son eentually finished up as the chairman of the Metropolitan Transport 
Trust. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 29 

Sir Charles has given much useful information on the early bus services, see 
pp, 31-33 and 46-53, of this transcript (RJ) 
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TAPE 29 SIDE B 

Rd So when your house was actually built in 1936 how many houses would 
have been in Waratah Avenue? 

COURT Well the two places on the left looking out were there. One had just 
been built - Mr and Mrs Sharp, dear people - and then there was another place 
that had been there some time. That must have been one of the pioneer places 
there. The place is still there, but it's the oldest of them. Then not long 
after we came to live there, the Lugars started to build their place. That's on 
the right hand side looking out. There were none of the places on the other 
side of the road and very few down Waratah Avenue, but they quickly came. In 
those days they built a house in anything from ten to fifteen weeks. It would 
have to be quite a substantial place to take fifteen weeks. Our place was built 
in less than twelve weeks and quicker than was estimated, because we'd timed it 
to fit in with our wedding. So we had the place earlier than we wanted it. But 
in those days the builders got on with the job and they wanted their money. 

RJ Do you remember what you paid for the house? 

COURT Yes, 1040 pounds was the quote, and we got fifteen pounds back, 
because we used to watch the PC [prime cost], what were called the PC items, 
and you could go and provide them yourself. That's how that came about and so 
by the time [the place was finished], with Ron Duke's help and a few other 
things, we were able to get it back. I know we got fifteen pounds back. When we 
had the place painted externally for our golden wedding in 1986, we thought 
we'd have it painted completely from front to back because it had been done in 
bits and pieces before. It cost more in dollar terms, cost more than double to 
get the place painted [outside than] what it cost for the land and the building 
when we were married. That puts inflation in its perspective. That was just to 
get it painted externally by the way. Just to be precise about it, we had the 
tuckpointing redone because all the houses in those days were built with 
limestone foundations. We had the tuckpointing redone and one or two places 
made secure where the foundations were starting to show their age, but it cost 
more than double in dollar terms what the land and the building cost. 

RJ And how much of that a thousand and what would have been twenty-five, 
by the time you got your fifteen back, had to go on the third mortgage? 

COURT A hundred, a hundred pounds. 

Rd And the second? 

COURT I couldn't be precise about that, but that would have been a couple of 
hundred. We just had this difference We wanted to go that extra bit and 
allowing for a few other things we were just that much short, so we had to go 
and borrow that [third mortgage amount]; That's the part I never told my mother 
and father. 

Rd Just describe that house for me when it was first built. We know you 
added on to it, but when it was first built. You've got your limestone 
foundations; what were the walls? 

COURT Oh they were brick. It was brick and limestone. In fact the place in 
the front is exactly the same as it was then; 
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RJ But it's an exposed brick, it wasn't.... 

COURT Oh some of it in the front was covered, but most of it in the back 
parts were just exposed brick, but the front was mainly plastered over or 
covered over. The only difference with the front today is that we had a garage 
door in those days. Eventually we took that down because we wanted to have a 
double garage, with the cars parked in tandem and it was much easier to get rid 
of the door because somebody was always knocking into it and it was a nuisance 
in the middle of the night having to go and open the darn thing anyhow. So we 
got rid of that door, but apart from that door being removed, the front is 
exactly the same as when it was first done. In fact quite a few places you'll 
find in Daglish and in parts of Nedlands have got the same sort of front, the 
same sort of pillars. They were all copied from there. It was quite a common 
thing in those days, people going to build a house, they'd motor round for 
weeks on a Sunday because people used to spend a fair bit of time on It, it 
was the greatest investment they'd ever made. At the time when we were planting 
our lawn and planting our roses and that sort of thing, it was quite common for 
cars to be parked outside our place while they were sketching our house 
because people just had to do these things to try and save money. They might 
bring their builder along - not an architect - well I suppose there might have 
been the odd architect came along. It became a fairly popular type of front 
with a flat roof over the verandah and these columns which were rather 
attractive. We used to have a sweeping path that came up to the front. We 
haven't got that now, we took that out. There used to be a rose bed along 
there. So while we were planting the lawn and planting gardens and all that 
sort of stuff, which you used to do yourself mainly, again to save a bit, quite 
a few people copied that there and I can take you around to them in Nedlands 
and Daglish and suburbs you find that were built simultaneously or a bit later 
than Nedlands. 

RJ What is the roof made of? 

COURT Oh the roof was tiled. I think what made the front rather attractive 
was the fact that it had a circular verandah with a flat roof on it which 
showed off the house behind it and there were these rather dignified looking 
columns and two bay windows which gave it a lovely balance. We were very proud 
of it. The bay windows were made of limestone which was tuck pointed because 
tuck pointing was all the rage in those days. It was also, of course, a good 
way of waterproofing between the limestone masses that were used for building 
these things. Most foundations in those days were made of limestone, but these 
two bay windows were limestone and very nicely done. There were plenty of 
tradesmen around those days, mainly Italian that used to do these things, 
surprisingly cheap and surprisingly quick. They were very good at doing it and 
they loved doing anything that was a bit different, a bit artistic, rather than 
just slapping in foundations which were just straight lines everywhere. These 
bay windows, which were limestone up to the window height, gave It a lovely 
balanced appearance. 

RJ Once you walked in the front door what was the house like, the 
original house? 

COURT Well there was a hall - that part's unchanged. There was a hail and 
that led off to the main bedroom on the one side and on the left hand side 
walking in It moved into the lounge and then on into the dining room with 
swinging doors at both the hail and where the lounge changed into the dining 
room. The doors, the swinging doors, where it changed from being the lounge, 
which was a very pleasant room with a fireplace in it, a wood fireplace in 
those days, which we've just had, by the way, made from an oil one which we 
never liked into a very pleasant gas one (It's only been finished this week) to 
bring it up to date. But those swinging doors are not there any more. I always 
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used to laugh about this one because all the time our boys were growing up the 
swinging doors were there, as was a swinging door out from the back passage 
into the kitchen. But when the grandchildren started to arrive Rita used to be 
terrified of these swinging doors, because if somebody let them go they could 
come back and give you a nasty blow. So she had them taken out. I used to smile 
because while the boys were there and Auntie Lalla was there and Mrs Steffanoni 
was there they didn't seem to cause any great problem specially with Auntie 
Lalla, I suppose because they lived in the house and they were used to them and 
they knew they were there, whereas people coming in, little toddlers coming in 
strange to the place they wouldn't know about them and wouldn't be conscious of 
them. So they've been changed, but otherwise there's no change. Then, of 
course, we had a back room; If I could just go back to when you got into the 
hall when you came in, you went to the right you went into the main bedroom, to 
the left you went into the lounge and then on into the dining room. Then at the 
end of the passage, which was the end of the hail, there was the bathroom on 
the right. Then you went down a fairly long passage down to the kitchen. Then 
you opened out on to the back verandah and also to the back bedroom; 

RJ So there wasn't a second bedroom in the front part? 

COURT Not in the front part. 

RJ Just the main bedroom; 

COURT There was the main bedroom and the lounge and the dining room. Then 
he t hack passage led into the kitchen and the bathrooms, but don't forget there 
was another bedroom there that led off the passage, the back passage. 

RJ It was still just a two bedroomed home when you started? 

COURT At the start, yes. And there was a sleepout on the western side, which 
subsequently was closed in and became a bedroom. Then there were two bedrooms 
built behind that, so that's how you had a study room for all of the boys. That 
was quite adequate, but the back verandah had to be duly extended, so we got a 
lovely big back verandah which came in handy, of course, as a play centre for 
the boys. If you look at the back steps, both those that lead down in to the 
back garden and those that lead out to the garage, you'll notice some slats 
down the pillars, wood pillars that hold the two sides up. They are slots and 
that's where a piece of plywood used to be put in there, in both of them, and 
that completely shut off the back verandah for the babies. Victor and then 
Barry, and then later on the others, they could play in there. It was a big 
area, quite a big area. They could play there in complete safety because the 
wail was too high for them to climb and it was quite well ventilated because it 
opened up a few Inches off the ground, too small for them to get under. So it 
was a great play centre for them there. Then, of course, after these other two 
rooms were built on to the back that made it quite spacious. 

RJ How big was the backyard? 

COURT Oh well it's a fairly big one; It's a 66 foot frontage on the old 
quarter acre. In those days everyone had fowls. So the back half of the garden 
was fenced off and the fowls were down there and Mrs Steffanoni she was in 
supreme command, and we've still got the egg book. She meticulously kept a book 
of the eggs. Then she'd say, "It's time we went out to..;;" a couple of places 
she had where she bought pullets because the hens weren't performing well 
enough, so they used to go over to Mr Gordon who used to buy anything from 
pullets to the aged hens, old broilers and so on, and so then you bring in the 
new laying pullets. You had to go out and buy them and start all over again; Of 
course It was one way of getting rid of all the rubbish when you look back on 
it. I suppose the fowls created some sort of a hygiene problem themselves, but 
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they also cleaned up all the rubbish. All the vegetable peelings and everything 
like that, there was a ready market for them; But that was her domain when she 
came to live with us. We put her in charge of the fowls and it was quite a 
ceremonial when she went down there to feed them and the chooks would gather 
around. But the back half was mainly fowls. Bearing in mind when we first went 
there they were all banksia trees, and some beautiful banksia trees and sheoak. 
But when you watered and fertilised for the lawns they didn't last very long. 
The sheoaks went first and then the banksias went. Some of the banksias were 
quite big. Most of them were fairly small but there were some beautiful big 
banksia trees in our back yard. 

RJ When you were establishing your garden was that something that you and 
Lady Court worked on together or did you do it? 

COURT Well she had the ideas. She was supreme, where we had roses and.... I 
think I told you something of the famous Eric Cummings who used to help 
everybody. 

RJ No. 

COURT I thought I'd told you about that. Well up in 61 Vincent Street 
(Vincent Street, Nedlands that is, not North Perth) there's his house and I 
think his widow still lives there. But Eric Cummings and I, we were friendly 
through music, and the Cummings family were very friendly with the Steffanoni 
family before I'd ever met Rita, because Eric was very much a Mount Lawley 
identity. He built down there [in Nedlands] and he was well-established when we 
went down there. He worked in the WA Trustees; that's another way that Rita got 
to know him. But he was a great gardener and he used to often win the prize for 
the champion dahlia and gladioli and roses. He competed in all three. Those 
days (my how things have changed) when the gladioli championship and the rose 
championship and the dahlia championship (they'd all be at different times when 
they were held in the Perth Town Hall usually) they'd take up a whole page of 
the results. 

Well Eric was a lovely chap and a patient sort of a chap. There's many, many 
gardens down in Nedlands that were started under the supervision of Eric 
Cummings. He seemed to have tremendous patience and you'd only have to drop a 
word to him that you wanted a bit of advice and he'd be down there advising you 
on the sort of grass to put in. I know he advised me to put in three types of 
grass seed - not runners, grass seed, after the ground had been properly 
prepared, so that you'd have a constant lawn. These different grasses were at 
their best at different times of the year and they would all grow. They were 
quite compatible with one another. I never got mine to the same success as he 
had, but his lawn was always beautiful and It had these three types of grass. I 
know one was creeping bent, another one I think was ordinary couch. I'm not 
sure whether the buffalo was the other one, but there were three distinct 
grasses that had different characteristics at different times of the year. So 
Eric would come down and supervise and he'd get very Involved in it, because he 
was one of those chaps. He was a perfectionist and he'd insist on seeing that 
you did it right, put the right fertiliser in and so on and getting it right 
level and so on. Then when you were planting roses, he had a very strict 
formula for growing roses in the sandy soils of Nedlands, which was a mixture 
of sand, animal manure and loam. So you'd have to bring in a third, a third, a 
third, and you had to go down two foot six Inches and old Eric would be around 
to make sure that you went down that far. He didn't do it for you, but he made 
sure that you didn't cheat and you went down that far and then you put the 
mixture in in the right proportions at the right levels and so on. You had to 
put a filter down the bottom, of small stones at the bottom. That acted as some 
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sort of a filter. A lot of people had great success with their roses and then 
the dahlias and the gladioli, but he was the perfectionist and I don't think I 
ever had that sort of patience. 

But Rita was always a keen gardener, she loved gardening, just like she loved 
having the children around her and they seemed to go together. So I did the 
heavy work but she was the one that inspired the annuals and all that sort of 
thing. The original rose bed went in a sweeping formation on either side of a 
path with standard roses, if you can imagine standard roses, with a path that 
swept gracefully into the front steps. They were taken out some years later and 
that path was taken out. So now we only have the roses along the front fence 
(they're ordinary bush roses) and then the standard roses are down Lugar's 
side. [We had a low limestone front fence when the house was built. This was 
later removed,] 

RJ Did you grow vegies or fruit trees? 

COURT We have fruit trees there now. There's a mandarin tree and an orange 
tree and a lemon tree. Not a great success. In more recent years Rita's been 
very successful with her..;. let me think. Oh gosh I should remember. You know 
the thing..... Rita's been quite successful with her avocados. She's got one 
big tree there that had about 400 on it one year, but It has an on year and an 
off year. She's trying to get a number of others to grow, but they're quite a 
recent addition. We've had a plum tree there that was quite successful in spite 
of a vicious pruning I gave it on one occasion. We've had grape vines, but they 
haven't been a great success But we used to grow vegetables. When you had 
fowls, of course, it was ideal because you - as long as you kept the fowls 
locked up, of course, but fowl manure was always very good for vegetables, so 
you can imagine that in those days we had this recycling business down to a 
fine art. They probably didn't call it that, but it was all part of the economy 
in terms of being economical. It made good sense anyhow. But I was never a 
great enthusiast. Rita would have been responsible for any vegetable successes, 
growing peas and beans and other things. It was mainly her insistence and 
perseverance. I'd do the heavy digging and she'd do the rest. 

RJ You've spoken of the location of shops when you first went there and 
the corner store, et cetera. What else do you remember as being there in those 
times? 

COURT I'd have to be careful about this, but until the garage and other 
things came I think it would only be the corner store. See it was more than a 
corner store, it was an old style well-equipped, well-managed, grocery. That 
was an ideal place for the old gallon licence. It's only about 30 years ago 
that the gallon licence principle was broken down. The gallon licence was for 
an isolated place like that, where your nearest hotel was Claremont, or 
Nedlands Park. So it made good sense to have a place where you could go and buy 
liquor, not to consume, but to take home and consume. For Instance it was 
against the law to be able to broach the bottles and to drink them on the spot. 
That's where the term "gallon licence" cane, that you could only buy in gallon 
lots. It brought a lot of argument later on. Eventually it was broken down and 
with it was the demise of the old style grocery, because once somebody found a 
loophole in the law, that once you could go beyond the original gallon licence 
concept where people took home not less than a gallon, and they took it home 
for their own consumption because there was no hotel, or no tavern, then, of 
course, some smart alec came along and found out that as long as you had a 
packet of peanuts there that was enough to make It the store and the rest could 
be a liquor store. So all of those old, famous old grocery stores, where they 
patted the butter and they weighed the sugar and they weighed this and they 
weighed that - had very little packaging in those days you know, so you didn't 
have all this accumulated rubbish that you've got now and of course all of the 
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stores used to deliver; You could ring up on the phone and they'd deliver or 
you went down and lodged an order or the grocery boy would come and pick up 
your order on a round of certain days. It was a very wonderful service- The 
quality was very good; The quality of dried fruits and all that sort of thing 
they carried had to be very, very special because it was a very personal 
businessT The man running It was truly a professional grocer, just as much as a 
man who was a plumber or a carpenter. He would have served his time and would 
be a truly professional retail grocer; 

I don't know if I told you before but Rita's two uncles, Uncle Horace and Uncle 
Clem - they were Jones; that was on her mother's side; Clem Jones and Horace 
Jones; They each had one of these old style, high quality gallon licences, one 
in North Fremantle and one in East Fremantle They ran these stores in 
accordance with the tradition for which they were quite famous-; One of them 
today is just a very ugly looking liquor licence-? Poor old Uncle Clem, who ran 
a very prim and proper show, he'd be twirling in his grave, and they've got 
ugly pictures painted up outside- It's just a liquor store and that was one of 
these that went the way of all the others when they got away from this old 
gallon licence business for this store; 

END OF TAPE 29 SIDE B 
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TAPE 30 SIDE A 

RJ Give me the full names of each of your sons and their precise dates of birth please. 

COURT What's this supposed to be a quiz, is it? 

RJ [Laughs] Yes, something like that. 

COURT Well the eldest is Victor Charles. He was born on 13th February. I'll have to be pretty 
careful about the years, but he would be 1938. Then Barry came along [Barrymore Michael]. He's on 
the 23rd of March. I'm never quite sure about the year because there was a mix up with the war. 

RJ 1941. 

COURT Yes, that's right, 1941. Then Ken came. I was away at the war when he was born. He 
was born in December, the 11th of December [1943.] 1 was away at the war at the time and by a 
stroke of luck it just so happened that the signal officer knew that Ken was about to come so he got on 
to his friend in Perth, as these signallers used to play tricks with things. He got on to his friend in 
Perth and he got him to enquire and found out that Ken had been born. So he then said, "Would you 
like to talk to your wife?" So the next thing I knew I was talking to Rita. I was in Darwin at the time - 
I wasn't in Darwin I was in a place called Coomalie Creek there. So I spoke to Rita. She got a shock to 
think that I was able to call from there, and I could hear Ken howling in the background so it was a 
very pleasant surprise. That's why I remember him very well. The other two came after the war. 

RJ What was Ken's full name? 

COURT Kenneth Walter. 

RJ Right, and the next one? 

COURT Walter was after my father. The next one was Richard on the 27th of September, the 
year I.... 

RJ 1947 I think. 

COURT I think that would be right because I came back from the war in early '46. 

RJ Is he just Richard? 

COURT Richard Fairfax. 

RJ Where was the Fairfax from? 

COURT Well the Fairfax comes from two places. The Steffanonis are related to the Fairfaxes in 
some obscure way. That goes back to the Reading family, because the name Reading comes in to the 
Steffanoni's, like Lewis Reading and William Reading. Well that's the Reading family, which is one 
half of the Fairfax family. But that wasn't the reason why he was called Richard Fairfax. During the 
war I served a long period with Vincent Fairfax, now Sir Vincent Fairfax. He and I had ten months 
together in a very difficult situation. It was probably the most unpleasant period of the whole of my 
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war service. Although it wasn't, in terms of danger, anything like in the islands, but in terms of 
discomfort and constant pressure it was the worst 1 ever had. He and I shared a tent (luring that time 
(we were both majors) and I formed a tremendous regard for Vincent Fairfax because he was one of 
these fellows that whatever had to be done no matter how dirty or stinky it was, and how tiring and 
that, he was always there without having to be nudged or anything. The two of us together went 
through this period with considerable success so far as our commander was concerned, mainly I think, 
because we both took it very seriously and were very anxious to do more than our share when some 
around us weren't doing their share. The Fairfax family didn't mean a darn thing to me. All I knew 
was this bloke Fairfax was a great chap. 

After I'd finished my tour with this force under General Tubby Allen I was in Sydney going to another 
course that I had to go to, a senior staff course, and I was staying with Olive, that's Rita's sister in 
Sydney. I said, 'Oh there's a wonderful chap been serving with me over the last ten months, and we've 
had some very trying times together. He's just such a wonderful person I've got a tremendous regard 
for him and he lives in Sydney." So she said, "What's his name?" I said, "Vincent Fairfax." She said, 
"Well his family own the Sydney Morning Herald, and the Fairfax Press and so on." I said, "Well I 
didn't know that." She said, "His mother lives around down...." just not far from Olive's place. She 
told me about "Elaine", that's the name of their famous family home there, right down on the harbour 
front. The first time I realised that the Fairfaxes were something special. I remained very friendly with 
him right up until this day. Unfortunately he's not all that well. The debacle within the Fairfax family, 
because of young Warwick's antics, has been a sad, sad time for Vincent and his wife Nancy and other 
members of the family, because they are a wonderful family, tremendous community people; that's on 
Vincent's side. 

So when Richard came along we decided that he be Richard Fairfax. So that's how he came [to be 
Richard Fairfax.] Many years after when he was about twelve, I think, I took him on a trip to Sydney 
and we actually stayed a couple of days at "Elaine" and Richard had never seen a place like this 
before. In those days they had a couple of people to look after you because they were wealthy people. 
Vincent and Nancy were very kind to Richard, as they were to me, of course. So it was quite an 
experience because you could swim in the harbour at the foot of the garden. So he was able to meet up 
with the reason for him being Richard Fairfax. 

Then came Geoffrey, who is Geoffrey William. The William is after Rita's youngest brother. So he 
came along, and he's on the 29th of May. 

Ri Which year? 

COURT I think he'd be forty.... wait a minute I can work it out, because he's 41 now, so that 
would he '49. He was the one that Mrs Steffanoni committed her heart to the fact that he was going to 
be a girl. 

RJ Yes, you were saying that last time, but I wondered how YOU felt about five sons? 

COURT Oh well I was quite happy about it. Rita and I never had a moment's anxiety or anguish 
or disappointment over it at all. It all came so naturally, bear in mind we'd come from a generation 
that marriage was an experience for us. I'm afraid for a lot of people these days it's not, but it was an 
experience for us. The lead up to our marriage went through the conventional pattern. It might seem 
rather dull to some people, but it never seemed dull to me and our marriage was certainly not dull. 
Then children were something that you wanted and you felt blessed with whatever you got. You never 
questioned whether you were going to have girls or boys. We just happened to have five boys. It's like 
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our grandchildren, we've got ten granddaughters and five grandsons, so there's quite a balance there. 
But it never caused us any anxiety. I know Rita just took it in her stride. She just loves boys. It was as 
simple as that. 

RJ But never at any stage did you kind of think, wouldn't it be nice if'this one was a girl, 
without it being a production, but....? 

COURT I can't think of that ever crossing our mind. 

RJ Would you have felt the same way if it was five daughters? 

COURT I would have taken it as it was. You see I've told you [think also that we never had any 
great ambitions for the boys doing a particular profession, and that's consistent with our attitude. If 
one of them had been a plumber or a carpenter or a doctor or a lawyer, it didn't matter. We were going 
to provide the education. They then had to get a qualification. As long as it was a reputable occupation 
and a reputable qualification that's all. That was our contribution, just pointing them in the right 
direction. So I think it really [was] a sign of the times. . 1 think we would be regarded as pretty 
orthodox in the way we approached life and having a family. As for going to try and anticipate what 
was going to be the sex or anything, we would have thought was a pretty naughty thing to do. We 
would think it was almost trying to interfere with the creator. Really we would have, because it was 
such a natural lovely thing for it to happen. I can honestly say that Rita and I would never have had a 
moment's anguish at all. I can honestly say we never ever discussed whether it was going to be a boy 
or a girl. It was going to be what it was and that's how it should be. All we were concerned about was 
them being healthy and given a proper chance. 

RJ Why so many children? 

COURT Well the only reason why there weren't more was that Rita used to jokingly say, "I'd 
like to have more children, but in the city when you have more than five they laugh at you." She was 
quite open about it with her friends. This was typical of Rita, very simple, straightforward, no 
nonsense about it at all. She used to say, "I'd have had more if I'd have lived in the country." But we 
were at a stage when you got past live [chuckles] they started to ask questions you see. They assumed 
first of all that you were Roman Catholic, which was quite wrong, and that you didn't know how to 
stop it sort of thing. But Rita would have quite cheerfully gone on having more children. 

RJ So you really say that it stopped her by people's opinion though? 

COURT Well just that five was quite a handful, but she never seemed to find it all that difficult. 
But she had just decided that perhaps with my practice and other things (that was before I was in 
Parliament of course, or even contemplated being in Parliament) that that would be a nice family to 
have, and that's where it is. 

RJ How did you take to being a father? 

COURT Oh, it seemed to me the natural thing to do. I must admit it had its anxieties. Rita was 
always very health)'. She was a good robust type and phlegmatic type and she in her early days played 
tennis and later on played golf. She always seemed to do normal, natural things and having children 
seemed to be a normal natural thing. I must say that after Victor arrived we had our anxiety because 
your first child you get very anxious about it and we used to listen to make sure that he was still 
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breathing and whether you'd covered him up too much, and a few other things. But of course as it 
went down the rest of the family it was different. 

I well remember Rita had a cousin, Lenore Lindsay, who came over to Perth and she used to do 
specials as a nurse. She was very highly regarded and she actually went to South Africa subsequently 
to do specials too. She came over and spent some time in the West; she wasn't married at the time. She 
was rather a domineering person, Lenore. She was a very handsome woman, but she could have stood 
in for Queen Victoria any time. She was quite tall and very imperial. She used to scare the daylights 
out of me. We'd gone to bed one night and tucked the little darling away. He slept out on what was 
then the sleepout, a closed in sleepout there, so he'd be near where we were. We were all quiet and 
afraid we'd make a noise and disturb the little chap. About ten o'clock Lenore arrives and although the 
lights and everything were out that didn't stop her. She saw the car was there, so she bangs on the door 
and sings out who she is. She said, "I've brought a friend to see Victor," one of her nursing friends. 
Rita said, "Oh you can't, Lenore, he's asleep." "Oh that's a lot of rot," [says Lenore.] So she comes in, 
turns on all the lights and brings her friends in, goes out there, picks up Victor and they have a 
professional conference about this chap. [chuckles] When they finished chatting away there they put 

him back and he never stirred. So Lenore said, "That's a lot of rot, if you handle him as if you're 
frightened, you'll find that he'll react accordingly, but if you [handle him in a] strong, firm confident 
way, the baby reacts according." Of course she was right and we were wrong. But the others, as they 
came along, we didn't have the same fear as we had. Victor was like all the eldest children, you 
practised on them, and the others got the benefit of it. You handled them much more roughly than you 
did the first one. 

I also remember that Rita had some problem in feeding Victor. She fed all the boys, but had a little bit 

of trouble for a start. She had to have lots of groats, so I had to prepare the groats. I remember it ever 

so well, because I loved groats. Rita couldn't stand them; she just couldn't swallow them; she just 

hated them. So I ate all the groats and poor old Victor got no benefit from it at all. But that was one of 
the more humorous sides of the thing. But I don't know why we went on preparing gloats because she 
couldn't.... She might try and get a mouthful down, but she just couldn't stomach groats. That was the 
main food in those days, but anyhow I prospered. 

Ri What sort of father were you? Were you the sort who would change a nappy and 

walk....? 

COURT Oh I could if! had to. 

RJ [Laughs] Willingly? 

COURT Oh I was often left in charge and got by. But they had a different sort to what they have 
today, of course, with these sticky ones and that. In those days they used to have the single safety pin. 
You put your fingers down between the little chap and the napkin so you didn't put the safety pin 
through part of him. Oh I could do it, but I didn't volunteer to do it if Rita was around. [laughs] She 

could do it so much better. 

But many years later, many years later, Rita and two of the daughters-in-law - or three of them I think 
- wanted to go to some parade or something, fashion parade or something they wanted to go to 

together, and they had a problem about babysitters. So they called for volunteers and in a weak 
moment I said, "Well what about me?" I was a minister at the time. I don't think I was Premier at the 

time, but I might have been, but I was at least a minister anyhow. So I said, "Well what about me? I 
can arrange my programme so I'll be able to stay home." 



TAPE 30 COURT 393 

So they brought the three children down and two of them were past the nappy stage and one was just a 
baby with nappies. They said, "They never wake up. They're good children, they never wake up. If 
they cry a bit don't worry, don't worry." So they were all put out in one of the back rooms and I went 
on working. 

Oh about half past nine, there was an awful commotion and the little chap was really kicking up a fuss 
and I was afraid he'd wake up the other two, you see. So after I let it go for a while as I was told, I 
thought lie must have got something wrong with him. So I went and had a reconnaissance and 
checked what the trouble was. Then I found myself confronted with something that I didn't know how 
to handle. In those days they were having two safety pins which were parallel if you can imagine - 
You know down the groin, parallel, one on each side. Instead of the old one that used to go right across 
parallel to the ground sort of thing, these were horizontal, you see. So I thought well I better do 
something about it, so I did, and changed him quite successfully. Then I wasn't game to do it the [new 
way]. I couldn't fold it the way they folded them and so 1 said well it was too bad, "You'll have to 
have the old treatment." You've no idea the trouble 1 had to get it on. I had my fingers down behind 
the nappy to get this safety pin through, that single safety pin, that's parallel with the ground instead of 
horizontal. The struggle between me and the young chap went on, and eventually I won and got it in. 
He settled down, but when his mother saw it [laughs] she couldn't believe this new format for the 
nappies! 

I briefly state that with our own I did what I suppose a father was supposed to do. It all depends. If 
Rita was a little bit off colour and I had to do a bit more, well I did a bit more. But don't forget I was 
away a fair bit what with music and playing at night trying to pay off that mortgage and doing some 
extra work to try and step up the practice. So there were quite a few times when I was away at night so 
Rita would have them all tucked in by the time I got home. 

RJ But when you were around would you do things like bath a child? 

COURT Oh I might have done, but I can't recall doing it. I didn't do it regularly put it that way. 

RJ No clearly not. 

COURT It would be the exception if I did it at all. I might have been called in while she 
answered the phone or something, well I just made sure he didn't drown himself. 

RJ And what about taking for walks? 

COURT I didn't do it very often. Rita did a lot and of course it was part of the wonderful life in 
those days, that mothers walked and walked and walked with their prams. It was quite common when 
You vent around Nedlands and other suburbs too. I don't know why they always used to have a chat 
on the corner, but they always used to seem to congregate on corners. There'd be one or two, there 
might be a whole group of them, they all sort of met there. I suppose the corner was the logical place. 
This is how the local gossip got around. I think they also helped one another with ideas and if they had 
children at school at the same time they could make a decision on the local headmaster [laughs] and a 
few other things. But I did wheel the pram around a few times, but not regularly. There was no reason 
to, because Rita was - during the week she was doing it always. We'd often go for a walk together on 
the weekends, wheeling the baby and then later on the pushers. Then we got more than one, of course; 
it was all hands on deck. 
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RJ As your children were growing up did you read to them? 

COURT Yes. Not as much as some parents would, but I did. But I used to tell them stories 
which they used to seem to prefer. I used to make up some stories. I got quite good at this. I often 
wished I'd written them down, stories about some magic land. I know one was about when all the 
creeks were lemonade and all the bridges were made of chocolate and if you ate a piece of it it grew 
again. The horses' manes were fairy floss. I got so good at it I could carry it on from Victor to Barry. I 
think Richard was probably the last one that had some of these stories. But I used to find that easier 
than reading to them. 

RJ Does that mean that chocolate and lemonade and fairy floss were things that you liked 
when you were a child? 

COURT Well 1 suppose we did, but we didn't get jt. We'd get the odd penny chocolate which 
was quite a treat. Dear Mrs Laughton was probably mainly responsible for that. But it was another 
generation and by this time we were a bit more affluent than my people were so they were used to 
chocolate, they were used to ice cream, they were used to fairy floss and these things. 

RJ But I also think a psychologist would find a meaning in that, in that you didn't have 
those things as a kid, but you liked them, [laughs], that's why it was magic. 

COURT Well it was just a convenient medium. Of course I used to tell them all the old stories 
of "Jack and the Beanstalk", and "Red Riding Flood" and all of these things. They were wonderful 
standbys, but then when you've been through that repertoire you've got to invent a few. 

RJ Did you ever make toys for your children? 

COURT The odd cart. In the old days every child wanted a cart. You'd get a pair of pram wheels 
and get a sugar box or any other box that was available of the tight size and put a couple of handles on 
it and children used to get a lot of fun out of those, delivering things around the back yard and all that 
sort of stuff. But apart from that T can't recall making anything, except the odd rough old cricket bat at 
a time when they were using softballs and you could make them out of deal and that type of thing. But 
I was never much of a handyman when it came to woodwork or metalwork. Some of my friends were 
much better. Ron Duke was the handyman par excellence. The boys formed a great affection for Ron. 
He lived - later on he lived about half  mile down our street, at 14 Waratah Avenue; we were 46. The 
boys used to go down there. They loved going down with Uncle Ron. He was a great mender and 
fixer. He had a lovely workshop, always beautifully tidy and clean and so on. The boys used to, if ever 
they had a broken toy or anything they didn't used to ask me they used to go down to Uncle Ron and 
he was amazingly patient. He'd usually find a way to fix it for them. He had great patience, plus the 
skill. There was a great affinity between him and all the boys, mainly because of this Mr Fixit thing. 

RJ Did you play cricket and football with your sons? 

COURT Oh yes, only back yard stuff of course, but you do all those things with them. They 
had their tricycles and they had their different toys, but never too much. Their mother was pretty strict 
on making sure that they didn't get spoilt with these things. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 30 
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TAPE 30 SIDE B 

Ri An interview with Sir Charles Court held at the Alexander Library Building on the 13th of 
September 1990. 

Sir Charles we were talking last time about your sons, and we've covered various aspects of your 
relationship with them as a father. I wondered who was responsible for discipline in the home? 

COURT Mainly their mother, and in a very gentle sort of way. She was quite the reverse of 
myself, because I would have wanted them to have their rooms right and everything lined up right, 
rather a sort of form of enforced discipline and so on. But I quickly realised that Rita had it right. She 
was rather like a friendly matron that would do a matron's parade once a week, and if the rooms were 
reasonably right, reasonably right, she didn't get too fussed about it. She didn't have a drill type 
operation for making beds and putting everything right in the room. Sometimes the rooms would look 
a bit of a shambles. They'd have all their own particular things there, bearing in mind they were very 
heavily involved, even from little chaps, in yachting and other activities. When you have a family of 
that size, you get lots of other peoples children around. That doesn't make for tidiness anyhow. So it 
was a very sensible, practical arrangement and I never interfered. A couple of times it might have got 
a bit over the pale and then I'd have something to say about it and come in with a heavy hand, but very 
rarely because Rita had just that nice balance of making them respect their rooms and respect their 
home, and at the same time not have it on a basis that they were going to be scared off to want to go 
somewhere else because it was going to be easier and less restrictions and so on. Don't get me wrong, 
there was no question of any ill-discipline, it was far from it, but it grew out of a love and affection for 
their mother. That prevails right until today. You've only got to see the boys when they call in to see 
their mother; it's a very natural sort of a thing. 

I remember a very senior Japanese was at my home. He was one of the first people sent down to 
negotiate the major iron ore breakthrough. This is very early stages of iron ore negotiations. He was 
stranded in Perth over one weekend. I had him out home a couple of times during that weekend and he 
had a full exposure to the boys. They went down to the river together with their boats. He wrote me a 
lovely letter after he got home. He said, "You know it was quite a unique experience compared with 
the Japanese way of life," which is a very severe relationship between father and son and between the 
family and the children. He said, "It was a wonderful experience, because," he said, "I saw five boys 
have a very special relationship with their mother and father, which by Japanese standards was very, 
very easy flowing and so on, but with no disrespect." He said, "You sensed complete respect all the 
time, but a very easy way of life." He said, 9 only wish we could duplicate it in Japan." He went on to 
say that it was too late to try and do it in his own family. But it was very interesting that he, having 
spent several hours on the Saturday and the Sunday with us, had seen fit to write a letter from Japan. 

On reflection I realised the boys just treated him as just another friend visiting us, with respect, but 
with what you might call a loose rein for the want of a better word. They'd come in from repairing one 
boat and then going down to look at another one and do all of these things that boys do, in and out of 
the house for their meals and so on. He was in the middle of it, mainly of course involved with me 
over negotiations at the time, but it taught me something, his observation that had impressed him. I 
reflected on it because I had seen the Japanese side. He was one of the few Japanese that had had Rita 
and I into his home. The Japanese don't take you into their homes very often, and there's good 
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reason for that. They love coming into our homes. We did a lot of this, during that period when I was a minister and then when I was Premier. I realised that it meant a lot to them, and they seemed to enjoy it and when they had their wives, which was very rare, we made sure that they came out and probably spent the day with Rita, or an afternoon with her as the case may be. 

But I think that sums it all up, his attitude towards.... and his impressions of the boys. He discussed it with me later on. He said, "You know no Japanese family would have treated their guests - their children wouldn't have treated their guests like your boys did, because there would have been a very formal introduction and then a very formal exit. But," he said, "your boys just came and went and," he said, "I found it quite refreshing." He kept emphasising there was no disrespect, they always addressed him properly, but all of a sudden right out of the blue Barry said, "Would you like to come and see my boat?" He was just caught up with it. The next thing he was out in the back yard in the shed, and they were explaining how their boat was put together by them and how it sailed and how successful they'd been. They had quite a morning on this boat and he finished up right in the middle of it, and I think that absolutely staggered him, almost overwhelmed him. When the day was over I think he was still shaking his head that here were these young men (and they were quite young) swept him along with their enthusiasm, and at the same time never any disrespect. He did draw the line when they asked him if he'd like to go for a sail, and if you know how they used to sail, how tough they used to sail these Vi's and then their Skates, he showed good judgment. 

Incidentally I did not give you his name. It was Watanabe. Watanabe is a very common Japanese name. I cannot give you his first names, but that's his family name, Watanabe. But he was always known as Makochan. That was a sort of a nickname. You've got to know Japanese pretty well before you find out what their nicknames are. Then when you do they rather like you to use them. But Makochan I think literally means little boy or something like that. The boys never used this, but I used to use it quite often. But he was the Chief Secretary of a base metals type of secretariat that existed, which was the meeting point of all of the [Japanese] steel industries. There were nine steel companies at that time. There's now eight, but when they had the nine before Fuji and Yawata joined together and became Nippon Steel, there were nine and he was the Chief Secretary of this secretariat that used to go around the world and negotiated all of these things like iron ore, coal, dolomite, you name it. A huge responsibility. A very highly respected man. I learnt early in the piece to treat him with great respect and dignity and treat him as though he was very important because after all lie talked to all of the presidents of the steel companies. He talked to all of the buying executives of the steel companies. He was very highly respected also in government circles. So I always felt that if we had the respect and the confidence of Watanabe, we always had an entree into the most powerful people in their organisation. This subsequently proved to be of tremendous value to its. 

I don't think I've told you about the March 1965 final negotiations that cleared the way for the iron ore contracts to be signed, but that was the day we reaped the benefit of this great friendship that we had developed between Watanabe and his official interpreter, a tnan named ["Mochi"] Nango who proved to be a great friend. 

Ri We'll certainly be getting that story later Sir Charles.' 

COURT Incidentally I said that he was stranded in Perth for this weekend. Normally Nango was always alongside of him. When Nango wasn't there he used to be a bit nervous because his English 

The story was covered later, see pp. 1035-1036 this transcript. 
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wasn't as good as Nango. Nango was superb. They were great friends but when Nango wasn't at his 
side he was a little bit worried he might get lost somewhere. That's why we had him for the weekend, 
when he was stranded in Perth for that weekend. We looked after him the whole of the time until we 
put him on the plane. They were also great golfers. 

Strangely enough although I had plenty of good friends that were prepared to take Watanabe golfing 
that week, he was just a little bit nervous about himself without Nango, so he wouldn't go playing 
golf, hence we had him on our hands. 

RJ Sir Charles you said you only occasionally had to weigh in with a heavy hand when it 
came to your sons. Do you mean that literally? 

COURT Oh well they did naughty things, as all boys will. They weren't any worse or they 
weren't any better than just ordinary, decent boys. Sometimes their schoolwork was lagging a bit and 
sometimes they'd probably got into a spot of bother with the school over studies or some other things. 
I believe that was the time to come in. Usually most of these things were sorted out by Rita. I've 
always been busy, as you can understand, but most of them were sorted out by her. Whenever she 
said, "You better do this," or "You better have a talk to Victor or Barry," or whoever it might be, you 
knew that that was the time to move in because if she couldn't cope with it in the ordinary course of 
events, well it was something that called for 'higher authority' to get involved. But there was never any 
tension in the family. You might have had to deal with them physically in a way over some particular 
thing that got out of hand. It was all over in a matter of minutes and the family resumed normal 
activities, you know, "all stations will resume their programmes". 

RJ But what form did that take; was it strap or hand? 

COURT Usually by hand, but we had appropriate implements if we had to, but not quite as bad 
as my father's razor strop because by that time razor strops were no longer used. But those razor strops 
of my boyhood, they were diabolical. I don't know if you know what they are, but they had a nice grip 
on there which was very important to hold it while you stropped your razor. The buckle was the other 
end, so that's the part you copped when you got a couple of lashes with the razor strop. They were 
very convenient weapons, but they'd gone out of favour by the time I became a father. 

RJ Well what various implements did you use? 

COURT Oh we used to have a decent sort of a stick around the place. But I found my hand 
wasn't too bad coping with these things. Also you had less chance of doing some lasting damage with 
your hand than you did with say a stick or something. But there was never a great crisis in the family 
and I put it down to their mother because she ruled the place in her own gentle way, and the boys 
learnt to respect it and they knew that when she got angry.... she never got angry in an emotional sort 
of a way, but they could always tell when she was displeased. That grew up within them as something 
they didn't like to do. So it had a much greater effect on them and made a much greater impact on 
them than seeing me get mad over something. 

RJ I can't imagine however with five sons that you at some stage didn't have one go off the 
rails or something. 

COURT Oh well I can't remember them doing anything really naughty. 

RJ No problem with smoking or alcohol or..... 
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COURT No not really. 

RJ ....taking off without you knowing where they were? 

COURT Oh well I think because of this trust that had developed, there was no purpose in having 
any secrets and hideaways and all that sort of stuff. Plus the fact, as I said before, when you've got a 
big family the others come to you. You never found our boys, for instance, going to a boy at the back 
who was an only boy. He always came to us. We always had him for the odd meal and he was always 
working on the boat or doing something with the boys. I think that's fairly common. From the boys I 
remember coming around working on boats and working on other things, it was always the people that 
had one child or a small family that their boys came to us rather than the other way around. 

One thing about the boats which they built in those days and then raced them, you always knew where 
they were. Not that we did that on purpose but it just naturally gravitated that way and there's a moral 
in the story, the fact that they were making a noise at night (and probably working till midnight when 
normally most people would say well they should be in bed) as long as they kept up with their studies 
and so on, having that interest [was good.] Busy people, I always say, are happy people. When you're 
doing something you like you don't get tired. It's when you're doing something that you're made to do 
that you get tired, you get bored. But they were always racing against time to finish something off. For 
that reason I suppose we were lucky. Other people might just take a leaf out of that book that if they 
make sure their children are busy on meaningful things, well they won't be doing these stupid things. 
The key to it was you knew what was going on all the time. If they were going out to things well that 
was always arranged with their mother. They seemed to be quite happy to tell her what they were 
doing. There was no purpose in being otherwise. She had a very, very wise way of determining what 
was good and what was not so good and somehow or other she was able to get the message across. 

Ri Did you go sailing with your sons? 

COURT No because they were all on these small boats. You realise, of course, that I was very 
heavily committed, first of all with the practice and then of course, when Parliament came along. But 
they were always in these little lively sort of boats like Vi's and then they went into Skates. Today, of 
course, they have cruisers and that sort of thing. That's another era altogether because they've grown 
out of these little ones. But those little ones are very lively ones and the last thing they'd want would 
be their father. First of all he'd be too heavy, secondly he'd be too stow. 

I remember one day down there. They used to have a regatta at Ned lands Yacht Club. This was a sort 
of a family regatta and they had a mother's/skippers' race and Richard coaxed his mother to go out in 
this. He, of course, was always out to will, you see. Whether it was his mother - it was just sort of a 
fun day and that - he still wanted to win, which is fair enough. He started to give his mother a few 
orders about being a bit smarter and getting under the sail, because they move pretty fast, you know, 
and if you don't duck you can get a decent sort of a clout. Anyhow she said to him in the middle of 
this race, she said, "Richard I hope you don't talk to your crew like that." "Oh," he said, "that's nothing 
to what II say to them." She then admonished him on the spot, you see, that you shouldn't be rude to 
people; you shouldn't say those sort of things. Of course, he was out to win you see and it was just 
having another crewman with him. But I can imagine that with Richard wanting to get the boat to go a 
bit faster, whether it was a fun day or not he still wanted to win. 

The same with Barry. We had a very important visitor out from England over a scheme that 
Mountbatten was interested in, these World Colleges. He had a great belief that if we had a number of 
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these world colleges around the world that they could be a focal point for young people of all 
nationalities meeting together in these conditions where there would be no luxury, that there would be 
a certain amount of hardship a certain amount of adventure, but it would be basically a good education 
base. He wrote to me and asked me to take an interest in one that was being established in Singapore 
with a view to getting some students up fioni \V A and so on. The original one was in Wales. The 
admiral and his wife, who had apparently had a tremendous influence on this one, they came out to 

Perth and the great man asked me to take an interest in them. I think Sir Douglas Kendrew was the 
governor at the time and these people stayed with him. So anything that Mountbatten asked you to do 
you just did. He was a wonderful man, he really was, a lovely man, and so friendly and easy to deal 
with. Rita and I formed an absolute affection for him. 

Anyhow we agreed to look after the wife of this admiral for this weekend. She was particularly 
anxious to get involved with some young people and the sort of things they did. So the boys were 
sailing that weekend and you could hardly expect then to forgo a race because they were getting 
championship points. You had to be a bit sensible about this. So they said, "If you really want us to 
miss the race one of us will," with his Skate, "but," he said, "it could make the difference between 
winning the aggregate for the season and so on.,,  That was fair enough. That's where Rita would 
always come into that and say, "That's not fair," but if this lady really wants to go out, the boys will be 
only too pleased on the Sunday when there's no [championship] race on. So she duly turned up ready 
dressed for the occasion and so on. Barry I remember (he was always a big fellow) he said, "Now do 
you want to have a pansy sail or do you want to have it as we do it in Western Australia?" She said, 'q 
want to see it exactly as it is." He said, "Now do you really mean it?" - I was on the beach at the time - 
"Do you really mean it," lie said, "because it's pretty rough?" He said, "Once we get out there we don't 
stop. It's no good halfway through you start to get aches and pains and so on."  [laughs] He was quite 
brutal about this thing. She was explaining how fit she was and how much sailing she did and so on. 
So they duly set sail. 

I took her aside and I said, "Now I want to tell you, these fellows they sail to win. They really enjoy 
this business. If they get out there and there's a couple of them are going out for a sort of practice sail 
then they'll really do it as though they're going to win a race, you see. So you understand...." She said, 
"That's just what I want, just.... I want to be able to go back and tell them that I've had a real 
experience with some good Australian youths in their normal natural conditions." So I said, "Okay 
well you're going to get it." So off she went. 

When they got out in the middle of the river and, of course, it's a big river that liver of ours and the 
wind came up pretty strong as it can do. All of a sudden you can get a very, very strong wind. Of 
course I knew the boys would love it and Barry would be showing how good he was. Anyhow to skip 
the detail, about an hour and some few minutes later in comes this Skate into the beach, whizz right in 
you see, and off gets Barry and this ROOf lady. [laughs] She wouldn't give in. Everything that he tried 
she responded, but when she got to the beach she was absolutely exhausted. When I saw Governor 
Kendrew a few days later, he said, "What did Barry do to tile...." (because he knew all the boys) 
...."what did Barry do to the admiral's wife?" He said, "She could hardly walk when she came back. 
She was so thrilled that she'd stayed with it." I said to Barry, "You shouldn't have done that, there's no 
purpose." He said, "She wanted it. That was the arrangement, so that's what she got." She wrote to us 
subsequently and said that she'd told this story quite often: she asked for it and she got it. But there's a 
sort of spirit in the family. 

That yacht club also was a godsend because when they first formed the Nedlands Yacht Club it didn't 
have any clubhouse. It was formed by an old schoolmate of mine from Shenton Park [West Subiaco]. 
The Shenton Park school was Rosalie School. Jack Le Maistre was a fine citizen. He was then the 
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president of the Carpenters' Union. He formed this club and started it off with very high standards, 
even though they had no clubhouse. They just used to tie a pole on the end of the.....with a flag at the 
end of Nedlands Jetty and run their races from there. I think I've told you how they got a shed from 
old Steve McFlenry and so on. 

Ri Yes, you have. 

COURT And out of that they formed this great club. It always has been a family club. So our 
boys, the whole five of them, went through there. Geoffrey was never very keen on competitive 
racing, but he learned to sail properly. I had a great belief always that people who learn to sail in a 
yacht club rarely ever get into trouble through not having safety devices and not knowing the proper 
rules of the river, the discipline of the sea and so on, because they're taught from the very beginning 
and whether they go into big boats or not it doesn't matter, they learn the basics of safety and the 
discipline of a club, which in turn gives them a great respect for the sea. 

END OF TAPE 30 SIDE B 
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RJ Sir Charles, you've spoken of Barry and Richard being competitive, 

what about the other boys? 

COURT Oh they were all competitive. Victor was the eldest. He was just as 

competitive as the others. He's always been more serious than the others i
n 

some ways, more humorous in other ways. But he's always been very much the hea
d 

of the family as far as the boys are concerned. Right through, and even today
, 

they have tremendous respect for Victor as the eldest boy. He's a partner in m
y 

old firm. He's a very serious citizen, takes life very seriously. He was ver
y 

competitive; he was club champion. Also I don't know if I've told you about th
e 

day when he was the only one of the whole fleet that sailed the proper course.
 

RJ No you haven't. 

COURT It's indicative of Victor's strength and his determination and his 

reliability in all things. But they were always taught as little boys that i
f 

they were sailing that they always went and got the course from the board. The
y 

used to use indelible pencil in those days and put it on the palm of thei
r 

hand. They had all sorts of ruses for recording the course so that they coul
d 

look at it during the race. Others had different methods, but I think our boy
s 

mainly used to put it on the palm of their hand. Victor had been taught fro
m 

the beginning you always check the course. Never assume that you know what th
e 

course Is going to be because you've sniffed the wind and that's going to b
e 

the course for the day, always go and check. 

Well this particular day Victor went and checked and wrote it down and when the 

race started (I was down the club at the time) all the fleet went one way and 

Victor went another. The general chatter on the beach was, "Silly Victor! 

What's he think he's doing?" They all kept going one way and they expecte
d 

Victor to take a different tack, and so on, but he just went on. That's the da
y 

when he got "firstest, fastest and lastest", to use his own expression when h
e 

came home, because he stayed with that course and he was the only one tha
t 

sailed the right course until too late in the race some of them decided tha
t 

they'd get back into the right course even just to get a finish, because non
e 

of them were going to finish a legitimate race. But when you realise there'
s 

over twenty in this fleet that went one way, and only one went the right wa
y, 

it takes a lot of willpower and courage and conviction that you're right. Se
e 

they'd all misread the thing. They'd assumed that they could see what the win
ds 

were and no need to go and have a look, they'd done it all before. But that w
as 

one day when he [alone] went and had a look and did the right thing. That was 
typical of Victor. 

Barry was a more dashing type of fellow, always more physically strong than t
he 

rest of the boys. Ken was probably the most competitive of them all and that
's 

come out in his business activities in which he's been very successful. But 
he 

sailed with a young chap named [Laurie] Chivers for quite a while as hi
s 

forward hand. They had great success both in State championships and i
n 

national championships. I should say the boys used to go over to the nation
al 

championships quite regularly. They could put these little boats like VJ's a
nd 

then Skates on top of vehicles as they were small enough. Just take the mas
t 

off and then they could.... mast and boom and all the other things could go 
on 

the top of the vehicles that they'd have properly rigged up. They'd go over 
as 

a team from the club. Quite a big batch of them would go over to the differen
t 

States where the national championships were being held. All of them have had 

national as well as State successes and club successes, except Geoffrey. 
He 

learnt to sail properly, but then he was more interested in rowing. He neve
r 

carried on sailing in these' other craft competitively. But the four of the
m, 
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the four eldest ones, they all used to go interstate a
nd did very well both as 

skippers and as forward hands; that is as crewmen for 
others. So there was no 

lack of competitiveness and it was quite cut-throat com
petition within the club 

and then interstate. Eventually Barry, I think, maybe
 Richard, and Ken, they 

got involved in some international classes. So they've
 always been very, very 

competitive on the river. 

The first boat they had was a boat called Dark Lass. I
 don't know if I've told 

you about that. I bought this one very cheaply. They w
orried me to buy them a 

boat, so I bought this one that was not very good, but
 at least it was a boat. 

I thought we'll get them a heavy old one, then they can
 see whether they really 

like it or whether it's just an infatuation. You kno
w children go mad on a 

horse or they go mad on something. it's the clever th
ing as a parent to find 

out how real It is. Then when you find out something th
ey're going to stay with 

then you can invest in it instead of having bits of eve
rything around the place 

and they're doing none of it properly. Well Victor
 and Barry sailed this 

together, this boat called Dark Lass. They were getti
ng nowhere. They'd come 

home night after night and Fd say, "How did you get On?" "Oh we didn't 

finish." I'd say, "Look, you're not going to get a decent boat until you learn 

to finish. It doesn't matter if It's nine o'clock at night you've got to 

finish, because until you learn to finish you don't the
n know how to sharpen up 

your act so that you can get better and better and fast
er and faster and so on. 

But at least you've got to know that you can sail the 
race, sail the course." 

So the next weekend down they went and on the Monday I 
ran into one of the vice 

commodores and he said, "What a beaut you are!" He sai
d, "We were out there at 

seven o'clock at night with the mercy boat" - that's the boat that does the 

rescues. He was saying, "Let's tow you in," he said,
 "we want to get home." 

They said, "Dad says you've got to finish even if it's
 nine o'clock at night" 

[laughs] "so," he said, "finish they did." That was t
he start of them getting 

very competitive. 

I said, "Okay." So that's when I made it possible fo
r them to get a decent 

boat, or boats, because eventually they had their own 
boats. Barry had a boat, 

Victor had a boat. Then Ken came along. He sailed with
 somebody else until he 

got his own boat, and Richard the same. So the insi
stence on them actually 

finishing the course did them good and also it convinc
ed me they really wanted 

to sail. 

The other humorous side of course, concerns Barry too. 

Incidentally, just skipping that for a moment, it's i
nteresting that because 

they started off properly they eventually finished up
, of course, as some of 

the best sailors the club ever produced, because they
 went on getting better 

and better. 

But poor old Barry he was in the club championships. He
 was still only a little 

chap, but he was serving at church, the Reverend Bla
in. He went down and he 

said to Mr Blain, who was a dear fellow, he said, "Mr B
lain, Dad makes us go to 

church before we can go down to the club, and it's
 the start of the club 

championships today. So," he said, "do you think I coul
d get away a bit early?" 

He said, "Well what time have you got to be there?" He
 said, "Eleven o'clock." 

He said, "I'll tell you what we'll do Barry, we'll 
speed things up a bit." 

Barry thought that was jolly good of him. So okay Barr
y did his job of serving 

and all the boys took their turn. When they got to the
 last hymn, Barney [Rev 

Blain] announced, "We'll sing the first two and the la
st verse." Barry thought 

well that's big of him to cut it short. Then he look
ed at the hymn book and 

there were only three verses! [laughs] So he didn't hav
e a very good opinion of 

the church. He still got down in time, but he was alw
ays pretty crooked on Mr 

Blain; he never forgave him for this. [laughs] "The first two and the last 

verse," and there's only three verses there. 
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RJ Was it important to YOU to have your sons win? 

COURT Not in that sense. I had nothing but cont
empt for some parents when 

they had children playing in school football or
 underage football and that sort 

of thing, where they would be quite like anim
als. t used to look at some of 

these people because naturally we used to ta
ke our turn in going around to 

these things. I've seen It more particularly 
with my grandchildren when I've 

gone to see them playing in these under age ma
tches. I have a look at some of 

the parents who are screaming their heads o
ff and getting abusive of the 

umpire. I actually saw a parent at one of these
 under-age - not a school match, 

but an under-age match - shout out to their
 son that if he kicked a goal he was 

going to get ten dollars. I thought that was t
he crudest thing I'd ever seen, 

you see. Of course the boy didn't get the goa
l, and the parent went berserk. 

Well I analysed most of these parents around 
there. The ones that were doing 

the thing properly were all pretty decent peop
le, and the other ones that were 

getting obsessed and fanatical and crude and c
ruel, because their Sons weren't 

doing as good as they thought they should, were
 people when you thought it out, 

were people who'd been failures themselves. Th
ey'd never quite made it in this 

and that and they always had this great dream
 that the son was going to give 

them the satisfaction they couldn't achiev
e for themselves. It's a very 

dangerous thing. David - that's the eldest 
of the grandsons, that's Victor's 

boy - he was playing, and he's only a lit
tle chap and the two grandparents were 

there. Harry Barton [was the other grandparent
.] He is a dear fellow. He used 

to be Director [General] of Education, a very 
nice conservative well balanced 

type of person. He and I were watching this
 particular match and we were 

absolutely disgusted at the conduct of some 
of these people. Admittedly the 

team that was playing our local team had com
e from a fairly tough suburb as 

part of these interciub games that they had
. But that didn't excuse their 

parents from being as crude as they were. So i
t worried me to think that that 

was on, and in fact that particular game th
e young chap who was doing the 

umpiring (he was obviously a schoolteacher som
ewhere, Mr Barton seemed to know 

him) he actually stopped the game and said to 
the parents that the game would 

not go on If there's any more of this. We gav
e him full marks, and even then 

these parents couldn't control themselves. 

RJ What happened about church attendance for yo
ur sons? You just said 

that Barry said, "Dad makes us to go to church.
" 

COURT Well he might have said "makes", but it was p
art of the rules around 

the place that everyone accepted. Again Rit
a would have been the one that 

recruited them. They all did their turn at be
ing servers down at St Lawrence 

and they did it cheerfully and did it well. T
here was never any great hassle 

about it. Don't forget they'd have a roster.
 Sometimes they'd be on in the 

early morning service which was all over and
 they could then go down to the 

yacht club, but they might draw the short straw
, as Barry would say, and they'd 

get the nine o'clock or whatever service it was
 that interfered with their club 

sailing and in view of the fact they were all 
in it they couldn't swap around; 

somebody had to go. So they, without any hassl
es at all, they used to go. But 

Barney Blain I think genuinely tried to speed 
things up. He might have cut the 

prayers a bit short or something like that, be
cause he was such a decent chap 

and they all liked him. But I do believe he 
honestly thought there was more 

verses in this hymn. When he said, "The first 
two and the last verse" [laughs] 

and there's only three verses there, he just h
adn't looked, because he was the 

sort of chap who'd want to cooperate. He'd appr
eciate the fact that they'd come 

in spite of the fact that their natural desire 
would be to go down to the yacht 

club. 
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Rd Has church attendance remained part of 
your sons' lives? 

COURT They all do in their own way. Victor,
 of course, lives on the other 

side of the river and I don't think he 
would be as regular as his mother might

 

like him to be, but he's still a com
mitted church man. Barry and his wif

e 

Margaret are very heavily involved In 
the Rhema Church. That's a very strong

 

pentecostal type of church, and wit
h their family they're very heavily

 

committed there. Ken and his family, th
ey are committed in the Anglican church

, 

and they're very regular. Richard is co
mmitted with his church of St Andrews i

n 

East Claremont there; it's only just down the street from
 him. Up until 

recently, if not still, he's one of th
e vestry men down there. He has done a

 

lot for that church. Geoffrey is ver
y committed In his church. That's th

e 

Anglican Church of St Edmunds. So yo
u can say that it's still there [the

 

commitment to the church] and good and 
strong in a natural way. 

Rd What was the routine in the family when
 it came to mealtimes? Were you 

the sort of fmiily who sat down togethe
r for a meal? 

COURT Oh yes. Unless there was something exce
ptional, I was running late, or 

one of the boys had to go to practise 
of something, or there was something a

t 

school, where it kept them back, we a
lways sat down together. Rita was ver

y 

strict that when they were called fo
r meals they had to come because whe

n 

you've got a mob like that and you've 
cooked a meal, and don't forget she us

ed 

to have to cook plenty, when there we
re two of us, two other adults, that'

s 

four, and the five of them, that's nin
e, and then the odd visitor. So you're

 

cooking a fair bit of food. She used to
 be very strict about this. "When you'r

e 

called you come." So you'll always fi
nd the Courts will always line up ver

y 

promptly when somebody says, "Dinner i
s served." They'll always be the first

 

one, not that they're gluttonous or any
thing like that, it's just that they've

 

been trained by their mother that when
 you're called you come. Everybody had

 

their little things to do, bringing the
 food in and clearing out the dishes an

d 

so on, do their share of the washing up
. 

Rd That includes the boys; they had chores
? 

COURT Oh yes. Well everybody had their chores
 around the place. If everybody 

does a little bit there's no great has
sle, no great pressure on anybody. The

y 

were pretty good. If somebody had to 
get away for something, there's alway

s 

somebody would hop in and do a share an
d expect something in return later on. 

I 

can never remember any great tensions a
round the place. 

Rd But did the boys ever help with things 
like cooking or....? 

COURT Oh they'd mess around. They were so cl
ose to their mother that if she 

was doing something on a Saturday mor
ning, it was not unusual to see one o

f 

them there, helping her with the veg
etables or something of that kind. I

 

remember Ken, he's our great meringue
 maker. Is it meringues you make out 

of 

the white of eggs? 

Rd Yes. 

COURT Well the lady next door had some ailmen
t and she wasn't allowed to eat 

the white of eggs, she could only eat 
the yolk of eggs which she used to hav

e 

to mix up, and so she used to have who
le saucepans full of the white of eggs

. 

She must have had an awful lot of yolk
s. She'd pass them over the fence, you

 

see, and Rita would make these into the
se meringues. Ken was there one Saturda

y 

morning messing around while she was getting the lunch ready, and she showed 

him how to make meringues, because yo
u imagine these things coming in ever

y 

week, you'd have this saucepan full,
 a tray full of these whites of eggs

. 

Meringues are always a favourite with 
people anyhow, especially with boys. S

o 
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Ken learnt how to make these meri
ngues, not just the ordinary meri

ngues, but a 

whole baking dish full of these 
things [laughs] if you can imagi

ne this. He 

became quite good at it, so he bec
ame known as the meringue speciali

st. I think 

his daughters have got to hear ab
out this and have chided him abou

t it, but he 

now professes to have forgotten h
ow to do it. I think they're dyin

g to get him 

to show how good he was at this me
ringue making. 

I think they ought to do their s
hare, you know help with the veg

etables, but 

not that much. They were all outd
oors with their boats and other t

hings, their 

school things. I don't think Rit
a would have made too many deman

ds on them. 

There would be certain things, an
d she didn't used to stand over t

hem. If she 

gave them something to do in the
 back yard on the weekend, as lo

ng as it was 

done in the weekend that's all 
that mattered. Woe betide them 

if It wasn't 

done, but whether they did it Sat
urday morning, Saturday afternoon

, Sunday, or 

anything like that, it wasn't a 
great hassle, the fact is as lon

g as it was 

done, and they did it in their ow
n time. You'll find people will d

o that quite 

often, whereas If they get regime
nted and they've got to go and do

 the digging 

at a certain time and then have t
o upset their other routine, that

's when they 

start to get a big niggly about it
. 

RJ What was the division of labour
 in your house, because you had

 a 

period with three women, a long p
eriod with three women? Did Aunti

e Lalla and 

Lady Court's mother help with thi
ngs like washing and ironing, or 

did the boys 

ever help with that? 

COURT I can't remember the boys ever h
elping with washing and ironing.

 I 

don't think they'd know where t
o start, but still. You must re

alise Auntie 

Lalla didn't have much capacity 
to help because of her sight and

 she was not 

all that robust, but Mrs Steffan
oni always did things around the

 place; she 

instinctively did it. She would 
also be around assisting with th

e cooking. I 

think I've told you the story of t
he rice puddings and so on. 

RJ Yes you have. 

COURT She's around and things like tha
t she'd automatically do almost 

by 

nstfnct, you know the old idea of 
using up the heat in the oven and 

so on. But 

she had her own recipes and her o
wn things. She was always able to

 look after 

herself if Rita was away or out 
or something of that kind. But i

t was all so 

natural I can't imagine it bein
g a list of duties around the p

lace, It all 

seemed to happen and everyone had 
to do their own thing. The boys be

came pretty 

good at dressing themselves pretty
 early in life. 

RJ Make their own beds? 

COURT Oh yes, to the best of my knowled
ge. They were probably a bit roug

h. 

That's where Rita was pretty se
nsible. She didn't get all upti

ght about it 

being made in the traditional hosp
ital way; afterall they had to sle

ep in it. 

RJ So at any stage with all those 
years with all those children a

nd 

friends and relations staying wit
h you, and the responsibilities a

s wife of a 

member of Parliament and a minist
er and later Premier, did Lady Co

urt ever have 

any house help? 

COURT When we were first married we di
d. The Salvation Army had a lot 

of 

girls at the Cottesloe Girls' Hom
e. They used to ask people to vir

tually hire 

them. It was a very low wage they
 used to get, but they were mainl

y concerned 

about getting them into a good ho
me. Some of these girls were part

 Aborigine, 

some full Aborigine, and some were
 just from broken homes, or some o

f them were 

straight out orphans. You'd go d
own and see them and interview t

hem, they'd 

interview you, they'd come and in
spect the place. Then the arrange

ment would be 
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made for this girl that had been all
ocated to come and live with you. Th

at was 

when we were first married, probably
 when we needed it least except when

 Victor 

was coming and when we had babies co
ming. But it wasn't very successful.

 

A lot of people in Nedlands had thes
e girls there, but in most cases the

y found 

that it was more than they could
 cope with, because you inherited some 

responsibility for these girls. If t
hey were living in your home and you

 had to 

- by arrangement with the Salva
tion Army Girls' Home you had to kno

w what they 

were doing when they were going out
 and so on, who they're going with 

and so 

on, almost as though it was a daug
hter of your own, and some of thes

e girls 

were a bit difficult to manage. I 
know the one we had, one in partic

ular we 

had, she was more trouble than she w
as worth. You didn't get a lot of re

lief in 

terms of the chores around the place
. You were doing more for her than s

he was 

doing for us. We wouldn't have mind
ed that if we felt that she was ben

efiting 

from it, but she was part Aborigin
e and she just didn't seem to be a

ble to 

concentrate, or didn't seem to have 
any appreciation of having a good ho

me. She 

had whatever we had, the same meals 
and everything as we had, but she wa

s very 

hard to handle. We discussed it wi
th the Home on occasions, but it w

asn't a 

great success. We persevered for qui
te a while but we found it was more 

trouble 

than enough. We did have some probl
ems from the Home itself where they

 found 

that this girl had been going where
 she was not supposed to be going a

nd they 

more or less blamed us for that. We
ll there was no way we could be her

 keeper 

24 hours a day. She had some frien
ds from the Home, and they all kne

w where 

they were working, and they used t
o have a means of tick-tacking som

ehow or 

other. The next thing is they'd me
et and then they'd get into all so

rts of 

trouble. But that's not the sort of 
help that you would need. 

But when we had the bigger family s
ay in the post war period there was

 no one 

ever lived in. There was nowhere f
or them to live. Mrs Steffanoni ga

ve some 

help. In the early years she was q
uite useful and quite active. She 

looked 

after the chooks. The fowls were 
her responsibility; the egg book'

s still 

there. That in Itself was quite a th
ing, because it not only produced eg

gs, but 

it also got rid of all the rubbish.
 People have no idea how much those

 chooks 

used to eat by way of all the rubbis
h. That got rid of it that way anyho

w. But 

she had other little things she use
d to do. It all helped, plus the fa

ct that 

if we ever needed a babysitter there
 was one there. That was a tremendou

s help, 

particularly when I got into Parliam
ent. 

Rd It's still a lot of work to do thoug
h? 

COURT Yes. 

Rd For Lady Court. 

COURT But we would have a lady come in a
nd do the odd day or half a day. 

Some of those were very helpful pe
ople and Rita had a good system wh

ere she 

could leave these things, accumulat
e them, and somebody to come in to 

do the 

washing. I know at one stage when M
a was there the bagwash was the big

 thing: 

Johnson's Bagwash. They used to come
 and pick this up once a week and br

ing it 

back the next day. They had quite a 
prosperous business. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 31 
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COURT The bagwash lasted for quite a while. Th
ey built up a very strong 

following around Nedlands/Dalkeith. Most 
of our friends seemed to use it. It 

was a better way than often bringing some
body in to do the washing. First of 

all to get somebody, secondly somebody wh
o was reliable, and then of course, 

you had the problem of a wet day, what do 
you do then? But this bagwash they'd 

come in early in the morning and take it. I
t was literally a bagwash. It was in 

a bag, big white bags. Everything would be
 in there with your list and back It 

would come next day. You'd have to iron it
, of course, but that was different 

to having to do the lot. Washing machine
s weren't as prevalent then. People 

have to realise that not everyone had a wa
shing machine. In our early days not 

everyone had a refrigerator. Then, of cours
e, refrigerators came, then later on 

washing machines became universal. We neve
r got around to a dishwasher but all 

our family have got them, but we never had 
them; everyone did their share. 

So that's the answer. Rita always seemed t
o manage. By the time Mrs Steffanoni 

had got past it, of course, don't forget t
he boys had got bigger and there was 

more they could do, and having the lad
y that came in occasionally to do 

cleaning and odd things around the place.
 We still have a lady that comes in 

and it's once a week and It's very, very
 useful. I think it's good for them 

too. We've never had a chop and change s
ort of a situation. We had dear old 

Hutchie, came for years and years, and eve
n after she retired she used to love 

to come down once in a while purely as her
 contribution, just to come down and 

spend the day there, just cleaning the s
ilver. Old Hutchie, she was a dear 

soul, very broad Scottish accent. I think s
he used to love to come down just to 

spend a day with Rita and they'd have a 
great old chat. A couple of times a 

year we used to go up to her flat that sh
e had in West Perth, right up until 

the time she died. We were very fond of h
er and I think she was very fond of 

Rita too. 

Rd To get back to mealtime, did you have grace
 before a meal? 

COURT Yes, once a day. Not every meal. Breakf
ast was Rafferty's rules. 

People were coming and going and you grabb
ed It when you could, but usually at 

even time we did. 

Rd And what happened about conversation at the
 table? 

COURT Pretty lively. Auntie Lalla always sat 
close to me. Everybody sat 

close to one another with that many people
 around a table. [laughs] You learnt 

to keep your elbows in because there was n
o room to do anything else. But Lalla 

always sat alongside me because she was on
ly fooling herself about reading the 

paper so I used to have to bring her up 
to date. She was a very intelligent 

person and very interested in all that wa
s going on. I used to enjoy it, but 

she used to rely on me to keep her up to d
ate. But the boys were always pretty 

lively around the table. There was no sort 
of thing around the table that I can 

ever recall, you know, "Wait until you're 
spoken to". It was a family and they 

all had their little bit of news; later o
n about their sailing and school and 

things that had happened. It seemed to be a
 very natural thing. 

RJ And as they got older was politics discusse
d at a mealtime? 

COURT Very rarely, very rarely. They might have
 a typical schoolboy sling 

off at something. 
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RJ What that their father had done, or....? 

COURT Oh no, some of the.... I used to enjoy it because it kept you sa
ne, 

you see, it kept your feet on the ground. You'd be able to int
erpret their 

reaction to some politician or some public figure that was sou
nding off or 

trying to fool the public or something. It's amazing how they'd in
 a few short 

sharp words would sum it all up. Also they're great levellers. I 
remember one 

night, when I was in Parliament, in fact I was a minister at th
e time, Rita 

said to the boys, "Oh you'd have been proud of your father today, h
e really was 

in top form today." She used to have a saying that I could have tak
en exception 

to, but she said, "Even 1 could understand it." [laughs] I knew I 
was a winner 

then when she used to say that she could understand it. She used t
o say, "It's 

got to be simple, it's got to be simple. When I understand it 
I know that 

everybody else can." It was a tremendous barometer. This day she
 said, "Your 

father really got a message across and when he finished," she sai
d, "they all 

stood up and gave him a standing ovation." Richard (he was still at Hale School 

then) he said, "Oh don't let it go to your head Dad," he said, "they were so 

relieved to be able to stretch their legs!" [Laughs] That sort 
of thing you 

could really he mad about that, but on the other hand you've got 
to laugh and 

see not only the funny side about it, but it might be real! [laughs
] So it sort 

of brings you right back to the field. Poor old Geoffrey, he was t
he brightest 

one at school and there's a big difference between being scholasti
cally bright 

when you're in primary school and high school. It's quite different
 when you go 

to the university. Geoffrey had to really adjust himself when he
 went to the 

university because the discipline of a school and school study was 
just what he 

wanted, just what he liked. But when you go to the university you 
see all of a 

sudden you're not in that disciplined situation and you're left t
o make a lot 

of your own pace. 

Well Richard and Ken seemed to take to that like a duck to wate
r, but there 

were quite a few months [when Geoffrey was struggling]. Thank goodn
ess Geoffrey 

had his brother Ken to help him and to explain to him the differe
nt system. I 

think both Ken and Richard in a fairly gentle, natural way di
d help him, 

because when Geoffrey, being such a conscientious chap and such an
 intelligent 

chap as he is, once he got into the stride of It, he took off and 
there was no 

problem from then onward, he just waltzed through. But when he was 
at school he 

was so much brighter than the rest and he got a scholarship whi
le he was at 

Dalkeith School; in fact he got two scholarships. He was able to choose and he 

chose to go to Christ Church. So he went there on a scholarship. H
e was always 

known by his brothers as "the Brain", and there's nothing worse than being the 

youngest and being bright because when there'd be something under d
iscussion or 

an argument around the table they used to quite mercilessly say,
 "And what's 

the Brain think about it?" you see. Well the trouble with "the 
brain", as I 

used to explain to him quietly, I said, "Look you don't always want
 to know. It 

doesn't pay to always be smart." I told him the story of old J
oe Sleernan 

telling me about Parliament loving mediocrity, you see, "Don't s
how them all 

you know." But Geoffrey always came up with the answer. So that 
was not good 

tactics on his part. But he always had the answer and he couldn't r
esist giving 

the answer. That explains why he just waltzed straight through prima
ry school 

and high school. 

But it was not an unpleasant time, mealtimes. It was as a family
 meal should 

be. 

RJ Any particular routine about birthday celebrations? 

COURT Oh no, everybody remembered everybody's birthday mainly I supp
ose 

because they were reminded by their mother and she'd have to do som
ething about 

presents. But old Mrs Steff, she always gave them singlets or un
derpants for 

[laughs] birthdays and Christmas. Of course it was sensible be
cause it was 
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something they were going to need anyhow. She always lined up. You could bet 
your bottom dollar you were going to get singlets and underpants from Mrs 
Steffanoni. I forget which of the boys but once they were talking about their 
birthday coming up and he said, or they said.... I'm not sure whether it was 
Christmas, there might have been several of them said, "Oh not underpants again 
Ma." Sort of a joke. She responded, "Well that's what your mother says that you 
need." So that's what they got. But when they were little chaps, of course, 
they all had their birthday parties and they all went to birthday parties. 

RJ Any particular tradition about birthday cake? 

COURT Oh well they'd have a cake and candles and so on. Of course as they 
got older they got less interested in those things. Barry is the one that comes 
to mind. He used to love birthday parties. He was always the more outgoing type 
of chap. That's probably why he's a farmer. I remember he went to a birthday 
party at the Brurnby's place down the road, and his mother always used to say, 
"Now did you say thank you to Mrs Brumby?" or whatever it was. "Yes." "Before 
you leave you must go and say thank you to the host." And they'd always get the 
same question when they came home and they'd have the answer, "Yes, I said 
thank you to Mrs Ledger," or Mrs Brumby, whoever it was, "Yes." 

This particular time Rita said, "And what sort of a party was it?" He said, "Oh 
it was beaut." He said, "None of the kids seemed to want to eat the sausage 
rolls." Our children, we used to worry because any food around they'd just go 
bang, bang, bang, bang, eat as though they were half-starved, you see. [laughs] 
It used to worry Rita, but then we woke up to the fact that the hosts just 
loved to see people enjoy it. These sausage rolls, you'd think that a mob of 
ordinary boys would have gone through them; before they hit the deck they'd be 
gone. But for some reason or other apparently they were a bit picky and 
choosey. And Barry said, "Oh," he said, "it was beaut," he said, "I had 
twenty-one." Mother said, "Barry now you mustn't exaggerate," the usual 
admonition. "You know you wouldn't have that many." He said, "Yes I did. I've 
got all the sticks." I'm sorry they weren't sausage rolls they were.... 

Rd Cocktail sausages. 

COURT Cocktail sausages. Cocktail sausages. He had the little skewers you 
stick into them, the little sticks you put into them. He had them all in his 
pocket [laughs] to prove that he'd had them. Rita duly apologised to Mrs Brumby 
when she met her, but she said It was good to see somebody enjoying themselves. 
But I think some of the people must have thought we never fed them before they 
went to parties. 

RJ Was tooth fairy part of the Court family tradition? 

COURT What the, the....? 

RJ Putting out the tooth in the glass of water? 

COURT Oh yes, yes, that was very much so, yes, specially in Mrs Steff's day. 
I think most of those things that people did, we did. 

Rd And what was the routine about Christmas? 

COURT Well they all went through the period of Father Christmas. I remember 
them, as each one dropped out they were jolly good with the younger ones, they 
really were, right to the very end when Geoff came along. When you get older 
children they often delight in making it appear a nonsense to the younger 
brother or sister, but they were always very good. So we had Christmas for a 
long, long time, in the traditional way. 
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RJ Were you a family who went to church together for Christmas? 

COURT Oh yes. We always had some special Christmas service, usually before 
Christmas, near Christmas. The Sunday before they'd have the usual lessons and 
so on. We all went together and it was a must to go on Christmas Day. 

RJ Did you have a Christmas tree? 

COURT Yes, we have done right up until the last few years. Even a few years 
ago we used to have a little Christmas tree. In the old days, of course, we'd 
probably have a bush, a real bush, but we still have the Christmas lights in 
the lounge that you can see as you drive by at the time, Christmas time. 

RJ And did the boys help decorate the tree? 

COURT Oh they would do their share of it. Mainly done by Mrs Steff in her 
day and Rita. I think Rita was the main one. 

RJ What about Guy Fawkes? 

COURT In the days when they used to have crackers we used to have a modest 
one or join with somebody else. But Rita used to worry about the crackers and I 
think she was quite relieved when they outlawed them because that was the end 
of that. But she was always very worried about them, whereas I adopted the 
attitude, when they were quite normal, that we had to have some because you've 
got to learn to deal with things that are a bit dangerous. I've never 
subscribed - even when I was a minister and when I was Premier, I never 
subscribed to this business of protecting people from everything because you 
get that way that they wouldn't get up in the morning. I do believe that people 
do have to face some of the rigours of the day, some of the rigours of life, 
and some of the dangers of life, and you hope that it's like the child getting 
its finger burnt on the stove, that it will be severe enough to be remembered 
but not severe enough to cause any damage. As a matter of fact I have to 
confess that I was one of those that opposed the banning of fireworks. I 
believe that you get to a point when you try to protect people against so many 
things that they eventually lose their natural instincts for self-preservation. 
They assume that some fairy godmother is going to protect them from womb to the 
tomb. I think that's one of the problems we've got today, so I never over 
Indulged in trying to protect children. If they climbed trees I felt it was a 
natural thing to do. You'd keep an eye on it, of course, to see that they 
didn't do stupid things, but the normal type of things I used to encourage. If 
they're not exposed to it and don't have the odd spill on their bike and that 
sort of thing, well they eventually finish up as pretty hopeless and helpless. 

RJ What about music with your own children? 

COURT We never pushed it. They probably went to more band concerts than most 
[laughs] children, but we never pushed it. They all had lessons by the way. 

RJ What in? 

COURT Mainly piano, but none of them kicked on. Victor was the one that 
played the trumpet and he actually played in the RSL Band, and still plays the 
Last Post and Reveille for two or three RSL's. I don't know how long he's going 
to keep it going, but he's kept it going because he's formed an attachment to 
these sub-branches and they sort of assume that he's going to be there next 
Anzac Day anyhow. But he doesn't play regularly and it's some time since he 
played in a band. He played in the RSL Band for quite a long time. 



TAPE 31 COURT 411 

Rd So was he the only one who went to another instrument? 

COURT He's the only one that really carried on and played in an ensemble. 
Strangely enough Richard's got interested in the piano in recent times himself. 
Since his daughter started to learn, he started to take lessons himself; I was 
quite surprised when the Liberal Party had a fun concert that with his daughter 
he was able to appear and put on almost a comic turn. [chuckles] It reminded me 
of his Uncle Syd who did his fantastic turn on the violin. But I find that he's 
now become quite interested and quite proficient which is a good thing because 
music's a great relaxer. I understand that he can actually, if required, play 
the National Anthem, so he must be getting quite good! 

Rd You did refer to the way the boys traipsed around after you and sat 
through various band concerts and so on, but I wondered if they ever did 
complain about that? 

COURT I can't remember them putting on a turn; Later on, of course, when 
they got involved in their boats and the races at the yacht club and that sort 
of thing, we had enough sense to not drag them along to band concerts and that 
kind of thing. But don't forget most band concerts were in the winter anyhow. 
The summer time you'd have fewer concerts. 

Rd A friend told me there was an occasion when one of your sons, I assume 
Victor, was due to play at an Anzac Day service and he froze? What was that 
about? 

COURT Was 1 there? 

Rd Yes. 

COURT Yes, well I just can't recall the occasion, but I remember that I took 
over and did it. But that was not abnormal. I've seen plenty of people do that, 
to wit the young chap that 1made a mess of 8erceuse de Jocelyn and I got a 
belting for laughing at him. [laughs] But oh no, I just can't remember where 
It was, but I must have just been there and 1 was able to do it, but I don't 
think that caused Victor any great distress; he was probably relieved that 
somebody was able to do it. But maybe my  presence there was partly the cause 
because he would probably be saying, "They're so used to the old man doing this 
well, and he will be expecting me to do it well," that it just happened; 

There was an occasion when I went and did it for him, not because he froze. But 
Victor had sounded the Last Post for old Mr Hawke, that's Bob Hawke's father, 
who used to be the Congregational minister in Subiaco. I knew Mr Hawke senior 
because he was the padre at the recruit depot when I first enlisted. He was a 
dear old chap and he used to come along and have regular services and also he 
was available for some of the soldiers that needed counselling and that sort of 
thing. He was always remembered because he was so tall and thin. He was a very 
thin, gaunt looking man, and so was Bert Hawke, his brother. On one occasion I 
think Victor was to do the Last Post at Mr Hawke's service; He always had a 
traditional type Anzac service at his church. I can't from memory recall 
whether it was on Anzac Day, I don't think so. I think it was the nearest 
Sunday. He got a bit of a shock when Victor couldn't go because of exams or 
something and I turned up and did It for him. When I wrote to the Prime 
Minister when his father died, I told him I had known his father and had played 
the Last Post for him as had my son. I referred to this occasion when I 
deputised for Victor; That wasn't because he was going to freeze or anything 
like that, it was just that it fitted in and at that time I couldn't have been 

------------------------ 
See this transcript, pp. 119-120. 
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a minister then because I'd given up playing. it must have been be
fore I became 

a minister in 159 because I'd given up playing anything at all except that 

memorable occasion at Kings Park. 

RJ Actually the friend commented because she had been most impressed 
with 

the very quiet way you stepped in without making a fuss and wi
thout making 

Victor feel badly about it. 

There is a quote in the Sunday Times after your first electio
n campaign. 

"Incidentally, the end of the campaign is a great relief to Mr Co
urt's eldest 

son Victor who is learning the trumpet. He decided he would hav
e to give up 

practici until after February 14 because the woeful noises mi
ght lose Dad 

votes." [Laughter] Was he capable of woeful noises? 

COURT Well when you're learning a trumpet it's not very nice for 
the 

neighbours until you learn to play properly. Then, of course,
 it's quite 

pleasant for the neighbours. But when you're learning, it's
 scales and 

exercises and they're not all that well done. You're struggling to
 get a decent 

tone out of it and so on. The only thing worse is a violin I think
, but it's a 

bit of a dead heat as to whether the violin or the trumpet is
 worse, or a 

trombone. 

But when I was living in Campsle Street, 4 Campsie Street, West 
Sublaco, and 

I'd become good at It and I was training to go away, bearing in mi
nd no-one had 

much money, radio was still in its infancy and there was c
ertainly no 

television, that I used to open the bedroom window because it 
was not good 

practising in a very small room, specially with a brass instrumen
t. When I was 

getting towards the end of my preparation to go away and, of cou
rse, all the 

neighbours knew I was going away, on a couple of nights there wa
s a crowd of 

people on [the verge] because there were no houses opposite us the
n, it was all 

paddock. It was a summer's night, and there was a whole group o
f people all 

sitting there while I was practising, because you're doing
 scales and 

exercises, but when you're at that standard, of course, even the s
cales and the 

exercises and arpeggios and the studies that you do out of Arban's
 Tutor and so 

on are all quite spectacular and quite musical. Some of them wou
ld feel they 

were quite musically acrobatic. I got an awful shock there one 
night when I 

stopped and I got a round of applause from the people sitting out
 on the side 

of the road there listening. But that 's the difference. I've known people that 
have advanced in their pianoforte studies. They often get people th

at ,just long 

to hear them practice. But when they're beginners [chuckles] th
ey wish them 

further. I think vocalists are nearly as bad, you know. If somebod
y's seriously 

trying to be a vocalist, I think some of their antics are about as
 bad too, if 

they're trying to be good. 

END OF TAPE 31 SIDE B 

------------------------ 
1 SundayTimes, 22 Feb 1953. 



TAPE 32 COURT 413 

TAPE 32 SIDE A 

RJ Ever any medical problems with your sons? 

COURT Victor had most. He was asthmatic as a young boy. Of course they 

didn't have the knowledge of asthma as they do today. This probably explains 

why in later years he became the president of the Asthma Foundation here and 

did a lot of good work, and still does. He's still a member of the Foundation. 

He got his mother and I involved. We donated a special type of new instrument 

that the research workers wanted, so we donated that a few years ago. But he's 

always been very conscientious in his efforts there on the committee and then 

as president. But he had asthma very badly and we'd often have to sit with him 

at night, almost through the night. That was distressing for him, of course. At 

one stage they used to have them sleeping on hard boards; all sorts of things. 

He went for these allergy tests and one by one they eliminated things. One of 

the reasons why we never had dogs and cats (not the only reason, but one of the 

reasons was) of course, one of the allergy tests was cats and dogs and animals 

of a11 sorts. Then all of a sudden, strangely enough after he became most 

active in the river, which would normally, by the perceived wisdom of the time, 

would aggravate it, because the doctor had told us we should get away into the 

country into a dry area, or get up into the hills and so on - we never did - 

but all of a sudden it just left him. It left him for about fourteen years, and 

then all of a sudden when he was an adult, I think he'd probably be about 28, 

it came back again with a vengeance and put him Into hospital and then it went 

again. I haven't known him to have any attack now for many, many years. I don't 

know if it's going to come in cycles or not. But he always used to take it very 

philosophically. 

He had one bad accident when he was at school, at Nedlancis State School. He was 

always mad keen on cricket, like all boys were, and a foolish boy instead of 

bowling the ball up one time bowled up a gum nut and it ricocheted off the bat 

into his [Victor's) eye. In those days, of course, they didn't have the method 

of treating they've got today. Old.... I forget his name. Dr Claude Morlet I 

think It was then. He was the specialist at the time. The school took him 

[Victor] there before they got in touch with me. We had a terrible time with 

him because once they did the operation on the eye, they had no way of treating 

it except for the patient for days and days and days to actually have no 

movement. You had to sit with him. It was the only hope he had of keeping any 

sight, which he did, but the doctor said by the time he was 40 he would have 

lost the sight; it would gradually deteriorate. Now, of course, since then 

they've got these new treatments, so Victor has got sight; probably not as good 

as in the other eye, but he has been able to preserve that. He was at Nedlands 

School, so he was only in the primary school then. That was a worry, a setback. 

But apart from that we've been through the normal mumps and measles and 

whooping cough; you name it, we've had the lot. We used to have a simple 

philosophy that if everybody's a hundred per cent fit, look out! Somebody's 

going to do something silly and drop out of a tree and break their neck or 

something. But if somebody's got some little thing wrong with them that you 

know, you can cope with it. 

I used the same philosophy in government, you know. If all the headlines were 

good and all the reports that were coming in were good, and our ministers and 

members and our party supporters were all relaxed and so on, I used to say to 

the Cabinet, "Look out there's something around the corner." If there's a 

little bit of tension on you can cope with it, and somehow or other it keeps 

the other things at bay because you're coping with something that you know how 

to handle and it puts a little bit of pressure, a little bit of tension on the 
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minister or ministers concerned, and you're just a bit tighter- But if things 

are going too well, you relax and then all of a sudden you get hit with 

something that you didn't bargain on. 

Rd So that was the only son who ever had a bad accident; No one broke an 

arm or;.;.? 

COURT Oh I just can't recall; They all had something at some time, falling 

off bikes or something. When you've got a family that big, you can't keep an 

account of all of them. Victor was the one I remember most because of the eye 

thing; The eye thing really distressed us because he was such a young boy and 

had so much of his life ahead; But that's worked out. It hasn't been as much a 

deterrent as we thought it would be; 

Rd Did you enjoy your children? 

COURT Oh yes I always felt very proud of then; You always felt that when 

they were doing things with their yachting and school and other things, you 

always felt good about it; After all they're part of you; I was always very 

conscious of the fact that Rita had done more for their upbringing and their 

character than I had because she was always there and she just loved having 

children around her. She begrudged them going to school almost; She just loved 

having them tugging around at her. That's how they grew Up; A person doing that 
has a tremendous lasting influence on them; 

RJ We'll trace what your sons did in their working lives and marriages 

etc. later, but in their youth how well did they get along together? 

COURT They got along extremely well. I used to hear of all sorts of family 

problems and I couldn't understand why they had them; In their later life they 

got on equally well and still do because there's no competitiveness amongst 

them; We had this very simple philosophy right at the time when they were 

starting to come up to leaving school that we weren't going to try and 

influence what they did; In fact their mother tried to stop them being 

chartered accountants [chuckles) because she'd seen how much time I'd given to 

my clients, probably more than most people did, but when you're building up a 

practice and you get a commitment you became part of your client's problems, 

even into their families. She knew what time that had taken before I got into 

Parliament, so she was trying to talk them out of it. But we said, "Whatever 

you want to do, doctor, dentist, engineer, plumber, carpenter, there's no 

restrictions on it at all, as long as it's reputable and as long as you get a 

qualification by the time you're 24." That was the deadline; It was a very 

simple rule which the boys accepted without question; It wasn't a dictum, it 

was just our desire I I can never remember any real problem; When they were 

building boats, when we found they were going to have two boats Instead of one 

being built, we then took the end out of the shed and put a rolling door into 

it, so that they could put one boat in whereas you couldn't put it through a 

door. There would be one team down there, one team on the back verandah. I 

can't recall any great friction; I can never remember a crisis in the family; 

Rd Where did the boys go to school? 

COURT Well Victor, of course, started in Nedlands; I think he did a very 

short time in Dalkeith and then went to Nedlands, and then Barry did a little 

time in Dalkeith and went to Nedlands; But the other boys, the other three, did 

the whole of their primary school in Dalkeith Then when Victor and Barry 

finished their time at Nedlands Primary, they went to Perth Boys' School; Barry 

didn't go beyond the Junior, but Victor went on to Modern School because you 

could go there without a scholarship in those days; Then Ken, Richard and 
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Geoffrey did the whole of their primary school at Dalkeith. They then went on 

to other schools. In the case of Ken and Richard, we sent them to Hale School-. 

Geoffrey got a scholarship and elected Christ Church; 

RJ Why did you choose a private school over a government school at that 

level? 

COURT Rita felt that.;;; well first of all we were able to afford It then; 

[laughs] I've got to tell you in the early days with those famous mortgages and 

so on, it wasn't on. But in our heart I think we felt we wanted to try the 

alternative system. We'd both been brought up State school. Victor and Barry 

were entirely State school, but Rita always wanted them to go to another school 

and being Anglican, of course, she was keen on Hale School; So there they went-; 

Plus the fact that in the transition of Hale from their Parliament Place, West 

Perth premises where they used to be, and where the Education Department 

subsequently went, I got involved as a governor of Hale School before I had any 

children there, or had had no personal connection with it at all. But when they 

put the bill through Parliament and then through the Diocesan Trustees, through 

the Diocese of Perth, to convert Hale School from a secular school to a church 

school, I handled that legislation; In fact Archbishop Moline got me to go 

along to the Perth Diocese meeting, bearing in mind at that time I'd only just 

become an Anglican, only just scraped in. He wanted somebody to come to that 

particular meeting of the Diocese to state the case for the church to embrace 

Hale School. 

It might surprise you to know that Hale School, although it was established by 

Bishop Hale, was not a church school. There's a very strange reason because 

there was a statute which provided that all education would be secular in this 

State. So they had to get an Act of Parliament to overcome this situation; I 

just forget the exact circumstances of It, but it was a very surprising thing, 

It hadn't worried me at all until then. But all of a sudden I was sent for by 

the Archbishop, Archbishop Moline, who was a very gentle man; a very strong 

supporter of mine, by the way; But he sent for me, knowing that by this time I 

had become confirmed, and he said, "I found in the rules that the Archbishop 

can have a champion;" This goes back; A lot of things in the Anglican Church go 

back to antiquity; He said, "I don't think I would have the ability to express 

this forcibly enough to overcome some of these strange people who won't accept 

the gift of a well-funded, well -established, highly reputable school, which has 

always been very loyal to the Anglican Church; Although it's not part of our 

church mechanism, It's always been very loyal; It regards itself as an Anglican 

school, the public think it's an Anglican school;" He said, "Here they are; The 

trustees have come along and said, 'Look we want to give these assets to the 

church; We want it to be an Anglican school.'" He said, "I'm having terrible 

troubles, partly political; some people who are left wing in their views and 

only believe in State education;" He said, "It's quite strange;" He said, "I 

don't think that I can cope with this;" So he said, "Well I think you'll be the 

best chap;" He said, "You're in Parliament and can handle the bill-; It's got to 

be a private bill to get this thing throughi I'd like you to come along to the 

meeting." 

So the old boy was a strange man; He was a very frail looking man and like so 

many of these people, they're very deceptive; You see he had an MC and a real 

textbook MC in the First World War. This frail man, you'd expect him to be 

timid and so on but he was far from it. He briefed me as to what he wanted me 

to do; He said, "You come along on the Sunday afternoon and you will be 

announced as my champion. You're there as my nominee and," he said, "this thing 

will have been..;; we'll hear it discussed;" He said, "You'll want to scream 

when you hear some of the arguments that are going to be put forward;" He said, 

"When I call you," he said, "you just go Into it boots and all and," he said, 

"don't spare anyone's feelings. You just go in;" He said, "I know you believe 
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in it and so on." So he said, "When you sit down I'm going to put it to the 

vote." He said, "I'm going to break all the rules;" He said, "I'm relying on 

you to have them all stirred up and put it to the vote and it will be carried 

[laughs] and to the next business." 

That's exactly what happened; The old boy was more cunning than I thought and I 

felt very strongly about this, I remember one phrase I used: "Look lesser men, 

lesser men than these governors of Hale School, would have told the church to 

go and jump in the lake or go to hell; Here they are committed churchmen 

wanting to give this great priceless asset to the church and the church is 

thumbing its nose at them. I just can't believe it;" I really felt strongly 

about it. It was about on that note that I finished [laughs] and he put the 

vote while they were still with their mouths wide open and it was carried 

almost without a dissenting voice and It was passed; No-one called a division 

and it was on its way. So they could then get the statute through 

So it wasn't because of that that the boys were sent to Hale at all; I then 

became a governor of Hale for a short while, but when I became a minister it 

was felt that it was not very desirable that I should be on the Board because 

there'd always be somebody who'd say they're getting favours from the 

government and so on. So I dropped out, I was only a governor for a short 

while, having done my job; But it wasn't because of that the boys went there.-

Rita had made up her mind long before that they should go there; But the reason 

why Geoffrey went to Christ Church and not to there, following his brothers, 

was the fact that he got the scholarship, he wanted to go there, It was near to 

home. You must remember that we did not have the sort of traditional family 

loyalties because all Rita's brothers and her sisters, well they'd all gone to 

State schools. None of them had gone to private schools; So we didn't have a 

great private school tradition; 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander 

Library Building on the 24th of September 1990 

Sir Charles just to finish off at this time the details of your sons. 

wondered if any one of them had taken after you in personality, and any one who 

had taken after Lady Court? 

COURT I wouldn't pass a judgment on that; It used to fascinate me how five 

boys with the same parents could be so different as individuals; It was 

wonderful really and I think it made for quite a bit of harmony. If you take 

Victor, who is inclined to be the serious - not without humour by the way - but 

the serious member of the family, and the others seem to regard him as the head 

of the family. 

Then you've got Barry, who's a very open, good-natured, swashbuckling type 

almost; loves people. He's a typical farmer in some ways. He's a great 

yachtsman, and all of this sort of thing. You always find people are very warm 

to him, he's quite a different person, and he has very much that effect on his 

brothers; 

Then Ken: he had his problems at school. He always got there, but you put him 

down as a plodder when he was at school, but when he went to the university he 

took off and took that in his stride In many ways he's probably been more 

brilliant than the rest of them in the things that he's done; He's got a 

natural flair about him; He writes extremely well when he's writing letters and 

reports and that sort of thing; He's pressed on; He became the president of the 

WA Chamber of Commerce and Industry [now the Perth Chamber of Commerce], then 

the Australian Chamber of Commerce, and currently he's the first Australian to 

be the president of CACCI, the Confederation of Asian-Pacific Chambers of 
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Commerce and Industry, and he has lots of other interests, boards of directors, 

of which he's a chairman of some. So he has again a different personality. He's 

got quite a few leadership qualities. He was the middle one of the family and I 

think that had some influence on him. He was neither a "biggie" or a "littlie". 

It used to be a bit of a joke when we went for picnics: the "biggies" over 

there and the "littlies" over there, and poor old Ken would be standing there 

on his own. He was neither a "biggie" nor a "littlie". He actually lodged a 

formal complaint about this to one of our neighbours, (chuckles] when she asked 

him - Mrs Close asked him: "Where do you come in the family?" Then he told t
he 

story of the "biggies" and the "littlies". [Ken gained a commission in the Navy 

cadets. He was very keen;] 

Then there was Richard. Richard was different again, quite different again; He 

did quite well at school, not in a dramatic way, but he was no problem with his 

studies and got on with them and he did well at school. He joined in whatever 

was going on. They had a Gilbert and Sullivan and he was in it and that sort of 

thing. He has always been a great enthusiast. When he was in the Pirates of 

Penzance, I remember when they did that bit about the cat-like tread, you know, 

and then they thump their feet down, well Richard, you could see he was 

enjoying every minute of it and he'd thump his foot down just that bit extra, 

extra hard. I think that's characterised him right through. After he got his 

degree at the Uni for Commerce, he went to America, not to go to a university 

or anything of that kind, he went to work in industry. The motor companies over 

there have very generous schemes. They virtually pay you while you get the 

experience and while you learn. He was wise enough to take full advantage of it 

so that he could stay over there without any great financial cost because he 

was virtually being subsidised through his pay. Not subsidised in the ordinary 

way, of something for nothing, but through his pay he was being subsidised. He 

thoroughly enjoyed that and he learnt a lot, the tempo of American industry. 

That's why when he came back he set up that little chain of food places, fast 

food type of places; learning all the time. 

I should add that he never asked me for a cent to go to America. I gave him a 

little, or his mother and I, we gave him a little, but he never asked for a 

cent because during one of his long university vacations when he had to skip a 

few months before he had to come back and do some subjects, I think he was 

about ten months up on Mount Newman when it was under construction; that's the 

Mount Newman Iron Mine. He made quite a lot of money up there. It was typical 

of Richard. He got himself this particular job and it was driving a truck that 

looked like something out of Heath Robinson. It was specially designed so that 

this truck was always up behind the equipment, bearing in mind there was no 

mine at the time and the town hadn't been built, but they were then developing 

the area for the mine and a tremendous amount of overburden had to be removed 

and roads constructed. So they had this equipment up there and they had to have 

somebody that could keep up with the diesel fuel, any gasoline they needed, air 

for tyres, bits and pieces and so on. This monster of a thing had all of these 

things on it. He used to work twelve hours straight and then..... He had 

special quarters so that while he was sleeping at these odd hours, they then 

re-equipped and refitted this truck, overhauled it, supplied all the fuel and 

everything, even water for batteries If necessary, that sort of thing, and off 

it could go again. He did that without a break seven days a week. Of course, 

you can imagine he got a decent sort of a cheque, but they found it better to 

do it that way, rather than have a number of people just working regular shifts 

and so on. 

It was out of that money that he first of all bought himself an MG. He loved 

that MG. I was against him buying it, because like most used cars you lose 

money, but he had it all worked out. I was quite amazed, he had it all worked 

out, that these particular cars which had their own character (and there were 

no more being built at that time) they increased in value. There was an MG 
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crowd; they were more like a football club. They used to meet and compa
re notes 

and so on. They had a very good relationship with the police; They 
[the MG 

crowd] used to love the noise of an MG, nice and low slung, but Richard
 told me 

they didn't speed much, but they just loved the joy of driving along 
with the 

hood off and all that sort of stuff that you do as young people; But 
that was 

typical of Richard. Then, of course, he subsequently went into Parliam
ent when 

I dropped out; My wife and I weren't very keen on that, any of the fami
ly going 

in. We thought we'd made our contribution, but they'd apparently 
decided 

amongst themselves that one of the boys should go into Parliament and
 Richard 

eventually proved to be the one that went forward; 

Geoffrey is different again; He was always very serious, studied hard
, got a 

scholarship; I think I've told you all about this; But he was very seri
ous, and 

so different to the rest of his brothers; They used to poke fun at hi
m a bit 

for being the brain, but he used to take life very seriously, the ch
urch and 

all this sort of thing. In fact at one stage we thought that Geoffrey 
would go 

into the church, and that would have pleased us a lot; we would have b
een very 

supportive, as would his brothers; But he carried on, and he had thi
s great 

love of transport, and so from a little boy he'd really made up his min
d; 

I've told you also we had this very simple arrangement with the boy
s about 

getting qualified so we didn't try and channel them into anything at a
ll-; But 

they were so different. It was quite fascinating around the table to 
see that 

their interests were different; They had different friends; They'd get
 excited 

about quite different things; I can say that that helped no end to ma
ke it a 

very relaxed, happy family; There was no sort of harsh competitive el
ement in 

the family at all. 

RJ Did you have a favourite? 

COURT I learnt not to; They all had their places And I found the same with 

the grandchildren too It's disastrous if you have a favourite. So I didn't 

have that problem You don't have to try very hard to discipline yourse
lf; Some 

of them are a little bit more cuddly than others and so on, and yo
u could 

easily fall for it. Some of them have their little persuasive ways, 
but you 

have to be quite careful about It. Also they change with time, so It's 
not wise 

to have favourites. I always admired the way their mother had a ve
ry even 

handed attitude to all of them, and preserved a certain balance among
st them. 

You don't have that problem then of somebody saying, "He's the favourit
e," and, 

lurking in the background, "he'll get more out of the will," sort o
f thing; 

That's never happened in our family; In fact there's never been one 
of these 

problems about future estates; that's all sorted out long ago. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 32 
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TAPE 32 SIDE B 

RJ You say you LEARNT not to have a favourite, how did you learn? 

COURT Well by deliberately saying don't fall for this one, because some of 

them get a bit persuasive. They have their own personality that you warm to a
nd 

you have to be very careful. 

RJ But that's YOU realising that for yourself. 

COURT Yes. The children - I've seen it in families, and the children are 

very sensitive to it, when after all you're their parents and they are entitl
ed 

to look to you for a very even-handed attitude, and in fact to give an examp
le 

of that, so that you're fair and just in the matter and then you can expe
ct 

respect in return. But if it's known that X Y or Z has some special place 
in 

your life, well I've seen it happen so often that sooner or later it projec
ts 

itself into the family. 

RJ Richard Jas  been quoted in 1983, as saying, "We're a close family, a 
traditional one. Now you've talked about the closeness, would you also agree 

with him about it being a traditional family? 

COURT Well traditional in every way I would like to think. First of all 

they've  always been respectful to their parents. I can't remember any case wh
en 

they haven't been. That in turn teaches then to be respectful to other peopl
e. 

They've done all the things that we should do in terms of church and so on. 
It 

hasn't been a hard job to get them to accept the faith and to follow t
he 

requirements of church attendance and the like. Also their attitude towar
ds 

government, their attitudes towards authority, their attitudes towards t
he 

monarch. You'll find that it runs true through the whole of them, the who
le 

five of them and their families. I should imagine that's what he meant when 
he 

was talking about a traditional family. It's as simple as that, there's nothi
ng 

very special about it; it's just what decent people should do 

We've always been people who have paid our debts and believe that people have
 a 

responsibility to pay their debts, and above all to accept responsibilities. 
We 

have a sort of an unofficial understanding in the family that you'll give 
at 

least twenty per cent of your time to things you don't get paid for. It cou
ld 

be in charities, it could be In community service, it could be In working f
or 

your own profession in things you don't get paid for. You acce
pt 

responsibilities as office bearers with different organisations, instead 
of 

sitting at the back of the hall and try not to be seen or heard at annu
al 

meetings, and don't always say, "I decline, I decline," as a few people d
o. 

That's why you get bad office bearers in so many organisations. If you'
re 

prepared to do your share you set an example and others find it hard to refus
e. 

I think that's basically what he was getting at in being a traditional famil
y. 

I don't think there's anything more obscure in It than that, it's just a simp
le 

straightforward approach to life, In the hope that others will respond. Th
ey 

don't always, but you don't let that stop you. If you say, "I'm not going to 
do 

It because he didn't do It," well that's what the world's all about toda
y. 

There's too many people saying, "What's In It for me?" and "Why should I do 
It 

if he's not doing it?" Instead of saying, "Right let's show a bit of leadersh
ip 

and get in and do it." 

'Sunday Times Magazine, 19 June 1983. 
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RJ Flow important is family life? 

COURT Well it's the key to it all. As I was saying in a paper I gave in 

Sydney recently, you can measure the rise In immorality and the rise in crime, 
the drop in ethical standards, you can measure It on a graph with the decline 

of two things: one is the family influence and the respect for the family, and 

the other one is the declining authority of the church; In the old days, 

whether we like it or not, they usually went together, families worshipping 

together and the discipline of Sunday school, the discipline of churchgoing; 

They usually went together with the family standards, the family discipline. 

The decline of that, the lack of respect in the community for the family for 

one thing, the lack of respect by governments for the family, In addition to 

this lack of ethical conduct these days, is to my mind the very reason why 

we're going through such terrible times and it's why I said when I gave that 

paper in Sydney that Australia's problems today are not economic and financial 

as we like to think. True we've got economic problems, true we've got financial 

problems, but the solutions will only come if we get back to base and realise 

that we've got moral problems. Unfortunately when you mention that to an 

audience you can almost see them turn off. But we've got to keep talking about 

it.- 

There's another problem that Santamaria was on about on Friday, on the 6PR 

family magazine programme, and that is some people believe that if they 

undertake their civic responsibilities within the law, that they're being 

moral. In point of fact they could be mighty immoral. Some of these new laws 

that we've inherited and some of these new practices that we've inherited and 

the new policies of government, they parade certain things as a civic 

responsibility and people think if they've observed that, they've done all 

they've got to do. Many of those people can be extremely immoral and they're 

condoned by the fact that they've obeyed the law; 

I don't know how we're going to do it, but we've got to get back there. If you 

follow history, we've been through these cycles before; If you go back in 

British history you find, if you go back to the time of the gin palaces in 

London, there couldn't have been any time when the human race was so degraded. 

You read about it and you just can't believe that human beings could have got 

so low; Today we've got the drug problem and you've got AIDS and these things; 

You've got this problem of homosexuality and so on, and we think that we've 

sunk pretty low. When I read about those times in London, and the rest of 

Europe (but the one we read most about is, of course, London, because we 

studied British history more than we did European history) you just wonder how 

they let it happen. Well then there's always a reaction with these things; Of 

course you have to then think in terms of the Wesleys, the Bramwell Booths and 

all of these hardliners that came along, and they probably were the salvation 

of the times, They went in amongst the filth and the crime and the corruption 

and the denigration. They went right into it and that's probably what made them 

different from the orthodox churches that didn't do much of that sort of thing 

They more or less adopted the attitude, we've got a lovely church why don't you 

come and worship here and we'll fix it for you; But the fact that they might be 

hungry, the fact that they might have been misled, they might be dirty and 

filthy and in shocking states of health, both mental and physical, never seemed 

to occur [to them]. But it's people like your Wesleys and the Booths and these 

people that almost defied tradition and went in amongst this sort of crime and 

denigration, I think did more to save the world at the time than any politician 

has ever done; 

We've got some people like that around today, in these people who take a very 

fundamental line on the church and on Christianity and they're doing good 

works; They're not getting as much encouragement as they should; Deep down most 

people would like to help, but they don't want to get involved themselves; It's 



TAPE 32 COURT 421 

therefore a good thing that we've got people like the Salvation Army, who 

consistently do this sort of work and consistently get strong support from the 

public-. They're very basic people, they're very wonderful people; t don't know 

that their numbers are increasing greatly because it's become very much a 

family tradition, which has its dangers. But if we didn't have those people, 

goodness only knows what would happen; 

I can tell you as one who was in the government for twenty years (twelve as a 

minister, eight as Premier) that governments can never handle that sort of 

thing, they only think they can; Having a PhD in that sort of thing doesn't get 

you anywhere when you're dealing with these people. I'd much rather have people 

who probably didn't have anything more than a moderate education, but as long 

as they're sensible people, of good strong character and commitment, I'd rather 

invest in them getting out and doing this work than all the departmental 

people; Departmental people used to worry rile; in that particular section they 

weren't very keen on Charles Court because they felt that he was more for the 

Salvo type of thing, the Jesus People type of thing - you know: get down with 

your coat off and your sleeves rolled up and get down amongst it, whereas you 

can have all these theories about handling these people, these unfortunate 

people [without practical results]; 

Also I was a great believer in prevention rather than cure and that comes back 

to the family. I've taken a long time to tell you this, but until we can get 

back to this and get people who can evangelise for the want of a better 

word.... Even some of the more staid orthodox liturgical type of churches, even 

they are starting to get their evangelists within their own ranks; They've 

always had missionaries and that type of activity, but it's never been the main 

thrust of the church. But these other people, of course, they're evangelical 

They want to get out and take the message out; If you gave them a chance at the 

grand final they'd want to try and get their message across therel But they're 

wonderful people. Some of them, of course, are overboard and they have to be 

watched, but in the main they're just plain good well-meaning people who are 

prepared to go without reward and in many cases pass up a very good career 

Many of them are very, very capable people. 

Sometimes in my heart I just wonder whether I failed to go on and be a 

salvationist in the true sense of the word and go Into the Salvation Army, 

whether - you know, that I've got a lot to answer for because I probably 

measured It [materially]; It was a pretty mean sort of an existence when I used 

to see, as a young boy, the two young Salvation Army officers that were trying 

to run the West Subiaco Corps, and having to live on what they could get from 

the people. The fact that they used to come to our place about every Wednesday 

night I think and have a meal; I used to feel that they needed it; that was 

important to them. And other people were doing the same thing because the 

Salvation Army doesn't ever hold out to you that you're going to get a great 

career with a great big income; At the heart of it all it's a lot of sacrifice 

and involvement. I think a lot of people, like myself, have probably, without 

realising it, made that assessment; 

The General of the Salvation Army, General Burrows - I don't know if you know 

her at all, but she's a wonderful person; She is an Australian; She's one of 

the few Salvationists I know who actually got her university degree before she 

became a full—time Salvationist, an officer in the Salvation Army. Look what a 

wonderful career she's had; She could have gone on and done anything. She would 

be one of the most capable women in the world and yet she's opted to do that 

[demanding] work and now is at the head of the Army. She is going to leave a 

tremendous influence there, by the way; I think she's staying on a little 

longer so as to implement some changes in the Salvation Army. The Army's been 

very quick to keep up with the times, but they've never lost sight of what 

Booth had in mind. They've never lost sight of it. For that reason I've always 
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had a tremendous regard for them, as have most people in the community, and 

particularly those who saw them away at the war. It's amazing how they kept up 

with the war, kept up with the battles, sometimes I think probably ahead of 

what they were supposed to, but still they were always there. I think that was 

part of a commitment. 

Now having given you that sermon for the day what can we do next? 

RJ [Laughs] Well the generation of today is facing a lot more pressures, 

I believe. It's always very difficult to compare generations, but they're 

exposed to alcohol at a much younger age than we were, there is the drug 

problem and all sorts of things like that facing them. Would you like to be 

raising a family today? 

COURT It wouldn't cause me any different problems than I had then. It all 

comes back to the family. If the family is sound, these problems don't exist. 

But I'm shocked when I see the number of families that tolerate their children 

having alcohol. So many people say, "Oh they've got to get used to it so they 

might as well have it while they're with us," while they're with the family, 

and that sort of thing. It gives a completely wrong perception of the whole 

business. Even letting children finish off the glasses, the champagne glasses 

and that sort of thing, I shudder when I see it happen. People who say, "Oh a 

little bit doesn't hurt," sort of thing, and, "they'll get used to It," as 

though it's something you can get an acquired habit that it doesn't do you any 

harm. In my experience it does the reverse: you get a taste for It, you get a 

feeling that it's the right thing to do. So I come back to this family 

influence, but it's going to be increasingly difficult. 

I admire people where while the children are young and at school, until they've 

got well launched, who insist that there's got to be parental influence, 

parental control where necessary as a family responsibility. I don't think we 

were very special. There's lots of other people who were just the same as us, 

that they regarded it as their responsibility. If they were going to have 

children they had a responsibility to launch them as well as they could. You 

get enough natural problems in coping with people, whether it's health, whether 

it's morals and standards, you get enough problems as it is, without 

introducing these other problems. 

It's a bit academic at my age and my wife's age to talk about what our attitude 

would be to having a family, but I don't think we would basically want to do it 

any differently. We realise that things are faster, there's more motor cars, 

there's radio, there's TV, with all the evil Influences that come out of them, 

where people are taught that things that were regarded in bad taste, today are 

just commonplace and eight year olds imitate them. You've got to learn to keep 

up with the times and cope with those situations. It's just like somebody 

working with dangerous machinery, compared with what it was with slow-moving 

machinery a generation ago. The employer, who's the sort of the head of that 

family, of that working industrial family, he or she has a responsibility to 

make sure those machines are safe. If they're fast moving machines compared 

with a generation ago, well you've got to adjust accordingly. Decisions have to 

be made quite differently to what they used to be, at least people think they 

do, because you've got computers, because you've got faxes and you've got a 

host of things that you didn't need to have. But I keep reminding the younger 

generation the principles haven't changed. They used to fight wars with sticks 

and stones and bows and arrows. Today you have guided missiles and you have 

unbelievable things in the form of planes; submarines that can go round the 

world without surfacing. You name it, we've got them all. But it's interesting 

that the principles of war haven't changed since the day when they used sticks 

and stones and bows and arrows. The same principles of war applied right 
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through those ages for Genghis Kahn, Hannibal, Alexander the Great, you name 
it, the Second World War. Today the principles of war remain exactly the same; 
it's the means of waging the war that have changed. 

You find in business life you've got the idea that because you've got computers 
and because you've got mechanical devices, means of communication that you 
didn't have before, that these things have changed, but the question of 
business judgments, professional judgments, they haven't changed at all. 
Unfortunately the people who should be exercising the principles and the ethics 
that prevail, don't seem to stop and think that their responsibilities are 
exactly the same for ethical training, for the principles by which business or 
professions are conducted, haven't changed at all. It comes right back to the 
families. The fact that families haven't got the same ability in terms of 
physical presence to influence their children and to look after their children, 
that's not anybody's fault but their own. The principles of a family, the 
principles of a church, the principles of a community are unchanged to what 
they were at the beginning of time. 

Rd Just a point picked up in listening to the radio programme you spoke 
of on 6PR on the 21st. You said earlier you went to the Anglican Church after 
your marriage, but I noticed that you said on that programme that you weren't 
confirmed into the Anglican faith until you were aged 40. 

COURT That's right. 

Rd And you've spoken today about underneath there's a Salvationist there 
perhaps. [Laughs] I wondered why it took what would have been..., well you were 
25 when you married, so it's fifteen.... 

COURT Twenty-four when I was married. 

Rd Twenty-four. It took fifteen years to make that choice. 

COURT Well Rita being what she is, she never made an issue of it at all. The 
boys all went to the church. I went to the church, I went to the Anglican 
Church. The rector was a wise chap, old Barney Blain, he never made a issue of 
it. He used to gently hint. "Wouldn't it be nice if you and all the family were 
confirmed." I used to shrug it off. I think I was put off, because when we were 
about to get married there was a dear old lady that lived opposite Rita's home 
at 538 William Street. Every time my car pulled up there, dear old Laura would 
be across the road and she used to say, "Now wouldn't It be wonderful if you 
and Rita could both get married as Anglicans." Then she'd have some other angle 
on it and so on. When I'd see her coming I'd say, "Oh yes Mrs Throssell, I know 
what you're going to talk about." If she'd have kept off my back I might have 
got confirmed before we got married. But you get stubborn about these things 
and so I just put It off. Rita was very good about it, she never made any issue 
about it. It wasn't as though I was a heathen or anything like that. But 
eventually it got like Life With Father, if you've ever seen that play have 
you, or that film? Well There was this fellow who had a family of four, if I 
remember rightly, might have been five, and his wife was an Episcopalian, you 
see, equivalent of an Anglican. This family went on and the children got 
confirmed and everything was going along. But they were terribly concerned. 
They felt that he wouldn't go to heaven if anything happened to him, if he 
wasn't confirmed as an Episcopalian you see He just got more and more 
stubborn. Eventually - it's a real comedy this thing - they eventually staged a 
bit of a stunt with a feigned illness on the part of his wife and all this sort 
of thing. [laughs] Eventually they convinced him that she couldn't get better 
unless he got confirmed. [laughs] So the poor chap was trapped into it and he 

1 Friday Magazine, Radio 6PR, 21 September 1990. 
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got confirmed and they all lived happy ever after. Well I sort of felt like 

that, but eventually I decided that at forty it was a bit silly because the 

boys were all confirmed. You can imagine by that stage they'd all been 

baptised, they'd all been confirmed. So I got confirmed. 

Barney Blain was very good about it. When I presented myself for the usual 

training you have to go through, Barney, I remember him saying, [laughs] "Oh," 

he said, "Ii  can't teach you anything," about the procedures and the preparation 

and so on. So I really waltzed through that and they had a series of adult 

confirmations. Because we'd been married in St Alban's, where Rita had been 

baptised and attended church and Sunday school and then been confirmed and 

married there, we thought it would be nice If - because I was married there 

naturally with her, it couldn't be otherwise - it would be nice if I got 

confirmed there. So I was confirmed in St Albans. 

Then having done that Barney descended upon me and said, "Now you're one of 

us," he said, "we want you to take over the job of raising the money to get us 

a complete outfit for our church," because then Dalkeith's St Lawrence Church 

was in a clapped out old weatherboard house - the white ants were winning - on 

the corner of Waratah Avenue and Adelma Road there. The hall that we built by 

the way, on that site, for various reasons which are not very important, we had 

to sell it and the Bridge Club, the WA Bridge Club, have their headquarters 

there. So that's where our funny old house used to be, which was used as a 

church. We put that hall there as a church hail, which we had to sell because 

of objections to the noise from functions that were held there. At the same 

time we built St Lawrence Church and the rectory of St Lawrence up on the 

corner of Viking Road and Alexander Road. Subsequently we built the Blain Hall 

at the back. But Barney said, "Now you're one of us you'd better show us how to 

do it." So that's how I got roped in to be the chairman of that committee to 

raise the funds to build those buildings. 

I have to be quite honest about it, the Anglican Church has never given me the 

same sort of feeling that I got from the Salvos, and for that matter from the 

early day Methodists, which are now part of the Uniting Church, of course. But 

their form of worship was something I was brought up with. It was a much  2more 

noisy, involved sort of thing. They used to sing "like Helen be merry", and 

when you went to the Anglicans, specially the churches that I've been involved 

in, there doesn't seem to be any get up and go. You know what's going to happen 

each week because the book says so, and you never hear them get really excited 

about singing, unless they have a great gathering for some celebration; then 

they don't do too badly. But it's a different form of worship, and whilst I'm 

quite comfortable with it, I never get quite the feeling that I used to from 

the Salvos. The Salvos and the Methodists, somehow or other they make you work 

harder to learn and then to practise your faith. So who am I to criticise what 

they all do, but I've always found it much more comfortable with the more 

evangelical outward going type of services and practice. [It is the big 

difference between the liturgical and the non-conformist type service.] Not 

only the services by the way, because the services at a church are only a small 

part of the church's activities and of your own faith. 

END OF TAPE 32 SIDE B 

------------------------ 
This was because of my strict protestant upbringing and scripture studies as 

a boy and youth (CC). 

A common expression years ago - a corruption of "like hell and be merry". 

(CC). 



TAPE 33 COURT 425 

TAPE 33 SIDE A 

Rd How did you go about raising the money to build St Lawrence's? 

COURT It was quite an experience. We were the first people in Western 
Australia, and I think about the second in Australia, to use the Wells system. 
Our rector, Barney Blain, had read about this, or heard about it; He was a very 
intelligent man, a very well-educated person, and a nice man; He had heard 
about it and thought we should at least have a look at it; So Barney in his 
persuasive way, got some literature and got us involved in it. He got somebody 
to come over and talk to us about it, bearing in mind that Dalkeith was about 
the best place you could start this because you had a very large number of 
business people, either executives or proprietors, or professional people, you 
see, and they would understand the fact that the days of "two bob in the plate" 
were gone. You couldn't have the required standards and keep up with modern 
times and give a rector a reasonable thing and have good facilities, good 
working assets for the church; So we decided to give it a go, but it was an 
awful shock to the local people who'd been used to this "two bob in the plate" 
thing. As I say it was made easier by virtue of the fact that a big proportion 
of our potential parishioners would understand what you were talking about; 
They'd understand that they had to give meaningful pledges if you were going to 
have a well run organisation; 

Well we had this old weatherboard house, which was fast starting to fall apart 
with the white ants, and It gave us a good incentive; If we'd have had a church 
of a reasonable proportions, we wouldn't have been able to get more money to 
build another one, but because  1 it was such a shocker right in the middle of 
Dalkeith there, on that corner, it gave us a tremendous weapon to go to work; 
So we set out and got as good a roll as we could of the Anglicans in Dalkeith; 
I think we finished up with a roll of about 400 families; We knew that wasn't 
the lot, but you had to start somewhere; 

It was quite interesting getting the roll together; You'd get some of the known 
Anglicans like Reg North, who was a great stalwart; Ted Ledger, a great 
stalwart and lived in the district at that time; Oliver North, a tremendous 
person; He was the chemist at the brewery, but that didn't stop him being a 
good Anglican. I think his father was an archdeacon; could have been something 
higher even. But we had people like that, and they'd sit down [around the 
table]. They were great golfers or bowlers or involved with the footy and all 
that sort of thing. Between them you'd gradually build up this roll; That was 
the key to It; We spent a lot of time before we had our major onslaught on to 
the people of Dalkeith. Amongst the people that we had there were some very 
senior business people, who were reasonably well off, but who had not been 
caught up by the church. For instance Sir Frank Ledger - he was Mr Ledger at 
the time - but Sir Frank Ledger, I think he'd been an altar boy at St George's 
Cathedral in the days of Archbishop Riley; His uncle was a tremendous churchman 
[as was his father I. Somewhere along the line he hadn't been caught up with and 
had drifted away. Probably except for weddings and funerals he never went to 
church. Harold Doust, quite apart from the fact that he married a Roman 
Catholic, he'd become a fairly old man and the fact that he was involved in St 
George's Cathedral as one of the attendants there, the altar boys and servers 
and that sort of thing (might have even been In the choir) but he hadn't even 
been confirmed. So somewhere along the line the church has got something to 
answer for for not following these people up, not servicing them, for want of a 
better name. But their parents have also got to take some blame; There was a 

------------------------ 
1 The corner of Adelma Road and Waratah Avenue (CC) 
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whole batch of these people and they were superb. We put them into responsible 
positions, and there's nothing like putting those people that are used to 
leading and used to organising in top positions. 

So we got to the day when we launched our great Wells thing, and oh there were 
a lot of mutterings amongst most people, but the key people understood what it 
was all about and they supported it entirely. They were our best weapon. I 
don't know if you know the Wells system, but a lot of other people have 
followed it now. But when you're going to ask for people to put in hundreds and 
maybe a thousand or more, when they're used to putting in a bit of silver, and 
they thought ten shillings was quite generous, it's a bit of a shock. So we set 
out on this campaigning thing and launched ourselves with great gusto, a little 
bit of trepidation. The key to it was we had these senior people who..., when 
you could say, "Well Harold Doust is involved, Frank Ledger's involved," and a 
few other people involved, people would have to sit up and take notice. We were 
pretty well trained too, because we had an organiser from the Wells people 
who'd seen it all. We were even trained that when we went around, a lot of 
these people we had listed as Anglicans were going to say they weren't; they 
were Presbyterians or Roman Catholics, or something. So we had that covered 
because we'd say, "Righto, well that's good, we're all in the one faith really. 
Here's a form from your church," you see. We promised them [the other churches] 
if we met any of those we'd rope them in, or "You'll get a visit from your 
people because we promised to pass your name on if we found any that belonged 
to them." Of course, gradually the message got around it was no good trying to 
fool these fellows. Don't forget you were dealing with some people who were 
used to taking setbacks and knockbacks and all sorts of excuses in the selling 
business and in the ordinary course of their professional and business life. 
They entered into it with good fun. We used to do this three nights a week and 
then we'd reassemble at somebody's home at ten o'clock, usually at Harold 
Doust's place because he had the best cellar and the best assembly place. Well 
we used to have some hilarious nights [laughs] with people reporting on the 
latest rebuff they'd received, you know: "We've got a new one tonight." 
[Laughs] Then we'd share these things. When a fellow like Harold Doust or Frank 
Ledger's got to say a little prayer as the leader, that doesn't do any harm. 
You'll be amazed how shy business men are of mentioning the name of Christ. 
It's the hardest thing they have to say. But once they do it, they get over the 
hurdle. There'd be supper provided. When we went to Harold's place there was 
more than supper provided and everyone thoroughly enjoyed it. But we used to 
get the business over first. Anyone who wanted to go home, they could go, but 
by that time you'd had so much fun and people usually stayed around a fair bit. 

But we got our target and we were able to [proceed]. I wouldn't let them stop 
at the hail. See some people wanted to stop at the hall and then have a 
breather. I said, "No if you stop at the hall that will be our church in 100 
years time. So we've got to go on and we've got to build the church, the 
rectory and the hall. We'll build the hail first because it's the quickest, but 
we're not going to stop there, and we're not going to start the hell until we 
can see the money for the church and the rectory." That's what we did. We built 
the three almost together and never let the momentum drop. They badly need the 
same sort of spirit down there today, because it's one thing having the assets 
and another thing to keep them alive and virile and keep the spirit. 

The only thing I regret about that was that we didn't get a little bit more 
money at the time, so that we could establish a little church organisation down 
there that would [be effective.] You couldn't expect people to do certain 
things like a secretariat for nothing, but not to be rewarded over generously, 
but enough so that they could be active in the parish, and we could always keep 
the records right up to date, always keep prodding around the place. 
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Well when I got into Parliament I couldn't take the same active interest as I 
used to, although I remained one of the siclesmen right up until recent times, 
even while I was Premier. I always did my share and if I had to go north or go 
east or go overseas, I always changed with somebody and caught up; I did that 
as a matter of a discipline, because there was no reason why a Premier 
shouldn't attend just as much as anybody else, although if I was up north or 
down south, or overseas, I always made it my business to attend [where I was,] 
when I could have perhaps neglected it; But I felt that was a discipline on me 
that was very necessary, not for somebody else to discipline me, but for me to 
discipline myself to do that: read the lesson and take up the collection- It's 
one way of setting an example. If you're not doing it yourself, you can't 
complain about the others that want to go off to golf, but if you are doing it 
and doing it consistently, then you've got a licence to say to somebody else, 
"Look why aren't you doing your share?" But it's a long time since I was 
involved with the vestry; Being a sidesman didn't involve that sort of duty; 

It caused some embarrassment to the then rector; Barney Blain had gone long 
since; He's still around by the way, when I say 'long since;' He's well over 80 
and he's a wonderful person, but he wasn't our rector; He thought It was time 
to move over and let somebody else come in. But the then rector got very angry, 
because when I turned up the morning after I'd been elected Premier, it 
happened to be my rostered day for sidesman, and so I turned up. They got a bit 
of a shock, but I didn't see why I shouldn't. Somehow or other the Australian 
newspaper had got to hear about the fact that I went regularly and they must 
have found out somehow or other from the night before from the euphoria at the 
election count; They turned up and when I was there lighting the candles, they 
snook in and took pictures; They published what was rather a lovely picture in 
the Australian on the Monday morning of the Premier on duty on the Sunday 
morning, in spite of with all the euphoria of the election on the Saturday 
night. Well the then rector, he got very angry about it; It was none of my 
business at all, it was none of my doings; I would have thought that the church 
would have turned it to profit, but he was very angry and that's when I found 
out that he was no supporter of mine [chuckles] because he was very, very angry 
about It, whereas old Barney would have said, "This Is great. We can now go out 
and tell them that here's the Premier, goes to church and is a sidesman;" 

RJ So his anger was that he believed you set it up? 

COURT I found out [he had a problem]; He was an unfortunate man; We tried 
hard to help, but it was rather unfortunate; He left us and went to another 
parish; The poor man didn't live much longer after that; He always appeared to 
me to be less than a hundred per cent fit. We all did a lot to try and help 
him. I found out that it was more his annoyance that I'd been elected, i;e; for 
party political reasons, than because of any problem with his church, because 
practically every rector, including the Archbishop of the day, thought it was 
tremendous, you know, if only it could happen in their church they could use It 
for their flock, saying well if the Premier can do this why can't you? - 

especially the day after he'd just been elected, and was probably up till about 
two in the morning while they were counting and so on; But that flowed on from 
this Wells thing and, of course, we've got a lovely church down there and like 
all other churches it badly needs greater support from the local community; 
There are plenty of Anglicans, nominal Anglicans, down there, to make it much 
more lively than it IS; We've got a good rector, we've got some wonderful 
people there that do some wonderful work; But you have to get in and stir them 
up. It's no good moaning about the fact that they don't come, you've got to get 
out and do something about it; 
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Rd When was the church actually built? 

COURT Oh I forget what date when it was.... It was over 30 years from 
last Sunday week that it was consecrated. 

Rd So that would make it 1960. 

COURT I think it was about then, but I could easily get the exact date 
for you because there was the hail was opened by Lady Gairdrier, the church was 
consecrated by Archbishop Moline, and the [foundation] stone there bears the 
name of Sir Charles Gairdner. But I can easily check those for you. 

Rd And how successful was that fundraising? Did you actually have to 
go into debt to build those buildings? 

COURT We were very successful in the fact that we reached our target. We 
did have to get some assistance from the diocesan funds that were set aside for 
that purpose, which was at a fairly cheap rate in those days. But to the best 
of my knowledge they got rid of all that debt in due course, because that was 
part of our target, bearing in mind that under the Wells' scheme you had pledges 
and so you didn't get all the money immediately, they had it spread over a 
period of years: three to five years. That made it easier for people to 
contribute. But we had to get the figure in their minds that they were going to 
contribute. When you're talking about somebody contributing say a thousand 
pounds over three years, or two thousand pounds over three years, well it was a 
bit of a shock to them, but you had to get them used to it. Then other people 
followed on with varying degrees of success, mainly with success. But it all 
came down to the leaders you had, and it was a godsend having people like 
Harold Doust, because he was a very rugged, well-known contractor. When you 
could say, "Well Harold's right up front," it was the answer to all of the 
people who were trying to find out the reasons and dream up the reasons why 
they shouldn't participate. But that was our success, the fact that we brought 
in all these new people. Then the problem you've got, of course, is that people 
get older. You can imagine there's a lot of people that were involved then are 
now dead. People move, they go into retirement villages, or they get 
transferred interstate, but it's part of the job. If somebody goes out of a 
house, somebody must come into it. There's a lot of Asian people own houses 
there, but as I was saying to one of the Vestry only yesterday, don't assume 
that they're not Christians. Probably some of them if they came from Singapore 
or they came from Korea, [Hong Kong] or even from Taiwan, they could be very 
strong Christians, not necessarily in the Anglican faith. The new president of 
Taiwan, Lee, is a publicly professed and practising Christian. It's quite 
remarkable for a man in that position, as the president, and [he] is very open 
about it. 

Rd What does a sidesman do In the Anglican church? 

COURT Well he or she has to get there early, of course, and make sure the 
hymn books are out and all the pew - what they call the pew sheets are 
available, and all other things are ready, and the candles are lit and a few 
other things. If you've got servers (they're boys that do that) naturally some 
of those duties they'd do, but then you have to be ready at the door when 
people come. First of all make sure the church is open and ready to receive 
people. You make sure that the altar is all ready and the sanctuary is all 
ready and that the place is In good order, so that when the people come along 
that you're ready to receive the congregation and meet them at the door and 
give them whatever literature they have to have, or offer them a prayer book or 
hymn book, as the case may be. [If there are hymns for the service, you have to 
put the numbers in the frame.] At the same time you have a responsibility, if 
there's any bells to be rung, to ring them at the right time [ours were 
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recordings of famous bells) and to make sure that the rector's ready and 
doesn't have any special needs that have got to be taken care of; He usually 
has something that he wants done during the service, or after the service-; Then 
there's the inevitable job of collecting the collection, of course. That's very 
important. Even more important is to count it as soon as it's over and record 
that, under a system that was developed in connection with these pledges, 
because most of the money came in envelopes; Then if there was a service after 
you, well you'd leave everything in good order for the next one; Sometimes 
they'd overlap and you'd just hand over to the next shift; 

One of the other tasks that you had was to read one of the lessons, so if there 
were say three sidesmen on duty, you had to make up your mind who was going to 
read the Old Testament, who was going to read the New Testament, and of course, 
the Rector always did the gospel. Then if there was a psalm, well that was 
somebody else's job; But you've no idea how hard It is to get some business men 
to read the lesson; You might think they'd take it for granted and take it in 
their stride, but you've no idea, they'd take up the collection twice rather 
than read the lesson, but I used to believe it was a responsibility to get them 
to read the lesson because in reading it you've got to usually rehearse it and 
in rehearsing it you start to see the meaning, some of the wonderful words 
there are there; Instead of when you're a member of the congregation you're 
half turned off anyhow, but if you've got to read it you can't be turned off; 

RJ Sir Charles, as you've told us much earlier in this interview, you 
were a foundation partner of Hendry Rae and Court, and you've told us how that 
partnership was first established; You did mention that you had seen Mr Hendry 
while he was registrar of the Institute of Chartered Accountants, and you've 
told me off tape, but I'd like to put it on, about the fact that he supervised 
you in one of your exams; 

COURT Well I was a young student and one of the first [in WA] who sat 
under the Institute of Chartered Accountants; You realise that when they got 
their charter they weren't ready to conduct examinations and do all of the 
things that an institute did, but they inherited all of the apparatus from a 
very august conservative body known as ACPA, the Australian Corporation of 
Public Accountants; if anything more conservative than the chartered 
accountants; They conducted the administration and the exams; In fact the first 
exams I sat for were ACPA, but the understanding was that you got full credits 
for those when the charter was ready; The later exams I did they were under the 
charter itself. 

But Mr Hendry was the registrar, and of course, I was very young at the time, 
never dreaming that one day I'd be his partner; There were only two students 
doing the first part of my exams: one was a man named Guttridge, who was from a 
firm called Flack and Flack, eventually absorbed into the 'big eight', and 
myself; There was no need to set up an examination room because there was only 
the two of us. So we sat one each end of Mr Hendry's quite big table that he 
had. We were probably the only students In Australia who ever got a cup of tea 
during examinations [laughs] because Mr Hendry had a very dear person named 
Rebecca Candish; She was with Mr Hendry for years and years and she also came 
over to the partnership and stayed with us for a long, long time, and in fact 
was a godsend during the war because she was a very capable woman She was not 
qualified as an accountant, but she could very easily have been one; She was 
capable of doing all of the normal accounting work and even auditing; She was 
very capable and very experienced. Well she would bring him in a cup of tea and 
of course she couldn't very well bring him a cup of tea without giving the two 
students one, so we probably were quite unique; It enabled me later on to boast 
that I never got lower than second in my exams until one of my boys was 
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indiscreet enough to ask how many students there were and I had to tell him 
there were two. So that took the gilt off that a bit. But still that's what 
happens with families. But that's the story of sitting at the table there. 

Of course, later on as we got further down the road, there were more students 
coming in. By the time I did my finals we'd have half a dozen or more, but you 
never had big, big numbers at that time because there weren't that many 
chartered accountants around, and getting a chartered accountancy degree was 
quite a thing. It was a different system of exams to what they have today; Of 
course today they don't have that same system anyhow because you can go and do 
a full time degree at the university, at Curtin or one of those institutions, 
and that gives you the basis; You've then got to do the professional year and 
other things that you have to do to equip you to be a fully-fledged chartered 
accountant; But ours was still in the system when you had indentures, and you 
were articled to a person. He had a responsibility for you to learn and he also 
had a responsibility to teach, not so much the theory, but the practice of the 
profession That's why when you got your charter degree you'd already got your 
practice qualification automatically from your firm. 

RJ Once you entered that partnership, what did your job become? 

COURT It was made very clear by Hendry and Rae that I was to take over 
the partnership and the sooner the better; They were quite remarkable men 
inasmuch as they didn't have ambitions to be senior partner or anything of that 
kind; They never even asked for it; When it was mentioned casually they said, 
"It doesn't matter because sooner or later you're to take it all over and the 
sooner we can get out, at our discretion, of course, the better;" The war upset 
that because the war came fairly soon after it and they knew, as I knew in my 
heart, that I would want to go, at least volunteer to go; They were both 
returned men from the First World War, and we were all in the same mould-; So it 
didn't give them any great shock when I went off to the war, but it did delay 
my taking over the partnership from them. I do believe that had we not had the 
war, that come 1945, they would have probably retired, retired gracefully from 
the partnership and left me to take it over; So that probably explains why 
there was never any friction, never any competition, or any of the things that 
you see in partnerships; I was blessed because I had these two people of great 
character and people of great integrity who in their heart wanted me to be the 
senior partner, in practice rather than by decree; 

So when I came back from the war it was only natural that I assumed control of 
the practice immediately. Rae retired fairly soon after. Mr Hendry stayed 
around for quite a long time; He loved to come in; He used to do a tremendous 
lot of reading, technical reading, and I got thoroughly spoilt because he would 
pass out journals to me; There'd be a little note on the front page, "page 7", 
"page 10", or something, and when you got there you didn't even have to read 
the whole of that, there'd be a circle around the part; He was absolutely 
uncanny; you never bothered to read beyond It. I used to test it out and I 
found that all that mattered in terms of Improving your knowledge and keeping 
you up to date would be within this circle that dear Mr Hendry had put around 
it. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 33 
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COURT He was also a very keen student and scholar; He was literally the 
student's friend; He'd been the registrar and he was a practitioner, because in 
those days the registrar was a part-time job, almost on an honorarium basis-. 
Our firm had the distinction of having the registrar for mary, many years-
There was Hendry and there was Rae, and then there was Court; Then we went on 
and Harry Kitson took over; I think there was another partner after him, but we 
always had this job, while it was a part-time thing virtually on an honorarium 
basis; No profession ever pays its practitioners as well as they expect their 
clients to pay them; That was very, very typical of the chartered accountants-
But we did it as a public service, as a professional service, as an industry 
service- We believed in it, and we were only too pleased to do it; We were 
involved in it and it did us a lot of good; It certainly kept us up to date in 
the profession; We were known to all the profession7 That in itself when you're 
practising a profession is terribly important-; Some people become so insular 
they rarely know anything about the profession they work in; They pay their 
fees, they belong to the Institute and they attend the annual meeting if you're 
lucky and they think that's their responsibility, but it's not really; They 
should be more involved-; I think It's getting better because these days you get 
a nominated number of credits for the involvement you have in these high level 
study periods, which helps a bit-. 

But Mr Hendry used to look at all the examination papers; Who'd want to look at 
an examination paper after you've qualified yourself and you've got no need to 
pass an exam? But he used to look at these papers and he used to have a 
tremendous ability, much more ability than he was ever given credit for-; He 
wasn't a good communicator, he wasn't a good public speaker-; When he would go 
to an Institute function he would remain silent until he couldn't stand It any 
longer and then in his quiet way he'd just come out and say, "Well that's not 
how I see it;" Invariably whatever Hendry put forward would be adopted because 
he was such a clear thinker and such a keen student and such a thorough person-; 
Well he would work the papers and he'd come to me as registrar and say, "Look 
this is not a fair go; These examiners are trying to find out what the students 
don't know Instead of what they do know," and he had a real campaign on this-; 
There was a change in the form of examinations, the approach by examiners, 
largely because of the persistent, quiet pressure by Cam Hendry, speaking from 
knowledge and a man who examined all the papers, probably one of the only few 
people in Australia who ever looked at these things; I mean who would want to 
look at an examination paper apart from the students? There were rumblings 
amongst the students sometimes-; Invariably it came back to this point that 
Hendry was on about that they were more concerned about finding out what the 
students DIDN'T know, than what they DID know; 

I don't know what prevails today, but at that particular time they introduced a 
system of getting the papers properly worked before the exams so that they 
could pick up any obvious anomalies; I was very sympathetic to this and I 
encouraged Mr Hendry because I had a similar experience when I sat for my final 
accounting- I'd worked mighty hard and I was feeling like I'd never felt 
before; I was ready for anything they could throw at me in this accounting 
paper; It was my last paper-; I think there were about six candidates this day 
and we sat for this paper; This, of course, was long before I was a chartered 
accountant; That's not right; This was before I had any thought of being a 
practitioner in my own right and long before I ever dreamt that I'd be a 
partner of Hendry and Rae-; I looked at this paper and something seemed to be a 
bit odd about it, this accounting paper; So I learned that you get into the 
paper quickly, you make an assessment of it, spend so much time making an 
assessment of It, you work out the compulsory questions, and so off I went-; And 
I worked and worked; There was nothing I didn't know; It was all what I'd 

'1 Sir Charles was State Registrar of the Institute of Chartered Accountants from 
1946-52 (RJ); 
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studied and I was ready for. It was hard, but quite fair, except that when I 
got two thirds through the examination time I'd panicked - that would be the 
wrong word, I nearly panicked, because I hadn't done half this first question, 
and there were three major questions to be done. So I knew that I'd worked well 
and I knew that I'd had no trouble in coping with the stuff, and I'd gone 
progressively through this paper, and there were no short cuts In It, you just 
had to plug away. Well when I handed in my paper I'd done two thirds of the 
first question. I said, "Well that's it you've blown it. There's something 
wrong, you've got something wrong with your approach, your examination 
procedures, you haven't studied enough," or something. I was mighty 
disappointed. I knew it was going to be hard, but I was mighty disappointed. 
But I felt supremely confident that I had prepared myself. You had to do the 
compulsory question first. You were a damn fool if you didn't because if you 
finished up doing the non-compulsory questions and did them well, you wouldn't 
get any marks at all because you hadn't done the compulsory one. 

So when 1 was going down in the lift with the other students, they were all 
pretty angry, and there were a lot of mumblings. So I thought I better have a 
bit of a meeting with them. I said, "What's your problem?" Not one of them had 
done a half of the first question. Not one of them had done a half. I said, 
"Well let's have a look at this, we're not all that dumb." We had to do another 
paper that afternoon. I said, "Now my advice to all of you is to turn up. I 
wasn't going to until I talked to you people, because it wasn't worth it." That 
was the other half of the accounting. There were two separate papers and you 
didn't get the other one, of course, until after lunch. I said, "I'm going to 
get some lunch and get back here and stay with it. There must be something 
wrong. If you blokes who are all reasonably intelligent, couldn't do a half of 
the first question and I could only do two thirds, there must be something 
wrong." So in the lunch time I went to the registrar, who was Mr Hendry, as 
self-appointed leader, and I told him what problem we'd had. He said, "Leave it 
with me and I'll ring up." So in the lunch time he rang up the Eastern States 
and he found that every State had had the same problem because they all had 
the same paper. There was all hell let loose over there. They'd got a message 
round to all the students to make sure they came back in the afternoon. 

So we all sat in the afternoon, and they had an enquiry into this thing. Some 
galah had set this thing on the basis of trying to find out what you didn't 
know, rather than what you knew. Obviously the paper hadn't been worked, 
pre-exam worked. You should always work a paper before that, give it to 
somebody else to work, and pay somebody to do it. One of these candidates was 
the son of a member of the State council. I won't mention his name, but he 
always had more influence than he should have had around the place, not only in 
accounting circles, but in everything else around the town. His son had gone to 
him naturally, at lunch time, and he was furious. So he then engaged Harry 
Halvorsen, who was then the number one tutor in the State, and paid him to work 
the paper. I think after doing a full day's work - bear in mind this was a four 
hour paper for every question - having done a full day's work and then some 
more he still hadn't finished the first question and he was the top tutor in 
the State. So this gave us reinforcement. Then, of course, we had this 
student's father pulling strings. Not that we wanted strings, we just wanted a 
fair go. They then said that for that particular paper, the papers would be 
marked by an independent group, nothing to do with the people that set the 
paper, and they would give the students marks on the merit of the work they'd 
done, which was a pretty fair way out of it. That was one paper where I got 
very high marks. The others, I think a couple of them passed and a couple 
didn't. But that was fair enough. They gave the marks based on merit. I do 
believe that some of the others would have done better if it hadn't have been 
for this because they must have panicked when they got halfway through the 
exam time and they probably had only done a quarter. In my case I was fairly 
well down the line. 
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But this was the sort of thing where a person like Mr Hendry was a godsend. He 
never got credit for it, except locally. All the local State council and most 
of the members here that attended our meetings they always knew that Mr Hendry 
did these things. He would come to the meetings, the research meetings, and say 
he wasn't very happy about a certain question and he'd ask them, "What do you 
know about it? This is what the students were supposed to know and you're a 
practitioner." So he was quite a wonderful man in that regard. 

Also he had a great command of the language, both written and oral, though he 
wasn't a good public speaker. He must have spoken as though he was writing, 
because unlike me, he was always superb with his grammar, when he was speaking 
as well as when he was writing. When I had done a big job and I wanted 
somebody, because there was no—one else in the practice to check on me, you 
see. They were all, after the war particularly, we had young probationary 
partners. You couldn't get too many fully qualified chartered accountants in 
those days. So we had to build up our staff virtually from nothing after the 
war. A lot of rehab students. I used to give my reports that I'd drafted to Mr 
Hendry. There'd be ten, fifteen, twenty pages, and it would come back about a 
third of the length, and it used to make me mad. I'd go through and say, "The 
old boy's missed the guts of what I was trying to get across!" And no, it would 
all be there, all that mattered, and superbly expressed, without any 
ambiguities or any double meanings. When you use too many words they can easily 
creep in. He had a bit of a thing about it; the fewer words you use the less 
chance for misunderstanding. 

He would go through some of these and some of them were quite important things 
that I was doing. I was into a new field of accounting then. 1 did more than my 
share of auditing, but I never liked auditing. It was a humdrum type of thing. 
But I liked doing the higher principles that were involved, but the tick, tick, 
tick business, I used to find it pretty irksome. When we reorganised the 
practice after the war, I launched more out into management [and consulting] 
type of things. I loved that, but never neglecting my other responsibilities. 
But he would take these reports that I'd done, when I'd launched out into these 
more important, more exciting types of things, and really turn them into 
professional documents. Quite unashamedly I say that thank God some of my 
original drafts never got into circulation, because he used to make them sound 
so much more professional and so much more authoritative because of the 
language that he was able to use. So you can understand I had a great affection 
and a great admiration for Mr Hendry. Probably I valued his professional 
competence more than anyone else, because I knew more about it than anyone 
else. He always hid his light under a bushel. He handed things over to me even 
from some of his most favoured clients. He insisted that they got used to 
dealing with me. He was always around. He'd go round and have a chat with them 
Just to keep the goodwill going. Eventually he'd come back and say, "I've been 
to Mr X, or Mr Y, and they seem as though they don't want me any more." 
[Laughs] And he'd say, "That's what I set out to do." He said, "You're going 
well." That was the greatest compliment he could pay, but I always encouraged 
him to go back and talk to them, and even to talk to some of my people that I'd 
brought into the practice, that I'd developed, even after the practice came 
together, because I felt that he gave them a feeling of professional stability 
and professional competence and above all a great feeling of integrity, because 
that was the key to It all. So that's the story of Mr Hendry and the practice. 

RJ Thinking though just before the war, just focus on that period 
before you enlisted, what did you do? You would have taken some clients with 
you. 

COURT I took all my clients over into the firm. We didn't lose any in the 
process either from Hendry, Rae or Court. 
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RJ Okay, so you had your clients, and you talk about Mr Hendry 
gradually gave you some of his. Was that before the war? 

COURT Oh that had started right from the beginning. The day I got there, 
we joined together. You see at that time I had a suite in Adelaide Steamship, 
which was one of the nicest offices: very modern, not very big, but very 
beautifully finished. In the Depression, you see, where they could do these 
things at no great cost, and Adelaide Steamship, like all steamship companies 
they always wanted to be a cut above everybody else. So I had a very adequate 
suite there, but it wasn't big enough for the three, and we didn't want to have 
them spread all around the town because we'd defeat the purpose. So Harvey Rae 
managed to negotiate for us to take the third floor of what was then Newspaper 
House. 1 think it's just about to be demolished, or something's going to happen 
to it. I notice the wall that was supposed to be retained for facade purposes, 
has collapsed or something. But we had the third floor there, most of the third 
floor, all except an art gallery. The West used to allow this place to be used 
as an art gallery. It became quite a regular venue in Perth and was a sort of a 
social contribution that the West used to make. A man named Henry Greig was the 
secretary there. He was a great friend of Cam Hendry. A lot of those people 
holding those senior positions around the town were First World War men and 
there was a tremendous bond of friendship amongst these people, and loyalty. 
Henry Greig was a great Red Cross worker, did tremendous work, and that 
explains why the West for many, many years was always very heavily involved and 
very supportive, and in fact used to make a man available to help the Red Cross 
with running their appeals. They used to get tremendous coverage in the West. 
Henry Greig had a wife who was a very fine pianist. She had a hearing 
impairment, which was quite strange. You'd think it would deny her the 
opportunity to perform as she did on the piano, but strangely enough with music 
she didn't have any problem. She used to play a lot of my accompaniments. She 
was a very good sight—reader and a very enthusiastic musician. Perhaps I 
shouldn't go on about that, but it just shows what a small place Perth was and 
it was one great family. But Henry Greig also was responsible for things like 
this art gallery there. It took us years to get them to surrender that art 
gallery to us because we'd outgrown our suite and we wanted to get our hands 
on to that art gallery. Subdivided it would just be all we needed. So I was 
very grateful. By that time I'd got into Parliament. 

RJ When you first went into Newspaper House, how many staff would you 
have had? What was the set-up? 

COURT Oh I'm guessing now, but if I could just do a bit of calculation on 
my f—ingers, forgetting the partners. [counts]. There'd be about fifteen, if 
that; if that. I doubt whether there'd be fifteen. 

RJ And what jobs did those fifteen have? 

COURT Oh well they were the typists, receptionist, clerks, you know audit 
clerks, juniors, some of them in training. By that time I had one fully 
qualified chartered accountant working for me, a man named Willis, who 
subsequently was enticed to work for one of our clients and was transferred to 
Melbourne. A very capable man who subsequently had an illness that made his 
practice years rather shorter and eventually died fairly young, but he was 
quite a brilliant fellow. If I hadn't have gone with Hendry and Rae, I think he 
would have become a partner in my firm, because I could trust him. He was a 
fully qualified charter man and I could trust him with the most involved 
professional work. He was a bit of a martinet with clients in making them 
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conform to the ethics of what was required and which in turn protected our 
signature. So the rest of them were clerks. Some of them were juniors who 
hopefully would qualify and become chartered accountants. By then the practice 
would have grown and we'd absorb them. 

END TAPE 33 SIDE B 
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TAPE 34 SIDE A 

Rd A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander 

Library Building on the 15th of October 1990. 

Sir Charles we were talking about your partnership with Hendry and Rae last 

time and I wondered up until you enlisted for the war how far the firm had 
developed? 

COURT The firm had shown nice growth because every practice, if you run 

it properly, grows within itself. I was only recently giving an address to some 

young practitioners and also some were young students who had graduated at the 

university but were yet to do their professional year. I was explaining to them 

when they get into practice there's an automatic growth within the firm itself. 

Whether it's a sole practitioner or whether it's a partnership, the principle 

is the same that if you look after your clients and you treat them as being 

very much a personal thing, there's an automatic growth of up to twenty per 

cent or more without getting any new clients at all, if you're an eager beaver 

and you've an inquisitive turn of mind and you're innovative and you do a lot 

of study and you hear of new systems. It could be something to do with a family 

estate, or a host of things. If you're enterprising you talk to your clients. 

You talk to the principals mainly; you might even talk to people lower down. 

But you're always talking to them about what's going on in their firm, the 

systems they're using, innovations that are taking place with office machines, 

bearing in mind in those days you didn't have electronics like you've got 

today, and the evolution of machines was comparatively slow. But nevertheless a 

new machine, a new idea, a new system, was just as important proportionately 

then as it is today with one of these magic machines they have, some of which I 

regard as a nightmare, as an absolute danger. 

This is what I was trying to explain to these young men and women who will be 

the chartered accountants of the future, that if they service their clients 

right and don't adopt this indifferent attitude that people adopt today, that 

people are almost lucky to have them as their chartered accountant, or their 

adviser, but if they become part of the family, it's amazing what growth there 

is. Also the profession becomes a very lively and enterprising and interesting 

thing. I enjoyed talking to these young people. They had this weekend congress 

for young people, graduates who have yet to do their professional year, plus 

practitioners that had qualified and were ready to practice and had not been 

qualified for more than four years. So you were talking about a very young 

group of people. I welcomed the opportunity to talk to them because I could 

remember my own experience of establishing a practice in a depression and then 

the period with Hendry and Rae before the war, as well as rehabilitating the 

practice after it. I was able to tell them from first-hand experience exactly 

what happens when you're doing something of this kind in tough, tough times. I 

hope the message got through. It would have to some (you never get it through 

to all of them) because they've come through a period when they've been getting 

wages they never dreamt they'd get. They'd been through their tertiary 

education full-time or part-time qualifications as the circumstances dictated. 
They'd got that degree, whereas in my day, of course, you didn't do that. You 
went to night school, correspondence course, plus what you learnt in your work. 
Then they have to do a very, very tough professional year today. When they've 

finished that, they think they're pretty good; I explained to them, including 

those that had got through that and had been practising or had been working in 

senior positions because they were fully-fledged chartered accountants, that 

they're only serving an apprenticeship for the first ten years in practice. 

Don't try and specialise. Make sure that you learn the anatomy of the 
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profession, then you can specialise and you'll do it much better because 

you've got a good solid base from which to work. But above all, talk to your 

clients, just don't go and tick the books. 

It was very interesting. One young chap asked a question, a very pertinent 

question. He said, "I'm under pressure doing audits for my firm, the number of 

hours I spend because the clients are watching, and if I did what you want me 

to do and talked to them about their systems and maybe wandered down to the 

store, and wanted the storeman to explain some particular piece of equipment, 

or somebody else to explain some particular transaction, I feel these people 

would be saying, 'You're doing this in my time.'" I was able to say to them, 

"You'll never have a client complain about being charged for that sort of work. 

They quickly realise that this is the most valuable work you do. If you're an 

auditor and you're going around and you're asking pertinent questions of 

somebody, maybe in the receivals section, or the ordering section, or the 

cashier section, whatever it might, you're doing more towards getting those 

people on their toes and improving the quality of the audit and the prestige of 

the audit than all the ticking you can do, no matter how technically right you 

might be with all the ticking and analysis you do. That sort of stuff breathes 

life into your profession." 

I always had a bit of a thing about this. First of all auditing to me was a 

very, very mechanical and not a very exciting thing as a mere question of 

ticking vouchers, checking vouchers, checking postings and all of the 

mechanical things. But when you started to look at the business, and were 

cheeky enough to want to know why they weren't doing better, or why they did 

something a particular way when it seemed so cumbersome and so unnecessary, 

then all of a sudden you become part of the management team. Before very long 

they were talking to you and consulting you. I spent a bit of time with these 

young people on this because I believed it was important. It's not the first 

time I've done it. Most of them would take no notice of you. They would say, 

"That's an old bloke; he's just talking in the past." But the better ones they 

get the message. This young man who questioned about the time factor and the 

client overlooking the amount of time that he was doing, I had to be very 

brutal about it and say, "If your client is complaining about the number of 

times you ring up your girlfriend in his time, then he's entitled to complain; 

or the amount of time you're having a chat about the footy or something to the 

staff around the place, they're entitled to complain, and so they should. But 

you'll never ever find them complain if you're taking an intelligent interest 

in their business. Your own stature goes up." 

I didn't have time to, but I could have given the example of back in the days 

when Zimpels was run by Zimpels. There was a Zimpel in the firm who actually 

ran the firm. His father before him had run it and I was then a senior clerk 

with McLaren. This was one of my audits allocated to me. I remember going to 

the accountant-cum-secretary-cum-financial man, a man named Aub Cuzens 

(C U Z E N S; it was an unusual spelling) a nice man. Of course, you realise 

you've got to take a lot of years off both of us. I'd been studying cost 

accounting because I wanted to get beyond just the ordinary humdrum 

bookkeeping, auditing, that sort of stuff, and cost accounting was just on the 

way up then. It was before the days of electronic analysis and all this type of 

thing. Everything had to be done physically and not electronically. There was a 

certain amount of mechanical equipment in those days. Burroughs' bookkeeping 

machines were just starting to come in in a big way and so on, calculators were 

starting to become the norm. I was fascinated by the fact..; Zimpels in those 

days by the way made their own furniture out at Sublaco. In the course of doing 

my audit I finished up out at the furniture factory. This rather intrigued Aub 

Cuzens because they'd only been used to the auditors coming in, doing the 

ticks, getting the vouchers and raising a few queries and on their way. I said, 

"I'd like to have a look at the factory." He thought I was going out there only 
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for curiosity's sake and maybe put the drop on them to get some cheap furniture 

or something of that kind. But I wanted to see how it all dovetailed into the 

business, because many firms in those days not only made for their own retail 

store, but they also made - in the textile business they made garments for the 

wholesale trade, made garments for the retail store, and most of the furniture 

people like Hearns and others made furniture for their wholesale trade, as also 

for their retail trade. 

Well I went out there and they had absolutely no costing system. They did most 

things by guess or by God, bearing in mind, of course, the Zimpel family had 

done reasonably well. It was one of the reputable old firms. They made a 

quality of furniture that was better than the general run of the mill type of 

furniture people. So I acknowledged the fact that they hadn't done too badly in 

their own way, but I felt that they could do much, much better, and that a lot 

of lines that they were carrying weren't paying their way and others were 

profitable, but having to carry the rest on their back, a sort of 

cross-subsidisation sort of thing. Anyhow in my own time, nothing to do with 

McLaren at all, I spent some time over the weekend and worked out a very simple 

costing system for their furniture factory. I proudly went into Aub Cuzens, 

with whom I was very friendly and he was a nice man, and said, "Would you like 

me to show this to you, explain it to you?" He was very receptive. See some 

people are delighted when you come up with an idea. Other people resent it, 

say: "We've been doing this for 50 years, what would you know about it?" But he 

was just the reverse, as was Mr Cecil Zimpel, who was then the Zimpel in charge 

in those days. I explained it all to him. It was very simple, It wasn't going 

to add any cost at all, but they would have a degree of control over everything 

from the timber and the hardware that went with making furniture, and the 

various processes including the polishing and so on. He said, "That seems 

pretty good to me." 

To skip all the detail, again I didn't get paid for it, and the firm didn't 

render a bill for it, but he used to keep in touch with me and this became an 

important link in the audit. Also it was a very successful system: simple; 

everyone understood it. The workmen didn't think there was any funny business 

where they were being spied on, or something like that. Right up until the time 

when Aub Cuzens retired, that system was still used. A few weeks ago I got a 

ring one Sunday morning from a man who Identified himself. I couldn't believe 

it; it was Aub Cuzens. He wanted my son Richard to get some information for 

him, because he'd been retired a long, long time, because you realise he's 

older than I am. We joked about this system, and this brash young audit clerk. 

It built up a great rapport between me and him as well as the firm. 

But the point I've made with young people is that this consolidated that client 

to our firm (that was McLarens in those times) because we weren't just tickers 

of books, where anyone could come along and do that. Here was somebody that was 

prepared to go and look behind the scenes, go out into the factory and come up 

with a simple system. 

I found this worked everywhere, and this is where the percentage of growth in 

your practice, without getting another client, can come from these things. It 

could be a family estate that has never been looked at during the whole of the 

lifetime of that family, and in those days, of course, there was probate which 

was a nightmare, specially with people that had built up a business and worked 

hard all their life, and they had this terrible thing of probate. If you had a 

family re-arrangement that you could work out, you eventually finished up in 

the drawing room with all the family. Therefore when they wanted to do 

anything, and any of the family wanted to do anything, they didn't think about 

going to some so-called specialists or some lawyers and that, they'd talk to 

you. This was the message I was trying to get across to these young people. 
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I've digressed a long way from this particular subject that we were talking 

about, but maybe you want to bring me back on course for it; 

RJ That's fine; I wondered if the sort of thing you've just described 

is what you meant when you said at our last interview, "I was into a new field 

of accounting then; When we re-organised jhe practice after the war, I launched 

more out into management type of things;" Is this what you're meaning? 

COURT What I've been telling you today is really what equipped me after 

the war to go ahead and enlarge the base of the practice. It was the same 

principle, where you go to a client and you'd say, "Now look the audit's the 

audit, but would you like me to have a look at a particular system or an aspect 

of your business where you could take a much broader view of it all;" Then 

subsequently I became a director of a number of companies that were starting 

from the grass roots up; backyarders that were going to become quite sizeable 

businesses; This inquisitiveness before the war, when I was a junior clerk and 

then when I was a young practitioner, then when I was with Hendry Rae and 

Court, equipped me to do these things, because in the process you learn a lot; 

It's the only way you can learn a lot. I can tell you auditing and bookkeeping 

and the run of the mill stuff in an audit office, in a chartered accountant's 

office, can be pretty soul-destroying; There's no future in it; If that's all 

your ambition is you shouldn't be a chartered accountant, as I was explaining 

to these young people down at Pemberton at this congress; They're only 

technicians, they're not professional people; Professional people put their 

head out. They go out on a limb to express an opinion on something; That's the 

exciting part, and it's also the dangerous part. That's when you can make some 

big boo-boos if you're not fully in command of what you're recommending and why 

you're recommending it. So it really equipped me for the post-war period; 

I can tell you another aspect of it; When I could see the war was going to end 

- this was about ten months before the ultimate end of the war;;;; I'd made up 

my mind that the Japs couldn't survive more than a year or two at the very, 

very most, even with their tenacity, so I wanted to get my mind re-oriented 

towards professional life again-; So I then had a look at the Army 

correspondence system and they had a very good system using, strangely enough, 

most of the services that we used before the war, like Hemingway and Robertson; 

So I'd got my secretarial degree; I was a chartered accountant, I was a member 

of the Commonwealth Institute; I had all of those degrees. The only one I 

hadn't got was cost accounting; I believed that cost accounting had the key to 

the future if you wanted to go into management accounting and into these other 

aspects of business, specially manufacturing; So in a fit of devilment I filled 

in the forms and sent them in I was staggered (here we were in Bougainville) 

how quickly these things came back, and a nice letter saying, "We're delighted 

to see that you're doing something to prepare yourself for the post-war 

period," and so on. I didn't tell them, by the way, I was a chartered 

accountant. I thought that would spoil it a bit; So I just enrolled; I was a 

colonel at the time. I conscientiously used to squeeze time to do these things; 

Most of them you're doing with a hurricane lamp, but they were a pushover for 

me because I was a chartered accountant, I was a chartered secretary, and I was 

a practitioner of some experience; Then I'd had all this wartime experience'; So 

I found it quite easy to do these papers; I could rattle through them in no 

time; It was getting my mind re-oriented and ready; I prevailed on them to keep 

the flow of papers coming through quicker, and I conscientiously used to send 

them back very quickly.- 

But I look back with a certain amount of humour when the first papers came 

back, very well marked (as I would know having been a chartered accountant 

myself) and very conscientiously marked; The tutor, I almost felt I knew him- 

This transcript, p.433; 
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The first comment said, "Your response to this question is quite amazing; You 

should take up accountancy because you'd go far with this." [chuckles] In the 

meantime he didn't know my age [or rank], of course, but he might have been 

surprised that I was a lieutenant colonel sending this stuff back; For the rest 

of the campaign I used to force myself to do these things, to get my mind off 

the Army type of mentality where you don't have to do the refinements; As long 

as you get something done, that's all that matters; You don't have to do it in 

a refined sort of a way; It's a question of getting results regardless and 

under very, very trying conditions. Most of the time I managed to get these 

papers back; I'd got a long way through the course. The only problem was, of 

course, that I couldn't sit for any exams up there because that would have been 

impossible; 

They prevailed on me to carry on after the war; I did for a little while, but I 

was so heavily committed getting back into the practice; I had learnt much more 

than I thought I would. I'd got a complete concept of what the cost accounting 

was all about, especially as I'd managed to get from them a number of forward 

papers and books, so that I really got to a point when I didn't have to take 

the degree; So I never did qualify as a cost accountant because It really 

didn't matter when I got back; But I just tell you that along the road, because 

it's all part of a career; It's all part of preparing yourself for this broader 

approach to the profession; It did assist me greatly when I wanted to go out 

into the consulting type of work; 

I still retained my share of work of the auditing and humdrum type of work; For 

instance I used to still go down to the timber mills; We had a number of timber 

mills down the South West, that we used to go down to; I used to do that; First 

of all the clients expected it; One of those clients in particular, of course, 

had an Eastern States headquarters, and it was very important that I could 

personally talk about what was going on; Also it was good for the staff that I 

should travel with them and work with them; It gave you a chance to pick out 

the up and coming young people; On some of those country trips you see more 

than just the accounting ability of a person; For instance Jack Frost, who came 

back from the war, he left us virtually as an office boy to go to the war; He 

was a prisoner-of-war and he came back to the firm as a rehab student; He did 

his degree, and he together with Harry Kitson was the first of our provisional 

partners; They were both young men, as you can imagine; They were straight back 

from the war and they were outstanding students; Mr Hendry and I made history 

by bringing them in as provisional partners; They weren't ready to be full 

partners, but as part of this programme of building the firm up quickly we 

brought them in; It rather shocked the profession because in those days anyone 

under 40 was far too young to be a partner In a firm; Maybe he could be 

qualified, but he was still very much the employee sort of thing; So I, 

together with Mr Hendry, who was very good about it, because don't forget Mr 

Hendry brought me into his firm, with Hendry and Rae, when 1 was a very young 

man and they were old men; But I always remembered that experience so it didn't 

worry me at all bringing Kitson and Frost in as provisional partners when they 

were still in their twenties-. 

Kitson, of course, eventually became the senior partner In the firm, and an 

outstanding chartered accountant, still active, but not in the firm-; He left 

the firm at a fairly young age to pursue a broader career; Jack Frost found 

that he would prefer to practise in the country; Also his wife had a great 

interest in horses and rural interests and so it was a mutually satisfactory 

arrangement; Quite sadly he died a few weeks ago; I still believe that it was 

delayed effects of his wartime experience; A nice man; 

But we were also proud of the fact that in Hendry Rae and Court there was a 

time when one in five of every chartered accountant in Western Australia that 

qualified in the postwar period was trained in our office; We were proud of 
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it knowing that you couldn't keep them all. You couldn't get a firm big enough 

to absorb them all [as fully-fledged chartered accountants]. Many of them, of 

course, went to our clients because our clients saw them through their auditing 

and other contacts and saw them as good men, well-trained, well-disciplined, 

people of good personality and integrity and good manners. So they would gladly 

absorb them into their businesses. That didn't worry us at all. It never 

worried me at all the fact that these people were going to leave us. But for 

many years, one in five of all the chartered accountants that qualified in 

Western Australia came from our office, which was no credit to the rest of the 

profession because we were only one firm. This Is long before the days of the 

big eight, of course. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 34 
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TAPE 34 SIDE B 

RJ So how did you go about your training? What was your policy? 

COURT Well Mr Hendry, as I mentioned earlier, was a great student and a 

lovely  person who never seemed to be worried about making a lot of money and 

that sort of thing. He was more concerned about having a practice of which he 

could be proud and that observed his standards. You realise that after my 

father died In 1939, Mr Hendry more or less adopted an attitude - not 

consciously I shouldn't imagine, but somehow or other the relationship between 

Mr Hendry and myself was father and son. He was an old man and he, I think 

without realising it, he probably adopted the attitude that I was the son and 

he was the father, which was a lovely relationship. He was very fond of Rita 

and so as the family was growing up, of course, they all knew Mr Hendry 

because of the functions we used to have at the Rae's and at the Hendry's. It 

became very much a family thing. So it was out of Mr Hendry really I suppose 

that I got my  ideas of the firm spending a certain amount of its time on 

training. Plus the fact, of course, under the rehab system you had a commitment 

to train these people. You got so much a week for these rehab students and we 

had our full quota. Because of Mr Hendry being an ex-serviceman, First World 

War, Mr Rae the same, and myself Second World War, we naturally felt we wanted 

to train as many as we could. Not that you made any money out of them because 

most of them were, from the point of view of profitability, were a pain in the 

neck, because there was the time you had to take off for training and testing 

out whether they had the adaptability and the capabilities and so on. But we 

had a pretty good group of these people, all of whom did quite well in their 

own different ways. Some went into practice, some carried on for quite a while 

with the firm. Some went into commercial appointments. But I just can't 

remember any of them that didn't eventually get their degree. So we were rather 

proud of them. 

But we got rather irked with the system. If you had a young chap like Harry 

Kitson, for instance. Now these fellows were back from the war, probably just 

married. He was from Queensland and he married a West Australian girl. The 

women always win, so he had to come and live in Perth. He was a great student, 

and of course, he wanted to get through to get a decent income. Now to Harry 

Kitson's great credit he went cleaning windows in Subiaco shops at three and 

four in the morning so as to supplement his income that he was getting as a 

rehab student. You paid something, rehab paid something. It was still a 

pittance. It was a ridiculous amount, bearing in mind that if they came back 

from the war they were very much the adult, and they'd had the experience of a 

war, and many of them had young children, you see. Harry Kitson, they had their 

first child. We noticed that Harry was looking a bit weary and we'd have him 

out on audits, and we knew he was struggling all the time. He was a very 

conscientious, intelligent person with potential. Dear old Mr Hendry had a talk 

to me and when I told him that he was supplementing his income by cleaning shop 

windows in Subiaco in Rokeby Road, he said, "Oh look, let's tear up this rehab 

thing. We know how good he is and if we can't afford to pay him a decent wage, 

don't let's have him." So we tore up the rehab thing. If you paid them ten 

shillings a week more because you'd got a bright clerk, somehow or other they 

used to find out. Then they'd take it off the amount that they were paying him. 

You couldn't give any reward for effort. It was a crazy system. So we got rid 

of the official arrangements for most of our rehab students. I remember Harry 

Kitson was the one that precipitated it. 

Then, of course, once he got through we made him a provisional partner at a 

very young age. He was a great credit to us. We were always very proud of what 

he achieved and what the others achieved. Harry would have to be the 

outstanding performer of all. He became a very versatile practitioner, very 
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much in the mould of a man r mentioned once before, Mr Horace Stewart, H C 
Stewart, who I regard as the most complete practitioner I ever met anywhere in 
Australia; Well Harry was in the same mould; You could pick up his papers ten 
years later and carry straight on; They were always so tidy and complete and 
rounded off, much better than I ever had the patience to do it; I wanted to get 
the job done and finished and on to the next one; But I always envied their 
capacity to do these things so tidily and completely; 

But that explains why we became very much a training establishment because it 
grew out of the rehab. thing, but we carried it on; We also used to make the 
junior partners do the training; We were still working five and a half days a 
week; most of the other firms weren't; But we still stuck to the five-and-a• 
half day week and no-one complained because we used to use the Saturday 
mornings for training; So anybody, if they had any brains at all, would realise 
that this was a plus; They were getting proper training within their 
profession; It made good sense for the junior partners to conduct the lessons 
because you could sit at the back of the room and just see what went on and you 
could get a quick evaluation, first of all of the technical competence of your 
young partner, and secondly his ability to handle situations, and thirdly you 
could see the up and coming candidates within your staff that were attending 
these classes; We adapted that later on, that in the taxation period, which 
starts roughly in July until Christmas, they would do taxation work where 
applicable [on Saturdays] Then the other six months they would do pure 
trainings, straight out, virtually classroom stuff; By that time we had moved, 
of course, out of Newspaper House, down to Homeric House in Murray Street; 

But that's roughly the background of it; I give the credit to Mr Hendry; I 
don't think I would have ever sat down and said to myself, "Look you've got a 
responsibility to train in your profession;" I was very much influenced by him; 
He had the time to think these things out, bearing in mind he didn't do much 
auditing in the later years; He did go out and do some jobs where he had a 
personal involvement and he just loved going along, or he might go out with the 
clerks; That was good for them and good for the clients too; He had a great 
adaptability; He was just as equally at home with tax or auditing or financial 
work; In other words he was a complete practitioner and a very thoughtful man 
who was doing all this reading, which I was getting the benefit of- Of course 
in the process he was absorbing a lot on the way through; So even when he was 
an old man he was amazingly up to date; 

RJ Would you be able to say how long those Saturday morning training 
sessions continued? Were they still in operation up to the time you ,joined 
Parliament? 

COURT Yes they were; I could find out when they were terminated, because 
eventually we ran into an award situation; You can't do these things that you 
used to be able to do and which everyone seemed to welcome; Even when other 
people weren't working Saturdays we still had a waiting list; At one stage 
there when the profession was struggling to get staff, we still had a waiting 
list; 

There's a very humorous story I could tell you- I suppose it's appropriate, but 
it's relevant to this question of having a waiting list; We were still in 
Newspaper House at the time, and I'd gone into Parliament, and they were 
recruiting the year's [staff intake]; They didn't have articled clerks in those 
days, but the new intake of clerks to start their studies as chartered 
accountants; I think Ross Ledger was a junior partner then; He subsequently 
became the senior partner; He's no longer with the firm; He went out to enlarge 
his own activities and diversify them. But he was, I think, one the junior 
partners there, and he was given the task of recruiting staff and interviewing 
staff, ready for the others to make their selection; Anyhow a young man came in 
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with others to be interviewed by Ross, and he had every qualification. He was 

fairly well—spoken compared with some of the young men that came in. But he had 

this terrible rig-out and this terrible hairdo, all drooping down everywhere 

and so on. He had an excellent school record. He was by far the best applicant 

in terms of straight out scholastic background. Good family. Ross said to him, 

"Well young man you've got all the qualifications necessary," he said, "but I 

wouldn't dare engage you." So the young chap sat up and got a bit of a shock. 

He said, "Why?" He said, "Have you ever heard of somebody called Charles 

Court." "Oh yes," he said, "that's why my father wants me to work here." He 

said, "It's a real slave house," he said, "but they teach you well. That's why 

my father wants rue to work here." "Well I've got to tell you that if I engage 

you with those clothes you've got on and that hair you've got there, Charles 

Court would sack me as a partner tomorrow. Now I'm sorry soldier, but that's 

how it goes. You look at staff around here, you'll see that we don't have 

people around here like that." Well the young chap was very depressed and off 

he went. Ross felt good about it, because he knew what the reaction of the 

partners would have been and my reaction would have been if I'd seen this young 

chap around, because they were everywhere around the town in those days; it was 

terrible. 

So Ross got in, as was his custom, early next morning, and he saw a young chap, 

a very smartly dressed young man at the enquiry desk at Newspaper House office. 

He seemed a bit familiar but he just couldn't place him, he was so well dressed 

and hair nicely done, short back and sides and all this sort of thing. So he 

just said, "Good-day," as he went by. He said, "Can I do anything for you?" He 

said, "Can I see you?" So he said, "What for?" He said, "Don't you remember 

me?" He said, "You interviewed me yesterday and said I couldn't have that job 

although I had the qualifications." He said, "Will I do?" [Laughs] He'd got 

himself in a smart suit, and he'd got his hair cut in a good strong regimental 

style. We used to laugh about this. Poor old Ross had the doubtful job of not 

taking him on because he looked.... I forget what they used to call them in 

those days, but he was everything that they used to be. So we got a good 

recruit out of him and he went on and became a chartered accountant and a good 

one. 

I understand when I was not there, because when I was in opposition I still 

used to come down to the firm, see, from 1 53 to 1 59, and I used to have 

[interviews there.] You didn't have the facilities like members have got today 

with electorate offices, so I used to use my office in Hendry Rae and Court at 

Newspaper House, virtually as an electorate office. It was very convenient 

right in the city. People could come and see me and I could use that as a base. 

The firm was very understanding and Mr Hendry virtually said, "Don't you worry 

about any cost for us, you just use whatever we can give you." So I had a 

secretary and I had all that which no other member of Parliament would have 

had, in opposition. So I used to see a fair bit of the firm and how they 

conducted it, although I wasn't taking a full share of the profits of the 

partnership, because it would have been quite unfair when others were doing the 

work, but nevertheless I was very much in touch and always available for 

consultations. I did some work, but always was able to regulate it according to 

my parliamentary duties. 

RJ What would have Charles Court have done if Ross Ledger had employed 

a long-haired, I assume, hippie type youth? 
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COURT Well, Ross wouldn't have been there- 

Rd [laughs] So he meant it; 

COURT Oh he meant it1 [laughs] He meant it—. That's what registered with 
this young chap, because we. had to think of our clients In those days clients 
expected a professional man to be a professional man 

Rd But you would have fired Ross Ledger rather than get the youth in 
and;-';; 

COURT No, I wouldn't have fired Ross Ledger, we'd have made him get rid 
ftThe chap; But we'd have told Ross that that doesn't happen againT Ross knew 

that anyhow; 

His father by the way is G E Ledger, Ted Ledger, George Edward Ledger, who's 
probably my closest friend all my adult life, and a person for whom I have a 
tremendous affection; He's a nice, straightforward sort of person you could 
rely on at any time at all, and one of those people who is very much part of 
your life; His wife, up until the time she died, she was in very much the same 
relationship with Rita, so we were very close together; It was a great thrill 
for me when Ross (on his own merit, not because of his father) not only 
qualified, but came into the firm. r know it was quite an emotional time for 
Ted Ledger when Ross was brought into the firm with no Ingoing (goodwill) or 
anything, because don't forget we never charged our partners for coming inT We 
were quite extraordinary in that regard; What they do today I don't know, but 
the time I was there we didn't charge premiums and that sort of thing; We 
brought them in as part of a family in the hope that in later years they'd 
follow the same principles; 

We had a code that was a charter, code, 
1 
 call It what you like, which was part 

of our original partnership agreement; I don't think it was part of the 
agreement but it was preparatory to the agreement, setting out the principles 
that we sought to achieve, the standards that we hoped to achieve for the 
practice. It was a fairly idealistic type of thing; But I like to feel that if 
both Mr Hendry and Rae and myself were able to meet together today, we'd look 
at it and say, well we didn't do too badly out of it-i The young partners know 
about this, the agreement, the parnership agreement; I wouldn't know where It 
is because I've never consulted it, but this document, this charter, has been 
paraded quite a few times just to remind people that these were the principles 
on which the firm was founded and hopefully it will carry on into other 
generations.; 

You understand, of course, that our firm (and this was mentioned at the 
Institute of Chartered Accountants' Honour Role ceremony the other night, not 
by me but by one of the senior practitioners Who's still going) that the only 
firm name that's unchanged In the whole of this time is Hendry Rae and Court; 
Many of them have disappeared because they were taken over by the big eight; 
Many of them have died, the practice wound up or absorbed; But Hendry Rae and 
Court is the only practice that's continued independent of the big eight and 
also retained its name; 

1See "Aims and Objects", copy attached, p.  2317. 

25ee footnote, p.  257 this transcript. 
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Rd Why has it done that? 

COURT By the choice of the partners; When Mr Hendry dropped out and I 

felt the time was for me to drop out in fairness to them because I was 

obviously going to be so heavily committed into Parliament that it was unfair 

to be sort of breathing down their neck, Mr Hendry and I said, "Look;;;;" we 

had the chance to become the first firm to be absorbed into the big eight, or 

big nine as it was then; I think it's called the big six now; they're starting 

to swallow one another; But these were big international practices, which was 

thought to be the "in" thing; Hendry and I had the first opportunity - Mr Rae 

had dropped out by this time - to become part of them; We worried about this 

quite a bit-; The other partners we had were provisional partners, so they 

didn't have to be consulted, but we did bring them in to discuss it with them 

We told them that we would prefer not to. We ,just couldn't bear the thought of 

losing all the independence we'd had, maybe some of the funny ways we had, and 

the funny ways of conducting a practice and so on; We preferred those because 

we were doing pretty well; We preferred those to being told from London, 

Brussels, New York, how to do an audit, or how to do some other job; Admittedly 

we'd have got bigger fees and all that sort of thing; But we said, "No," much 

to their surprise; They wanted us because we would have been a bit of a symbol, 

if all the conservatism of Mr Hendry in particular had been absorbed into their 

system; It would have suited them, of course, to have an old man like Mr Hendry 

because he wouldn't be there for much longer-; So we said, "No;" 

When it came time for Mr Hendry and me to sort of say to our colleagues, "Look 

it's time we weren't here breathing down your neck-; Even though we don't ever 

attempt to, you must feel that we're hovering around; The ghost walks 

sometimes," because they were still saying to the staff, you know, "Just as 

well Charles Court's not here," you see. "You should hear him if he saw you do 

that;" This ogre was always around; I used to come in - just for the heck of it 

I used to come in Saturday mornings, about every second Saturday morning and 

have a cup of tea with the partners and the staff that were around, probably if 

they were having a class that they'd break off; They, the partners, used to 

say, "We like you to be around because then they know that this fellow we talk 

about, this ogre, is real," you see; They used to reckon I was too friendly 

with the staff when I was there [laughs] because it destroyed the myth of this 

ogre. I used to keep going around, partly because I liked it, and I was 

interested in what they were doing, and partly because they felt it was good, 

with the occasional client around, and also with the staff, so they knew that 

this bloke Court was real. By this time Mr Hendry was in Rowethorpe and not 

very mobile, so he couldn't appear very often; I think that's sidetracked 

something you did ask me before; I'm not quite sure what; 

Rd I asked you why you retained the name Hendry Rae and Court; 

COURT This has stayed with them ever since-; What I meant to tell you is 

this, that when we dropped out, Hendry and I had a meeting with them and we 

said, "Now look don't you decide whether or not you're going to join the big 

eight because Hendry and Court didn't; Also if you find that because of the 

changes of circumstance and you've got to amalgamate with somebody else, you've 

got to change the name, don't think about our feelings at all, because you're 

all young men, you've got young families to be educated and all that sort of 

thing, whereas we don't. So look, we have complete faith in you doing what's 

right-; But remember if you want to join the big eight, or any other big group, 

don't worry about us, because we've had our day; If you want to change the name 

or you feel you have to because of some circumstances, don't worry about US; 
We're not going to sulk and feel that a great tradition has been broken" 
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Well they took about two years thinking about this They had partners going 

around the world and looking at firms; They went very close to having an 

arrangement with one of the big eight; In fact at one stage, I thought (and Mr 

Hendry did the same) that they had made up their mind; But we found that they 

hadn't been prepared to do a complete marriage with these people; They were 

prepared to have an arrangement with them, but they weren't prepared to have 

this marriage. Hendry Rae and Court were prepared to have their name in the 

office, but not part of the firm name and so on; Well this was more than the 

big English firm could swallow because they wanted to absorb them completely, 
so that they called the tune as to what was done and how it was done; 

After all this traumatic period, on their own initiative and having done it 

very well (they went around Australia, they went around the world and looked at 

these things, studied various propositions) they decided two things: one they 

weren't going to join the big eight, and the other one was they weren't going 

to change the name; So they haven't to this day; You have partners like Harry 

Kitson and others have been and gone and they've never attempted to change the 

name; People like Russ Twogood, who was an outstanding partner; He was one that 

we didn't train in the firm; He came from the Eastern States as a qualified 

man, and brought his wife over and joined the firm at a time when we were 

finding it hard to get experienced practitioners; He came on and developed and 

became a very highly respected member of the profession here and of the firm; 

He's still about, not a partner any more, but a very highly respected person; 

But they never at any time did what so many other people did, namely, they've 

got to insist that a particular partner's name has got to bob up in the name; 

Well they never sought It any time, but they would tell you if they were here 

today that Hendry and Court - because Rae had disappeared at that time - but 

Hendry and Court made it very clear that first of all they could amalgamate if 

they wanted to, and they could change the name if they wanted to; I feel very 

good about it but I accept without question that one day they might find that 

they have to; 

It's interesting, however, that they might be feeling better about it today 

than they did ten years ago; The big eight were getting all the work by 

direction; If a merger took place or amalgamations took place, or somebody 

bought them out from England or from America or something of that kind, it was 

almost automatic that the new firm got rid of the local auditors, which would 

be a local firm, and then the audit automatically went to one of the big eight; 

Today that might not be so automatic; Also, of course, the big eight's in more 

trouble. Hendry Rae and Court's put staff on this year, and the big eight have 

sacked them by the hundreds: a dozen here and a dozen there, and they all add 

up to a lot of people, because they've had a lot of easy work, easy fees, and 

of course they've been involved with the high fliers and the high fliers are 

gone; Most of those you'll find had big eight auditors, advisors, valuers; So 

the smaller firms in Perth and other capital cities are looking a little bit 

better than they did a few years ago. As I say, to the best of my knowledge, 

Hendry Rae and Court's staff will have increased one or two, if not a few more 

this year, whereas these others have had to have some very horrendous 

re-arrangements; 

END OF TAPE 34 SIDE B 
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TAPE 35 SIDE A 

Rd So who are the senior partners of the firm today? 

COURT Well my son's one of the partners, and he would be one of the 

senior partners. That's Victor, the eldest boy. He didn't do his article
s 

there, he did his qualifying period at McLaren and Stewart. That's the sa
me 

Stewart that I mentioned to you, and of course, it's the same McLaren as I d
id 

my articles under. They became McLaren and Stewart after all sorts of chang
es 

when Stewart was on his own and McLaren's son was killed, and eventually th
ey 

came together, and both outstanding people. So Victor did his time there a
nd 

then they were quite happy for him to stay there, but the partners in the fi
rm 

Hendry Rae and Court] (nothing to do with me at all) they felt it would b
e 

unfortunate if at that stage he didn't come over to the firm and having ma
de 

his way that far that he came over to the firm and joined, which he did, and 
so 

he's now one of their older partners there. But the chairman of their partne
rs 

is Peter Eastwood, who has been with the firm some years. They have a number 
of 

other partners. I can easily give you a list of them. I don't catch up with a
ll 

of them, but I know most of them pretty well because my office is there and
 I 

see them coming and going and I wander round and have a chat to them. 

Rd So what role does Sir Charles Court have in that firm today? 

COURT No official role. I haven't done virtually since I became a 

minister. Legally I severed my connection there In 1970. But in all practic
al 

terms I didn't have any practising position once I became a minister in 1 59, 

and apart from going in and out of the firm whenever I got a chance, I used 
to 

enjoy it, they used to like me to do it. These Saturday morning tea parti
es 

used to be a very good meeting place in the firm: meet the staff, meet t
he 

partners. You've no idea how much professional gossip changes hands in tho
se 

meetings. It's a half an hour well spent and sometimes it would run well ov
er 

time because the partner in charge for the day would make an assessment th
at 

they were learning more from the gossip around the tea table than they were 
by 

being in the classroom. Clerks, junior clerks in particular, would hear thin
gs 

that they probably wouldn't otherwise hear. I, being an old campaigner, could 

sense when things were going well and did my best to stay with them. A f
ew 

anecdotes that were related at the time all had a purpose, either in connecti
on 

with the reputation of the firm, the prestige of the firm, the policies of t
he 

firm, or some straight out ethical principle. You know it's like the good o
ld 

parables. You can often make a story over a cup of tea better than you can 
in 

the classroom. So it's been a very friendly relationship. When they have 
a 

Christmas party now, when they have about 100 there, you look around and y
ou 

feel good about it, and it's still Hendry Rae and Court. 

Rd Why do you still have an office there? 

COURT Well when I left Parliament, I was offered a very nice suite down 

aterpetual Trustees. I went there purposely instead of going up to the fir
m 

because I felt it might be misinterpreted. So for some years I operated ther
e. 

Then when Perpetual wanted my space because of the amalgamation of WA Truste
es 

with Perpetual, it suited me then because Hendry Rae and Court were moving in
to 

a new suite, and when you move into a new office you always take more spa
ce 

than you need to allow for growth. So it suited them very well, and suited 
me 

very well to go and use a part of that space at the top of the Terrace. It w
as 

a nice feeling to be in and out of the old firm, although I don't do a
ny 

practice things at all with them. 
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RJ You don't do any practice things, but are you consulted at all? 

COURT Oh well you're in and out of the office there and you do talk to 
them, but I purposely don't get involved on a client basis, or any fee basis7 I 
night go to a partner that's specialising in something, where I see something 
in the course of my work that I feel might be of some value to them, or they 
might not have noticed the implications of it, so far as it affects their 
profession. Their profession is going through a very traumatic period-. There's 
some horrendous writs being issued against some of the big eight and others, 
some of them justifiable and some of them quite unfairly; A lot of these high 
fliers that have gone bad and gone wrong, the liquidator's looking for anybody 
to try and get some money, so if he can pin something on a lawyer or a 
chartered accountant, auditor, where they might be able to recover something 
under their insurance bond - because they have professional cover, these firms 
- well It might be the only asset the liquidator's got [to attack]; 

The result Is that there's got to be a lot of sorting out in the profession as 
to what is the true responsibility of a professional man, otherwise it will be 
impossible; It will be too dangerous to be a true practitioner; You'll become a 
technician without responsibilities except for mechanical accuracy; There's 
nothing in that at all; that's technicians' stuff It's the difference between 
a professional and a labourer, which 1 keep trying to make to the profession-; 
Unfortunately, because of electronics, a lot of the modern practitioners 
believe that they're in the promised land and they just get sophisticated 
electronic equipment and hey presto their professional work is being done; I 
was trying to tell these young people down in Pemberton the other night, don't 
get deceived by these electronic machines; They only add up and they only 
record, and they do analysis; They do it very fast, they do it very skilfully, 
they do it very accurately; They can do analyses that previously you weren't 
able to do because it was too laborious mechanically; You don't have to go and 
add up stock sheets and all that sort of stuff- But don't be fooled; It's no 
different to the principles of war where they used to have sticks and stones 
and bows and arrows, and today they've got guided missiles, satellites and 
faster than sound planes and that type of thing, but the principles have never 
changed-. So don't get the idea that you're going to be paid big fat fees Just 
for getting somebody to run the figures off on these electronic wonders; It's 
when the figures have been produced and you start to translate them, to 
interpret those figures, that's where the professional skills Come; Therefore I 
believe there's going to be a lot of very unpleasant things come out of the 
wash up. It's not only a question of people lil1e Connell or Bond or a host of 
others we've got in Australia today, the Skases and so on, there'll be a lot 
of professional people and a lot of banking people and others behind the scene 
who wanted to get big fat fees and wanted to get all the perks that went with 
these things, who now realise that their professional responsibility is going 
to be tested; So it's a very difficult time, and a firm like Hendry Rae and 
Court and other smaller practitioners, will have to be very, very careful of 
the quality of their work and they'll have to be prepared to say "no"; If you 
got the sack because you stood on a principle, you night lose a job temporarily 
but you'll gain a lot more from it eventually because the bankers that are 
involved, the lawyers [and others] that are involved, they will say these are 
people that we want to do business with-i 

Rd dust to backtrack Sir Charles; You spoke of the firm before the 
war. What effect did the war have on Hendry Rae and Court? 

------------------------ 
A reference to Laurie Connell, Alan Bond and Christopher Skase, all of whom 

were millionaire businessmen, and all of whom were in severe financial 
difficulties at the time of the interview (RJ) 
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COURT It was quite devastating and if it hadn't have been for some 

stalwarts there it would never have survived; Some clients were extremely loyal 

and accepted the fact that Mr Hendry was doing his best, dear old Miss Candish 

was doing her best. We had a chap, Croft, who couldn't enlist because of a 

disability, and his wife; They were marvellous; We had one or two like that, 

that for reasons of health or other reasons they couldn't enlist either in the 

male or female services; They carried that practice, and the clients in the 

main were fairly understanding; The others that left us, well I never got angry 

about it; It was no good; They were more embarrassed when the war was over than 

I was. But we were probably better without them, because if they'd do that to 

you In wartime, goodness only knows what they'd do in other times; 

A few of them were disappointing, because they included one in particular who 

is today a very rich man, and who in the Depression time when I was struggling 

to build up my practice was on the verge of bankruptcy more than once, and 

because of myself and the manager of the Hay Street branch of the Bank of New 

South Wales, he survived and became;,;; by the time the war had arrived he was 

quite strong and only had to keep in the same direction and he would have been 

successful; Well he did keep in the same direction, but the moment he had to 

suffer a bit of inconvenience from the firm, he just up and went; Mr Hendry, of 

course he was a bit relieved at the time because it was one less worry he had; 

He was a very demanding man, this chap; He went off; Having established his 

business, his costing system, his control system, and all that was established 

by me as a young man, he just went off and he never ever came back, thank 

goodness; But just when he got to a stage when he was worth something to the 

firm and we weren't doing all the give, give, give to make him survive so we 

had a client, he'd gone Offi But he became a very, very rich man and he has on 

many occasions told people that he wouldn't have done what he did if it hadn't 

been for Charles Court in those [early] days; At least he had the good grace to 

do that; He never explained why he wasn't patient to at least stay with the 

firm and suffer a little bit while the war was on, because at that time he was 

financially Independent; It wasn't as though he needed somebody like myself to 

sit in his office several times a week sorting out the crises [as I used to]; 

But they did very nobly; The Taxation Department was a bit more tolerant; If 

you were running late with your returns they were a bit more tolerant-; Most 

people were decent. We lost some clients, apart from this other one I've 

mentioned who did disappoint me because they owed a lot to me for the personal 

service they'd received in their building up days; But you Cope; They were more 

ashamed and more embarrassed when I came back, and I just took it in my stride; 

I never raised the matter with them, never sought to get their work back; They 

were hurt more by the fact that they were just Ignored than if I'd gone and 

said, "Well how about now that I'm back and the team's back we can get going 

again?" 

Also I was very disappointed at the unprofessional conduct of a couple of 

people who were prepared to grab these clients when, if the boot had been on 

the other foot, Mr Hendry would have said, "Why do you want to leave them? 

Aren't they doing the work properly?" or something of that kind; He was a very 

ethical person; But these other people they hurt him; I think that hurt him 

more than the people leaving because they never even bothered to contact him 

and say, "Is there any reason why I shouldn't take this client?" One case the 

practitioner did that and Mr Hendry said, "It's a free world, and a free 

country; Thank you for the courtesy," but the others didn't; So when I came 

back the practice was still beating along gently, but it had a lost a bit of 

the momentum and the shine on it; They weren't doing any consulting work, or 

any of that sort of thing naturally. But we then picked it up and with the 

students and a few other things, and I was full of vim and vigour; 
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RJ But when you say that you didn't go chasing those clients that you 
had lost, which would be, in some people's eyes sensible business practice, and 

you said, "Well it might hurt them more if I didn't go looking" Does that mean 

you were being vindictive? 

COURT No, no, not at all; Not at all-. If they'd have had any decency they 
would have come to me and said, "Look I'm sorry we had to do what we did, but 

the circumstances were such that we felt we had to do it because we realised 

Mr Hendry and his staff couldn't cope." I would have thought that was a nice 

thing to do, but not one of them did it; Not one I always treated them 

courteously; I never snubbed them or anything like that; there's no point in 

it. I just went about my business and treated them as ordinary people; 

RJ So how did you go about getting replacement clients? 

COURT Well you do it from your effort, from your professional 
performance; The greatest capacity to build a practice is within the practice; 

The moment you get back there - don't forget these firms were struggling, our 
clients were struggling because they'd lost staff too, and they weren't 

expanding. As soon as they started to get their staff back, they wanted us to 

do more for them and I had a good young team that 1 was building up quickly; 
Also there was a lot of ex-servicemen also coming into management positions in 

firms, where they'd been languishing during the war, and they just embraced 

these people; 

The other thing that you have to realise is that a person who's had four, five, 
six years of real war, matures a minimum of ten years; This is one of the 

problems we're finding today that a person of 45 is really only the equivalent 
of a person [of those days] of 28 to 35. You take a young chap that had been 

away, probably enlisted as a private, became a sergeant, lieutenant, captain, 
major, might have even commanded a battalion before he finished: six, seven, 

eight hundred men with all the personal and other problems, the decisions that 

had to be made; Even if he didn't actually go into operations, the training and 
the preparation and all that sort of thing, taking responsibilities, having to 
make decisions that otherwise they wouldn't have made If he was in a staff 

position, the same thing would happen in a different way; So when you came out 
of that four, five, six years, as the case may be, you were a much more mature 

person than if you'd have just carried on serenely in your practice, or in your 
occupation; There's many people would have finished up probably being tradesmen 

or labourers or clerks or anything like that, but they were pitchforked into 
situations of responsibility, of man management and judgments that they would 

never have had to make in a hundred years; Somewhere along the line, If they 

were any good, they learnt this art of command, they learnt the art of making 

decisions, and often doing unpleasant things, with the result that say they 
were discharged at 24 or 28 - there were a lot of colonels that were discharged 

at 28 years of age, 30 years of age, 32 years of age, brigadiers and that sort 
of thing; So they were ready made to go back and accept responsibility. So say 

they were 28, say they were 24, say they were 30, when they went back to their 

firms they were getting a completely different product to the man that left 

them; 

Also those that took advantage of the rehab and went to full-time studies, 

university and the like, it must have been heaven teaching at the universities 
or at the technical college in those days These fellows, they didn't want to 
be protesting. They wanted to get some qualifications behind them, they wanted 

to catch up on the education they'd lost; In my own case I used to meet 
regularly with a group of young chartered accountants who were back from the 

war; We had our own unofficial little society with people like Mr Hendry used 
to meet with us, and we used to meet once a week and just chew the rag over 

some of the problems that we'd encountered, where we'd missed out on new 

practices and new statutes and so on. It's amazing how much, at the end of a 
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year, we'd picked up, and we were the motivators in the profession. The older 
ones were being bypassed by us because we were forced into this and we were 
trying to catch up with time that we'd lost. So it didn't take long for 
industry and commerce and the professions to hit their straps again quickly. 
This explains why it wasn't all that difficult to build up our clientele again, 
not only within our own practice, but to get new business. 

RJ You described your moving into more of the management area and the 
directorships you held. What would have been the maximum number of 
directorships you held at any one time? 

COURT Oh about seven or eight. I purposely didn't have too many. Some of 
he tm were quite small, because don't forget I was still practising I had a bit 
of a thing about it. These people that used to boast about having 20, 30 
directorships and that, I used to worry for them, because I didn't like being 
involved in anything I didn't know. But I had a couple of involvements, amongst 
others, with Bernie Prindiville for instance. He is a very capable, tough type 
of businessman. It was a great pleasure to be on a board with him because we 
used to mainly meet on Saturdays. The reason for it was that the people we were 
helping were people who had started as backyard operators and had grown into 
being orthodox-type industrialists, and they were workers and they didn't like 
giving up ordinary working days when they wanted to be with their factory staff 
and so on. So we used to meet to suit their convenience. It was nothing to meet 
on a Saturday, even on a Saturday afternoon. It was a very intimate type of 
thing. 

But that type of business is a very rewarding thing. You see a young business 
start from a backyard and then get into a small factory, and then get into a 
big factory and become a very successful operator. Most of those sort of 
businesses, of course, have disappeared because they got big and the temptation 
was too great to refuse the inducement for a buy-out from one of the big 
Eastern States or overseas people. 

But that was long after I got into Parliament. I had to get out of all of those 
because they were private companies. When you're in Parliament the strict rule 
is that you can have shares in a public company because it's deemed that 
you're not able to influence their decisions, but if you have shares in a 
private company, the proportions are different altogether, and it's deemed that 
you are able to influence the decisions, and therefore if you're trading with 
the government, you could be accused of having an office of profit or something 
of that kind. It's too risky a thing, so I got right out of those, which was 
very costly. See with private companies you can never get their full value; 
It's not like going on the stock exchange where a market has been established 
for the shares, but with private companies you can't. In each case a very 
sensible deal was worked out. I was dealing with decent people that I trusted 
and a sensible deal was worked out, which proved to be beneficial to the people 
concerned because it enabled them, in a private company, where you have a 
limited number of shares, to give some encouragement to some of the people that 
had worked so hard to build the business up. So I dropped right out of them. It 
was too big a risk. Once it became obvious that I was going to be a minister, I 
thought it was best I was out of it. 

RJ When and why the move to Homeric House? 

COURT I couldn't give you the complete story of it because you realise 
by that time I was very heavily involved in Parliament. But I had talked to the 
partners, bearing in mind they were all much younger than me, and said, "Look 
we've been lucky. Mr Hendry was independent, and when he got old he just faded 
out of the practice. Mr Rae, we didn't have problem with him when he wanted to 
drop out because of health. In my case I've gone this far and without having 
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any serious illness or accident, but I remind you why I eventually made the 
decision against my wife's wishes to join with Hendry and Rae, because I could 
see that my young practice, whilst my wife said, 'You're doing all right, and 
we've got a house and you are able to provide for all we neeth Our needs are 
not great, and it's growing; How do you know it will work out?'" I said, "Well 
there's one great fear I've got, that if I was struck down with an illness of 
some sort" (and I was able to instance a couple of men my age that were struck 
down; they hadn't built up any estate, they hadn't been able to, or they'd had 
a calamitous accident) "a small firm just hasn't got the capacity to carry the 
dead weight of a partner." See when Mr Hendry was fading out, he had 
independent means so he didn't want anything from us. He didn't make us give 
him a quarter or a fifth or something of the profits at the end of the year. 
We'd have a meeting about it That's why I say this agreement was a bit of a 
myth; I'd say to Mr Hendry privately - I always talked to him personally and 
I'd say: "Well this is what it's all about; We think so-and-so needs a bit 
more, and so-and-so." He'd say, "Well I don't need anything," just something to 
really cover a nominal amount for some particular thing he wanted to doi So it 
was an unusual practice. It was quite unbusinesslike really, but it was a 
lovely way to do things: 

I eventually;;;. I just forget the point we were making then, but.; 

RJ I asked you when and why the move to Homeric House? 

COURT Yes. Well I then had this meeting with the partners and said, "Now 
look we've got this far without great mishap," but I gave them an example of a 
couple of firms in the Eastern States that had been crippled by all of a sudden 
an Incurable illness by one of the partners, one of the key partners, or by a 
fatal accident; They were in the terrible position that they just literally 
couldn't help the widow, because a small practice of five, six, or even ten 
partners cannot afford to be paying out a decent sum so that a widow can 
educate children and everything. So I said, "It's time you started to get 
another lot of interests, independent of the practice, because you have an 
ethical problem with the Institute if you're carrying on what is known as 
'inconsistent business', for instance if you start running a boutique or 
something; as chartered accountants you wouldn't last too long! But there's 
always ways of doing it; But to get some interests, little businesses, or 
something of that kind, which are in a separate thing altogether; One way is to 
get an office block and get one now where it's fairly cheap and you can afford 
it and then it will grow in value if it's a city property and you can rent that 
to yourself; You can form it into a trust or a company, and then you can rent 
it yourself and provide the income and keep that separate so that if anything 
happens to one of you, you've always got this means there that could help one 
of the widows or a partner that becomes crippled or something of that kind;" 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 35 
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TAPE 35 SIDE B 

COURT "If the worst happens you can then enter into some arrangement. If 
you're drawing on that company, you won't be crippling the practice and you'll 
be seen to be fair to the widow (If it's a widow) or children, as the case may 
be. You'll still be able to carry on the practice without a feeling of guilt 
that you just can't look after this widow." That was the simplistic version of 
it. 

My idea was for them to buy a place up in West Perth, but my views didn't 
prevail. I thought they could buy a very sizeable piece of land and an old 
building up there that would be big enough for the practice and a little more 
and allow for growth, and one day if they had to pull it down and start again, 
they'd have the nucleus of it. I did try, while I was with the firm, to buy a 
place down in Adelaide Terrace, which would have been ideal. We went within an 
ace of getting that. This was many years before, but with the same thought in 
mind, of having premises that we could rent to ourselves and give it an income 
which built up this independence, but that failed because it was a very 
unfortunate thing. A firm of chartered accountants, who acted for the estate, 
saw the bid that we put in and then bypassed the system and added another few 
thousand to It and got this place. Quite unethical; it really was bad. But that 
would have been an ideal place down there too. Then you could do what you 
wanted to later. That place now has a multi-storey building on it. It had an 
old house that would have been quite big enough for us at the time. 

So that was the reason why they looked for a premises, and they eventually 
bought Homeric House. Now Homeric House got its name because that was Hendry 
Rae and Court's cable address. You see in the old days you always had to have a 
cable address because, don't forget, it was before telex. We even used to send 
some of our cables in code. Dear old Miss Candish, she used to be a master at 
coding this, where one particular auditor in England, we had to send everything 
with code, unless it went by letter. We had a Melbourne firm where we sent all 
the final results by code. But it was a very laborious system. I think it was 
Bentleys was one of the codes. There were a couple of standard code books. On 
your letterhead you had your code name, your cable address, which was Homeric, 
Perth. That would come to you, and no-one else, through the PMG. You then had 
on your letterhead the different types of code books that you used. Bentley was 
one I remember. There was another. I think we had two. Then, say, somebody in 
London, New York, anywhere around the world, they knew they could send you a 
coded message in that particular code, or if they didn't have it for some 
reason or other, they could let you know which one they were going to use so 
that you could go and get on to somebody that had one; you could borrow it. 
Also these code books had different editions, so you also had to put which 
edition of a code book you had because they became outmoded and if you changed 
to the next edition for security reasons, especially when you're sending 
financial messages, It was important they knew that you were using that 
particular edition. 

So when we went to the new building it was thought by the then partners that it 
would be nice if they called it Homeric House. That's the reason for it being 
Homeric House. That became the first property that they used for this trust. 
Now I don't know what's developed with that since. I never ask any questions, 
but I hope and I assume that they built on this idea that I had. As it happens 
I can't recall them having any partner who became stricken down or died. 
Partners have come, partners have gone. Most of them have gone on the very 
loose arrangement we had of negotiation. There's only one I can recall who 
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tried to make a tough, hard legal deal out of leaving the firm. He was a bit 
troublesome, but if you've only had one in all those years it's not too bad. 
It's over 50 years. 

RU A further interview with Sir Charles Court held at the Alexander 
Library Building on 1st November 1990. 

Sir Charles we were talking about Hendry Rae and Court last time, and you've 
described the process during the war of losing some clients etc; your training 
of people after the war; the partnerships and so on. By the time you entered 
politics in 1953, what state was Hendry Rae and Court in? 

COURT They were in a very strong state and growing. In other words the 
foundation had been well and truly laid and it was quite proper for me to step 
aside from the partnership, bearing in mind that I was going to be available 
for reference if need be. We weren't sure whether, if I was elected, the 
McLarty Government would continue in office or whether they would go into 
opposition. Whichever way it went I would be available during those crucial 
years. However I felt quite confident that with the staff that we'd brought on, 
the new partners that we'd brought in, that they were quite capable of going on 
to greater things. That proved to be correct because they grew in stature, and 
I was available [if need be]. As it happened we went into opposition, so I had 
six years in opposition, and I was able to continue to do quite a lot of 
things. The partners saw me a lot, the staff saw me a lot, and above all the 
clients saw me a lot. Even at that stage, although I was active in Parliament, 
any of the more advanced sophisticated type of work I was involved with, and 
was seen to be involved, even though not to the same extent as prior to going 
into Parliament. I think it was fortuitous that I was in opposition and was 
able to give a considerable amount of time to the firm. As I've already 
mentioned I had an office in the firm, and whilst this was substantially used 
by constituents and particularly people in the business community, it also had 
a spin-off for the firm because in the minds of many people, my influence with 
the firm was still there. They went on from strength to strength, and you saw 
the staff growing and the partners eventually started to grow. Then the time 
came when Mr Hendry and I were no longer partners. 

Rd You said that Mr Rae retired fairly soon after the war. Did he have 
a son? 

COURT He had two sons, but neither of them were interested in being 
chartered accountants. He also had a daughter, and she wasn't interested 
either. So they never had any links with the firm, apart from the fact that we 
were always a family type of concern and you always liked to think that members 
of the partners' families were interested in what was going on and they were 
always welcome if they wanted to come. Harvey Rae's family, though, never 
showed any great interest, either professionally or socially. 

Rd You've just raised a thought in my mind, up to the time of the end 
of your close association with the firm, were there any women chartered 
accountants employed by Hendry Rae and Court? 

COURT None employed by us because there weren't many. In fact up until 
that time I can only recall one lady member of the profession who was actually 
on the register of the chartered accountants. It was a Miss Fox. Mr Hendry was 
the only one who had ever seen her. He was registrar, of course, when the 
Institute was first formed. We used to have correspondence with her. I used to 
send her reports on some of the conferences we used to have, so that she'd know 
that she wasn't forgotten. 
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Strangely enough I heard about her many, many years later. It would have been 

after I had retired from Parliament, that's how far ahead; I happened to be 

speaking at a gathering and I mentioned that we only ever had this one lady on 

the register, but we'd never seen her; She paid her dues regularly and all that 

sort of thing. Somebody in the audience must have picked it up and communicated 

with her brother in England; He wrote me a very nice note saying how he was 

pleased with my reference to his sister and he said he had to sadly report that 

she had been - I think she had been murdered going from the train to her home; 

She had risen fairly high in the profession. She must have gone back to England 

because she was in the firm of Spicer and Pegler; Spicer and Pegler were a 

household name in the accounting profession when I was a boy; In fact the main 

textbook for bookkeeping was Spicer and Pegler; I didn't realise for many years 

after that it was also the name of a firm of chartered accountants in London; 

So she became quite senior, if not a partner, in Spicer and Pegler and he wrote 

me this letter and also sent me some of her writings; Apparently she used to do 

a little bit of short story writing and sent me some of these, which were quite 

pleasant to get; So that's the story of the [lady] chartered accountants; 

Today, of course, there's plenty of them. There's no partner in Hendry Rae and 

Court yet who's a lady chartered accountant, but there are some on the staff 

who are fully qualified chartered accountants; 

RJ You had an objection in your association with the long-haired 

youth; Would you have employed a woman if she had been available and qualified? 

COURT It wouldn't have presented any problems at all; Some of the most 

important parts of the firm were women. For instance there was Rebecca Candish, 

who I think I've mentioned earlier; She was one of these pillars of the 

practice; She wasn't qualified, but in many ways she was worth two of the men: 

reliable, good sense, capable, and a good influence. Very strict; She was a 

Plymouth Brethren and very, very strict, but that wasn't a bad thing; 

Then we had another lady, who is still with the firm, who came (that was Gloria 

Coghian) as quite a young woman; she hadn't long been married; She came there - 

in fact she was my secretary before I went into Parliament; Then she left the 

firm and had her family; She had three boys, all got university degrees; One 

was a Rhodes Scholar, and the other one got his Master of Music and is very 

successful; The other one I think either got a commerce or economics degree and 

he's been quite successful; Then she came back to work for the firm; She's 

still there and she is like Rebecca Candish, she's a pillar of the 

establishment; I don't know how they'll get on with[out] her; They'll have to 

learn how next year because I know she's going to leave next year; But she's 

come back for the second time; So we've had quite a few women in the practice, 

who whilst they haven't been chartered accountants and haven't been partners, 

they've been cornerstones of the practice. You need these sort of people; 

There's Val Andrews that was, now Val Churchwood. She came to us as a little 

girl, shy little girl; She left the firm and had a family and she's back there 

now as a very senior, thoroughly dependable and a very important part of the 

practice; 

Practitioners only do best, only achieve their potential, if they have backup 

people; Some of those backup people would be either qualified or near qualified 

chartered accountants; Others are like the Rebecca Candishes, the Gloria 

Coghians, the Val Churchwoods, and people like that that give you a back up in 

another way, and often are more important to you in terms of your practice and 

getting things gone, getting reports done in good style and properly checked, 

than some of the qualified people alongside of you; 
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RJ You also stated that Mr Hendry stayed, to quote you, "for quite a 

long time" after the war. Do you remember how long? 

COURT I couldn't be precise, but I can find out for you if you wanted to 

know. He wasn't an active practitioner in the ordinary way. It got to a stage 

when he would hardly ever see a client except they might want to just say good 

day to the old chap. Everyone loved Mr Hendry. He was a wise, quietly spoken, 

but gentle sort of a man. If they were there and they knew he was there, they 

loved to pop in and see him, not so much the old clients, but some of the 

younger clients, who had a tremendous respect for the old chap. 

Don't forget I used to go out of my way to promote the partners. When I was 

talking to the clients I'd tell them what good people we had. There was method 

in my madness because the whole idea of bringing the partnership together 

originally was for security, not for me, but for my family. Likewise if we had 

partners who were being accepted by clients and being known by clients, if 

anything happened to me or Hendry and all of a sudden we weren't there, 

sickness, death or something, they would feel less uncertain in dealing with 

the partners that we had named, promoting people like Harry Kitson, Russ 

Toogood and all of these people. Even if they hadn't done business with them, 

they'd feel that they knew them and they knew that these people had the imprint 

of Hendry and Court. So there was method in my madness, with the result that 

they felt that they had to know Mr Hendry. If you were a client of the firm you 

had to know him. 

I mention that because for many years he came in and would have hardly have 

ever seen a client [as such], but he had an office. The girls used to wait on 

him with his cups of tea and so on. He just loved to come in. He'd come in in 

the bus; he never had a car. He'd come in on the bus and go home on the bus and 

make his own arrangements. He was a great pipe smoker. There's a portrait In 

the office done by Owen Garde; a beautiful portrait. He shows him with his pipe 

in this traditional way he used to hold it. In fact he had a finger that became 

bent because he used to put the pipe through it so consistently and for so long 

that the finger grew around the pipe virtually. But he was in and out and some 

of the younger partners used to like to go and have a chat with him and just 

try something out on him. It wasn't done in a patronising way. It wasn't done 

just to appease the old bloke or to give him an interest. It was very useful to 

us because he was a great reader, as I've explained, and he used to read all 

the technical journals and express an opinion on them. So in his own mind he 

remained very much up to date. It was good for these young people and some of 

the staff to wander in and have a talk to him. But the girls in the office, the 

more senior ones, they loved to go and talk to Mr Hendry, make sure he had his 

tea and biscuits. 

RJ Sir Charles you've spoken of Mr Hendry and his help to you when it 

came to editing, and as you've just referred to, his reading and so on, but 

anything else about either man that you consider was an influence on you in 

later life? 

COURT I was very much influenced by the character of both of them. Harvey 

Rae was a more abrasive person than Cam, but I think that made the thing work; 

three different personalities. But Mr Hendry was the one who was always 

foremost in my mind, right from my student days. But he never used to say very 

much, he was not a demonstrative person, but you listened when he talked. I 

think that was his success, you did listen. 

------------------------ 
1 Thistranscript, p.430 
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I well remember him telling me not to bother about rememb
ering too many things. 

A lot of people say you should remember this and remember
 that, and you try and 

train your mind to remember dates and names and all th
at sort of thing. Mr 

Hendry went completely the reverse. He said, "There's 
so much the mind can 

absorb and it's got a tremendous capacity to absorb kno
wledge as long as you 

don't overwork it. So," he said, "if a thing's worth foll
owing through, make a 

note of It; always write it down. Then there's no effort
. You don't have to be 

carrying this around in your mind. You've got It up fron
t on your table and so 

on, and if it's important enough you'll do something a
bout it. If it's not 

really important, well don't bother to clutter your mind 
up." I always remember 

him saying, "You check up on all the people that you know
 that can give you the 

dates of all the great battles of history, the names and 
the years of the kings 

and queens of England and other places, and can give you 
a fantastic number of 

telephone numbers and boast about the names they can
 remember," he said, 

"you'll find without exception there's nothing else the
y can do." To use his 

phrase, "There's damn all else they can do." He said, "Their mind gets so 

cluttered up on this trivia, there's not a thing that th
ey remember you can't 

go and find in a book. It's either a telephone number in 
the telephone book, or 

it's in some history book if you want to know the date
s of battles and the 

kings and the queens of England and that type of thing.
 But you'll find...." 

(and this is what I found to be ever so true in parliament
ary life) ....."you'll 

find that if you don't bother to consciously clutter yo
ur mind up with these 

things, that somehow or other you remember them anyhow b
ecause the mind has a 

capacity to record these things in some sort of system." 
It was before the days 

of computers, but what he was really saying is that your 
mind has got a form of 

computer capacity in it, and don't go and overload
 it with trivia and 

unnecessary things. 

That's how I got into this habit and I've developed it. P
eople, when you're in 

public life, they have no compunction, even when you're 
coming out of church, 

or going into church for that matter, but at the races 
or some function like 

that, people will never hesitate to ask you to do some
thing, or to want to 

discuss something with you. I developed this habit of w
riting things down. I 

know when I used to come back from the races, my secreta
ry was pretty good at 

taking the book and getting enough clues from it as to w
hat had to be followed 

up. You might think that's strange that people would do
 it at the races, but 

I've actually been down amongst the bookmakers - not that I'm a great bettor, 

but when you go to anything you like to be in it. I alway
s used to go round and 

see the horses, see the bookmakers and everywhere around
 the place, because it 

does you good as a member, and especially when you become
 a minister and then a 

Premier, to know how the other half lives and how the 
other half thinks and 

works. So you'd be around there, and I remember one mem
orable occasion I was 

going to give a modest bet to Rod Evans, and somebody wou
ldn't even wait for me 

to put the bet on because they wanted to get an answer on some particula
r 

thing. Fortunately I developed a sense of humour about t
hese things. I didn't 

used to get abrasive or irritated about it, I could see 
the funny side of it. 

But I found that it paid dividends, because people got to
 know that if you said 

you were going to do something you did it. If I didn't 
write it down you can 

bet your bottom dollar I'd told the person concerned i
t wasn't something I 

could do anything about and I didn't intend to do anythi
ng about it. But If I 

said I'd do it, or follow it up, do something like 
that, you develop a 

reputation and this wasn't only when I was in Parliament
, it was the same when 

I was in practice. Don't forget I adopted the same attitu
de towards things when 

I was in practice as I did in government, because to m
e government was only 

another form of business, the biggest sort of business, 
and different sort of 

accounting, but it was still a business. It had to have
 certain rules and it 

had to have certain efficiency tests and so on. So I
 really carried into 

government in opposition and in government, the practic
es that I'd developed 

when I was in my own business, and then, of course, my ot
her business interests 

that developed out of my practice. 
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That explains why I followed this idea of Mr Hendry's of writing down little 

notes and it stood me in good stead. Very few people would ever be able to 

complain that I didn't follow up what I'd promised to do. That was because I 

didn't commit It to my memory, I just scribbled a little note on a piece of 

paper. 

END OF TAPE 35 SIDE B 



pp C, S, c. oil eS N-\ 
TAPE 36 COURT I 460 

TAPE 36 SIDE A 

RJ Before we leave the subject of your time in accountancy Sir 
Charles, I wondered about any little memories you wanted to put on tape about 
businessmen or firms that you were associated with over those years-i 

COURT I think I've told you a fair bit about Harry Hearn, because I had a 
dual interest with him: one professional and then the other, of course, became 
political; So I think we've dealt with that one at great length; 

The people I remember around the town, of course, were people like old Tom 
Ahern, and before him Sir James Brennan, who used to be Brennans Limited- That 
was the predecessor both in location and in name of Aherns Brennans had a big 
store in Kalgoorlie and in Boulder, as well as their big Perth store; When I 
was doing my articles I was on the audit of those firms: that was Brennans 
Perth, Brennans Kalgoorlie, Brennans Boulder-; We used to think it was a great 
thing to be selected to go up and do the audit at Kalgoorlie and Boulder; It 
didn't seem like work, It seemed like a picnic. You went up in the train and 
you stayed at a hotel and got on with the job, of course, and you saw 
Kalgoorlie in a way you wouldn't have otherwise seen it; You saw Boulder-. I 
always remember Brennans because of the audits at Kalgoorlie, the audits at 
Boulder, and of course, the audit in Perth, plus the fact that James Brennan 
was the father of harness racing in Western Australia; He gave a tremendous lot 
of his life and his wealth to that sport; Like so many people, of course, he 
became a victim of the Depression. He and his family used to live in the style 
of the times, in a fine house up in West Perth; The family were very much to 
the front in the social swirl of Perth; Like so many people who appeared to be 
rich, when the Depression hit they felt it like everybody else; 

I only wish we could have a proper record of those people who were the 
mainstays of the business and commercial and social life of the city, who 
suffered so badly under the problems of the Depression. People who looked to be 
impregnable almost, you'd pick up the paper and find that they'd filed their 
petition, or they'd gone Into receivership, they'd gone into liquidation; It 
used to have a flow-on effect-i You could be assured if one of these people got 
into trouble, a dozen others went with them because they were usually 
dependent on them; 

Harry Boan and the Baird family always stood out in my mind; They were the 
great retailers. It was a retail era, and a retail style that I don't think 
we'll ever see again; But old Mr Boan, when I was going to Perth Boys' School - 
that's old Harry Boan - when I was going to Perth Boys' School, you'd see him 
helping his employees carry their merchandise out on to Wellington Street and 
Murray Street; Don't forget it was a big store by anybody's standards and Perth 
was only a very small place; He came from the Eastern States and started up 
business here; But he would be seen carting his wares out and a lot of their 
wares were displayed on long poles that had nails on them They were great 
believers in displaying their wares; If it was a working man's gear, like heavy 
boots and all that sort of stuff, well the idea was to put It on show; Tin 
cans; everything. As you went along you could see what the firm was 
merchandising-; I well remember as a boy Mr Harry Boan helping to put the stuff 
out, and then late at night, of course, he'd be helping to take it back again. 

He and the Baird family were great competitors but they had a great credibility 
in the community. They had earned respect; They didn't buy it, they earned 
respect; They gave value-. Their advertising was very crude by today's 
standards;- Frank Boan, the son of Harry Boan, had a huge book of press cuttings 
which he used to keep of all his father's advertisements; We used to look at 
them and laugh at them, but had to admit that they'd been mighty effective; 
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There'd be a full double—page spread and have little photos of the mechandise. 

His simple philosophy was you've got to tell people what you've got to sell and 

have it on display, put a little picture of it, either in the advertisements or 

in the catalogues that went out. 

He was also quite unique that he insisted on bringing all his executives up 

from within the organisation. I think I'm absolutely correct when I say that 

during his lifetime and also whilst Frank Boan was in charge (that's the son) 

that they did not bring in any outside executives at all. The old chap's simple 

philosophy (and I heard him say this on one occasion) was that If you haven't 
trained within an organisation as big as ours people suitable to take the top 
Jobs, there was something wrong in your selection and in your training. When 
you think of It there's a lot of merit in it. He wasn't looking for the 
brilliant university graduate and that type of thing, or somebody that had a 

high pressure school in America or England, he was looking at people who could 

reflect what the customers wanted and respond to that, and have integrity and 

be reliable. You look at the people that came to the top in the Boan's 

organisation, it's quite interesting. All successful in the true sense of the 

word, but none of them the high flyers that other people were looking for. It 

says a lot and I think it will come back again. His simple philosophy that if 

you didn't bring up within your organisation people with the right expertise, 

personality, integrity and all that sort of thing, there was something wrong in 

your selection of them as juniors or in the early stages of their career when 

they were young men and women, or the training that you gave them, the 

opportunities you gave them. It's very interesting to look at some of the 

people that went through that organisation. 

It's changed, of course, considerably, because Frank Boan's daughters married 

and some of their family came into the firm. You start then to dilute the 

source of your top management, and you bring in outsiders. Since then, of 

course, Myers have taken over. 

I don't know if I've told you about the great dairy produce department that 

Harry Roan used to have, because it was a superb store, you know. Everyone used 

to say there were six Harry Boans because wherever you went and you were 

waiting for a minute, there was always this bearded figure that would appear 

over the shoulder and say, "Are you being served?" or something to that effect. 

"Can I help you?" He seemed to be on all floors. Some of them used to wonder if 

there were several of them trained to look like him and go round. The fact was 

he was doing what a proprietor should do. I found in running the State you had 

to be around from Esperance to Wyndham and see for yourself. It's amazing what 

you learn. "One look's worth ten finesses." But he was quite unique about it. 

He got into Parliament for a short while, but I don't think he liked what he 

saw. He would have been quite unsuited to it because he was used to a simple 

straightforward two plus two equals four and another one makes five sort of 

thing. He wouldn't have found too many people that would think the way he did 

in this simple, straightforward, effective way. 

But this dairy produce store - butter, cheese, eggs, bacon, you name it - was a 

very big part of the ground floor. In those days they used to cut up the butter 

and then pat the butter. That's how butter pats came to be known. They used to 

be very skilled at chopping off a piece of this huge slab of butter and then 

slap it on the scales. They used to be proud of the fact that it would be as 

near as darn it to whatever they wanted: half a pound, or a pound and so on, 

then wrap it on the spot. All of these things, all of the produce was handled 

in this way. That department allegedly (and I'm pretty sure I'm right) was 

entirely staffed by Salvation Army, mainly from Perth Fortress. I accept it as 

being factual. Somebody did say to him, "Why do you staff that department 

entirely with Salvation Army?" because you realise Mr Roan was a Jew. He said, 

"It keeps my audit expenses down." That was a very good answer. 
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Also he was a man obviously of strong principles; There was a suggestion during 
the Depression that a particular firm or firms were favouring Roman Catholics; 
You had a better chance of being engaged and a better chance of holding your 
job If you were a Roman Catholic; It was becoming fairly obvious in this 
particular firm that the ratios were changing; It was well-known that the 
proprietors of that firm or firms were very heavily involved in the Roman 
Catholic church, and there's nothing wrong with that; But it was reported at 
the time that Harry Roan, who was completely impartial to that sort of thing 
(apart from the Salvation Army people he had there for another reason) that he 
was so moved about the matter that he went to the proprietor of this firm or 
firms, and said that he'd heard that this was happening and he wanted them to 
know that if it was true that he would reverse the thing in his own firm; In 
other words, he would have to do something that he'd never done before; He'd 
have to start to say, "Well it's tit for tat; The Roman Catholics will lose 
their jobs in my firm;" The old chap, who was very much involved in this sort 
of thing at the time who told me this, said that was the end of it; There was 
no more problem; It was a very wise thing to do and a very sensible thing to 
do, and it had the desired effect. 

I actually met Harry Roan as a boy, and as a youth; He would never have known 
It, but In the course of being a regular shopper there; But I was always 
impressed with him; My mother, who I always regarded as being a very keen judge 
of character and integrity, she always believed in two firms; One was Boans and 
the other was Bairds; To her they typified value, they typified good solid 
honest-to-goodness business; So as a boy this grew on me a bit and I used to 
rather think it was something of an honour to say, "Well that's Mr Boan," and 
there he was; As I say again, when we went to school in the morning he'd be 
carrying the merchandise, and that taught me something: that here's a 
successful man and by the standards of the day would have been a rich man, was 
prepared to go and do the things that his staff did, and be seen by the public 
to be doing the things that his staff did, and seen to be identifying with his 
customers; A lot of people could learn from these things; it does register; 

If I could just spend a minute on the Bairds; They were quite unique; They 
built up their reputation not only as good merchants in the city, retail 
merchants, but they had a reputation par excellence for country orders, mail 
orders; They had a number of names for it; But their store was exactly opposite 
where the goods section of the railways was. I'm not talking about the heavy 
freight, but the parcels section; They could trundle the goods across, they 
didn't even have to have a lorry or anything, if they wanted to send stuff away 
by rail to the country; The rail had a wonderful reputation in those days; Not 
as smart as some people might like it to be, but very reliable; Train schedules 
were train schedules; They had people there that were known to everybody, 
handling freight there; I remember the few times I had to send parcels there 
for my mother or when I was office boy at McLarens, there were chaps down there 
that always seemed to be there; They always seemed to know what to do and would 
tell you the best way to get something to Kalgoorlie or to Northam or to 
Geraldton wherever it might be; They seemed to know exactly what to do; You 
rarely ever got a complaint about a non-delivery of something; 

Well Bairds took advantage of the fact they were right opposite there and they 
had a section which was entirely devoted to this country order business; When 
Bairds catalogue came out, I'm not sure whether it was once a year or twice a 
year, whether they had a spring one, and a summer one, but it was an event; It 
must have been twice a year, I think; They had this huge mailing list right 
through the country; The farmers and the townspeople in the country used it 
with complete confidence; You describe something out of the catalogue, that's 
what you got, price and everything; Don't forget we didn't have much Inflation 
then, so they could publish a catalogue and the price would stay for six months 
or twelve months even, which is a completely different mentality; Also we, at 
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that time, if I remember rightly, were still on the gold standard, and nothing 
disciplined a government so much as the gold standard because you had to have 
gold, you couldn't cheat and just print a bit more; 

But the Bairds people, if I remember rightly, the whole of the basement was 
devoted to this. You've heard me refer to Percy Hutton; At one stage of his 
long career - the whole of his working career by the way was with Bairds - but 
at one stage of his long career there, he was in this dispatch section; He, 
like all of the others there, were very proud of their reputation for 
reliability, and their packaging. You can imagine they had to go by train and 
probably when it got to Wagin or some other place, it might still have another 
20, 30 miles to go, horse-drawn vehicles in those days and bumpy roads, so 
their packaging had to be quite professional; They built up this great business 
using this catalogue as the bible on which the trade was undertaken, bearing in 
mind people didn't come to the city as often then as they do today, they didn't 
have motor cars and the like; So they built this up on the basis of people who 
would only come to the city very rarely, and they'd come by train; Here again 
if they came by train it was right opposite Bairds; Because of that, old Adam 
Baird and his family, they built up this reputation for reliability, integrity. 

They also had to buy appropriately; See Harry Roan had to buy appropriately; He 
had to buy for the community of that time. The fashion side of their business 
was not the big side of their business at all They made their money out of 
dealing with the average working man's family; If the worker wanted heavy, what 
were known as blucher boots, he got heavy boots. It was better for them to 
supply 80 per cent of the market at that level of working class, maybe a bit 
better, type of clothing, and other things that went with it; They had a 
complete store, both of them; They had the clothing, they had the hardware; 
Anything you wanted you could virtually get there; It was quite amazing; I used 
to hear a fair bit from Percy Hutton; People would write down from the farm 
describing something they'd want; They'd go to extreme limits to try and 
faithfully represent what had been sent to them and to interpret it properly 
and get It off.- 

So these two great stores were right opposite the railway station, which was 
the hub of the city in those days, and built up a reputation that they 
deserved. Both were families that owned their businesses; They weren't big 
companies on the stock exchange with remote ownership; People could learn a lot 
from getting back and studying their methods and how they built up the 
business. 

I remember the Bairds; I'm not sure, I think there were two sisters; I'm not 
quite sure; We always knew Adam Baird; You'll find there's one of those 150th 
anniversary plaques in the footpaths, for Adam Baird, and another one is for 
Harry Boan. There's another one for old Tom Ahern. They were true retailers in 
the proper sense of the word. I just forget the point I was trying to make; Oh, 
Bairds. I'll alw?Ys  remember Bairds, the women in the Bairds family were always 
hovering around. 

We've been talking mainly about these general retailers; They had very strong 
hardware sections as well as food and clothing and all these things; But of 
course, on top of this you had some very reputable firms that were exclusively 
in hardware; That would be more of the builders and that type of hardware; Just 
from memory Pm thinking about McLean Brothers and Rigg. That was the Vincent 
family; Then there was Sandovers. In those days Alfred Sandover still reigned 
supreme and then later on, of course, his son, Eric, came along; But dear old 
------------------------ 
Sir Charles, earlier in these interviews, recalled an encounter with Miss 

Baird when he was choosing a present for his father, see p.149 this transcript 
(RJ) 
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Mr Sandover, he was a very highly—respected person, very visible around the 
place. He was only a little man. The cartoonists always used to take him off 
because of his eyes and so on. He was a cartoonists' dream. But he was a dear 
fellow and, of course, he's the man that started the Sandover medal. But they 
had a very big sporting section. He used to sponsor the sports, not as people 
do today but In the way they did in those days. You had to walk through from 
Hay Street right through to St George's Terrace, so It was quite a big store. 
But they were very big In hardware, builders' hardware, both wholesale and 
retail, but they were mainly known to the public as retail. McLeans were 
further up, they were up in Pier Street. They were very big. They would have 
supplied more of the builders and the wholesale type of trade. Again a very 
reputable trade. 

I think it was a characteristic of the firms in those days, you couldn't 
survive unless you were there to stay and you were going to give value, and 
going to give service, a degree of imagination as to what you had to have in 
stock and what you have access too. Sandovers launched out into other things 
like refrigerators and that type of thing later, because they were right in the 
heart of the city, and they were ideal for it. They also had premises outside 
of the city because of their wholesale trade. It's a pity that some of those 
things are no longer there. 

There were other people, again a little bit further out of the town, say 
between William Street and Milligan Street. I'm just trying to think of some or 
the big engineering type of people there that again supplied another need; 
They in turn had a great reputation for reliability, and very proud of the 
reputation for giving value and above all giving service, and standing behind 
their products. But they weren't in touch with the public so much. I had 
dealings with them more through my professional activities than I did as a 
customer. 

RJ Did you have any reason to have first-hand knowledge of Claude de 
Bernales? 

COURT Not on a personal basis, but I had a lot of knowledge of what he 
was up to and what he was doing, because I was very much on the Terrace in 
those days. I was growing up as a young student and then, of course, eventually 
as a practitioner. But I did have quite a bit to do with some of the people 
that were closely connected with him, such as old Mr Meacham: that's Bert 
Meacham, Bill's father. He came out to Australia as de Bernales' accountant, so 
he had very intimate knowledge of all the dealings by de Bernales, his 
machinery dealings as well as his mining dealings. He could keep you enthralled 
for a whole evening with some of the comings and goings that went on. I think 
he regarded de Bernales as a bit too smart, but on the other hand I think he 
had a sneaking respect for the man and his sharp wit and his sharp brain and 
his capacity to do deals and so on. I don't think Bert had that much respect 
for some of the methods he used, because Bert himself was a very reputable 
person, very straight-down-the-line sort of person. 

I saw a fair bit of de Bernales, because he was a very, very conspicuous 
figure, a very handsome man. He only had to get out of his car and there'd be 
people around wanting to watch him. If he went to the races or he went to a 
function, without him doing anything he had this very commanding presence, so 
he was not the sort of man that could go to a theatre or to a function and be 
inconspicuous. He loved it, of course. He didn't try and hide himself. It's 
hard to believe the extent of the home that he had down at Cottesloe, which 
now, of course, is the Cottesloe Civic Centre. People don't realise the amount 
of land that was around there before that was subdivided. It was the nearest we 

William Adams was one such firm (CC); 
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had to a baronial mansion [laughs] in the State. People, the social climbers, 

of course, would regard it as the 'in' thing to be invited to dinner or be in 

some way identified. They'd talk about an invitation to go to de Bernales as 

though you'd got an invitation to Buckingham Palace. That was the nature of the 

person and the way he did business: very flamboyant; 

I well remember when his first grandchild was christened. It was in St George's 

College Chapel. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 36 
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COURT This was in St George's College Chapel and if you go and look up 
the records you'll find this was no ordinary christening. This was down at the 
University, in the college chapel down there. There was a great write up about 
it, how the baby was carried in on a golden cloth cushion by the grandfather. 
No ordinary christening this one. But that was typical of the man. 

With all his faults he did a lot for the State at a time when they needed 
somebody like that. Don't forget the Depression hit us suddenly as these things 
always do. Governments are quite powerless to do these things as you see at the 
present time. They think they can do it, but the turn around in Australia will 
be achieved, not by economic theory, not by financial wizardry, it will be 
achieved by lots of people deciding they're going to go and do a bit of work 
for a change. Once that message gets across, you'll be surprised. 

On that note, I was interested to hear [Professor Geoffrey] Blainey giving his 
talk to the Council for the National Interest in Perth when they held their 
seminar a few days ago, saying that the overall national effort would only have 
to increase three per cent and we'd be back on the right direction and soon on 
clover. That's just how little would be needed. I thought it was much higher 
than that, but he was very emphatic it was only three per cent. 

But this man (de Bernales], whatever his faults might be, he had the get up and 
the go. It was he who got the gold bonus. No one else would have got the gold 
bonus. Many people would like to jump on the bandwagon. But we heard about this 
gold bonus and this fellow de Bernales. No one had any great hopes that it was 
going to be achieved but it was achieved and it was all achieved because he 
just wouldn't take no for an answer. So th gold bonus became a tremendous 
thing. I can't recite the exact details of it. Quite apart from the money that 
went with it, it gave a new hope. When you're in depressed times the main thing 
is to give people hope that, If they work a bit harder, they'll do better, or 
that somebody's going to make it possible for them to get a job. A lot of 
people went out prospecting. They got a basic allowance so that they could have 
a wheelbarrow and all the tools that went with it, and so much just to provide 
tucker. The fact that they were out there looking for something took the 
pressure off the city. The old saying: "Busy people, happy people." They might 
go away for weeks and find nothing. 

A lot of the musicians got together and formed teams and had a broken down old 
truck. The Newton brothers (that's Duffy and Percy and a couple of others) 
decided they'd go and do a bit of prospecting. They were real softies, but they 
decided it was better than hanging around the city. There was no work for 
musicians, so they went off for quite a while and they came back [laughs] 
looking healthier and fitter but they didn't have any gold. The experience 

------------------------ 
1 In 1930 the Federal government, urgently in need of gold to meet overseas 
interest payments, offered a bonus of £1 an ounce for all gold produced in 
excess of the previous year's total ... the bonus was later reduced to lOs and 
was discontinued two years afterwards ... Excess population was drawn off from 
the metropolitan region ... and for a while Australia's western gold-mining 
frontier was about the only prosperous part of the whole country. Confidence in 
the industry was restored, and promoters such as the financier Claude de 
Bernales had great success in launching a whole series of interlocking 
companies in London with the object of exploiting abandoned leases on both the 
eastern and northern fields." ( F K Crowley, 1960, Australia's Western Third, 
Melbourne, Heinemann, p.267). 
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didn't do them any harm, but in the meantime they'd survived on this basic 
allowance that they got. During that time they got some hope that they might 
find something, and some people did find things. 

So in spite of all of this man's manipulations of the stock market - and let's 
face it some of them were pretty crude - he got an industry going and he got 
people talking positive, when otherwise they would have just had nothing to do 
and no one would have given them any hope. Goodness only knows how much worse 
off we'd have been. So if he did make a lot of money out of it, and had blocks 
of flats here and blocks of flats in Melbourne, and he built London Court in 
Perth, and he had buildings in England, I think you have to say - If you were a 
purist - maybe he shouldn't have done some of those things, but the fact is 
that in the overall picture he got the goldmining industry going and got people 
to at least go out and give it a go. 

RJ Sir Charles up until the war I wondered how much, during your 
working life, how much interest you took in State politics. You've already 
referred to secession, but apart from that how much interest did you take in 
State politics? 

COURT Not a lot in real terms. I had a lot of it at home, of course, 
where my mother and father, particularly my father.... I think I've told you 
about in the early days after the First World War where my brother and I would 
have to go and ring the bell down the Street fo Mr Corboy when he came back as 
a Labor candidate [campaigning] in Leederville. 

RJ Yes you have. 

COURT Some of that sticks with you, and my father's activity at the 
Trades Hall through his union and that type of thing. I didn't belong to a 
political party. I was active in that secession thing, but I didn't actually 
belong to a political party, bearing in mind that was before the days of the 
Liberal Party as we know it. There was the [ALP], National Party, CUAP - United 
Australia Party] and all sorts of strange little parties all around Australia. 
So I couldn't say that I was up and doing in those things, although I probably 
took a more intelligent interest than most people would in what was going on. 

At one stage I remember when Rita and I were engaged we had a fair bit to do 
with the late Len Bolton MLC. He was the head of Boltons, originally the 
coachbuilders and so on. Eventually they went into truck building, and bus 
building and that sort of thing. He was a nice man. I got involved with him 
through the Chandler Boys' Scheme. Rita and I got to like him very much indeed. 
In fact he got us enrolled for the Legislative Council. In those days it was 
voluntary enrolment, voluntary voting. I remember him saying, "Look you young 
people, you've got to take an interest. The first thing you do is you've got to 
get on the roll. If you're not on the roll you can't vote." So he got our cards 
and we filled them in and got on to the roll and we carried on during those 
voluntary days as enrolled citizens thanks to Len Bolton because he was a nice 
man and was very insistent that young people should get enrolled. It was not 
until in the 1960s that the Legislative Council became compulsory voting: 
compulsory enrolment, compulsory voting, and an adult franchise, because In 
those earlier days you had to have an adult franchise. It wasn't a very great 
need. Very few people couldn't qualify, but the fact was it was a property.... 
I think I said an adult franchise, that's wrong. 

------------------------ 
I Thiswould have been 1918 when Edwin Wilkie Corboy was campaigning for the 
federal seat of Swan (RJ). 
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RJ Yes you did: property franchises 

COURT It was a property qualification; That didn't have to be very much 
frankly, but nevertheless you did have to have a qualification before you could 
go on [the roll.] Then you had to voluntarily vote, which made It a nightmare 
for the political parties because the slogan was, "It's not the people who vote 
against you that defeat you, it's the people that don't vote;" The 
conservatives, in the later years before the franchise was changed and you got 
adult franchise, they were worst off, because their people would go to the 
races and go playing bowls and playing golf and doing anything but voting, and 
they used to have to have a system whereby you got the numbers sent back from 
the polling booth. When people went in to vote, the scrutineers had to get the 
roll number and then every time they got a half a dozen or a dozen of these, 
send them back to the committee room, strike them off the master roll, and then 
start ringing up the people who by midday hadn't voted; Once they went to the 
races or to the football, or something like that, you found it very hard to get 
them to take an interest; Australians have not been good at voluntary voting; 

Rd You see that with local government don't you, now? 

COURT Yes; 

Rd So really you're saying that even In your business life, you did 
not take a great interest in State politics? 

COURT Or federal politics, in terms of belonging to a party and being 
active; 

Rd Well not as far as that, because belonging to a party is a 
different sort of commitment, but just how much notice did you take of what was 
going on? Did you, for instance, form any opinion about leadership in that 
time, whoever was Premier? 

COURT Oh yes I would have known most of the political leaders better than 
most people would have done. See Ross McDonald was one of the partners in 
Robinson Cox and Wheatley where I started as office boy; He was very active on 
the conservative side of politics; Because of that alone you naturally take an 
interest in what your boss is doing especially If it's a man you like; He was a 
very gentlemanly soft sort of a person, so you naturally take an interest in 
that sort of thing, more than you might otherwise do; Then It wasn't till later 
I got involved with Harry Hearn so much; But I had a good working knowledge of 
who the people were, because don't forget there was a long period of Labor 
government there. You had all that Collier period and I used to hear a lot from 
my father about Alex McCallum, who used to be the darling of the Labor Party, 
and all of these names who were household names in the Labor Party; So I used 
to hear a fair bit about them On the other hand, of course, we knew [Sir 
James] (Jimmy) Mitchell, who was Premier at one time and minister for a long 
time, and then Premier, and then eventually became the Lieutenant Governor; I 
suppose even before I was 21 1 could have named the members of Parliament and 
the ministers and that better than most people; That flowed on from a family 
that was politically conscious, but it was not until after the war that I got 
very heavily involved; 

Rd What opinion did you form of Collier? 

COURT Well Collier was a fairly popular leader There wasn't the same 
strong passionate feelings around about politics in those days as there is 
today. The conservative forces were a very mixed lot at the time; When I say a 
mixed lot, not in terms of their integrity or their ability, personality, but 
they seemed to come from all sorts of streams of political organisation, so 
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they never had the same direct highly organised disciplined machine that the 
Labor Party had. That enabled the Labor Party to govern for quite a long time; 
But 1, because of my professional background and my business background, even 
when you're an articled clerk and then become an intermediate clerk and then 
you become a senior clerk, you're dealing with business people all the time, 
you're dealing with farmers, you're dealing with pastoralists. It's only 
natural that you become more attuned to their views on things than if you were 
say, working in a engineering shop, where you'd be getting union politics all 
day. I had an advantage that I had a more balanced view because don't forget I 
still had my association with the Musicians Union; The mere fact that you're a 
member of a union and that you were helping in the union, a certain amount of 
their philosophies brushed off on to you; It probably explains why I was able 
to take a more moderate view on many of these things in later life, because I'd 
been through that particular section. So it was not the views of a person who 
was carrying a banner for somebody. I had very strong views about the private 
enterprise system, because by that time I'd formed my own views, that there was 
no future for a country in a socialist system; So in a very simplistic sort of 
a way my opinions had been formed. 

RJ Any opinion of James Mitchell? 

COURT He was something of a legend in his day, because of his land 
sett'ement. It's very interesting that he really was best known and is recorded 
in history for that work. He had this great obsession about developing the land 
and increasing the population. I suppose you've heard about him when he used to 
go for his walks down the Terrace when he was Governor; He used to talk to 
everybody and some little seventeen year old, eighteen year old girl would be 
bailed up by him and he used to scare a lot of them because he'd say, "When are 
you going to get married?" [said quickly] This poor little girl had probably 
never thought about it. He said, "We need more children;" [laughs] It was as 
simple and as direct as that and, of course, he used to talk like that, in 
this sort of abrupt phrase, and he always had a walking stick that he used to 
wave around. He was not a good speaker, Mitchell, and these little phrases 
would come out with a burst; You can Imagine this little girl going home - 

probably not so little, but seventeen and eighteen year olds and nineteen year 
olds seemed to be so young in those days - going home to their mother and 
father and talking about this funny old man with a walking stick and a bowler 
hat, who'd accosted her down the street. But he became quite legendary for 
this, but he really believed it that we needed more population and the best 
population was the population we bred ourselves; He was always quite simplistic 
about it. 

He, I never knew personally; Strangely enough I got to know him a bit better 
after the war because he was the patron of the RSL Band for years and years, 
and when I became the conductor, I used to have more to do with him; In fact on 
his 70th birthday, I think I've told you, we took the band down to Government 
House grounds and gave him a recital to say thank you for having been our 
patron (he was a very good one too) while he was Lieutenant Governor, and we 
gave him this concert to celebrate his birthday. It was then that Lady 
Mitchell, when she invited the band up to have a cup of tea and a drink;..; He 
was a great one for giving out apples; Anyhow he gave all the boys an apple; 
She said, "You know it's very nice of you to play such a nice programme;" They 
had themselves and all their staff and some friends there up on the upper level 
of the gardens and we played on the lower level. We played a 30 minute 
programme of bright pieces; I was told not to play anything heavy, but all 
bright tuneful pieces. It was non-stop. So she said, "I've got to tell you Mr 
Court that my husband wouldn't have known any tune that you played;" I said, 
"Well that's rather strange I thought we picked popular tunes;" She said, "You 
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did and," she said, "we all loved it." There was one of the famous Viennese 
waltzes and the inevitable march that brass bands played and some of these 
lighter pieces. She said, "My husband is tune deaf." I said, "Do you mean tone 
deaf?" She said, "No, tune deaf." So I said, "What do you mean by that?" She 
said, "Well, he cannot tell one tune from another." She said, "I can let you 
into a secret. You've probably noticed that the ADC always walks in front of 
Sir James on these official occasions. He knows that when the ADC halts and 
pulls his shoulders back the band's playing God Save the Queen, or the King, 
whichever it is, and he's got to take his hat off for the National Anthem." I 
couldn't believe it, [laughs] but she assured me it was correct. So we used to 
watch this with great interest after that. She assured me. I said, "Well what 
about rhythm and that sort of thing?" "Oh," she said, "in his younger days he 
was a lovely dancer and he was very famous as a waltzer, so it wasn't a 
question of rhythm. There was no problem with that, but he hadn't the faintest 
idea what tune they were playing." I used to often wonder whether it was 
possible. He must have known some tunes, he must have whistled something in his 
lifetime. That was my main encounter with Sir James. 

Of course he was not a great success in the governorship. He did what was 
necessary, but don't forget it was the Labor government's way under Collier of 
avoiding appointing a [full] Governor. Because they always wanted to get rid of 
the Governor, they appointed a Lieutenant Governor. I don't know what they paid 
him, but he lived down at Government House, but the standard of entertainment 
was virtually nil. 

I remember when I had to go for my investiture for my OBE from Bougainville, it 
was a most disgusting occasion. I don't think it meant anything to 'Old Jimmy,  
as he was always known: Sir James. I remember Bill Lonnie got his MC and a few 
others got their decorations. That was their last investiture after the war 
because these had been given during the war, but weren't presented until after 
the war. It was a very disgusting thing. You're allowed to bring only your wife 
and one member of your family. I know I took Victor, and Victor saw his father 
being invested by looking through the legs, [chuckles] getting on the floor and 
looking through the legs of his mother. There was no proper presentation at 
all. He just went round and sort of pinned it on you. I said to Bill Lonnie at 
the time, I said, "You know if ever I have anything to do with this, there's 
one thing we'll do properly is investitures." When I did get into government 
with David Brand, and then later on as Premier, we always insisted that 
investitures were done with proper decorum, and the procedures were such and 
the arrangements were such that they gave dignity to the occasion. 

END OF TAPE 36 SIDE B 
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TAPE 37 SIDE A 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander 
Library Building on the 7th of November 1990 

Sir Charles we finished last time with you talking about the investiture at 
Government House that you attended while Sir James Mitchell was Lieutenant 
Governor. You used the actual expression that you felt it was "disgusting" and 
that you described how Victor 1saw it by sitting on the floor and looking 
through the legs of his mother. Just describe exactly what happened on that 
occasion, how the thing started from beginning to end; 

COURT It was a real shambles; No-.one seemed to be in charge as a master 
of ceremonies as you have now We all assembled and we were told to get in a 
rough sort of a circle; When I say rough sort of a circle, I use the right 
phraseology If I remember correctly it was in the room where they use as a 
dining room now, which is a lovely room and lends itself to this; But the place 
where it should have been done, of course, was in Government House Ballroom, as 
it's usually done now, unless it's a private one, where you've only got say one 
person to be invested which happened when I got my Knight Bachelor; But we were 
just sort of marshalled into a rough sort of a circle and the candidates were 
mixed up with their relatives, like Rita was alongside of me, and we had our 
one member of the family who naturally had to be Victor; We weren't able to 
bring my mother even, because there wasn't any provision for it, and just as 
well we didn't; There was just Rita and I and little Victor; He was only a 
little chap at the time you can imagine; Well he didn't sit on the floor and 
see it through his mother's legs, he had to lie on the floor and actually look 
through his mother's legs, and that's the only view he got of his father being 
invested or any of the others, and he didn't see much of that because Sir James 
just went around and actually handed the decoration to you; You didn't even 
parade up before him so that you could pay your respects to him in the proper 
way, the usual bow of the head in the case of a man, or a curtsy in the case 
of a lady. That was that. It was all over; We had a fairly rough sort of a cup 
of tea too r might add, and a biscuit and on our way; 

That's where I was talking to Bill Lonnie; It didn't matter that much to me as 
an individual but I was concerned about the system7 If you don't set standards 
at the top, you can't expect to have standards at the bottom. That's why I was 
so insistent about dress with all the ministers and my own members and their 
behaviour in Parliament, their behaviour and their dress in the dining room at 
Parliament House and when they went out on engagements; You would rarely ever 
recall any minister in the Brand Government or my government being photographed 
by the TV in a sports shirt and gardening clothes and a few other things which 
you see almost every Sunday now when the TV turn up to these people; You're a 
seven day a week, 24 hour a day man when you hold a position as a minister of 
the crown; If you don't take it that seriously you shouldn't be there; I know 
some people will laugh at it, but you've got to set standards; You've seen 
what's happened today, members of Parliament are almost in disgrace with the 
public, almost held in contempt, which is sad to see because the whole system 
starts with the parliamentary system; Therefore I used to keep reminding our 
people-i A couple of ministers offended while I was Premier such as not 
conducting themselves properly while they were sitting on a stage during a 
formal presentation or something of that kind; Now I know they were tired, but 
that didn't excuse them at all; [It didn't happen againi] They're on duty seven 
days a week, 24 hours a day; 

------------------------ 
This transcript, p.470-;  
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Once you relax on these things the standard goes right through the conununity. 
When the wife and I have been asked to receive debutantes, whether it be in the 
city, whether it be in the remotest part of the country, we've always insisted 
that if we're going to do it at all we're properly dressed for the occasion, 
with decorations and the like, not because you like wearing the things, but you 
just want to leave an impression in those young people's minds that that's the 
way you do it. A lot of these young people who were sixteen, seventeen, 
eighteen, whatever age they were when they made their debut, are now, of 
course, married and with families. I met one the other day that embarrassed me, 
who's now a grandmother! That's how quickly time moves on. She was very, very 
eulogistic about that particular presentation when we received those 
debutantes, and the impact it made on her and the other girls in her class. I 
felt that that was something worthwhile if we had succeeded in making the point 
that there are certain things where you observe standards and having observed 
the standards you then become an ambassador to pass them on. 

It's no good just the people at the top doing it right, you've got to get the 
people further down to absorb them. I'm very emphatic that you often get much 
better behaviour in the so-called working class, or lower class - it's not a 
nice word to use, but you know what I mean, that group of people - than you do 
amongst the people who should know better. I was giving a talk to the 
ex-servicewomen's sub-branch of the RSL a few days ago. They always have a big 
luncheon before Poppy Day [Armistice Day], because they're a great lot of 
people; not only ex-servicewomen, but they're great citizens and they do set a 
very responsible standard. They take their position very responsibly. They 
always try to do something special for Armistice Day or poppy day, whenever 
poppy day is held. I was talking about this decline in standards and going 
through the list of things that you talk about when you're talking about 
standards: such things as respect and punctuality; your own presentation with 
your dress and your speech; above all respect to others; honesty and courtesy. 
The ethics: the work ethic, the savings ethic. These very basic things, which 
if they're in good order with individual people, they're in good order with the 
nation, and the nation will be In good order. I made the point then: "Don't get 
the idea that these things are elitist; just the reverse. They're not for the 
rich, they're not for the privileged, they're for everybody." I made the point 
then that you quite often will find in the old style family a better observance 
of these basic things than you will in some of the richer families and the 
people that have better education and have been to private schools, in some 
cases finishing schools, and they still haven't absorbed these very basic 
things. I got on a hobby horse I must admit and was campaigning a bit, but I 
meant it, because if these things are right, they're not just foibles about 
people being respectful and straightforward and punctual and that type of 
thing, it's all part of a disciplined community, and disciplined in the right 
sense of the word, not in a military way, but in a moral way. Just as I firmly 
believe that there's no economist, there's no financial expert [who] is going 
to get Australia out its present mess. It will be when the people get the 
message and change their attitude you'll be amazed how quickly Australia 
changes and all of sudden the politicians will get a message from their 
constituents instead of the other way around, and take off. 

Anyhow that's a long way from the investiture by Sir James Mitchell which I 
didn't take kindly to at all. It wasn't because people like Lonnie and myself 
had just come 'straight out of several years in the Army and were used to 
ceremonial, used to discipline and that type of thing; It was something much 
different to that. It was all a question of values. 
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Rd When we were looking at the Premiers who had led governments before 
your entry into politics, we started off by asking about Collier and you didn't 
really give me an assessment other than to say that he was a fairly popular 
leader at the time, I wondered what you actually thought of Collier and his 
government, and were you aware of his drinking problem at the end? 

COURT I didn't know Collier personally in an intimate way, and you must 
realise why if you look at my age at that time, and my activities at that time, 
but I did hear a lot about Collier through my father, all of the personalities 
at Trades Hall and the Labor Party, bearing in mind they were synonymous almost 
at that time; Right up till the time of doe Chamberlain, the one man was the 
head of both, so you've got the two together; This is one of the reasons why 
the Labor Party became so much part of the trade union movement and vice versa 
So I used to hear a lot from my father; My father, of course, not being a 
drinking man himself wasn't very tolerant of the habits of some of these people 
and particularly of Collier; But he always had a regard for Collier; He always 
spoke of him as being one of their better leaders; He, you will remember, would 
be reflecting a trade unionist, an ardent trade unionist; So he wouldn't be 
looking for the qualities of a Tory or something of that kind; So he looked at 
these men like McCallum and Millington and Wllicock and all of these people, as 
people reflecting his own, what he would refer to his own tradesman class of 
people; 

In that regard, bearing in mind the lack of progress this State had made, 
compared with later years, it would be fair to say, and not derogatory to say, 
that these people were adequate but not inspirational. You never heard them 
talking about great things that could be done and how they were going to be 
done; You'd hear the words from both sides of politics about the potential, but 
that's where it ended. I can't remember any of them ever wanting me to get a 
banner out and march down the street and say hurrah for the greater Western 
Australia; The nearest we came to that was during the secession campaign, when 
we realised just how much we were being held back and how this potential was 
Just that, a potential and nothing more; Probably during that [secession] 
period we talked more about the potential and ways of developing that potential 
than at any other time. But when that was over, the noise was over, and the 
Commonwealth put a dummy in the people's mouths and threw them the odd boiled 
lolly, things settled down again to the Cinderella State; 

I think most people in Western Australia [at that time] loved this Cinderella 
State [tag]; One of the first things I did when I got into office, long before 
I was Premier, was to remonstrate with the mayors: the Lord Mayor of Perth and 
the Mayor of Fremantle. They always used to preface their speeches when they 
were giving receptions to the fact that we are the loneliest capital or city, 
as the case may be, in the world; Then they'd give a long discourse how we were 
so far away, no-one loved us, and we were out of touch with everything; They 
were quite wrong, because an isolated community can be tremendous; It's the 
best place to be because you get a better chance to perform, you're a big fish 
in a little pond, instead of being a little fish in a big pond: If you've got 
the leadership and you've got the ideas you can set the place on fire, which 
we've done in so many things here. Look what happened to the medical school 
when it got the right sort of leadership; 

So I look at these people of that time of the Sir James Mitchells, the Colliers 
and the others that came after Collier, the Labor men, as being adequate for 
the times but not the inspirational types; I don't think the poor men had the 
capabilities. Their heart was in the right place; I think they were basically 
pretty honest men; I think they had a love of the place; They had clear cut 
policies and ideologies; But I can't remember any of them ever wanting me to 
get up and march down the street to achieve better things; 
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There were all sorts of rumours at that time about some of these Labor 
ministers. Don't forget they were in office for a long, long time. They had 
their problems even then. The McCallum problem is one that I'd rather not 
comment on because the facts are not clearly in my mind. But it makes some of 
the goings on of the present time not exactly pale into insignificance, but it 
makes them come into perspective with those times. Then, of course, you've got 
the position with the Hawke Government and the scandal that developed over 
the.;. I'm talking about the Hawke State Government now, that developed over 
the off-course betting. People forget about that So they're not new to Royal 
Commissions; they're not new to this type of activity. It would do some of our 
present day students of politics [good] to have a look at what came out of the 
Royal  Commission into McCallum and what was subsequently disclosed after he 
died. The moral in that story is you can have a full-blown Royal Commission 
and still get the wrong answer all because somebody slipped up in watching the 
follow-through of the documents. Hence the saying that our forebears used to 
use, 'the truth will out'; and 'when thieves fall out,' another statement they 
used to use,. You can see a lot of it at the present time sadly. 

However these people when you look at them in terms of history they really 
never set out to set the place on fire. Probably Mitchell with his obsession 
about farming and population did most of all of them to achieve real growth. He 
had an absolute obsession about farming, hence the name 'Moo Cow' Mitchell. He 
was quite an interesting person. When he sat on a stage he always seemed to be 
sound asleep. One dignitary at Geraldton found out to his cost that he wasn't 
asleep. He used to give the impression to the audience that he was sound 
asleep, so this, I'm not sure whether it was a local mayor or a local 
councillor, assuming that he was asleep, had some rather derogatory things to 
say about the said James Mitchell. When Mitchell got up to respond, bearing in 
mind he wasn't a very eloquent speaker, but when he got up to speak, much to 
the embarrassment of the previous speaker, he just dissected his speech and 
responded to every single part of it. People learnt after that that they 
shouldn't take Mitchell for granted. I think he had a good brain and I think 
that he had great ideas for this State, but not in the way that was necessary 
to give us a balanced economy Instead of having a one-legged economy, we had 
to get a balanced economy as we set out to in the 1960's. 

Sir James, you know, was a loved character in many ways. He used to walk down 
the Terrace every morning and I think I've told you how he would go up to some 
of these young girls and ask them if they were married and had children and all 
that sort of thing. 

Rd Yes you have. 

COURT Cows and children were his two great obsessions. In that regard, 
let's face it, it was a good, good thing. We needed both. But he was a mean old 
chap. Don't forget his position as Lieutenant Governor was one of convenience, 
both to him and to the Collier Government. You know the story of how he was 
defeated during a time when everybody was looking for heads to lop because of 
the Depression and other things. Officially he was defeated because of time 
words, or similar things like that. The Sunday Times, the Daily News, [and 
others] all had these things, the equivalent of crosswords and the like, going. 
They became a bit too much. They were being exploited too far, so that's when 
they brought in the Lotteries Commission. That was the real campaigning that 

1 McCallum was Involved In "a series of accusations by T- J. Hughes alleging 
political influence on decisions of the Licensing Court. McCallum was cleared 
of all charges by a royal commission though Hughes subsequently claimed that he 
had been vindicated by the revelation that McCallum held a half-share in one of 
the hotels at the centre of the original dispute." (David Black in Tom 
Stannage, 1981, A New History of Western Australia, UWA Press, p.427).- 
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went on, the newspapers went out into the field. They were the reai 
Hawke [Bob Hawke's uncle] was able to win Northam against a 
regarded as a pillar of the conservative side. You realise that 
the member for Northam, and Hawke campaigned  for three solid year 
with the aid of this campaign and these newspapers at the finish 
poor view of their.... [pause]. 

;on why [ARGI 
man who was 
Mitchell was 
there, and 
that took a 

RJ Loss of revenue? 

COURT Well their circulation boosting scheme, which in turn, of course, 
had the effect of increasing their revenue. You realise the thing became such a 
racket at the time that people were walking down to the newspaper offices and 
paying the full price of a newspaper for a printed version of the crossword 
that they never even filled in themselves, and then just put it into the box, 
with their name on and address and then they were in the draw; So it was a 
straight out lottery the whole thing. I don't know how they worked it out, 
there was some technical way. All of that came to a head and that cost Mitchell 
his seat. I think he would have survived if it hadn't been for that particular 
issue and the fact that certain newspapers [especially "Boss" Simons] took it 
up with such vehemence and got men out into the field campaigning in such an 
aggressive way. 

You also realise, of course, that the same people that kicked out the 
government led by Mitchell and put Collier in, were the people who voted so 
strongly in favour of secession: the same people on the same day in the same 
ballot boxes. Don't forget the Labor Party, which was put into office, was 
campaigning viciously AGAINST secession. I always quote that as an example of 
where the people are capable of making up their own minds. They decided 
Mitchell had got to go, but they wanted secession. So they voted against the 
Labor Party strongly on the secession issue, and they voted strongly for the 
Labor Party on the question of straight out election to government. 

Anyhow old James wasn't all that generous. After he took over as Lieutenant 
Governor the office was really denigrated; He didn't entertain to any great 
extent at all. The vice regal office was tolerated rather than respected. It 
suited the government because the Collier Government didn't want to appoint a 
governor. On the other hand they knew it would be suicide, political suicide, 
if they decided to campaign and take the necessary action to get rid of the 
governor, or get rid of the position of governor. So it was a very convenient 
appointment for them to make themselves look charitable by appointing the 
defeated Premier as the new Lieutenant Governor, a position that went on and on 
and on and was only terminated when McLarty came in and made him Governor for a 
short while, and there's a story attached to that. He subsequently died, of 
course, and that solved the whole problem; Then Sir Charles Gairdner was 
brought in and started a brand new era of governors. 

But in his earlier days Sir James was a local manager of the old Western 
Australian Bank. The Bank of New South Wales eventually bought out the Western 
Australian Bank. Part of the arrangement was that they would honour the notes 
that were issued by the WA Bank. The WA Bank issued notes and they could be 
signed for certain denominations by the local manager, say the manager for 
Northam branch, which was Mitchell, or the Bunbury branch wherever it might be; 
I don't know the denominations, but say a ten shilling note could probably be 
signed by the local manager, a pound note may have to be something higher up, 
and bigger notes would have to be signed at the head office. The arrangement 
was when New South Wales took over, was to honour all of these notes. They used 
to come in years and years and years after, and as they came in they always 
honoured them. They are historic if anyone can get their hands on them because 
they're very much testimony to the way things were done at that time. 
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When old Mr Fitzhardinge was managing the Bank of New South Wales in Western 
Australia at one stage one of these ten shilling notes turned up with 
Mitchell's signature on it. He thought it would be a nice gesture to get it 
mounted and take it to the old boy and say, "Look you were the manager of the 
Northam branch and signed it. We always honour these notes, but we thought 
that having honoured this one we'd donate it to you, and we'd have it suitably 
framed." He said, "Thank you very much;" A fortnight later the note turned up 
in the bank again; 

Now this was a story that was well-known around the traps in Perth, but being 
vice regal and so on, by an unwritten rule, no—one ever used it; But to our 
great amazement when the Bank of New South Wales, now Westpac, but then the 
Bank of New South Wales, new building was opened on the corner of St George's 
Terrace and Barrack Street (that's the site, by the way, where the head office 
of the WA Bank was) it was opened by Sir Douglas Kendrew [the then Governor] 
In the course of his speech we all nearly fell off our chair because he told 
the story of the ten shilling note; From then onward, of course, it's public 
currency and it's been used often, but up until then it had been respected and 
I can't recall anyone ever telling the story of the ten shilling note in public 
because of a respect for the vice regal position. 

I tell you that story because it might help you to put in perspective why he 
paid so little regard to these investitures. I don't think it registered with 
the man; It must have been like his inability to recognise tunes, he didn't 
recognise important occasions; You just imagine, you think his relatives would 
have just loved to have this as part of the memorabilia of the Mitchell family, 
the fact that he was a branch manager, he did become Premier, he did become 
LieutenantGovernor, he did become Governor, and left his name in the history 
books of Western Australia. But no, he sent it back into the system 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 37 
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TAPE 37 SIDE B 

RJ You just said that there was a story attached to Mitchell 
eventually becoming Governor; What is it? 

COURT Well when the McLarty Government came into office, they wanted to 
sort out a few of these things; Don't forget we'd had the war and standards had 
dropped because things were not available to do refurbishing and to conduct 
ceremonies and functions, banquets and that sort of thing, at the standard that 
you might normally want to do them; So they wanted to get things going again-
In 1947 they inherited a very difficult situation: war-time shortages, housing 
materials were short, public buildings were in a bad way and you had a big 
influx of ex-servicemen and women, all wanting to catch up with their 
education; Many of them were virtually boys when they went away to the war, and 
they hadn't finished their ordinary basic education; They had to learn trades 
or they had to go to a university, and other training and teaching processes 
they had to go through; So they inherited this terrible problem of these 
shortages immediately following the war; 

They wanted to bring in a new Governor, but there was apparently some 
technicality as to why it was more difficult to get rid of a lieutenant 
governor, than there was to get rid of a governor. This apparently became 
rather difficult because they knew that to publicly be seen to be trying to 
sack Mitchell;.;; he was an old man and he'd developed a certain aura about 
him, his little walks down the Terrace and his visit to country shows; When he 
got there he always used to say to the president of the show where they'd gone 
to, "The boxes and bags are in the boot;" That meant they filled them up with 
vegetables and fruit; They would have done it in any case, but he always used 
to come prepared; 

However, whether it's correct or not I don't know, but I was assured by McLarty 
and by Arthur Watts (that's the then leader of the Country Party) that it was 
more difficult to get rid of a lieutenant governor than it was a governor; I 
can only assume that a governor usually has a term, an agreed term; If he's 
going to stay beyond that time, it has to be renewed, positively renewed by 
mutual arrangement; Whereas I can only assume that when the original 
appointment of Mitchell was made it was left sort of open-ended; There may be 
another reason that I don't know about, but they were both emphatic that it was 
more difficult to get rid of a lieutenant governor than a governor. I also 
understand that there was quite a lot of difficulty in getting Sir James to 
agree to become a governor; No doubt he knew what it was all about; Eventually 
his friends prevailed on him that it would be nice if he finished having been 
minister, Premier, Lieutenant Governor, and be actually a real Governor-; It 
would nice if he finished his career [as Governor], bearing in mind he was 
quite old; So he eventually became the Governor, and when he died he was still 
the Governor; 

RJ No, he died almost immediately afterwards;1  

COURT I'm sorry; His wife died while he was still Governor, that's right, 
and then he died almost immediately after that; In the meantime they were able 
to go on and make another appointment; That ended a very long and I think 
honourable career, because I wouldn't like what I've said to be taken wrongly; 
I don't think he was deliberately derogatory towards the positions that we 
might have felt that he didn't fulfil properly; You must realise he was born in 
Bunbury and brought up in a community which was a very tiny community when he ------------------------ 

Sir James Mitchell was Governor from 5 Oct 1948 to 30 June 1951; He died on 
26 July 1951, aged 85 (Parliamentary Handbook 1984, p.196-. RJ); 
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first came into it and when he was educated and joined the bank, or whatever he 
did. They weren't thinking beyond that. They would have thought of gold as the 
only mineral that mattered. They would have thought of wheat and oats and 
barley and sheep and cattle as the only things that mattered on the 
agricultural side. They didn't have these grand visions so one shouldn't be 
critical of them and that's why I said I think that all of those people of that 
time were adequate but not spectacular or in any way great dynamic developers 
in their time. I just can't identify any of them having some of these ideas 
that are necessary, because if you don't have these visions and these dreams 
nothing ever happens. You'll just get along in the same old rut all the time. 
It was really when Watts and McLarty formed the McLarty Government in coalition 
with the Country Party that things started to change. The great credit for that 
must go to Sir Russell Dumas who, of course, was a public servant, but a man of 
great vision. There's been a lot of public servants of great vision. Dumas had 
this tremendous vision. He was the one that pushed them all the time into 
developing Kwinana, into negotiating with BP. It wasn't called BP at the time, 
but negotiating with the oil company, ironically because, of course, they were 
kicked out of - well in the process of being kicked out of the Middle East. 

Rd After the war Frank Wise replaced John Wilicock when Wilicock 
stepped down and he [Wise] remained Premier until McLarty took over in 1947. 
What did you think of the Wise Government? 

COURT Well the Wise Government didn't last very long. 

Rd Two years. Well less than that, it was about eighteen months I 
think. 

COURT Less than two years. I think that Frank, who I knew well in later 
years, never really recovered from the shock that he received when his 
government was defeated after such a short period. He had mainly concentrated, 
of course, previously, on things to do with agriculture, like the development 
of the plantations at Carnarvon, where he was very closely Identified 
[originally) as a departmental adviser. I think that he got something of a 
shock that it was possible for the coalition to defeat them. He never forgave 
the coalition, particularly the Liberal Party, for the cobweb advertisements. 

You were probably too young to remember, but they came out with massive 
advertisements. Frank Downing was very active in the Liberal Party at that 
time, and they had a group of young people immediately after the war all 
steamed up and very worried about what was going on in Canberra and the 
strength of the communists in Australia generally, which was being manifest 
over here. They were a pretty bright lot. A man named Cyril Dudley, who ran my 
first campaign was, I think, the ace campaigner. He could dream up these 
things. He's still alive, but not well. But he used to sit back years after and 
laugh about the way they invented these advertisements. Then they had a problem 
with McLarty, who was very straight down-the—line, a very honourable man. He 
reckoned this was a bit below the belt, this stuff. He was in the old order. 
They just had to go ahead and defy him. 

The trams were broken down, the power stations were broken down, the railways 
were broken down, there were strikes and everything, so they ran these 
advertisements. They'd have a tram with a huge cobweb over it; and they'd have 
a power station, a huge cobweb; they'd have houses, huge cobwebs over it. It 
was the cobweb campaign. As a result of this, of course, McLarty became the 
Premier with Watts as the Deputy Premier. 

------------------------ 
Frank Wise was Premier from 31 July 1945 to 1 April 1947 (Ibid., pp.  34-35. 
RJ). 



TAPE 37 COURT 479 

They didn't have a majority by the way, they relied on two Independents, one a 
man named Harry Shearn from Maylands, and another named Mr Read, who was a 
chemist out in Victoria Park. They had to rely on these two independents to 
survive. Survive they did, of course, for six years: '47-1 53. 

Frank [Wise] went out of Western Australian politics çfor some years.] He 
became the Administrator up in the Northern Territory. He came back into 
politics through the Upper House. I found him a very pleasant enough man to 
deal with, but you always had to be pretty sharp when you were dealing with 
Frank because he had a good brain and he was always very conscious more of his 
own personal position on any issue that was being discussed than the ideology 
of it, or the philosophy of it, or the party view of the thing. 

There came a time when he was a little bit strained, as I saw it, with the 
Labor Party. He was leading them up in the Upper House, and they weren't always 
getting the same messages from the Labor Party in the Lower House where you had 
Tonkin and Graham as Premier and Deputy down there, and Wise was in the Upper 
House. But he always treated me with great courtesy and we were very friendly 
both before he came back into Parliament.. He used to be very interested in 
what I was doing as Minister for the North West. He used to talk to me a lot 
about it. I remember one time, r regret ever saying It, but I said to him, 
"Frank you know if you had all these ideas that you're so supportive about and 
so laudatory about, why didn't you bring them forward and get the Labor Party 
to implement them," because he was virtually singing the same song as me. He 
always used to claim when not only me, but other people confronted him with 
this question, that the Labor Party just wouldn't listen to him; they just 
couldn't lift their sights to think this way. I think that could be true too, 
because you've noticed that I've referred to the Labor people of the previous 
era as being adequate for the times for a State that was mendicant, a State 
that was Cinderella, and loved being thought of as remote, poor relations. It 
could have been right that Wise, who was a man with a good brain, he might have 
been trying to advocate some of these things and just couldn't get to first 
base with a party that said, "Oh we've got no money, we're mendicants, we're 
poor, we've got a Grants' Commission, forget it." We had to take some very, 
very strong and unusual measures to beat the Grants' Commission and to get away 
from this albatross around our neck, being a claimant State. 

Rd We'll look into that later Sir Charles. What did you personally 
think of the cobweb campaign and the use of those sort of tactics? 

COURT Oh I thought it was good; I thought the State needed it. It 
reminded me of the secession campaign because you had the same people there, 
you see. You had Keith Watson, who was a great brain. You had Cyril Dudley. 
They were the young turks that got out in front with the banners for that 
campaign. I think the State needed a bit of a stir up. But I can understand 
McLarty reacting as he did. The party was then led by a different group of 
people altogether, the sort of people that he'd never been used to. Don't 
forget he took over from Sir Ross McDonald. Ross McDonald was a partner in 
Robinson Cox and Wheatley when I was office boy there, a very gentlemanly man; 
bachelor. Poor old Ross wouldn't have had a bar of identifying with the cobweb 
campaign, but he would have said, "Don't stop it." [laughs] He'd have said, 
"Tut tut," when you approached him, and he used to speak like that. He'd say, 
"Tut, tut," and so on. He was a very gentlemanly softly spoken man, the idol of 
the ladies. Quite apart from the fact he was a bachelor, he was such a 
courteous man. He was eventually beaten in West Perth, which was regarded as a 
blue ribbon seat, beaten by a footballer, 'Popsie' Heal from West Perth. When 
he was asked whether he would contest the seat again, he said, "Oh no," he 

1Frank Wise was the Administrator of the Northern Territory from 1951-56 (Who's 
Who in Australia - Rd). 
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said, "I can't cope with footballers!" [chuckles] He just dismissed it. He 
didn't show any rancour about it at all because he was such a nice man. But 
knowing him as I do, he would have said publicly, "Oh no, no, that's below the 
belt stuff," but privately he would have been saying, "Oh gosh this is good, as 
long as I'm not identified with It," which wasn't a good thing really. 

They had a State general secretary in the Liberal Party in those days and he 
was a real 'up and at them' type of fellow. He loved all that campaign. So he 
got on with the campaign and put his authorisation on it while people like Ross 
McLarty and some of the old brigade were saying, "Tut tut this is below the 
belt sort of stuff." They didn't get anywhere because Frank Downing, who was a 
pretty tough operator, an outstanding QC, one of the best I ever met anywhere 
in Australia.... He was a pretty tough sort of a fellow and could get in and 
kick heads if they had to be kicked. He was a jolly good president of the 
Liberal Party [in his term] and didn't stand any nonsense from members of 
Parliament. If they were there as Liberal members of Parliament, they had to be 
Liberal members of Parliament. This sitting on the fence stuff he wouldn't have 
a bar of it. He was very important, together with one or two others, in the 
early days of the Liberal Party in office, because he and people like Fred 
Johnston and others, they insisted on the members of Parliament implementing 
the policies of the party. The interesting thing is that they did it so well at 
a time when they virtually had no majority. 

Rd I'm just wondering about the boot on the other foot. If you had 
been in government at a time of wartime restrictions - well wartime imposed 
restrictions and shortages, and the cobweb campaign had been waged against you, 
how would you have reacted? 

COURT Well there wouldn't have been a cobweb campaign; that's the point. 
That's where Wise and his followers failed because they kept on about why they 
couldn't do this and why they couldn't do that. When you're in that situation - 
and don't forget we've been through some tough times in government - when 
you're in that situation you keep the initiative. The public understand why you 
can't do certain things, and they know not only why you can't do certain 
things, but they know what you're doing to try and overcome it. You're kicking 
heads everywhere, whether it's the bureaucrats, whether it's Canberra. So 
you're still seen as the leader even in times of adversity. So that's my answer 
to that: there wouldn't have been a cobweb campaign. 

Rd What could you have done differently from Wise, to have got things 
going? 

COURT Well not only Wise but the people before him. 

Rd Before him as well, yes. Wilicock also. 

COURT Well first and foremost you've got to be seen to be trying 
something. We had some serious bushfires at one time. I won't record this 
[conversation exactly as it happened] because it's a little bit rude. I had a 
minister and I was saying, "Why are you in Perth? Why aren't you up there with 
these fires," horrendous fires, out in the Eastern Goldfields and north of 
there, where you've had a fire [burning] on 100 mile front. People don't 
understand how horrendous these are once they get going. You have a good season 
in the pastoral industry and, of course, what you're doing is, unless you get 
ready for it and you know how to handle it, you're also sitting on a tinder 
box. It could catch on fire, and off you go. There's nothing you can do to stop 
it for a long, long way. Anyhow I remember this minister, he was quite a junior 
minister and I said, "Why are you in Perth? Why aren't you up there at the 
fire?" "Oh," he said, "I've done everything I can," and he gave me a whole list 
of things that he'd done and so on. I gave him a few things [better] that he 
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could have done. I said, "Let's get on the telephone. Have you marshalled all 
the equipment up there? It's no good fighting the fire on the face. You've got 
to go 30, 40, 50 miles ahead of it and do something there and let's throw in 
all the Main Roads machinery, all the local government machinery. Let's have a 
great convoy to go in there. Forget the fire where it is, and get 50 miles or 
more ahead of it. We can have an estimate made very accurately about the speed 
with which it's going on this 100 mile front, and then let's get down there and 
put something in there that's so big that even with the wind it won't be able 
to beat it. We'll put in a whole might of this machinery, and you can't do it 
any closer because you endanger the machinery, endanger the men. So," I said, 
"let's organise that. But in the meantime you get to hell out of here because 
you've got to be up at the fire." "But," he said, "what can I do?" I said, 
"Even if you get...." and I didn't quite say it as politely as this, but I said 
something else to him, but this will do as an illustration. I said, "Even if 
you had a little bloody watering can and you were putting It on the fire, 
they'd say at least the poor bloke's doing his best. You're there and you're 
doing your best and you'll get marks for it. You're getting dirty and hot and 
in danger like the rest of them are. So," I said, "I've got news for you 
because I'm off up there myself. I shouldn't be. I should be able to say, "My 
minister's up there complete with watering can,' or something like this." 
Anyhow he went up there and he thanked me for it later on because it made the 
point. [He learnt an important lesson - to be seen to be doing his best and 
giving leadership.] 

See when we had cyclones in the North, the first person to land in any of those 
places was either me or the deputy, Des O'Neill. We'd sometimes have to stretch 
the rules to get a plane, a light plane that could land up there, but you had 
to be there to see what you could do. Maybe you couldn't do anything to stop 
the flood, and maybe you might fill the odd sandbag or two, especially at 
Carnarvon where they used to have to put sandbags in there to try and save the 
river washing away half the town before we put in the bonds up there. But at 
least you could make a decision on the spot about what relief they were going 
to get and what decisions had to be made for the safety of the people and so 
on. But you're there! Des O'Neill was Jolly good at this sort of thing. He was 
away at the war with me. He was away in Bougainville; he was a signalman then, 
and a good one. He was a very reassuring sort of a fellow when he landed there 
amongst these people. If I couldn't go, well he was there. That helps the 
morale of the people. It's at that time where they want somebody to do 
something. The bible says, 'He who gives first gives twice,' and we always used 
to have that in mind. [In earlier days, when I was a minister,. It was always 
me.] 

The same when you had a situation like that postwar situation. You've got to be 
seen to be taking emergency measures. Even though it might only create another 
ten houses, or something of that kind, at least you're seen to be doing 
something that's positive and not just blaming the circumstances. When McLarty 
got in, they didn't have any better base to operate from, but they even 
produced dear old Dame Florence Cardell-Oliver, and what she couldn't do with 
logic she used to do with tears when she went to the Eastern States! [Laughs] 
Well, I mean, fair enough, she was seen. She got a lot of publicity for that, 
for doing those sort of things, and what's more she produced some equipment, 
she produced some materials. So it's all part of the presentation. I know 
people laugh at these things, but if you're a member of the public and you see 
somebody that's not only talking about their concern but is doing something 
about it [ ... ] somebody will say to those who are complaining, "You do 
better. What would you do?" That shuts them up when you've got a crisis on your 
hands. Always ask them what they'd do and you never hear any more about it. 

RJ Another factor that was an influence in the Wise Government was the 
Garrett Engine Strike. What were your observations of that at the time? 
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COURT I had mixed feelings about it. I was certainly very angry about the 
way The loco drivers and the unions behaved on that situation. You realise I 
wasn't in Parliament and hadn't even dreamed about going into Parliament, but I 
did have first-hand knowledge of what was going on because one of the militant 
engine drivers was the tenor horn player in my band. He was the solo horn 
player and he was a real comnio. In later years he was actually kicked out of 
the RSL Band because he was trying to indoctrinate some of the young boys in 
the band. He was a First World War man and a good bandsman and a good player, 
but he had this absolute bug about communism. An amazingly well-read man who 
relied for his education on the old Mechanics' Institute.... not.... yes, I 
think they used to call them Mechanics' Institutes in the various country 
places. 

RJ Yes, they did. They had libraries and.... 

COURT These fellows wanted to graduate from a guard to something, or they 
wanted to go from..., who was the stoker fellow? The fireman, on to be a driver 
on the engine. They used these places to do their studies and so on. It 
fulfilled a great role. 

But he used to keep us pretty well informed about the Garrett engine. I 
happened also to know the engineer that was very closely involved with the 
design and the construction of the Garrett engineer, because he lived down in 
West Subiaco, so I got both sides of it. This was before I was..., no, it was 
after I was married, but I was conducting the band at the time. It was after I 
moved from Shenton Park, but I knew this chap well. 1 knew that he was an 
honest fellow and a capable engineer, a fully-qualified engineer and had his 
own reasons for, not only recommending but supporting this. So I felt the union 
were pretty bad about that. Don't forget it was the union that created the 
problem for the government. 

If I recall correctly they attacked the engine on the grounds of safety.1  I 
don't know that anyone ever suffered anything from the engine. I can't remember 
any accidents that came out of it. It seemed to me like a union or some 
militant people within the union had to have an issue and they used this safety 
factor as their war cry on it. So at the time, knowing what I did from both the 
engineering side and also from this driver, this militant driver, who was in 
the band, we got Garrett engines between tunes [chuckles] until we were sick of 
the Garrett engines. Of course, no-one liked Ernie much, so they used to give 
him a bad time, especially for any disturbance to the public transport system. 
So I did not support the union side. But there and then I did make a mental 
note which I stayed with the whole of my parliamentary career, that a 
government should never resist a genuine safety issue. 

END OF TAPE 37 SIDE B 

------------------------ 
'The 16 day strike was because the LEDFCIJ refused to work the Standard Garrett 
engines, "which it considered unsafe." (Black in Stannage, 22. cit., p435 - 
RJ). 
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COURT I made the decision there and then in my mind that either an 

employer or a government, it didn't matter, should never resist a genuine 

safety issue. I emphasise genuine safety issue, because even at that stage I 

realised that some of the worst elements in the union would seize on a safety 

issue without really having a genuine interest in the safety issue, but all 

else would fail them, so they sent up the cry, 'safety'. When I got into 

government, both as a minister and then later as Premier, I always used to say 

to the departments concerned and/or to the ministers concerned, "Have you 

checked out the genuineness of the safety issue? If there's a genuine question 

of safety, don't argue. Fix it, don't argue, because it's not defensible If 

there is a safety issue. If it's not one that can be fixed up immediately" 

(because some things can't, they often have to be undertaken over some years, 

some months as the case may be) "at least make an arrangement that's publicly 

understood as to how you're going to go about it." The ministers would be able 

to tell you that I always told them, "Never argue against a genuine safety 

issue, get in first. If there's a genuine safety issue you should have been In 

before the union anyhow." That's why I think we had so little trouble on that 

score because we were known to be getting in first. When I was Minister for 

Railways, the unions would have to tell you that it was usually me talking to 

them about how we fix something rather than them talking to me. When you've got 

the initiative like that, when you're asking them what they want done about it, 

or what they would do about it, you've got no problems. 

Rd Did your band friend ever comment about what the Garrett engine was 

really like to drive? Do you remember? 

COURT If I recall correctly he never drove one, but he was full of 

complaints about it. 

Rd Criticisms of it, yes. 

COURT That's why some of the members used to say, "What's it like to 

d19vê?" and so on. But if I recall correctly he never actually drove one 

because you had to graduate to drive a Garrett. He, on the other hand, went 

through some very difficult times, which I used to sympathise with. For 

instance when they used to go through the tunnel with the coal burning steam 

engine, before they got diesels - I don't know if you remember the days when 

the trains used to go through the tunnel. Going up to Northam, or going to the 

Eastern States, anywhere like that, you had to go through the tunnel. So the 

passengers were told, "All the windows up," and the train was virtually 

battened down, because you can imagine going up the hill. Coming down was all 

right because all they needed was brakes, but going up the hill, you can 

imagine with the engine on full power, and probably with an extra engine on 

anyhow to get it up the rise, you can imagine the soot. Even with all the 

arresters on the funnel and everything, the soot that was coming out of there 

was pretty terrific. Now the drivers in the engine you can Imagine they had a 

pretty bad time because not only did they have to keep the engine stoked up to 

keep the boilers at their full effectiveness to go up the hill, but they'd also 

have to cop all the ash and the smoke and the dust that came with it, while 

they were puffing their way up this incline and going through the tunnel. They 

used to have to put wet bags and all sorts of things over their head during 

that period. So you can imagine that was not a very pleasant part of the 

exercise. I don't know what else you could have done with it while you had coal 

burning engines. I don't know whether they got any special bonus, loading for 

that particular part of the journey, I wouldn't know. But I must admit that I 

used to feel for them. I don't know what the Incline was, but there must have 

been quite an incline. Although they were going through the tunnel to avoid 
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going over and under and down, going up one side and down the other, 

nevertheless there must have been a gradient, a fairly steep gradient going up. 

Coming back, of course, it was just the reverse. They just shut everything off 

and all they needed was brakes to come down, so there must have been quite a 

gradient there. You could hear the old engine puffing away there. When we were 

kids we used to think it was great, going through this black period while they 

were going through there. When you got older, of course, you used to curse it. 

RJ Sir Charles I'd like to move on now to your army service, but if we 

could start before the war, you served with the volunteer forces for a time, Is 

that correct? 

COURT Yes. I had a number of periods with the army: one unofficial, and 

the other one compulsory, and the other one voluntary. When the RSL Band was 

formed, it used the instruments of the 44th Battalion from the First World War. 

Quite aside from the argument that went on later about the use of the 

instruments, when they first formed up on a one-off basis just for the Prince 

of Wales when he came to Western Australia and they decided they'd like to keep 

going. They became the 44th Battalion Band. That was, of course, the militia 

unit, because the First World War unit of the 44th Battalion had been disbanded 

anyhow. It was quite a famous battalion that had finished its job in wartime, 

but it was continued on as a peacetime unit, like so many of the others. So 

they became the 44th Battalion Band and used the instruments from the First 

World War battalion of the 44th Battalion. 

Part of the price for using the instruments was a selected number had to join 

the Battalion. They also had to appear on certain parades, so It gave the 

Battalion a ready made band which didn't cause any administrative problems for 

the Battalion. They also had to go into camp once a year. We used to go to the 

races, by the way, and the trots, in the uniform of the 44th Battalion 

initially, and complete with leggings or puttees, whichever was the case. I 

know initially it was puttees and then somebody scrounged some leggings. As a 

kid I used to think it was great trotting around with these things. They all 

had to be cut down by my mother so that I could wear them. But you can imagine 

as a boy of twelve, thirteen, fourteen, being able to do this with all these 

real soldiers, you see. So when it came to time to go into camp, they had to 

produce so many bodies (I think it was about sixteen or something like that) to 

make a respectable band. So they called for volunteers. Some could get leave 

from work and they thought it was good fun to go into camp for a fortnight, ten 

days, twelve days, whatever it was. Some couldn't get leave, so the army 

weren't too fussy. As long as they produced sixteen bodies under George Mellor 

that was enough. 

So we had to go into camp, literally into camp, pitch your own tents and all 

that sort of stuff. I was at Perth Boys' School at the time. I had to get 

permission from Tommy Chandler. I told him what it was all about and he was all 

for it; he was that sort of man. So I went into the army and I had to answer 

for Sergeant Rees. George Mellor was a warrant officer being the conductor and 

Ron Rees being the deputy conductor was sergeant and there were a couple of 

corporals around. Ron Rees, I know, couldn't go in because he was away with the 

YAL for some reason or other. So I became Ron Rees for the camp and somebody 

else would become O'Keefe, and somebody else would become something. But you 

all knew what name to answer when they called the roll. I went in with these 

fellows and I thoroughly enjoyed it. I used to take it very seriously. Not only 

did you do your band practice but you also had to do the stretcher bearing 

because in wartime the band in operations doesn't play as a band, of course, to 

entertain either their own troops or the enemy But they, by tradition, become 

stretcher bearers, and that's why some bands have had very high casualties such 

as the 2nd/16th Battalion [in WW II].  When they went to the Middle East most of 

their players initially came from the Perth Fortress and "Blue,y" Palmer was 
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the conductor. Very soon in the operations there they lost nearly the whole 

band because they were stretcher bearers. But we did that and we also did our 

weapons training. The old salts, they did it just for the fun of it. They were 

still using Lewis guns from the First World War. .303 were the rifles, and we 

did our range practice and all that sort of thing. We did the whole lot. They 

did it lightheartedly, getting a bit of fun out of getting back to what they 

had been doing when they were away at the war. To me as a kid, of course, it 

was all very exciting. 

So I became very proficient at this, and I liked it what's more. So when they 

brought in compulsory training I didn't find that any hardship at all. I got 

involved in it and I liked what I had to do. I was very keen on the small arms 

practice that we had to do. But I hadn't long got into this and I'd won 

something for the best turned out soldier or something, and something for my 

Lewis gun practice. In other words I was keen, and one of the few that was. If 

you're going to do it, you might as well do it properly. I was getting on fine 

with this. 

The next thing is J get paraded to the CO and told that I've got to go into the 

band. They heard that I was good at this band business and the CO was very keen 

on his band and so I got shanghaied into the band. So I then found out you 

could parade yourself to the CO. I remember the adjutant was Captain Barrett. 

He was a staff corps man. I subsequently came across him when he was the 

commandant of the junior wing of the staff college at Duntroon after the Second 

World War started. I was sent to this junior wing of the staff college, and he 

was the comandant there. I reminded him of this incident when he was a young 

adjutant of this battalion when he said, "Well in the army you do as you're 

told." I said, "Well yes, but I just want to be a soldier. I belong to the best 

band in the State and I'm pretty good at that part of it." By this time, of 

course, the RSL Band was no longer involved with the army because we'd become 

independent and we'd had the episode of the instruments and all that sort of 

thing', so the RSL Band was quite separate and nothing to do with the 44th 

Battalion. He said, "Well you can be paraded to the CO. What are your grounds?" 

I said, "Well it's the WORST band in the State and I belong to the BEST." I 

said, "It will never be any good with the man that you've got conducting the 

band, in charge of the band." A man named Barnes. He was always known as 

'Butter' Barnes because he drove a van for Barnes Forder and Williams. They 

were dairy produce merchants. A decent enough sort of a chap, but a hopeless 

musician and a hopeless disciplinarian. So he said, "The CO won't like it 

because he's very keen on his band." 

The CO, by the way, wasn't the real CO at all. I think he was a major at the 

time and he was acting CO because they hadn't appointed afu11—scale lieutenant 

colonel to command the battalion. This turned out to be McKenzie, Eric 

McKenzie, who eventually became Brigadier McKenzie commanding the 13th Brigade 

in the Second World War, so I ran into him later on and we used to laugh about 

this. So when I was paraded to him he said, "Well what's your complaint 

soldier?" and I told him. He said, "This is a good band, this is what you're 

most proficient at." I said, "Well I want to be a soldier. I've done this and 

I've done that. I thought the army would be encouraging people to get 

proficient at soldiery. I can do this band business all the year round!" Anyhow 

he said, "What's wrong with the band?" I said, "Sir it's the WORST band in the 

State." Well I couldn't have said worse. 

Anyhow I was made to stay in the band until the.... not long after that, this 

compulsory training was scrubbed and the country was so poor that they were 

virtually bribing people to get out of Duntroon after they got qualified even. 

People don't realise what the pressure was to save money in these departments. 

Then I did come in as a volunteer, so that's why I say I've had [chuckles] 

several outings with the army before the war ever came, because I was keen, as 
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a volunteer, to go on with the soldiering part of it, maybe become an NCO, and 

maybe get a commission as a militia officer, a volunteer in between the wars. 

But I thought it was clearly understood I was going to do the soldiering side, 

but I hadn't been there long again and I had the band episode again. In those 

days you could just resign, they were glad to get rid of you because it was 

one less uniform, one less everything that they had to do. So that was the end 

of my peace-time involvement with the army, apart from the fact that the army 

didn't have a lot of bands in those days. With the few soldiers they had, they 

often asked the RSL Band to provide a band for ceremonial or a parade they had 

with one of these units. We used to be glad to do it because that's what the 

RSL was all about. So I did have an involvement again with some of the 

ceremonial occasions when the RSL Band was brought into play and march. 

Rd So what periods are we looking at? When did you have your national 

service time? What age would you have been? 

COURT I must have been pretty young. I'd left school. I'd had my 

unofficial 44th Battalion bit while I was still at school, you see. Then it 

came after that. I'd left school and I was still doing my indentures. 

Rd Would it have been eighteen as it was later? 

COURT I think it would have been eighteen. 

Rd And how long would you have been there for? 

COURT Pm only  guessing. It wouldn't have been two ye
ars before they 

abandoned all that. 

During that period I learned a great respect for the MC officers: the 

Australian Instructional Corps. These were people who weren't Duntroon; they 

were despised almost by the Duntroon professionals. But we owe a lot to them 

when the war eventually came, because all the basic training, the basic 

administration, the quartermaster requirements and small arms, the lower level 

[minor] tactics, these people were absolutely superb at that. They really were 

the backbone of getting the army going when the war broke out because they 

were there; not enough of them, but at least they could form the basis of the 

training establishment. Hence their name: Australian Instructional Corps, MG. 

They were always distinctive. They wore a red braid on their uniforms, which 

made them distinctive from the full—time Duntroon type people, and for that 

matter the people in the militia who were either NCO's or had got commissions. 

So it wasn't a long period, because you realise the war came in 1 39, so we're 

talking of a period between 1925, when I had my unofficial..., about 1925 I 

think when I had my unofficial experience with the army in camp. Then followed 

on by my compulsory training, and then my short period of voluntary training. 

So a lot happened in a few years. 

Rd Would you have an idea though again, what age you would have been 

when you volunteered? 

COURT Well, it was almost straight after my experience with the band 

episode. 

Rd Sir Charles you would have been aged 28 when war was declared and I 

wondered your feelings when you knew that that was the situation. 

------------------------ 
1 Compulsory military training was suspended on 1 November 1929 (Macquarie 

cit., P. 402) - Rd. 
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COURT We could see it coming; Some of us felt very strongly about the 

appeasement that was going on: the umbrella man - Chamberlain; It's all from a 

distance; We probably saw it clearer than they did, but it seemed so wrong to 

be appeasing this mad man [Hitler], like we see going on in the Middle East 

today with Iraq; But it seemed so obvious to us that this was a mad man they 

were dealing with and they seemed to be determined to try and appease the man, 

bearing in mind, of course, they had neglected their defences; They'd been 

through that depression period when the first thing that gets the axe is 

defence; He was smart enough, of course, to realise that that had happened and 

was the one that didn't do that. He was the one that was building up all the 

time; So it was one of great sadness; I remembered my father going to the First 

World War and it was a period in my life, that whilst I was proud of my father, 

1 was hoping it would never happen to me or my family; This one looked as 

though it was going to be worse because obviously the means of waging war had 

become much more sophisticated; Although we used to think Second World War was 

sophisticated, but when you look at today, of course, it's a different ball 

game altogether and it's a scientists' [and technology] war; But no, I was very 

worried about it. 

The immediate thought in my mind was, what decision I was going to make, having 

been so closely identified with the RSL, having been so closely identified as I 

was at that time, with the RSL; By then I was the conductor of the RSL Band, 

and having very strong patriotic feelings, my immediate concern was how was I 

going to get away to the war myself; You must realise that I hadn't long been 

in partnership with Hendry and Rae with a view to taking the burden of the 

practice off them; Here were two men who were not young by any means and their 

sole purpose of bringing the three practices together was to bail out of it 

just as fast as they could and let the young bloke take over; So you can 

imagine the mixed feelings, plus the fact that Victor was born and Barry was, 

of course, high on the list; It did worry me because as one who knew that he 

should go, or would want to go, you had to take into account your 

responsibility to others; That's exactly what happened and that made my entry 

into the army much more difficult than people might have realised. Not that I 

had any great problem in making up my mind because I worked that out with 

Rita, but I ran into the problem with my two partners; 

Also it might be hard to realise now, but I ran into a manpower problem, 

because I would have enlisted quickly but I had to try and find a way around 

the manpower problem; That explains why I didn't originally join the AIF; I 

found out If you joined the AMF (the Australian Military Forces) instead of the 

Australian Imperial Forces, the manpower provisions did not apply; After a 

certain period serving with the AMF...; that's not quite right; The manpower 

provisions didn't apply to the same extent; As long as you could get your 

employer or your partners to sign the clearance, you could get in. You didn't 

run the gauntlet of some higher authority saying, "Look we want you for this, 

we want you for that, and so you can't enlist;" It didn't apply to that extent-.-
After you'd been in the AMF for a certain length of time the manpower 

provisions mysteriously disappeared. In other words you could volunteer from 

one to the other [AMF to AIF] and people didn't ask any questions; I suppose it 

was logical because if you'd been able to be in the AMF full-time for 'X' 

months and the world hadn't stopped or your firm hadn't stopped, well it was a 

pretty poor case for enforcing the manpower [provisions], especially during 

that period. 

There were one or two emergency things arose and the CO of the unit - although 

I was only a private, and then a lance corporal, corporal, lance sergeant, 

sergeant, and I hadn't even got my commission - the CO was a very responsible, 

sensible WWI chap; Approaches were made at least three or four times during the 

first few months I was In the army; I was released, not at my request but by 

the request of somebody else to the army and to him, for several days just to 
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go and clean up a couple of things, which I was able to do, and then co
me back 

and carry on where I'd left. It seems a rather odd start but then 
after a 

certain time I was able to volunteer for the AIF and it was up to anyo
ne then 

to stop me rather than me have to worry about applying for exempti
on from 

manpower. When that time came and I actually became AIF.... incidental
ly I had 

to drop rank because by that time I'd become a captain, a temporary ca
ptain in 

the AMF, and I had to drop to a lieutenant to go into the AlE, but that
 didn't 

cause me any worry because I thought I'd been jolly lucky to get a com
mission 

so quickly. 

Rd What was Lady Court's reaction to your wish to enlist? 

COURT Well, we had worked out these things, which I think I mentioned once 

before. This arose over joining with Hendry and Rae. This was the secon
d really 

big test case. Where there was a decision of this magnitude to be made
, it had 

to be me. Now it was unfair for her to have to make the decision becaus
e If she 

said no, she knew I would be unhappy about it and I felt that I should h
ave done 

my part, and done what I thought was right. If she said yes, and I got
 killed 

she'd say, "Well I could have stopped him." So it was best she didn't 
make the 

[final] decision. I made that decision and she, as in all things, just
 took It 

in her stride as a decision had been made and her job was to make s
ure the 

family was looked after. She didn't do badly because Barry came along a
fter the 

war had started. Kenneth came along in the middle of the war, while I
 was in 

Northern Territory at that time, and then, of course, the other two cam
e after 

the war. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 38 
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RJ An interview with Sir Charles Court held at the Alexander Library 

Building on the 15th of November 1990. 

Sir Charles we spoke of your enlistment last time. What happened from that 

point on, for the Second World War? 

COURT My first day in the recruitment depot at Claremont was quite 

hilarious in some ways, disturbing in others. I've already told you how I tried 

to join a unit that wouldn't have a band and the old salt from the First World 

War that was the recruitment officer, he assured me that the ASC would never 

have a band, that they always rode everywhere, but that proved to be wrong, as 

I've already told you, because Major Ennis wanted a band and got permission for 

a band. But my first day was quite hilarious. You got the usual boots and 

outfit that you got and so many of this, so many of that. Whether you liked it 

or not you got no more, you got no less. You were then bundled off and you were 

put into groups of ten, I remember, because there were ten in a tent. 

The sergeant major was Sergeant Major Blowes: B L 0 W E S. Blowes the removal 

people. I remember them when I was a boy, because they used to have horse-drawn 

furniture vans. This was the young version of the Blowes family. He took his 

job very seriously. He said, "Which one of you so-and-so's can read and write'?" 

Well I hadn't learnt at that stage you never volunteer for anything in the army 

and I was silly enough to say that I did, so he gave me a pencil and a piece of 

paper. So he said, "Give me a nominal roll. Give me a nominal roll," I said, 

"What's a nominal roll?" I thought it must be some army term, you see. He said, 

"A list of their so-and-so names, you silly so-and-so." So that was my 

introduction to Blowes. 

So I had to get not only their names, but also their previous occupations and 

so on. I learnt later why they wanted this because if a fellow was a carpenter 

or a plumber or something like that, well obviously he was going to be around 

to do jobs like that in the unit. So I went through to list all these names and 

the first coincidence was when I asked one chap his name and he said his name 

was Court. I said, "Oh fair go soldierl Not so early in our career, we've only 

just enlisted today and you don't pull those tricks until you've been here a 

while." Then we sorted out his name was Court: C 0 U R T. Then we found that 

there was another family of Courts and eventually they used to be known as the 

little Courts because Ted Court's family and Ted and his wife were both tall 

people and our people were all tall. Of course, these were all short chaps, so 

they were always known to the other Courts as the little Courts. They turned 

out to be jolly good citizens and each one turned out to be a jolly good 

soldier. 

But after we got over that slight hurdle, I became conscious of the fact that 

two of the ten were straight out of Fremantle Gaol, because in those days if 

you undertook to go and join the army to go away at the war, usually the AIF, 

they took a rather lenient view of the sentence and that sort of thing; bear in 

mind the poor old army got these people, not the air force and the navy. The 

occupations of the others were quite hilarious, so I became very conscious of 

the fact that you're going to meet a cross—section of humanity. Some of them in 

that particular ten were fugitives from their wives, some of them were 

fugitives from the police, and some of them were just fellows like myself, that 

just thought it was the right thing to do to join. So I had the advantage of 

taking this list and getting really to know who was in this tent for this first 

night that we were going to spend there. 
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Well, with the type of people that you had in a unit like this you can imagine 

there were those that were up to mischief from the minute they got there as to 

working out how they could go AWL that night before they'd even learnt the 

rules of the place, and others, of course, who wanted to take it seriously. 

They'd made a sacrifice in joining and so they wanted to do their bit,. 

I've probably told you before but I've never had a natural ability to do 

anything. When I've made up my mind that I'm going to do something it's always 

been a very conscious effort. You say to yourself, well this is what you're 

going to do, you might as well do it properly. Therefore I've always had to 

psyche myself up to make a special effort, whereas some people do things 

naturally and they're quite brilliant at what they do. So whatever I've done In 

life, I've always had to go through this process of saying, "Righto this is the 

thing we're going to do now. This is the target for this year," or whatever it 

is: "This is going to be my career," or something of that kind. So you settle 

down to find the ways and means of doing it properly. 

The army was no exception. I had this desire that if I was going to be in the 

army I wanted to be a soldier, I didn't want to be a bandsman. So I kept this 

foremost in my mind and from that minute onward I made up my mind I was going 

to seize every opportunity to perfect the things that a soldier has to do. In 

retrospect I can see that this probably accounted for the fact that the next 

day I was given a little course, probably I think it was about the first week, 

and I was then made a lance corporal. There was no pay with that, but at least 

you carried the responsibilities of a corporal. I took it seriously and when I 

went to this little NCO course I probably tried a bit harder than most, because 

if you're going to do it you might as well do it properly, plus the fact 

because of my band experience and because of my practice experience I didn't 

have any problems of communication so far as the spoken word was concerned. And 

in any case that's tremendously important in the army. The spoken word is more 

important in terms of getting things done than the written word, so that 

probably helped too. Before very long t found myself at another little course 

and then I became a corporal. Well you now know the history. I became a lance 

sergeant and then a sergeant and got a commission fairly soon, which you could 

do in those days. 

I was always very grateful for the fact that we had this Major Ennis as our CO 

of the unit that we got drafted to. It wasn't a proper unit, it was a 

recruitment and training unit as you can imagine, down at Claremont 

Showgrounds. This fellow Ennis was a First World War soldier. He brought with 

him all the traditions of the First World War: officers' messes and all that 

type of thing. So he insisted that we ran our mess according to the best 

traditions. Some of the officers used to be rather resentful of the very strict 

code of conduct that he imposed. For formal mess it was as formal as anything 

I've ever seen, but it was good training. He had very strict rules too. Having 

been through the First World War he dealt entirely with horses. Obviously the 

rule was that you looked after the horses first, then you looked after your 

men. Then the officers looked after themselves. He explained this is why you 

have batmen, this is why you have an officers' mess with a better staff than 

you have [in other messes], and you get your meals served, whereas in the other 

messes they go and help themselves and all that sort of thing. He explained 

this and so it's not a privilege. It's not something you just come in here and 

forget about the men. "When the men are fixed," (and you could see his mind was 

going back to "when the horses are fixed and then the men") "then you can look 
after yourself if there's anything left." It was good training and whilst we 
used to treat Ennis as a bit of a joke in the early days we soon learnt to take 

him seriously. 
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He also had with him an adjutant from the Australian Instructional Corps named 
George Richardson. George was an old salt from the First World War, and also 
one of the senior, very experienced people in the AIC: the Australian 
Instructional Corps. Thank goodness Australia had these fellows because they 
were superb trainers in term of basic training, parade ground training, small 
arms training, minor tactics, that type of thing. They were absolutely superb. 
That was their mission in life. There was a lot of resentment between them and 
the staff corps, the Australian Staff Corps, which, of course, was entirely 
graduates from Duntroon. They were bred and indoctrinated into the fact that 
they were the salt of the earth. They've changed that system of training, by the 
way, since the end of the war, and that's another story, because one of my 
generals was involved in the process of changing that, and they couldn't have 
picked a better man than him to do it. That was General H C H Robertson. He and 
the famous General Vasey were given that job to formulate a new approach to the 
Duntroon training, and you couldn't have got two better men. 

But we then had our first experience with a staff corps officer. It was rather 
unfortunate because the army being quite indifferent towards personalities and 
so on, they posted to our unit a Lieutenant Richardson, who was the son of 
George Richardson, this old salt from the First World War and a real dean of 
the faculty so far as the AIC was concerned. If there was a trick in the book 
George knew it. A delightful fellow and very helpful to me. When I first got a 
commission he arranged for me to be his assistant adjutant, so It gave me a 
chance of learning from the old master. Admittedly he wanted that so he could 
have more time off, but nevertheless it taught rue a lot and I was rather 
flattered that he selected me to do it. So I learnt a lot about the 
administration of a unit from two old salts that really knew their way around. 
But when Young Jim, as he was known, was posted to us - I think his initials 
were G F T. I don't know where the Jim came in - Joe rather, Joe, I'm sorry. I 
don't know where the Joe came from, but his father was George and I think his 
first name was George, so they called him Joe. He came to us with all the 
bearing and you might call arrogance, military arrogance, of a brand new 
graduate from Duntroon. He'd graduated with a very good graduation, very high 
marks and that sort of thing and he was very capable. Obviously soldiering was 
his profession, and he was a professional. 

Well this clash between the easy-going, wise, approach of old George and the 
young fellow, of course, was noticed by us. Of course, we were all civilian 
soldiers. We allowed a little bit of latitude, and you'd think the army would 
allow a little bit of latitude, but not Joe. His old man was just another 
soldier in this unit, and the rules applied to him just as much as they applied 
to the most humble soldier around the place. Theoretically right, but when 
you're dealing with men, and women, when you're dealing with people, you need 
to be able to bend a little bit. 

Now I should skip this a bit and say Joe and I became very friendly. I was an 
older man, much older than him, still only, say, 28, but he would be probably 21, 
22 at the most, brand new from Duntroon. Beautifully cut uniforms, slim, fit, 
capable, well—trained. If they'd have said to him, "You go and command the 
British Army," he'd have said, "Yes Sir," and gone on his way [laughs] and 
wouldn't have turned a hair. That was the sort of fellow he was. I got to know 
him a bit better because he was rather ostracised by the other officers. A lot 
of these civilian soldiers wouldn't accept the professionals. I quickly 
accepted the professionals. Whether they were AIC in their category, or whether 
they were staff corps, these people were people who were professionals in their 
own particular way. A staff corps man was intended one day to go to a higher 
rank as a highly trained specialist professional officer. So I accepted the 
fact that if I was going to have a house built I'd go to the best architect I 
could, and I'd go to the best builder I could. If I was up on a charge of 
murder I'd go to the best murder lawyer I knew, the best criminal lawyer I 
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knew. If you're going to win a war, you'd go to the best soldier you knew, 

because war is his business. I realised that there was a lot to learn from Joe, 

so a strange friendship developed between him [and I], plus the fact he met a 

girlfriend at that time, who he subsequently married. We were still able to 

bring our cars and park them in the paddock alongside the camp. The fact that I 

had a car and he could borrow this occasionally to go out and do his courting 

added to the association we had. 

I might add that when Barry was born I was in camp and that was one night when 

Joe had borrowed the car [laughs] and I needed it desperately to take Rita to 

the hospital, but we worked that out another way. 

But I've kept in touch with him. As a matter of fact I had a letter from him 

quite recently when he sent some flowers over, he and his wife sent some 

flowers over to Rita.  because of her illness. He got to hear of it somewhere on 

the road and so the friendship has continued. When he retired subsequently, 

after the war, of course, he was a general, bearing in mind he carried straight 

on after the war and rose to the rank of major general 

But that was my first insight into the staff corps and the division that I was 

going to see, the resentment, in many cases, I was going to see between the 

staff corps of the old style and the civilian serving officers and these AIC 

people. 

However, between them all they didn't do a bad job in training. The speed of 

training and the sophistication of training stepped up once Richardson junior 

joined us because he was straight from Duntroon, steamed up for the war and he 

had us doing exercises and training that was probably beyond the requirement of 

an ASC unit. But he used to say, "You're soldiers now, and if you're in ASC or 

in any other unit at all, you've just got to be able to do what is called of 

you. You must realise that first and foremost you're soldiers." This carried 

right through. He managed to get into the First Armoured Division. In the 

meantime I'd been sent to a number of courses, one at Geelong. I was fortunate 

in topping that school. 

RJ What sort of course was it, exactly? 

COURT Oh that was a special ASC school for officers, covering the whole 

range of work of the Army Service Corps. A very good school it was too. I 

remember it was the middle of winter and Geelong's mighty cold. But It was a 

very well run school. It was intended, of course, to take civilian officers and 

step up their training, put them into a pressure cooker type of course, because 

when a war hits you like that you've got to dilute your force very quickly, so 

they had to put you under a lot of pressure there. I was fortunate that I 

topped that course and, of course, that helps you, when you top a course like 

that, for getting further promotion. So it was not very long before I became 

not only a lieutenant, but a temporary captain in the AMF. 

All the time I was waiting for the moment when I could get over to AIF and 

bypass this manpower situation. Joe Richardson put his name down to join the 

First Armoured Division which was going to be the glamour division of the 

Australian Army. It was going to be Australia's first real armoured division. 

It was on an establishment that was far too elaborate, but still that was the 

first one, and permitted them to break it down into two later on. Many of us 

there applied also to join the AIF and tried to get into the Armoured Division. 

Joe got into it because being Staff Corps there was no impediment to him at all 

and they wanted people like him in AIF units and not in AMF units. He'd done 

his job with us. He'd set a standard, he'd set a pace. So he got into the 

Armoured Division in the first cadre before the units were fully formed. He was 

able, by some means or other, to help some of us to be posted to the Armoured 
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Division when we eventually were accepted into AIF. But to go into AIF I had to 
drop my temporary captain AMF and just become a lieutenant again. That didn't 
present any problem to me because I was lucky to have a commission. I was 
amazed that I could even retain the commission as I went from AMF into ATE, but 
apparently because of performance thus far and success at a couple of schools, 
and a good report from the CO, I retained my commission as a lieutenant. 

Rd It's still a remarkably rapid rise. What sort of time span are we 
looking at? 

COURT Oh you're talking about months. 

Rd Not years [laughs]! 

COURT Not years, no. However we were restless, of course, because it 
seemed ages. In the meantime, of course, I had to stay AMF until we got the all 
clear to go AIF and then hopefully straight into the Armoured Division. That's 
eventually what happened. 

Rd So all this time with the AMF is really a training process? You're 
going to schools and....? 

COURT Essentially, yes. See a lot of our people were transferring to ME 
who didn't have any impediments and had gone off to the Middle East. This was 
what was worrying some of us, [laughs] that the war would be over and we'd 
still be in Claremont. That's how impatient you feel. In point of fact it's not 
like that. One of the reasons why we wanted to get into the Armoured Division 
was that was to be the next major formation (not unit, but formation) to go to 
the Middle East. They needed armoured divisions in the Middle East because of 
the mobility of the war there. We felt that if we got into the Armoured 
Division that would be a quick way of getting to the Middle East. 

Rd Why did you want to go to the Middle East? 

COURT Well that's where the war was. 

Rd But why did you want to be right in the middle of it? 

COURT Well if you enlisted in the war you might as well be in it. You oW't just Join it to wear a uniform and go around looking pretty and doing 
parades and all that sort of thing. That's where I was fortunate at Claremont. 
Because of Ennis and Richardson senior, then Richardson junior, we were 
virtually trained up to infanteer standards. Although we were an ASC unit, we 
were virtually trained up to infanteer standards and that was a good thing 
because it served us all in good stead later on. When I eventually got thrown 
into all sorts of units, the fact that I'd done this very sound basic training 
meant that I could intelligently join in to the activities of these different 
arms of the services, the different corps of the services. That's why I was 
grateful. But when you join the army in the middle of a war you don't join just 
to stay home and have leave and go home every night. You've made the break and 
the sooner you can get away the better, because you hope that will mean the 
sooner you'll come back. 

Rd What did you think you could achieve? 

COURT Well I worked on the simple philosophy that if you tried a bit 
harder and everybody else tried a bit harder the war would end sooner. It was 
as simple as that. I wasn't there because I was a fugitive from the police or 
my creditors or my wife. There were many like me; most were like me. They had 
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made a conscious decision that whatever they had to give they wanted to give. 
You couldn't give that in a meaningful way if you were still hanging around a 
base depot. 

The break came then and we went to Puckapunyal. That was the main assembly area 
for the original armoured division. At that time it was commanded by Northcote, 
a nice man, a staff corps man. I think he eventually became governor of one of 
the States. He was not the tough soldier that Robertson was. Then Robertson's 
arrival at the Armoured Division coincided with my arrival at Puckapunyal. I'll 
always remember being called on to parade that night of junior officers. 
Puckapunyal was a mass of tin sheds. I always remember Puckapunyal. In the 
morning the dust blew one way and if you left your hut door open you came back 
to an awful mess. Then in the afternoon the wind blew the other way. They say 
that was Nature's way of keeping the ground roughly level. It was a 
soul-destroying place: everything was temporary, temporary, temporary. You can 
imagine the showers and all that sort of stuff, because it was a war—time 
thing. But It was an ideal area for the armoured units to train. 

We were called into this meeting with our commander, bearing in mind that all 
of us were new to the AIF and new to the Armoured Division. Well we'd heard 
about the famous 'Red' Robbie. Everyone used to wonder what he was going to 
look like, whether when he opened his mouth fire would come out and you'd be 
struck dumb or something like that. They built up a tremendous record around 
this fellow, his First World War record as a young Duntroon officer straight 
into the 10th Light Horse; by the way in the desert. He had a great affection 
for the 10th Light Horse because I think at some ridiculously young age he'd 
got a DSO with that unit. But I can imagine him as a young redhead in those 
days, hence the Red Robbie. 

Well I've never been made to 
gave us a talk. It wouldn't b 
until you felt as though you 
make up your mind whether you 
standards and so on. I rem 
soldiers. I want to tell you 
patriotism of the civilian S( 

the professional soldier. Ha 
until it was ringing in our 
[laughs] "Look I'm sorry I'r 
shaking our heads, you know, 

feel so insigificant in all my life. He really 
e a pep talk, it was meant to bring you right down 
were nothing. I think it was part of the test to 
were going to be able to take it or not under his 

ember he kept emphasising, "You're all civilian 
now," he said, "the bravery, the dedication, the 

)ldier is no substitute for the professionalism of 
ye you got that message?" He kept reiterating this 
ears. You felt almost as though you should say, 
n not good enough for this place." We went away 
as to how we were going to make the grade. 

END OF TAPE 38 SIDE B 
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COURT We then 
swagger from and his 
him in the old style 
on where Red Robbie 
it. But deep down w 
here to win the war 
was the brigadier at 
That gave you a good 
as the previous one 
for an hour telling 
our mind, well he's 

realised, of course, where young Joe Richardson got his 
arrogance from and so on, that had been inculcated into 
of Duntroon. He was another generation that had carried 
had left off there. So we all had a bit of a talk about 
e said, "Well after all that's what we're here for. We're 
and he's already been to the Middle East." He [Red Robbie] 
the time who was responsible for the capture of Benghazi. 
feeling: a man who had actually been in this war as well 
and had had this great success. I could keep you amused 
you about the arrogance of this man. So most of us made up 
our bloke. We want to follow him. 

But if I can jump ahead to the end of the war. I eventually served under Red 
Robbie three times. My great claim to fame in the army was that I wasn't 
sacked once. When I was coming back from Bougainville I had to come via New 
Guinea and via Lae, where he was then the commander of the army formation. I 
think it was First Army, I'm not sure, I can easily find out. Anyhow whichever 
army it was he was the commander of It by that time. By arrangement with my 
general I had to fly from Bougainville to Lae in an Air Force plane and 
deliver a very confidential message. Then the arrangement was that I'd stay 
with Robertson overnight and then he'd get me back to Australia, hopefully in 
time for Christmas. I duly arrived and presented myself. Having been trained 
by Robbie, you knew how to present yourself to the general there. He said, "Oh 
I'd like you to stay with me in my hut here. I've got a couple of rooms here 
if you'd like to stay here overnight and have dinner with me tonight." So that 
wasn't exactly what I wanted to do, but there was no alternative. My one 
ambition was to get home. I'd delivered my message and answered all the 
questions that went with it, because I had actually prepared the whole thing 
before I left Bougainville; it was the last thing I did. He expressed himself 
as pleased. It was like God smiling on you. 

Anyhow we duly had dinner, and it was a pleasant meal, just the two of us. The 
arrogance of Robbie. He said, "Court," he said, "you're going back to civilian 
life, and I understand you're going back to your practice and business 
Interests." He said, "Is there anything that I can..., any advice that I can 
give you that might be helpful to you? Don't hesitate to get in touch with me 
if you need me," sort of thing. Well there was nothing he could tell me about 
being a chartered accountant, but I thanked him naturally. But the way he said 
it, you know, gave the impression that here was the omnipotent just saying to 
you, "Ask me and you will receive," sort of thing. So he said, "Is there any 
other thing that you'd like to discuss," because when I was on my way home for 
final discharge [laughs] nothing mattered much, and I said, "Yes, there's one 
question I'd like you to answer." He said, "Only too pleased, only too 
pleased." So I said, "When 1 first hit the deck as a brand new AIF lieutenant 
at Puckapunyal, on the first night I was there, you were new to the division 
yourself as the commander of the division, and you were interviewing all of 
the officers through the whole division, all the new recruits. You gave us a 
very, very tough address on the fact that there was no substitute for the 
professionalism of the professional soldier. The civilian soldier might be 
brave, he might be dedicated, he might be patriotic, but there was no 
substitute for the professionalism of the professional." "Yes, I remember that 
night very well. That was a lecture I gave to all of the officers in the 
division. I wanted them to get it right from the start." So I said, "Yes, well 
we got it right, sir." He said, "Why do you ask?" I said, "Well I got promoted 
rather unexpectedly the last time when I finished the senior wing of the staff 
college. I went there as a major, and the next thing I'm on my way to 
Bougainville as lieutenant colonel." 
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What intrigued me was that when they had the purge of officers there, I think 
there were a couple of brigadiers and full colonels and some lieutenant 
colonels went. There was a whole group of these people went. I forget how many 
altogether, but there was quite a few; it wasn't just A brigadier or A 
colonel, as quite often happened. There was quite a group of these very senior 
people and [I understood] every one of them was staff corps, and every 
replacement was a civilian soldier. Robbie, he could disarm you so easily. He 
never turned a hair, he never showed any anger. He said, "Well what's wrong 
with that? You're a professional now, you've been at war for five or six 
years." He said, "A professional soldier probably takes twenty years to learn 
his trade, but when you're at war you learn fast and," he said, "you want to 
remember that you're a professional now because you were trained by me!" 
[Laughs] That answered everything. You felt so small that you'd ever raised 
this stupid little thing, because you meant to be cheeky with it, because 
you're on your way out, but the way he said it! He took it in his stride: 
["You were trained by me!"] 

I could give you dozens of instances when I served as an adjutant of a unit 
that used to have to eat in his mess about twice a week. The number of things 
that went on there, sayings like that he used to say. It would make you either 
wonder whether the man was normal or make you burst out in laughter, because 
he was full of these [arrogant] things. 

RJ And he was actually very straight with that? He wasn't being 
facetious or anything? 

COURT No, no. 

I tell you how real this is. Some years later, long after the war, he was 
retiring. By that time he had been in some very senior positions, you can 
imagine. He was a lieutenant general and he was retiring and he was doing a 
valedictory visit around Australia. Now any other general would have retired 
[quietly and formally], but not Robbie, he had to do a valedictory visit 
around Australia. I got a message saying he'd like to have dinner with some of 
those officers who had served with him. He gave me a few names. He said, 
"You'll know of plenty of others. I'd like to have a dinner. Not more than 
twenty, but any number up to that." That meant we paid for it, of course, but 
still that was another issue. 

In those days the Esplanade Hotel was in full swing and they had that 
delightful private dining room at the back there. I think it's one of the most 
delightful dining settings I've ever known. Old Mrs Paxton, she was superb the 
way she used to run that place. Then, of course, her daughter Elsie took it 
over, and Mrs Paxton's son. Elsie Plowman that was, the daughter, and Mrs 
Paxton's son Roy Paxton. He didn't live all that long. He died and that left 
Elsie. We thought she'd be a disaster, but she turned out to be a magnificent 
hostess in that hotel. But they had this beautiful dining room and they had a 
chief steward called Carl. I tell you how good he was that when [Sir] Halford 
Reddish was here he tried to bribe him to go back to London to work at the 
Dorchester because Reddish had a permanent suite at the Dorchester. But it was 
an experience to have a meal in that private dining room. You could 
accommodate about 20; 25 I think at the maximum. 

Well we very discreetly invited Roy Paxton, who was away at the war in the 
Middle East with Robbie and knew Robbie, and we knew that would not only look 
after the catering, but would also give us access to the best cellar in Perth 
at that time. Robbie wanted the then Chief Justice, Sir John Dwyer. They were 
First World War mates and he wanted him to come. He was the only one that 
wasn't one of Robbie's serving officers. We got this group together; a nice 
group of people. Well we had a lovely dinner and some nice wines. 
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We were just about getting ready to finish; I was sort of acting as the 
coordinator, MC, whatever you like to call it, because I was the senior one of 
them there that had served under Robbie. I was getting ready to wind the thing 
up because we were up to about one o'clock in the morning by this time, and 
we'd re-won the war many times over, with Robbie out in front But he said, "I 
can see you're all getting ready to go;" He said, "You know Charles," he 
said.;; by this time he'd got to calling me Charles; When he called you 
Charles you really felt as though you were in favour with God, you really did; 
He said, "You know every great man has stories told about him behind his back; 
I can't find out these stories that are told about me;" Now don't laugh at 
that, but this is the sort of language he used; So I said, "Oh well sir, I 
think they're best left unsaid;" "Oh," he said, "I must know for my memoirs," 
he said, "1 must know," he said; I said, "Well you wouldn't want to know some 
of these; Does it really matter?" He said, "I must know, and," he said, "I 
reckon you would be the one that would be game to tell me;" He said, "None of 
the others are." 1 said, "Well if you really mean it, because some of them 
might offend;" He said, "I must know;" 

So I said, "Well I'll start," and a fellow called Fred Launder was there, a 
great Robbie admirer, and all these fellows around there that all had their 
experiences I knew they all had a story about Robbie; So I started off by 
saying, "It's all about the time you inspected the guard, sir-;" "Oh yes, what 
happened?" I said, "Well you know when you'd inspected the guard you were 
quite impressed with it and you said to the sergeant of the guard, 'Sergeant, 
who's the greatest soldier in the Australian Army and why am I?" So [laughs] 
he laughedi It was like the experience at Lae; he never turned a hair. He 
laughed and he said, "That's a good one," and he writes this down, you see; So 
we then went on and told him about when he died and he got to the pearly gates 
and Peter swung the gates open; "He said, 'Robbie, we're waiting for you,,  he 
said, 'God's all ready for you down there, drive straight On;' So when you got 
there God said, 'Good morning Robbie,' and you said, 'Good morning God; Move 
over Christ;" "Oh gosh, this is getting better," he says. [laughs] You know 
we just couldn't believe it, so, of course, they all got confidence and some 
of the stories they told him were just hair-raising, but he enjoyed every 
minute of it; I tell you that because that's the man. 

But he was a great soldier and a great trainer in spite of all this; This 
really brought out his military training and his arrogance and his confidence; 
I could go on like this with some of these stories, where he'd say things and 
we'd shudder, to think a man could say something as outrageous as that, and he 
wouldn't turn a hair; The point you made earlier, was he joking or was he 
serious? He was deadly serious; 

I did serve under him three times; He was one of those people, of course, that 
directed me to get a band; You've heard that story; But he should be 
remembered and IS remembered by a lot of people; Many, many people in 
Australia are alive because of Robbie; He had this fanatacism for training; I 
remember one time when we were at Narrabri and the whole division was training 
for what we thought was our last training before we went to the Middle East; 
Everybody was geared up, three months exercise under Robbie, and I'm sure the 
war would have been much easier [than the training]! Some of the senior 
officers were saying, "Look the troops are starting to get a bit toey; They've 
done it, and they've done it, and they've done it, and they've done it well;" 
He said, "Well go out and do it again," he said, "because your duty is to 
train them so well that in their moment of trial they do it from sheer 
fright;" It's not a bad thing, you know; This was really a philosophy he 
believed in. It's your duty He was a great student of Napoleon and this idea 
that there are no bad soldiers, there are only bad officers, he believed that; 
That was basic in his attitude to his own officers; The men could do no wrong, 
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it was the officers that hadn't trained them properly, or hadn't commanded 
them properly. But I better not go on any longer, but that's typical of the 
man. 

He was always in disfavour at the top, of course; For example, when there was 
the great deputation of generals, which was rather something of a revolt by 
the generals to Curtin, the Prime Minister, they were really protesting 
against Blamey, bearing in mind these were all people of general rank; 
[Needless to say] I wasn't there, so naturally I couldn't [vouch for it;] I 
understand from one of these generals that they did a terrible thing to 
Robbie, because when Curtin said to them, "If I accept what you have to say," 
- or words to this effect - "and Blarney's got to go, who should I put in his 
place?" They said, "Robertson;" Well, of course, you couldn't stop that 
getting back to Blarney; I do believe that Robertson paid dearly for this; He 
was nothing to do with it7 He wouldn't have been a party to that He was such 
a good soldier that even though there were some commanders he served under 
that he detested, he would have done their bidding better than anyone else 
because he was such a good soldier; I saw him so often under stress, and I saw 
him under one particular commander that he had nothing but contempt for, but 
whatever he decided was to be done, as far as Robbie was concerned, that was 
his command; 

The same commander I might add, the same corps commander (Robertson was a 
divisional commander at the time) Robertson came back from the corps 
headquarters and he said, "Court, the corps commander spoke In your favour 
today;" I said, "Oh that's very nice sir," standing rigidly to attention, of 
course; You always did when you were talking to Robbie; "Yes," he said, "he 
complained about you;" [Laughs] I had to stop and think a bit; But he disliked 
this corps commander so much and apparently he complained that I was demanding 
too much for our division from his corps and was complaining that his 
officers, his senior officers weren't responding promptly enough; Of course, I 
was reflecting Robbie anyhow; So the old boy, he never even smiled then, when 
he said, "The corps commander spoke in your favour [when he complained about 
you]," and the fact that he complained about you was praise indeed [in 
Robbie's eyes]. 

So that's the sort of man you're dealing with; It wasn't an affection you 
developed for the man, It was a great admiration; I repeat that many, many 
people in Australia today (and I'm talking about hundreds of people in 
Australia today) are alive because of this obsession he had that you train 
them until they do it from sheer fright in their moment of trial; 

I think I should tell you of one more incident with Robertson, just to give 
you some idea of the arrogance but the well-meaning nature of the man; I do 
believe that his toughness and so on had but one objective and that was to 
have soldiers well trained, and that they'd have a chance to live if they ever 
faced the ultimate test; But as I told you I served under him three times in 
different formations and when I was promoted from the senior wing of the staff 
corps at Cabarlah just out of Toowoomba;:; I went to the first course that 
was held there and I was posted from there as a major straight to 
Bougainville; So I left Sydney as a major and arrived in Bougainville as a 
lieutenant colonel; Somehow or other the promotion took place en route, but 
that's another side of the story; 

I've already told you about my attempt to be humorous and take a rise out of 
the old boy and being well and truly sat back on my haunches; But when I got 
to Bougainville [via New Guinea,] (we were flying in Dakotas) and I got out of 
the plane, I saw Brigadier Ragnar Garrett, later [Lieutenant General] Sir 
Ragnar Garrett, Chief of the General Staff. But he was the BGS: that's the 
Brigadier General Staff for the corps on Bougainville. In other words he was 
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the senior staff officer of Savige. I knew there must be something wrong, 
Ragnar Garrett to meet a humble new lieutenant colonel arriving, with all his 
problems, and his seniority and so on. But I then quickly remembered, of 
course, that I had been an adjutant to a unit that was stationed alongside of 
Ragnar Garrett when he was a colonel. That was in the Armoured Division. I got 
to know him very well because the particular nature of my work was such that I 
had a lot to do with the formation of which Robertson was the general and 
Garrett was then the colonel who was the senior staff officer to Robertson, so 
that's the background of it. 

I thought, well, this is big of Brigadier Garrett to come here and receive a 
brand new lowly lieutenant colonel. He said, "I thought I'd come and see you," 
he said, "nice to see you again," and that sort of thing, "and wish you well, 
but I thought I should let you know you've got troubles." I said, "That's a 
good start, brand new posting and brand new position." He said, "Yes. Red 
Robbie, thinking he was doing you a good turn, apparently got to know from 
wherever he was stationed that you'd been promoted to this AQ job at our 
corps." He said, "The arrogant old son-and-so," he said, "sent a signal off to 
Savige saying 'I understand that Lieutenant Colonel Court has been posted from 
the Cabar]ah senior wing of the staff college to you as AQMG. I commend him to 
you as a first class and in fact an outstanding officer.'" I quote his words. 
"'Best wishes. Robertson."' 

Well there was tremendous tension between Savige and Robertson. Savige was a 
civilian soldier who rose to the rank of lieutenant genera] through two world 
wars and he had a great record in both world wars, particularly in the Second: 
Middle East and in the Islands. He just hated Robertson. It was a sort of a 
feud. Now Robbie was so arrogant that he couldn't see that that would have a 
stinging adverse reaction on Savige. He wouldn't be able to see that. Garrett, 
by the way, Ragnar Garrett, he was himself a pukka staff corps officer and 
looked like one and acted like one, but somehow or other Savige used to get 
along very well with him. There were two senior staff corps officers there, 
one was Brigadier Pulver, and the other one was Brigadier Garrett, both very 
senior and both went on to greater things. He said, "You know Rabble should 
have had more sense than to do this, because it's red rag to a bull, so," he 
said, "you're in for a bad time." So he said, "What I suggest you do and what 
I've arranged is that when you've paid your respects to the old man that you 
immediately leave to go to one of the units that's actually in operations and 
you spend a week there and when we have our operation meetings conference in 
the mornings I will give your report and make the point that you are with 
whatever battalion you're with and he'll know that it's in operations and that 
has a great impact on the old boy. He loves to think that his staff officers 
are actually out where the bullets are, you see. So," he said, "if we do this 
for a week he'll start to get used to the fact that you are here and you are 
at the war and you are on the receiving end." I had to arrange for my  deputy 
to feed the information to Garrett because only the senior people attended 
this battle conference every morning. 

This suited me fine. I'd been denied the chance to really get right alongside 
an enemy all this time and I was very anxious to have this experience as 
quickly as I could. So I duly presented myself. 1 was paraded by Garrett as 
the senior staff officer and marched into Savige's little office in a rough 
old shed they were in, by courtesy of the Americans. He didn't look up from 
his papers at all. He always wore glasses, steel-rimmed glasses, and he didn't 
look up from his table at all. He could obviously see that I was standing 
strictly to attention and I'd saluted him properly as I should, good old 
Robbie style, which we'd been taught to do. All he said was, "I got a letter 
from that..." I forget what phrase he used, [it wasn't complimentary] but, 
"I've got a letter from Robertson commending you. All I want to tell you is 
that If I don't personally tell you at the end of 28 days that you can stay, 
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you go without being told. Now do you understand?" Naturally I said, "Yes," 
because you couldn't misunderstand what he'd said. It was a terrible 
introduction. I duly was marched out and Ragnar Garrett said, "Don't worry 
about It. You just go through the programme that I've got for you, because 
when you come back from that one I've got to shoot you down to Bridgeford' s 
Division down the south of the Island, and then you can start to emerge at the 
headquarters." 

So I was in my tent on the 28th day. I still hadn't heard anything. It was so 
bitter and so vicious what he'd said that I had assumed that I was not going 
to hear from the old boy and that I would pack up my traps next day and leave, 
because it was quite clear: "If I haven't personally told you you can stay, 
you go." Well that afternoon he put his head in my tent as he walked by and 
said, "You can stay," and just walked on. That was victory number one, but the 
thing that I really found to be the greatest satisfaction was this, tIat when 
my OBE Military Division came out, it-was Savige that recommended it. I have 
to say that I value that more than the knighthoods, the fact that it came 
under those circumstances, after ten months with him, having started off as I 
did. Then In between that, when they were planning an operation that was never 
consumated, and that was to try and land a small force on the eastern side of 
Bougainville near a place called Kieta... That's near where all the copper 
mining problems are. But that was the best part of the Island and the Japs had 
it. They could operate freely up and down the east coast without let or 
hindrance because we were still trying to get across the Numa Numa trail and 
cut them off. We were not getting there very quickly; a few yards a day you 
might say. So they hit on the idea that If we could, without too great a risk, 
land a small force and get into Kieta without having to have a major battle 
with the Japanese, we could then cut their lines from Buka in the north right 
down to Buin in the south. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 39 

copy of the citation for the award of the OBE is attached, together with 
copies of correspondence regarding its investiture, pp. 2327-2329 (RJ). 
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COURT This force was assembled ready for the operation. We were to go 

round on a little corvette. We didn't have any proper [armoured] landing 

barges to go ashore, but we'd just have to use whatever we could to get 

ashore. Hopefully if the area was as free of, or had as few Japanese as our 

intelligence had told us, then we could set up a base there and then gradually 

build on it and make It easier for this force, coming over from Numa Numa to 

join with us. Then we'd cut the Japanese off from their force In the north at 

Buka, and at Buin in the south. 

It sounded ideal and all very cosy, but it was a hazardous thing, and I was 

mighty proud of the fact that Savige selected me to command that force, 

bearing in mind he had officers there that were with him in the Middle East 

and had been with him in Salamaua and been with him in Bougainville for the 

whole of the campaign. I was mighty proud of the fact that he selected me to 

command that force, obviously on the recommendation of Ragnar Garrett who 

would make the final recommendation there. So that was another thing that made 

Savige rather special in my life. 

Then the third thing that happened, bearing in mind that Savige was quite a 

human sort of a person when you got to know him. He used to keep in touch 

[after the war] with former officers. When he was going to England, for 

instance, you'd get a note when he was coming through on a ship, that he'd be 

available at the hotel, or the ship, wherever it was. It only happened once, 

but it was a great pleasure to go and meet the old boy. By this time he was 

looking very old and he was not very well. When I became the candidate for 

Nedlands in 1953, somebody must have let him know that I was having a bad time 

because of the machinations of the Liberal Party, which we'll deal with In 

another segmeijit. A message came to my campaign committee, a copy of which I 

can show you, but it was giving me a testimonial as an officer who had served 

under him and It was quite embarrassing. It was so strong and so good that it 

was quite embarrassing. My committee actually printed it and I told them to 

restrict Its use because it looked as though you were coming almost to a 

"sob" overkill sort of thing. I couldn't tell them, but it gave me a 

tremendous pleasure to think that this fellow took all the trouble to ring up 

from Melbourne and to then dictate and then confirm this message. 

That's a long way from the Robertson incident, but he came into it because he 

damn nearly cost me my career in Bougainville, but he would have done it with 

all the right intentions. The fact that he knew that Savige just hated his 

very guts, you'd think that he'd have thought well, I better not do anything 

about it. He could have got in touch with Garrett, he was very fond of 

Garrett. He could have easily let Garrett know that he'd better tell Savige 

that Court's not a bad sort of an officer. But no, not Robbie, he wouldn't see 

anything in it. I don't know what there was about him, but he had this opinion 

of himself that he was capable of doing anything, any command at all. 

Rd Can we know what the confidential message was that you were 

carrying to Robertson that time? 

------------------------ 
1 The message read: "I was fortunate in having at my command the services of a 

number of first class Staff Officers, but none exceeded the high standard of 

service rendered by Charles Court who cheerfully undertook the most difficult 

tasks and always solved the problems In hand. HIS PERSONAL COURAGE, CHEERFUL 

ATTITUDE AND UNDERSTANDING OF MEN, ATTAINED FOR HIM THE COMPLETE CONFIDENCE OF 

THE TROOPS. I commend Charles Court to the Electors of Nedlands with every 

confidence in him serving their best interests." Election campaign pamphlet, 

1953, in possession of Sir Charles Court (RJ). 
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COURT No. Well only the general aspect of it. We were having quite a bit 
of trouble on the island. Thirty thousand Australian soldiers with a war on 
their hands are a joy to command; 30 000 Australian soldiers with no war are a 
real problem. They don't mean to be, but they just are. It's the old story, 
busy people happy people. The other story, of course, is that the devil makes 
work for idle hands. I was virtually the senior staff officer, not the senior 
officer by any means, but General Bridgeford, he was a staff corps man, he by 
then had taken over from Savige and was commanding the corps. As far as he was 
concerned he was a professional and the war was over. That was his mission in 
life. The war was over, had been won and so he had other things to do. He 
virtually put me in charge of the whole of the administration of the corps, 
over some other officers which was not easy to handle, because normally the 
army's very conscious of seniority. So I had to handle that with some care. 

So I got involved in all of these arrangements to try and entertain these 
troops. We set up the "University of Torokina". We even had a sign painted, a 
huge sign painted. [We used] the old American Barracks and Des O'Neill (later 
Sir Desmond O'Neil and my Deputy Premier) was one of those who was coopted to 
teach. We had plenty of people there that had skills in trades, and even had a 
sculptor, if somebody wanted to learn sculpture and so on. I don't know If 
I've told you this before but it's so hot up there that you had to send them 
to this school, the so-called "University of Torokina", had to send them very 
early in the morning, and then send them home about mid-morning, because it 
was too hot. No airconditioning: you can imagine these huts. But we had 
everything going, whether you wanted to learn a trade, or whether you wanted 
to learn, in some cases just to read and write, anything at all. If you wanted 
to do maths [or English], we had people there [to teach.] In 30 000 you can 
imagine you had some very highly trained people. 

We had a lot of equipment flown up from Sydney. I had a very good friend in 
Sydney who was at the base down there, Harry Walker, Colonel Harry Walker, a 
Western Australian. Whatever I wanted was on the next fortress bomber coming 
back, because we were using anything to get soldiers back, anything to get 
them back. Very uncomfortable, but it was better than just keeping them 
around the island. The whole of this equipment was coming up at double quick 
time and we used this for these classes and so on. 

Well we even put in a cycling track. You've probably seen, if you've been to 
Melbourne, Guyatt's Stores, electrical stores. Billy Guyatt's Stores: 
G U V A T T. He was a professional champion bike rider before the war, and 
there were a couple of others there that were quite young and were either 
champions or champions in the making. He came to me one day and he said, "Look 
you've got this university here, and you've got schools for this and you've 
got schools for that." He said, "These young chaps here, we're all 
professional bike riders. Your school is to get these people ready to study or 
[return to] their profession, whatever it is when they get back. We want to 
get ready too. What are you going to do for us?" I said, "Okay fair enough." 
So we got the engineers to build a cycling track using the pumice that comes 
from the volcano up there. I got my mate Walker to fly up the parts of racing 
bikes. We had plenty of money because the canteen fund was bulging at the 
seams because there was nothing you could do with it. It had accumulated over 
the war and there was money to burn. So we had all this stuff flown up and 
part of the deal I did with Guyatt was that if there were any other young 
chaps there that hadn't been professional bike riders but wanted to get ready 
to be professional bike riders that he and his mates had to train them, as 
part of the price for putting down this - or part of the consideration would 
be a better word - for putting down this track, bearing in mind you had 
engineers to burn, you had equipment to burn, no war on your hands. He and his 
mates they worked out a deal and they had to have two meetings a week, apart 
from the training, of course, but these were proper race meetings. You can 



TAPE 39 SIDE B COURT 503 

imagine this was another entertainment to try and keep these troops 
entertained. We had thousands at these cycle meetings. Of course you wouldn't 
need me to tell you that betting was not permitted! But it was big time, 
because Australians will bet on anything. If they hadn't been betting on that 
it would have been two-up, or it would have been a fly up the wall or 
something. This became quite a successful venture, as part of this total 
scheme to try and keep the troops entertained. 

Now in spite of all of this, we finished up with a hard core communist cell. 
They're like white ants, they come up from the most extraordinary places. All 
of sudden we found that we were getting some subversive material, and troops 
in a war situation, they wouldn't even notice it. What's more the people 
concerned wouldn't have tried it on because they'd know they couldn't divert 
their mind from the war, but troops in a peace situation were very, very 
sensitive. We found this subversive material getting stronger and stronger. 
Eventually we managed to catch the ringleaders. Sad to say one of them was an 
Anglican parson. We could deal with the soldiers but no—one had found out how 
to discipline a chaplain! But the main part of it was coped with all right, 
but there were some other flow on things from this of a very confidential 
nature and a very delicate nature. 

At that time, of course, when you're in a peace situation, the governments and 
the politicians start to take an Interest in things. It's very easy for a 
soldier to get a message back and this had started. We were getting all sorts 
of crazy enquiries. It was out of one of those particular things. They didn't 
want to send a signal because all signals were going in the clear at that 
time. You'd finished with the war, you'd finished with coding and so on. So it 
was decided that because of the supersensitivity of this particular thing that 
I would take this message from Bridgeford across to Robertson and deliver it 
in person rather than send [in code]. There was no purpose. The war was over, 
it wasn't as though it was going to influence the end of the war, but it was a 
very highly—charged political situation. Both of these were professional 
soldiers and they're very, very sensitive, in peace time particularly, to 
political issues, because they're very vulnerable. So I was given the job of 
taking it across. 

That's a long way round,' telling you the story, but that's how it happened. It 
was all part of this instability that started to develop, bearing in mind at 
the same time the waterside workers [and seamen] pulled strikes on the 
mainland and the ships weren't able to come up to us [promptly. ]., ships like 
Katoornba and others that we desperately needed to get soldiers home. That's 
why we were using these American war planes. You could only put a few on them 
and they'd have to travel in great discomfort, but it was better than staying 
up there, and we did it all with volunteers. 

RJ The university that you speak of setting up, you say, 'we got the 
idea,' and 'we did it.' Who's the 'we'? Whose idea was it really? 

COURT Well I was very much to the fore in it, but that's not the sort of 
thing you could do on your own. But it didn't start out to be a "university". 
I told you how I, when I think we were on my professional segment, I told you 
how I enrolled for the course on cost accounting. 

RJ Yes, you did. 

COURT Well that gave me an idea about the way soldiers could be doing 
study and orienting their mind towards studying. You see being a soldier day 
in, day out, when everything's done for you (they tell you when to get up, 
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they tell you when to go to bed, they tell you what they're going to eat, they 
tell you what they're going to do) it's quite foreign to anyone who's trying 
to exercise his mind on something creative and so on. So I was desperate for 
things to entertain the troops, because I had this responsibility by this 
time. We even sent a signal around the islands to find out if we had any 
former Davis Cup tennis players around, or State champion level tennis 
players. We found a few of them. So we got the engineers to put down some 
courts using this pumice from the volcano, you see It made an excellent 
surface if it was properly put down. We actually put up a tennis court and we 
had a couple of days of exhibition tennis with some of these players. Of 
course they hadn't played for some time, as you can imagine, but it was good 
for them. We got racquets flown up again from my mate Harry Walker and all the 
tennis balls and everything were flown up. So that filled in a few days. We 
ran a sort of a tournament. Anyone that felt that they wanted to get a bit of 
training from some of these fellows. There's a fellow in Perth here, was with 
one of the banks, he was a good supporter of mine, Gordon Davis. I forget 
which bank he worked in, but he was a State champion player at one time. Well 
he was one I roped in, into this little team we had. Anything to give an 
interest to people. Hundreds went to see this tennis. You had to imagine they 
were Davis Cup. We built up a great story around them, that they had either 
been Davis Cup, or potentially Davis Cup, or interstate or something like 
that. That's how desperate you were to entertain the troops. So you can 
imagine this "white ant" influence that crept in there. It got under our guard 
for a while because we didn't think that was something we'd have to worry 
about. 

Rd One small point, which is also backwards, before we go back and we 
start again in a way. [Laughs] You said that the car was not available when 
Barry was due, but you got around that. How did you get around it? 

COURT Oh well we borrowed some.... 

Rd You borrowed someone's at the camp? 

COURT No, I was able to, but actually I didn't take Rita to the 
Lhospital]. Ted Ledger, who I probably mentioned earlier, was probably my 
closest friend, and his late wife [Jean] was Rita's closest friend. Ted was 
always about. He was always there whenever you wanted him; still is. But he 
got a bit tired of taking Rita to hospital for a while, so she can have her 
child. I'm pretty sure that was a time when Ted was recruited and he had to go 
and do his little thing. 

They always tell a funny story about Ted, I think when he took Rita along when 
she was going to have Kenneth. I was away up in the Northern Territory at that 
time and Ted is a rather shy little chap. He went along with Rita's bag 
already packed, to the hospital, Kensington, up in Subiaco. When he walked in 
the matron met them at the door and she said to him, "Now Mr Court don't you 
worry." She thought it was Mr Court you see, and was me. So she said, "Now Mr 
Court don't you worry. Mrs Court will be quite all right with us. There's no 
need for you to wait, you put the bag there." Well poor old Ted couldn't dump 
the bag fast enough and protested he wasn't Mr Court, he was Mr Ledger. Old 
Ted told this story many years later at a Rotary function and he said, "I 
always seemed to be taking Rita up to the hospital to have babies. On this 
particular occasion the matron said, 'Now don't you worry Mr Court,' and so 
on, so," he said, "I put the old bag down on the verandah," meaning the case 
[laughs]. Of course everyone thought that he was referring to Rita. Poor old 
Ted never lived that one down. But he is a lovely chap. We always had plenty 
of standby people. 



TAPE 39 SIDE B COURT 505 

RJ Well now just to do it in logical fashion; We kind of had you at 
Puckopunyal as a 1ieutenant What then happened to you? 

COURT We then pressed on with our training, which was an extension of 
our previous training we'd had back in Western Australia. Don't forget in the 
meantime I'd been in Northam Camp after Claremont, but it was just the routine 
type army training stuff; Then I'd been to another school; So eventually I 
finished up with the armoured division; We were all full of confidence we were 
going to leave for the Middle East in a couple of months; We'd been told to 
get ourselves ready for this; It never happened, of course, because they 
re-organised the armoured division when the war changed course, and they 
certainly didn't need any more armour over in the Middle East, but we needed 
it in Australia and we needed infanteers in the islands; So at that time we 
were doing specialised training for an armoured division7 When the war changed 
course, after that very severe training, and it was severe training, 
interrupted only by forming a band for the First Armoured Division, "the best 
band in the Australian Army" under directions from Robertson- We did our 
[famous] three months [non -stop] exercise around Narrabri, Boggabri, and all 
that area there; a realistic exercise if ever there was one-.- 

Towards the end of that I was sent off to Duntroon to do the junior wing of 
the staff college; By the time I had finished that four months of very intense 
training, which was a course that I greatly appreciated, [the Armoured 
Division was being reorganised and redeployed); As you can imagine being done 
in Duntroon, it was mainly done by true professionals; There weren't many of 
us on the course, but it was a very high-powered four months' courseT I was 
sent from there back to the armoured division; By that time they'd been broken 
up into two smaller divisions; I still went back to the 1st Armoured Division 
[as reorganised]. They'd been sent to Western Australia as part of the new war 
scene. By the time I got back they were stationed at Mingenew; The 
headquarters was at Mingenew and being such a big formation, of course, the 
tank units and the other units, like armoured cars and so on, were scattered 
over many, many miles. 

So I was back, by that time under the full gaze of Red Robbie, because by this 
time I'd been promoted to captain in the AIF, and I was also promoted to be 
the DAQMG [Deputy Assistant Quartermaster-General] of his division right under 
his nose, but without the rank of major; That didn't come for some months 
later-. So I was right under the nose of Robertson again and still had to keep 
my eye on the band, because the band was still a real thing, [and performing 
well]; 

Then when the further breaking up of the division;r- Of course, that was a 
famous part of the war's history, when they hadn't finished transferring the 
whole of the [armoured] division across tp Western Australia because of the 
limitations on our road and rail system; They hadn't finished bringing it 
over, but then they had to reverse the thing, because the war again had 
changed and there were new formations and smaller formations, more suitable 
for Australian terrain, bearing in mind an armoured division's no use in the 
jungle; So I got posted then from Moora to where we'd shifted; Part of our 
show had come down from Mingenew, to Moora; 

Just on that point, Robertson was so different to any other commander; He had 
an obsession that when you were in an area like Mingenew and the surrounding 
districts, you had to respect property; Now a lot of the commanders thought 
nothing of their troops driving vehicles through fences and all that sort of 
thing; He used to lecture the troops; This is the quality of the man: he used 
------------------------ 
1 An armoured division presented special problems because of its tanks and 
mass of other vehicles and equipment compared with an Infantry division (CC); 
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to lecture the troops, "Look you're here to defend this country, not to 

destroy it, and you've got to set an example." If we damaged a fence with a 

tank, or we damaged anything at all, the [unit] commander would be in real 

troubles if he hadn't got In first and got it repaired because we had plenty 

of labour, and these farmers were struggling to survive, just couldn't get 

labour. So we had plenty of labour and we had engineers to burn. It was a 

break from the normal military training duties, because it was all training, 

training, training at that time. But he used to insist that this was part of 

the character training of the soldiers, that they were there to protect the 

property, to protect their country. This was their country. So all soldiers 

that were trained by him got the message that they were not there to show how 

strong and big they were to belt a tank through a gate or something of that 

nature, they were there to protect the country, and that included protecting 

the property. 

So we used to do a lot of other work too. Sometimes somebody might hit a tank 

stand, a water tank stand, well that was a good excuse to get a major job 

done. We used to encourage the farmers to get it done. So you won't find 

anyone, any farmer, or other person up there from the Robertson occupation of 

Mingenew, ever say a word against the armoured division. You will hear plenty 

of people complain about the unit that was there before him, and the one after 

him, but Robertson was very, very proper about this. Then when we shifted down 

to Moora, I had to go down there and discuss all this with the shire, because 

they were shuddering at the thought of an armoured division, and I had to go 

down and explain to them how this man went about it and when he shifted down 

to Moora, with less troops, of course, than he had at Mingenew, the same rules 

prevailed. You won't find anyone there that complained about the Robertson 

occupation of either Mingenew or the Moora area. 

Also he got to hear that some of them were having great difficulty with their 

shearing, and this is the sort of stuff that used to come under me as DAQMG. 

He said, "Look we've got shearers to burn here." A lot of them owned pastoral 

properties, because these were the elite in this particular unit. It was a 

scramble to get into this unit, and some of them owned pastoral properties in 

New South Wales, Victoria and so on. Some of them were actual shearers. He 

said, "Check around and get somebody out and find out what's the real need of 

these people. If they don't mind having a couple of these soldiers living on 

their property for the shearing, it will give the soldiers a break, keep their 

hand In," and hey presto they got their sheep shorn. You've no idea how many 

took that up, and they've have three or four of these fellows living on their 

farm. They used to take their rations with them. Most times it didn't matter 

because there was plenty of meat and so on on the property and they were all 

fellows with a rural background as you can imagine, and they loved living with 

a civilian family for a while. This was Robertson; this was typical of the 

man. 

When we went down to Moora the same rules prevailed, and from there onward. 

When he was changed from that command, when the need for the armoured division 

changed, he took over an infantry division, which was then based In Geraldton. 

Typical of the man, whatever he was commanding was the best. It's a wonderful 

example. He drove out of our headquarters as the general commanding an 

armoured division, complete with beret and everything, and when he landed in 

Geraldton he arrived as the pukka infantry general, complete with cap and all 

the other insignias that were necessary. As he drove into that headquarters of 

the infantry, he was then in his own mind the commander of an infantry 

division and no longer the commander of an armoured division. He set a 

wonderful example. 

END OF TAPE 39 SIDE B 
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RJ An interview with Sir Charles Court held at the Alexander Library 

Building on the 28th of November 1990. 

Sir Charles you were telling us last time about your posting to Mingenew after 

training, with the 1st Armoured Division, and you also talked of Moora. Just 

exactly what were you people doing out there? 

COURT Well the Division, of course, was being trained and prepared 

against any Japanese landing. The exercises and the training done under 

Robertson were very realistic, probably more realistic than any other training 

done in the Australian Army until they developed the Canungra School in 

Queensland which, of course, was directly related to the jungle. You must 

realise that at the time that the Armoured Division was still in existence as 

an armoured division, they'd switched from a potential of going to the desert 

in the Middle East to fighting in open country in Australia, as you know 

Australia is, which lends itself to armoured activities just as much as the 

desert, in fact in some ways more so. So the Armoured Division and the motor 

brigades still had a very special role to play and we were training 

accordingly. [It was quite different to our training in the Eastern States for 

the Middle East.] Robertson was very keen on getting realism into operations so 

the division was exercising all the timed There were some major operations in 

conjunction with other formations. So we just really kept on doing those 

things. It's very hard keeping up the morale of the troops when the actual 

fighting was going on in the islands. The rest of Australia, important though 

it was, didn't have the incentive that you get from an enemy, as I found when I 

went up to the Northern Territory subsequent to my service with Robertson at 

Mingenew and then down at Moora. 

I was the DAQMG (the Deputy Assistant Quartermaster General) and as such when a 

unit is In that stage of training, training, training, you're mighty busy, 

because you're not only having to make sure the equipment and everything is 

right up to scratch and the actual maintenance of the division and its 

victualling and everything is right up to scratch, but you also get involved in 

things like the morale. You might laugh at this, but the mail is tremendously 

important, bearing in mind that most of those soldiers would have come from the 

Eastern States. It's tremendously important in any formation, even people 

travelling, they love to get a letter from home, a message from home. You 

couldn't have every soldier being phoned by his wife or by his mother and 

father and so it was mainly correspondence. When we first went to Mingenew the 

mails were very intermittent. There was a degree of restlessness because 

letters were coming out of sequence and the corps that was over our division, 

they didn't seem to have any interest in these things. They were based in Perth 

and 1 don't think they'd thought about some of these things. Well this is the 

sort of thing where Robertson was on your back all the time. So we went down to 

Perth and saw the corps people and said, "Look we've just got to get mail to 

our soldiers every day. We'll send a vehicle down for it. It doesn't need a 

very big vehicle to take mail for the thousands of troops we have, but they've 

got to get It every day, and what's more they've got to be able to send a 

letter every day." Now there are times when you get into operations, of course, 

the last thing you think about is mail, 'but when you're in a training 

situation, these things are tremendously important for morale. So we worked out 

a scheme whereby before midday, every unit in our division had received their 

mail. If there was no mail, well at least they knew there was no mail. Now 

you've no idea what that did to the morale. I thought it was making a mountain 

out of a molehill, but Robertson, although he was essentially a fighting 
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soldier, he was very conscious of these things that are necessary if your 

troops are going to be in good humour and good mood and not only physically fit 

and technically fit, but they've also got to be in good spirit. 

There was one thing I didn't agree with him. He issued an order that we weren't 

to have any sentimental music played around the units. Most of them rigged up 

some sort of a loudspeaker type of thing that could play records; we didn't 

have tapes in those days. At different times it was not a bad thing to have a 

bit of music when they were at rest. But he wouldn't let them have these.... 

what was it? - Vera Lynn and all of these sentimental songs. He said, "They've 

got to have martial music," he said, "this sentimental stuff is not good. 

They're at war." This was where he went to extremes, the old boy. So when you 

went around you got some fairly fiery music all around the place. If It wasn't 

rlpsnortlng marches it was something that certainly wasn't sentimental stuff. 

Of course, you realise in those days soldiers couldn't have little pocket 

radios, they couldn't have little tape recorders, couldn't have a little radio 

or playback machines of their own, because those things hadn't been invented 

then. You've had miniaturisation since the war to an unbelievable extent. 

But this is the sort of thing that when you're with Robertson you're on your 

toes all the time, the morale was tremendously important. Everyone had to look 

like a soldier. I well remember he inherited a motor brigade which was made up 

of AMF and not AIF. Previously the 1st Armoured Division was entirely AIF. You 

couldn't get into it unless you were AIF in the original armoured division, but 

when they broke it up and formed a number of formations, Robertson, like 

others, had to accept not only a smaller total division, but he also had to 

accept a brigade with more of soldiers who were AMF than were AIF. P11 never 

forget the day when we went to make our first inspection of this motor brigade. 

When Robertson made an inspection, he used to take all his senior officers with 

him, not only the Gl and the AQ, but he used to take the DAAG and the DAQMG, 

all of these people who had the responsibility. He'd take his senior ordinance 

officer, he'd take his senior medical officer. They'd all come with him, and 

you had to be ready, because he wanted these people [equipped and trained ]. Say 
the brigade commander or a battalion commander had a gripe about his weapons 

not being delivered in good order and pre-tested, or they hadn't arrived or 

something of that kind, well, Robertson would produce you on the spot. There 

was no question, "I'll have that looked In to," he had the [staff or 

specialist] officer concerned there. If it was a medical matter, an ordinance 

matter, an operational matter, It was done right on the spot, and so you moved 

as a team, and you learned to anticipate. So that when you got there you were a 

jump ahead of them, you made sure that you knew all about their clothing and 

their weapons and their ammunition and the other things that went with it, the 

morale things as well. 

So Robbie was going to inspect this brigade for the first time and we knew that 

it was going to be a fairly torrid sort of day because he was going to start 

early in the morning and go from one unit to the other, to the other, until 

he'd been through the whole brigade, and saw the best or the worst as the case 

may be. Well I'll never forget when we went to the first unit and they were all 

assembled. Imagine the comparison with what we'd been used to with Robbie's 

troops, the dress and the general bearing, they had a sort of almost - not an 

arrogant bearing, but they had a really proud bearing about them. By this time 

they'd been culled out and everyone that was in the division wanted to be In 

the division. There's a big difference between people who are there because 

they're made to be there, and people who want to be there. As much as they 

might say nasty things about Robbie, deep down they respected him as a bloke 

that they'd follow to the end of the earth. 
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Well here we go on to this parade ground and compared with berets and slouch 
hats, whichever you were wearing (because most of the division wore berets, but 
there were some units that did have slouch hats) compared with everyone wearing 
them the right way, and wearing them in a way which you were proud to have it 
on, you've never seen such a collection of head gear as we saw when you went on 
to this parade. Robbie was an old campaigner; he knew what he was going to get. 
But the thing that struck us most was the number of long hairs and people's 
hair sticking out of their berets or out of their slouch hats; none of them 
standing as they should and really looking like soldiers and so on. So we set 
out on foot to go round and inspect these troops one by one. The general was 
going to see every one of them and he checked with the commander, "Now your 
strength is, say, 668. How many are on parade?" It's usual if you know anything 
about army units, usually there's about two thirds on parade and the rest no 
one can explain where they are; they're either cooks or something, something, 
something. Well old Robbie.... cooks also had to be soldiers, you see, so we 
had to sort out that argument for a start as to why there was only, say, 460 
[on parade] in a unit that had a strength of 668. So many were in hospital and 
so on and so on. Then the order went out to go and find the others so they 
could be produced before Robbie went, because this was his first Inspection. 

Well the number of long hairs, I've never forgotten them, compared with all the 
short back and sides that we'd had; probably exaggerated but still. But that 
was the order of the day and if that was what the soldiers had to have that's 
what they had. But we came up to these fellows and there were some strange 
looking fellows and Robbie had steely eyes. He was quite a kindly man when you 
got to know him, and when he was relaxed he was good fun really, but normally 
he was always on parade and he had these steely sort of eyes when he looked at 
you. He looked you right in the eye and the clever thing with Robbie to do was 
to look back, look him right in the eye, don't flicker at all, because he was 
always trying you out, you see. Anyway he'd go up to these soldiers - bearing 
in mind he was a general, you see - one of these sloppy looking soldiers, and 
he'd go up and his face would be almost touching this fellow, and looking 
straight into his eyes. To the first of these soldiers with this long droopy, 
greasy hair, Robbie said in a loud voice so that everyone could hear around, 
"Soldier," he said, "I hope that's the only female tendency you have." [Laughs] 

[The effect was electric.] It went right through the whole division. You've 
never seen so much hair around the place. Where orders and so on would have 
brought all sorts of resistance, people trying to find ways and means of 
overcoming it, it was electric. It went right through this division and the 
poor old regimental barbers they were pretty busy boys for a few days. I saw 
the same brigade [later including] the same unit actually, but the same whole 
[brigade ] because this happened in all the brigade units we went to, i.e. the 
different regiments of this brigade. But I saw them on parade two months later 
and you wouldn't have thought they were the same men. I'm sure those men in 
their own heart felt different, and they felt better for being made to realise 
we were in the middle of a war, and you might as well be in it and be in it 
properly. Their drill and also their actual technical operations that they had 
to do, whether it was with their weapons or whether it was with their vehicles, 
or whatever it was, they also lifted and responded and it taught me a lot. 

You've probably guessed by this time there's a few people have had an influence 
in my life. Mother was obviously a very strong influence, thank goodness. Then 
George Mellor had an extraordinary influence on me. Dear old Mr Hendry in a 
completely different way. Then the army. War is a terrible thing, but it's not 
all bad. I mean it really makes men out of some people and makes them get down 
to getting basic things right that they otherwise wouldn't face up to. So 
you've probably got the message that Robbie did have an influence. Whether I 
liked the man or not, the fact is I used to admire him as being the 
professional that he was. If Robbie had been an engineer he'd have been a good 
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one; if he'd have been a lawyer he'd have been a good one. If he'd have been an 

academic he'd have been a good one. He was just that sort of person that 

believed that what you were doing you had to do it the best. His influence on 

those men would have been a good thing. There'd be thousands of men around 

Australia today who might tell their own warped stories about Robbie, but deep 

down they'd have to say, "Well he made a man out of me." 

I think what I've told you there summarises the very heavy programme that I had 

and perhaps that's why I was a bit different to most. I was always flat out. I 

could never understand these people that got bored. Of course one has to 

realise that the average soldier in an armoured unit or an infantry unit, or 

motorised unit as the case may be, can get mighty bored, because he does his 

exercises, he gets up at the time he's told, he eats when he's told. He does 

all of these things when he's told. He does an exercise when he's told. He 

looks after his vehicle the way he's told, and then when that's all done, and 

you're not in operations, there's a fair amount of time then when not only are 

you doing repetitive work that you get sick and tired of, but you also feel as 

though you're not getting anywhere. That's the great problem when you're coming 

up to operations, is to keep everyone interested to a point where the morale is 

maintained and you can do all sorts of manoeuvres. But I seemed to be involved 

in these things all the time, and probably my own fault (if it is a fault) 

because you just felt that you wanted to do it a little bit better. If there 

was a way in which you could get something moving smoother that was going to 

help morale, help efficiency, well you did it. I got that partly from my 

previous training, but very substantially the military side of that came from 

Robertson. 

RJ That's interesting because Bolton has said about this time, and the 

influence on your life, "The military model of exercising power must also have 

impressed him  1 ... a military pattern of command and obedience duly fitted his 

temperament." What do you think of that comment of his? 

COURT Well it wouldn't be because of any desire for power, but when you 

were trained under Robertson as long as I was, bearing in mind I served under 

him three times, you had a standard to be achieved and you achieved that 

standard, not for your own personal aggrandisement, but for the security and 

the safety and the success of the unit that you are with. 

I'll give you an example of Robertson. I told you about his insistence that we 

were there to protect Australia, not to devastate it by bowling down fences and 

so on. He was very tough on anyone that he found.... He was a great disciple of 

Napoleon, by the way. He believed, he literally believed, in this saying of 

Napoleon, that there are no bad soldiers, there's only bad officers, and he 

practised that one. If a unit did anything wrong, he wasn't interested in the 

soldier he was interested in the CO. So the commanders got to know this. 

When we were stationed at Mingenew, one unit had a commander who thought that 

he'd be very clever. He had the right ideas, but he wasn't a very good soldier. 

It wasn't a normal unit, it was a medical unit. He was more concerned about the 

medicine side, and fair enough too, although when you're in an army medical 

unit you do have to have some regard for what the army expects of you and how 

you're going to perform. But this chap was camped near a clump, a copse of.... 

what do they call that timber they used to build the fences out of? 

------------------------ 
1 Westralian History Group, On this Sid?, Perth, Bookiand, 1985, p214. 
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RJ Jam wood. 

COURT Jam wood. Very hard, termite resistant, ideal size and so on. Now 
near Mingenew, and I forget exactly where, but near Mingenew, there was a copse 
of this, quite considerable. That was regarded as the local reservoir from 
which you could get your fence posts from there. As such there were certain 
unwritten rules. In those days the country had more unwritten rules than they 
had written ones and they were respected. It was part of the folklore and the 
things that people respected because they were sensible things to do anyhow, 
just like the old rule: you leave a gate the way you found it and woe betide 
the fellow that doesn't, and these sorts of things. They become ingrained into 
you. Anyhow we had a very angry [man] - I think it was from the Road Board - 
outside my tent, because this unit had gone and cut down, oh something like 500 
of these things to build themselves - instead of having tents, to build 
themselves some sort of temporary buildings which would be better than tents. 
They'd really savaged this copse of special type trees. There was one hell of a 
row about it. 

So Robertson, quite rightly or wrongly, it didn't matter, when this all came to 
light and the CO was sent for, he actually charged him as an offence for doing 
this because he was there to protect the property and should have more sense. 
The fellow thought he was doing the right thing by his troops: all right up to 
a point. But Robertson got the department (I don't know whether it was the Ag. 
Department or the Forestry Department) to put a value on that timber and he 
charged this CO with all of that into his paybook. It was a lot of money. It 
wasn't just a few pounds, it was a lot of money. But he put it all into his 
paybook. Well whether he was lawful in doing that I don't know. Later on the 
soldier probably took action to get it adjusted, whether it was right or wrong. 
But it was just the point that he was making that we were there to protect 
property. We were there to protect our country from invaders and certainly not 
to go around ravaging and savaging our own country with this thoughtless sort 
of action. 

Now a lot of other commanders wouldn't have done that. They adopted the 
attitude 'we're going to win the war, we're here to protect the people from 
themselves, we can do what we like,' sort of thing. They wouldn't have any 
regard, for instance, for burning off a paddock or something like that, whereas 
Robbie, although he wasn't a farmer (far from it) he was a thoughtful man. In 
other words he was an intelligent man. If he ever caught anyone setting fire to 
a paddock just because it made the tanks safer or something like that, they'd 
be in a lot of trouble. He'd devise another way of looking after your tanks 
against fire. 

RJ Did the Road Board receive from the Army compensation for that 
timber? 

COURT I don't know what happened, but I know that the officer certainly 
paid for it. Whether that was eventually paid.... of course don't forget in the 
army, if it took timber or if It took anything else it did account for these 
things. Here again Robertson was meticulous about it. With all his faults and 
his arrogance and so on, you'll never find anyone ever criticise Robertson for 
observing the law, respecting property, respecting people. 

RJ In this process of training that you speak of, running around the 
countryside, was live ammunition being used? 

COURT Only on selected operations. We had, for instance, a huge operation 
up there where artillery and everybody.... This was in the Mingenew area. We 
had a special training area there where we actually went the closest I've ever 
known a training exercise to the artillery firing ahead of our own troops, and 
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also all of the units for this exercise were using live ammunition, but very, 
very strictly controlled. Robertson was not a reckless man. To be, just for the 
sake of showing off and having live ammunition going everywhere, he wouldn't 
tolerate that at all. It always had to be disciplined. If you were doing a 
training exercise, you'd go to the nth degree, but never beyond that point of 
sanity. So we did use live ammunition. 

I remember that particular time that the Minister for Army, Frank Forde, 
visited the units in Western Australia. I'll just tell you how devilish Robbie 
was. All the other divisions, they were providing special meals for the 
Minister and making sure that he slept well and ate well and so on, but 
Robertson issued instructions that wherever the Minister went [in 1 Armoured 
Division] he had to be fed on the ration. The best your cook can do with the 
ration, that's as far as you can go. Well years after Frankie Forde, when 
Robertson's name came up, he said, "Oh he's the man that made me live on the 
ration when I was inspecting his division." The message got across. Robertson - 
I was there at the time when Robertson said, "You realise Sir, that we don't 
have any frills here today. This is the ration, because I felt that as Minister 
for Army you would want to know exactly what the troops eat, and not what some 
privileged people might be able to eat. Maybe they do get better food if 
they're near a [big centre]. Like those near Geraldton and near Dongara, they 
may be able to get slightly better food, fish and so on, "but," he said, "I 
thought that It was very important that you know exactly what the ration 
provides. All the time you're in my division that's what you're going to get." 
That didn't endear him to a minister who really didn't know much about war and 
didn't know much about the army. Forde, [a Queenslander], I remember all the 
Queensland soldiers had to be paraded separately. He was politicising the whole 
exercise. He just wanted to do a bit of campaigning. Even though he was in 
Perth, Western Australia, and up in Mingenew and all around those districts 
around there, he was still wanting to do his campaigning. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 40 
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RJ Sir Charles at what stage did you go to the Northern Territory and 
what did you go to the Northern Territory for? 

COURT You recall when the first attack took place on Darwin that the 
people weren't really ready for it. I think the best one can say is that they 
did the best with what they had, bearing in mind the Japanese don't give you 
notice. Now there was a period of disorder up there after that and then they 
completely changed over the force up there. Most of the new troops land 
equipment] that were sent up there were not only appropriate for a possible 
invasion, but they were all, to the best of my knowledge, very well trained 
troops. They'd either been In operations in the Middle East or they were like 
our own from the armoured division, were very well trained and ready for their 
job. So I was posted to General "Tubby" Allen up there. 

Tubby Allen was quite a famous Australian soldier, a First World War man, 
strangely enough was associated with the battalion that Mr Hendry was with in 
the First World War and he used to be very, very eulogistic about Tubby Allen. 
He was then a major, and apparently commanded two battalions [in turn] in 
action, the CO of [one of] which was never allowed to command his battalion in 
action. So Allen had this reputation amongst the soldiers that when they were 
actually in operations (this is in France) that he would actually command the 
battalion in action. Mr Hendry, knowing his integrity, I can well believe what 
he said. When he heard that I was going to serve under Tubby Allen, he asked me 
to remind him of certain incidents. That's going back to the First World War, 
and then, of course, Tubby Allen was in the Middle East [in WWII3. Then he was 
in New Guinea. He was one of those that had to be one of the scapegoats, like 
Arnold Potts and others. He was a very, very unhappy man when I first went to 
him in the Northern Territory. 

No—one quite knew what to expect from the Northern Territory, whether the 
Japanese were going to use that as an invasion point, bearing in mind they were 
on all the islands around Australia. The defences had to be based on this and 
so all the exercises you did were based on the possible alternatives open to 
the Japanese, like to come down the Daly River or any of the other great rivers 
that are there, come down in the season when they were flowing, or to come to 
Darwin. There were a number of alternatives, all of which you could work out 
assuming the enemy's attitude. Also you put yourself into the mind of the 
enemy. You always assume the enemy will do the sensible thing anyhow. If you 
don't do that you're courting trouble. So poor old Tubby was brought down there 
after New Guinea and he was very, very unhappy about the way he was treated 
over New Guinea. You could tell all of these senior people who had been made 
the scapegoats who themselves were very brave and very capable and experienced 
soldiers. Allen had been through two world wars, he'd been through the Middle 
East before he came here. Though he was a civilian soldier, he was nevertheless 
a very accomplished soldier. He was a nice man. If anything he was a little bit 
soft-hearted. He used to worry over casualties. I know we had some troops 
drowned on an exercise. We were doing a very realistic type of exercise 
assuming the Japanese were using one plan to come down one of the waterways and 
we had to exercise to oppose it We had some tragedies there. I've never known 
a man to be so upset about it. 

RJ How did you feel? 

COURT Oh well you don't like it, but everything possible had been done, 
and bearing in mind that some aspects of the training hadn't been as advanced 
and as realistic as they could have been done. I mean if you're going to put 
troops into that situation, it had been ground into me by Robertson that you 
rehearsed and rehearsed them in that situation so that if the worst happened 
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they had a sporting chance to survive. I found Tubby Allen was very, very 
sensitive about casualties, especially in training because he used to regard 
them as a loss that was not necessary. Robertson was different. If you did lose 
people in training, as long as it wasn't a reckless thing or somebody's 
stupidity, or a CO that hadn't prepared his troops, Robertson could live with 
it. He didn't like it, but he didn't spend the amount of time brooding over it 
that Allen did. I was surprised with Allen, even two days after the incident 
when all the things had been done that had to be done and could be done, that 
he was still worrying about it. 

I got fairly close to Allen because I realised when I got there that he had 
this personal problem because of having been virtually made a scapegoat for the 
New Guinea campaign. He was trying his best to do the right thing by the 
command he had, this Northern Territory Command, which was not only a 
divisional command, but commanded the whole of the troops in that particular 
area. So in accordance with my natural inclination and also my training, it was 
my job to do all I could to help the man. 

He had an ADC, by the way, who was a Western Australian, named Ron Halcombe. 
Ron Halcombe was a cricketer here, a fast bowler here, worked at the WA Trustee 
Company with my wife. He was a very good influence on Tubby Allen. Ron could be 
a bit cynical and so on. He wasn't altogether that respectful about rank. If he 
thought his general wasn't doing what he should do, or wasn't facing up to 
something, old Ron would have no compunction at all. In the postwar period we 
always used to introduce Ron as the only captain that ever had a general under 
his command! 

It was very useful to me having Ron there because I naturally was very close to 
him. My tent was only about a hundred yards away from Allen's headquarters. We 
had to be because we were his senior - not the most senior, but some of his 
senior staff officers. I could feel for the man. He was trying to do his 
darndest because he was a very patriotic person, and a good soldier wanting to 
do the right thing, but it was gnawing at him the fact that he had been through 
the First World War very successfully, he'd been through this war up to that 
point successfully, then this New Guinea thing intervened and he'd virtually, 
not exactly been banished, but been pushed aside. 

But I can tell you some rather humorous things there. I had this batman, I 
think I've mentioned earlier, who always used to take my cornet everywhere and 
the last thing I wanted was a cornet for fear somebody might want rue to start 
another band! But he always had it nicely polished up and everything in its 
case. We'd have mess nights up there to try and keep the morale up, either at 
our mess or we'd go to somebody else's mess. Invariably I'd have to produce 
this cornet. Tubby Allen, I should add, by this time was drinking more than he 
should be drinking because it really was worrying him. It was worrying him that 
he was being in a command that he didn't feel was getting him close enough to 
the war itself. So I'd have to play the odd pieces. He had a number of pieces 
that he always used to say, "Now Court what about this and what about that?" 
Then, of course,the other officers would have their own pieces. I was the only 
music they had unless one of the regimental bands was available and that wasn't 
very often. So I used to spend half the night playing their tunes and I suppose 
in some ways it was good for my health because I mean I couldn't be drinking so 
much. But we always used to finish up, and we knew when old Tubby was going to 
go to bed. He'd say, "Play Walk Beside You." By this time he used to be having 
trouble to tell what he wanted you to play, but we always knew what it was: 
I'll Walk Beside You. So we'd play this and Tubby would get sentimental and 
tears would pour down his face and we knew it was Halcombe's time then to take 
him off to bed. 
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But I always remember him. He used to jokingly say, "The only reason why Court 

ever got promoted was the way he plays the cornet, [laughs] and he always plays 

the general's favourite pieces." He was quite different to Robbie, you can 

imagine; quite different to Robbie. First of all he was a civilian soldier. He 

was a chartered accountant, by the way, by profession and had quite a big 

practice in Sydney. 

It was during that campaign I had a very interesting experience because the 

other officer in my tent was a Major Fairfax, Vincent Fairfax. The Fairfaxs 

didn't mean anything to us in Perth. He was doing another part of the staff 

work, and we were complimentary one to the other and we had ten months there 

together. It was the worst service that I had during the war in terms of 

climatic conditions, logistic deficiencies and so on, and also the uncertainty 

of It all. I went through the most exacting period of the whole of my service 

because you seemed to be getting nowhere: working like fury, trying to do 

things as I'd been taught to keep up the morale, trying to anticipate the needs 

of my commander. By this time I'd got very close to Tubby Allen, so had 

Fairfax. It was not until I'd finished my tour of duty in the Northern 

Territory and I was in Sydney with my sister-in-law waiting to go to Carbarlah 

to do the senior wing of the staff course.... I'd done the junior wing at 

Duntroon. This was the brand new senior staff college they'd established at 

Carbarlah just out of Toowoomba and we were going to be the first course there. 

I was on my way up there and I was staying overnight with Rita's sister. I 

said, "Oh there's a wonderful chap been in my tent up there, I'd don't know how 

I'd have got on without him. He was an absolutely marvellous person and I've 

got a tremendous respect for him. He comes from Sydney," I said, "his name's 

Vincent Fairfax." She said, "Well his mother's place 'Elaine', is just around 

the road, around in Double Bay. You know they own the Sydney Morning Herald and 

all the things that go with it." Well that was the first indication I had that 

Vincent was very special. Everything that had to be done, no matter how dirty, 

stinky it was, he was always the one bloke that did it; never questioned it, he 

just went straight in and did it, no matter how tired he might be, and very 

loyal. We had occasions when we needed to stick together because of certain 

senior officers around us that weren't as good as they might have been. They 

weren't as supportive as they might have been. Here we found we had a great 

friend in Allen, Tubby Allen. He had a nose for this sort of thing, I suppose 

because of long experience. He seemed to be able to work out when somebody 

wasn't doing the right thing. 

When the message came from the LHQ that there was to be an appreciation done of 

the capacity of Darwin to absorb a huge force of allied troops (there was to be 

navy, army, air force, Americans and Australians, plus some Dutch) the 

instructions came up from Blarney to have this appreciation done. They gave the 

broad outline of what had to be done, the number of troops that had to be 

handled, embarking troops for assaults on other islands where the Japanese 

were. In other words it was one of a number of solutions as to whether 

MacArthur was going to go back the short way, as he eventually was able to go 

back, or whether he had to go back the long, tedious way and win his way back 

through Java and up to Singapore and then all that way back, which would have 

gone on for years. Goodness only knows what would have been the result [and the 

cost]. 

Allen sent for me. He had two other senior officers who were colonels, full 

colonels. They normally should have been given the job, but he sent for me with 

their full knowledge, of course, and they gave me the briefing and the 

instruction to do this appreciation. It was to make an appreciation of the 

ability of Darwin to handle huge numbers of troops to load into ships to go 

away, assault ships, American as well as Australians and also, of course, to 

cope with the air force, the huge air force that would have been necessary. It 

was a very challenging exercise, because It was navy, army, air force and you 
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were going to be dealing with allied troops and they were going to be in huge 
numbers, and they were going to keep coming. Of course you had to get supplies 
up to Darwin, and you had to keep them supplied. It was rather a frightening 
thing, but I felt rather flattered that he gave me the job to do, and he gave 
me the pick of whoever I wanted to do the job. It had to be done in a 
ridiculously short time, for which purpose Blarney and MacArthur were going to 
pay a visit to Darwin to see the result of this appreciation. There was a 
[heavy] degree of secrecy, as you can imagine, and when I was shunted off and 
not going to appear again for ten days, the rumours were just unbelievable. 
Vincent Fairfax knew what I was up to. He had to know because he was going to 
do my normal work while I was away. But he was a bit impish. He was a lovely 
chap, Vincent, that's why Richard Fairfax Court (you know that's our Richard) 
that's why he was called Fairfax. He was born after the war, and so we called 
him Fairfax. But he [Vincent Fairfax] was a bit impish, and he'd built on these 
stories. They'd say, "Where's Charlie? Are we going to invade Timor?" building 
up on these stories, you see. It was not what he said but what he didn't say. 
He'd pause in the middle of a sentence and he'd build up all sorts of 
expectations. They had me over there [in Timor] on a submarine, being landed 
over there, the most horrendous stories you've ever heard about my little band 
of brothers. Actually we were all still in the Northern Territory, very much 
so, and very much around Darwin and all the places around there. 

The main helper I had on it was from the engineering point of view because 
engineering naturally was a huge part of this exercise.... The logistics of it 
were unbelievable. Fortunately I'd done a course on this and I'd had a fair bit 
of experience on this type of thing, but not at this scale. The main helper I 
had then was Colonel Oscar Myer. He became quite prominent as an engineer In 
the post—war period. He was also in the engineers with the original first 
armoured division, so I knew his worth. He was much senior to me. I was in 
charge of this operation, but he was a full colonel. But he was a very capable 
man, a very good man to work with, very quick, very positive. He was a godsend 
to me because he had to do the evaluations about the ability of the land up 
there. Not all the land up there you can put vehicles on. Some weathers you 
can't. Some seasons you can; some seasons you can't. You had to have a person 
who was very quick on this sort of thing, bearing in mind we only had a 
ridiculously short time in which to have this ready for the two masters to 
assess it. Things like water supply. If you're going to bring in a quarter of a 
million troops with all the vehicles and everything that go with it, there's a 
tremendous lot of potable water needed, and it's got to be reliable. You can't 
get the troops up there and then say, "Sorry it didn't work out." Therefore 
Myer's ability to make quick decisions about what could be done and what 
couldn't be done.... Medical things and other things [were important], but they 
weren't quite as critical as the engineering side of it. Would the roads stand 
it? Would the bridges stand these vehicles going over them? All the assault 
troops would have to go into assault ships to go away from here, so first of 
all you had to get them to the top part of the Northern Territory, around 
Darwin. We had a tight little team and it was quite amazing how much we were 
able to do in the time, bearing in mind, of course, with the huge tides up 
there we had to make an evaluation of whether you could use the huge tides in 
the harbours of Darwin, to let them work for you if you were going to load 
ships, and then have assault craft to come in and take these tanks and 
vehicles, whatever had to go: goods and supplies, already prepackaged and so 
on. Initially you weren't going to send in many big vehicles because you were 
landing into tropical countries anyhow where you couldn't use tanks. All this 
had to be taken into account. We didn't have very much sleep as you can 
imagine. 

Eventually I brought it all together. We had very limited typing facilities, 
but we couldn't expect the masters to read Charles Court's handwriting for this 
thing. In any case there was going to be masses and masses of appendices, 
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diagrams and maps and so on. r was very proud of the team I had because they 
dug up a couple of very good trusted orderly room sergeants who were good at 
typing and they joined in the spirit of it. You can imagine there was a lot of 
excitement being on an exercise like this. They didn't seem to know what sleep 
was, they just wanted to get it done. I was very proud of it, bearing in mind 
the climate wasn't the best and the facilities weren't the best. But by the 
time we got it together it was a pretty respectable looking document even by 
capital city standards. They were so fussy about their typing, that they'd 
sometimes typed some of the sheets three or four times, so as to get them 
right, and all under pressure. 

So eventually I was able to put in the appreciation to conform to the 
specification that I'd been given. It was a very dramatic story. You had to 
envisage all these soldiers, sailors and airmen [coming and going]. When you 
think of the trouble we were having with about 30 to 40 000 troops of all 
sorts, shapes and sizes up there, and then you were going to put in there a 
minimum of an invasion force of 250 000 with all the people that were going to 
be there to support them, workshops and things. Anyhow I duly put it in to 
General Allen. I remember it was a Sunday the C-in-C was coming. MacArthur 
couldn't come himself, but Blarney came with all his..., you know the 
appropriate people. They had a hut up there and they took the appreciation [and 
appendices] to pieces and they pinned them up on the wall right around. It took 
the whole of this hut to put them up at eye level, so the Commander-in-Chief 
could walk around. 

There's a rather funny story about this because he had to read the appreciation 
but the brigadier above me (I think I mentioned they were both colonels; one 
was a brigadier and the other was a full colonel) he was a staff corps chap, 
but a very ambitious man and none of us were really comfortable with him. He 
didn't have the sort of straightforward, straight down the line type of 
approach that most of staff corps of that era had. He was inclined to be a bit 
"swarmy", for want of a better word, Well we knew that Allen didn't like him 
very much, because he thought he was a bit swarmy too, whereas Tubby was such 
an open, frank sort of easy going person. Anyhow he had this appreciation of 
mine [not appendices] retyped as being the appreciation by Brigadier VX 
so-and-so, so-and-so, so-and-so, [le the standard army format] and dated 
whatever the date was. He put it up for the C-in-C, so that he would assume it 
was his, because he saw this was a pretty good job and he wanted the C-in-C to 
think it was his work. 

So that part of it went by until they went to go through the appendices. As you 
can imagine the appendices were, in many cases, much more critical from the 
commander's point of view. Of course Blamey was very quick in picking up the 
guts of this thing. This was written for two busy, busy men to be able to pick 
out the things that mattered. If anything they wanted to expand on they could 
get that done, but they just wanted to get a total picture of the handling of a 
force of this size. So when the first appendix came up for explanation, the 
said brigadier got himself into one terrible mix. I wasn't there, of course, 
but Allen said to Halcombe, "Get Court." I'd been told to stand by in my tent, 
which was only 100 yards away. So I came in and I remember old Tubby in his 
rough and ready way, he said, "Sir," he said, 'l think we'll start again." So 
Blarney - I used to admire the way he could take these situations in his stride, 
and he did. We went back and we started on the appreciation. Then we went 
through all the appendices around [the wall], because I'd lived with this 
thing. We got to the end of it and he said to Allen, "I'll take it with me. 
We'll use that as the basis of our planning." That's all there was to it. Then 
we had to go and put all these things together again and get them down from the 
wall and put them together into a package. Fortunately we had a copy of our 
own. 
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The C-in-C then explained to us over lunch that it was unlikely that we 
would 

be going this way. This was one of a number of ways, but they had to ha
ve an 

appreciation, but if this became the way, this would be the last option t
hey'd 

want to use because it would be so painfully slow. 

END OF TAPE 40 SIDE B 
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COURT It would be so painfully slow if they went this way, and so costly 

nOt only in money, but in lives. Nevertheless they had to have this 

appreciation done, first of all to see that they could take off from Darwin If 

the worst came to the worst and the appreciation we'd done established beyond 

doubt that when you had limitless money, limitless equipment, limitless 

soldiers, and airmen and navy, well it was possible to do it, physically 

possible to do it. 

The humorous story that came out of this, after the Commander- in-Chief had been 

farewelled and on his way back to Melbourne, complete with our lovely little 

document in his hands (it was quite a massive sort of a thing) Allen turned to 

the said brigadier and said, "The next time you steal somebody, else's work 

remember to alter the name on the appendices." You probably don't know anything 

about army documents but you're taught when you do an appreciation, or any 

document at all that has appendices, that you have to be very careful to put on 

that appendix, first of all the number of the appendix, whether it's one, two, 

three, four, whatever it is, or A B C, whatever it is, "to appreciation by...." 

and then of course, it had to have Major C W Court WX11125, on it. It had to 
have first of all what the appendix number was, what it was an appendix to, and 

the date of everything, so that you could always match the two things up. The 

army's very precise about these things, and for good reason. It also must have 

on the appendix, each appendix, the name of the person that did It. You've got 

to identify him in military terms, of course, with his rank and with his 

number. So every one of this great mass of appendices [had my identification on 

it ]. You imagine, right round the whole of this hut, there were these things 
all spread out there, maps and diagrams and graphs even showing the slope of 

the seabed at Darwin, where the landing craft would come in to load and take 

advantage of the tide, showing it at one level of tide, another level of the 

tide, and so on, to demonstrate that the ships could be loaded this way and so 

on. So you can understand when Allen said to this chap, "Look next time you 

want to steal somebody else's work," he said, "remember to alter your name on 

the appendix," because every one of the particular items in these appendices 

that were there, running into many, had my name on it. Apparently the C-in-C 

had noticed this too because you couldn't miss it. There was a place it had to 

go to identify the origin of It, and with his experienced eye; I suppose he'd 

looked at many of these. 

That brigadier, by the way, I had a fair bit to do with after the war My 

impression of him never changed. He wasn't there much longer after that, but 

that was one experience I had of Tubby, and it was just typical of Tubby. 

Robertson would have handled It differently. He would have been much more 

severe. He'd really made an issue in front of the C-in-C on the whole thing. 

But it worked out very well. It was not long after that, of course, that I was 

sent to the senior wing of the staff college. 

Rd So you're a major in the Northern Territory Ind the bombing of 

Darwin if I remember rightly was the 19th of February 1942, so you've gone up 

there fairly soon after that? 

COURT No, there was another commander in there before, General ["Ned" 

Herring) who became the Chief Justice of Victoria, a great soldier, civilian 

soldier. He was there before Allen. Then for a short while there was another, 

General ["Jackie"] Stephens, but they were the three commanders. They weren't 

there for long periods, but when Tubby Allen was there and I went there. I 

could easily find out the date because I know Ken was born while I was in 

Darwin, and owing to a bit of cooperation and skullduggery by the signals, I 

This date is correct (RJ). 



TAPE 41 SIDE A COURT 520 

was able to talk to Rita in the tospltal from the Northern Territory. He was 

born on the 11th of December '43, I think. I wouldn't be sure, but I'll check 

on it. I should know. 

RJ So it's well after the bombing of Darwin that you went up there. 

COURT Oh yes lie the initial bombing of Darwin]. There'd been a complete 

withdrawal of those forces and a much more operational type of force, better. 

equipped. It's no reflection on the people that were there at the time, but 

when you think of the disaster of Pearl Harbour and the unexpected nature of 

that, well Darwin was a much lesser disaster than that ever was, but they then 

had to take it seriously as a possible point of landing by the Japanese. 

The command up there was also made all the more difficult by the fact that 

unless you've got an enemy that you can see and feel, the soldiers don't take 

it seriously. They've done exercises. They've had it explained there could be 

an invasion down this river, there could be an invasion down that river. There 

could be another one through Darwin itself, but more likely down one of the 

rivers, or down both rivers at the one time. You've got to explain all this to 

them, but when they've done the exercise, they could tell you what you were 

going to do before you ever went out there after a while. It's very hard to 

command any great enthusiasm. But periodically we used to have an air raid and 

God it was a godsend For the next week we had no trouble with the troops. 

[Laughs) I often wonder if between Tubby Allen and the Air Officer Commanding, 

a man named Cole.... He was always known as King Cole by his troops. His 

headquarters were just a little way away from ours. But I often wonder whether 

he and Tubby worked out a few swindles, because we were always amazed at how 

stupid the Japanese were where their bombs landed. [Laughs] It was nothing. But 

still I'm probably being a little bit cynical about it, but you've no Idea what 

it used to do to morale. Everyone would be on their toes. The troops used to 

also know about the phases of the moon and the significance of them when it 

comes to planning, if you were the enemy, planning your air raids and so on. 

When the Spitfires came up there and they had to adapt them for tropical 

conditions, they were able to take care of the Japanese Zeros very effectively. 

They used to let them [the Japs] fly over when they eventually came down [to 

Australia], then they'd be airborne when they [the Japs] came back. Knowing how 

much fuel they [the Japs] had, they could then be sitting on top of them. 

(Don't forget they had also air force over at Drysdale and places like that, 

where Kalumburu Mission is. There's still bits of plane there where Japanese 

planes were shot down and Australian planes that got damaged, not by the Japs 

so much, but the ordinary casualties of flying.) Vincent and I used to have our 

doubts as to whether these bombing raids were as real as we had to make out 

they were. I'd like to feel they were real, but sometimes we used to have our 

moments. However, the troops used to respond pretty quickly. 

But it was a hell of a place to serve, really it was. It was away from 

everywhere and you had this very slender line of communication up the centre. 

At least it improved their road structure because of the need to get supplies 

up there. But all in all we did pretty well to keep the troops supplied, both 

with their weapons and their ammunition and the food and other things that were 

necessary for them to survive and bearing in mind most of them were city 

slickers anyhow. Those that hadn't been in operations before were experiencing 

operations at their best - or worst. 

RJ So you would have gone to staff college again in 1944 as a major. 

What did you come out as? 

------------------------ 
1 This date is correct (RJ.) 
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COURT Well I got promoted unbeknown to me then, I got promoted to 

coincide with the end of the school. So when I went to Bougainville I left 

Australia as a major and I got to Bougainville as a colonel. The promotion took 

place en route. So I left with my major's rank on and when I landed up there I 

walked out of the plane as a lieutenant colonel. But that came out of the 

school. There were sixteen of us on that course, all had had a lot of 

experience by then. Vincent Fairfax was unexpectedly posted to that course, so 

we had another four months together in slightly better conditions than we had 

when we were in the Northern Territory. 

RJ So where in New Guinea did you serve? 

COURT Well I wasn't in New Guinea very long;1  I was at Lae, but only for 

a short while. Most of my service in the islands was in Bougainville. 

RJ And that was the case till the end of the war? 

COURT Yes, then I came back to Lae, ironically to deliver the message to 

Robertson. I told you about that meeting last time. Then he got me a passage 

back to Australia. 

RJ Okay. Was there anything about army life and army training that you 

were not good at? 

COURT I don't know that I was all that good at anything, but when you've 

got the job to do.... As I explained to you once before I've never had a 

natural capacity to do anything, but I always used to pride myself that if I 

applied myself to It that you'd find a way to do it. I was not a natural 

rifleman, but after all a war's about weapons, so you learn about the weapons, 

whether it was a rifle or whether it was a machine gun. You're a fool if you 

don't apply yourself to it, and It's amazing how you can overcome it. 

One classic example, where I fooled the army for quite a while, was map reading 

and field sketching. Somehow or other it had a mystique about it. I used to 

feel these fellows that could do map reading and field sketching, well they had 

more brains than I did; I used to muddle through with the map reading, that 

wasn't so bad. Field sketching I was hopeless at it. Somehow or other I got 

through. I got my commission and I'd got promotion, and then I'd been sent off 

to this staff college. Of course when you get to Duntroon, which was the holy 

of holies in those days, you've got to ssume you're going to get found out if 

you've got any particular weaknesses. So I happened to know one of the 

instructors there, who was a permanent soldier. He was a staff corps man 

himself. I happened to say to him one day, "I'll have to confess that this map 

reading and field sketching has got me absolutely mesmerised. I'm sure it must 

be do-able because everyone else seems to be able to do it but me." He said, 

"Well it's rather strange," he said, "I've had the same problem. There was a 

certain mystique about it. So," he said, "one day when I was trainee, I plucked 

up the courage to tell one of the instructors that I got friendly with and he 

took me out and gave me a course showing how easy it was if you knew how to do 

it and you were told properly." He said, "Somebody has failed in your early 

training by building up this mystique about It. He probably didn't know 

himself, otherwise he would have made it sound simple, and he would have tested 

you so that you knew. So," he said, "on Saturday afternoon," he said, "we'll go 
------------------------ 
1 Sir Charles is referring to the New Guinea mainland. Bougainville is an 

island off the coast which was part of New Guinea during WWII, and later part 

of the independent country of Papua New Guinea (RJ). 

2 This was my first Staff College visit le the junior wing of the Staff College 

and at Duntroon (CC). 
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out to Mount Stromlo (that's where I learnt to master it) and we'll go through 
the detail." So sure enough we went up to Mount Stromlo and he went through it 
in a very masterly way, the very basics of it all. I was just staggered at how 
easy It all was, how simple it was when people explained it to you the right 
way, and you exercised with it and you went step by step. The same with the 
field sketching. I found there was no mystique about It at all, as long as 
somebody told you what it was all about. 

So from then onward, when we went on exercises (map reading and field 
sketching, of course, for the rest of the course was going to be fairly 
important) instead of me being the one that tried to clean the vehicles.and do 
everything (because when you're on a course you do all the chores as well as 
the stuff that officers normally do) I was the one that volunteered to do it, 
and I became very good at it, and what's more I enjoyed it.  

But the point I'm trying to make is that when you face up to a stoppage you've 
got in life, if once you're honest with yourself, and you realise that you have 
got a weakness there, you can always get somebody that can sort it out for you 
and you avoid the unnecessary trauma in keeping it to yourself instead of 
laying it right on the table. So I've learnt over the years, if it's a legal 
problem or some other problem, or you've got something In business, something 
in the practice, or something in Cabinet that I didn't understand, I used to 
say, "Now wait a minute, let's go back and start again, you've lost me." Then 
you'd be able to pick up and go forward. I always seemed to be the slowest one 
In coping with these things. Everyone seemed to get it quicker than me, but 
nevertheless once you'd got It, you'd got it for keeps, and when It came again 
it was always there in your mind. 

RJ Sir Charles you were head of the Australian Commission to disarm 
the Japanese at the end of the war. Briefly tell me what was involved there? 

COURT Well, of course, that came at the end. I'd had a lot of service in 
Bougainville then on all fronts, whether it was Numa Nunia Trail, or whether it 
was up in the northern part in the Porton Plantation area, or whether it was 
down in the Motupena area, down towards the Mivo River. So because of the 
circumstances surrounding my rather unfortunate confrontation with General 
Savige, which I think 1 told you about last time, I had had more than the 
normal service that a staff officer would have had, and more personal 
involvement right at the cutting edge of the operations. I was very grateful 
when Savige selected me to command the force that was to go and try and land 
near Kieta, which never came to be, thank God. As it happened it would have 
been a disaster. But the fact that he selected me made me feel good, and also 
the fact that I was selected to go down and do the disarming of the Japanese. 

1 had to make a decision, and Brigadier Legge, who was the man that I was 
directly under, he was a very fine officer; a staff corps man, very capable, a 
quiet sort of a man, but he had a great habit of letting you virtually think 
you'd made the decision. He said, "Well there's 20 000 of them at the moment 
and we're going to increase that by 7 000 from Nauru and Ocean Island, and how 
do you feel about the force you should take down there, because you're going to 
be on your own? You're 100 miles away from us by sea, and you're the best part 
of 100 miles by land, and it's not as though we can send a car down for you 
through that jungle trail." So he said, "Would you want a sizeable force, or 
would you want a small force?" So we eventually decided that we'd only take 
about 70 soldiers down. It was an under—strength company actually of 
infanteers. The theory behind that was very simple that if the Japanese had not 
surrendered completely in their heart and mind, then, of course, 1 000 soldiers 
wouldn't have saved you, plus the fact that they had an extraordinary anchorage 
down there in this Buin Faisi Harbour. The entrance into it from the Torokina 
side of the island was through a very narrow entrance. They didn't even have 



TAPE 41 SIDE A COURT 523 

instruments on their guns because they were open sights; it was so narrow and 
such deep water going through there, and anyone trying to get in there would 
have just been blown out of the water if they had wanted to. 

So you had to take [into account] all these factors, and If we were trying to 
take down a thousand troops, say an over strength infantry battalion, if they 
were hostile your chances of getting through there would be nil, and your 
chances of getting out would have been less. So it was a sensible gamble to 
take that you took the smallest force you could get away with, just to do the 
chores necessary for yourselves and then work on the assumption the Japanese 
would retain their command and they would do all the work that was necessary, 
any heavy work such as lumping ammunition, lumping weapons, building any roads 
that you might want, and any facilities that you wanted. The Japanese would do 
all that as part of the arrangement. So we decided to take this small little 
under strength company down, with a few specialists, like intelligence people 
and so on, and then test them [the Japs] out, because it was better to lose 70 
men than lose a thousand. That's what It would have amounted to if you'd have 
taken the big numbers downs 

Then we went down early one morning on a small naval work boat. It was a naval 
crew that took us down. It was only a work boat really. We had a couple of 
these and there was ample to take down the troops that we needed, because we 
were only taking small arms down, and we were just taking our rations down for 
enough to see us through on the assumption that they would drop our supplies 
from the air. By this time we'd had a lot of experience in dropping supplies to 
the commandos and others that were operating in the back areas of the jungle. 

[Sir Charles later added notes about the use of Dakota aircraft by the RAAF In 
a supply dropping role in support of Australian commando and similar servicemen 
operating independently of the main Australian Army force in Bougainville, 
World War II (RJ).] 

[Little has been publicised about the role played by the great workhorse of the 
air - the Dakota - during World War II in dropping supplies of many kinds to 
Australian troops operating in remote jungle areas independent of the main Army 
operations. My own experience relates to their role in Bougainville in support 
of Commandos and others operating under very difficult and dangerous 
circumstances detached from the main troops of 2 Australian Corps. The work 
done by these particular troops in seeking information, harassing and generally 
inflicting the maximum number of casualties and operational difficulties on the 
Japanese is one of the remarkable stories of the war in the Pacific. 

[These detached forces were either entirely Australian or operating constantly 
or intermittently with local natives. They were very tough and trained to live 
as much as possible off the land. They nevertheless, had to be resupplied with 
weapons, ammunition, means of communication, medical supplies and some 
essential foods and other supplies where possible. It was here that the Dakota 
with its great reliability, sturdiness and flexibility was brought into the 
picture. 

[It should be realised that at this time there were not the sophisticated types 
of equipment for parachuting supplies, weapons, radios and other things to 
earth with the minimum damage and maximum recovery from the target areas. Most 
packaging was improvised with the result the effective recovery rate on the 
ground was not as high as we would have liked. Loss was from physical damage or 
from landing too far outside the dropping zone. Today this type of operation 
would be completely different and have high percentages of recovery either from 
improved packaging and parachutes or the use of helicopters. 
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[The first thing was to take the door off the Dakota. Next a "drill" had to be 
devised for the actual ejection of packages out of the plane when over the 
nominated dropping zone. The handling of supplies by the Army supply dropping 
crew and their ejection from the plane was fraught with danger within the plane 
itself, quite apart from any enemy on the ground; The absence in flight of the 
door created its own hazard. Those who were going to eject each package on a 
predetermined basis had to be very securely roped to the inside of the plane so 
that when they gave the cargo a mighty shove on the predetermined signal, they 
did not go out the door with the packages! No matter how securely they were 
roped to the walls of the plane opposite the door it was always a nerve-racking 
experience at the critical moment of freight ejection. 

[Then came the coordination with the air crew which, of course, was RAAF. It 
was a very simple and rather primitive buzzer and light system which had to be 
strictly adhered to by all; If I remember correctly, when the pilot or other 
aircrewman pressed the button and the buzzer and light came on near the space 
where the door had been removed, you counted five; All of the army team would 
count aloud together so as to not only get it right, but also to encourage 
those who had to do the final ejection of the freight. It was split second 
timing because at the critical moment the pilot had to flip the tail of the 
plane so that it would not be taken off by the freight as it was ejected and 
started its fall to the ground; 

[At this time the Dakota would be over the supply dropping target area and 
doing very tight Circuits at a surprisingly low altitude over the area; Rarely 
did you see the people to whom you were dropping the supplies for a number of 
obvious reasons. It was only afterwards a message was received indicating what 
recovery had been achieved and giving comments regarding the effectiveness of 
various forms of packaging and protection. 

[Those of you who know the size of the exposed underbelly of a Dakota will, 
like myself, marvel why these planes were not shot down by the Japanese with 
the plane flying so slowly in tight circles and at such a low altitude; They 
would have been vulnerable to rifle fire, let alone machine guns. Needless to 
say, efforts were made to have supply dropping areas located where they were 
away from known enemy positions. This must have been very well done by those 
calling for supplies and indicating supply dropping positions In view of the 
ultimate results. 

[You can imagine the sensitivity of dropping things like radio sets and 
ammunition as well as weapons and other equipment. Many and varied were the 
ingenious devices worked out at base to keep improving the form of packaging 
and protection. Needless to say, some of the protection was hopefully of use if 
retrieved, such as blankets, but other forms more able to take the shock of the 
fall from the aeroplane to the ground were constantly being reviewed and 
experimented with and of no further use when supplies were recovered; I used to 
admire the pilots and the Army crews that were operating. 

[You might wonder why I was present on occasions. I used to try and go out at 
least once a month although as AQMG of the Corps you would not normally be 
expected to go on such missions. This type of supply was part of my 
responsibilities and I always felt there was something for me to learn as well 
as a natural desire to let the RAAF and Army crews know I was interested in 
their work and conscious of the danger and responsibility that was theirs when 
undertaking these missions; 
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[I cannot recall us losing one Dakota on these missions in Bougainville. 

[I was reminded of the great skill our RAAF crews had developed in conjunction 
with the Army supply dropping crews when our limited number of Dakotas got to a 
point they had to have major service and overhauls. This meant they were out of 
action for a number of days and we had to call on some help from the American 
Air Force Unit stationed near enough to come in to Torokina to help us out for 
a few days. I do not say this in any derogatory way about the US Air Force 
pilots, because it must be realised they were coining in to do a job they had 
not been previously trained for. Fortunately we could use the same Army supply 
dropping crews, but there was not the same sinboth teamwork and mutual 
understanding between aircrew and Army supply droppers, even after several days 
- especially as the American crews kept changing. One of the problems was to 
get the temporary replacement aircrews to keep the planes low enough and in 
tight enough circles over the supply dropping area for long enough for the best 
percentage of recovery to be achieved. The percentage of recovery dropped 
dramatically during those few days, but we were certainly grateful for the 
ready cooperation we received from the Americans. 

[This supply dropping exercise is just one of the many unheralded and unsung, 
but important things that take place In the course of a war being uijidertaken in 
conditions prevailing in the jungle and with Improvised equipment.] 

We were quite proficient with these Dakotas at dropping the supplies. It wasn't 
as though we were going to be dropping them over a hostile area like they used 
to. This would be a bit of a piece of cake [or at least we hoped so] 

So we duly got down there and Brigadier Legge went down with me to do the 
formalities with the seventeen generals and the fifteen admirals, and Just to 
make it clear that I was representing General Savige and that any orders I gave 
were as though they'd come from General Savige. He then was only there for 
about an hour and then sailed back. 

Fortunately in scrounging the stuff to take down with us we managed to get a 
kerosene refrigerator. I don't know if you've had experience with a kerosene 
refrigerator, but they're very temperamental animals. Somebody, it wasn't me, 
but somebody had the good sense to put one of these on board the boats that 
were taking us down. They weren't very big boats. You've no idea what a godsend 
that turned out to be, especially as we had somebody that knew how to make It 
work. So we got that ashore and they'd drop us a bit of butter, which was 
something of a luxury, and we were also able to put a bit of water in there 
[the frig], boiled water and have that a bit cool. But you've no idea what that 
little refrigerator did for us in the sixteen or more days we were going to be 
stuck there on this beach. 

But getting ourselves established was quite an experience because I had two 
interpreters. One was an Australian who had had a crash course in Japanese and 
the other was a nisei boy. That was a Japanese born in America. Everyone 
assumed they could speak Japanese, but it didn't work out like that. This one 
we had, did his best but he couldn't cope with the class of Japanese that these 
generals and admirals spoke. I understand that the difference between say some 
of the soldiers and their officers, the difference in the language they spoke, 
was quite marked and it was a class difference that was quite strong. 

------------------------ 
'At this point the text returns to the verbatim transcript of the interview. 
It is also of interest that Sir Charles was awarded an OBE for his 
outstanding service while AQMG, 2nd Australian Corps. A copy of the full citation is attached, p. 2327 (RJ) 
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However we then had a problem because I, after Brigadier Legge had gone, had 

some things I had to get sorted out with the generals and the admirals, 

specially with General Kanda, who was their senior commander and remained their 

senior commander in spite of the protestations from the navy. The navy wanted 

to have their separate command; The army wanted their separate command, if 

necessary, but neither one wanted to be under the other: the naval officer 

commanding the whole lot, or army officer commanding the whole lot. But Savige 

had decided that Kanda, who'd taken the surrender as the senior officer, that 

he was the only one that I would acknowledge. So we had this never ending 

problem. All the time I was there, the navy kept petitioning to be allowed to 

have their own command. Well, that didn't suit us, so Kanda remained the only 

man that I dealt with in terms of the basic instructions that had to be given; 

One very humorous thing came at the start and this is where the interpreter 

problem arose, was over a list of instructions that I had. [I understand they 

were from the Australian Government.] One was to get the word of these admirals 

and generals as officers and gentlemen that they would not commit suicide; a 

crazy thing really, but it was on the list of instructions, and you've got to 

do as you're told. So the job with them was to try and communicate and then I 

found that these two interpreters had no chance of dealing with these Japanese. 

But I did find out through our intelligence people that they had a corps of 120 

young graduates who were very fluent in English. Don't forget this is where the 

invasion of Australia was going to take place from, from Buin Faisi. This is 

where the fleet that fought the Coral Sea battle was marshalled and went out to 

the Coral Sea battle. They had brought 120 of these highly trained young people 

for the invasion force. When you think of it it was good planning, because if 

they got to Australia and couldn't speak English, they could have had all sorts 

of problems. But they were very well prepared, including invasion currency, 

which I'll come to in a minute. But when I found they had these interpreters 

who started to become obvious in trying to sort out this impasse that we'd got, 

I then made the bold decision to borrow two of their interpreters. One of them 

was named Kuga: K U 13 A. He proved to be the best of them all. He became Man 

Friday almost around the place; He was so glad to get a feed too. Even our 

stale old stereotype rations, he still felt them better than what they were 

having, which wasn't much; 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 41 
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COURT He then said to me, "There's no such word as suicide." So I said, 

Wë1T look, as far as I'm concerned...." I made all the gesticulations I could, 

like cutting their throat and a few other things and eventually got the message 

across. He said, "Oh," he said, "I know what you mean;" So he then said to 

Kanda, "They want this undertaking [about suicide or the equivalent], as 

officers and gentlemen," and all of them started to laugh So you had to 

demonstrate your authority from the start and you had to put an end to that 
nonsense. Anyhow then I found that Kanda had a sense of humour because he said 
to Kuga, he said, "You tell Colonel Court that his government has been watching 

too many movies." They explained that really they were meaning hari karl, or 

one of the degrees of this; [I learnt] there's several degrees of these things, 
and not just one degree of this. They had their moment of relaxation and Kuga 

said, "The general said to tell you that we're as anxious to get home as you 

are." That put everything in a right light; Accidentally [because of this 
incident) I accepted that there was no problem, or going to be no problem from 
their side, bearing in mind at this stage of the day we were still brand new 

there; We decided, having looked at some of the nearby campsites, they were 

such dirty, smelly, stinky places that we'd stay on the beach because at least 

the beach was pretty clean; We had the sea there and a magnificent anchorage it 

was. 

So we decided that we'd put a perimeter around us and then I had a rather 

unusual experience because by this time the ice had been broken over this 

suicide thing and the bit of laughter that went with it; What he said about 
them being as anxious to get home as what we were, to my mind meant a lot; We 

brought down a lot of barbed wire with us, amongst other things. I don't know 

why we brought our weapons, because you just imagine if we'd had to use them 
with two machine guns, light machine guns at that, and ;303's, how effective 
they'd have been against this mob; So he said, "Where are you going to make 

your headquarters?" and I said, "Well I'm going to put it here and put a 
perimeter around here." I said, "We'll put the barbed wire around here, around 

us here, around this perimeter, and you'll have to observe certain very strict 

rules because anyone that steps inside that barbed wire will be dead, with no 

explanations at all. There can't be;" So he said, he was very respectful, he 
said, "Can I make a suggestion?" and naturally you listen. He said, "I wouldn't 

put the barbed wire out if I were you. I will give you an undertaking that my 

best personal troops will guard this perimeter. They won't be right on your 

perimeter, they won't be all that visible, but," he said, "I'll give you my 

personal assurance that they will [act as guards] on one condition that your 

troops do not move outside the perimeter [after dark] because," he said, "if 
I've got to deal with anybody that's trying to get into the perimeter, it would 

be fatal if one of your soldiers was outside of the agreed perimeter because 

anyone that tries to get in there will be death" Just repeating what I was 

saying; He said, "I know it might be a bit hard to understand but," he said, 
"I've still got a few fanatics here that don't understand that the war is over 

and [believe in] death before dishonour!" He was quite frank; It was quite an 
interesting conversation. By this time, of course, we had good interpreters; He 

said, "The mere presence of that barbed wire and the visual guns that you'll 
have there could trigger these fellows off and it might be, as much as I would 

be trying to control them, it might just be enough for them to make the 

attempt, but," he said, "I give you my personal assurance that the soldiers 
that I have there will be absolutely beyond question, but we'll have to agree 
on the boundary. Your soldiers will have to understand that If I'm going to be 

responsible for their safety, they can't move outside that after dark;" So it 

was sensible, and after all when you're Only just a little handful of men and 
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you've got thousands around you, It just makes good sense to be practical. The 

war was over, and we were testing them out really to see whether they had 

really surrendered in their heart and mind as well as technically and legally. 

I have to say that Kanda did everything superbly. He also honoured this 

arrangement about this perimeter protection. It was rather ironical that here 

we were, the war only recently finished, only a matter of a few days, two days, 

since the surrender and here we are virtually being guarded by our defeated 

enemy! But it made good sense and this is how we conducted this operation. They 

did all the work and they did exactly what they were told, when they were told, 

how they were told. 

There's quite a few things I could enlarge upon [for example], about their 

attitude towards their cruelly sick people, quite different to our attitude. 

But If you want to know about that I can tell you that next time, but he did 

his part. In fact to my embarrassment he gave me written in English a parchment 

to my commander commending rue as an efficient, conscientious officer, said all 

the nice things that I didn't want him to say, because I said to myself what do 

I do if I give this to Savige when I go back to Torokina? He'll think I've been 

too soft or something. Kanda I found years later thought that he was doing the 

courteous and proper thing and explained how I'd been very firm but very fair 

and so on. 

But just to finish off the story of Kanda, I should tell you about the invasion 

money. There were two things the Japanese didn't seem to want to come clean 

with. One was we knew they had some Formosans that were a workforce and they 

were very reluctant to pass up these Formosans. One of the things I had a 

direction was to get control of these Formosans very quickly and then to get 

them on to a boat, one of these small boats, and send them back to Torokina 

where they could be properly looked after, medically and otherwise. Of course 

Formosa is now what we know as Taiwan. They were a workforce; they weren't 

soldiers. It took me about the best part of three days to get them back. I 

found out why. It was because first of all they wanted to clean them up and 

give them some decent clothes, which they obviously had taken off some of their 

own soldiers, and then also to give us their pay books, and their pay books 

were all meticulously written up. Of course I couldn't read them because they 

were in Japanese or Chinese. Formosans would be Chinese, I suppose. But don't 

forget there was a 50 year occupation of Formosa by Japan. It was a benign 

occupation, not like the Japanese in Korea for instance, where there's great 

hostility. So you don't get the same resentment between Japanese and Taiwanese 

as you do between Koreans and Japanese. The Taiwanese have still got a very 

large number of people who lived during part of that 50 year occupation, and 

they in fact speak Japanese just as well as they do Chinese. So these people 

weren't in quite the same situation as say had they been real Chinese that had 

been brought down from mainland China. So we virtually, when we took them out 

of captivity and put them into our own possession, we sent them up to Torokina 

to get rid of them. 

The next problem I had was getting this invasion currency. They had these huge 

safes and they didn't want to give us the key to these safes. I realise their 

embarrassment, of course. That was all the invasion currency, but we had to 

insist on getting it. Perhaps I should have brought home a few bags full of 

that because I reckon it would be worth a bit of money today as a souvenir of 

the war. But they had these large sums of Invasion currency for the invasion of 

Australia. 
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RJ But was that a special currency? 

COURT Yes. 

RJ It wasn't Australian money or Japanese? 

COURT No, It was Invasion currency they called it, so that there'd be no 
ddUbt. But It was quite remarkable. I don't think the soldiers, when we 
eventually took some of It back to Torokina with us, I don't think they 
realised the historic value of it In years to come. They treated it as a bit of 
a joke at the time. 

However just before we finish today, and I'll tell you more about the surrender 
commission next time, because that became a very personal involvement with 
these people, and with Kanda. When we'd finished all the disarming and we'd 
split them up into different islands so that they wouldn't be able to join 
together in one big command, we got down to [only] the generals, and the 
admirals being left. I had agreed that they would go1on to a certain island and 
it was quite a small one, but big enough for them. I'd also agreed with them 
for the staff they were to have, a number of cooks [personal staff, etc. It 
was] quite humorous. They had a general who was in charge of all of their 
medical corps for the whole of their force there. I said to Kanda, "Well you 
won't need a doctor because this man is a doctor, although he's a general, and 
he's your top medical man," "Oh!" he said, "can't I have one doctor?" I said, 
"But he's the senior medical man. Surely he won't have anything else to do." 
"Oh," he said, "he's not a very good doctor. Can we just have one real doctor?" 
So I eventually agreed because there was no purpose otherwise and they selected 
a doctor who was obviously one they'd been used to. He was the rank of about a 
captain, I think. So they agreed on the doctor. They were given one 
orderly-cum-batman to look after them, cooks and things like that, very limited 
numbers, much less than they wanted, but the island wasn't all that big, and I 
didn't want to have too many on It for one thing, plus the fact that it wasn't 
my job to make them comfortable. So they had this modest force. Anyhow! 

We used to move the [daily quota of] troops at about three o'clock in the 
morning because you can imagine how hot it Is up there; it's stinking hot in 
the tropics. I used to go down there, by the time I thought that they were all 
[ready In] these barges. They had a few barges left of their own and I wanted 
them to use theirs and not our ships. If anything happened it was their problem 
not ours. They had a few of these rather clapped out barges and they used to 
load them to the gunnels. They'd be ready to go and I'd come down to check to see if everything was all right for that day's movement. It went like clockwork. They were so anxious to demonstrate how good they were. Really you 
couldn't get a sweat up, apart from the weather, of course, worrying about it. 
There was nothing to worry about, because you knew they'd be right there and 
they'd be on board and our soldiers would have ticked them off and got the numbers checked and so on Of course, don't forget by this time they had no weapons at all. They had nothing at all, just what they stood up in. 

But this day I went. down; I thought I'd better go down myself early, and I get 
down on to the beach where the only Japanese left apart from the surrender 
commission were the generals, the admirals and thei,r little bit of a staff.. I 
heard 'moaning and groaning and strange sounds going on. In the half dark It was 
chaos, absolute chaos, trying to take bits of equipment on the barges. They 
were arguing between themselves about who was going to have this and who was 
going to have that. Naturally each general would try to... an admiral, he'd try 
to take something more than he should be taking for his own personal comfort, 
because this was the finish;. Whatever they left there with was all they were 
going to get. So It got so bad and the time for embarkation was getting close. 
I had to send for Kanda and say to him, "Look up to date' the movements have ------- 
'An indication of the relationship with the Japanese is contained in a 
letter to Lt Col C W Court from members of the Japanese Surrender 
Commission dated 30 Sept. 1945, copy attached pp. 2330-2333 (RJ) 
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been first class, [clicks fingers] right on time, and very orderly and very 

well done, but look at this. The boat sails [taps watch] In ten minutes it 

sails, but look at this [shambles.] So you'd better do something about it 

because the boat's going to sail and whatever's not on that barge" (or two 

barges) "it won't be going." So he said - this is where again I saw his sense 

of humour. Through the interpreter he said, "Tell Colonel Court that I can 

shift the 17th Japanese Army like that [clicks fingers]." He said, "I can shift 

the 8th Imperial Japanese Fleet like that [clicks fingers]," he said, "but you 

ask Colonel Court whether he's tried to shift seventeen generals and fifteen 

admirals who've been used to giving orders and never receiving them?" I could 

see his problem and I walked away for a few minutes and let them sort 

themselves out and eventually we said, "Off you go and what you haven't got now 

you don't take." With their pots and pans and things they sailed into the 

distance. 

The next time I saw them, of course, was round on the island that they were 

going to spend the rest of their time until they went back to Japan. Then all I 

had left then were the members of the surrender commission. 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held at the Alexander 

Library Building on the 6th of December 1990. 

Sir Charles you were telling me last time how the Japanese were used as guards 

against their own troops. I wondered if they were actually armed. 

COURT They were for obvious reasons. You'll realise that when General 

Xanda and I had that discussion about our own security with our own little 

force on the beach and why it was agreed we wouldn't put out our barbed wire 

that the Japanese were still armed. We'd only been at Buin a matter of three or 

four hours, and we were getting ready while it was still daylight to be dug In 

ready for the night because you don't get much twilight in the tropics, so 

you've got to be ready for the night to fall. I wanted to make sure that we had 

our camp arrangements well and truly established and ready for any situation 

that we were going to try and counter if it arose, bearing in mind the first 

night I felt was the big test as to whether the Japanese had surrendered in 

their own heart and mind, or whether they still might have a few people around 

that would have this "death before dishonour" mentality. 

After that discussion with Kanda, which I accepted as a matter of good sense I 

thought at the time, we planned our camp accordingly. He then produced these 

guards of his. They were picked troops obviously and they had to be armed 

otherwise they couldn't cope with their own people who were all armed, bearing 

in mind every day we got a few more people disarmed. These clapped out old 

barges were going out into the middle of Buin Faisi Harbour and dumping 
ammunition, weapons, under supervision in this very deep water. It was a 
godsend that we had Buin Faisi with this magnificent harbour and such deep 

water. You could flick a stone off the beach where we were into 40 feet of 

water, so you can imagine what a godsend it was to the Japanese to be able to 
bring all their fleet into this lovely anchorage and have plenty of water for 
big ships, big battle ships that came in there originally, and at the same time 
not have the problems that we had, for instance, at Torokina, where it was a 

shocking harbour. Therefore it had to be accepted that the whole of their force 

was armed at that time and our job was to disarm them. So they, as a matter of 

good sense, had armed troops around us. It was quite laughable when you look 

back on it, but it was logical at the time. 

We had no incidents at all except one from one of the two interpreters I used. 

He had a much higher rank than the other interpreters. He must have had some 

special position and maybe that's one of the reasons why he was allocated to me 
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when I had to request two interpreters from them. Presumably he had this rank 
because he had some form of command over the other interpreters, or a part of 
them. It was quite high by comparison with the young ensign that I got most 
value out of. I think he was a lieutenant commander in naval rank. He 
misbehaved rather badly. I had a feeling that he was rather an arrogant sort of 
a person and was resentful deep down. You can only guess. You couldn't talk to 
the man apart from the formal translations that he was doing, which I assume he 
did well. I used to always have the ensign nearby. I felt I could trust him. He 
had a more open face and he had a more respectful type of approach. He gave the 
impression that he had accepted his position and was going to do the best job 
he could, whereas I always had this feeling about this fellow that he was just 
holding something back. 

Anyhow he did do something that I wasn't prepared to accept, so I sent him back 
to General Kanda with a note. They had these liaison officers that were 
appointed and I sent a message back to Kanda about the nature of the charge 
against this officer of his, which was witnessed by his officers and they were 
named and would he please take the necessary disciplinary action. You have to 
realise that we daresn't start taking disciplinary action because once you do 
that you take responsibility for their command and for their discipline and the 
next thing is that you're being asked to look after their wellbeing - food, 
medicine and the like, which we just weren't prepared to touch. We adopted the 
attitude that if they'd been able to survive while the war was on they could 
survive now. Kanda acknowledged the message (it was a very formal one, as you 
can imagine, because it was a military situation) and said that action would be 
taken. 

Three or four days later the officer came back with an escort, which was a very 
foolish thing of Kanda to do, but he sent him back assuring me that appropriate 
disciplinary action had been taken and I would have no further trouble with 
this officer. It was only a matter of another day and he did something worse. 
It wasn't all that serious, but you just couldn't tolerate any deviation at all 
in this critical situation. So this time I sent him back saying that he had 
offended again and I expected more severe disciplinary action to be taken. I 
thought that was the end of it, he wouldn't be silly enough to send him back 
again. All I got back from Kanda within an hour or two was a message just 
saying, "Message received. Strike Lieutenant Commander...." 
(whatever-his-name-Is) "off the roll." We had nominal rolls by this time, being 
prepared by the Japanese to be given to us as part of the basic records of the 
people that were being taken into captivity. We had people doing this sort of 
thing. They were meticulous in the preparation of them. That's all I got. I 
never saw the rolls and I wasn't interested at all, but that was the message, 
just to delete his name from the roll. So I assume he never got back to Japan, 
but that was not my business. I just had to get on with this rather 
extraordinary job. 

That's rather a long way of explaining why these guards around us, around this 
perimeter, had to be armed, not for us, but to protect us should any of their 
people be fanatical. I took one look at them - they were well spread by the way 
away from us, they weren't right on our perimeter. Tht would have been quite 
crazy. They were well—disciplined troops, obviously well trained and you felt 
surprisingly secure. Put it this way I wouldn't have liked to have been one 
trying to get through them. On the other hand 1 had to be very, very strict 
with our people. No—one wandering out just wanting to stretch their legs or 
some other silly thing: "We've got this deal on, you've got plenty of space, so 
remember once night comes that's that." That was honoured by both sides and we 
had no problem. 
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We also had to, of course, introduce some local rules about the respect by the 
Japanese soldiers of all ranks, to Australians. It was no good saying you do 
this to an officer and you don't have to do it to an NCO or something of that 
kind, because they had very much the same rules as us. So to make it easy we 
were all wearing slouch hats. At that time, of course, they were all turned 
down because of the sun and so on, but we were wearing slouch hats. We were 
very conspicuous compared with the Japanese with their particular head gear 
that you saw in those snaps that I showed you. The deal was done that the 
Japanese saluted any Australian wearing a slouch hat. Well we had to do 
something about that, bearing In mind we were all - the officers, we were 
wearing badges of rank at that time. It wasn't like when you were in the jungle 
during the war, but you were wearing badges of rank and it was too fine a line 
to draw to say, "Well if it's an officer you salute and if It's not you don't." 
So you couldn't go wrong if they saluted every Australian bearing in mind there 
were so few of us. 

RJ Flow many of you were there? 

COURT I forget the exact number. I could easily find out by some means or 
other, but as a guess I think all up, cooks and everybody, wouldn't have been 
more than 100, because we went down in two navy work boats, that's how few we 
were. 

RJ And how many Japanese, approximately? 

COURT Oh the original force was 20 000 and then they brought in another 
7M from Nauru and Ocean Island, they came there too. The 20 000 weren't 
there at the start because they were getting Japs out of Buka in the north and 
other parts and bringing them all down, some through Torokina, some through 
other places and concentrating on Bum. But the main force was already in Bum, 
both navy and army. In fact all the navy was there because this was part of the 
resentment, that the army felt they'd been protecting the navy by having to 
carry on the war to the bitter end, with limited supplies, whereas the navy 
having had all their ships sunk and brought all the equipment ashore they could 
from the bombed out ships and so on, that they'd more or less had it easy down 
there while the others were protecting the force. That was only part of the 
hostility between the navy and the army, and the hostility between the navy and 
army in the Japanese forces had to be experienced to be believed. 

END OF TAPE 41 SIDE B 
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COURT This disarming period was quite a circus in some ways; After a 

while when you got confidence in the forces around you and you saw that the 

command was working and so on, when I had to go to where we were putting 

Japanese on barges to go across to these islands and so on, it was too far to 

walk. They had a number of motor bikes and side cars which were quite humorous, 

and their senior officers used to get around in these side cars. They seemed 

silly at the time, but they were much more effective in the area than I thought 

they would be. Most of these motor bikes, by the way, were replicas of Harley 

Davidsons and things like that. The vehicles, the motor vehicles they had, they 

were all replicas of Dodges, Dodge trucks; So If I wanted to go from our little 

camp to a point that we'd set up as the staging point for assembling the Japs 

that had to be taken to islands, well I used to hop in the side car of this 

motor bike and this Japanese soldier would cheerfully drive me off. When I 

think back now they could have bumped any of us off at any time without any 

weapons at all, because even though we were armed you'd have been powerless 

against a number of them that had any Intentions to the contrary. Strangely 

enough after I got the first day or two over and we settled down to a routine, 

I never had any moments of anxiety at all. I used to have to move very freely 

amongst the units to have a look at the camps that had to be dismantled and 

inspect their so-called hospitals and their ammunition and equipment stores; 

We had a humorous experience there that rebounded on me, but one of the rules 

we laid down was that none of this equipment, especially the equipment that the 

intelligence people wanted to examine to see if there was anything we hadn't 

heard of before, none of it was to be given unless they got a written receipt 

from an [Australian] officer, bearing in mind there was a [Japanese] officer in 

charge of each of these depots so they could be reasonably expected to be able 

to determine who was an officer and who wasn't, and this seemed to be a logical 

order to give. But the joke was on me when I went down there a few days after 

and I found the guard religiously handing over a heap of these receipts - every 

time they changed the guard on the depots, handing over a group of these 

receipts which got bigger and bigger. As soon as I saw this I knew what I was 

in for and that was that, they'd be all phoney; typical Australian soldiers. 

When I read these they'd have, "You can go and get so-and-so," signed Bob 

Menzies, signed John Curtin, Ben Chifley, Mr Elder. Mr Dalgety got his share, 

and all of these well-known names back in [Australia ].There's quite a few from 

Kings Cross and a few other things like this; Of course, I laughed when I saw 

it, after I got over my Initial anger, because it was going to happen anyhow 

that these people, these chaps, were wanting to get binoculars and all sorts of 

things like that, to take back as souvenirs; So we sorted that one out, but 

that was on us. You couldn't blame them really; There would be very, very few 

of the Japanese that could speak English, and read English, and they couldn't 

always hustle up an interpreter. My chaps working in those areas, they would 

not have an interpreter with them unless they had a particular mission that 

involved an interpreter. 

RJ So are you saying you closed a blind eye to that? 

COURT Well there was nothing I could do about It, but we did have a 

sorting out in our unit ranks and in our own camp about these things. We had no 

trouble after that. I just had to make it clear that if we wanted to be 

respected and we wanted to get them [the Japanese] to honour their part of the 

deal, we in turn had to play fair and do it straight down-the-line. I might add 

that quite a few of those weapons and souvenirs were taken by the crews of the 

two naval vessels that waited for a day or two just to make sure that we had 

established ourselves and we didn't want them on standby in case we had to make 

a quick getaway, not that we could have done much about it; The arrangement was 
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they would stay there for 48 hours and then when we felt we got well 

established then they could go. But we found that they had taken some rather 

critical equipment and we had to take a very firm stand with the commanders of 

those two naval vessels (bear in mind they were only in glorified launches) and 

get them to bring that equipment back on to the beach. It caused a bit of 

feeling, but you can't mess about with these things. In a critical situation 

like that it could easily blow up in your face. You've just got to be on top of 

it all the time. 

RJ Sir Charles, just to get a picture of the amount of combat service 

you saw before, of course, this episode that you speak of. You're going to 

check for me when you would have arrived in New Guinea and then Bougainville, 

but it was in 1945, and we have the surrender of the Japanese in August 1 45. In 

that time just how much actual combat did you see? 

COURT Well practically the whole of that time for the reasons I gave you 

earlier because of this rather strange situation with General Savige, 

practically the whole of that time I was in the operational areas and very 

little time in the base area. 

Rd It's one thing to be in the operational area, it's another one to 

fire a gun, because you were after all a staff officer. How much actual 

fighting were you involved in? 

COURT Well I was not an infanteer in the ordinary way that you would be 

commanding a company or commanding a battalion or anything of that kind, but 

the very nature of the work that I was doing, gave me a rather closer 

Involvement than normally would have been the case, for which I was grateful, 

because when I went to a brigade or to a battalion, when I went to Stevenson's 

brigade, I went to Potts's brigade, or I went down to General Bridgeford's 

division, it was very hard for people to realise how small is the area in which 

[jungle] operations are taking place, unlike the desert or in conventional 

warfare, say, where you are operating in built-up cities, where you'd have roads 

and big distances to be covered. You're dealing in yards. Say you're on the 

Numa Trail. Well the Numa Numa Trail was a very narrow one. It was the top of a 

razorback actually. As was often the case whoever commanded that, of course, 

commanded the main means of communication from A to B. So whether you liked it 

or not you were pretty close to the action. 

It so happened that by this very circumstance and the nature of the work that I 

was doing for Brigadier Garrett and for General Savige that I was quite often 
with a company when they were actually engaged with the Japanese. It gave me a 
certain amount of satisfaction that I had actually been there when things were 

happening and when you had to actually use your own weapons. Normally, of 

course, an officer would be carrying a pistol, and would not be carrying a 

rifle. But first of all you didn't take your pistol with you if you had any 

sense, and secondly you had to be seen to be with a rifle or whatever you were 

doing at that particular time because you were more concerned about looking 

like one of the troops than you were looking like an officer who was a leader 

who should be La prime target to be] bumped off. 

This is where I found it very difficult with Brigadier Arnold Potts. Arnold 

Potts was a great soldier In two world wars and one of those who had been made 

something of a scapegoat over the Kokoda Trail, which was very sad because 

Potts was a man of great courage and I think a sort of born soldier. Although 

he was a civilian soldier I think he was a born soldier. It was in his make-up 

to be able to respond to that sort of situation. But he had this extraordinary 

characteristic that he had no fear. Now unlike Denzil MacArthur Onslow, who was 

quite a different sort of a man, who I was very friendly with, both during part 

of the war and afterwards, Potts had a contempt for those who did have fear and 
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that can be quite cruel. Denzil MacArthur Onslow, on the other hand, I'm quite 

certain had no fear, but he understood other people having fear. I was very 

fond of Denzil MacArthur Onslow. It used to worry me about Potts. Potts being a 

Western Australian and he had his own little private war with General Savige 

and quite often I was the meat In the sandwich, because Savige used to say: 

"You Western Australians all stick together." Then I'd be sent off to go and 

sort something out between them. The details of it doesn't matter, but it was 

quite foolish of the Brigadier to be taking such a defiant line. 

For instance there was a very strict policy about casualties at that time, 

because the Australian Army and the Australian Government was trying to 

restrict the casualties in these holding areas like Bougainville. Let's face it 

we were holding an enemy. We weren't pursuing an enemy to eliminate him because 

he was going to go on to somewhere else if we hadn't; it was containing that 

particular enemy at the minimum cost. Most of the formations, Brigadier 

Stevenson, General Bridgeford, they accepted the policy of their commander, 

their corps commander, who was Savige, and you can fight a war on the basis 

that you can control, to a certain extent, casualties. You can't predict, of 

course, something that flares up like Slaters Knoll, where we finished up 

killing hundreds of Japanese. I'm sure they never allowed for that in their 

battle plans. We never allowed for so many Japanese to be killed in such a 

confined space in such a short time. So you can't predict those things, but you 

can have a type of battle plan, an operational plan, which does minimise your 

casualties. 

But Arnold, he always wanted to go out and look for the enemy. It's not very 

easy to find an enemy in the jungle when they melt into the jungle and they 

don't have big forces. History will show that when they were operating in that 

northern command that Potts had, and which Stevenson took over (or the other 

way round, I forget which) that it was an amazingly few people, few Japanese, 

well trained, that kept a whole brigade not only on its toes, but actually with 

casualties out of proportion to the gains we were making. So you can see when 

you went up there in the middle of these things, you got involved whether you 

liked it or not. It was the sensible thing to do anyhow. I'm sure I wouldn't 

have been welcome the second time If I hadn't have conformed, because take 

Brigadier Stevenson. John Stevenson was a fine man. He wa's always ready. When 

you went with him say to one of the companies, one of the battalions, as the 

case may be, he was just as ready for action as any of the soldiers there. 

But just to give you an example. When I was with Arnold Potts this day, he 

wasn't in a very good mood because I'd had to talk to him on behalf of the 

corps commander. It's very difficult for a lieutenant colonel talking to a very 

senior brigadier with a lot of battle experience to try and get him to accept a 

message from the corps commander. In his heart he knows he's got to take the 

message, although you're much junior to him. But we were going between two 

company areas and this was an area where they'd cleared the road sufficiently 

and been able to put corduroy track down so that they could use jeeps. That was 

a tremendous breakthrough, [limited though they were] because otherwise 

everything had to be carried, physically carried by the men. If you could get a 

jeep through there, at least it carried a reasonable weight of ammunition or 

other equipment and It was much easier than having to do it by manpower. 

Well on this particular occasion, we were going ahead of these jeeps that were 

going to come through from A to B, and there was Brigadier Potts, there was 

myself and there was Brigade Major McConachle; a very fine soldier. I'd been on 

a course with McConachie earlier in the war and he was a dour sort of a fellow, 

but a very efficient operator, and the ideal foil for Arnold. He was just a 

very dour, capable fellow that was a person who could offset the ruggedness and 

the aggressiveness of Arnold Potts. Pottsie, with his usual swagger, he was a 

lovable person if you got sweet with him. You get very sensitive, especially 
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when you're a little bit nervous and frightened. I heard what was obviously a 
safety catch or something, just a tiny little thing. These were well—trained 
troops. There was a section of about, in addition to McConachie, Potts and 
myself, there would have been five in this section of infanteers that were 
detailed to go from A to B with us. We did all the right drill that is laid 
down and I think did it pretty well, except Pottsie. Arnold went straight on 
and had some rather rude things to say about us, were we frightened or 
something? Anyhow McConachie and I, we weren't very impressed. We did our stuff 
and when the drill had been finished and we were quite certain that we had 
cleared the area so that any enemy that might have been there had gone, the 
extraordinary thing is that they never ever bumped off Arnold Potts who'd have 
been a sitting shot and was obviously the commander, because he insisted on 
being identified. 

So we then got up and went through to the next company, by which time he'd got 
there, on his own. That makes you mad because it sets a bad example to the 
troops, you see. He said, "I told you there was nothing there." At that second 
the two jeeps that were coming up in the same space between the two companies 
(if you can imagine something a bit more than 100 yards In this clearing, in 
this very narrow clearing) the first jeep was blown up and both soldiers 
killed. Of course McConachie In his dour way reminded his brigadier: "That's 
where we were." Now we can only assume the Japanese had decided to.... that 
they knew these jeeps were coming and that they decided to give us a false 
sense of security and we went through unharmed. But I only tell the story, not 
because of that incident so much as the fact that this was typical of the 
characteristic of Arnold Potts, who I really believe was a man without fear, 
but he was inclined to be a bit contemptuous about others. McConachie and I 
only did what was right and what the soldiers would have expected us to do, and 
would want us to do, because don't forget their lives were involved too. But he 
didn't look at it that way. 

I was always very fond of him. I became very friendly with him after the war 
when he stood for Parliament. He stood for the Country Party when Gordon Freeth 
stood for the Liberal Party, but that's not what we're talking about now. But I 
just give that incident, That's the sort of situation where you get involved 
even though my normal position I wouldn't have been there, except if I'd gone 
up to a formation, like say Bridgeford's division or Potts's brigade or 
Stevenson's brigade. You wouldn't have got past their base anyhow. But I was 
fortunate that I was able to get involved In It. 

When I went down to Bridgeford's division, his senior staff officer was Frank 
Hassett, Lieutenant Colonel Frank Hassett, and he'd been one of my instructors 
at the course I was on at Duntroon, the junior wing of the staff college. He 
eventually became, after the war, the Chief of the General Staff, [Lieutenant 
General] Sir Frank Hassett. Time marches on and it's amazing what ranks some of 
these people got to and what positions they got to, but he was a very fine 
officer. When I went down there we used to move about much more freely because 
of the way that I was taught to do it and the way I preferred to do it Instead 
of just staying at the divisional headquarters, we used to go further forward. 
Usually I used to go with Frank Hassett, because it was an unusual situation 
bearing in mind that I was AQ4G which is the Assistant Quartermaster General, 
where you're normally concerned about more of the maintenance side of the 
division or the corps as the case may be. But It suited me very well that after 
Savige got over the Initial shock of having me there, through Garrett and 
himself I used to get quite a few of these jobs of taking quite delicate 
messages to the commanders: Bridgeford in one case, Potts or Stevenson in the 
other. I used to take it very seriously. It did have the benefit that it put me 
further forward than otherwise I would have been. I wasn't very keen on being a 
staff officer. I think I told you I always wanted to be an infanteer anyhow. 
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I know we're back to front, but we were talking about the surrender thing. 

There were two things, or a number of things. I don't think I told you about 

their health arrangements. 

RJ No. 

COURT I was to see suffering like I'd never seen it before. They had 

literally hundreds of people in these so-called hospitals. They were nothing 

more than just bush sheds and quite primitive ones at that. Lots and lots of 

them, and there were hundreds and hundreds [of patients]. These were people 

that we would regard as being seriously ill, critically Ill, at death's door. 

Their officers would come into these bush shed things and bark out a command 

and these poor sick people would try and sit to attention. I had to do 

something about it. I didn't in front of their men because once you start to 

interfere there you run this grave risk of them saying, "Well it's all yours." 

We had to be very strict that they were responsible for everything. But I did 

have a conference with Kanda over this, because these people were pathetically 

sick. He had his senior medical officer there, a major general. He got him to 

answer the questions. I said, "We view very seriously this question, because 

there is this question of the friendly power watching to see that we don't 

transgress as you people transgressed when you had our prisoners of war, so we 

want to know what you're going to do about these people because we wouldn't 

tolerate the conditions under which they're living and you've got plenty of men 

around that could do something to make them more comfortable and so on. It's 

not for me to be concerned, but we believe for humanitarian reasons that you 

should do something better than they've got," bearing in mind, of course, they 

were going to be shifted in a few days over to these [little] islands. The 

response I got was a shock at the time. It no longer shocks me, but at the time 

it was a shock, when this senior medical officer said, "Well our attitude to 

this, of course, is the reverse of yours. You're saying, 'You should succour 

the sick,' we have to quite realistically say, 'We've got to succour the fit.'" 

He then went on to explain: "We haven't got any medicine that matters at all. 

We have no drugs for anti-malaria or anything like this." He said, "We have 

very little left by way of medicine. We have very limited food, which you have 

to ration. Now if we do what you're saying is your normal policy, we'd finish 

up having the whole force sick. We might keep some of these people alive a 

little longer, but we'd finish up having hundreds and maybe thousands of men 

who would become just as sick as they are." Now the logic of it I couldn't 

argue against, because we weren't prepared to have ships coming down every day 

with huge quantities of food and medicine and that sort of thing because that 

was part of the deal; they were on their own. We were going to help them when 

they got on to the islands to get vegetables growing, they could take over 

plants from the main island over to these little islands, but we weren't going 

to get involved. They could go out fishing and help that way, but we weren't 

going to get involved in accepting the responsibility even for a part ration, 

because once you accepted a responsibility for part ration you virtually opened 

the door for the lot. You became responsible. So that was the deal and that, I 

believe, was quite a fair and proper way. 

They did Stop this business of walking into a ward, for the want of a better 

name, and having this sitting to attention business, with men that just 

couldn't literally struggle to sit up. They did increase the number of people 

who could give these fellows a drink of water or something of that kind. There 

was nothing else for them. But they were pathetically sick. 
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Then the next test came, of course, when w e had to shift the sick with the 

others over to the islands. The sequence was that they would get fit men over 

on to those islands to do all the chores and prepare for the sick men to come 

over. By the way they wouldn't have given a thought to this because they'd 

accepted the fact a lot of these were going to die anyhow. So we worked out 

this rough plan for them to implement. 

END OF TAPE 42 SIDE A 
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COURT The idea was that we would make sure that these barges with these 

sick people on went before first light so that most of the voyage, which was 

quite a long one in these clapped out old barges, was in the cool of the day. 

We didn't have enough navigation [aids] for them to go at night otherwise I 

would have arranged for them to go at night. But then I asked them what they 

were going to do about the stretchers and other things for these people on 

these barges. I could have really ignored it, but I just felt that we at least 

had to know, at least had to ask the question in case Australia was challenged 

by a friendly power for not having done the right thing. They weren't going to 

do anything. They weren't going to put up any shelters, any.... They were just 

going to lay them in the bottom of these barges and off they'd go, and by the 

time they got there the sun would have been well and truly up and I don't think 

they'd have even bothered about orderlies to give them water and that sort of 

thing. So we had to lay down minimum conditions, that the best we could do was 

for them to get branches of trees, of which there were plenty around there, of 

course, and give them a little bit of shelter and have provision for water, so 

at least they could get drinks of water on the way across, and that they had to 

have some orderlies that were trained medical orderlies with them. Again it was 

really none of my business, but having seen these hospitals, so-called 

hospitals, I just didn't want it on my conscience that we didn't do anything 

about it. 

So I went down on the morning when these [sick men] were to be moved, the big 

lot. We decided to concentrate the movement after we got the place prepared by 

them on the islands they were going to. I was appalled. They'd been there all 

night. Just as a matter of convenience they'd put them on the beach overnight. 

You can imagine the number that were dead already. They hadn't bothered about 

any comforts for them at all. They were more concerned about getting the 

hospital area clean so they could clean them up by burning and comply with the 

rules to clean up their camp sites, because they were in a filthy condition. 

Here they were, these people. It was pathetic. There was no way we could handle 

them, of course. I couldn't tell which were doctors and which were orderlies 

and so on. So there was quite a commotion over that, the ruthless way they 

handled these people. 

Then by this time they had rigged up some sort of rough stretchers in these 

barges so that they could go over in reasonable comfort and they had branches 

of the trees with plenty of leaves on them, so that they could at least cover 

them or wave them to give them a bit of comfort. What they did after the barges 

got away from the shore I wouldn't know, but at least we did our best to show 

that we cared, and we wanted them to care. But I still had these words ringing 

in my ears, that: "You succour the sick; we have to succour the fit." 

I do believe that that was a reflection of the Japanese mentality at that time. 

It wouldn't be today, but it was at that time, although I've seen traces of 

that In recent time, when friends of mine that I've made in Japan amongst 

senior Japanese have been sick and in hospital. I won't go into that at the 

moment, but I've been rather disturbed at the indifference they have to a 

person who is holding a high position, all of a sudden doesn't hold that high 

position, he's retired or semi-retired and he's in hospital, and they couldn't 

understand why I was interested in his health. But I think basically they have 

changed to this very tough stance they took on the island. 

One of the other incidents that I thought I should tell you about because it 

gave me tremendous pride in the Australians, bearing in mind that these 

soldiers I had they weren't mine, they were just taken from one of the 

battalions, and they had to, through their officers and NCO's, work with me on 
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this assignment. I couldn't fault them; they were absolutely superb the way 

they responded. But I told you about the kerosene refrigerator we had. Typical 

Australian scrounging, but we had it. These were marvellous if you knew how to 

work them, if you got them to work. They usually worked not at all, or they 

worked to excess. You had to have a nicety of judgment with these things. 

Anyhow we had a chap that seemed to make this work pretty well. When I went 

down to a barge just to check on how the loading was going for the day, the 

loading of the ammunition.... See the [Japanese] soldiers when they were taken 

[in daily quotas] to these islands around Bum, they went early in the morning, 

but of course there was still a big contingent left to unload ammunition. We 

had to get the bulk of that dumped into the sea, guns and all that sort of 

thing. We did nothing physically at all, they had to do that. So we had to 

regulate the movement of troops to keep plenty of manpower there to do all this 

heavy lifting and so on. Well It was pretty hot work and It went on during the 

day, throughout the day, because we wanted to get it over. 

I remember this day, it was about midday when I went down, and oh it was pretty 

hot. I get there and I find all the Japanese [unarmed, of course], that were 

supposed to be loading this barge, standing there, with our troops. They [the 

Australians] had their weapons when they were supervising these working 

parties, of course, so our troops were there with their .303 rifles standing 

around waiting. The Japanese working party were all sitting on the gunnels of 

this barge drinking our water, out of our fridge. Well I really blew my top! I 

was so angry about it. I got hold of the troops (there were about six of them 

there supervising this working party) and I really used some strong language. I 

said, "You realise what these bastards were doing to our troops on the [Burma] 

railway and all of these things. These are their brothers. These were the 

fellows that we were fighting in the jungle a week ago." Using every trick in 

the book, and so on, and really laid it down. The sergeant in charge, he said, 

"Oh, don't be too hard on the miserable little bastards. Look at the condition 

they're in!" I was pretty angry: "Who won the war?" Our chaps really got a few 

phrases I'd never heard before! 

But anyhow I walked away and when I got away a little while I said [to myself], 

"Better watch yourself Charlie." I felt mighty proud of those blokes. It wasn't 

so long, it wasn't so many days when..., and these fellows were infanteers, 

they had been right in the jungle and doing the real jungle warfare stuff. Here 

they were so soon after that able to look at these fellows as fellows that 

obviously weren't well fed, and some of them quite a bit sick, and still doing 

their best to lump cases of ammunition or guns or whatever it might be. It was 

a reflection of the Australian character somehow or other, that they could be 

so compassionate in a rough and ready sort of way, so soon after the 

hostilities had ended. It taught me a lesson, but the ships got loaded and I 

never interfered any more. I used to go round but I never interfered any more, 
but I noticed they didn't get so much of our iced water in future. But if it 

was just giving them water, it was one thing, but water out of our fridge, such 
as it was! Of course, they used to [air] drop our butter and our meat and 

things like that and that's what the fridge was for. It made good sense to have 
a bit of water in there. There was nothing else [drinkable]. We couldn't have 

anything to drink other than that, because we weren't sufficiently well 

established to set up facilities for canteen and all that sort of stuff. 

RJ How much compassion did you feel when you saw what you saw? I mean 

that hospital, not that it was a hospital, but that situation you saw. Let's 

start at the beginning. With the end of the war, what was your feeling of the 

Japanese, and then when you saw them like this what were your feelings? 

------------------------ 
The quota of troops would move at first light and the barges would get back 

empty to supplement those dumping ammunition, guns, equipment throughout the 
day (CC). 
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COURT Well when the war ended, of course, there was a feeling of relief 

but one of great bitterness, because we had a good coverage of the stories of 

the brutality of these people towards our own soldiers and other soldiers, and 

to civilians for that matter. So we had a great degree of bitterness coupled 

with relief. The first... 

RJ Any hate? 

COURT Yes there was. You'd be quite unreal if you said there wasn't any 

hate. I remember when Brigadier Legge took me down to advise Kanda that I'd 

been appointed to do this job of disarming, he was in charge of the base sub 

area around where Savige's headquarters was at Torokina. He went down with me 

just to do the formalities and then get on the launch and go back again. He was 

only there about an hour, because it was just a matter of establishing that I 

had the responsibility and that I was "real" from the corps commander. Only 

being a lieutenant colonel and then having seventeen generals and fifteen 

admirals, it might have been construed as a bit of an insult to them to send 

such a comparatively junior person down. But Brigadier Legge made that very 

clear that whatever I did, I did In the name of General Savige, and there was to 

be no misunderstanding about that. So that part was over The soldiers, I 

think, would have had the same feeling as me: bitterness, a degree of hatred, 

but a degree of relief. I think they probably felt, as I did, a certain amount 

of honour that they'd been selected to do this rather delicate job which was to 

test out whether the main force had surrendered [and then supervise the 

disarming]. Anyhow I don't think I could explain it any more than that. 

RJ But then when you actually saw these men and the conditions that 

they were living in and their own condition when it came to health and so on, 

did you find your feelings change? 

COURT My feelings didn't change towards Japanese, but it was a natural 

compassion for people that were suffering. I could do nothing about it. I must 

admit I had got my mind conditioned to the fact that I wasn't to do anything 

about it. I must not succumb to trying to do anything because any little bit 

would have been disastrous and I'd have been committing us to something that we 

couldn't honour. So we just had to tough it out and I accepted the fact that if 

the war hadn't have ended when it did, their soldiers would have still been in 

the jungle. They'd have fed them somewhere or other; they'd have found 

ammunition for them; they'd have found all of those things. These people would 

have still gone on either dying or living as the case may be. That was the 

thing that I had to impress on the troops that were with me, that we could very 

easily still be in the jungle, so you can't have any compassion for two 

reasons. One you can't do anything about it. See don't forget we were 100 miles 

by sea from our own forces, maybe a bit more, so there was nothing we could do 

about it. Also, if we'd have given them everything we had of our own hard 

rations, it would have solved nothing. So really we were practising what they 

were talking about succouring the fit. We kept ourselves fit. We had to be fit 

for these few days that we were down there, about sixteen altogether, before 

the job was finished and was handed over ironically to Arnold Potts. He was 

sent down as the brigadier to take charge of a garrison force for these troops, 

that by this time had been spread all over the islands around there [and all 

Japanese disarmed] 

Perhaps if I can give you a picture of this huge stretch of water which is the 

Buin Faisi Harbour; a magnificent harbour. You can't imagine anything better 

from a military point of view, with this deep water all around there, 

particularly as it was all sheltered. The entrance into the harbour from the 

western side was so narrow that their naval guns didn't have to have 

instruments on their sights. They had just open sights, because any 

sophisticated type of sights would have been useless anyhow, because it was 
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just open sights and anything going through there just had to pass between the 

guns on either side. But round it were a number of islands: the Fauro Islands, 

and the Shortland Islands. I think you'll identify them on the nap. They're 

quite small but they're covered in vegetation and they were big enough, of 

course, to put quite a lot of troops [on each]. We tried to get them into 

groups of about 1200 without any particular command, so that we really 

destroyed their command [system] by having groups of troops in numbers rather 

than being the 'X' Unit or the 'Y' Unit, or something [like that]. So we had to 

go into these islands round there and make our own inspection. Also there was 

still some natives, some indigenous natives of Bougainville In that area. We 

were anxious to get the Japanese off the main island of Bougainville so the 

natives could get back into there safely. That meant we had to make sure we got 

all the natives off these little islands, so that there was no conflict between 

the two, for reasons I'll give you in a minute. But also we had to formally 

take possession of these places. So it was arranged that with some of their 

surrender commission and always with their commander, Ikegami, that we would go 

on to these islands and we'd go through the motions of planting the flag to let 

them know that the Australians were back in command. 

I always used to make sure that Ikegami went with me because he was the most 

senior of them and also he was a very intelligent sort of a person. We went 

ashore on one of these islands there and out of the jungle came a chief and his 

natives; not a lot of them, but they came to greet us. We had our Australian 

flag, a tattered old thing it was too, worse for wear, but still it sufficed. 

This old chap lined up his natives, and they then proceeded to sing God Save 

King (because it was God save the King in those days) In their own quaTht wa. 

The few soldiers that were with me, they were a bit embarrassed. Australian men 

generally can be very shy and very easily embarrassed. I was a little bit taken 

aback by this. That wasn't so bad, but what really shocked us and shamed us was 

when they burst into the second verse. The interesting thing was that they'd 

retained this all that time and their loyalty had still remained although they 

must have had a very bad time during the whole of the war, bearing in mind this 

island of Bougainville and all the islands around it had been occupied by the 

Japanese. Anyhow it was just an interesting little episode for myself and the 

little handful of troops. 

Of course the joke of that was we had to go and do all these ceremonial type of 

things just to formally retake possession. We used to have to use one of these 

clapped out old Japanese barges to do the trip, because we at that stage didn't 

have any. We eventually got some launches down that we were able to use and 

that made it much better. 

RJ Any resistance then of those locals to leave the islands and move 

to Bougainville? 

COURT No, no. They were very anxious to get back to their own islands, 

but we couldn't let them back on to the Bougainville Island proper until we'd 

got the Japanese off it and in the process got them to clean and where possible 

to burn and fumigate by one means or another, the campsites. They were in a 

terrible condition. 

RJ But In what way? Does that mean they were an unclean people or what 

are you saying? 

COURT No, they were In such a bad condition. They hadn't been resupplied 

properly for months and months. The fact that they fought so tenaciously to the 

end is indicative of their national pride and determination. It became very 

obvious how little resupply they'd had, and you can understand why they were 
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jolly glad to get home and you can also understand Kanda's remarks when he was 
asked whether on their word as officers and gentlemen they wouldn't commit 
suicide, which eventually (I explained to you) we had to sort that out. 

RJ Yes, you did. 

COURT But it became quite obvious to me that they were just as anxious to 
get home as I was - thank goodness, because it made the job much easier. 

RJ So once you'd moved to those islands what was your role? 

COURT Well then my role was to get the islands ready for the brigade 
commander, that was Brigadier Potts who was appointed to do the job, to come 
down and become the garrison. It was a crazy order that was given I understand 
from Australia, that there had to be a brigade garrison. See they probably 
looked at the numbers and said, "Well there's 20 000 plus 7 000: that's 27 000. 
You'll have to have an appropriate force." But what they didn't understand was 
the fact that first of all they'd been broken up. They didn't have any more 
command situation like brigades or equivalent thereof, regiments and the like. 
Their officer command had been reduced to the minimum and most of their more 
senior officers had been concentrated anyhow, so that they weren't able to give 
that leadership that was necessary. In any case with all the leadership in the 
world they couldn't have done a damn thing. If they'd have tried to swim back 
to Japan, the sharks would have got them anyhow. You've never seen so many 
sharks in all your life as around there. They could fish and make their own 
little Improvised craft, they had little rafts, all sorts of Improvisation. I 
think I explained to you how they built these jetties. It was quite fascinating 
to watch them improvise, because we weren't going to give them any equipment, 
but they had to have those little wharves done ready for the great Pottsie to 
come down and take over, you see. 

So I had to stay and do all that. So whilst we were tapering off the disarming 
and the movement of their troops, I had to also get them moving on these little 
islands, the mass of little islands, to get them to have each command, each 
little command on that island, working and they also had to get back to the 
main island and get some food, because they had a lot of vegetable gardens 
there, a lot of taro; we call it sweet potato, I think. Also they had to bring 
plants over and grow them there. That's very quick growing, thank goodness. 
They had to organise fishing and the like, so as to feed themselves. One of the 
things, of course, was to make it possible for the new commander [Brigadier 
Potts] to go from island to island to island to have a look at his command. 

Eventually the Australian Government had a bit of sense, or I don't know 
whether Savige might have overridden it, but to send a brigade down there when 
you're talking about 3 000 men would have been crazy because they had to be 
fed and they had to have medicine, they had to have all of these things 
because we couldn't just send a force down there and forget about them, like we 
could the Japanese. So you'd have had a tremendous shipping problem to keep 
them properly fed down there and hospitalised where necessary, evacuated. 
You'll always get people getting sick and Injured and so on. So they broke that 
down to really.... I think it probably finished up with about an under—strength 
battalion. There was nothing to do except make sure that there was still some 
Japanese left! 

Rd For an ignoramus, how many in a battalion? 

COURT Oh well, of course, they're never the same, but in round figures 
you're talking anything to 800 men, 900 men. The formations change from time to 
time. They went up and they went down, but they were never up to strength. As 
fast as you got them up to strength there was somebody died or got sick or 
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something, so you're reinforcing all the time. I would imagine, I could easily 

find out, but I Just should imagine that Pottsie probably had about 600 men 

down there. 

Well then we had the circus of the big handover from me to Potts, because these 

people had grown up with me for three weeks then, you see. I was the only 

senior officer that they saw apart from this little handful of soldiers of 

mine. So I was in and out of these units all the time and I became pretty well 

known to them. But I then had to do a big build up to tell Kanda and all his 

people that Potts was coming. I remember giving him a great build up. I'm just 

trying to think of the name of the great soldier the Japs had in Singapore. I 

think he was called the Singapore Tiger or something of that kind. I just 

forget it, but even the allies knew about it. He was the fellow that was the 

glamour soldier. You always get these fellows, like you had Montgomery on our 

side and you had other people who had a name that became synonymous with 

toughness and aggressiveness and so on. Anyhow this fellow, I think his name 

was something like the Singapore Tiger or something of that kind, became a bit 

of a legend in their forces and also with us too. So I had to try and get the 

message across to these people. I said, "You know this Brigadier Potts is 

coming down. He's one of our greatest, toughest soldiers," you see. I said, 

"You know this man," and I mentioned the name of this chap, Singapore Tiger, 

whatever his name was. I said, "You know what reputation he has amongst your 

soldiers, well Brigadier Potts is exactly the same in the Australian Army. He's 

the one Australian we can't convince the war's over." [Laughs] I built up this 

great story, this tough fellow was going to come down, because Pottsie when he 

was swaggering around, he could look pretty tough too. 

So we had the big handing over ceremony. He came down. I came down [originally] 

with these little stinky work boat things. He came down on the Diatlientina, 

which you probably remember was at Fremantle here for donkey's yeart after the 

war doing survey work. Well that came up to us just before the end of the war 

as a spanking new frigate, and was our pride and joy. So it was a lovely ship 

to be used for the surrender and it was a lovely ship to be used to bring Potts 

down. I remember when it steamed into Buin Faisi it looked magnificent as it 

came in between these two heads and steamed through there [claps hands] and 

then had to go right around to where Potts's new headquarters was, and that was 

a tricky bit of navigation. But it was a good introduction. 

So the next day I then decided was a good day for me to take my old friend 

Arnold around, and I'd told him about this build up. I said, "Now don't let me 

down, because they probably think I'm a bit of a softy because we've had to do 

this sort of thing as being purely a work party job, but now you're the 

commander of the garrison. We'll go and see Kanda first, and the generals and 

[admirals]. They're all on the one island." 

END OF TAPE 42 SIDE B 
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COURT I'll just refresh my memory on this but I think the little island 

we put them on was called Sumanso. The little recreation island we had off the 

Bougainville coast up near Porton Plantation was Saposa, S A P 0 S A, I think 

it is. But this was Sumanso. It was a dirty, stinky little island too. But 

still that was to be their home for a while. We saw them first and Pottsie was 

pretty good there. The generals and admirals were all lined up, and he walked 

past them and gave them that steely eye that he could give them, and he had a 

few words to say which were duly translated; Then we went to the next place 

where these wharves had been built up, little jetties, for this launch that had 

been specially sent down for Pottsie. I used to go ashore on a rowing boat in a 

dinghy. We had a launch by that time to take me in as close as you could go on 

these little islands. Then the last part you either waded or you went in these 

dinghies. Quite unceremonious I might add. You had to walk the last few yards 

in the water and try to keep your dignity at the same time. [By the time Potts 

arrived we had jetties at each island.] 

Anyhow the first of these we went to, it was quite an impressive parade they 

had. What I'd said had obviously sunk in. So I thought this Is good stuff. 

Potts and I were very friendly, and I said, "This is your big moment Arnold." 

He went up and down these troops that were lined up and they were putting on 

their best show. When it was all over he must have thought he was inspecting 

Australians because he said to the commander (there happened to be a naval 

commander at this particular Island) he said, "Good showl Good showl" [Laughs] 

I could have shot him. You know in a very friendly way, just like he'd been 

inspecting one of his own battalions and his own brigade, when they'd had a 

good parade, you know: "Good show." 

Anyhow we went away and I realised then that Arnold was completely relaxed. 

There was no reason why he shouldn't have been really, but I felt it was 

desirable that he got off on the basis that he was one our toughest fighting 

soldiers there was, and it probably saved him a lot of heartburns. 

[I returned to Torokina in state on the Diarnentina.J 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander 

Library Building on 17th of December 1990. 

Sir Charles it's still not clear to me from what you said last time just how 

much direct action you saw; it sounds very much by accident. But did Charles 

Court ever kill an enemy? 

COURT I gathered when we were talking about this last week that you were 

worried about this as to how a staff officer landing into a campaign like 

Bougainville could have seen so much action, because normally staff officers 

are not famous for being where the action Is. It worried me a bit that you 

seemed to be so concerned about it. You must realise that I felt thwarted for 

most of the war. I trained and trained. I'd enlisted to go to the war, the real 

war, and had I had my way and I hadn't had this stupid hang up about bands, of 

course, I would have gone straight into the infantry. As it happened I had to 

go through rather devious ways, first of all to enlist and secondly then to 

pursue a soldiering career. Try as hard as I would I still wasn't getting to 

what I thought was the real war. Okay Darwin and Northern Territory had its own 

particular place and I could have sat back and said, "Well that's where they 

want me to serve and that's where I am serving." But I was very anxious, having 

missed out on the Middle East by such a narrow margin, very anxious to get Into 

the islands as quickly as I could. Having got there, not only because of the 

incident with General Savige, but because of my own desire to be in it, to know 
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what went on, to be a better staff officer because of being involved, I fou
nd 

myself probably closer to the action for the whole of the time I was there th
an 

most people on the island. 

That might seem strange to you too, because we had three campaigns going. 
We 

had the campaign up In the north, we had the Numa Numa, which was virtually 
in 

the centre, and we had the campaign going in the south based on Motupena. So 
as 

I went from one to the other I was involved all the time. I spent very litt
le 

time at Torokina. That suited the commander; it suited me, because I wa
s 

anxious to be involved and to make the maximum contribution; at the same tim
e 

to give myself the satisfaction of having seen what real operations were and 
to 

be in real operations. 

So you'll understand that it was partly my own feelings in the matter th
at 

prompted me to do a bit more than I need to have done. I could very easily ha
ve 

had a very peaceful campaign up in Bougainville and come back and said, "We
ll 

at least I've been to the islands, I've been In operations," but that didn
't 

make me feel very good at all. The fact that I'd worked as hard as I could a
nd 

had had considerable success in terms of promotion, it worried me. There we
re 

people who I believe had endured much more hardship and much more danger in t
he 

war, hadn't got anything like the recognition that I'd got. I honestly felt
 a 

little bit odd about it. To be a major, and then to become a lieutenan
t 

colonel, it really didn't exactly worry me, but I thought of all the friends
 I 

had who to my mind had been exposed to much more danger than I had, who hadn
't 

made the same progress. In a way this would have been a means of compensati
ng 

for that. It's very hard to explain the feeling. 

Now you ask me the very embarrassing question as to whether I actually kill
ed 

any Japanese. I can't answer, because in the couple of real skirmishes that 
I 

was involved, in you never really saw the end result of your labours. All y
ou 

knew was that the enemy was no longer there, or at least was not active. So t
he 

only two skirmishes I had where it was necessary for me to actually be part 
of 

the action, as distinct from just being there ready for action, I wouldn't kn
ow 

the result, and frankly it wouldn't worry me. 

Rd But did you fire a gun? 

COURT Yes. Well as I explained to you if I was going to be a soldier I 

wanted to be a good one and so I would say that I would be as proficient wi
th 

the weapons we had to use, with the light weapons that you use in the jungle,
 I 

would be as proficient as most. That was on purpose for two reasons. One: 
if 

you're going to be a soldier you might as well try and look like one and t
ry 

and be trained like one. The other reason, of course, it makes good sense to 
be 

able to defend yourself. What's the use of having a gun if you don't know h
ow 

to use it, so that was purely a practical solution. 

Another good factor was that the corps commanded by Savige, was very insiste
nt 

on checking the efficiency, the weapon efficiency of staff officers. Infant
ry 

battalions, of course, are at it all the time because they live and die 
by 

their effectiveness and their efficiency with weapons. So they're constantly 
at 

it, whether it's light machine guns, whether It's rifles and grenades and t
he 

like. But there is a very grave danger with staff officers that they get 
so 

wrapped up in doing staff things that they become less and less proficient 
as 

soldiers. That's not good. I was therefore pleasantly surprised when I fou
nd 

that there was an officer on the headquarters of the corps whose duty was 
to 

constantly check on the proficiency of staff officers with their weapons. Th
is 

not only made it easier for you to keep your proficiency because you can't ju
st 

go around every now and again when you like to fire a few shots off - go around 

making your own arrangements. It's got to be highly disciplined, otherwise y
ou 

finish up killing more of your own men than the enemy killed, but it has to 
be 
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highly disciplined. Therefore when there is regular training, it makes it 

easier for you and you can do a little bit extra on those exercises than you 

can if you're doing it on your own. You can go along and just do whatever 

practices they specified. On the other hand if you want to do those practices 

and a bit more, that was always quite easy to arrange. So I took full advantage 

of what was the policy of the corps headquarters, plus ray own desire. 

So I hope that I've cleared that up in your own mind. You realise that in the 

months of the war in Bougainville that I wanted to have the satisfaction in my 

own mind of having done all that was expected of me and a bit more, and to be 

doing it in real war time conditions. 

RJ You speak of a little unease about what is a rapid promotion from 

private to lieutenant colonel. To what do you attribute that rise? 

COURT Well I worked hard always. I believe that if you're in It, you 

might as well give all you've got. A lot of others didn't and that was their 

fault and their decision; nothing to do with me. But always wherever I went, 

there always seemed to be some problems around, some troubles around. As I told 

you once before, I didn't create the troubles! But it happens in the army, like 

it happens in a business, it happens anywhere at all. It could be In sport, it 

could be anywhere. If there is a problem and from your natural instinct, your 

natural desire to do something about it you're seen to get in and do something 

about it, especially if you're reasonably successful with it, whether you like 

it or not it brings you right under the eye of whoever is senior around the 

place. For instance when I had to do that reconnaisance at Darwin that I told 

you about and Blarney came up for that special review of what had been done, it 

wasn't my fault that the man who was supposed to brief him didn't do too well 

and then he gets taken out of it and I get put in there. What was I do? - to 

stutter and stammer and not put ray best foot forward, because my job was to get 

that message across. A lot of work had gone into that appreciation of using 

Northern Territory as a jumping off point and therefore it was my duty at the 

time to get the message across of what we'd done, how we'd done it, why we'd 

done It, and why we'd arrived at certain conclusions. I suppose when you're 

looking at it in retrospect, here is the commander-in-chief and here's a humble 

major, who with a team has worked very hard and produced this result, and he's 

asked to explain it to the man [C-in-C] himself, and encouraged to do so by his 

general, that was General Tubby Allen. 

This sort of thing happened on a number of occasions. I don't deny that that's 

brought promotion on at least three occasions, so much so that on the last 

occasion Blarney, who had twice been involved in these promotions, said to 

Bridgeford in a sort of jovial way, he said, "There's no more promotion for 

Court." [laughs] It was the end of the war, of course. He was on his way out. 

That was after the grand parade in Bougainville, when he made his valedictory 

visit round to all of the forces in New Guinea and Bougainville and other 

commands that he had. But that was the end of the war anyhow. But he just said 

it in a jovial way, so it must have sunk in on the two previous occasions. So I 

was just plain lucky. I'd like to think that I worked hard and had worked well. 

RJ Sir Charles you told us last time about you making way on Bum 

Faisi for Brigadier Potts' arrival. What happened to you after that process? 

COURT Well I went back to Torokina then where the corps headquarters was 

located. In the meantime, because of his ill health, General Savige had gone 

back to the mainland and he'd left General Bridgeford, who was the next senior 

man on the island, as the overall corps commander. I therefore went back to my 

normal posting with the corps. I had had a fair bit to do with Bridgeford, 

because he was commanding the division based on Motupena, so I was no stranger 
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to him and I used to be down there a lot. His Gi, who was his senior staff 
officer, was Frank Hassett. He was then Colonel Hassett and later on he was 
Lieutenant General Sir Frank Hassett, Chief of the General Staff. I had a fair 
bit to do with Hassett. I was no stranger to Bridgeford. I think It's fair to 
say that the other senior staff officers at the corps headquarters would have 
been less well known to Bricigeford than I was because they hadn't been out and 
about as much as I was [while the war was on]; I was, as I explained, in and 
out of all of these three operations that we had, including Bridgeford's 
operation. 

I don't know whether that was the reason for it, but he was a staff corps man 
and normally the staff corps men are great sticklers for seniority and the 
book. "It's got to be in the book," sort of thing; But Bridgeford was an 
exception and he said to all the others: "Now as far as I'm concerned the war 
is over and I'm not going to get involved in the day to day administration 
here, unless required, and I'm appointing Court as my senior staff officer and 
what he says goes with me-;" He wanted to go off and have a look at the Island 
and a few other things that he hadn't been able to do while he was committed to 
operations. I think he was unwinding and getting himself ready for going back 
to the mainland with the war over. He was literally true to those words; A lot 
was happening. You've got 30 000 soldiers, you're trying to get them back to 
the mainland, and 30 000 soldiers with no war, are a bit of a problem. Thirty 
thousand soldiers with a war on your hands are no problem. So we had to devise 
all sorts of things hence the Torokina university that I've told you about; the 
bicycle track I told you about; the tennis; You name it, we tried everything. 
It was tax11ng our Ingenuity to find a little bit of transport here, a little 
bit there, especially aggravated by the strikes on the mainland. 

He also embarrassed me greatly [on one occasion], but I had to take it in my 
stride because I'd been well enough trained, especially under Robbie, that you 
did what you're told. If you had any reason for wanting to query an order you 
queried it, but when you got the answer you got on and did it. We got the 
message that Blarney was coming to make his valedictory inspection of the 
various commands, including Bougainville; By this time, of course, all the 
troops had been concentrated Into Torokina [except the garrison at Bum]. 
Bridgeford, who I don't think was any great Blarney lover, but he was a good 
soldier and he said, "Right, well, the old man's done a lot for this country," 
and he said, "if we're going to have a parade, we're going to have a good one." 
So that was that. So: "Court, fix!" Having been unofficially made the senior 
officer, although I was not the senior staff officer, that was the job Imagine 
this didn't make life easy with some of these other people. Some of them were 
not only quite senior to me, but had had a lot of operational experience. But 
he had his own opinion of them and nothing would change It; 

So then he decided that the infanteers had won the war. He was very strong on 
this; He used to take strong exception to the fact that in the protocol, the 
various corps had their seniorities and for instance, you know, [the cavalry], 
the gunners and the engineers were always at the right of the line, compared 
with the infariteers. The gunners were very proud of their standing, and any 
cavalry would be at the right of the line; There's a set procedure; It goes 
back Into the beginning of time in the Army; When you've been in the Army for a 
while you've got it off pat and you know exactly the order at which they 
parade. 

Well he gave me some instructions to take to a meeting of the brigadiers to 
organise this parade. It included all the senior officers: the senior artillery 
man, the senior engineer, the senior medical man, and all of the brigade 
commanders - that's the brigadiers commanding the infantry brigades; He gave me 
instructions that the infantry was to be the right of the line for this big 
parade. It was to be held on the Torokina airport, I might add the Torokina -------------------- 

1Sir Charles added notes about the HMS Pioneer. Used to return troops to 
Australia and these are attached, pp. 2334-2337 (RJ) 
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airport had one of these steel mesh surfaces the Americans invented, without 

which many of these jungle airstrips couldn't have worked, but they were quite 

remarkable. They were steel mesh that used to enmesh, used to link together, 

and when the planes would land on these areas, which otherwise were not stable 

because of swamps and that sort of thing, it was amazing how they would take 

the full force of a bomber evens A terrible noise, as you can imagine with the 

rattle, bang that used to go on there, but it worked like so many other things 

the Americans produced 

So we had this parade on this airfield. Well, he said, "Have you got it clear 

Court? The infantry's to be the right of the line. They won the war. I don't 

care what the book says," he said, "they're going to be on the right of the 

line." I said, "Well with due respect, Sir, this won't be taken too kindly by 

these people who are all very proud of their corps and their seniority; They'll 

quote the book and so on." He said, "You tell them from me that the infantry's 

going to be on the right of the line, and the infantry in its own seniority 
will parade accordingly and then comes the rest of these people. But you can 

tell then from me the infantry won the war." I said, "Don't you think it would 
be better if you did this yourself, so that they know without any question that 

it's from you personally?" What I wasn't saying to him, he could [personally] 

get the reaction, because I knew the personalities I was dealing with; 

He then nominated which brigadier was going to command the parade, because the 

general himself would want to be off the parade so as to receive the commander 

in chief, If you can work this all out. He nominated a Brigadier Simpson, who 

was known as the 'Red Fox', who was [one of] the most junior of all the 

brigadiers. Of course, his senior colonel would then take over his brigade and 

Simpson would command the parade. Simpson was a very capable chap. I don't 

think he had a nerve in his body, so the fact that he was going to offend all 

the other brigadiers wouldn't have worried him at all. Also the infantry 

thought it was wonderful that for once they were going to be on the right of 

the line, you see, so there were no problems there. 

Well I went to this parade [meeting], bearing in mind I'm only a lieutenant 

colonel, acting - a very temporary lieutenant colonel, but representing a 

general - and we had this meeting of all the brigadiers and the senior officers 
to plan the parade. I gave them the commander's plan for the parade and his 

orders for the parade; Well I didn't realise how you could buy into an argument 

over something that was quite stupid really; I don't think Bridgeford was right 

in doing what he did because tradition lays down the order of these things and 

I think it For instance the AIB, the commandoes could have said, "Look 

while you fellows were in your various bases and so on, we're out there where 

the real war is, stalking the Japs and killing more of them than the whole of 

your darn corps put together," and they'd have been right. So anyhow we really 

had trouble. 

Having launched that bit of news and got the reaction, I then thought, well 

that was the time while everybody was in turmoil, I'd better give the glad news 

that Brigadier Simpson was going to command the parade. Well then, it was quite 

embarrassing to have a [virtual] mutiny of senior officers. So they, including 

Potts - don't forget one of the brigadiers was Potts. It was quite unfair to 

Potts. But Simpson had been one of Bridgeford's brigadiers and, of course, he 

was the sort of man who believed that his formation had won the war anyhow, so 

if his formation had won the war his brigadier was going to command the paradel 

So we finished up with an extraordinary situation where none of them, of 

course, were prepared to go to a point of refusing to command their troops to 
be on parade in accordance with the orders that were issued. Because I'd been 
careful enough to make sure that I had a very clearly worded written order too, 
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so that they could have these orders and no—one could say, "We misunderstood 

you," or anything like that. Don't forget it was a big parade. You had a total 

potential of 30 000, and after allowing for cooks and bottle washers and all of 

the people that seemed to mysteriously disappear, and the people in hospital, 

etc, you were going to have a minimum of 20 000 on parade. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 43 
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COURT You're going to have a minimum of 20 000 there and although Blarney 

wasn't the most popular man with the troops, the fact is that they, deep down, 

realised he was the commander in chief, he was paying them the courtesy of 

coming to see them (that was explained to them all In Standing Orders) coming 

all the way across [to Bougainville] for no other reason than to pay the 

courtesy to them, [thank and congratulate them] and advise them that he would 

be retiring immediately he went back to the mainland; He believed the important 

thing was to get out altogether and get out quickly. He'd worked this all out 

well. 

So we had this parade, and it mightn't mean much to you, but instead of having 

brigadiers in front of their brigades, the senior colonel in each brigade had 

been promoted to command that brigade on that parade and naturally the major In 

that particular battalion would have taken over from him. There's nothing wrong 

with that because that's what the army's all about; If somebody drops dead or 

gets killed or sick or something, the thing goes on. But they were all trained 

to take over responsibility, and that's part of the strength of the army 

command. So that part presented no problem, except it wasn't very nice having 

your artillery man screaming blue murder his corps had been insulted right back 

to the days of Waterloo; you know, the whole lot. It was quite childish really. 

Thank God the war was over! 

Then we had another problem, you see. We had these brigadiers and these senior 

people who weren't on parade by way of protest. Then I thought Bridgeford might 

get really savage about this and command them to go on parade, you see; Anyhow 

I was able to talk to Bridgeford. This is where a civilian probably can do 

things in the army whereas a regular couldn't. So I had a talk to him about it, 

and told him it was a pretty hot sort of a meeting I'd been to, but all he said 

to be done had been done and would be done, but I did have the problem of these 

protesting brigadiers. I suggested to him that instead of making a great big 

issue about it (the war was over anyhow and this would be the last big parade 

of its kind) that we have all the brigadiers and others present alongside a 

little rough dais we'd built for the commander-in-chief to take the salute. We 

were going to do it properly, because Bridgeford said we were going to do it 

properly and [in any case] we should do it properly. It would be a good thing 

if all of these brigadiers and any other senior people who had to be presented 

to the commander in chief [would be located in the front of the dais], on the 

basis that they were going to make their farewells. So he accepted that. He was 

the sort of man if you could talk to him before he blew his top, he was quite a 

reasonable pleasant sort of a chap. So we agreed on that, that all the 

brigadiers [and others] would be positioned in front of the dais; 

Then my job was to go and meet the commander-in-chief at the airport [where he 

was to land] and bring him In a jeep to the parade ground, which was a couple 

of miles. You've got to talk to the commander- in -chief while you're coming 

alongi By this time I had met him two or three times so it wasn't all that bad; 

He wasn't an easy man to talk to. So as we were coming along I said, "You'll be 

impressed with this parade Sir. General Bridgeford's most anxious It be a fine 

parade, both out of courtesy to you," and also it gave them a final chance for 

the whole of the formation to be seen together; Never again would they ever 

parade together. I said, "When you get there, you might find it unusual that 

the brigadiers won't be commanding their brigades on this parade. In view of 

the very tight timetable that you've got" - because he wasn't even able to come 

back to the mess and have a meal with us or anything or like that, he was on 

such a tight timetable - "In view of your very tight timetable it was thought 

it would be wise to have all the brigadiers and these other senior people off 
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the parade and alongside the saluting base so that they could all pay their 
respects to you. You'd want to say goodbye to them individually and they'd want 
to say goodbye to you, and so on." He thought that was a good idea. (laughs] 

So when we got there the parade was waiting for him.; It was a great success; it 
was a great success. He drove around the whole parade in a jeep and then he 
took the salute as they marched past. All the brigadiers, they were able to 
have a chat with him, quite a relaxed chat, because they all knew him very 
well • Then I was able to take him back to the airport and he sent a nice signal 
back to say how he'd enjoyed It all and thanked Bridgeford for a tremendous 
parade and so on. Bridgeford was happy and I think everyone else was reasonably 
happy. 

The only crisis we had was that we were parading on the airstrip which had this 
steel matting down. Of course it didn't matter with us soldiers because we had 
our heavy boots on and that didn't matter. But what we forgot was we had the 
Papua [New Guinea] infantry on parade and they were In bare feet. You can 
imagine in this tropical heat! So after a while these poor chaps were.;...; 
[makes noise of changing from foot to foot]. Fortunately we found out In time - 

they were dancing up and down. As tough as they were, rock and sand didn't 
worry them, but this steel was a bit too much. So we were able to march them 
off and very quickly bring in a couple of truckloads of soil that was put on 
the steel mesh and that was enough to see us through the parade and take the 
pressure off them. It was still pretty hot but, of course, with us with our 
heavy boots on it didn't matter, but it provided a certain amount of humour for 
a short while, but fortunately we got all that out of the way before the great 
man arrived. With a force like that you've got manpower to burn around the 
place, with no war on your hands. 

I went from there over to Robertson [at army headquarters, Lae, New Guinea] 
with some urgent and rather confidential messages, which we've dealt with once 
before. Robertson by this time was commanding the army In Lae. He was at army 
headquarters and I went from their home and got home just in time for 
Christmas, I think very late Christmas Eve, thanks to Robertson who sent the 
right signals, so I could get home. 

RJ What changes had you noticed in yourself between the person who had 
enlisted for the war and the person at war's end? 

COURT Not very much. I was wiser and more tolerant of people. Tremendous 
respect for the people in the lower ranks, more so than I would have had for 
some people in the higher ranks. When you are dealing with people like that you 
don't concentrate too much on the baddies. You have the odd baddies, but you 
have a tremendous respect for the good sense, the fairness, the basic decency 
of the average person. I must admit I was shocked when I found that there were 
so many people in the Australian Army who couldn't read or write and the 
saddest thing I ever did in my life was to have to write letters to a fellow's 
wife, who could neither write to her, nor read what she wrote to him. It always 
staggered me. Most of their wives seemed to be able to write, but more of the 
men couldn't. Once a fellow got to trust you, he would, In a shy sort of a way, 
ask you to write his little letters for him and to read his letters because he 
got used to you and felt he could trust you.; It was one of the sad things.; I 
always gave Robertson tremendous credit when he found that even with this elite 
division [the 1st Armoured Division] that had had virtually the pick of the 
Australian Army, they found that they had a surprising number of people who 
couldn't read or write, and it was Robertson that gave the instruction, with 
all the manpower we had, and the former teachers and so on, that there had to 
be a blitz in every unit to try and make sure that people could read and write 
in an elementary way. It was one of the human things about Robertson.; He 
wouldn't regard it as a human thing, he'd regard it as practical because if 
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people couldn't read or write and certain instructions were given, or even the 
markings on an ammunition box or something, Robertson's idea would be, well 
they couldn't be an efficient soldier. So he'd be more practical than humane 
about It. But he, more than any other genera] I struck, kept hammering this 
with his commanders: use the manpower you've got and get these people to read 
and write. But the percentage In other units was much higher. For instance when 
I went to Bougainville, the percentage there was higher than it was in the 
armoured division as was to be expected. This I found rather sad. But if we had 
an army like that today, I have my doubts as to whether the percentage would be 
much better. 

I also found that this business of slapping people on charge sheets was quite 
overdone. It was usually the reflection of the officers concerned and other 
people concerned. They never seemed to realise that you're dealing with human 
beings and the important thing was to get the job done and done properly. You 
didn't enhance your own leadership qualities by using this system that some 
people seemed to get a joy out of using. They'd boast about it, how they'd 
fined this one so much and all that sort of thing. I found that it was very 
much overdone. I come back to the point that I found most people were decent 
and I found that throughout life. There are the baddies, but you deal with the 
baddies as such and you don't let it poison your mind about everybody just 
because you have one or two bad people and mean people and just plain crook 
people. If you can isolate them and deal with them as such, it doesn't jaundice 
your attitude towards everybody. I also came out of it feeling that I'd put 
myself to the test and I hadn't failed, although I must add there were moments 
when I probably wondered whether I would or not. But you'd been there, you'd 
done it and you'd managed to do what you should have done, so you had a feeling 
of satisfaction. Satisfaction's not really the word: you just had a feeling 
that you'd put yourself to the test and come out of it all right; I do believe 
that your ability to command, your ability to lead, was greatly improved. 
You're more capable of making decisions, more capable of sorting out disorder 
somehow or other. 

RJ Has that experience of a war affected your feeling about the 
Japanese today? 

COURT Yes and no. My immediate reaction when I came back was one of 
bitterness. The best part of six long years had been taken out of my career at 
a time when 1 was taking off and I was going to completely take over Hendry Rae 
and Court, so that Mr Rae and Mr Hendry could enjoy their life. The same with 
my family. So I felt very bitter at that time. We were still very conscious of 
the way the Japanese had treated our prisoners-of-war; So I'd have to say that 
I had a very bitter feeling at the time. But that wore off very quickly. You 
realise that the British had been through this with the Germans and others many 
times, and they'd had to learn to get on with the job; We had to realise that 
the Japanese had to be fed, and they had to be clothed; We had farmers who 
wanted to sell wheat and meat and at that time, of course, we hadn't got around 
to being such a big supplier of minerals and energy. But as a realist you had 
to understand we'd have to trade whether it was in a year or ten years; One day 
we were going to have to trade, bearing in mind the way these things had sorted 
themselves out in Europe; So I got over it much quicker than I expected, 
bearing in mind I was very active in the RSL at that time and this kept coming 
up. But I found that there was an ever increasing number of people in the RSL 
who kept reminding one another that after the First World War we had to learn 
to live with the Germans, we had to learn to live with the Turks, and we did; 
Gradually you'd find this message would come through without it getting such a 
sharp reaction. 
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Also there was an incident that happened that I told you about, the iced water 
on the gunnels of the barge. Those Australian soldiers, their sergeant and the 
privates that were with hint in his little section, they taught me a lesson, 
because they would be expected to be less understanding than say I would be. 
Yet In that short time and in those very hot, distressing conditions, they 
could be forgiving to that extent. Not so much forgiving as tolerant and 
humane. When the sergeant says, "Don't be too tough on the poor little 
bastards," it taught me a lesson. I think this came back to me time and time 
again later on. It helped me greatly as we went in to the future and then 
through my practice. For a start, we had dealings with some Japanese firms. 
Then later on, of course, as a minister, I was plunged into this very intense 
lot of negotiations on a host of things. Had I adopted a silly attitude then, 
well then I'd have been doing the country no service and I'd have been doing 
myself no service. - 

I also had some good friends that had been prisoners-of-war. Some of them and 
their families were bitter, and are bitter to this day. Others surprised me 
about how they would be angry and wished it had never happened, of course, but 
would start to see some of the other side of things. I remember one of them 
saying, "It was pretty tough and they were pretty bad, but some of them weren't 
so bad. On the other hand," he said, "some of them suffered just as badly as we 
did because they just didn't have anything at the time." 

It was a combination of all of these things, that you eventually start to 
soften and you get grown up about it, you get realistic about it. When I 
eventually met the surrender commission survivors, bearing in mind it was 28 
years after the surrender, I found it a very relaxed situation and quite 
hilarious really. We [have] had a number of meetings [since). I always made 
sure I was fairly abstemious; some of them weren't. It was quite hilarious when 
you get an exchange of views of how they saw me and how I saw them. You realise 
then that people throughout the world, once you overcome the superficial 
cultural differences, there's not much difference down below. They have their 
moments of humour; they have their moments of anger; just the same things as we 
do. 

RJ What is your attitude to war today? You felt an 1ob1igation to 
enlist for that war. If the Gulf crisis led to World War Three, would you be 
wanting to see your sons enlist today? 

COURT I would expect them to do what the nation expected of them without 
any hesitation at all, because I have a very strong conviction, having seen the 
disasters of the start of World War Two and the pre-World War Two situation; I 
feel very strongly that the only way you'll prevent war is to be so well 
prepared that no-one wants to take you on. Let's face it - and I've said this 
publicly many times - the people of the world are very, very short-sighted and 
very ungrateful. The Americans after the Second World War, not only were they 
extremely generous through Marshall aid and did some wondrous things and gave 
these nations a chance to restore themselves quickly - Japan and Germany 

[included] admittedly - they worked hard to restore themselves, but it was the 
tolerance of the Americans (the allies generally, but the Americans in 
particular) that enabled them to become as strong as they have as quickly as 
they have. It's quite interesting that both of those countries [Japan and 
Germany] are doing their damndest to embarrass the Americans economically 
today, and yet they owe so much to Americas 

------------------------ 
reference to the fact that at the time of this interview session, a war was 

threatening as a result of Iraq's invasion of Kuwait, after which a resolution 
was passed by the United Nations that if Iraq had not withdrawn from Kuwait by 
15 January 1991, war would be declared (RJ). 
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But that was their first most generous act. Don't forget somebody's got to pay, 
and it's only their taxpayers that pay. True they're the richest country in the 
world, or they were. They have to get money from their taxpayers, and so the 
Marshall aid plan was a very, very generous one and the world owes America a 
lot. But then they went on building up their army and building up their navy 
and their air force and building up their technology, building up their nuclear 
presence, and letting it be known to the Russians that if they stepped out of 
line, the full might of this was going to be available. They kept stepping up 
their technology, and people don't realise what a great president Reagan will 
go down in history as. All we hear at the moment is the man that forgot his 
lines, the man that was a poor actor and all of this sort of stuff. The fact is 
that he led his people to go on and on incurring ever-increasing costs and 
acquiring ever-increasing technology to say to the Russians: "It doesn't matter 
how far you go, we're going to go further." People laughed at his Star Wars 
programme; the Russians didn't. It might have been a dream, it might have been 
a science fiction thing, but the fact is that he was prepared to put a fortune 
into it with the idea of having a scientific device whereby without men being 
at risk, without people being at risk, they [the USA] could destroy these 
weapons before they reached their destination. Okay it might have been science 
fiction, but when you think of putting a man on the moon and you think of some 
of the things that have been done, you can't dismiss anything these days. But 
the fact that he was prepared to persist. His own nation and his own parliament 
was virtually saying, "No more money for this, no more money for that," but he 
kept talking about this as though it was real. Eventually the USSR lost its 
nerve. They physically couldn't go any further, they were bankrupt, as you can 
see now. 

So It proved the point that so many of us believe in that if you're strong and 
you're prepared to demonstrate you have the will to be just that bit better 
prepared, you won't have war. We're living at a time when I think the world's 
having its longest period of peace in what, 400 or more years isn't it? I put 
it down entirely to the fact that the Americans were prepared to extract so 
much from their taxpayers. It's an horrendous account that they've had to pay. 

I know when I was Premier I was very unhappy about what the Commonwealth 
Government were doing about defence of Western Australia. Fraser used to 
promise this and promise that and I wasn't happy [with how little was happening 
with defence], It was rather audacious on our part to get in touch with the 
commander of the Seventh US Fleet and invite Admiral Haywood to come down to 
Western Australia and talk to us about the position in the Indian Ocean. We 
were reprimanded by a federal minister who came from this State and should have 
had more sense, for talking about the Russian presence in the Indian Ocean. 
We'd got it all wrong, he said. I knew my information was right. I knew the 
source of it was beyond reproach. The only way I could see to get this put 
straight was to get somebody mighty senior within the American forces who was 
prepared to talk to us. The interesting thing WAS that he was prepared to talk 
to us. He came down to Fremantle and spent some time here and I told [Malcolm] 
Fraser - it was very naughty of us to do this, but I told Fraser what I'd done 
and I thought he'd better be here. So Fraser went on board that ship in 
Fremantle with me that day and we had this briefing. It was a hair-raising 
briefing with the cold hard facts of what the Russians not only had in the 
Indian Ocean, but what they were planning to put in the Indian Ocean. It had 
quite a dramatic effect. 

People could say, of course, that it was none of my business, defence is the 
Comonwealth, but as Premier I believe I had a responsibility to know what was 
being done here for our defence. I knew we had all of these very vulnerable 
projects with their exports going in huge quantities around the world, and 
particularly to Japan. You couldn't see any immediate threat, but you don't get 
notice of threats. I knew that we had this great ambition to have this great 
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petroleum industry in the sea, [now the NW Shelf Natural Gas Project], because 
we'd had very little joy on land with our petroleum work, and therefore most of 
our successes were going to be in the sea. Nothing is so lonely as a big rig 
off the coast up where the North West Shelf now is. I felt that it was very 
much our business to know that these things were being planned for and if the 
Commonwealth weren't prepared to do this in the ordinary course of their 
responsibilities, well then I had a responsibility to make a noise about it. 

END OF TAPE 43 SIDE B 
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COURT I think that summarises my attitude towards war. No—one who's been 
in a war wants to see a war, but on the other hand unless you're going to be 
craven, unless you're going to just accept peace at any price without dignity 
and without any principles at all, in other words you just write yourself off 
as a nation of no principles, of no backbone, no dignity, then you've got to be 
prepared. If you can't carry the burden yourself, you've got to be friendly 
with somebody that's big enough to carry it for you [and with you.] 

RJ What effect did the war have on your political thinking? 

COURT I don't think it had very much. You realise that a Labor Government 
was in most of the time. Menzies was there to start the war effort, but then he 
went and then Curtin came in, and Curtin remained there for most it. He, of 
course, died fairly young, I think largely because of the stress and strain of 
the war, combined with the stress and strain of his own party. Leading a 
political party is not funny. You spend a lot of your effort - sometimes more 
than others - but a lot of your effort all the time on the ratbag [and 
troublesome] forces within your own side. Now I say that advisedly because 
usually they're people of poor quality, and there's nothing so dangerous as a 
person of poor quality who's got ambitions! This is one of the problems that a 
leader's got to contend with. It's on all the time. David Brand was fortunate; 
while I was there, of course, it was my job to look after his flanks, so he 
never had that worry openly, but it's always there. You've always got these 
people who have got no great ability themselves, but on the other hand they 
feel they've got to be flexing their muscles and just being plain devilish. But 
they're always going to be there. 

I think it's worse in the Labor Party. You can see what Hawke's going through 
at the moment. There's forces at work there that are not going to be satisfied. 
They're going to be constantly on the march. You might say, "Well look they've 
been there a long time, and they've had a lot of success, why aren't they 
happy?" It doesn't work like that. People get tired of success, you know. You 
see it in football teams. Winning is very nice, but some people just can't 
adapt themselves to success. They let it go to their head, and it affects them 
in various ways. You've no idea the sort of things that you have to contend 
with. One of your problems, of course, Is to keep them below the surface. 
That's often the hardest one because the people who are making the trouble, 
they're more concerned about a headline than they are about a result. They get 
a certain amount of ,joy about having a headline which places them in 
confrontation with their leader or with their colleagues or with their party. 
They don't think as you might think they do. You don't think of them as 
footballers always trying to score goals and points for their team. They don't 
quite think like that. I don't think there's too many ex-footballers amongst 
politicians.[laughs]. They don't seem to think that way. Some of them get more 
joy out of kicking a goal for the other side. You know what would happen to you 
if you were a footballer and you kicked a goal for the other side! 

Just to come back to your question. I don't think the war really affected my 
political thinking. I was so engrossed in doing what I could that I don't think 
I ever consciously gave it a thought. It never, to my memory, was never an 
issue so far as your soldiers were concerned. I can't ever remember them ever 
coming to me and wanting to discuss or get advice on the position, because they 
were away from the mainland, they were getting on with the job and they wanted 
to get [the war over), If they weren't away from the mainland, they were at 
least away from the main stream of activity, and they got on with their job and 
didn't bother to talk about these things. On reflection I don't think it made 
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any impact on me, except that we used to get very angry about the industrial 
side and the communists4 Don't forget it was the communists that were causing 
us the trouble, why these ships couldn't get loaded and why these ships 
couldn't come up to bring our troops home after the war and so on. I suppose 
unconsciously you got involved in that, but mainly on the industrial side of 
things, not on the true political side of things 

When I landed at Cairns, bringing a contingent back from Moresby, I remember 
the thing that upset the soldiers (and I think I've told you this before) was 
that huge sign on the side of a building: "The Cairns Branch of the Communist 
Party." Pphew! It really made the soldiers angry; Because of these strikes and 
the other news we'd had, they became very conscious of the fact that whilst so 
many people had been away from the country in the armed services, these people 
had been building up their own cause. But that in itself was a spontaneous type 
of thing; it's hardly the answer that you're seeking. It was only after the war 
and I got involved in a number of things, including this Communist question 
that I started to become very conscious of the importance of politics; 

RJ Sir Charles just to finish off with all things army. Since your 
service in the war you've had a continuing association with the army in that 
you've been the Honorary Colonel of the UWA Regiment from 1969 to 1974 and the 
Honorary Colonel of the SAS Regiment from 1976 to 1980. What have you thought 
of that role? 

COURT I was very honoured to accept the invitation to be the Honorary 
Colonel first of all for UWA and then the Honorary Colonel for the SAS. They're 
two completely different regiments. I should add that not long after the war 
the army extended an invitation to some of us that had had operational 
experience at a fairly senior level to participate in a certain amount of 
training exercises of a strategic as well as tactical nature; I found that 
quite interesting. There weren't many of them, but a couple of them extended 
over weekends,. I know we went out to Yanchep [on one occasion] and we made our 
headquarters at the Yanchep Inn at Yanchep Park. We did mainly tactical 
exercises without troops [TEWTS], that you do with senior officers. Then the 
next day, on the Sunday, we covered right back into the Wanneroo area; I found 
that quite interesting. They felt it was of value to up—and—coming officers who 
were too young, of course, to have war experience. But that was very 
intermittent. It was just selected cases. - 

I was very pleased when they invited me to be the Honorary Colonel of the 
University Regiment. I was a bit disappointed and had some rather strong words 
to say with the university because they were going through a period when they 
were wanting to more or less hide the regiment down there. If you look at the 
dates you'll see that there were some very tense periods in Australia, periods 
of revolt and student protest and all that sort of thing. I had some very 
strong words to say to the then Chancellor, and Vice Chancellor; I believed 
that they should put the regiment on show, right in the middle of the 
university, right on the campus and have a major parade there and then let the 
students do their worst. I facetiously said to him, "Honorary colonels don't 
command. They're what they are said to be, namely honorary; It's a position of 
honour, but you don't actually interfere in the running of the regiment. You 
might be taken along to exercises, you might be asked your opinion and that 
sort of thing, but you never volunteer it, and what's more you never interfere, 
but," I said, "I'd love to be in command the day they have the big parade down 
on the campus, and hope that some of these stupid people who didn't understand 
what the services were all about would try and venture on to the parade ground. 
It would make good copy for the newspapers and would probably teach them a 
lesson anyhow." But that wasn't to be. They seemed to want it off campus; That 
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was stupid. You never win anything by giving in to these people. If you're 
going to have a regiment at the university, put it up front; let them be proud 
of it; have a good one. 

I must say that I found that a very rewarding exercise. I took over from 
Brigadier Dawkins, Brigadier Alec Dawkins. He was our senior medical officer In 
Bougainville, and he then went over to the army headquarters at Lae. A very 
nice man; ultra-conservative. You might laugh when I tell you he is the father 
of John Dawkins, the minister in the Hawke Government. But you couldn't have 
had anyone more ultra-conservative than Alec. It was largely through him that 
he suggested to the army they approach me to be the Honorary Colonel of the 
University Regiment. I used to go to quite a few things that they were doing by 
way of exercises out of Northam, or on Rottnest, things like that. I was more 
interested in that than going to their social things. They had some very good 
COs that were intelligent, capable people. They were very sincere, very 
dedicated. You'll also appreciate that some of their troops got exemption from 
their national service by almost a contract that they made with a regiment like 
the UWA Regiment. There was quite a few in the regiment that came in that 
category. They took it very seriously. I can't remember a single case where 
they didn't fulfil their part of the deal even better than the facilities 
provided by the army, because the army's not famous for making the required 
facilities available for the reservists. 

The interesting thing about the UWA Regiment was that it was a joy to go on an 
exercise with them. Bindoon was one place. It's notorious for kangaroo tick. if 
you don't know that country you can eventually finish up suffering this stupid 
kangaroo tick. If you know what to do you know how to guard against it, but a 
lot of soldiers curse the day they ever did an exercise up in this army area 
they had in Bindoon. But I found it quite fascinating. 

You recall I told you when I enlisted as a private the people in my tent the 
first day; the extraordinary group of ten people that you had in that tent. Now 
the poor old sergeants and sergeant majors and officers had to take all of 
those people regardless of whether one was a chartered accountant and one was 
straight out of gaol and one was running away from his wife, all that sort of 
stuff, you know they had to take them and make soldiers out of them. They had 
to teach them not only the use of their weapons and their parade ground drill 
but then they had to teach them minor tactics. It was not funny. If you were in 
a group say of seven in a section, say seven or eight, whatever the sections 
were at that time, and you were having to be taught with them and having to go 
over it a dozen times, knowing that when you're doing it for the fourth time, 
at least two out of the seven would have forgotten everything they were taught 
the first four times, it gets maddening on those people. It's like trying to 
teach a band when you've got a couple of good players and the rest are no 
hopers, and the good players go mad. But that's what it's all about. That's why 
the army has this method of teaching which assumes everybody failed fourth 
standard. That's the only way they can start. So they work through it and 
through it and through it. 

Well to go out on patrol with one of these exercises and sit on the side of the 
road while the officer or the warrant officer or the sergeant, as the case may 
be, went over the exercise with them, you couldn't believe your ears. These 
Intelligent young men, mainly pretty fit - but these intelligent young men 
discussing the tactics in such a sensible way, you say, why can't everyone be 
like this when the war starts? [laughs] so that you don't have to go on this 
fourth standard fail thing. It was quite an extraordinary experience to go to 
their exercises and their TEWTS and other things. (lEWIS, for whoever's taking 
this, I better spell that out. It's T E W 1 5, with capitals, I E W TiIt 
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stands for tactical exercises without troops; It's a very important part of the 
training of officers.) But it was an absolute joy to go on these exercises and 
hear these intelligent young men discussing the tactics and how it could have 
been done better. In many cases they were even better than the OS (that's the 
directing staff) solution. So it was quite a unique experience having come out 
of a war where this fourth standard failed was the standard of education and 
standard of training and standard of approach, to all of a sudden find people 
that were more intelligent than you were! 

So the University Regiment became a very important training and recruitment 
area for potential officers. It makes good sense. That's why the University 
Regiment is very important because you do get the better Intellects. You get 
people of better education, and not only better education but in many cases 
better application. A fellow that wants to volunteer to be in the reserves, you 
can bet he's above average as a citizen. He not only has a good brain, and he's 
well educated, but the fact that he wants to join the reserves means that he 
wants to apply any knowledge he has in a community way. So I always place great 
importance on UWA [Regiment]. 

Then, of course, when you went to SAS that was exactly the reverse; People get 
the idea when they see the SAS marching and so on and they look so fit and 
tough and so on, they forget that they very rarely march like that, because of 
the very nature of their work, a lot of it is confidential. A lot of it is 
very, very tough and has to be kept confidential; More often than not they're 
going to operate alone or in groups or sections. That's why they do so many 
unusual exercises in the remote parts of the State. One of them I know they had 
to go and catch a camel and do that sort of stuff. This is the sort of stuff 
they've got to do because they're intended to operate to a very, very tough 
standard which is as high, if not higher, than say the British, the Americans, 
or the Germans. They've also got to be prepared to work with these people; So 
you're looking at a completely different mentality, a completely different 
standard of toughness, of fitness, and it's quite an experience.- 

One thing you learn out of that, with the toughness and all of these cloak and 
dagger type things that they [are thought to] do, is the fact that it takes 
about seven years to convert an ordinary soldier - already trained in parade 
ground and small arms and all that sort of thing - to convert him to a top line 
SAS trooper. So you can imagine what goes on in the meantime. Nevertheless 
you're still dealing with human beings; People get the idea that once they've 
been through all that they walk around with a knife in their teeth and that 
sort of thing, but they're not like that at all; They're very decent ordinary 
people who have to make a great personal commitment to accept the rigours of 
this training. To get into it for a start is an horrendous test; I'm glad that 
of recent years they've taken some of the secrecy away and have shown films on 
TV of what is necessary, to even be allowed to start to qualify as a trooper; 
Then you build from there. So you do have some people who are not only 
physically very tough, but mentally very tough, because it doesn't matter how 
physically strong you are, it doesn't mean to say that you can successfully 
face up to an ordeal, the type of ordeal they have to face up to; That's where 
your mental toughness is just as important, if not more so than physical 
toughness. So I enjoyed my association with them; 

By that time they had brought in a rule that you couldn't be an honorary 
colonel for more than four years and you couldn't be an honorary colonel after 
you were 70. I supported that very strongly. I think I've told you of my 
experience when they brought the honorary colonel on [parade] when we young 
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cadets were being transferred between wars from cadets into the 44th Battalion 
and they brought on the honorary colonel who had to be assisted on to the 
parade ground.-... 

RJ No, I don't think you have. 

COURT ;...with all his medals and we'd been told about this tremendous 
war record of the man who was the honorary' colonel then of this 44th Battalion. 
He'd had a great First World War record: DSO, MC, you name it, he'd had the 
lot; When we young boys, as we were, being transferred from the cadets into a 
unit, in this between wars training, it was a terrible let-down to me to see 
this chap having to be assisted on with sticks and everything; We expected a 
fellow to march on breathing fire, his eyes flashing and so on, and with his 
medals and everything, cutting a soldierly figure of the hero that he had been; 
I always used to say to myself, "I hope that never happens to me;" It was a 
very wise thing the army did to make sure that they had a limited period and 
they also had a cut off agei They can still watch to see that they don't 
appoint people now that are not able to physically give the appearance of being 
at least militarily presentable, for the want of a better phrase, because it 
does have an impact on people. Tradition's very str4ong in an army unit. 

RJ If you can't give advice without being asked, and don't give 
orders, what does an honorary colonel do? 

COURT First of all he's part of the tradition of the regiment. It's known 
to the soldiers and commissioned officers that he's the new honorary colonel; 
They want somebody around who preferably is well known; You can't always get 
somebody, but preferably who's well known; It's rather like having a patron. 
Patron's are only as good as they act. If you were an honorary colonel and you 
never appeared in the sergeant's mess or the men's mess or never appeared at 
any function, well then you wouldn't be much good; But if you take the job 
seriously, you do appear and Want to talk to people; 

I'm now the patron of the SAS Regiment Association. You can belong to the 
Association although you're still a serving soldier, but it's mainly for those 
that have been SAS Regiment soldiers; This is Australia wide and I'm the 
national patron; That's very interesting going to their functions. You see 
varying ages right down to some that are still serving, but more of those who 
are in the older bracket. They keep in touch and they get quite a thrill out of 
watching the present standards and comparing It with what they did, bearing in 
mind that they've got a very proud record. See what they did in Vietnam has 
never been properly told-. The moral in that story and the lesson to be learned 
from that story is the fact that they were more exposed to danger than any 
others and had the best casualty record; It proves the old story of training. 
The better trained [and equipped the] soldiers are 'the less casualties they're 
going to have, because they're going to be taught what they should be doing and 
they're going to be taught how to do It; Remember what I told you about old 
Robbie, "Go back and do it again; Even if the troops have had enough of it, go 
and do it again so that 1n 1their moment of trial they'll do what is right from 
sheer fright If necessary;" 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 44 

'Well after these interviews, Sir Charles obtained records from the 
Australian Army which enabled him to put together a summary of his Army 
service prior to, during, and after World War II, copy attached, pp. 2338-
2339 (RJ) 
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RJ We'll move now Sir Charles to your return from the war, but first 

of all what did Lady Court do during the war? Some people went to the country; 
was she one of them? 

COURT She went to the country for part of the time. She always says how 

slid's only ever lived in two houses: the one she was born in at 538 William 
Street, [Mt Lawley] and the other one she went to when she was married at 4

6 

Waratah Avenue. She always has to make the reservation "except during th
e 

war", when she took the two boys - that was Victor and Barry in age order - 

she took them up to a farm out of York. It was owned by Mr Garnet Wood, wh
o 

was then a Country Party member of Parliament. He, in response to the reques
t 

of the authorities, adapted his house so that Rita and her mother, [Aunti
e 

Lalla] and the two boys could live in their part of it and only had to mi
x 

with the Wood family so far as it was necessary or everybody wanted to. 
I 

think it had a big effect on both Victor and Barry. It probably started Barry 
off with his great obsession about becoming a farmer, because he was just so 
natural with animals. 

They tell the story, in fact they've got a picture of a very dangerous bul
l 

that Mr Wood had, and he wouldn't go in the yard unless he had a great bi
g 

lump of wood or a pitchfork or something. Barry as a toddler used to clim
b 

under the fence and go and sit in the shade underneath the bull. [Laughsj The
y 

used to be scared stiff, and Barry would be stroking the bull's legs, and th
e 

bull would be loving every minute of it. They'd be trying to attract the bull 
away, trying to get Barry to crawl out. Nothing ever happened to him, but 
everyone else was scared stiff to go inside. I think it's out of that that he 

got a feeling for farming and eventually went to Elders, of course, and di
d 

his wool classing. Now, of course, he's got his own farm. 

But they lived up there and the Woods had two daughters. You must bear in mind 
you had petrol rationing and all of those things. But there were certain 
advantages living on a farm: the eggs and the meat and these things. But the 
younger of the two girls was still going to York School. She would either ride 
her horse in every morning or drive the sulky in if she had to bring back some 
groceries and that sort of thing. So she would go to school with the horse 
every day. Then she'd have to look after the horse during the day time, o

f 

course. Country children knew how to do it. Every day they [the Courts] use
d 

to go for a walk towards York and meet Judy on the way home if she had th
e 

sulky. 

So they had that experience there for quite a while. Mr Wood was very good t
o 

them, and it was a great comfort to me while I was away to know that they wer
e 

there. Part of that time I was serving in the West, and part of that time 
I 

was serving in the Northern Territory. I forget when they shifted back t
o 

Perth. They had difficulty, of course, in getting Mrs Steffanoni's [Mt Lawley
] 

house back because of the crazy rent restrictions. They looked after th
e 

tenant more than they did the owner. Rita was able to get our place back
. 

That's how Mrs Steffanoni came to live with us. because she couldn't get her 
own place at 538 William Street back, and she and Auntie Lalla came to live at 
46 Waratah Avenue, and one was there for eighteen years and the other wa

s 

there for sixteen years. 

Rd What do you remember about your return, your feelings and the 

reaction of your sons to you; and your wife? 
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COURT Oh it was a time of great joy, specially getting home right on the 
eve of Christmas. The idea was to then settle down and carry on with my 
career. I wanted to get out of the army as quick as I could. The army had 
other ideas. To their credit they used to take quite a while to discharge you. 
You'd go through medical examinations: very, very thorough. They used to 
almost plead with you to remember something that had happened to you while you 
were away that might have a recurrence later on. No—one  could fault the army 
the way they would discharge you. Their problem was everyone was so anxious to 
get out that they'd want to skip things. But they would meticulously - I know 
from my experience, and the others in the group that went through with me - 
they would meticulously keep saying, "Is there anything you can remember that 
was special that you want to make a note of, in case something happens later 
on?" I know quite a few people, like Ron Duke for instance, because of the 
thoroughness with which they recorded these things, later on they got 
treatment that they otherwise wouldn't have got, because the record was there, 
and made at a time when they were close to the event but not suffering for it. 

So I wanted to get back to my practice and give Mr Hendry a bit of relief, 
because he and the others working with him had had a tough, tough time. Plus 
the fact I wanted to try and recapture a bit of time. I wanted to get back to 
music. The people who had been keeping the RSL Band going were sending out an 
SOS: "Come and save us. We've managed to keep the nucleus of it going, but if 
you don't come and build it up again quickly, it won't be there much longer." 
Things like that, the various things you belong to; The Lodge and the 
Institute of Chartered Accountants, all of these things you had to get quickly 
back into stream and it's amazing how quickly you did. 

RJ But Initially was there any uncertainty in your sons about who 
this man was? 

COURT No, no. You realise that I had seen them intermittently during the 
war. 

RJ Yes, but only for short periods. 

COURT The longest period they went without seeing me would have been 
eighteen months, so I was not a mystic figure in the background, plus the fact 
that their mother would have kept talking about me and with letters coming. I 
used to write very regularly. I used to try and write a letter to each of 
them. It's all right for your mother to read a letter, "This is what your 
father says," and so on, but it's much nicer if you get a separate little 
letter. That's your letter. Even when I was a minister - don't forget the boys 
were still boys and I was away chasing investment and negotiating and so on - 
I used to make it my business to send separate cards to all of them, so they 
all got their own card, and not necessarily at the same time. Through these 
things you remain a constant image in their mind; You can't be sending 
photographs, of course, back because they're not around [in wartime], but a 
person like Rita would keep them well informed, so it was no great shock when 
this man turned up. 

RJ It's worth noting, I think, that that process of sending your sons 
Individual letters as a minister has been remembered, in the Sunday Tipes 
article recently where Richard was talking about his relationship with you. - 

------------------------ 
1 Richard Court actually said: "When he was negotiating the North-West resource 
contracts he travelled extensively but always found time to write to each of 
his five sons personally; I used to wonder how he found the time for such 
things." Sunday Times, 16 Dec 1990 (RJ). 
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COURT Yes I was quite tickled when I saw that because 
lot of bother to do that. You'd send off these. It didn't 
Usually they were postcards with a little note on them. 
tickled when I saw that in Richard's comment, bearing 
interviews were done without any collusion at all, which, 
have been a bit risky, but it worked out all right; 

I used to go to a 
take much effort; 
But I was rather 
in mind those two 
of course, could 

RJ Just before we get on to your entry into politics, Sir Charles, 
there are a couple of things that you took part in that we haven't discussed. 
We have, of course, covered your work experience on your return. You have 
referred to the fact that you were State Registrar of the Institute of 
Chartered Accountants, WA Branch, and I find that was from 1946 to 1 52 (so 
it's re1ly straight after your return) and you were State Councillor from '52 
to '55. What did those two positions entail? 

COURT In those days the Institute was quite small. It was just getting 
going and it was quite small; very conservative. They didn't, have a full time 
registrar. The firm of Hendry Rae and Court provided the registrars right 
through from Mr Hendry, Mr Rae, Charles Court, Harry Kitson and Ross Ledger; 
You were what the name implies; you were the State Registrar; There was, of 
course, the General Registrar In Sydney, at the head office for the Institute 
for Australia, but you were the [State] Registrar and that involved, of 
course, the secretarial work as well. It was not a professionally paid 
position, It was an honorarium. The Institute, which was always anxious to 
keep its fees up per hour for its members, was pretty mean in paying Its 
registrars. But that figures! It's like trade union secretaries, they don't 
usually get paid very well. They might do these days, but in the old days they 
didn't. But it involved really running the Institute, the administration of 
the Institute. You had a State Council, headed by a State Chairman; A State 
Registrar kept very close alongside of the State Chairman; He, as State 
Registrar, could influence a lot of the activities'; If he was keen on research 
you could bet the State branch was keen on research. It's like all other 
organisations. There's no magic about it. So you're an administrator, you're 
the secretary. I learnt a lot during that time because you have a lot of 
access to the councillors; Eventually they requested me to become a State 
Councillor. 

I was going to give you, in fact I did give you, a list of the dates when all 
of the partners of Hendry Rae and Court were State Registrars, and then I took 
it back and promised to write to you, because I didn't think it was right and 
I proved to be correct. The list was not right; Don't laugh at this but we've 
had a ceremony down at the Institute office (now they have a full time office 
and a full time registrar) to unveil a plaque showing the State chairmen since 
the beginning of the charter and the State registrars since the beginning of 
the charter. When they unveiled the State registrars' plaque I had to say as 
politely as I could that It wasn't correct, because they didn't have Mr Rae on 
it. Somebody said, "Oh we've searched the minutes and Mr Rae was never the 
State Registrar, and so on, we know we're right;" So I thought that Mr Rae 
might have only been an acting registrar for Mr.  Hendry, but I wasn't happy 
about it; So 1 went back and got some enquiries made and I found that I was 
right. It's just as well I didn't give you the list because it wouldn't have 
been right, but the one I'll give you now is right. We've had the minutes 
researched and they've got to get the plaque altered, because it was Hendry, 
Rae, Court, Kitson and Ross Ledger; Right up, for the whole of that period, 
our firm supplied the registrars, of which we're very proud; 

1A listing of the association of Sir Charles with -the Institute of Chartered 
Accountants is attached, p.  2340. 
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RJ For the record, we all know what an auditor does, but you were the 
auditor of the Claremont Town Council from 1947 until you entered Parliament 
in 1953, but I noted you were chairman of the WA Prices Advisory Committee 
from 1948 to '52. How did that come about? 

COURT It was before I was in Parliament, as you've noted, and the 
McLarty Government was going through a very traumatic period, because we still 
had wartime controls, things like rationing, control over land, control over 
motor vehicles, prices, all of these things. It's not as easy as you think. 
You can't just say one day, no more price control. That would the right way to 
do it, but politically you can never do it. There's always people hanging on 
to these controls. Some proprietors love them, grocers in particular loved 
these because you might remember they used to have a book, usually tied on 
with a piece of string, on the counter in the old style small grocer's shop 
If a woman would worry about the price of sauce had gone up or something like 
that, or sardines had gone up, the grocer could always say, "Look don't blame 
me madam, just look in the book," you see, so the book was always thumbed 
through. They felt comfortable. Before your supermarts and your Woolworths and 
your Coles and that had got going again and you still had the old gallon 
licence type of grocer, a dear old style of grocery store, and the gallon 
licence in the corner; you still had the corner store, a very important part 
of the business, and your Boans and your Foy and Gibsons and all of these 
places were in their traditional form. 

McLarty, on the advice of a number of people, decided that the best thing to 
do was to set up a committee which would have the job of advising the 
government how to deregulate. So I was selected, bearing in mind although I 
was active in the Liberal Party, this was nothing to do with it. It was for 
another reason altogether, it was because of my professional activities I was 
selected to be the chairman. There was a good reason for that, because pre-war 
I had acted for the Master Bakers' Association in connection with the Wheat 
Products' Prices Committee. Now you're too young to remember all that, but 
there was a flour tax imposed pre-war to try and help the farmers during the 
Depression and one of the problems they had was to make sure that the flour 
tax finished up where it should finish up. Like so many of these things 
they're always capable of manipulation, so they had to have this Wheat 
Products' Prices Committee and that covered things like bread and flour, any 
product of the wheat. I had acted for the Master Bakers and in that time I'd 
had a lot to do with C P Mathea (Con Mathea). He was the chairman of that 
CWPPC] and a very, very good one. I must have made my mark with him because we 
had a very strong friendship both before the war and after the war. He was 
very, very tough and 7 had to act for the Master Bakers, bearing in mind that 
my biggest hurdle was to get them sixpence a loaf for a two pound loaf! You've 
no idea, It took us nine months to negotiate that under this Wheat Products' 
Prices Committee. But in the process I got to know all the bakeries around the 
place and I threw myself into it with great enthusiasm. I learnt a lot and 
picked up some clients in the process, but still my main purpose was to be as 
independent as I could in representing a cost structure for the baking 
Industry, and on which the Wheat Products' Prices Committee could give them an 
adjudication and give them an official price. 

So after the war, when this committee came up, it must have been Con Mathea, 
who was by this time the Prices Commissioner during the war and after, he must 
have said to McLarty, or one of his people: "Look one of the few professionals 
that know something about this cost [and price] structure is Court." I don't 
know to this day whether he did it, but I have a sneaking idea that he 
suggested that I might be the one. So I was the chairman. The committee 
comprised a gentleman called George Broomhall, who was then very senior in 
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Goode Durrant and Murray. We had G and R Wills; we had Goode Durrant and 
Murray; we had a number of textile firms. They were all very special, very 
traditional. A very fine man, George [Broomhall], and he was the trade 
representative. The other man was Freddie Schnaars. He was a union secretary 
who subsequently became an industrial commissioner, and a very good one. We 
could do with his type around now. Tough as they come, but very realistic, 
very practical, and known to be tough by unions as well as employers, but 
respected by all. 

I couldn't have had a better team and we had to go around Australia finding 
out what they were doing and then look at applications to deregulate this, 
deregulate that. This is where I got my experience with the onions down at 
Spearwood that I think I've told you about. 

RJ Yes you have. 

COURT I went and lived down there for a couple of days to get in amongst 
it. If you're going to be in these things, you've got to be in it up to your 
neck, boots and all. It's no good just taking other people's  reports, you've 
got to go and find out for yourself. 

So we went through the lot and eventually we deregulated, or we recommended 
they deregulate these different things. But I found out a lot of things about 
human nature too. The number of people who would make fiery speeches about the 
government should get rid of all these controls and deregulate, but then you 
found they wanted them to deregulate everything except their industry. 
Groceries was one particular thing. I think they liked these little books that 
took the blame for the prices. There was very little price cutting in those 
days. So we eventually came up with a formula to get rid of these things. We 
struck some crazy things. The onions was the worst one, but the theatre 
pricing [was unrealistic]. The amount of trouble they went to to have price 
control in theatres. I don't know whether I've told you the story about the 
theatre up in Midland or Guildford wherevever it was, they had this very 
strict price control and the poor man was going - not going broke, but he was 
just struggling to make a living. They wouldn't let him shift the demarcation 
up in the dress circle as to what was the one and sixpenny or the two shilling 
seats and that sort of thing. He came to me, and he was a nice chap, real 
practical sort of chap. He said, "Most of the people that work here," he said, 
"they're from the Midland workshops." He said, "They're all doing pretty well, 
they've got solid jobs and so on." He said, "I have more trouble over that 
dress circle than enough," he said, "because those that don't book early 
enough for a Saturday night, or any other night, Friday night and so on, they 
get as mad as a hatter, because some of their mates are sitting in the front 
rows and they're sitting up in the back. Some are sitting in the dearer seats 
and others are sitting in the cheap seats." He said, "They're all the same the 
seats, but this stupid cord I have to put up, this rope I have to put up, to 
show these are the good seats and they're the cheaper seats." So I remember 
this chap; he made a big impression on my committee. We said, "Well what do 
you really need by way of price control until we can get rid of all this price 
control out of the theatre?" He said, "Just let me take that stupid rope away 
and everybody pay their two bob for the whole of the dress circle and I'll get 
enough extra income and everybody's happy." So that's all we did. Until we 
actually got rid of price control altogether that was the difference. But 
that's the sort of thing that bureaucrats can't sort of live with. They can't 
see that sort of thing, that simple practical solution. 
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But the interesting thing was the problem was not so much the demarcation 
about price, but the fact that there was a demarcation about people. So I 
learnt quite a lot about human nature, but we got rid of price control and I'd 
finished with that before I went into Parliament. 

I had to deal with McLarty quite a lot. I had to deal with Val Abbott a lot 
and that was an experience. We still had price control on barbers. I don't 
know if you remember dear Ross, he was a lovely man really, but a rather dour 
sort of chap. He had a wonderful wife. She'd have made a better Premier than 
him. Violet was a wonderful woman, really she was. When I got into Parliament 
I used to have a fair bit to do with her. Whatever she did she did well: Girl 
Guides, CWA, she was up and doing and a very decisive woman. She used to keep 
old Ross up to the mark. But he didn't have very much hair. Why he went to a 
barber is beyond me because he was bald on the top and he had hair at the 
sides, you see, sides and back. Violet, I am sure, could have chopped it off 
in good old country style and kept him looking trim, but he insisted on going 
to a barber. Well every time the question of decontrolling barbers came up 
[laughs] Ross used to put on a bit of a tantrum. (He could put on a tantrum 
too.) He'd say: "What's it matter, what's it matter?" "It's an impact on the 
economy." "Oh it's in the basic wage," and it was, you see. All of these items 
were in the basic wage and governments were very sensitive about the basic 
wage. So we'd say, "You know it's just a waste of time. Say a barber does make 
a little bit more, the bloke down the road will provide competition that will 
keep him honest." Anyhow eventually we got rid of that. 

The other thing was motor cars. Our greatest problem was getting rid of the 
control on motor cars, because Ross was going to buy himself a new car. I 
don't know why he was going to buy himself a new car. I'm sure the government 
provided cars for ministers and Premiers in those days. Might have been for 
his farm, or for his family. He was going to buy a new Dodge and he'd never 
priced one for a long time and when they told him the price of this new Dodge 
he nearly fell out of his chair, and of course, the first thing he did was 
ring me up to tell me about this price that he'd just got for this Dodge. It 
might have been a truck, I'm not sure, bearing in mind they had the family 
farm, so they would have needed a car, and he was meticulous. He wouldn't use 
a government vehicle for a private purpose under any circumstances; a very 
honourable person. 

The third encounter with him was over tailors. They still controlled tailors, 
which was quite silly. He was going to get himself a new suit. I think before 
the war he'd only had to pay five pounds and then he found they wanted ten 
pounds for one [laughs] and that was too much for the old chap to bear. But 
every time I got called into 'the presence'. I got to know the Premier pretty 
well at that time, because of being called up on these things when something 
crossed his path that he didn't like. But we eventually wound everything up 
and got out of it, and we lived happy ever after. But that's the story of the 
Prices Surveillance Committee. 

Rd But was Sir Ross expecting you to keep the prices of cars down for 
him? Was he trying political influence? Let's put it straight. [Laughs] 

COURT It was his way of sort of keeping in touch with what the public 
had to pay, you see. He wasn't a mean man, he was frugal. The stories about 
Ross and shouting and so on are legendary in parliamentary circles of those 
days. They'd have you in fits if people told you about his antics when it came 
to shouting and so on. There was the famous story about dim Mann when they met 
up there one morning and the Parliament wasn't sitting. They were both country 
members. Old dim was pretty rough on Ross, he was always taking digs at him. 
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They had a funny little bar in those days. You got about six in there it was 

overcrowded which was a good thing because people couldn't use it to excess 

like they can now. Old Jimmy said to Ross in full hearing of everybody: "Come 

and have a drink Ross before we hit the road. Old Ross said, "Now just one 

Jimmy, just one Jimmy." Old Jimmy in his rough old way said, "You don't think 

I'm going to buy two do youl" [laughs] This was typical. 

But I was very fond of Ross. He was a very honourable person and came from a 

family that did much for this country. He used to look after the money and the 

assets of the State as though they were his own. But these enquiries he used 

to make about prices were just a reflection of his frugality, and then he 

would be thinking about other farmers having to pay that price for a Dodge 

truck or car or whatever he was buying and other people buying a suit and 

other people having a haircut, bearing in mind also, of course, that the 

government itself was very sensitive to public reaction on prices. 

END OF TAPE 44 SIDE B 
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Rd An interview with Sir Charles Court held at the Alexander Library 
Building on 8 January 1991. 

Sir Charles since our last session where we finished up about the war you've 
been doing some further thinking about what we were discussing. 

COURT Yes. I'm grateful to you in a way for persisting as you did 
regarding the special significance of my service in Bougainville. I don't 
think you really knew what you were getting at, with all due respect, but it 
must have intrigued you that here was this chap who finishes up in the middle 
of operations having come from being a private right through and become a 
lieutenant colonel at this stage. I had told you about this unfortunate 
Incident when I landed at Bougainville. You realise that I'd come straight 
from the senior wing of the staff college. I'd been promoted from major to 
lieutenant colonel and I'd been met at the airport by Brigadier Ragnar 
Garrett, who was good enough to meet me to warn me that I was coming into 
troubled waters and that arose out of the fact that General Robertson, being 
the egotist that he was, had sent this signal to Savige recommending me to 
him, and that was red rag to a bull. Now that in itself, of course, might seem 
petty and silly, but in view of the persistence with which you pursued the 
matter I thought I'd go and re-read this book about Savige. It's a book called 
There Goes a Man, and it covers in considerable detail Savige's early life, 
then his First World War experiences and subsequent to that, of course, it 
then deals with his great Legacy work in between the wars and then his 
involvement in the Second World War, both In the Middle East and in the 
Islands. I'm glad I re-read it because this time I read it with much more 
care. It gave me a better understanding of why Savige reacted as he did. 

I'm quite certain now that he didn't react as he did only because of Red 
Robbie's irritation. It probably brought it to a head, but it wasn't the only 
reason why he reacted as badly as he did - as angrily as he did - put it that 
way would be better. I searched for a deeper reason. When I look at the way 
this man contributed so much in the First World War and showed such leadership 
and such bravery and was wounded so badly and went through all the trauma of 
the desert, Gallipoli and the trenches of France, and was denied promotion 
that he should have got, I understood that there was something deeper In 
Savige's mind when he reacted as he did to me. Strangely enough the reason why 
he reacted to me was in my own mind but for the reverse reasons. Just to 
recapitulate very briefly. He'd been through the First World War and only 
finished up as a captain at the end of the war, when If a man should have 
finished up with a higher command it was him, after what he'd actually done in 
the field. But he developed a bit of a chip on his shoulder because there were 
forces at work that frustrated him and he never got the recognition. He got 
decorations, true, and he had preferred positions. He was respected by the 
great commanders of the First World War who knew him well because of his 
actual work in the field, but he never got the advancement, he never got the 
positions that he should have had. I think it had an effect on his mind. You 
see this coming through in the book. Then the intervening period between the 
wars he got involved again in the peacetime army and he then commanded a 
battalion, and then commanded a brigade, so when the Second World War broke 
out he was ready to go. He'd had the wartime experience and probably the 
higher proportion of service in the field opposed to a real enemy and real 
danger, than most people who served in the war. I didn't realise that he'd had 
such intense service In the First World War. Then along comes the Second World 
War and he goes to the Middle East and he immediately started to find this, 
what he thought was favouritism of staff corps commanders over the civilian 
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soldier-type commander like himself and Tubby Allen. This comes through loud 
and clear that he was pretty sensitive to it all, and I think it grew on his 
mind for a while. 

You also recall that when I turned up at Bougainville, he was getting really 
too old for the job. He'd had this tremendous campaign in the First World War 
and the Second World War, and he was still very sensitive on this question of 
professionals versus the civilian soldier type. He'd had a bit of an unheaval 
in his own command and that was one of the reasons why new officers like 
myself were posted there, but that's another story. He reacted as he did. 
That's when he gave me that very unpleasant message that if he didn't 
personally tell me I could stay at the end of the twenty-eight days I was to 
go without being told, and a pretty nasty shock. 

Now in looking at the whole scene more dispassionately than I ever have 
before, I realise that there's another side of the coin and that was my own 
reaction. Now as the war wore on, I got more and more restless and more and 
more worried about the fact that I wasn't actually getting to the real war 
where you could say you were face to face with the enemy, you were in a period 
of continuous danger. I was with the armoured division. I made every effort I 
could to get to the Middle East because having enlisted I wanted to be in the 
real war and make a proper contribution and not take advantage of some of the 
easier situations that I could have had because of the circumstances. I did my 
part to try and stop those things running their normal course, so as to get 
into the Middle East stream for a start and then get up to the Islands earlier 
when that was reversed. Northern Territory, whilst it had its dangers and its 
very special interests and the special jobs I had to do up there, as I've told 
you all about the famous reconnaisance and so on, it wasn't a substitute for 
either being in the Middle East in the real war or being in the real war of 
the Islands, in the jungle. So I was starting to get very self-conscious. 
Getting a commission was pretty good and then becoming a temporary captain and 
then a temporary major; then all of a sudden I become a temporary colonel. 
There were so many people that I believe deserved to have that promotion 
because of their work in the field [more] than I did. For instance when I was 
on the senior wing of the staff college, there were sixteen selected students 
on that. A goodly proportion of those were professionals. They were staff 
corps men, all good soldiers, and all very capable individuals as well as 
being good soldiers. Without exception they'd had battle experience, and here 
they were on the course with some of us like myself and Vincent Fairfax, that 
had done our best to get the battle experience but hadn't got it, but we'd got 
the promotion. Both Vincent and I were on that course and we were both 
majors. In fact you had to be a major to be on the course. So I became 
increasingly embarrassed. 

Now it's no secret that I topped that course, but that in itself didn't give 
me any satisfaction. I worked hard. I really committed myself with everything 
I had because I felt I had to try a bit harder because I hadn't got the magic 
of the battle experience that some of these other fellows had. Vincent Fairfax 
was In the same boat. Two or three other fellows were in the same boat. So you 
see almost embarrassment. You might find this hard to believe, but it was 
almost embarrassment when the commandant of the staff college at Cabarlah 
called me in and told me about my new posting and congratulated me on being 
promoted from the course to temporary lieutenant colonel and to go to Savige's 
corps in Bougainville via New Guinea. I said to myself, how am I going to face 
up to these people when I get to Bougainville or get to New Guinea and I'm 
going to be immediately put in a fairly senior position, specially as AQMG of 
a corps, not having been in a battle in the true sense of the word; not my 
fault, but just the set of circumstances? Well I pondered over this and I was 
pretty worried about it. 
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Now you might say why do you tell me that? There's a good reason for it. It 
does enable me to understand how Savige felt about me. He would have looked at 
the papers when he got my appointment, and I'm surprised that he let it get as 
far as he did. It must have been Garrett that let it go through up to the 
point when I was going to actually arrive because Savige could have stopped it 
like that clicks fingers]. But he would have looked at the papers and said, 
"Who does this fellow think he is? He's been a private, all these things, and 
he's been a lieutenant, and he's a temporary captain, temporary major, now 
temporary lieutenant colonel." And he would have thought about his own service 
in the First World War, what he did and finished up with such a modest rank in 
spite of the dangers, in spite of the leadership he gave, undoubted leadership 
that he gave and the wounds that he suffered at the hands of the Germans and 
others. He would have said to himself, "Here's a bloke who's a lieutenant 
colonel and he hasn't been In the real battle situation." That would have 
triggered off resentment in view of some of the things that I've now re-read 
in his book, because it would have dug in very deeply with him. Ragnar Garrett 
had served with him in the Middle East so he knew him. He was staff corps and 
he was very fond of Garrett. Pulver the same, another man who was a very 
senior staff corps man, but for whom Savige had a genuine affection. Although 
they were staff corps and he had this antagonism against some of these 
professionals, there were some that he had tremendous admiration for. So it is 
a wonder that he even let me start. So you can see the feelings of the man: 
getting cranky at this stage, not well. He'd had this tremendous campaign, 
exposed to great danger in two world wars, and he gets a fellow sent to him 
with this comparatively high rank, who hadn't actually had real battle 
experience. Northern Territory, you could forget it, and all the training that 
you have, there's no substitute for the real thing. So unwittingly in my mind 
I've got this challenge. I can't get to the end of the war without being in 
it. He on the other hand saying, "Who does he think he is coming up here?" 

Now since I last spoke to you I've had a revelation that I should have thought 
of at the time. I found that in both world wars Savige had a great respect for 
Tubby Allen. On a number of occasions, although Tubby wasn't superior in rank 
(they were equivalent rank, could have been both brigadiers, or both major 
generals at a particular time) in each case where there was a question of 
determining who was the senior one for the purpose of an operation, it was 
always Tubby Allen that was made the senior. You've got to have somebody 
that's in charge of an operation, especially if it's a delicate one. It came 
through very clearly in the book that Savige didn't resent that at all. He 
regarded Tubby Allen as being a top—class soldier, a loyal man, a loyal 
friend, and one in whom he had complete confidence and didn't have any 
resentment at all. The mention of Robertson at any time just (you could feel 
It through the book), made him bristle, but Tubby Allen he regarded with great 
affection and it comes out again in the post war period, between the wars and 
after the war. 

Now the revelation that I overlooked was the fact that after I'd been there 
for about a fortnight and going through this period of getting up to every bit 
of the operations I could, exposing myself to every bit of action I possibly 
could, I wasn't going to let that war go now I'd got there and with Ragnar 
Garrett's help and advice I was able to get more exposure in those few months 
than most people did. That was good for me, good for my soul and it gave me 
the satisfaction of being able to end the war saying that I had actually been 
in operations: real operations and real danger. Now I'd been there about a 
fortnight and I got the loveliest letter from Tubby Allen. I forget where he 
wrote from but as a general he would have seen these promotions going through 
in different ways for people at that level, specially if you're going to take 
on a position like AQMG of 2 Corps and so on. He sent me the loveliest letter. 
I explained to you once before he was a very sensitive man, he was very 
sensitive about casualties, almost too much so for a commander, but a great 
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soldier and a great person. He sent me a letter, which until later on I didn't 
realise the import of it, but it was a very encouraging letter saying: "I know 
the way you'll go about it, but for what it's worth, don't miss any 
opportunities to get involved and you'll do it well." It was a lovely, lovely 
letter. A very soft, gentle letter, quite unlike you'd expect from a man with 
such a lot of battle experience: Middle East - First World War first, then the 
Middle East and then Kokoda [World War II], because he was made the scapegoat 
for that although he should have come out of it as one of the great heroes. 
Then Northern Territory. 

I think what actually turned the tide for me was not only the work that I did 
under the advice of Garrett, but Tubby Allen wrote to Savige. Now it wouldn't 
be the sort of signal that Robertson sent: abrasive, really get the old boy's 
heckles up, it would have been a very nice friendly letter setting out that I 
had served with him for, I think it was ten months, or fourteen months, I 
forget what it was. He must have calmed the old boy's fears, you see, 
specially as I was working hard and working well and working in the right 
places, whether it was with 3 Div down in Motupena or whether it was on Numa 
Numa trail or whether it was up in the northern segment; I was moving from one 
to the other all the time, which was unusual for a senior corps staff officer. 
Whenever they had the battle conference in the morning rarely was I there 
because Garrett was very good and he'd make sure the old man knew that at that 
time I was with one of the battalions at Numa, or down in the Motupena area or 
in the northern sector. So it's dawned on me since you last talked to me that 
in between all of this, that the torment that was going on in my mind and the 
anger that was in Savige's mind, of this upstart: "What strings were pulled to 
get him this promotion?" which was quite wrong, but still that's how he would 
have felt. That's how he reacted when people were put over him In the First 
World War, and this is how he reacted with some of the things that went on in 
the Middle East [in World War II], when he felt he should have been given the 
job in places like Benghazi and other places. He would have said to himself, 
"Here's this upstart. Who's feathering his nest? Who's pushing his barrow? Why 
do they have to inflict him on me?" Here am I on the other hand saying, "I've 
got to get some battle experience, some real operations experience before the 
war ends." So we had quite reverse situations but somehow or other they 
complimented one another. 

But on reflection I'm quite certain, specially now I know that Savige had such 
a great affection for Tubby Allen, such an admiration for the man, both in war 
and in peace, that that letter from Allen must have been what was necessary. 
After that month when he came and said, "You can stay," things changed quite 
dramatically. I wouldn't say that we ever got to a stage of being buddies at 
all. I never had the warm relationship with him that I had with Tubby Allen, 
or the more intimate relationship, in a very severe way, that I had with 
Robertson, but it was much more relaxed. Then when he appointed me to head up 
that mixed force that was going to try and do a landing around on the east 
coast of Bougainville, which didn't happen as it turned out for good reason. 
He then selected me to go down and do the disarming of the Japanese, and then 
on top of that recommended me for that OBE. You can understand now why that 
has a very special place In my mind. 

To follow on that, after the war (and he didn't live all that long after the 
war) it was he that made the approach to get in touch with me after the war. 
On one occasion he was going to England and he got in touch with me to see if 
he could see me while he was passing through Fremantle. So we had a very 
pleasant hour or two at the old Adeiphi Hotel; In fact I managed to get a 
couple of people who had served In Bougainville with him, including the famous 
Sam Fletcher. It was a very pleasant occasion, so far removed from that first 
encounter when I landed in Bougainville. He treated me as a respected friend 
and thanked me again for the service that I'd given to him, the loyalty I'd 
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given to him, and the punishment I'd taken from him, sort of half apologising 

I think, for the fact that he wasn't well at the time, and he was under great 

pressure. It was he, when he heard that I was standing for Parliament, that 

volunteered th9se words that my committee used and which I eventually got them 

to stop using. I felt it was not the right thing to do in a campaign, but 

they thought it was jolly good stuff; The important thing for me is that it 

was Savige that got in touch with me, whose daughter in fact phoned and got on 

to the committee on his behalf and he then told them that he'd like to make a 

contribution, which he did; You've seen the words that he used which were very 

generous for a man who must have had a bit of a torments When I first arrived 

he had this unpleasant task of making it clear that I wasn't welcome-; 

I think - well I hope that that puts it in its proper perspective, because 

there was another side of it that I didn't get across before, if I recall 

correctly, and that was my own torment that I was going through in having got 

to such a high rank and not actually having had what you could call true 

battle experience- So Bougainville put that right for me; I had more than my 

share in that few months, then culminating In the finale of disarming the 

Japanese and taking the responsibility for all of .the organisation, as the 

senior staff officer, under General Bridgeford Regardless of my lack of 
seniority compared with some other people he put re In charge of all of that 
organisation until I left to go back to Australia- 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 45 

'See p. 501 this transcript. 

2Further information about Sir Charles's war service and his attitude to 
the citizen soldier may be found in an address he ciave for the Sir 
Thomas Blarney Foundation Memorial Oration 1988, titled, "The Citizen 
Soldier - World War II, Now and Beyond". A copy of the address is held 
in the Battye Library, PR14514 COU. A summary of his Army Service 
is attached, pp. 2338-2339, see footnote p. 561 (IJ). 



TAPE 45 SIDE B COURT 574 

RJ Sir Charles we're going to move to things political, but before we 
do so I should identify that at the stage of your life that you entered 
Parliament you were a Fellow and State councillor of the Institute of 
Chartered Accountants, you were a Fellow of the Chartered Institute of 
Secretaries, a Fellow of the Australian Society of Accountants, and a Fellow 
of the Institute of Directors [London]. To backtrack before the entry into 
Parliament itself, when did you join a party and why? 

COURT Well I joined fairly soon after I came back from the war, bearing 
in mind I was discharged in early 1946. It wasn't very long after that before 
I started to get involved in a number of Issues. At that time the Communist 
Party in Australia was very strong. They'd built up tremendously during the 
war, bearing in mind there were half a million men and women who had been in 
the services in some way or other and many of them away from the country for 
big parts of the time. So it was very easy for a body like the Communist Party 
to gain a lot of strength and get into positions that otherwise they wouldn't 
have been able to get into. So some of us felt pretty strongly about it 
because there was some very good intelligence information about the way the 
Communist Party was moving in Australia. It's not generally known, I don't 
know if there is any official record of It, but it was quite disturbing. 

You will realise also that there were a great number of men and women who had 
held positions in the armed forces, Navy, Army, Air Force, and some of them at 
very high level and who were just ordinary citizens now. But they'd had the 
training, they'd had the experience, and they had the understanding of what 
the intelligence system meant. Without exception we were very concerned about 
the way the Communist Party was deliberately seeking to undermine the elected 
government. It's fair to say that most of us who would be - this is nothing to 
do with the Liberal Party now - most of us who were expressing concern about 
what was going on, particularly in the Eastern States, would be conservative 
in our outlook politically. That has a special significance because we, when 
we came together in a, what you might say a clandestine way, were just as 
determined to do what we could to protect Chifley as the elected Prime 
Minister as we would have been had it been Menzies or anybody else, because 
when you look at these things in the way we were looking at it, it's your 
country that you're concerned about and not a political party or a political 
philosophy. So we had some strange meetings, as I say clandestine meetings, 
and you'd have people there who normally would be doing their damndest to get 
rid of the Labor Party, but who were in fact prepared to go to extreme limits 
and expose themselves to defeat the people who wanted to undermine the Labor 
Government. I've often wondered whether there is any official record of this 
anywhere in Australiai I know that Chifley knew what was going on and didn't 
do a thing to stop these clandestine activities. In fact it was reported to us 
that he said, "You know I can't condone it, but don't stop it." [Laughs] He 
was a fairly pragmatic sort of a fellow, and rough and ready sort of chap, but 
a man who had a tremendous lot of common sense. I had occasion to know some of 
the practical approaches that he made to economics and to finance and I 
admired them because the very simplicity and the good sense of them made them 
desirable things to do, but a nightmare to the academics, a nightmare to the 
bureaucracy, who always wanted to be shrouded In gobbledegook and legislation 
and regulations and so on. So it's rather Important that you get that into 
your mind, that here's a mob of ultra conservatives who were prepared if 
necessary to go to the barricades to defend the right of the elected 
government to govern. 
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RJ Can you identify the 'we'? 

COURT It wouldn't be proper. The people concerned, they'd have to speak 
for themselves. Not all, but most of those that met in my office, for 
instance, and met in other places, are still alive. They'd all be about as old 
as I am. Not all of them were from the forces. Some of them were senior in 
industry and commerce and hadn't been able to go to the war for various 
reasons. But they were very much part of the organisation. It was a very loose 
sort of an organisation There were no paid people or anything, but it was a 
watch-dog type of organisation to make it clear that if these people moved in 
any way to upset the elected government, that there were plenty of people in 
Australia who would be prepared to go to the barricades to see they didn't, 
regardless of who was the government. I think that's important. I found it no 
problem at all in doing a lot of work on this thing, bearing in mind you've 
got 1 46, you've got 1 47, you've got '48; it was '49 before Menzies came In. I 
do believe that the work of these people throughout Australia in its quiet 
clandestine way was much more effective than you might realise. The important 
thing is to know what's going on. 

The other interesting thing is that the Communist Party had the numbers then, 
considerable numbers, and a strange array of people. You've no idea some of 
the people who were identified with the Communist Party then. It ranged right 
through. The workforce were the least of your worries, but right through quite 
important positions in the public service, right through academia and in other 
places where you were staggered to think that these people were being led 
along. I don't know whether they were doing it because they wanted to have two 
bob each way and to be part of the winners, if there were to be winners. But 
we had to be extremely careful as to who we talked to. You have to have plans 
and you just can't sit down and mumble a lot of mumbo jumbo-mystique sort of 
stuff. We were all people used to taking action and having proper plans and so 
on. I had quite a lot to do with it in WA and there was (regular] 
communication that I had with the Eastern States. Whenever I went over there 
naturally I could communicate in person. 

But you do have to realise the Communist Party was very active and it turned 
out very quickly that that was their danger, that was their weakness. You talk 
about safety in numbers. We had the reverse. We didn't build up a lot of 
numbers, but we had the right contacts so that if we ever had to press a 
button we had the people who had the ability to organise and to take action 
quickly and who wouldn't be afraid. They wouldn't take fright at a bit of 
danger around the place, a bit of inconvenience. But they [the Communists] had 
the numbers and they demonstrated to me that the old saying, "there's safety 
in numbers", is not necessarily correct; that safety in numbers in certain 
circumstances is obviously right, but when you're dealing with things of a 
sensitive confidential nature of this kind, numbers can be a menace. For 
instance we had a source of getting information about their meetings so fast 
that I couldn't believe it. Also I was amazed that they used to keep minutes 
with such detail. You'd think if they were going to have minutes they'd be so 
nondescript that you wouldn't be able to identify people and courses of action 
and so on. But within a day we'd know, at least the trend of their thoughts, 
and who were the people who were being the master minds of the thing. So it 
was a quite extraordinary thing that went on during this couple of years. 

Then, of course, the bubble burst and we had no further need for these 
clandestine meetings, but we were pretty well organised, and I was assured by 
my mates in the Eastern States that they were just as good as we were, if not 
better, because they had the numbers, you see. But it was a fascinating 
experience. Not a lot of administrative paraphernalia around the place because 
you couldn't afford it. The less records you had the better; the less numbers 
you had the better. The important thing was to have the quality people who 
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knew what it was 
you realise that 
Liberal Party. 
Liberal Party.] 

all about and could press buttons and get action taken. So 
it was not difficult for me therefore to get involved in the 
[I emphasise this organisation was nothing to do with the 

Here again I came under the spell of Harry Hearn who was very active in the 
Liberal Party, more so than his brother, but he himself was very active. He 
just loved every minute of it. He was a rather flamboyant sort of a character, 
made dramatic speeches and so on, I've dealt with all that; But he got me 
involved and we formed the Perth City Branch. I know we had a problem because 
I think there was already a Perth Branch and for constitution reasons we had 
to have a slightly different name. It was really intended to have a 
businessman's branch so that they would have lunch meetings and everything 
would be in the city in the day time, because we knew the difficulty of 
getting people to attend night meetings, specially busy business people. 
Providentially, of course, Chifley made that dramatic move to nationalise the 
banks. That acted as a catalyst to trigger off the whole nation. In the 
banking system itself (and this is where people often misunderstand what 
happened) the great strength of that campaign against nationalisation were the 
bank clerks and the bank employees, not the managers and the people at the 
top. True they were involved, but the real force were the employees right down 
to the commissionaires they used to have, like old Dan Chaloner outside the 
National Bank, and George Throssell who was a great campaigner, a tremendous 
street—corner man. They'd have a meeting in the Terrace at the drop of a 
hanky. The value of those meetings was there wasn't a manager of the Bank of 
New South Wales, or the National Bank, or the Commercial Bank who was holding 
forth, it was real workers within the banking system. So the thing rolled on 
and got more and more force and even though the nationalisation was defeated 
at the Privy Council.... and that's where Barwick made his name. It wasn't 
only because of that, but the machine had got rolling and these people had 
been identified with conservative politics, so when Menzies came up for the 
1949 election, it was already made for him. All he had to do was just give a 
blessing to the multitude and the multitude rolled on, and all of these people 
just felt they had to go on. So you got all these people, like the George 
Throssells and others, who were tremendous campaigners and they stayed with 
the Liberal Party for quite a while. 

The time about then, of course, was really motivated publicly by this 
nationalisation question; We had no problem in forming branches and having 
meetings. We'd have lunch meetings. We used to meet in Boans for the Perth 
City Branch, by whatever name it was known; Night meetings were pretty well 
attended, because there was a big public issue. There were good leaders 
identified with the Liberal Party; people who could command an audience, could 
command membership of branches. Unfortunately it's not been possible to 
recapture that situation. It was comparatively easy if you had reasonable 
leaders to motivate and to get not only branches formed but to get action 
taken. Street—corner meetings were the order of the day. Hall meetings were 
the order of the day. We didn't have a lot of money for campaign funds; we 
didn't need it. Street—corner meetings, hall meetings, that type of meeting, 
they're all fairly cheap. Whilst we had newspaper advertising, what people 
forget today is that our impact on the community at large is the fact that we 
were getting out on the street. A candidate couldn't get elected then if he 
couldn't address a public meeting in a hall or on a street corner. We 
developed techniques there; They were known as the Cyril Dudley techniques, 
which were fairly simple, not costly, but very effective, such as taking your 
own seed crowd along to a corner meeting. Out of that you'd develop a very 
respectable crowd at a street-corner meeting, or at a hall meeting. In other 
words you took your little seed crowd along; They were properly trained, they 
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knew where to stand, they knew how to dress, they knew how to perform and knew 
how to be "hostile" when the time came, at the appropriate time so the meeting 
didn't look too tame and it didn't look as though it was a put up job. 

I had one lady there (and I'm sure she won't mind me naming her because she 
was so enthusiastic about it) her name was Irene Hopkins. She was absolutely 
superb. She was the loveliest person and genteel in every way, but when she 
got to street—corner meetings she used to come along as the rabble rouser and 
she'd stand in the dark always and shout out in a harsh voice some very, very 
nasty questions. [Laughs] The people around her would get quite - If they were 
my supporters, they'd get quite angry with her, you see, not realising that 
she was having the time of her life just stirring the meeting up a bit. You 
had experiences like this. 

So that type of campaigning wasn't as dull and as meaningless and lacking in 
personality as the campaigning is today. Each individual candidate too had to 
be identified. This goes back a long way, of course, back to my boyhood days 
when I told you about Corboyst meetings and people like that, when my father 
was supporting Labor candidates. So it was with that background that I got 
involved in the Liberal Party. 

Now I never had any intention of becoming a member of Parliament at that time. 
I was in the process of rehabilitating my practice. Mr Hendry and I were 
absorbing more than our share of rehab students because we felt an obligation 
to train and to teach. But we wanted to do our part at a political level. I, 
for instance, made the approach to Fred Chaney senior, now Sir Fredericif 
Chaney, to stand for Parliament. He was then the State President of the RSL. 
He was the first Second World War serviceman to be State President of the RSL. 
That had a special significance. He was an outstanding State President. He was 
a very good speaker. He worked very hard because the RSL itself was under a 
lot of pressure with ex-servicemen coming back wanting pension things decided, 
looking for employment, looking for opportunities. The rehab scheme was in 
full flight and a lot of people under it needed help. Not everyone was 
sufficiently intelligent to be able to look after their own interests. So the 
League was a pretty lively organisation. I was asked by the Liberal Party if 
we could do anything about the Perth seat. We hadn't been able to win the 
Perth seat. We'd had some good candidates, like Gordon Hack and others, but we 
never seemed to be able to crack this Perth seat. Tom Burke (that's Brian 
Burke's father) was the member, and he was a quiet performer; went about his 
duties. He was known as being a decent, honest sort of a person and also, of 
course, he was known to be a right winger. He was known to be a person who'd 
stood up to Evatt, so that made it a bit difficult to get a toehold on Perth. 

You'll wonder why I'm talking about Perth. I had very little to do with 
Nedlands in those days because they felt Nedlands was blue ribbon stuff and 
the Curtin seat was blue ribbon stuff, and they encouraged me to get into 
other areas where we were less strong. That's why Harry Hearn and I were 
concentrating on, not only the Perth business sector, but the whole of the 
Perth electorate, which was in other hands. I would go to other seats outside 
of Perth where we didn't have any strength and help conduct meetings and that 
type of thing. This caused me a bit of trouble later on because when I wanted 
to get endorsement myself, of course, I hadn't been strongly identified with 
the Nedlands branch. Therein lies a weakness in the political system. 

So I was Identified with Perth at that time and they said, "What can you do 
about it?" I said, "Well I think we can win Perth, but you've got to have the 
right candidate, and you've got to run the right campaign. I'll undertake to 
run the campaign. I'll undertake to raise all the finance, as long as I can 

Sir Fred Chaney was State President of the RSL from 1952-55 (RJ). 
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pick the candidate." Some people would say, well that wasn't very good, but 
bear in mind we didn't have the strength in the branches that we would have 
had in some other places. So they eventually thought that wasn't a bad idea. 
I hadn't told them at the time that the man I wanted was Fred Chaney. So I 
then made it my business to see Fred. I knew him well through the RSL because 
I was very active in the RSL, not only with the RSL Band but with the League 
itself. I was a regular attender at the Nedlands RSL and at the Claremont RSL. 
I was vice president of one of them. So I was involved in the League 
activities. Fred himself was a schoolmaster at that time and he wasn't all 
that keen about it, although I sensed that he had an idea it mightn't be a bad 
thing. But his wife Mavis I found was a very intelligent, very positive sort 
of a person. I think between the two of us Fred decided to stand. 

We had a very good committee of very prominent business people like old Toni 
Ahern and a few other people like that. We had made this deal that we'd raise 
the finance and we'd run the campaign. Rita and I virtually supervised the 
campaign. We got a strong committee around us and a lot of supporters, 
tremendous support once we got the announcement, got the endorsement and it 
was known that it was going to be Fred Chaney, because it brought its own 
natural constituency, you might say, because of his high standing and the good 
work that he was doing with the RSL. Plus the fact, of course, he had a good 
background from his schooldays and then his war service; everything fitted in. 

I can tell you on the more humourous side - and you do occasionally have some 
strokes of luck, but Fred went to Aquinas in the days when it was Christian 
Brothers. Wrong to say Aquinas, he went to Christian Brothers. He was a very 
good athlete and very good at sport there and he was very well-known and very 
highly identified with Aquinas. He was very friendly with people like the 
Ahern brothers and people of that kind, and he was identified with them. When 
you were successful in private school athletics in those days and private 
school rowing and football and cricket and that sort of thing, it had a much 
greater public understanding than it does today, strangely enough. The private 
school major sports events were much more publicised and the participants more 
publicised than they are today. So you'll understand that Fred Chaney had a 
number of reasons why he was well identified. It was quite interesting because 
most people assumed that he must have been a very strong Roman Catholic. In 
point of fact he never was and still isn't [to the best of my knowledge] 
although his wife Mavis is a very strong and strict Roman Catholic and he had 
all this prominence with Christian Brothers. What they didn't know was that 
Fred's mother was a Baptist deacon. So it was an extraordinary combination 
that..., we never pushed it at all, we never mentioned it at all, but it 
attained its own momentum, you might say. We could sit back and laugh. 

Fred was a fine candidate. In those days, of course, the odd pamphlet, street-
corner meetings, hail meetings. He was the best candidate I've ever worked for 
and with. Also he was very responsive. He didn't know much about that side of 
things at all and so he assumed that I did, because I'd had a lot of 
experience by then. It was like riding a good horse; it responded  1 to the right 
signals. He did the impossible by beating Burke in that election. He went on, 

------------------------ 
'Sir Fred Chaney was elected to Federal Parliament in 1955 and was defeated in 
1969. He was Minister for the Navy from 1963-66. He was interviewed for the 
Battye Library in 1983-84 by Ronda Jamieson, reference no. OH 636 (RJ). 
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of course, and subsequently became a minister in the Menzies Government. 
Incidentally he had a great respect for Menzies and that helped in getting him 
to stand. He regarded Menzies as the sort of man to lead a country and Fred 
responded to that. 

END OF TAPE 45 SIDE B 
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RJ An interview with Sir Charles Court held at the Alexander Library 
Building on the 18th of January 1991. 

COURT Last time I was talking to you I was giving you some details of 
the entry of Fred Chaney senior into Parliament. I think I might have given 
you the wrong impression, given you the impression that I myself had not 
entered Parliament at that stage. In fact I had become a back bench member in 
1953. It was a sort of a dual role I was playing. I was the back bench member 
in being the member for Nedlands, admittedly a very active one. At the same 
time I was carrying on with a lot of work I was doing within the party about 
getting candidates and running campaigns and so on, very much in association 
with Harry Hearn, whilst I was a member of the Parliament. It was not until 
I'd been elected a member that I actually, of course, got involved in the 
Perth [Federal] electorate/Fred Chaney campaign; So I think I should put that 
right so there's no misunderstanding about that. It's best that we separate 
the two because I was already the member for Nedlands. 

Where I must have got a bit confused was the fact that Fred Chaney was very 
Important in my campaign that was running very soon after he became the member 
for Perth. At a big meeting we had down on the old hockey ground which was 
subsequently taken over and became the Nedlands Branch of the Western 
Australian College of Advanced Education (people forget very quickly that used 
to be just an open field known as the hockey ground in those days) Fred Chaney 
was the main speaker and a jolly good one too; the sort of person I needed to 
come along because that 1956 election was very important to me to put the 
record straight down there and make sure that there was no doubt as to who was 
the member for Nedlands, both then and for the future. 

Sorry to be so dogmatic about it, but that's one of the facts of life. So I 
thought I should put that right that I'd actually been elected [to Nedlands 
(State)] before Fred Chaney was approached and became the member [for Perth 
(Federal)]. I had for a long time been helping the selection of candidates, 
trying to interest candidates, working for them, although at that time going 
back a few years 1 made It clear I didn't want to be a member of Parliament. 
However we've yet got to deal with the circumstances under which I did become 
a member of Parliament, which in itself is a bit of a saga. 

RJ Sir Charles during our session last time you spoke of a great 
number of men and women who had held positions in the services or were senior 
in industry and commerce who were concerned about the way the Communist Party 
was trying to undermine the elected government. You said they were 
conservative politically and they came together in clandestine meetings to 
protect the electfd government even though it was Labor. Chifley knew about 
these activities. What exactly were those people doing? 

COURT It was all part of an unofficial, rather loose sort of an 
arrangement, whereby it was felt that some people with organising ability and 
who would have the right attitudes towards their country should be conscious 
of the communist activities and conscious of what was necessary to counter 
them if they ever decided to make a move, bearing in mind that they have a 
quite different approach to taking over a community to what the average 
Australian would have. If you go back and read the manifesto as we all studied 
very carefully at that time, it's made very clear that you don't have to have 
big numbers to take over a country or a community. In fact I think they state 

------------------------ 
I Thistranscript, p,574. 
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in one of their manuals that you don't need more than two and a half per cent. 
I always used to illustrate this when we were talking about it, that is one in 
every bus-load. Every time you see a bus-load going by you say to yourself all 
the commos would need would be one person out of that 40 to be dedicated to a 
point when they'd give their life if necessary for them to take over our 
country. 

We also became very knowledgeable about the methods they would use. They were 
very clearly set out, the methods they would use if they decided to make a 
move to take over a country. It wouldn't be so much the type of things that 
you would think they would go after like military things, It was much more 
insidious than that. For instance it was tremendously important to command 
baby food. It was tremendously important to realise that people would react 
very, very emotionally and give in very quickly If they felt that the elderly 
were endangered. It's things like that that you had to understand. We used to 
study these things and between us all we became very knowledgeable. We could 
pinpoint where they would start if they decided to make a move. 

For example communications were tremendously important. If you can deny the 
community information, they'll panic ever so much more quickly than if they 
know what's going on. Even if there's danger around, as long as they know what 
it is they will hold tighter and panic less than if they're completely in the 
dark, especially those people that have never had any responsibility or never 
had any experience of dangerous situations. Even in wartime if your troops 
don't understand what's going on they're not half the soldiers they are if 
they do know what's going on, bad though it might be. 

So you'll understand we had rather strange sorts of meetings and rather 
strange sort of studies. Initially it was rather fascinating learning things 
that we should have known no doubt, but we didn't. We learnt a healthy respect 
for the very ruthless, cold-blooded, cruel way in which these things had been 
conceived. Maybe it's the reason why some of us, even to this day, have 
adopted a more hardline attitude towards communists and the Communist Party, 
whether they be in Australia or anywhere else for that matter. We certainly 
learnt a lot about their tactics, not that we want to emulate them. 

However that's the sort of thing. You asked what were we doing, what did we 
look like? That's the sort of thing that we were studying because from that we 
could get a pattern of who we needed and when we needed, if, and I repeat if, 
the circumstances arose. 

RJ So it's a group in preparation, but it didn't ever actually have 
to take action? 

COURT No, no, we never took action thank goodness, but we were very 
highly  geared right throughout Australia. So far as the Eastern States was 
concerned I was the contact man. I occasionally went to the East so that made 
it very convenient without having to make a special visit. I was duly 
impressed with the preparations that were going on in the East, particularly 
in New South Wales. Again these things were never documented and they were 
never made public in any way; it would have been fatal had they been. 
Officialdom would have had to say: "No, no, you mustn't do this sort of 
thing." Most people would have been shocked to think that this sort of thing 
was going on. But it's very desirable that it did. It's very easy to wind up 
an organisation like that. There were no documents to be destroyed. There were 
no units or anything to be disbanded. It was a very loose, but very effective 
arrangement, bearing in mind all of the people that we were dealing with were 
people that had held command positions, or if they weren't in previous service 
positions they were holding responsible positions in industry and commerce and 
in government positions. We had the lot. People who were used to dealing with 
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matters that were confidential, matters that were inclined to put people on 
their merit so far as keeping confidences were concerned. Bear in mind we were 
also pretty selective. We had to be because we learnt our lesson from the 
Communist Party. They had very big numbers then compared with what they've got 
today. It was about that time they learnt the lesson that there's not safety 
in numbers when you want secrets kept, So we said well if we're able to get 
all this information so easily, not so much about their basic philosophies and 
policies that I've been talking about, but about their current activities, 
there's a moral in the lesson for us not to have big numbers and to be very 
selective in the people we've got. 

Just to enlarge on that a little bit. You can understand that you'd want 
people there that had access to transport. You want people there who had 
access to food production; people who had access to food supply; and people 
who had access to health care; bearing in mind what I told you about baby food 
and what I told you about old people and so on. So you don't have to be very 
imaginative to put together the sort of people that we would have meeting 
there, because we'd taken these manuals and we'd very carefully studied them. 
We had intelligent people there, and we very carefully studied how you'd 
counter all of these things. I thought we really had the game sewn up. I can 
say this we were the most efficient of all the States. We had a clearer 
pattern of what we would do if somebody pressed a button. 

The other thing, of course, was you had to have a good knowledge of where any 
weapons were. I don't know if Y?U  realise that back in the Lang days when the 
Major de Groot incident occurred that there was a very strong movement there, 
but that was in New South Wales. That was very much with a military base. I 
don't know the true facts, but I understand from some of my friends who were 
involved that the militia units of those days were probably the focal point of 
people who were ready to take action If the Lang Government, or any other 
government, had stepped over the traces. 

Rd So besides your coordinating role with the other States, who was 
in charge of the West Australian putsch? 

COURT Well I think It would be quite improper of me to start giving 
names, but you can be assured it was a senior military serviceman that we had 
great confidence in. It was soon enough after the war when you still had these 
very close personal links and loyalties, so you didn't have to be very smart 
to work out that you'd get somebody who you respected and who would also be 
suitable for this particular job. To be rather negative about it, the last 
person you'd want for that job would be Arnold Potts, because dear old Arnold, 
the great soldier that he was, he always wanted to go out and gird on his 
sword and confront, you see. Well you had to have a different type of person 
that would plan and would be very temperate and cautious and able to restrain 
his own emotions in a matter like this. The last thing you wanted was an 
emotional person, or somebody that wanted to go out and hit the headlines. Our 
great success was the fact that no one knew anything about us. To this day 
officialdom knows very little about us, and that was our great strength. 

Rd You told us, Sir Charles, last time, about you joining the Liberal 
Party soon after your return from the war, so In 1946, and you joined the 
Perth City Branch. Did you ever hold any branch position? 

------------------------ 
reference to the fact that 3 1 Lang, as Premier of New South Wales, was due 

to open the Sydney Harbour Bridge on 19 March 1932. The "ceremony was 
disrupted by Francis Edward de Groot, a member of the New Guard, who cut the 
ribbon before the Premier." (Macquarie Book of Events, 1983, p.91) - RJ. 
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COURT I did in the Perth City Branch. I should explain, I can't be 
precise about the date by the way, I'd have to go back and I'm sure I could 
find the exact date, but it was on the insistence of Harry Hearn. They wanted 
to have a branch that was predominantly made up of people from the city, and 
that they would meet at lunchtime. It was the devil's own job to try and get 
businessmen, after a tough day, to go to a branch meeting. Okay while bank 
nationalisation was on, that was something special, but normally to get them 
to go to a meeting in the evening. So he [Hearn) hit on the idea of having 
virtually a lunchtime meeting commitment for the branch. It proved to be a 
great success in those days while the driving force of a few of us was there, 
and for obvious reasons that wasn't going to be there forever. But that was 
the reason why they formed this branch. 

If I recall correctly, there was a Perth Branch, probably went back as far as 
the old Nationalist days and UAP and all of these people, but it was very 
inactive. West Perth was much more active, but from what I recall of the Perth 
Branch proper it was very inactive. Hence it was possible to form another 
branch and it had to have a slightly different name, and that's why the 
emphasis on the Perth City Branch came about. I'd have to check the records to 
find out the exact name, but it did have this emphasis on the city, so as to 
give the impression of an inner city type of organisation. We used to have our 
lunches in Boans. So I joined there and also my office provided all of the 
secretarial work for quite a while. 

It was a vigorous branch, like anything else that Harry Hearn was involved in. 
He made sure that they had good speakers, because he had access to good 
speakers. He was very active in the Chamber of Manufacturers; he was very 
active in the Employers' Federation, as it was. He was very friendly with the 
people in senior positions in the Eastern States, in various corporations, in 
organisations like Chamber of Manufacturers, Employers' Federation, so that 
when their senior people came over here, he was always able to have a priority 
commitment for them to come and address our branch. The result was that we had 
big luncheon meetings and some of these speakers were very topical at the time 
and had their own attraction. 

I remember a man named 011ie Oberg, 0 B E R G, was very senior and very active 
in the Employers' Federation of Australia at the time and he was a very 
dynamic personality and speaker. He could always attract a big crowd, and when 
he addressed the Perth City Branch it was a tremendous occasion and enabled us 
to do a lot of recruiting for new members. Oberg was a very good promoter and 
he'd always put in a good plug and embarrass some of those people that had 
been rather tardy in joining up. So that was the atmosphere. 

So my office provided the secretarial facilities. The branch was reasonably 
well off, so we were able to pay an honorarium to a lady who did the main 
detailed secretarial work, sending out notices, handling money, that type of 
thing. But nominally I was responsible to make sure that it happened. Later on 
as I got more active politically, well then we got somebody else to take over 
the secretarial duties and to get it away from my office. So I was involved. I 
wasn't the president or in that position, but if I recall correctly I was at 
least nominally the secretary/treasurer, so that my office could handle all 
the detail. 

RJ How effective do you think that branch was? 

COURT It was very effective because later on it gave us the nucleus for 
the Chaney campaign. You can imagine having a branch as representative of the 
inner city. It was a good source of funds, and what was more important in 
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campaigning in those days, it was a good source of intelligent senior 
influential manpower. People don't realise that that sort of manpower is not 
easy to get and it's much more effective than money. 

RJ What about the organisation of the party from a State level? Did 
you have much to do with that side? 

COURT I used to see a bit of it because the branch was entitled to 
representation at State Council, by whatever name it was known in those days. 
I got involved in the head office probably more than most people, mainly 
because of people like Harry Hearn. You've probably gathered from what I've 
told you that Harry was one of these great enthusiasts, and if you belonged to 
him you belonged body and soul. [laughs] He didn't bother to ask you whether 
it was convenient or not. There was going to be a meeting and he expected you 
all to be there. We liked him very much. We were enthused by him so there was 
no great difficulty in following his cause, as long as you realised that 
sometimes he could have a bit of a false alarm. He'd call more meetings than 
were necessary, but that was no great problem. So I did have a fair bit to do 
with the head office. 

At the time they had a general secretary who became very important to me in my 
own campaign when I eventually stood. He was a person that was always on my 
back trying to get me to stand for Parliament and I resisted very strongly. I 
didn't care how hard I worked to attract candidates and help to get candidates 
into Parliament, but I had very strong reasons for not wanting to stand for 
Parliament. His name escapes me at the moment, but it will come back. [Clive 
Palmer] He was a very shrewd campaigner, but eventually he had to be replaced 
because he wasn't keeping up with the demands of a modern post war political 
party and the type of organisation that you needed. In his way he was a very 
shrewd campaigner and served the party well, but he didn't seem to be capable 
of mounting the type of organisation that was necessary, getting the type of 
branch organisation and divisional organisation that subsequently was put into 
place. [In fairness to Clive Palmer, it should be said he did not have the 
resources some of his successors had.] 

RJ Well that's a comment on him, but what did you think of the party 
structure overall at a State level and how it was organised? 

COURT I wasn't the best person to judge at.that time. You realise I was 
something of a political novice. I was learning fast under the tutelage of 
dear old Harry Hearn and through him I got in touch with a lot of others. A 
lot of people who were prominent in the party then were people like Frank 
Downing and the Bunnings had an input. I don't know that they [the Bunnirigs] 
were actually office bearers, but they had very strong private enterprise 
political views. We had a number of people around: the Sandovers, Mr Goode - 
that's G 0 0 D E. Roger Goode; a nice man. He was quite different to all the 
rest. He eventually became State President; a much more effective State 
President than they expected him to be, because Roger was such a nice man, as 
was his wife a nice woman. Everyone used to think that because of that that he 
wouldn't have the strength. As it happened he was one of those quiet people 
that when he did decide to take a stand on a matter of principle, he was a 
force to be reckoned with. But he and many others, including a lot of people 
from the country, were active. 

I grew in strength within the party because of my contact with these people. 
In fact I had a lot of contact with them and an increasing amount of contact 
with them, but ironically virtually no contact with my own local Nedlands 
Branch. Everybody encouraged me to get out and help in these places that 
needed help, where we didn't have strong parliamentary representation, either 
federal or State. So I was gaining in strength at the State level, but not 
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doing anything to build up my own personal stocks within my own local branch. 
I can't be precise but I'm pretty sure I'd been a member then of the branch, 
but not an active one, not as active as I was for instance, in the Perth City 
Branch. However there were some rumblings that the party wasn't able to cope 
with the changing political scene and the type of organisation that was 
necessary to deal with a State-wide coverage. 

You also have to realise that the Country Party was still very strong then. We 
had some very strong outstanding members in the country, some of them holding 
high office in the party. They had very strong views about the Country Party. 
There was probably more feeling on their side against the Country Party than 
there was amongst some of the city people. Some of the more senior city people 
were probably more tolerant towards the Country Party than were our senior 
country members and office bearers. There was reason for that because they 
lived in these areas and they had to work alongside of [them in] these areas. 
They had to suffer some of their barbs and attacks during campaigning periods. 
They were always reporting how certain elements of the Country Party of that 
day were more comfortable with the Labor Party than they were with the Liberal 
Party. I can understand that because the Country Party would regard the 
Liberal Party as a bigger threat to them in the country than the Labor Party 
ever was. That's human nature. You've got to have a pretty sensible approach 
to it. I always like to feel that I took a very realistic approach to this 
situation when I got more senior in the party and more active in the party. 
However you'll understand that my contact with some of these people, specially 
from the Beverley area, where they had a very strong cell of hard core 
Liberals there, my contact was mainly with them and you become influenced by 
them if you're not careful. 

However, they were very unhappy about the attitude of the party towards the 
Country Party. They were always wanting to go out and take them on head on. 
They sought an amalgamation on a number of occasions and there was the famous 
attempt to have an LCL: a Liberal and Country League. In spite of a lot of 
work that was done on that it never took off really, with the result that some 
years later we had to revert to the old name because it made a nonsense of 
having this LCL. It did more harm than good. Initially it had a bit of a 
headline and bit of euphoria around it, but we really only got only one 
parliamentary member out of it and that was Jimmy Mann, who joined, but he was 
the only one that became an official Liberal, an LCI.. man, as a result of this 
effort that was made to bring the two parties together. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 46 
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COURT You'll understand that while all of this was going on I was still 
very much the new boy In the class who was learning. It was different getting 
involved in that type of State-wide politics, as against the more precise, 
more clearly defined activities of a branch, like the Perth City Branch and 
the Perth electorate, because it was a quite different atmosphere that 
electorate to say a Great Southern electorate or a South West electorate or 
even one of the more northern ones. So I was learning all that time and quite 
bewildered frankly as to what went on. It used to remind me of the wartime 
when I used to see the childish differences between generals and senior people 
on our own side. I used to say to myself how will we ever win this war? Until 
the war was over and then I had my experience with the Japanese and found that 
they were a darn sight worse. I suppose human beings are the same throughout 
the world, but you can understand I was all steamed up to want to get a strong 
private enterprise government, both State and federal. This sort of thing was 
going on. It seemed to be taking up too much of our time at branch meetings, 
more of our time at State executive, State council meetings, and at our State 
conference meetings. 

It was later on that the head office organisation was reformed, completely 
reorganised with a man named Viv Ockerby as the general secretary. He brought 
in quite a strong group with him, including Basil Atkinson, who was 
essentially a journalist [at that time] and had a good flair for promoting 
things. Another man that really had more to do than any of them with the basic 
branch organisation was brought in at the time. His name I'll recall In a 
minute. [Len Lenehan]. He impressed me greatly because he used to go about his 
work quietly in organising divisions, and then organising the branches within 
a divisional structure. He had it right. We badly need somebody like him today 
to come and really start again on this thing. Periodically you have to have a 
spring clean and a complete new think about these things to deal with the 
modern situation. But in those days we were still very much in the era when 
you had street corner meetings, hail meetings. The candidates personal 
attendance, the candidates personal speaking was infinitely more important 
than today when you have a presidential type of campaigning thing and a high 
powered, highly professional, and sometimes almost phoney campaign built up 
around a person. But in those days you had to produce the body and he had to 
sing for his supper, or she did as the case may be, and people had to see who 
he was. "Where's your candidate?" they'd say, and you'd have to produce the 
body. Then he'd have to demonstrate how good or how bad he was. 

So this man had the right idea. He would go into a division - that's like a 
federal electorate. It was his brainchild that said, "Let's build the Liberal 
Party around the federal electoral structure. You can easily adapt the State 
boundaries to it, because there'll be a number of State electorates within a 
federal electorate and that's quite easy. But let's build the structure around 
the boundaries of the federal electorates." That's how the Liberal Party came 
to have a divisional structure, each division being synonymous with the 
federal electorate: Perth electorate, Curtin electorate, Fremantle electorate, 
Kalgoorlie electorate and so on. He would then go into one of these divisions 
with some people from the party and he'd spend a lot of time in selecting 
highly respected people, highly capable people, and performers; You can have 
respected people and they can be capable people, but they're not necessarily 
performers. He would spend a lot of time in having a look at these people; 
Eventually he'd finish up with a team. One would be the president elect, 
another one would be the secretary elect, the treasurer elect, then hopefully 
vice presidents and so on. So that when the division was first formed it was 
formed from the strong base of a good leader who would attract his own 
following, and good administrators who would attract their own following. 
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Then, of course, there was a paid professional organiser. He [Lenehan] never 
gets the credit for the work he did: the concept and then the actual ferreting 
out of the right sort of people. 

He used to use me up a lot in going around to get preliminary meetings right 
outside my own electorate and anywhere at all where he wanted to go. He'd 
often get me to go with him if he wanted to prevail on somebody to take the 
presidency or vice presidency or the secretaryship or something of that kind. 
He wanted somebody other than himself because he was a bit suspect because he 
was a paid officer; that was his business. Lenehan his name was, Lenehan. He 
was a quiet man, a nice man, but he used to rely on his logic and his 
persuasiveness and his ability to present the cause, the cause that we stood 
for. Without exception, if I recall correctly, every division finished up with 
a good start. Even if it wasn't a blue ribbon Liberal-type electorate, they 
all finished up with a good basis, and we had very strong divisions, like 
Forrest Division was a very strong division. Curtin, of course, was very 
strong because of the nature of the division. But in all of the divisions we 
had a good nucleus from which you could work. When you went into the division 
you always had a base from which to start. You had a good president you could 
go to, or you could arrange appointments with and he'd take you around and it 
made it much easier. We haven't got the same strength today, not all round 
strength. There are some pockets where it's very, very good. 

You'll also realise at that stage that I think I can say without exception 
there was no divisional president, or no divisional office bearer who was 
accepting the office as a stepping stone to get himself into Parliament. 
Unfortunately in many cases in the future, not necessarily the President, but 
somebody was taking office there to position themselves to get some prominence 
within the party machine in that particular division with a view to getting 
election, or getting preselection and then getting elected. That took some of 
the quality away from some of those divisions. It's not necessarily so because 
there's nothing extraordinary and nothing wrong about a person who has 
political ambitions being active in the party if for no other reason than 
learning something about the party machine, learning something about the 
political machine as such, not only the party machine but the total political 
machine. Then having learnt that to want to aspire to go on further, there's 
nothing basically wrong with that, but when a person positions themselves 
deliberately at the start of their association, it usually finishes up as 
being too obvious and it rather taints the position, whereas if the person 
grew in stature logically and progressively it would be a natural progression 
to be the choice of the party for that particular seat. In the meantime the 
person would have proved his worth. 

Unfortunately (and this is the sad part about it, this is the negative side of 
it) a lot of these people become number crunchers and they set about getting 
their numbers within that division or within that electorate, as the case may 
be, to get enough numbers around so that when it comes to preselection they've 
got the position under control, regardless of the merit of the candidates that 
present themselves, and that's a bad, bad thing. It's not peculiar to the 
Liberal Party, but it's one of the sad reflections, of course, about political 
parties that this seems to be par for the course. You'll never stop it. You 
hear about it in the Labor Party, you hear about it in trade unions, you hear 
about it in sporting bodies. Once somebody decides he's going to be the 
president of a football club and then the next thing Is you're getting all 
sorts of propaganda and people phoning you up and when you go to have a drink 
somewhere they're whispering in your ear. So it's not peculiar to political 
parties, but it's more rife in political parties and more blatant - often with 
people who have more ability in number crunching than they have in 
representing the electorate. Hence you get some people elected to Parliament, 



TAPE 46 SIDE B COURT 588 

not only from the Liberal Party, but all parties, and the public say: "Tut, 
tut how did he get into Parliament?" They invariably say, "He's not as good as 
I'd be," or something like that. That's their way of writing them off. 

But this Lenehan started it off well. Ockerby got all the credit for it, but 
it really wasn't Ockerby's brainchild, and it wasn't Ockerby's persistence, it 
was this fellow Lenehan that went from division to division to division taking 
with him appropriate people, building a nice firm nucleus. If you look back 
you'll find that is the time of the party's greatest stability and greatest 
electoral strength and its greatest administrative strength. From that you 
always had strong meetings and when you've got strong meetings you've usually 
got plenty of money and above all, in those days, before expensive television, 
you've got plenty of manpower, intelligent manpower. Today you're measuring 
everything in terms of television advertisement. I think we overdo it, really 
I do. If I was running a campaign today I wouldn't got for television as much. 
Also I found that radio was much better value for money. Right up until the 
time I dropped out I used to give a lot of priority to radio, specially in the 
remoter parts, because when they get a message over radio, people have got to 
think more. They instinctively wonder what the bloke looks like or the woman 
looks like that they can hear. They have to think a little bit more about what 
they're saying, because it's going to go, when they've finished. With 
television they get very lazy. There's the picture and there's the setting. 
They don't have to think about anything like this at all; the thing's been and 
it's gone. I found that the retentiveness in respect of radio was infinitely 
greater than TV, plus the fact it was cheaper. However, I might be out of 
date, but I do believe we go overboard on this TV stuff and if I was running a 
campaign I'd still work the candidate to death. He or she, they'd be out and 
on show everywhere, and I'd concentrate more on radio, I'd concentrate more on 
the little local papers, on the local organisations than I would on some of 
the big papers, because some of these local papers are getting very, very 
influential in their particular districts. You've going back a whole 
generation virtually, you know, and it doesn't surprise me that you revert to 
these things. 

Rd In December 1946 you have Ross McDonald stepping down as leader of 
the Parliamentary Liberal Party. Black claims that McDonald at the time was 
"convin9d that was little chance of electoral success in the immediate 
future". Now with your knowledge of McDonald, I wonder if you know if Black 
is right in that assessment. 

COURT Well dear Ross was far too nice a man to ever be in Parliament. He 
was a gentle-man in the true sense of the word, but I'm a bit biased because 
having been his office boy and seen another side of him. He was a bachelor and 
such a nice, nice man. My mother had a tremendous regard for Ross McDonald. 
She always regarded him as the perfect gentleman, partly, of course, because 
he was always very kind to me when I was office boy. It was really through him 
that he made sure that I was nicely passed over to the auditors to start my 
career as a chartered accountant. You'll therefore understand that when I 
eventually was getting close to making a decision about standing for 
Parliament that Ross McDonald was the person I went and talked to very deeply 
about it, because I respected his judgment, his integrity. He was a wise man, 
but never to be the leader of a political party. 

What he said at the time was quite understandable because he really believed 
that the Liberal Party, as we knew it, just didn't have the will and didn't 
have the organisation and didn't have that sort of gutsy approach. Then there 
was this infernal problem - infernal and internal problem - with the Country 
Party. You realise he, of course, would have been very close to Watts, 

'Black in Stannage, 1981, op. cit., p.439. 
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A F Watts. People forget that at one stage the Country Party was the official opposition because they had more members than the Liberal Party. I'm sure Ross could never see himself as the great campaigner that would go out on to the hustings and lead them to victory. So he, being the man he was, and being at the stage of life that he was, he decided the best thing was to get out, which he did. 

I can tell you that although I wasn't active in the higher echelons of the party in those days (I was very small fry then because I hadn't got involved as heavily as I subsequently got involved with Harry Hearn; that hadn't come at that stage) I know that Ross McLarty accepted the leadership with great diffidence. I'm not sure of this but it wouldn't surprise me if it's true but. some of those who were senior in the party at the time really understood that Ross McLarty accepted the leadership on the basis that he was virtually only going to hold the position until they found somebody that he thought more appropriate and on the basis he would never be Premier. 

Carrying on from there, when they eventually won the election in 1947, certain elements in the Liberal Party got the shock of their life, because they'd got so used to losing and just being a loyal opposition that they never really believed that campaign that Cyril Dudley and others mounted, much to the annoyance of Frank Wise and others, the famous cobweb campaign. They didn't realise how real it was and how effective it was going to be, even if it was a bit vicious and some people didn't regard it as altogether proper. Within the Liberal Party at that time you had a lot of people in the same sort of mould as Ross McDonald who believed certain things 'weren't cricket'. On the other hand you had a new brigade led by Frank Downing who couldn't see why you couldn't update your campaign and become a bit more positive, more aggressive and demonstrated that you could win if you were prepared to go out and make certain undertakings, make certain commitments and at the same time attack your opponents as strongly as they did. 

They finished up, you will recall, without an absolute majority of Country Party and Liberal Party and they had to rely on tw0 independents. It was always Frank Downing's complaint that had the party as a whole and the business people as a whole seen that this younger brigade could win, they could have •won that [election] in their own right. They could have won those extra seats instead of having to rely on two independents: one by the name of Read, the chemist out at Victoria Park, and the other one was the real estate man out in Maylands. His name will come back to me soon. [Harry Shearn] I knew his brother very, very well. But they served the cause very well. They had to tread a very thin red line, otherwise they would have lost their own constituency, but they both served the Parliament very well in keeping McLarty and Watts in a stable situation, bearing in mind that they were in fact true independents. They had to have reason for voting with the government or voting against the government as they did on occasions, but you have to realise that McLarty did not have an absolute majority with the Country Party. It was only when these two independents voted with them that they could get their stuff through the Lower House. It was to their great credit that they were able to do so much in that time, bearing in mind that their- [CM partners weren't all that easy to live with. Nevertheless they did that very dramatic industrial development programme which was the brainchild, of course, of Russell Dumas. 

They criticise public servants, and don't forget Russell Dumas was a public servant at that time. He had that programme, and he'd have had that programme regardless of who was in office, because that was the sort of man he was. He was in the best, best tradition of public servants. They were fortunate that they had Dumas and they were fortunate that he was able to prevail. He was a very strong willed man; you've no idea how strong he was. He had a bulldozer blade about 40 feet wide. But he was so good and so logical in everything he 
'Sir Charles later remembered a ditty from the 1947 election campaign: "There was an old lady who lived in a shOe. With Labor in power what else could she do." (RJ) 
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did, that you'd have been a fool if you didn't take advantage of his advice, 
bearing in mind, of course, that having a man like that who was also a public 
servant, it was a tremendous weapon you had against the Labor Party. This 
wasn't some rich tycoon trying to bring about industrial development, this was 
an ordinary competent engineer within the public service, who happened to have 
a few more brains than most people. He'd have been a winner in private 
enterprise, he'd have been a winner as a general in the army, he'd have been a 
winner anywhere, he just had that sort of brain, and that sort of toughness 
and so on. I admired him greatly. But they were fortunate and if it hadn't 
have been for Dumas they would have gone along in the same old rut as all 
other WA governments had gone, but he was able to dominate the scene. 

Now I happen to know that when the election results were announced on the 
Saturday night, it became apparent that there was going to be a new 
government, much to the amazement of some of the old brigade: not the young 
brigade, not the Frank Downings and a few others that were up and running. But 
the night it was announced down in the old St George's House;jij that was also 
Millar's Timber and Trading Company [office building]. They had a lovely old 
office down there next to Elders in St George's Terrace. I don't know if you 
remember It: beautiful columns. It was between Elders and Newspaper House; 
It's all gone now, but they had a lovely old building there, and the Liberal 
Party had its offices there. There was great jubilation except the old 
brigade. They were almost wringing their hands; "You said you weren't going to 
do this to us." Literally they'd sort of say: "We're going to be the 
government," and almost - not resenting it, but saying, "What do we do?" Well, 
of course, the young brigade that was up-and-coming - and Frank Downing 
doesn't get [enough of] the credit, he's one of a number of them; He wasn't 
the only one, there was a whole group of them there, but they were all about 
his age and about his type of get up and go type of people. Frank Downing to 
my mind was one of the best lawyers I ever struck. I used to use his advice a 
lot because he was precise. Just like he used to be when he was presiding at 
any organisation, he was very precise, very brief in his opinions, and when 
you'd read them you knew what he meant; You didn't have to go and get another 
QC to interpret it. Well that's how he used to run the Liberal Party during 
the time he was president. He was quite brutal in his chairmanship, but always 
proper and always very good. He didn't allow people to waffle or propose hairy 
motions; He didn't suffer fools gladly, but you can imagine he was up and 
running and that's what he'd been campaigning for to win government, and 
they'd won government. 

So then they had to sit down and work out the coalition with the Country 
Party, which wasn't easy; it wasn't easy. I don't think McLarty would have 
been able to do it himself if he hadn't have had somebody as tough as people 
like Downing around him, Frank Downing, to really spell out what had to be 
done, having worked so hard to get there, and breaking this spell that the 
Labor Party had had for so long. Of course Frank Wise was very angry about It 
all; couldn't understand why the people had rejected him. You didn't have to 
be very smart to work out why. 

The other interesting side of this story is that McLarty was a good Premier, 
very dour Scotchman, who used to look after the State's money as though it was 
McLarty money. It was very hard to get anything out of old Ross. He was very 
frugal. Not mean, just frugal. But he had a wonderful wife: Violet McLarty, 
who wap one of the most wonderful women I've ever met She was absolutely 
indispé'nsble in the McLarty team because whatever she did she did well; 
Whether it was Girl Guides, or whether it was CWA or anything at all, you knew 
it was going to be run well. She looked a leader; I know when subsequently we 
got into opposition after '53 and I was an up-and-coming eager beaver, and by 
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that time I'd made my peace with r'lcLarty, after the problems of my own 

electorate, I became more and more involved with him because I wanted action. 

I wanted him as the leader of the opposition, as he became, to be out there 

attacking the government with our ideas of what we would do if we got into 

government. That was my approach to the job. 

END OF TAPE 46 SIDE B 
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COURT I've really jumped a bit but just to illustrate the role of Violet 

McLarty. I've jumped now right over their period in government and I'm right 

into when we got into opposition again and by that time I was a member of 

Parliament. I'd ring Ross up on a Sunday. I could almost hear him groan when 

she'd say that I was on the phone. But I always used to hope that I'd ring up 

and he wouldn't be hone, or he'd be out on the farm, you see, and then I'd 

have a chat with her. She was a very intelligent woman, and I'd say, "This Is 

what I want Ross to say." She'd say, "Oh that sounds pretty good to me." "Give 

it to them right between the eyes," she used to say. "I just thought I'd tell 

you what was in it, Lady McLarty," as she was then. "All right Charlie, I'll 

get him to ring you back;" Sure enough up would come Violet on the phone; 

You'd hear her saying, "Charlie's on the phone." She wouldn't say to Ross, 

"You ring Charlie up," she'd ring me up, you see. Before she handed the phone 

over she'd say, "I told him what you rang about and I told him he's got to 

support it," [laughs]. You used to feel terrible about it. Old Ross would say, 

"Do you think we should? Do you think we need to get involved in so many 

things," and so on and so on. I said, "Look we've got to let the public know 

we're still in business; We want to get back into government; We've got to 

convince the public that we're the alternative government. You've been in 

government. We're not going [just] to wait our turn." I used to be on about 

this all the time. I remember old Ross saying to me, he said, "You know 

Charlie," he said, "I reckon when I'm about to sit down to have my Christmas 

dinner they're going to say, 'Charlie's on the phone with a statement," 

[laughs). It's the nearest I ever saw Ross to getting really angry with me; 

That damn nearly happened too because one Christmas day something burst and I 

was very tempted to do it, but I knew he wouldn't be pleased; It would be all 

right with Violet, but not with Ross. But she would have been a superb 

Premier, very quick to comprehend issues, and wonderful as you can imagine in 

the country. She seemed to have a way about her which worked for Ross, of 

course, and worked for the Liberal Party; When she went to a country show or 

went to a country meeting or even up in the city, she seemed to have a 

serenity about her, a calmness that a leader has to project; Everyone wanted 

to go to her for advice, even though she wasn't an office bearer or wasn't 

involved directly. But that was the sort of woman she was, and we should all 

be very grateful to her because I think that she did more than most people 

realise to make the McLarty Government work; She would have been the strength 

when Sir Ross, the decent chap that he was, was having a hell of a time with 

the CP. 

RJ Yes, I'm wondering if it goes so far as to say that he wouldn't 

have got where he got without her. 

COURT I don't think that Ross would have ever achieved the heights that 

Fe-did if It hadn't have been for her, because she was a tremendous strength; 

She, in a different way to Rita. See I could have never done what I did over 

the time If it hadn't been for Rita, but in a different way altogether; She 

never got involved In the policies. She never got involved in the decisions; 

She never got Involved in press statements or anything like that at all, 

whereas Violet was, as I know from my personal experience, because I used to, 

in a mischieveous way I used to tell her what I wanted to get Ross to do, you 

see, [laughs] on the pretence that it was going to save his time when he cane 

in from the farm. By the time I'd finished she'd be discussing with me in a 

very intelligent way. She obviously read the papers a lot and kept in touch; 

It was a tremendous strength. I can tell you now that many of those statements 

would never have got into the press if it hadn't been for her support. Many of 

them didn't. They were either not properly written, because don't forget we 

didn't have a press secretary; They were either not properly written or they 
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were too long and they weren't tight enough and so on, but we overcame that 
substantially because Ross used to let me then go into the West on the 
weekend, because Dave would be up in his electorate up in Dongara way, up in 
Greenough, and I would be the one that was readily accessible to the press. I 
used to make it my business to go into the newspaper office. I'd rather talk 
to the journalists, rather talk to the editor and discuss it with him. So 
quite often they'd take my badly worded statement and make it into an 
acceptable journalistic writing. I never argued with them. If they were going 
to do it professionally and it was going to get in, it was much better than me 
arguing with them and my amateurish efforts being left out, so it worked two 
ways. But I'm quite certain to this day that Ross wouldn't have agreed to 
them. He was quite happy just to let things roll by and sooner or later 
something would happen and it would be our turn. I was very anxious to 
convince him that it wouldn't be. That was my nature because I didn't know too 
much about the past and so I wasn't in the mood to accept this idea that one 
day we'd have a turn to get in. You've got to create your opportunity. It was 
just a business. 

RJ To get back to the party organisation before you went into 
politics yourself. There's a comment that David Black has made talking about 
the 1950 period and I wonder if you have reason to know if he's correct in 
this. "To younger members of the Liberal Party many of their parliamentary 
leaders in this period seemed old style nationalists, lacking initiative and 
too prepared to accept the legacies of the past, while the extra-parliamentary 
organisation was still effectively dominated by metropolitan business and 
professional interests". Well you've said that by talking about people like 
Downing. "Large financial contributions to the party until 1949 were 
channelled through semi-independent trustees, some of whom had also been 
members of the National Union. Inevitably there were clashes between the party 
organisation and McLarty who was considered as too often subservient to I?is 
public service advisers and to Watts, the very able Country Party leader." I 
wanted your comment on that, that situation regarding funding and all the rest 
of it in that period. 

COURT I frankly didn't have much knowledge of the funding, the sources 
of funding and the method of handling it. It seems to make sense what it says 
there that there would be various trusts that would handle this. That would be 
a way of making sure that the money was properly applied and not wasted 
because the amount of money you got by way of donations in those days was 
quite modest compared with today. The Labor Party on the other hand always had 
a steady flow of money from their unions. That didn't always come as freely as 
they wanted it, but they were much more secure in terms of funding than we 
were because one of these people who might be backing you this year would have 
a bit of a tiff with the appropriate ministers or members of Parliament and 
hey presto they disappeared, which was not a good thing because you were too 
much dependent on their whims and their demands, and you can't afford to have 
these sort of demands. McLarty was a very honourable man and there's no way 
that anyone could have got McLarty to do something that wasn't proper, even if 
it meant foregoing a substantial donation to the party. If McLarty didn't 
think it was the right thing to do McLarty wouldn't have done it. 

Rd So there could have been clashes between himself and the 
organi sation? 

COURT It could have been. Also there was a lot of feeling about some of 
the public servants. I could understand this because it didn't apply when 
Brand became the Premier and I became his deputy; not Deputy Premier, but his 
Liberal deputy. But during that time of the McLarty/Watts administration some 

1 lbid. pA43. 
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of these public servants were very, very powerful. Dumas was one, and thank 

God he was. I can tell you now that many of these business people who stood to 

gain from a growing economy, from a prosperous industrial economy, and from 

the developments that took place in Kwinana, wouldn't have had that spinoff if 

it hadn't have been for the strength of Dumas. it was Dumas that saw the 

problem arising in the Middle East where BP were going to get kicked out of 

their refineries in the Middle East. What was it? Mossadegh,1  the infamous 

character in the Middle East at the time that kicked them out. He was smart 

enough to see, well they've got to go somewhere and we're the nearest across 

the lake - the Indian Ocean being the lake. That was the sort of mind that 

Dumas had, and the determination he had. Thank God that Dumas was as strong as 

he was. 

Now whether he was talking to the government or whether he was talking to 

these industrialists he was very much the strong man. They would have liked to 

have been able to probably talk direct to the minister and virtually dictate 

what procedures were to be followed, and I think in most cases we wouldn't 

have got the project, full stop. There were plenty of places it could have 

gone to. But all the imagination that was necessary to put the channel through 

the sandbanks, the two sandbanks in Cockburn Sound, so that you could take big 

ships down there to a refinery site and to develop a refinery site on the 

ocean and so on, that was all in the mind of Dumas. I know of no one else that 

had that sort of inspiration that had that sort of mental capacity, or had the 

strength to press on in the face of opposition. 

You must also realise that the Country Party were always suspicious of any 

industrial growth, because they could see that this was going to give another 

leg to the WA economy and no longer would agriculture be all-powerful, because 

we only had a one-legged economy, therefore they could see that this was going 

to build a new dimension into the industrial strength of the State and at the 

same time increase the population of the metropolitan area, and they were 

right, because that's the only place it would go; it would follow the 

industry. 

So it's quite correct that there was a lot of feeling. Some of the 

industrialists believed that they had certain rights in the matter and that 

they could call the tune so far as the government was concerned. And on the 

other hand you had the Country Party reservations and then you had the party 

machine Itself. They did feel very, very strongly about public servants. And 

It wasn't only Dumas by the way. George Baron-Hay was always in their sight. 

That's on the rural side. George Baron-Hay was a very strong Director of 

Agriculture. You'll find that a lot of their arrows were aimed at him. It's 

true George was a very strong departmental head. The famous statement by 

George when we became the government in '59. Somebody said, "Who have you got 

as your minister?" And the person said to him, "George, he's been there a 

month now, have you got him under control?" "Oh," he said, "not yet," he said, 

"this one's going to take a bit longer, he'll be three months." [laughs] If 

you knew George that would be right. Now that wouldn't be said in a malicious 

way. It wouldn't be said in any way a criminal way. It wouldn't be said in a 

way that was intended to be taking the government out of the government's 

hands, but the fact is that often you get governments (and you get them now, 

and you get them along the passage of time) where the bureaucrat is more 

educated and he's more resourceful, he's more capable than the minister. You 

see the TV series "Yes Minister", and true that's a fun thing, a cynical 

thing, it's overdone, but there's always the semblance of truth there. There's 

always the basis of truth there. It's the job of a leader to make sure that ------------------------ 
'Dr Mohammad Mossadegh was Prime Minister of Iran in 1951 when his government 

nationalized Its oil, which Britain opposed. (Aroia and Mitchell, The Modern 

Middle East & North Africa, pp.  279-80) 
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his ministers are running their departments. I tell you it's not easy because 
if they've got good directors of their departments - and not only the 
director; often it's a bloke two down the line, that's on the way up and he's 
good - now a good minister takes him by the hand and uses his brains and puts 
him to work, with YOUR (government] policies. Not his [the public servant's] 
policies, But if the minister's weak, you finish up with the bureaucrat's 
policies being put forward as the government's policies. 

I used to often say to people (attacking senior public servants] - and I was 
fairly intolerant of the criticism: "You know maybe you should be having a 
look at the man that you're criticising, the bureaucrat you're criticising, 
maybe having a look at him. Perhaps it wouldn't be bad if he worked for you 
because you'll find that he's a much more capable fellow than anyone you've 
got on your staff. So if you ever thought of having a look at him he might be 
the fellow you want to pinch from us. So let's look at the merit of what's 
being done rather than the fact that you just resent the fact that he's a 
public servant." 

It's very interesting. It's only in the last two days that a person who's 
holding a very responsible position that's halfway between government and 
halfway between private enterprise was asking me over lunch some very 
pertinent questions - he was a youngish man - some very pertinent questions 
about how t operated with the public servants. He said, "I've been hearing a 
lot of things from some of the older ones, long retired and that sort of 
thing, that you protected them as long as they were doing the right thing. You 
enabled them to perform to the limit of their ability in their respective 
positions, and protected them against attacks from within the government, 
within the parliamentary party and also from outside, as long as they were 
working to implement the policies. Also they had no compunction about putting 
forward ideas," 1 was served extremely well by public servants; very dedicated 
people. I'd have been a fool not to listen to them and not to use them. So I 
can understand what went on at that time although I was not part of it, You 
realise I wasn't even in Parliament. 

Rd No. 

COURT But I could understand. I was on the other side of it, on the 
private enterprise side of it. I used to hear some of the senior 
industrialists then ranting and raving about the public servants and about the 
incompetent government and a few other things. I've heard it all before and 
since. But it was very, very strong at the time, this resentment of these 
public servants. What they should have done was to have been examining the 
ministers. They should have been more critical of the ministers and the 
inability of the ministers to take the initiative. Even if they were embracing 
the ideas of Dumas it should have been coming out from the minister; Once they 
[the government] decided it was a good thing, it should have been the Premier 
or the minister that should have been coming out and promoting these things 
and then it wouldn't have attracted the criticism. 

Rd It's one thing to acknowledge the competence of your public 
service which you feel strongly McLarty had reason to do when it came to the 
Dumas of this world. Would McLarty have been subservient? 

COURT McLarty would have been a very honourable person who would have 
listened to what they had to say. He was an intelligent man, inclined to be 
over cautious. He'd always be shying at shadows because he was over Cautious-; 
But don't forget he didn't only have people like Dumas and Baron-Hay. I mean 
look at the other team he had. Doig. Alex Reid. As an Under-Treasurer you 
can't imagine a tougher and better one than Alex Reid, later on Sir Alexander 
Reid, the Chancellor of the University. A dour Scotchman. Old Alex had a 
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twinkle in his eye. He used to have us in fits of laughter years later telling 

us the problems he used to have in getting his message across to McLarty, 

because old Ross was always husbanding the money, you know. He almost had it 

under lock and key. He used to worry about the taxpayers' money more than he 

used to worry about his own, and that's saying something, because he even used 

to worry about the price of a haircut. Alex Reid was a formidable person and 

he was one of those that was resented by some of these business people, and a 

pretty tough character to take on. 

Doig: the classic civil servant, who worked as a junior and then as a senior 

person for many Premiers. He knew them alt. He knew their weaknesses and their 
strengths, but always the classical public servant: always loyal to the 

government of the day, always there with advice, good advice, well thought out 

advice. But once the government made its ruling, everything he had went into 

making it happen, once his point had been rejected. So you had a whole team of 

them. Then coming on, of course, you had people like Townsing who were then on 

their way up. So you're not only talking about Dumas and Baron-Hay, who were 

the two most in the public sights, but you also had these other people like 

Reid and Doig and others who were very formidable. 

Then another person that came on the scene during the McLarty/Watts period, 

who never gets the credit that he should get [was Or I L ("Blue") Robertson]. 

If Watts had done nothing else during his period, the Influence he had in 

breaking this spell of the number of retired Directors of Education that we 

had, deserves his place in history. It was during his ministry and his period 

both as minister and as Deputy Premier, that they brought in Robertson, 'Blue' 

Robertson, always known as Blue, but I think his initials were I L, I'm not 

sure, Robertson. I think it was I L, but he was always known as Blue 

Robertson, Or Robertson. Now he was the ideal age to bring in to break this 

succession of directors that had gone in at an age far too close to 

retirement. It's - no good getting a person into a job like that when they're 
too close to retirement, because they're not going to do anything that's 

dangerous, whereas a man that's 45, 48, 50 at the most, he's got fire in his 

belly if he's any good, and he's got ideas. Robertson had very creative ideas 

about education, the Idea of putting the ring of high schools out from the 

city so that it was moving in reverse direction to the traffic, from the 

business people coming into the city and that sort of thing, and many other 

initiatives. As you'll learn later on as we talk about It more, Robertson and 

I had a very close working relationship. You wouldn't call it a friendship. It 

was a very close - we were very friendly - but it was a very close working 

relationship, never suspected by his minister, thank goodness, but it was.... 

I'm talking about now when I got into government in the '59/ 1 71 period. 

They brought in Robertson, and they broke this spell of people getting there 

too late in life, and he started a completely new era so far as education was 

concerned. Now there was a public servant that was going to turn the place 

upside down, so there could have been a lot of criticism from within the 

service that people were denied advancement because of Robertson coming in. 

There could have been a lot of criticism within the service as well as outside 

of it. The businessmen wouldn't have been so interested in Robertson, although 

if they'd had any sense they would have, because technical education and then 

technology were tremendously Important. However you've got to realise that she 

was a pretty old sleepy old State at that time. By '59 we still only had 

700 000 people so you can understand that industry wasn't the great war cry, 

although it should have been. It became the war cry. 

END OF TAPE 47 SIDE A 
------------------------ 
li L Robertson was Director of Education from 1951 to 1960 (RJ). 
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Rd An interview with Sir Charles Court held at the Alexander Library 
Building on 8th February 1991; 

Sir Charles, in the 1950 election for Nedlands the Liberal Party decided to 
replace Keenan, who was then 86 years old, and C P Bird was chosen as the 
candidate. Keenan renominated without endorsement and David Grayden stood as 
an independent Liberal. Do you have any knowledge of that particular campaign? 

COURT I have very little knowledge of the detail of the campaign, 
although I lived in the electorate. As I've told you previously I campaigned 
mainly in electorates where the Liberal Party was weakest; That was considered 
to be the best tactic and the best use of manpower so far as the Liberal Party 
was concerned. I'm sorry in retrospect that I did it so conscientiously 
because it did have repercussions when I sought endorsement, which we will no 
doubt discuss in due course; But I vividly remember that my good friend Cyril 
Bird, later Sir Cyril Bird, was the candidate; I knew that he'd be a GOOD 
member. He's a very capable man; Not the man who tried to be popular. He had a 
personality if you didn't know him that could be rather offputting, but a very 
capable person and a man of great integrity and would have been a first class 
member of Parliament. The principles on which he was elected would have been 
paramount in his mind, and he would have been a good thing in the party room; 
Of course from my point of view it would have been wonderful if he'd have been 
elected, because it would have saved me the trauma of going into Parliament 
and I'd probably have finished up making a lot of money. But still that's 
history now so we can't go back over that; 

I did get worried part way through the campaign. Having always worked in tough 
electorates where you had to go out and win every vote - as for instance you 
heard about the Chaney election - but in all of those elections where you had 
to go out and win every vote you learnt never to take anything for granted, 
and probably I became a bit overzealous with those things. I always used to 
work on the basis that at a minute to eight you still needed one more vote! I 
could tell you a humorous story about that, but we won't at the moment; But 
that was the way I used to run elections; I was worried about the fact that I 
hadn't had any literature and no one had been to make sure that I was 
informed, forgetting that I was Charles Court, very active in the Liberal 
Party in another electorate, but just assuming that I would automatically get 
caught up with their campaigning as a resident in that particular area, so 
much so that I got in touch with a supporter of Cyril Bird and suggested that 
they were not doing enough. He happened to be somebody who was within the 
Cyril Bird accounting organisation. He had some of those people very heavily 
involved, all very capable people. But again though I felt they were being 
deceived; they just didn't understand that people don't like being taken for 
granted. I could no more than mention It to the head office, because I was in 
and out of the head office a fair bit, particularly in view of the type of 
electorates I was working in; They didn't seem to be concerned about it. They 
seemed to think, oh well, we've got to concentrate our efforts elsewhere. 

What they didn't realise was that old Norbert [Keenan] was very unhappy. He 
made it clear that he didn't like their selection. I don't know why because 
here was an old man that had had his day and had done a good job, but everyone 
acknowledged the fact that he was beyond it. They were disappointed that he 
renominated as an independent and broke all those years of tradition to a 
party that he'd served so well, and to an electorate he'd served so well; But 
nothing would shift him and if you knew Norbert it was the immovable object 
meeting the irresistible force all the time. So the campaign ran; Norbert 
wasn't doing much work at all. He had made it clear to one or two friends he 
didn't expect to win in spite of his long history there and he didn't get 
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people like Cyril Dudley and people like that who'd always run his campaigns 

for him. The fact that Cyril Dudley wasn't active tells its own story because 

he loved the old chap, but he also was against him renominating, especially as 

an independent, because Cyril Dudley was a man of great principle and if you 

were disloyal to your team, football team or otherwise, Cyril, in his very 

declamatory way, would let it be known to the public that you were finished as 
far as he was concerned; 

The campaign took on a turn which was quite serious. I didn't know about it 
during the campaign, others did, and they didn't report it to the head office 
or to the Nedlands Branch so that something could be done to counter it But 

Dave Grayden had had a lot of campaigning experience through his brother Bill, 

and he had the support of his brother Bill, who was an ace campaigner. I've 

never known anyone who, when it came to campaigning in an electorate, could 

think up so many little tricks and ways of attracting attention, getting 

publicity and usually at minimum cost and so on. Dave, who wasn't half as 

bright as Bill was, had the full support of his brother and a group of people 

who were about the same age and about the same type of people and they 

campaigned as a pack. They were spreading word around, not in writing, but by 

word [of mouth] around the houses and various other places that Norbert was 

only standing by way of protest so as to stop Bird getting In and that he 

wanted Grayden to get in This was quite insidious. If it had been in a 

pamphlet, of course, it would have immediately been discredited and even 

Keenan would have been insulted and he would have been so angry that he'd have 

even come out and publicly supported Bird. But it was insidious and it gained 

a tremendous amount of momentum until it was too late for anyone to do 

anything about it. 

You now know the result, It was a long wearisome count and to the amazement of 

everybody Cyril Bird didn't win the seat; Cyril went on for years and years 

and gave very faithful service to the Liberal Party as treasurer (and a 

magnificent treasurer he was) and in other ways. He was a person who used to 

take a very strong stand on matters of political principle; He had no 

compunction about standing up to Premiers like David Brand or ministers like 

myself or anyone else if he felt we weren't toeing the line. So he carried on 

without let or hindrance even though he'd had this rather humiliating 

experience. Nothing in the wide world would encourage him to stand again, 

which was a pity. We tried hard to get him to stand the next time on the 

understanding that a proper campaign would be put in place and that people 

like Dudley and myself and others would get behind him and get him in. But he 

wouldn't touch it .- 

I think he felt sorely let down, particularly that he wasn't warned about what 

was going on. He was let down badly by his own supporters; I know for a fact 

that some of them in some of those streets like Stanley Street and Tyrell 

Street and all of those long streets that go right through from Stirling 

Highway to the Nedlands Golf Club.. There's a whole row of them, parallel 

streets, and if you've got to deliver pamphlets and knock on doors I tell you 

they're mighty long streets and there's a lot of houses there, as I found out 

in the 1953 election. But people would say, "Yes, I've got that street 

covered." They had a system of street captains. At a meeting they'd say, "Yes 

that's all covered. No problems in my street", and so on. What these fellows 

were doing was standing on bus Stops with their mates or talking to their 

mates at the club and that sort of thing. They'd say, "Cyril's got no 

worries," overlooking the fact they were talking to a limited number of people 

who were dyed in the wool, or probably branch members and in the middle of the 

campaign. It taught everybody a great lesson; There were some very shame-faced 

people there. Having got a superb candidate, they let him lose what should 

have been a 'lay down ruisere'. 
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Now it's no reflection on Cyril Bird, because he worked quite hard, and the 
people immediately with him worked mighty hard, but they didn't direct their 
efforts in the proper way. I could have shown them some ways where they could 
have got the extra votes very easily by campaigning in a proper method of 
getting right to the electors themselves; There's only one way to do that, 
that's by street corner meetings, hail meetings and doorknocking [especially 
at that time]. When these street captains reported in that everything was 
right in their street, no one bothered to check how many houses they'd 
canvassed or how many people they'd talked to on a personal basis. So it was 
an unfortunate thing for the Liberal Party because it was a very bad dint in 
the morale of the Liberal Party to think that they could lose Nedlands of all 
seats. That's all I can tell you about the Nedlands electorate, because I 
wasn't personally involved in it. I never even gave out pamphlets and 
how-to-vote cards on polling day, because I was working in a number of other 
pretty tough electorates. 

RJ Besides the principle of Keenan standing against his own party 
which you've spoken of, how did you feel about a man of that age at 86, 
standing? 

COURT I felt it was quite wrong; Had he been a fit man of 86 I wouldn't 
have questioned it, because I was brought up in that era that you respected 
age, provided age was performing. But you realise that when Sir Norbert 
appeared at a fête or a function of any sort, he almost had to be - not 
exactly carried in, but he had to be helped in with two sticks and he should 
have been in a chair really. It was quite a kerfuffle when he arrived. Well I 
think I've told you the story about the honorary colonel when I was a cadet. 
That is the same sort of thing. Instead of having an honorary colonel coming 
in, marching in sprightly with all his medals and looking like a real soldier 
about to draw his sword and lead the troops, they'd help this fellow on, 
dithering and dothering. It was a terrible impression on young cadets; Well 
there was a bit of that with a man who was not capable of taking himself into 
a meeting or before a crowd and so on in a reasonable manner. So I was against 
it He'd made his contribution; it had been a good one. You must realise also 
that in those last few years, r would say the last six years, he had made no 
real contribution to the Parliament; 

He was very conscientious, right up until the end, with his attendance at 
functions in the electorate. They all knew him, they all loved him. He had 
these various organisations, most of which had started in the Depression, by 
the way, at a time when Nedlands was a very new, struggling place, with people 
with bigger mortgages than you could jump over, young people who were just 
launching out into something better maybe than their fathers and mothers had 
in Subiaco and in West Subiaco and places like that; He was a great help to 
them at that time. He was comfortably off and a man of a lot of experience and 
respected. So don't get me wrong, he worked his electorate very well; The 
amount of time that he spent with Sunset, the wills that he used to write by 
hand, sitting on a log for those dear old chaps up there was indicative of 
[the other side of] this rather irascible old man, that really he was a very 
kindly man. The fact that with all his brilliance as a QC, or KG as he was in 
those days, would take the time to go and spend Saturdays, Sundays, any other 
days with these chaps showed that underneath it all he was a very warm person; 
So it was wrong that he stood and it was unforgivably wrong that he stood 
against his own party that had been good to him over the years; 

Rd Do you happen to know what sort of person Dave Grayden was and how 
good a member he would have been in that time he was there? 
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COURT I didn't know very much about him. He had campaigned hard using 
the techniques that his brother Bill had perfected when he first stood fpr I 
think it was Swan or one of those seats up in the Midlands area there, and 
had used a couple of novel devices. It was he that brought out that pamphlet, 
for instance, which was about twelve blank pages of good quality paper; On the 
front was written, "What your local member has done for you". When you opened 
page one, page two, and went right through, they were blank; not another word 
on it. This created a furore at the time, so he was a master of that sort of 
campaigning. Bill, until he got a bit older, was still one that could do these 
things. He was a good one to take out to an electorate and say, "Bill, just 
have a good look at this electorate for us and how do you think we should 
attack this? What's some simple, novel, not too expensive thing that would 
arrest attention?" He was the one that started campaigning on railway 
stations, bus stops and all that sort of thing early in the morning, and did 
it very effectively because he was the first one that did it, and when you're 
the first one to do it, you get a lot of publicity out of the fact that you 
did do it. He was able to carry all of that into the Nedlands electorate; 

So we frankly saw more of Bill Grayden and people like Ted 0Idfield, who 
himself was a member of Parliament. He was always very close to Bill Grayden; 
We saw them campaigning more than we saw Dave, because Dave never struck me as 
being half as bright as Bill; I always felt that he was motivated by his 
brother and one or two other people around him; This became apparent in their 
later life, because they inherited a reasonable estate, I should imagine, from 
their grandfather. I'm not sure, I think it would be their grandfather. I 
think Bill made much better use of it than Dave did. Dave eventually went over 
to the Eastern States. The last I heard I think he was teaching over there, 
but that's some time ago, so he's probably retired since then. So I can't tell 
you very much. I never noticed him very much in the electorate up to the time 
when I was going to stand as a member, because don't forget by the next 
election I was actually one of the endorsed members, one of the endorsed 
members of the Liberal Party. 

RJ Well to move to that time now, this is the 1953 election; Cyril 
Dudley in an interview that was done with him in 1977 refers to the fact that 
he was approached in the first instance to replace Keenan, well in fact it was 
Grayden. He says Keenan, but by then it was Grayden.  2He declined, but he had 
advised Keenan that he heard that you were Interested. Is this true? 

COURT It wouldn't be quite correct, but in principle it would fit in 
withwhat Cyril Dudley said. It was well known that people were trying to get 
Cyril Dudley to stand then, because everyone assumed that he would take over 
the mantle from Keenan. He would have been an ideal member. He would have been 
a very forceful member, quite different to Bird, for instance, but 
nevertheless very effective. You've got to have all types in a Parliament, and 
he would have stirred that Parliament up, as a very good debater and a very 
declamatory type of speaker if he had a point to make; So he would have been 
an asset to the Liberal Party and he would have been an asset to the leader, 
because he was a man that could handle these situations and he was very highly 
regarded throughout the coiwunity. Therefore it would be assumed that Dudley 
was to be the successor to Keenan. 

Now I know from Cyril both then and subsequently that there were reasons why 
he was not prepared to become the member; So that's all water under the 
bridge. It's quite possible that Cyril would have had an Idea that I might 
have been a desirable person to stand, bearing in mind at that time I had no 
------------------------ 
1 WilliamGrayden first stood for the seat of Middle Swan in 1947 (RJ). 

2 Cyril Dudley, interview transcript, Battye Library, 1977, OH 289, p.76; It 
was later realised that Cyril Dudley had confused the 1950 and 1953 elections; 
Sir Charles has written notes on the matters referred to and these are 
attached to the Dudley transcript (RJ). 
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intention and no desire, and in fact I was very much opposed to being a 
member. It's not all that long after the war and I was still rehabilitating 
the practice and I wanted to get It so well established that it could stand 
any shocks in the future, death of a partner or sickness of a partner and that 
sort of thing. So I had to move very quickly after the war. If you're talking 
about the 1950 election they were probably looking for a candidate as early as 
1948, certainly no later than '49, because it would be known that Keenan was 
too old to stand any more; At that time I would not have given it any thought 
But I can understand Cyril saying, "Look Charlie would be the one that you 
should approach." Well they didn't and Cyril Bird was selected and for some 
reason or other that upset Keenan. The details of that I've never known and 
I've never enquired too far. 

When Grayden became the member, I can't recall him being very active in the 
grassroots types of things in the electorate; I don't think he was that sort 
of personality. For instance Rita and I were very active in our church, we 
were very active in a number of sporting bodies, we were very active in 
Parents and Citizens because we had boys at two schools. In those days 
Dalkeith didn't go up to the full primary level, so if your boys started 
there, the older boys usually finished at Nedlands. So we had P and C 
activities in both camps; We never identified him being very active in those 
things and all of the other things that you go to, fetes and things; So I was 
surprised that he wasn't more active. 

But what triggered off his problem was the fact that he brought down a private 
members' Bill. It was a Bill something to do with so-called unfair trading; It 
was one of these bills that rather appealed to the Country Party led by Mr 
A F Watts. Don't forget McLarty was the Premier. But this Bill was against 
party policy, against the Liberal Party policy. It might have had some popular 
appeal, superficial appeal. It certainly appealed to the Labor Party because 
it was their policy. That in itself, of course, would normally have made a 
member in a seat like Nedlands a little bit cautious. But Grayden persisted 
with this Bill and in persisting with it he portrayed most traders, most 
manufacturers, most suppliers as being people who were not as reputable as 
they might be, that they were aiming at cartels and this type of thing. Now 
A F Watts was very susceptible to this. McLarty wouldn't be because it was 
quite contrary to the party policy, But A F Watts I knew from a number of 
sources was rather encouraging Grayden. This is the sort of thing that 
A F Watts would do. He was rather encouraging him with this Bill and there was 
the implied understanding that the Country Party might give it a blessing; 
McLarty was in a dither about it because the business community were 
absolutely up in arms and McLarty didn't come out very strongly and 
emphatically to say that they'd kill the Bill anyhow; 

So this thing went on and they were trying to have the proverbial two bob each 
way that politicians get into trouble about; The business people decided that 
they should, through the Liberal Party, try and get a candidate who was more 
in tune with their ideas of private enterprise; That's why they got me in 
their sights because I was pretty active in that type of organisation at the 
time, quite apart from my activities in the Liberal Party outside of the 
Nedlands electorate; 

Watts - I don't want to jump tl?e  gun then because Watts eventually came into 
it as far as I was concerned, but there was then a deputation of business 
people to me to see if I would stand for this seat of Nedlands, bearing in 
mind that Grayden was still an Independent and making a lot of noise about 
this Bill; The Labor Party were going to support it a hundred per cent because 
it was their policy; They couldn't believe their luck to get somebody from the 

1 See p,608; 
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so-called Liberal side, even though it was an independent, to bring in a Bill 
like this, so this deputation came to me (it was about twelve strong) and 
asked me if I'd stand, and the answer was no; I was still in the process of 
building up my practice and I was acquiring some business interests as well as 
my practice because I wanted to get a greater strength there for the sake of 
my family. It wasn't all that long after the war; I just said, "No, but I'll 
do anything I can to help you get a candidate in. Let's have a look at another 
candidate. Why not try and get Bird because you couldn't get a better man;" 
But they went to Bird and he wouldn't have a bar of it. So they came back to 
me after three months; In the meantime I had casually mentioned the matter to 
Rita and she couldn't think of anything as stupid (to use her phrase at the 
time) [chuckles] as me standing for Parliament. So we let that pass because it 
was no issue at the time; 

Three months later they came back again; There were some nice people there, 
people like Eric Sandover (later Sir Eric Sandover) and Frank Ledger (later 
Sir Frank Ledger) Lance Brisbane (later Sir Lance Brisbane), Alf Curlewis, and 
a number of other people; Ron Kyle from Coventry Motors, Fred Johnston. There 
were about a dozen of them; I know we had difficulty in getting them into our 
boardroom, because it wasn't built for a lot of people at Hendry Rae and Court 
at Newspaper House in those days; They really put me to the test over this one 
on the basis that they felt that I had a responsibility to do something about 
it. My natural retort was, "Of all the people in Nedlands who have got more 
success to their name and are better known even than I am, why don't you go 
and get one of them to do It? Why must it be me?" Then they explained, "Well 
you were brought up in the Labor end of the electorate, down at West Subiaco, 
and you're very well known down there. You've spent all your married life in 
the other end of it as a young resident there, building a house and then 
bringing up a young family, and you're well known through music and other 
things; We think that you're ready made for the job;" They undertook to give 
me their support financially and otherwise; Anyhow after putting the matter 
aside for quite a few weeks I eventually decided that I would stand. 

END OF TAPE 47 SIDE B 
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COURT I eventually decided that I would stand. Rita wasn't very keen 
about it, but we had this understanding on any of these major decisions of 
this kind that had to be made, somebody had to make them and take the full 
blame. If It turned out to be the wrong decision well then there was only one 
persn to blame. On the other hand if you were prevented from doing it, the 
person who said no to it couldn't feel guilty for the rest of his or her days 
that ybvweren't given that opportunity. So in accordance with that rule that 
I explained--to-you once before, I made the decision to do it. 

RJ But why? 

COURT In the meantime don't forget I had to talk it over with Hendry Rae 
andtourt because I was the dominant partner there both in terms of getting 
business and also the running of the practice. That made it a pretty big 
sacrifice because we were in full flight at that time; everything was going 
right. I had business interests that I was developing, which I would have to 
get rid of because they were proprietary companies and if I got into 
Parliament I'd have to get rid of them, and I did. I felt some obligation in 
the matter because there'd been the break for the war which had set the 
practice back and we'd regained all that ground, but we had brought in some 
good young partners. We weighed that all up. 

You ask why. I felt an obligation to do something about the situation into 
which the Liberal Party had got Itself. I realised it was not going to be easy 
to get the independent out of that seat once he'd got there and people got 
used to him. They'd got used to the fact that Nedlands could be lost by the 
Liberal Party and that was much more serious than you might think. If they'd 
reduced their margin it wouldn't have been so bad, they could have built that 
back again, but to lose it to an independent, it was a body blow to them and 
it had to be dealt with in a particular way. 

However, I did make it a condition - and you'll laugh at this one - but I did 
make a condition that if I went in and won Nedlands for them and got the 
Liberal Party well established there, that I was to be free to go back to my 
business and professional interests after two elections, that's this election, 
'53 and the '56 one. They said that's fair enough, that by then things would 
be back on an even keel and that was fair to the electors. There'd be two 
whole terms of three years each, then It wouldn't be so far down the track 
that I couldn't pick up the threads with my practice and my  business 
interests. So that's the deal that was done. 

You now know, of course, that every time I presented myself to get free of 
Parliament and get back to my professional and business interests there was 
always a reason. We were running up to an election for which I'd formulated 
the policy, such as 1959, and that what was the use of having the policies if 
there wasn't somebody there who believed in them and knew all about them and 
could go out and sell them. I fell for that one. Then the next time there was 
a problem between the Liberal Party and the Country Party; also David Brand, 
his health had had a little bit of a warning, so I fell for that one. This 
went on time after time until eventually I got so far down the track that it 
was to the point of no return and I had to finish up sacking myself in 1982. 
But that was different when I was 70. It was quite easy to say, "I'm going." 

But people find it hard to believe that I never was comfortable in the 
parliamentary institution. It was so different to the way I'd been brought up 
and the way I'd always done business, whether it was doing business with a 
brass band or doing business with my clients, or doing it with my partners or 
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anything of that kind. I always like to approach things in a very simplistic 
way and, let's face it, it was pretty successful. The very simplicity of it 
seemed to bring its own results. I was not very good at this political 
business. In fact on more occasions than one my own colleagues have accused me 
of not being a very good politician. I used to have to retort by saying, 
"Well, we haven't done too badly with a bloke who knows nothing about 
politics. It mightn't be a bad idea if we keep to the same game." But somehow 
or other, when they get into that political atmosphere they think they've got 
to play games all the time. They never seem to accept that if you go straight 
down-the-line doing it the simple way (you say what you're going to do and you 
go and do it) that people might like it that way. It's a strange thing. Even 
if you, as the leader, have got a simple straightforward system of how you're 
going to win the election, of how you're going to do this, you're going to 
negotiate something, there's always somebody wanting to come up with some 
smart alec way that, because it's a political thing, it's got to have some 
twist about it; there's got to be some clever thing about it. 

When I look at the political scene in Australia today, federal and State, it 
makes me worry about Australia because there's always people playing games: 
playing games within a party, playing games against a party. It's either 
playing games within the organisational side itself, or playing games within 
the parliamentary members. 

If you look back on those years when I was deputy to David Brand and then when 
I was Premier myself, they're quite simplistic years really. There was very 
little of this sort of scheming that went on. There was probably plenty of it, 
but it never got anywhere because I just wouldn't have a bar of it. When we 
went in to win the North we just went in to win the North, full stop. That 
meant getting more votes than the other people for good reasons, because of 
the policies, because we knew what we were going to do. Simple: potential into 
reality. What's more we meant it; it wasn't just a gimmick. When you came back 
to the next election you could say, "This is what we've said, this is what 
we've done." There's no substitute for performance. 

So you understand that I was a bit of a fish out of water in the parliamentary 
system. People there would play around with the standing orders and take hours 
over some point of order and it wasn't a button off your shirt. I mean it 
achieved nothing: it started no industry, it facilitated no industry. It 
didn't make education better or didn't make health care better. I used to get 
very irritable when they'd go on with this. 

John Tonkin used to be a great one for standing orders. He was probably the 
master of standing orders and he'd spend hours on these points. Everyone 
seemed to get quite excited when they had a victory over one of those things. 
I used to say, "So what? What have we created? Not a damn thing." So you can 
understand I was never at ease in the parliamentary system. I gave it all I'd 
got, don't get me wrong. I gave it all I'd got. I gave the party all I'd got, 
doing the things that I had to do and I should have done. But I was never, 
never at ease in the institution at all. Those who were closest to me like Des 
O'Neill and so on, they'd understand that probably better than others. 

I was fortunate in having people like Des around when he was my deputy, when I 
became Premier. I had complete confidence in him. He had a nose for things 
that were going on. He was a straight-down-the-line, very honourable chap. You 
felt thoroughly comfortable with him. He could smell out these problems that 
were blowing up and he was very good at sorting them out and telling me what I 
should know and not bothering to tell me what I didn't have to know, with the 
result that my capacity was increased by having a man like him there. I was 
always grateful to him. 
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It was a very difficult decision for me to make [to go into Parliament] and if 
I hadn't have put in that proviso about the six years, I would never have made 
the decision, because I couldn't bring myself to be there down the line. As it 
happened I was there for a mighty long time. It a long time 29 years. But I 
[initially] dreaded the thought [of being in Parliament]. 

RJ Just to finish the point that you've raised about your unease 
within the parliamentary sphere. Being a politician is not just being in 
Parliament, of course. Did any of the other side of being a politician balance 
what you felt within the Parliament? 

COURT Yes, it was out of doing things that mattered that I got a lot of 
satisfaction.  I was always thoroughly at ease with it. Fortunately we were 
able to do those things in a straightforward line. I adopted no different 
tactics in the negotiations I did and in my presentations to Cabinet and In my 
dealings with my departmental officers, than I used to In business. Admittedly 
I hadn't run a BHP or anything of that kind, but I had been involved in some 
successful small businesses. That's where you learn a lot. 

You learn everything when you're running a small business. A man could be in a 
big organisation like an oil company and only know one-hundredth of what goes 
on in that place, whereas when you're running a small business, especially one 
that has troubles with finance and troubles with other things that are 
inseparable from small businesses trying to grow, you learn a lot. You see the 
total picture. I was never overawed by these big things that we were 
negotiating, the big firms we were dealing with, because to me they were just 
an extension of these little things that I'd seen in great detail and with 
some success. So the negotiation side and travelling the world and working 
these tremendous hours and trying to harmonise the views of people, bearing in 
mind you not only had to convince your colleagues but you probably had to 
convince a local community about an industry that was going to be superimposed 
on it. Then you had to negotiate with the people that were going to invest the 
money. Then they probably needed some help with some bankers. Then they 
probably needed some help with the people they were going to sell to. For 
instance the Japanese wanted to know, "How do we know they're going to be 
allowed to mine all this iron ore? How do we know they're going to have 
security of tenure, if we back contracts on which we're going to build huge 
steel plants." 

All that sort of thing I found very exciting, very rewarding, very satisfying. 
It had its disappointments. It didn't always come as fast as you want, it 
didn't always come the way you wanted it. But in the main we achieved the 
breakthroughs that we needed there and you never got tired. The hours didn't 
worry you at all. I was fortunate I didn't need much sleep. Tomorrow was 
another day and you couldn't get there fast enough. So that side of it I 
loved. 

I also didn't dislike working in electorates with some members who had 
problems and needed a bit of a help, because I learned a lot from them, more 
than they realised. If you were with a member in an electorate where he had a 
particular industry or a particular community of interests that was causing a 
problem and he wasn't quite in harmony with them, or the party wasn't quite in 
harmony with them, as a potential senior minister, then as a Premier, It was 
all part of my learning curve to get in there. 

That's where people like [John] Hewson and so on have got to learn. It doesn't 
matter how clever you are as an economist it [alone] will never get you into 
the top job, it will never get your party into it. You've got to understand 
you're dealing with masses of people, VERY ordinary people. They like to know 
what you're up to. If you do sound a bit simplistic that doesn't worry them, 
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That's why John Howard was starting to come to the fore when his party very 
stupidly dumped him, because he was starting to get respect from the average 
citizen who saw him on [TV and heard him on] radio. They'd got over the fact 
that he wasn't a charismatic person and they started to listen to him, and he 
answered the questions, and he answered them in a way they could understand 
them. My wife used to say, "I can understand what John's saying." She was a 
great test in these things. 

But it was a mass of things: helping in electorates where there were special 
problems and never getting your feet off the ground. You couldn't always be 
negotiating the world's biggest iron ore project, or the world's biggest 
nickel project, or the world's biggest bauxite project. The little ones were 
just as important. 

That came to the fore at one time when Jim Macartney, the then managing 
director of the West, had one of his periods when he used to get very angry 
with Charles Court, but I shouldn't anticipate that, I suppose, because it's 
quite a story in itself, the relationship with the media. It's not quite what 
people think it is or think it was. But all I'll tell you about that is that 
that particular time when he accused me of only being interested in the 
multi-million multi-national type projects I was able to demonstrate to him 
and to the journalist that he put in charge of the job, 70 per cent of my time 
was spent on little people. I'm talking about little people, under twenty 
employees and so on. Seventy per cent of all of the effort of my department as 
well as Charles Court was on little people because I realised that they were 
the strength of the economy, a mass of little industries, all doing little 
things, all growing. They're building up and building up, whereas one of these 
big ones, if they got into trouble, say nickel had a huge downturn or iron ore 
had a big downturn in the steel industry or something of that kind, you had 
this great big void there that could be quite catastrophic for a whole 
community or a whole group of workers. It was like losing your front tooth. 
Whereas if one of the little ones didn't make the grade, it mattered, but it 
didn't matter that much because there were plenty of others that gave the 
strength to keep the economy moving, just as you get the strength of a tree 
from the number of roots that it has. That was a simple philosophy we 
followed. 

But it was an exciting time. As I say I never seemed to get tired, because 
there was always something exciting to do. I got into trouble in an interview 
not so long ago when somebody was talking about how hard I worked. I said I 
never did a hard day's work In my life. It took me an hour to explain what I 
meant. They thought I'd had a loaf all the time. It wasn't that at all; it 
never felt hard, it never felt strenuous, as though I was under stress. I can 
never remember being under stress and strain. I can remember being worried 
about a few things, but I can never remember being under stress. This thing 
you read about today that's the new 'in' thing in disease, is stress. But I 
can never remember having any of it, and goodness only knows when you're in 
the middle of a political party and you're in the middle of a government 
that's made up of a coalition between two parties, then you've got an 
opposition to deal with as well and you've got media on top of that, then 
you've got people within the trade union movement trying to make It even more 
difficult for you, you've got all the ingredients of a bit of stress if you 
want to have it, but who wants stress? 

RJ Sir Charles, you've just spoken of a process where you kept 
getting talked into staying in Parliament against your better judgment 
initially. Can you identify at what point you gave up wanting to get out? 
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COURT It was really when we lost the 1971 election. I realised that 
David Brand was much sicker than he was saying. I realised that for the last 
nine months before that election he'd really struggled. I knew it was worrying 
him because he was a very conscientious, fine person. The reason why we lost 
that election really was because we hadn't made the sort of decisions that we 
were making, and the public loved performance. It doesn't matter how long 
you're there as long as you're performing. He was far from well and no-one 
knew better than me because I was right alongside of him. Arthur Watts was out 
by that time and Crawford Nalder had become the leader of the Country Party, 
and with all his faults Watts was a greater strength for David, even if it was 
only to make him try a bit harder just to keep ahead of Watts. Watts respected 
Dave too for his natural wisdom and his basic decency. But I found with 
A F Watts if you got up early enough in the morning he would be working for 
you rather than working against you, because he was a very capable man. 

But once we got past that point I realised that I had an obligation to stay 
with the party, 1  to get them back into government again because there was no 
one else there.' If I accepted the fact that Dave wouldn't be capable of 
leading us again because of his health (not because of any lack of desire, but 
because of his health and he was such a conscientious person that he would 
want to drop out when he felt he couldn't do it) then I had an obligation to 
carry him over that period and at least get them back into government. That's 
why I set myself the target of getting back at the next election in three 
years when normally people assume you're going to be there for a couple of 
elections anyhow, but I had other ideas. 

It was about then, and later in our discussions you will find a number of 
events that came along the road, that very materially affected my approach to 
the Parliament and to life. One of them in particular very nearly, very nearly 
pushed me over the cliff to get out of Parliament and on which I had in fact 
had discussions with David Brand, but we had better not anticipate that in the 
sequence of events. 

RJ Yes, we'll certainly get on to those sort of things later. 

COURT I think we're up to the point of making the decision to stand. 

RJ Yes. [laughs] You did decide to stand and just for the record at 
that particular election, the 1953 election, you had Aldred as a 
Liberal/Country League; you had Bedells, unendorsed Liberal/Country League; 
you had Court Liberal/Country League; Grayden an independent Liberal; and 
Symington who was marked as a Liberal, plus Pitt-Morison as Labor. This seems 
a crazy situation. 

COURT Well it's even worse than that, even worse than it sounds on the 
surface. Perhaps I should fill in the background because it's a terrible 
Indictment of the Liberal Party, and it's only sheer cussedness and stupidity 
that kept me in the field. 

I've told you about these deputations that I received from large numbers of 
business people who promised the world. I took it at face value that they 
meant what they said. Well as soon as I had made it known that I was going to 
stand I then found that I'd got myself into a world that I was going to hate. 
I found that many of these people who professed to be your supporters, even 
unto death sort of thing, the moment circumstances changed they just walked 
off. As soon as Dave Grayden heard that I was going to be the candidate 
apparently he made the decision that I would be very hard to beat. This was 
because of my background, coming from my boyhood in Shenton Park (then known 

This was David Brand's view, not mine (CC). 
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as West Subiaco) and coming from a working class family, tradesman's family, 
until I was married, and having been very active at school and everything else 
in the community there. Then moving from there when I was married up to 
Dalkeith, bearing in mind my mother still lived in Campsie Street, West 
Subiaco, and I was In and out of that district and still very much Identified 
with it. So I had the best of both worlds. He and his advisers must have 
realised that I would be the problem, whereas some of the other names that had 
been mentioned would have caused them no anxiety at all. 

At that point he then publicly announced to all of these business 
organisations like WA Chamber of Manufacturers, as it was then, the Employers' 
Federation, as it was then, the Perth Chamber of Commerce, as it was then, and 
all other organisations like that, that he was going to abandon the bill if he 
was re-elected. In other words that was the sort of price that they were going 
to pay. They'd have to support him If he was going to abandon this bill. The 
moment he did that, you'd be amazed where all this support went to, From then 
onward there was only a very small number of these people who had been in the 
initial pressure to get me to stand who stayed with me to the bitter end: 
people like Eric Sandover, Ron Kyle, Alf Curlewis, Frank Ledger, naming them 
in particular. There were one or two others, but out of the first dozen or so 
there were no more than six that stayed with me,either in terms of helping to 
finance the campaign or to physically support me. Those, I might add, made up 
for the rest because it's better to have volunteers rather than Impressed 
people! As you know one volunteer's worth ten Impressed men. They did stay 
right to the bitter end even though the bill was going to be abandoned, and 
that part of the campaign would have probably been successful without me even 
getting into Parliament. But they were very emphatic about It. 

Grayden's bill became a big issue during the election. In fact it helped me a 
bit because he issued copies of it to all of the electors. With all of the 
other propaganda that was going out, their letterboxes were stuffed full of 
propaganda including this bill and you can imagine how many people were 
interested in reading a detailed bill and quite a lengthy sort of a bill. So 
it really worked against him rather than for him because people got rather 
irritated with the amount of literature. 

But that wasn't the end of my problems because when it became known that I was 
going to be the candidate, the Liberal Party started to get a lot of pressure 
from various sources and rather strange sources to get me to stand for another 
seat. Even A F Watts, the leader of the Country Party, had sent for rue and had 
a personal talk to me and tried to talk rue into standing for Leederville. I 
said, "Why would I want to stand for Leederville?" He said, "Oh well, you were 
there as a boy." I said, "That was before I was nine years of age, and the 
whole of my life, effective life, has been in West Subiaco and in Nedlands. 
Why all of a sudden this Interest In Charles Court standing for Leederville 
when he lives In Nedlands and his interests are in Nedlands, and the former 
member, Keenan, would want me to stand for Nedlands. So as far as I'm 
concerned if I stand for any seat at all it's going to be for Nedlands." 

Then Gerry Wild, who was a minister in the McLarty Government at that time, he 
made a special overture to me to stand for Leederville and they said they 
could get rue endorsement for Leederville without any trouble. I said, "Well 
why? Why all of a sudden?" It became very clear that they were trying to woo 
Grayden not only to drop his bill, which he was going to drop anyhow, but also 
to make it easy for him to be absorbed into the Liberal Party and become an 
endorsed Liberal candidate and Member for Nedlands, you see. So this thing 
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made me madder and madder. I was the one making the sacrifice. I had a 
thriving practice and successful business interests that were growing. I had a 
young family and It was much more comfortable to stay with that type of 
activity rather than get Into this mad race of getting into Parliament and 
then being in Parliament. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 48 
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TAPE 48 SIDE B 

COURT Day after day the pressures were coming on me not to stand for 
Nedlands but to go for some other seat. I got pretty angry with people. I got 
madder and madder. In fact it was only sheer stupidity and cussedness that 
kept me in the race. By this stage I'd made up my mind, well there's something 
strange going on and that makes me all the more determined that we'll show 
them how to do it, and we will stay there, because I had this very strong 
support. [By this time] I had a wonderful committee. We had Cyril Dudley who 
was doing the tactics of it. He was a master of tactics, like a coach sitting 
in the wings dictating the play. We had some tremendous members of my 
committee, people like Bert Jeanes and a host of other people who were loyal-; 
Bert Jeanes is a typical case. He took three weeks holiday to go canvassing 
door to door; Just imagine if people had done that for Cyril Bird. But door to 
door. He was a very effective campaigner, a very committed man, and very 
straight down the line; He liked to clean up every house and get a commitment 
for Charles Court! He was a tremendous man; I could go on and give you 
literally dozens of these people like Graham Close and others. Anything they 
had to give, you asked and they were there; My neighbour opposite, Barney 
Hancock, was a great fellow for going to the opposition's meetings; He was 
well-known and he had a way about him that he always appeared as though he was 
not the sort of fellow you'd take on in a hurry. He used to always ask these 
very pointed direct questions. 

So we had all these people working around there; They didn't care what hours 
it was, they'd made their commitment. These weren't people who were 
proprietors and senior people In the business world, who were part of the 
original group who came to see me; These were all individuals who'd made up 
their minds they were going to support Charles Court. They made me feel that I 
had some obligation to them. So as we got closer to the actual endorsement, 
bearing in mind this election started a long, long way before the polling 
day...; It was probably one of the longest electorate campaigns, as distinct 
from the total State campaign, but one electorate campaign; This thing went on 
for months and months and months; 

It was started by Noel Symington who spent a lot of money on the campaign and 
had a very polished, organised campaign laid out by a lady who was organising 
it for him; She was smart; she really knew organising. She was formerly very 
active in the Liberal Party, but she was an ace campaigner and a very 
efficient woman; She had everything mapped out, plus the fact they were 
putting a lot of money into it. That proved to be very costly and didn't get 
many votes. But that triggered everybody off so we had to really campaign even 
before I was endorsed, because you couldn't afford to let them get too far 
down the track; You had to at least let your candidature be known; We did that 
fairly well. 

Coming back to this endorsement thing; It started to become a very hot issue 
and the then general secretary of the Liberal Party (he was a very, very 
shrewd campaigner) [was worried]. He [Clive Palmer] was very much on my side 
because he'd been part of the organisation to get me to stand; Also he felt 
very guilty about the fact that they hadn't seen the signs in Nedlands [in 
19501 and that they'd lost it. When they knew they couldn't get Cyril Bird to 
stand, he was very anxious to get somebody like me and he'd get right behind 
it. So he was very much behind me but after all he was only the general 
secretary. He wasn't the president and he wasn't even one of the voting 
members of the executive or the State Council. But he was very loyal to me and 
he helped me a lot by keeping me informed; 
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Well then we got up to the actual preselection and my supporters, particularly Harry Hearn, who had the inside running, realised that the campaign work had been done so well to try and bypass me that it looked very doubtful as to whether I was going to be endorsed, bearing in mind I was the one who was making the sacrifice. I was the one who they'd done all the work on to get to stand. I was the one who was rearranging my whole career. As I say it was just sheer cussedness and stupidity that made me persist. So on the actual night of the preselection, I said my piece before the preselection [committee] and I was quite happy about what I'd said. I had a simple story to tell and it was a successful one. I was a chartered accountant. I was young with a family and had a good war record, and all of these things that were necessary, and I had the electorate covered from both ends of it, the Liberal end and the Labor end of it, so it wasn't a difficult story to tell. But they had this long list of people wanting to be endorsed because it was a so-called blue ribbon seat, bearing in mind we'd just lost it anyhow. 

During the night I got a message, a frantic message from within the selection machinery. I don't know how it happened, whether they adjourned or something, but the message came to me from Harry Hearn that the. best they could do would be to give me a dual endorsement. I said, "What manner of madness is that?" I mean if Grayden couldn't win that with a dual endorsement of two Liberals and him being the sitting member, I'd be amazed. It was just virtually giving the seat to him on a plate. "Don't they understand this? I don't think I'd be bothered." Anyhow he and one or two others prevailed. I know it was very late at night, because I'd just about had enough of it. It was my first insight into the chicanery, the stuff that goes on behind the scenes. So now you can understand why I don't like the system at all, because I'd been used to doing everything straight down the line. My inclination then was to drop right out and be done with it and say, "Well that's an experience I've had," and forget it. But Harry Hearn and Alf Curlewis and one or two others they said, "We don't want to let them beat us. We think you should take this and we'll just have to work that bit harder to make sure you get in." So I, with some reluctance, agreed to that, and so there was the dual endorsement made. 

Now if you think that's bad enough, there was worse to come. But I want to tell you, if you want to do something really cruel to your best friend, you get him a dual endorsement in a political party, because the public get confused and they look to the alternative, and the alternative was Dave Grayden, because he didn't have the inhibitions of a political party that couldn't make up its mind on its candidate. Then the branches were In a tizzy. There were three branches in the electorate. One of them impinged on another electorate, but you had to take it into account. They were completely confused - when you go to a meeting as the endorsed candidate, you really go along as half an endorsed candidate. They can't discuss matters freely. All these things had to be done in a clandestine way for the half (as it happened, the three-quarters) that were supporting me, in spite of the endorsement. They would have to meet privately to work out how they were going to run the campaign to get me in as their candidate and it was terribly embarrassing. Of course the other endorsed candidate, he naturally, being human, wanted to try and win the seat. So you've got this terrible problem, plus these other independents around the place. Some of them had plenty of money. They had more money than I had to spend, Symington in particular. The Graydens had plenty of money so they didn't have any problems on the financial side, but I hal  to rely on others to provide the money. Thus the campaign started In earnest. 



TAPE 48/B COURT 612 

We then got up to the declaration of the election day, because this had been 
going on for weeks without a declared election, without knowing the date, and 
with this terrible uncertainty. I was just working, my supporters were out 
working, bearing in mind you've got these known Liberals who were standing 
unendorsed, you've got the one that was co-endorsed, and you've then got the 
sitting member. You've then got the Labor Party put in a candidate just for 
sheer devilment. So I was starting to wonder whether I had made the right 
decision in letting my stupidity and cussedness overcome my judgment, my 
better judgment, but we went on. 

Then the election was declared, so you had to start having meetings and you 
had to have literature. Now I was in a very difficult situation. I couldn't 
get endorsement of my literature from the Premier, who was McLarty, because he 
wouldn't because there were dual candidates and he, under the influence of 
Watts, was not wanting to upset Dave Grayden. The party machine wasn't 
prepared to endorse it because there were two candidates, unless there were 
two candidates' names on all the literature, so I had to get separate 
endorsement from individuals. Ted Ledger endorsed all my [early] literature, 
He was very highly regarded in the community. That's Frank's brother. He lived 
in the district not far from me. We were very close friends and Rita and his 
wife were very close friends. He was only too pleased to endorse it, and was a 
good man to endorse it. He wasn't a tycoon, but he was well-known and very 
highly respected. So that part of it, we overcame that without any problem. 

Then it came to the first meeting. It was to be held in the old hockey ground 
where the Nedlands Campus of the WA College of Advanced Education is located, 
now to be part of the new [Edith Cowan] University, That was the old hockey 
ground. It was always known as the hockey ground for years and years. It was a 
good place to have an election meeting, and we wanted to have a big one. Perth 
City Band (not my own old band, the RSL Band, but Perth City Band) offered to 
come along and provide music. Even though they had their normal share of Labor 
members in it, they came along and they gave an hour's programme before the 
meeting started, to create an atmosphere. They all did it voluntarily. They 
never got a cent out of it. They just wanted to say, "We want to give Charlie 
a hand,' and that was good. But it was billed that Bert Simpson (he was then a 
Liberal member, and a minister in McLarty's Government; Minister for Mines I 
think) was to be the speaker because McLarty wouldn't come. That was a great 
help, in a blue ribbon seat like that, or what should be a blue ribbon seat! 
He wouldn't come because he was between the devil and the deep blue sea. So I 
went to Bert Simpson, who I knew well, and he said he'd be only too pleased to 
come. So we had pamphlets out, advertisements out, that he would be the main 
speaker, and rally! rally! This is the great launch of the Court campaign! We 
got all our supporters lined up and they were pretty loyal. They turned out in 
goodly numbers. The only thing was we didn't have Simpson because McLarty sent 
him away to some mine that day so that he wouldn't be available that night. 
[Simpson protested but to no avail.] 

This is where your supporters stand by you, and the Honourable H K Watson, 
later Sir Keith Watson (he was MLC for that district and a great friend of 
Cyril Dudley from secession days) heard about the predicament and offered to 
be the guest speaker to introduce me that night and did it extremely well. Of 
course he was very incensed with McLarty, first of all for not being there, 
and secondly for doing what he did in sending Simpson off. Keith Watson was 
very highly regarded. He had a high profile for a man who was always a 
backbencher in the Upper House, but he always had a high profile because he 
took a great stand on many issues. He was probably the best brain in the 
Parliament. So he came along and under guidance from Cyril Dudley launched the 
campaign and we had a wow of a meeting: band concert first and then the 
meeting. We had a great attendance, the best attendance that anyone had in the 
whole of the campaign. It was a nice night and all that sort of thing. 
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So that launched us, but we couldn't get the proper sort of endorsement that 
we wanted. It had its humorous moments.. Old Kath Sandover (that's Lady 
Sandover; always known as Kath to us all; that's Sir Eric's wife) was a great 
campaigner. She was a good woman to have on your side. She was worth any two 
men. She had a brain for it. When she knew what was going on she was really 
savage with McLarty and with all of them, and the Liberal Party generally. I 
remember her laying the law down one day (I wasn't supposed to be there): 
"When you get a decent candidate, you get the sort of one we want, what do you 
do?" And she was really laying the law down. Anyhow she was right behind us. 

We wanted to involve McLarty in it, because after all he was the Premier. He 
was a Liberal Premier, you see. We wanted to involve him. She said, "You've 
got to get McLarty involved, got to get a picture of him with you."  I said, 
"He won't agree to it." So she said, "Righto. You and Rita be down at the 
Nedlands Tennis Club gate at two o'clock," on this particular day. She said, 
"I'm going to convene a women's rally. It's not for the Nedlands electorate, 
it's a women's rally and McLarty's got to come. I'm going to tell him he's got 
to come, and he's got to get these women enthused. It's not a Nedlands 
electorate thing at all. But you and Rita have got to be at the gate sharp at 
two and when his car comes you've got to go over and open the door and shake 
hands with him as he gets out of the car. A camera will go flash, flash. Ross 
will get as mad as a hatter, but don't take any notice. The photographer will 
disappear and we'll have a lovely picture there of Charles Court greeting 
McLarty in Nedlands electorate." [laughs] 

Well I wasn't used to this sort of thing, but Rita and I duly went down there 
and Rita was to go into the women's rally meeting with Kath, you see, and then 
I was to clear off. It all went according to the Kath Sandover schedule, and 
that's how we managed to get a picture that I could use with McLarty in my 
electorate [with my banner in the background]. 1 felt terrible about it 
because he was very angry about it, but that was her problem. She said, "Don't 
you worry I'll fix him." That's the way she used to talk and she was good at 
it too. No-one took on Kath for the second time. We need about twenty of her 
now and she'd clean this mob up. But that shows you the problems that I had in 
trying to get into Parliament. 

Rd Did McLarty show his anger at the time? 

COURT He didn't have a chance to. [laughter] The shock was too great. He 
looked a bit nonplussed in the picture, I might add, when he was confronted 
with me and not with Kath, but still she enjoyed every minute of it. She used 
to be a chain smoker and she was puffing away. She enjoyed every minute of it. 
She enjoyed his discomfort, but the picture came out pretty well actually. 
They couldn't take the picture away. I mean I could use It as I wanted to 
then, always blaming Kath for it, of course. She said, "If anyone complains 
about the picture you refer them to Kath Sandover." That was an episode along 
the road. The meeting one I've told you about and that particular one. This 
went on and if you look at the literature then you'll find that at one stage 
McLarty endorsed a pamphlet for the other partly endorsed candidate. 

Rd What the unendorsed one? 

COURT No, the co-endorsed candidate. 

RJ Aldred. 

COURT Aidred. So I had to confront him with this and just say, "Now 
what's going on here?" because Aldred wasn't identified as any great problem 
to Dave Grayden, and this cosy little deal that they obviously had on, that if 
Dave won the election they'd embrace him into the Liberal Party. This is what 
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the faithful were against. They even confronted the party and said, "We want 
an assurance that if Grayden does by any chance win this, you're not going to 
bring him into the Liberal Party." This was a very hot issue amongst the 
people who really were the backbone of the Liberal Party in the whole of that 
Nedlands electorate. 

It was an interesting campaign. We had a series of meetings in different halls 
around the place. The RSL Hall in Nedlands. There was no Dalkeith Hall in 
those days. Down in Shenton Park. A few other people made their houses 
available. We would have some music and they'd have some supper. You might 
wonder why we didn't transgress the Act. Well the music and the supper were 
all provided by courtesy of the Honourable Harry Hearn MLC, because he wasn't 
up for election. Three of my old music mates used to come along and provide 
just light entertaining music that was appropriate to the occasion. One was 
Fred Nice. There were four of them. One was Fred Nice, one was Ken Murdoch, 
one was Mery Rowston, and the other was a fellow called [George] Symonds, a 
very nice violinist. He was a fine violinist. He used to give a number of solo 
items as well, which were the gypsy type of violin music. They were always 
good entertainment and so on. He used to look a bit like a Spaniard. He wasn't 
one, but he used to look a bit like one. We had been mates since we were very 
young musicians as boys. They came along to every one of these things, and so 
it was quite a pleasant night as well as a hard campaigning night. We 
gradually built up and 1 knew it wasn't going to be easy because of this 
stupid dual endorsement. 

If it hadn't have been a dual endorsement it would have been a piece of cake, 
but the people were confused. The branches were confused. Just imagine you're 
a president of the Nedlands Branch, or there was a branch over in Shenton Park 
way, and you're trying to convene a meeting to win the election, and you've 
got two candidates endorsed by your own party. People started to get very 
disenchanted and they're inclined to say, "Well if we can't make up our minds, 
obviously neither of them can't be that much good, so why not support the 
other one?" [i.e Grayden. It was very hard on the office bearers. Some of 
them, who are around still today, often talk about that as being a very tricky 
period in their life. They were one hundred per cent behind me, but they had 
to observe the courtesies as far as the co-endorsed were concerned, and at 
the same time they had to go out and campaign strongly to win against a strong 
independent sitting member. 

Well we ran up to the election and as you know we got in. It wasn't easy and 
it took a long time to sort out the votes and Instead of it being a clear-cut 
easy thing, it was much more dicey than It should have been. But once 1 got in 
I knew I was going to be right then. 

Rd Did you ever make a fuss yourself to the party about your 
situation? 

COURT I made a lot of protestations, but I only did those that were 
necessary for formal reasons; the branches and to the head office. It was 
well- known that I was very displeased with the parliamentary part of the 
organisation - that's the ministerial part of it, both Country Party and 
Liberal. But I realised that once I got in I still had another hurdle to jump. 
That was to confront the parliamentary party, especially as a couple of them 
had been privately to me - and more than the ones that I've mentioned - had 
been privately to me and asked me to go for another seat, because they'd been 
told to by various people. But it was well-known, of course, at the head 
office that I was not amused, and Kath Sandover was a pretty good backstop to 
go and keep reminding them what a stupid thing they'd done when they'd got a 
decent sort of a candidate. She used to say, "Let's hope this bloke wins 
because you'll never get another good candidate after this experience." The 
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other people: Harry Hearn was kicking up a fuss, and the people that really 
had more effect than I did were kicking up a fuss. My job was to win the 
election. So once I reconciled myself to the fact that I was going to accept 
the co-endorsement, I got down to it and said, "Right we're going to win." As 
I say stupidity and cussedness, and hey presto I finished up the Member for 
Nedlands. 

END TAPE 48 SIDE B 
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TAPE 49 SIDE A 

RJ Sir Charles at some stage Sir Ross must have changed his mind to 
some extent, because in a pamphlet that was out at the time of the 1953 
election there Is a quote from a letter from Sir Ross: "I have been asking 
outstanding men in the industrial, commercial and professional life of this 
state to make the sacrifice and offer themselves for parliament, and I am 
delighted that Charles Court has made the decision to offer himself as a 
candidate for the Nedlands Electorate at the 1953 State Elections." He goes on 
to say that you were an ideal age, etc. This is the same pamphlet that was 
prepared where General Savige's endorsement of you had been included, which 
you say you withdrew, but the fact remains is that McLarty has come out and 
said that. 

COURT Yes, well, that was because the pressure had been put on to him to 
such an extent that he couldn't resist and he did that with great reluctance. 

RJ And no doubt wrote a similar letter for Aldred, did he? 

COURT Well he had already issued one for the other candidate, That's why 
1 was able to put the pressure on and my supporters were able to put the 
pressure on, because he had gone and endorsed one candidate, not making any 
reference to Charles Court at all, or a co-endorsed candidate. So they'd had 
enough, and they just fronted him. I think you'll find between Kath Sandover 
and Eric Sandover and a few others, [Frank] Ledger, they made it clear that 
the Liberal Party was just being plain stupid, and that letter came out of it. 

RJ Tell me a little more about your campaign. You've got your big 
opening, music and all the rest of it. How did you then go about your actual 
campaign? What was your style? 

COURT Oh a long while before then, of course, I had been door-to-door, 
anThT had a team out door-to-door. These were all volunteers working for me 
and doing it very well and just grinding it down; It was a hard, tough thing, 
bearing in mind it was the middle of summer and it was a hard summer, but we 
just kept at it. We had our usual pamphlets that were well timed, well 
prepared, all supervised by Cyril Dudley. He supervised all the advertising. 
He had to make sure, of course, we kept within our budget, which was not 
limitless. 

We also had another tactic that we found very effective. We'd get a lady in 
some of the less obvious Liberal areas; throughout the whole of the electorate 
we had a series of these ladies who would have a morning tea, or an afternoon 
tea. She'd have ten or twelve [people] according to the size of her house. It 
was for no other reason than meeting Charles Court. "Even if you're not 
interested in politics you better meet the man that's going to be your next 
member." They were very well drilled at doing this sort of thing, so it was a 
pleasant occasion, it didn't scare people off, because remember there were a 
lot of young married people around at that time in Nedlands. You didn't want 
to scare people off with a hardline political encounter. So these meetings 
were very effective. Goodness only knows how many we had. If they were 
properly organised you could go along and say your little piece, answer a few 
questions if needed and have a cup of tea and on your way rejoicing! It was 
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not unpleasant, except it was very time-consuming and it meant you couldn't be 
knocking on doors while you were doing that But it did have an effect, 
because at least the people had seen you. 

I don't think our opponents, any of them, had the same thing. I don't know 
whether they woke up to it, or whether it was too late to wake up to it. You 
see if you've got eight, ten, twelve, people like that, according to the size 
of the house, in this political game you've got to work on the principle of 
the stone in the pond, because the eddying circles go out. Now say there were 
eight, ten people there, you've got to multiply that by ten to get the final 
effects. The lady goes home, there's a family, there's a lady next door and a 
few others. At least the name's getting across, and it's getting across in the 
very best way. It's remembered; They have a piece of paper in their hands when 
they go, which has at least got your name on itz Court was a nice easy name to 
remember. That was a very effective way, plus many other methods. That was 
one, but if that's repeated say twenty times during the campaign, that's a lot 
of people. They're all different people. They weren't in the so-called obvious 
Liberal areas. Many of these were in areas which normally wouldn't even break 
even for the Liberal Party. We concentrated more there; 

I had an advantage down in West Subiaco, of course, because I grew up as a boy 
and I'd always retained my interest in the area; That helped me. When you come 
along like this, you don't have to explain who you are because you belong, and 
that's tremendously important in this political business. We had quite a few 
of these morning teas and afternoon teas down in that particular area on 
purpose. They were probably the most beneficial of all. 

There were other things. We had one client of mine who was determined that 
Charles Court was not only going to win Nedlands, but he was going to be 
Premier. He was almost an embarrassment with his enthusiasm. He had balloons 
that when you blew them up Chad my name on them], unbeknown to me. He paid 
for them all and had his own people go and distribute them, and we nearly got 
into a bit of trouble over It because of his enthusiasm. When these were blown 
up they'd have nice little statements about Charles Court on them. Then there 
were pencils, and then there were blotting papers with a calendar on them and 
with a Court slogan. He used to give these out at schools and that caused a 
bit of trouble when the children were coming out. He didn't know anything 
about politics this bloke and so they'd say, "Why did you give them to the 
children?" He said, "Well," he said, "they're all going home," he said, "and 
they'll get more publicity with the children taking them home than if you just 
leave them in their letterbox. They probably won't even be looked at. But the 
children will blow up the balloons and they'll take home these blotting papers 
and so on." Anyhow Cyril said, "Let him go, it's not costing anything. He's 
providing all the manpower and he's providing the money for these things and 
it's a gimmick. Even if people laugh about it, they're at least talking about 
it; this bloke Court." 

The Graydens were famous for their little stunts they used to do. Of course, 
we'd out Graydened the Graydens with people like this. We had a number of 
people like this that had their little stunts. They'd pay for It and do their 
own little thing. The simplicity of it worked. 

This chap had a different blotting paper for each school, but they used to 
look as though they'd been once used. If you can imagine what I mean, the 
blotting paper the normal size of a desk blotter and it had all printing, and 
a calendar on the front, and Court stuff on the front. Then when you turned it 
over it looked as though it had been once used, that somebody had blotted 
something with it. Well then you realised if you looked at it, when you got 
over the immediate resentment of saying, "Fancy using a part used blotting 
paper!" Then you'd realise the gimmick that the "blot" was printed, you see. 
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It was printed as though it had been blotted, so it was all back to front. 
This is where the children were the winning game. They're always quicker with 
puzzles than the adults. It's like this modern technology and these electronic 
things, the grandchildren will sort them out quicker than you can yourself. 

Well these things, as soon as the children saw this, they realised that you go 
and hold it up to the mirror, of course, and then you can read it. So 
everywhere around the electorate they were talking about these blotters, more 
than any other single thing I did. It was so simple. We didn't have to have 
manpower to go and deliver them. We didn't have to pay f or anything at all. 
This fellow, of course, was a very successful salesman in his business, so he 
knew what was a gimmick that would sell, you see. So it was the children that 
raced home to their parents and held these things up to the mirror, and that 
meant that they got the parents to come and look at it. The one for Shenton 
Park where Rosalie School is, it read: "And don't forget Charlie Court went to 
Rosalie School and he lived here," some little message like that, but 
particularly about the Rosalie School. I shuddered at the time with these 
gimmicks [chuckles] but Cyril was always my guide and philosopher and friend 
in these things and he said, "At least they're talking about it and we can't 
be worried about that." 

Then we had some other street-corner meetings and we had a seed crowd we used 
to take around to all of these street-corner meetings, you see. My stepfather 
had an old truck that he used up on this little orchard property that my 
mother was going to retreat to, up in Chidlow. Anyhow he had this truck and 
having been a bus driver he was a very good driver and he could put this into 
all sorts of tight corners and so on. We had this all rigged up with lights 
and publicity and everything. So he used to rehearse what corners he had to go 
to for street-corner meetings so as to pick the right place so we wouldn't 
interfere with the traffic and we wouldn't cause an Irritation, because 
there's nothing worse than having a meeting on a corner where you upset all 
the traffic and you upset all the local people. You've got to think of all 
these things. Cyril was an absolute master at these things. He could work it 
all out and say to George, "This is where you put your truck," and so on and 
so on. 

So we'd all turn up with our seed crowd. As I've explained to you once before, 
the average Australian, especially men, are shy and they've got to have 
somebody to attract them out. We used to do four a night. Keith Watson used to 
do some, just so you weren't introducing yourself all the time and we had 
other people organised that would just give you an introduction, Then you'd 
say your little piece, you'd answer the odd question, some from Irene Hopkins, 
of course, lurking in the shadows under the trees. Then you'd go on your way 
to the next one. You had a real technique about this, 

Anyhow I got a message one day from Monsignor Moss. Monsignor Moss was then in 
charge of the Holy Rosary Church and, as you know, of course, I'm not a Roman 
Catholic. He, because of Cyril Dudley and John Lavan and a few others, was 
well aware of the fact that the only candidate he could support was Charles 
Court! He was a delightful fellow. He wasn't everybody's line of country. He 
could upset some people. I always found him a very kindly fellow and he was 
certainly a very loyal supporter of mine.- I often wonder if it hadn't have 
been for John Lavan and Cyril Dudley whether Pd have had the same connection 
with him that I did. So I got a message from him to come and see him. He said, 
"Now on Wednesday night we have a very big family service and the church is 
packed." I don't think they have it now, but every Wednesday night that church 
was packed to overflowing. It was a real family service, when the churches 
were running a campaign: "The family that prays together stays together." It 
was a very big gimmick around churches, including the Roman Catholic Church. 
He said, "Charles my boy, why don't you put your truck on the opposite corner 
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there and," he said, "you be ready sharp...." at whatever time it was. I think 
it was eight. It used to start early this service and finish at eight. "I'll 
make sure before the last hymn that I tell then that this young chap's going 
to be having a meeting on the other opposite corner there and they'd be wise 
to go and see what he looks like and hear what he has to say," in his 
delightful brogue that he used to say it. In other words it was a command. 

So we had our truck already there and loudspeakers ready to go and as soon as 
the last hymn was belted out and [claps] was finished then we had our spiel 
because they started to pour out of the church. Cyril was looking on with 
great glee, Cyril Dudley; great glee. It was a great triumph, because we were 
going to get this great crowd. It was the biggest street meeting I had other 
than my opening meeting on the hockey ground. Fortunately it was the sort of 
corner where Cyril had so planned the truck that we could accommodate a big 
crowd without irritating the traffic. 

There was a fellow called Smalipage; he was an out-and-out commo, quite 
notorious as a commo. He used to haunt my meetings and come along and give me 
hell. You might remember his daughter Tess Smalipage - oh you're too young - 
Tess Sinalipage. She was Miss Australia. A delightful person, a great 
entertainer. She eventually went to America and married somebody who was a big 
shot in the entertainment business in America. She was as arch-conservative as 
the old bloke was communist. The whole family were arch-conservatives except 
this old fellow; he was a fanatical communist. He used to turn up and, of 
course, when he turned up this night, with this big crowd, he couldn't believe 
that there was going to be such a big crowd there. He couldn't have picked a 
worse place, of course, straight outside a Roman Catholic Church when they'd 
just come straight out of a service, and with Monsignor Moss there was no 
place on earth for communists, you see. So he presents himself there and he 
starts to get a bit nasty, because these fellows know no shame, they know no 
embarrassment at all, and the bigger the crowd the more they respond. So he 
played right into my hands. 

Anyhow we had to time this meeting so we could wind it up and still do another 
meeting that night, you see, because it was very important that you turn up 
wherever you'd planned to go and you'd organised to go. So we got to the stage 
when Cyril [intervened] in this great big voice of his, of course, bearing in 
mind he was a big, very tall chap, and well-known in this church. It couldn't 
be a better place because everybody knew Cyril Dudley there and Cyril 
interrupts the meeting and he said, "Ladies and gentlemen," he said, "Charles 
Court has to appear on another corner," he said, "to keep faith with his 
electors. You must admit he's an impressive candidate. You've all been 
impressed with what he had to say." I can remember Cyril making this spiel of 
his. He said, "Your presence here is going to be a great encouragement to 
him," he said, "AND AS FOR THIS RAT," he said, "THIS COMMUNIST RAT," [laughs] 
(this Is how he used to talk), he said, "I'll deal with him when Charles 
Court's gone on to meet the rest of the electors. I want to tell you this is 
SMALLPAGE THE COMMUNIST." You know, as though he was the lowest thing on 
earth. [laughs] Much applause from the gathering around there. So Snialipage 
really, without meaning to, made it a wow of a meeting and a great success. 
The last thing I saw when I was retreating down the road with my seed crowd 
[chuckles] I had to extricate from this big gathering down to the next meeting 
we were going to have, was Cyril wagging his finger. He used to always wag his 
finger, you see. This great big long finger, it's wagging at this poor little 
chap Smailpage. [laughs] He had him with one hand up against the lamppost 
(because you had to use the only light there was) up there, telling him about 
the communists and communism and so on, much to the delight of all those 
people around there. 
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That was one of the incidents we had on the road. You could go on with these, 
but probably no different to any other election. 

I don't want to harp on It too long, but it was a very special election for 
me, because I had to go through this terrible feeling of literally having to 
campaign against my own party. When McLarty agreed to that letter that you're 
talking about there, it was well down the line and after not one, but several 
approaches. The letter would not have been ever issued if it had not been a 
direct approach to him under considerable pressure, with people pointing out 
how stupid it was to get a person who was prepared to make this sacrifice and 
then the party wasn't prepared to identify with him. That explains the words. 
I had nothing to do with the letter, but that explains the words that were in 
that letter. I put it to good use. But McLarty never appeared at any meetings 
at all and NEVER did a minister appear at any of my meetings. So we struggled 
on with my gallant band of workers. H K Watson was our star performer when it 
came to having a member of Parliament, because he was a senior member of 
Parliament and a high profile member, so it served our purpose. Plus the fact, 
of course, he was a Necilands man. 

Rd An interview with Sir Charles Court held at the Alexander Library 
Building on 19th February 1991. 

Sir Charles just to pick up again on your 1953 election campaign. You talked 
about doorknocking and that sort of thing. What was your style when it came to 
doorknocking? If I had opened the door and you were standing there what would 
you say to me? 

COURT Very simple. Just "Good morning," or "Good afternoon," as the case 
may be. "I'm Charles Court. I'm the endorsed Liberal candidate." Then enter 
into whatever was appropriate. You learn to size up the situation. If it was 
somebody you knew either by attendance at P & C or football or something of 
that kind you naturally moved in on that because it made it easier for them 
and easier for yourself. You could do no more than just size up the occasion, 
but you had to leave them with a message as to what you stood for. Above all 
they had to have a piece of paper when you left. Even if they tore it up when 
you left, they'd at least have to see the face or see the name. For that 
reason it was terribly important that you had a card. In those days you 
realise that you were unlucky if one in five houses DIDN'T have somebody that 
answered the door. Today you'd be lucky if one in five DID answer the door 
because you're in a completely different situation. I found this out when I 
went canvassing for Richard, when he stood in 1982. It was so different to 
when I had to do my initial canvassing, bearing in mind after that 1 didn't 
have to do so much intense canvassing once I got established. But in 1953 and 
1956 I did very intense canvassing. 

You learn the techniques of canvassing. When somebody wasn't there, we used to 
have a special type of pamphlet or card which had on it, "Sorry I missed you," 
and making it clear where they could make contact and so on. Every one of 
those was personally signed. Not a printed signature, but personally signed 
with the date, so that they knew It wasn't phoney. Today candidates go along 
with two pamphlets or two cards as the case may be, bearing in mind that 
they'd be having a lucky day if they had two of five people answer the door. 
So they're already prepared and if they don't get an answer within a 
reasonable time they just put in one of these cards: "Sorry I missed you." 
People are very quick to pick up these phoney things. When they pick up those 
they really dismiss them today, whereas in my day, bearing in mind there 
weren't all that many, the fact that they were personally signed and dated, 
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they did have a significance. You'd meet somebody later on and they'd say, 
"I'm sorry I was out when you called," and "We're supporting you," or "We'd 
like to know more"; something of that kind. 

I think it's fair to say that doorknocking in those days was a more 
significant part of your campaign than it is today. It's true that some 
potential members and some members have developed techniques so as to assess 
when more people are going to be home; it could be evenings, it could be 
weekends. But that doesn't always work out, because you can irritate people. 
Since the advent of TV it's very, very difficult campaigning because most 
people are looking at the news at six o'clock, seven o'clock, or they've got 
their pet serial, and they get quite testy If you interrupt them. Again I 
found that out during Richard's campaign when I was out campaigning, knowing 
that he wasn't going to have It easy, and to let people see that the Courts 
were taking it seriously; they were not just taking it for granted that the 
son was going to take over the father's seat. I felt that a good way to 
overcome that was for me personally to get around and knock on doors and be 
seen that we were taking it sufficiently seriously for me to get off my tail 
and to canvass. 

Coming back to your question. It was a very simple straightforward system. 
Very rarely do you get rude people. Most people are decent. You get the odd 
one and you learn to cope with that on the spot. You've also got to be very 
careful that you don't get trapped by an ardent Labor supporter, who all of a 
sudden starts to carry on a conversation giving you the impression that he's 
capable of being convinced, or wanting to know more, showing a great interest 
as though he is a potential voter. Cyril Dudley used to be first-class at 
running schools on these things and every trick in the book he knew. So once 
you detected that you'd got one of these people you learnt how to disengage so 
as to get on with the next one because if they could keep you talking for 
twenty minutes, it was a big lump out of your time, bearing in mind that some 
of those streets are mighty long. You're ticking off these streets that you're 
canvassing so that you can report to your committee that you or your nominated 
people are actually going to completely swamp the area with canvassing. 

RJ If you had knocked on my door though and I had immediately greeted 
you with the words, "Well you're wasting your time here mate because I've 
voted Labor all my life. I can't stand the Liberal Party." 

COURT Well that's very easy, very easy. I never changed over the years, 
and  used to tell candidates how to handle it. When we had candidates, don't 
forget even when I was Premier I used to go out canvassing with them. I'll 
come to that in a minute. When you get a case like that, the important thing 
is not to get nasty about it. Just reply with the obvious retort, "Good on 
you. This is a free country. You know we've had wars over this so people can 
do exactly what you're doing." If they were very rude, you'd say, "And even to 
allow people like you to be rude to members of Parliament and potential 
members of Parliament." You say it with a smile on your face. You never know 
between then and election day. If the Labor candidate had crossed him over 
something or neglected him, you never know he might just say, "Now that Court 
bloke took that pretty well." He might actually be a digger himself. He might 
be a returned man himself, and it registers. 

The other thing that flows on from that was that we were always taught by the 
mighty Cyril Dudley that you canvass every house. You don't bypass a place 
because people say, "They're dyed-in-the-wool Labor. Don't waste your time." 
He said, "Never bypass a place. First of all it gives them something to be 
nasty about because they can say, 'Oh well he did all the rest of the street 
except me,'" especially if it's a small little nook with only a few houses. 
You've no idea how people watch. So you've learnt never take any short cuts. 
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Even if you're tired and you're hot and fed up and had a bad day you still do 
that last house, otherwise that's the one person who will assume that you had 
something against them. You go in to these places, even If you know they're 
dyed-in-the-wool. It might even be a candidate, a Labor candidate there; you 
still go in. If you know it's the Labor candidate you just go in and say, 
"Look I'm just calling as a matter of courtesy. I'm just going around to the 
whole of the district and just called in," and just be pleasant about it. But 
if on the other hand, just a dyed-In-the-wool Labor family, you still go in 
and the simple reasoning about it, which I could never get across to 
candidates, especially new ones, is that before you go in you assume you 
haven't got their vote. 

END OF TAPE 49 SIDE A 
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COURT Before you go into that house you assume you haven't got their 
vote, if this story is true that they are dyed-in-the-wool generations of 
Labor. If when you've been in there and you've said your piece and you come 
out and you haven't made any conquest, you are still no worse off. They can't 
do worse to you than to vote against you so you're no worse off, but you never 
know. It might be an eighteen year old just about to vote, or it might be the 
wife, or it might be a friend that's there; They're rather Impressed first Of 
all with the fact that you came knowing that they were a Labor family, and the 
way you handled yourself, the way you answered the questions, or the fact that 
you were cheerful about It and even if they were rude to you that you at least 
faced up to it. So you couldn't lose anything; That was the principle on which 
I worked and tried to convey to others. It was the principle conveyed to me 
originally when I got my schooling on campaigning. That's the way I carried it 
right through and I think it worked pretty well; 

Don't forget you don't want to assume that the wife is going to vote the same 
as her husband on the day or that the family are going to vote the same on the 
day. I've known plenty of Labor cases, especially in my old days down at West 
Subiaco, where a woman has gone and voted for the Liberal candidate because 
she'd had a row with her husband that day! You never know how it's going to 
happen. So you work on this all the time; It's like building up a score in a 
test match. The ones and the twos, they all build up the score just as much as 
the fours and the sixes. 

Rd In that first campaign how much of your time would you have spent 
knocking on doors? 

COURT I never kept a diary of it, but it would run into weeks. You have 
to realise that months before the election Noel Symington somehow or other had 
been convinced that he could win that seat, I don't know why; The lady that 
ran his campaign was a very efficient woman, a very efficient businesswoman 
and a very attractive person. She'd had a lot of experience in the Liberal 
Party running campaigns. You couldn't fault her efficiency. She went on 
subsequently and became a very successful businesswoman in Melbourne, very 
successful and quite brilliant in her way. But she ran this campaign and she 
mapped it out as to how It was to go from phase to phase to phase; It must 
have been the most expensive campaign per vote ever conducted in this State. 
But he started early. They must have made an assessment that they would stake 
their claim to the seat by starting early. He wasn't endorsed, but he was a 
known Liberal and quite an impressive candidate too; a very successful rural 
background; His wife [Ann] was subsequently the principal of St Mary's 
College. I think it's St Mary's isn't it, In the north, north of the city? 

Rd I'm not sure, I'm sorry. 

COURT Yes; Used to be in West Perth and then it's moved out up the 
coast. Anyhow I can easily confirm that to you. But she was a very fine 
person. My wife and I were very fond of her. She's since died; She ran a 
superb school and she was quite an outstanding person herself; But that meant 
that everybody who had aspirations had to get going. It was really that that 
prompted the business people to come back to me and get me going, when they 
came back for the second time, because they could see that time was starting 
to run out. It wasn't a matter of just the last six weeks before the election 
you put in an intense campaign. You already had the independent as the local 
member, and then Noel started this campaign going so early and in quite a 
flamboyant way. So we had to do something to counter that. 
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This explains why the campaign was going for so long, bearing in mind that 
no-one had endorsement at that stage because It hadn't come around to the time 
for endorsement. We didn't know when the election was going to be held. So we 
just had to go in and get cards and get a campaign organised, a campaign which 
I worked out with Cyril Dudley and some others and we stuck to it right 
through on the assumption that it was going to be a February election We 
worked through on that basis, allowing for Christmas, New Year, that type of 
thing where you had to do different things; So you can see it was a pretty 
rugged baptism I got. Quite apart from the problems over endorsement, the 
campaign itself was not very pleasant. 

So I spent literally weeks. I had one or two others, like Bert Jeanes and 
others, who volunteered to do canvassing. You cannot ever personally do every 
elector. You try, but you can't always; Even if you did it as intensely as I 
did it then you'll still-get people say, "I've never heard from the candidate; 
I haven't had a pamphlet. No-one's called on me." It's no good saying, "That's 
your fault mate." When you're campaigning you just take it in your stride You 
call on him, you give him a pamphlet even though you know he's had two before, 
but still that's what it's all about. It's their moment of glory, their moment 
of power to be rude to candidates, but there's very few of them are frankly; 
there's very few of them are; The one you've got to be most careful of is the 
one that poses as your potential supporter; he just wants to know more; When 
you've got past the first five minutes, well then the red lights flash and you 
find a way to disengage and get on your way. 

RJ I was trying to get an idea though in terms of actual time in a 
day because after all you were still at Hendry Rae and Court. I assume, right 
to the end, you were working for them. 

COURT Well I had that arrangement with them; 

RJ So you would have done day campaigning as well as.;? 

COURT Campaigning by day and meetings by night; I'd have to keep in 
toucli with the firm, so you can imagine that I was under a lot of pressure; 
I'd go to the office very early. It maybe that there was a particular bus stop 
where it was a good place to be when people were going to work or coming home.-
Well you'd get there. It was no good to keep going back to those same places 
because they were going to be the same people. Normally you'd go Into the 
office and catch up with the things that I personally had to do. I might go 
back there at lunchtime and then go back there at nighttime, probably after 
the street-corner meetings; But I'd been used to doing that sort of thing. I 
kept that moving. The partners were all very helpful. Some of the staff 
volunteered to come out and even do canvassing and pamphlet dropping and all 
that sort of thing. 

I had very strong support from the University Liberals and from the Young 
Liberals. People like Marie Louise Wordsworth (who was then Marie Louise 
Johnson), she had a strong team from the University Liberals, another group 
from the Young Liberals. They used to come down and do a lot of pamphlet 
dropping. They were good fun too because they used to come home; To them It 
was a game. If they had a bit of a problem along the road that made it all the 
more interesting. 

I remember Marie Louise was leading a team down near where Dr K W Hod]ey's 
surgery is. I forget the name of the street, I could easily pick it up. But 
this man had a [high] wall, it was the only wall in that Street; There was 
quite a hilarious competition went on one Saturday night when as fast as they 
------------------------ 
1 Broadway (CC). 
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threw their pamphlets over the wall - they couldn't find a letterbox - as fast 
as they threw their pamphlets over the wall; he threw them back again; 
[laughs] This went on and eventually it became a bit of a farce. 

I can tell you there's one thing I learnt, that most people in those days had 
outlandish letterboxes. Finding them was one thing. How they expected the 
postie to deliver to them I don't know, but they'd hide them; I don't know 
why. When you did find them some of them were damn hard to get anything in at 
all, or they were about to collapse; I was staggered to think that the 
letterboxes in Nedlands at that time were so uniformly bad, and not only poor 
old things themselves, but were not very well placed. Then I realised that 
when we put our letterbox in, it was in a limestone pillar that was on either 
side of the entrance, because we had a low limestone fence in those days. I 
made a note in one of the transcripts about that. I forgot to tell you that 
originally there was a low limestone fence there which subsequently we took 
out. But we had a letterbox in the actual limestone pillar, so that was quite 
easy to find and a nice number on it, but that was the exception; They had the 
cheapest tin ones they could get; They wouldn't be properly hung on a post or 
on a fence. I tell you, you almost felt like a thief sometimes trying to find 
the letterbox and get your pamphlets In, especially if it was at night; So I 
learnt about letterboxes and how to find them; 

I also learnt about dogs; You never go canvassing in shorts, not that that was 
the right thing to do, but you always went with the right clothes so as to 
cope with dogs. I also learnt that most dogs, if you walk in as though you own 
the place, they leave you alone, but if you walk in with a nervous approach to 
It, they assume that you've got ulterior motives and you have trouble with the 
dog. I also learnt that the louder the dog barks usually the less dangerous it 
is. But I could write an essay on dogs in campaigning. I developed a very 
wholesome respect for posties after that and the problems they have to put up 
with. But they're not so badly off as what we were, because they didn't have 
to go into the house. We did have to go into the door, if we were going to be 
effective. 

I also learnt that if you delivered your pamphlets yourself, or with your 
family, or with your helpers, say at five o'clock in the morning, it was 
amazing how many people you saw; more so than later in the day. People out 
shifting their hoses - it was summertime you see - shifting their hoses or 
just stretching their legs, or picking up the paper. It was quite amazing 
between five and seven the number of people you met up with. You develop a box 
of tricks that you can use for these occasions and pass on to others; They're 
very effective. After all when you're campaigning it's people you're 
interested in. How rich or how poor they are is not the important thing; The 
poor ones have just as good a vote as the rich. So you learn that everyone, 
everyone who moves, is a target for you; Whether they're going to like you or 
whether they're not it doesn't matter; it's better that you saw them. You've 
got nothing to lose. So if you saw them you made yourself known; Often those 
early morning walks when you were delivering pamphlets into the boxes 
yourself, the fact that you were doing it yourself, and maybe the young boys 
would be with me (they were very good at it); that in itself was a plus. You'd 
have a little chat. By this time you were getting better known. It's amazing 
how quickly you got known through delivering pamphlets, through doorknocking, 
through attending functions. 

So the campaigning got easier and easier as you went on, after your street-
corner meetings, hail meetings, a bit of publicity. That was reassuring, the 
fact that so many people knew you, especially during your first campaign. 
That's the name of the game: people. 



TAPE 49/B COURT 626 

Rd How good were your sons when it came to doing things like 
delivering pamphlets? Were they capable of saying, "It's my dad who's standing 
for election"? 

COURT Oh they were very good; they were very good indeed. Also they were 
very reliable. You've no idea how much difficulty you have in getting things 
like pamphlets delivered reliably to whole streets. So we used to have double 
check systems. I know it sounds nasty because most people would say, "I've 
done that," and so on. But then we used to have street captains; In my first 
campaigns I had street captains who were good reliable people, took their job 
seriously. Once they knew that there was going to be a pamphlet drop In that 
street, they would make it their business, if they weren't doing the pamphlets 
themselves, to have a series of checks. They'd always have people down the 
street; Take a long street like Stanley Street or Florence Road, or Archdeacon 
Street, one of those long, long streets, they'd have a number of people down 
there that they could just ring up and say, "Have you got one of Charlie's 
pamphlets?" "Yes, okay," and If they hadn't well then the check would go in to 
find out what happened. You've got to do it otherwise that pamphlet drop is 
not really effective. 

But I had some great helpers there: Ron FIa]combe, a former State fast bowler.-
He was ADC, by the way, to Tubby Allen in the Northern Territory. Also he 
worked at WA Trustees when Rita was there, so we were all well-known to one 
another. He was Street captain. He was a real martinet; If people hadn't done 
their job, old Ron in that rather authoritative voice that he used to have 
(remember he was quite a good radio commentator) he'd say, "What happened to 
Charlie's pamphlets," and people would shudder, shudder, [laughs] and they'd 
soon be delivered. But you get people like that. They're worth their weight in 
gold. You feel good about it, that they're reliable. Not everybody's like 
that, by the way, but thank goodness most are, but you've got to be careful of 
those who are not, because they will - not nice to say it, but you get the odd 
one who will just throw a heap of pamphlets In the rubbish bin and then say 
it's been done. 

Rd To what extent did your wife become involved in that first 
campaign? 

COURT Rita was very heavily involved, but in her own special way; She 
didn't  go doorknocking, bearing in mind she had five children and she was 
involved in the church, she was involved with the P and C and all of those 
things. She had a very happy knack of being involved and that made her a great 
asset because she didn't have to be introduced in these bodies; All the women 
knew her, bearing in mind in the Dalkeith area in particular they all had 
their babies together. In those days they used to push their prams around and 
have a chat, so they knew one another very well and Rita was very respected 
amongst them all, whether it was P and C, church, or anything else; She had 
her own circle of friends. They used to have their own way of promoting me in 
a very, very important way. The sincerity of it, the simplicity of it, had a 
tremendous value which I understood. 

Mrs Steffanoni by the way was still alive and she had done a lot of 
campaigning for candidates when she lived in Mt Lawley, back in the days of Mr 
Nairn and people like that, so she was no stranger to what campaigning was all 
about and the fact that you've got to keep contacting people. She methodically 
went through the roll and picked up either people she knew or the children of 
people she knew. In her own little way she was able to ring them up and say, 
"Charlie's my son-in-law,..." or Chas as she always used to say. "Chas is my 
son-in-law." She'd say what a good member I'd make and so on, which is good 
coming from your mother-in-law. You got two marks for that one instead of one! 
So all of these little things counted. Even Auntie Lalla knew the odd person 
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from her Christian Science. She was a very regular attender, and people used 
to pick her up and bring her home. So these little things all add up and 
that's what campaigning's all about. 

We've got to get back to it. These days, as you mentioned when we were just 
chatting a while ago, people go to the polls and they've never seen their 
member and they're not very well-informed about his name even. Well that's 
bad. It reflects on the parties; it reflects on the candidate. If we get to a 
situation we think we can elect a name or a number through an electronic type 
of system, democracy's half out the window anyhow. It's Important that a 
candidate be exposed; for better or for worse, they be exposed to the 
electors. 

If I was running a campaign now, it might surprise you, but I would go back to 
street-corner meetings and hall meetings, very carefully selected, not just 
any old night in any old way. But you'd have to have an eye on what was coming 
up on television that particular time, that particular day, and you can easily 
do that. You can work in between these things. If you have regard for location 
and promotion you'd be surprised how many people you could get at a meeting. 
I'm not talking about meetings to fill the Concert Hall or places like that, 
I'm talking about gatherings of 60, 70 people in one place, or in a hall; 200 
would be a big, big crowd. But you've got to multiply that by ten because it's 
like dropping the pebble in the pond, the ripples go out. If you've got 70 at 
a meeting, a corner meeting, you're really getting a message across in varying 
forms to 700 or 800 people. If you had 200 people in a hall, well you're 
getting it out to a couple of thousand. People don't seem to understand this, 
that it's a personal thing. I'm not suggesting that those people who attended 
will stand In front of their friends and give your speech or give them a great 
harangue, but what they will say is, "I went to Charlie Court's meeting," or 
"Bill Jones's meeting," and he was very impressed with what he said about this 
or that. That's all they need to say. They've got the name across, and the 
fact that you're real, and that you've got something to say. That will always 
beat a name or a number that a party machine tries to manipulate. 

RJ Do you really think street-corner meetings could still work 
though? 

COURT Selected ones. The novelty of it. You wouldn't want to have one 
every night, but the novelty of it at the right time and the right place and 
with the right promotion. The fact they promoted it gets the message across. 
Sometimes I used to get a bit disappointed when we didn't get as many at a 
meeting as I thought we should. Cyril Dudley used to say, "Don't worry, it was 
all in the promotion. You had the meeting. The people were told of the 
meeting. They were told that Charlie Court was going to be there, or in the 
hall, or wherever it was. Most of them, even if they didn't know you, would 
say, 'At least he was available and it's my fault if I didn't go.'" So It's 
not only a question of having a big crowd at a meeting, it's the fact that you 
were available, that you did expose yourself to being questioned and so on, 
and you were real. You could walk and talk. 

RJ In that very first campaign how confident were you with dealing 
with people, and hecklers at street-corner meetings; people when you had to 
knock on doors? For some people they couldn't do that. 

COURT I'd had a lot of experience, don't forget, back in the Harry Hearn 
days, bearing in mind that I'd always campaigned in hostile electorates. That 
was a tremendous education, so when I went to knock on doors in a friendly 
area it was not as frightening as it would have been if I hadn't have had that 
other experience. I don't think I would have won the Nedlands electorate if I 
was going for that as a raw-boned clean-skin that had never campaigned. I 
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wouldn't have had the techniques, I wouldn't have known how to handle rebuffs 
and all that sort of thing. But when I'd done so much in unfriendly 
electorates and unwinnable electorates, it made it comparatively easy for me 
to front up in Nedlands. 

Initially I had to get over the fact that I was talking about myself, whereas 
previously I'd been talking about X, Y or Z. You can wax eloquent about them 
if you believed in them, whereas when you're talking about yourself, it's a 
new technique altogether. But the first half a day I found I was fumbling a 
bit and I was seeking new methods of introducing myself and appearing 
confident and trying to get to the subject quickly and learning to break off a 
conversation without appearing to be in a hurry, because numbers were 
important at the end of the day. You had to have covered a particular street 
or streets. 

RJ Did you find yourself concentrating on the areas that you thought 
you could win as compared with West Leederville and these areas, Shenton Park, 
which were known to be Labor strongholds? 

COURT I had a balance between the two. I'd learnt in other electorates 
that you never take your own people for granted. Too many people have done 
that and look at the experience with Cyril Bird. So I was very cautious about 
that and advised to have a nice balance of people who were the known faithful 
so that they couldn't say they were neglected and at the same time go right 
into the lion's den where you knew that your reception was not going to be so 
good, bearing in mind that there's a basic factor about campaigning that I 
find it very hard to get people to understand, especially new candidates. Even 
the Liberal Party, I find it hard to get them to understand. The only game 
where one equals two is politics. If you go to a footy match and your 
opponents score a goal, okay they've scored a goal; That's not good, but 
they've scored a goal, but you haven't lost any. But in politics if your 
opponents score a seat or a vote, you've lost one; so one equals two. You see 
If a government has a majority of three and they lose one of those seats, the 
opposition's gained one; They've lost one and the opposition's gained one, so 
it's just not one off your majority, it's two off. This is what people forget; 
So when you're out chasing some of these less easy votes, they're tremendously 
important because if you get into a tight finish it's the ones and the twos 
that matter and every one off is one on. 

So I struck a good balance. I used to discipline myself. Plus the fact I had a 
pretty tough mentor who used to interrogate me fairly severely as to what I'd 
done for the day and what I'd done for the week. Every Sunday we used to meet 
with our committee and it was a no holds barred review of what progress we'd 
made. We didn't fool ourselves as to whether we'd made progress or whether we 
hadn't. We'd get reports back of weaknesses in our campaign. Areas that had to 
be patched up often could be done by somebody other than the candidate. We 
also had a very good feedback from all the sporting bodies in Nedlands. We had 
quite a remarkable group of people who belonged to and were active in the 
various sporting bodies, so they would be good barometers on a Sunday morning 
It was always best to meet on a Sunday morning because they'd usually been to 
their sports' organisations on the Saturday and they would be able to report 
back what was the atmosphere, what was the chatter. You're stupid if you don't 
take notice of this. We'd counter that the next week and then you could 
measure whether you're getting on top of it or not. That first election was 
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one that I should never have had to have, but I had it, and we won it. Maybe I 
was the stronger for it, because there wouldn't have been a nook or cranny in 
the whole of the Nedlands electorate as It was then composed that hadn't got 
to know who Charles Court was. 

END OF TAPE 49 SIDE B 
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TAPE 50 SIDE A 

COURT When I talk about every nook and cranny, knowing you, and because 
you of necessity had to get in there and work for every vote. It's rather like 
when you get into Parliament and you go into opposition. Those people who go 
straight into government, although it's a nice feeling, they are at a 
disadvantage. They never really understand what Parliament and government's 
all about. They invariably, when they get tipped out, don't know which way to 
go. Now I'm not suggesting you've got to be in opposition; it's not pleasant. 
But don't forget I had six years at the start. The first three were 
unavoidable, the second were avoidable, but unfortunately the Liberal Party 
didn't campaign properly for that. That's where I learnt a lot as to why we'd 
have to change our tactics for 1959 and change our tactics we did, although by 
that time I was only the deputy, but nevertheless having a big influence on 
the policies and the campaign. But that period in opposition really sharpened 
me up, so that when we did get into government I knew what it was from the 
other side. I believe that any minister who hasn't had experience in 
opposition is at a disadvantage. It's rather like a man who gets a commission 
without having been in the ranks in a wartime situation. He really never 
understands what the men are thinking. So if you've been through that and 
you've been a corporal, you've been a sergeant before you get a commission, 
you're just that much better informed, you're just that bit sharper and 
smarter, if you're any good. So when I went into government in 1959 1 had had 
six devastating years in opposition and therefore was that much sharper. 

I mention that because had I gone into Nedlands with the typical type Nedlands 
electorate with a big majority, comfortable majority, I would never have 
really got to know the anatomy of the electorate. I would never have got to 
know what is necessary when you yourself are the candidate. It's all right 
working for others in tough seats, unwinnable seats and so on, and at the end 
of the campaign you say, "Well we did our best," but when you're doing it for 
yourself, boy oh boy do you sharpen up, because you've got a lot at stake and 
you learn and you learn fast. 

RJ Leading into polling day, how confident were you? 

COURT I was reasonably confident that we'd worked hard enough, we'd 
worked well enough, and above all we had a strong body of visible support. 
It's very important when you go into an election like that that on the polling 
booths, and active around the polling booths, not only giving out cards, but 
standing around talking to people (and we were very well organised) that 
people see the sort of citizen they like to identify with. If you've got a lot 
of those scattered everywhere they go it does help you a lot, no matter how 
hard your opponents have worked, especially if they see that your opponents 
have got foreigners - when I say foreigners, people from outside the 
electorate working there. That again is a plus for you If you've manned the 
booths entirely with well-known identities in Nedlands. 

We were able to do that, knowing that we were up against a tough battle 
because there'd been a lot of money put into the different candidates. Some of 
them had run textbook campaigns. Take Symington, who'd run a really textbook 
campaign right up to the finish. Dave Grayden had run a very strong campaign 
based on his brother's experience; not Dave's ability, but Bill was a real ace 
campaigner. Those people alone, plus the fact that the Labor Party put in a 
candidate in Miss Pitt-Morison, and that in turn brought in another group of 
people. I was surprised at the amount of manpower that the Labor Party put 
into that election because it was an unwinnable situation. They weren't going 
to win it, but I think they really believed they could prevent me winning it, 
because they would know that of all the candidates the one who would give them 
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the most trouble in Parliament would be myself. So they would have a reason 
for trying to help Grayden to win; So we really had a tough fight on our 
hands, so I wasn't very cocky about It. 

Although it was a compulsory vote, I still had this thought in my mind that at 
a minute-to-eight you still need another vote. So I was well prepared to 
campaign right up until the doors shut. Here again old Cyril had his methods 
of campaigning. At two o'clock the candidate - when there was a lull in the 
polling booths the candidate had to disappear; He had to have a little rest 
and get a good feed and get showered and changed and get into his very best 
suit and look his brightest; Four o'clock he had to appear again and then go 
round and round the booths; It was all done like a military operation with old 
Cyril. But he was right and I carried this on with other candidates right 
through. Once the four o'clock stint started, that was right up until the 
doors shut at eight o'clock, as it was in those days; You keep going around; 
It doesn't matter how many times, you keep going around. Your supporters saw 
you going around; You never know, you pick up the odd person that you know on 
their way into the polling booths and so on. I kept that pressure right on 
until eight o'clock came. Then, of course, there's nothing you can do about 
it. Let somebody else do the scrutineering and then wait for the worst or the 
best as the case may be; 

I think you've heard me on this question before; I think I told you that I'd 
give you an incident, but I was always taught this business, you need a vote 
at a minute-to-eight, and it's particularly applicable where you have 
voluntary voting. See, don't forget when I first started campaigning with 
Harry Hearn, the Upper House was still voluntary vote: voluntary enrolment, 
voluntary voting; The Lower House was compulsory enrolment, compulsory voting; 
I tell you those voluntary elections, they're a nightmare to run; It's not the 
people who vote against you, it's the people who don't vote; They go to the 
bowls, they go to tennis, they go to golf, they go to the races; You've no 
idea how hard it is to get them to vote; So it's not the people who vote 
against you. That used to be our war cry; It's not the people who vote against 
you, it's the people who don't vote. 

Well having been Indoctrinated with this, I had to stand for auditor of the 
Claremont Council; In those days it was an elected office and it was a 
voluntary vote, not voluntary enrolment; Your ratepayers are all on the roll, 
but you had a voluntary vote; Well getting people to vote for municipal 
elections, Road Boards, Shire Councils, cities and the like is a nightmare, 
because there's no compulsion unless they've got a personal interest. So you 
can imagine how excited people got about voting for an auditor! The reason why 
I was a standing for it was that Harvey Rae had been the auditor of Claremont 
Council for a long time; He was well-established and he was never opposed once 
he got elected. So he wanted to drop out. The time had come for me to stand 
because Mr Hendry naturally didn't want it at his age; So the councillors were 
well-known to me and I'd already been doing the audit as the partner who did 
the detail or the "donkey work" on the audit, so I was known to the staff, I 
was known to the councillors. If it hadn't have been for the requirements of 
the Act we would have got the job anyhow. But you had to be appointed in your 
own name: Harvey Rae, or Cam Hendry, or Charles Court as the case may be, not 
as a firm of Hendry Rae and Court; You were a person who had to be nominated; 

So I duly nominated, and then I found that for some reason or other a number 
of other people thought they had rights to this, which was their right; It was 
open for election, full stop. Well I realised that I'd have to get busy, 
because the people who nominated, one in particular was very well-known and a 
reputable chartered accountant, so no-one could object to him on the grounds 
of ability or reputation. So I got busy with the roll; Harvey Rae's wife was a 
great campaigner; Nettie; She was a lovely woman. She was a great campaigner, 
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she knew everybody. So she decided that we'd better go and do a bit of 
canvassing. Just  1imagine canvassing for auditorl So you've heard my story of 
the tram tickets. If you're going to be in It you've got to set your sights 
high and go for the figure that no-one else can beat, you see. So we set out 
to do this and Nettie was my unofficial campaign organiser because she knew so 
many people; you go shopping, anywhere at all; Of course, it was no good just 
talking to people in the street because most of them wouldn't have a vote 
anyhow. You had to go for ratepayers. So we had the rolls dissected and we got 
in touch with those who were readily contactable and so on, and said, "Look 
now remember it's not the people who vote against you, It's the people who 
don't vote." 

The election day turned out to be a very wet day, very unpleasant day, windy 
and wet. I decided that now we had nominated to be the auditor, we were going 
to be the auditor. We wanted to be the auditor by so many votes that people 
wouldn't bother about challenging us next time; the old tram ticket theory 
that my mother taught us So we worked and worked. When you have a voluntary 
voting system you have to have scrutineers in the polling booths who tick off 
people as they vote; You mark through the roll and then you feed those numbers 
back to your committee room; Then you get on to all the laggards who have gone 
to the races, gone to bowls, gone to golf, gone to this, that and the other. 
You get on the phone and say, "Look Joe you haven't voted," and so on; 

Well it was a stinking wet night, and at twenty-to-eight we were doing a final 
check and dear old Tom meson.;.. I don't know if that rings a bell with you, 
but he used to be the manager and the head everything at Vickers [Hoskns] 
here, I'm just trying to think of the actual name they had in those days; He 
was very, very important In the industrial scene In those days; tough little 
operator, but he was a man I knew well and was always very friendly with; In 
later years when I got into Parliament he was also very friendly and very 
helpful. When I became Minister for Industrial Development he was still 
helpful, so it was a long running association; He'd promised me that he'd 
vote. Well he hadn't voted at twenty-to-eight, so I rang him up. "Oh," he 
said, "Charlie," he said, "you're going to walk in." He said, "I've been 
checking with them. Everybody said, 'Who'd want anyone other than Charlie in 
this job?'" I said, "Tom if you pick up the Sunday Times tomorrow morning and 
you find that I've lost by one vote, you're going to feel terrible;" So he 
said, "I've got the message." So in all this rain and wind Tom gets his car 
out, drives himself up to the Claremont Municipal Chambers and casts his vote-
Next day when the results come out I'd won by five votes for every one of the 
rest put together. [laughs] You can imagine Tom telling this story: "Here I 
get sopping wet and all that wind and going up there and Charlie says, 'You'd 
feel terrible if I lost by one vote when you picked up the paper next 
morning.'" Of course it's true; It's true [and will never change]; 

I can tell you the reverse situation of this, again with a voluntary vote, 
some years later. We were trying to win the North Province of the Upper House. 
We felt that if we concentrated on Carnarvon where the bulk of the vote was, 
that we'd be able to cover the rest of the province which went right up to 
Wyndham.-  So you can imagine a seat going from south of Carnarvon right up to 
Wyndham; a huge area. The area in itself bigger than South Africa. Seddon 
Vincent, the late Senator Seddon Vincent [was helping me]; He was a lovely 
chap who I knew very welL A great campaigner, it was a joy to work with him; 
Whether it was in the goldfields, whether it was in a blue ribbon seat, it 
didn't matter. He was to my mind on the ground the best campaigner I ever 
struck. He had a way with him7 His wife and he were rather responsible for a 

T----------------------- 
See this transcript pp. 141-44-.  

2T H meson managed Hoskins Engineering located at 494 Murray Street, which 
became Vickers Hoskins in 1956 (CO; 



TAPE 50/A COURT 633 

lot of the repertory on the goldfields in their younger days, so he had a 
little bit of a capacity to act and so on, which comes in handy in this 
election business. He was a fellow you always felt good about, whether you 
went into a pub or you were stopping people in the street or knocking on 
doors. 

We decided that we'd concentrate on Carnarvon, that's where the biggest vote 
was. It was a voluntary vote, you see. The Legislative Council was still 
voluntary enrolment, voluntary vote. Well things were running our way up there 
because there was a wharf strike in Carnarvon and it divided the town in two. 
So if ever there was a time when we were going to get a majority [of the 
people] on that roll at that time it was then. So Seddon and I made this a 
sort of mission, to win Carnarvon! We reckoned if we won Carnarvon we'd win 
the province for the party. 

Just to skip the story, we actually won Carnarvon for the first time for many, 
many years, but we still didn't win the province for an unfortunate reason 
about our candidate. We didn't realise that we were carrying a lot of dead 
weight in these areas where he went. We thought in the areas where he was 
well-known that that would help us, but unfortunately the better he was known 
the worse he did, so I needn't say any more. 

But coming to this question of you still need a vote at five-to-eight or a 
minute-to-eight. There was one of the planters out at east Carnarvon, in the 
banana plantations as they were then, and he hadn't voted. You were ticking 
them all off in the committee room, you see, getting the scrutineers' tallies 
back. So they said, "Charlie you know him better than any of us, here's a car, 
go out and get him and bring him in to vote." So I duly got out there and he 
was moaning and groaning about having to come in and vote, a mob of no-hopers 
and all that usual stuff you get. Anyhow I said, "Look you've got to vote 
George, you've got to vote. It's your duty," all that sort of thing. 

So when we were coming in close to the town it was five-to-eight and we 
weren't far off that polling booth, but it was getting mighty close. He then 
disclosed to me that there was no way he was going to vote for our candidate 
[laughs]. So what do you do! He made it very emphatic, that first of all he 
was annoyed that we'd brought him in, and secondly there's no way he was going 
to vote [for our candidate] but he was going to do his duty as a citizen. 
[chuckles] So with that the engine started to cough a bit. I said, "George, 
there's something playing up with this car." I overlooked the fact that he was 
a first-class mechanic, you see, so he's out like a shot, the bonnet's up and 
so on. He said, "Do this and do that," and so on. "Nothing wrong. On you go;" 
Well you've no idea, trying to fill in that few minutes until the polling 
booth [closed]. It was a most dramatic drive. By the time we actually were 
coming up to the polling booth the door shut [claps hands, laughs]. I knew my 
job was done then and George is along there banging on that door and really 
stacking on a turn, but his quarrel was with the polling booth officer not 
with me, you see. So that was one vote that we didn't get against us; on the 
principle one equals two! Anyhow that's another side of the story, if you 
still need a vote at a minute-to-eight. I think I've dwelt on that too long. 

RJ But I can't help but wonder what your reaction would have been If 
you did get him there on time and you'd lost by one vote! [laughs] 

COURT Ah well. Well we knew he was going to vote against us, so we just 
didn't want him to vote. 

Rd Well now when it came to the actual count itself, you led on the 
primary count. Grayden was 400 and so behind you, and Pitt-Morison also did 
very well for Labor, nearly 2000 votes as compared with your 2800 plus. But 
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the interesting thing is that Aldred, who was the other endorsed Liberal, 
only polled 924 votes, which kind of vindicated the stand that you and your 
supporters had taken. Did anyone ever acknowledge that to you? 

COURT In what way? 

Rd Well I'm just wondering if McLarty, for instance, ever said to 
you, "Well we made a mistake over that one," or Watts or any of these key 
figures. 

COURT Well he did later on when he and I became very friendly. He used 
to look to rue a lot in later years, and that's a fair way down the track, of 
course. But I think they all felt guilty about it. They all realised, of 
course, that they went within an ace of losing the candidate anyhow, because 
had I done what was the right thing from my point of view I would have told 
them what they could do with their endorsement! Then they'd have finished up 
with Aldred and he wouldn't have got the vote. 

Rd By those figures Grayden would have won. 

COURT Oh yes, won easily. 

RJ Well and truly. I also wondered at branch level what problems that 
caused, when.... 

COURT It caused tremendous problems because without exception the 
presidents were all for me, because they knew me and they were wanting me to 
be the member and the candidate. But they found themselves in a very difficult 
situation because the party machine had endorsed two candidates. 

Rd Yes. You've discussed this before, but I'm meaning more the actual 
election result, because Aldred obviously had support. He must have had 
support when it came to endorsement, the fact that they refused to endorse one 
against the other. Did this cause you continuing problems? 

COURT It did, because you had a certain number of people in the branch 
that felt that they couldn't campaign for either, that meant they were 
unwittingly campaigning for Grayden. You can imagine the problems on polling 
day, a lot of the better members that knew exactly where they were going, they 
came out and campaigned for me anyhow. Some wanted a combined card. I said, 
"No, you've got to be elected in your own right." You get a complicated card 
which shows two candidates equal on it, people will say, "Well if the Liberal 
Party can't make up their minds we'll vote for somebody else," bearing in mind 
that Symington was a known Liberal, Beddells was a known Liberal, so they'd 
have their own support from within the Liberal Party and from within the 
branches. So it's a very tricky situation. Fortunately for me I was able to 
man the booths very strongly from people who were not [necessarily] members of 
the Liberal Party. They were residents and they were the best people because 
they were seen to be reputable citizens, either in sporting bodies or some 
other bodies and they were there, standing there for Charles Court. Not for a 
combined ticket, but for Charles Court, full stop, and they made it very 
clear. That election, of course, built up a very strong cadre of people that I 
could have in future years, because once they got committed to you for the one 
election, even though they'd never been involved in a campaign before, they 
stayed with you. 

Rd Did you get any financial support from the branches for that first 
campaign? 
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COURT Not at all. 

Rd Nothing at all, 

COURT Nothing at all. Nothing from the Liberal Party whatsoever. I had 
to make all my own arrangements and that also made it difficult, because you 
were fighting a very tough campaign, so I had to make all my own arrangements. 

Rd And what were your feelings when that primary vote was announced, 
when you were leading by 400 over Grayden? 1-low confident were you at that 
point? 

COURT Based on the judgment of Harry Hearn and Cyril Dudley I felt quite 
confident at that point; I well remember when I started to do sums and play 
games, as you do mentally. You see the worst, and you come up with all sorts 
of equations that could happen, probabilities, possibilities and so on, but 
they were two seasoned campaigners. I always remember Harry saying late on the 
Saturday night when we were parting company, he said, "Go home and sleep 
well," he said, "you'll be the Member for Nedlands." He said, "I ask you one 
simple question: would you switch your vote for Grayden's?" Of course, that's 
the simple answer. When you're in that position, there's no candidate there, 
whatever you might think of the preferences, that you'd switch that vote for 
anybody else's. That's exactly how it worked out progressively during the days 
when they counted the preferences. It Improved until eventually, of course, we 
finished up winning by a comparatively small margin for Nedlands, but a 
comfortable one in all the circumstances. That carried me on, of course, into 
the next election. 

Rd You won by 837 votes, on a total valid vote of 8777. When you felt 
you were the Member for Nedlands, what was your reaction? 

COURT Well one of relief and one of satisfaction that I had stayed with 
it when I knew in my own heart how close I'd gone to telling them what they 
could do with their dual endorsement. So I felt that I'd defied the odds, and 
whoever were campaigning to try and make it easy for Dave Grayden to win the 
seat and then be embraced into the Liberal Party, that we'd thwarted their 
campaign. I felt that I'd also struck a blow for the Liberal Party, that it 
was about time we started to talk about principles instead of these 
expediencies that unfortunately bedevil the political parties. 

Rd And Lady Court's reaction? 

COURT Well, of course, she never wanted me to stand for the seat 
originally, but eventually I made that decision and she stayed with it and 
worked extremely hard and well. She, of course, from then onward she just gave 
a hundred per cent support. I don't think people will ever know what she put 
into the State: not only to the Liberal Party or to me, but into the State, 
because she regarded that as a community and a public duty from that point 
onward.- 

Rd But her actual reaction when she knew that first time. 

COURT Well she was very pleased and very relieved. Steffanonis don't 
show a lot of emotion about anything, but you can tell when they're pleased, 
and she was pleased. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 50 
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TAPE 50 SIDE B 

RJ An interview with Sir Charles Court held at the Alexander Library 
Building on 28th February 1991; 

Sir Charles we were talking about your win at the 1953 election last time; If 
you had lost that election do you think you ever would have stood for politics 
again? 

COURT Never! I'd made up my mind very clearly on this point that if I 
didn't win then that I would stick to my previous resolution of not running 
for Parliament because I was never comfortable with the life. Now you might 
find that strange, but I never was comfortable with it. However we have a 
family trait, or philosophy (call it what you like), that whatever you're in 
you're in up to your neck, and if you're not, get out. So once I was elected I 
naturally said, "Right, well I'm going to give it all I've got," bearing in 
mind at that time I had the arrangement with the Liberal Party that I would 
stand for two elections, that was for six years, and then get back to my 
practice and back to my business interests having done what they asked me to 
do, that was to win Nedlands back for the Liberal Party. So you've got to 
understand that background. But once r knew that I was elected I naturally 
said, "Right now everything we've got we're going to give it." 

I also remind you that I told you that it was only stupidity and cussedness 
that kept me In the election; I still look back on it and feel that I would 
have been better If I'd have said, "Right, well, if that's how the Liberal 
Party handles things It's not for me;" But stupidity and cussedness often does 
some strange things. So I finished up the Member for Nedlands. 

RJ If we just perhaps finish the process of the various elections you 
faced before we move into your time in Parliament. In 1956 you only had one 
candidate against you, which was Bill Grayden standing as an independent 
Liberal; 

COURT That was Dave, Dave Grayden. 

RJ I'm sorry Dave Grayden, of course; 

COURT Bill's brother. 

RJ Yes. Dave Grayden was beaten soundly at that election. Your vote 
was nearly 73 per cent ahead of his. What was that campaign like, and were you 
surprised that Grayden tried again? 

COURT Firstly I was surprised that he stood; When somebody asked him he 
saic1 "Well in view of the results last time I'm not satisfied that the 
electorate really wants to continue with Court and there's a lot of supporters 
there for me, and the only way to determine it for all time and give my 
supporters a chance to try themselves out is for me to stand;" So he stood as 
an unendorsed Liberal. It was a foolish thing to do really because this time 
around (that is 1956) 1 was going to be endorsed without any question 
whatsoever. I'd worked very hard in the electorate, whether it was sporting 
bodies, whether it was community interests, whether it was my parliamentary 
duties. I'd already received a fair amount of publicity for what I was doing 
and had done my best to establish myself as the Member for Nedlands. Therefore 
it didn't really worry me, but I've learnt over my lifetime that you don't 
take anything for granted; You never get into trouble for winning by a 
furlong, but you're regarded as an awful fool and a dill If you lose by a 
nose. So we set about running a full-scale campaign and my organisers and my 
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committee, again the wonderful Cyril Dudley, decided well we'd give it the 
treatment as though this is a Labor candidate or a candidate to be taken 
seriously. 

You must realise, of course, that because there was only the one candidate, 
that his vote was really worse than it was because he got all the Labor vote. 
They [Labor] passed the word around that they had to support him; They do it 
fairly faithfully on an occasion like that. They're a fairly disciplined vote, 
much more so than the Liberal vote. So the vote is really worse than it shows 
there. Had there been a Labor candidate he or she would have got more than 
that. It was just a straight contest of Liberal/Labor, because very rarely, 
unless they were doing very, very badly, would they get only twenty per cent 
of the vote, even in a seat like that. So it was a miscalculation on their 
part. But they campaigned very hard and very strong and must have put in quite 
a bit of money into it; They didn't do quite as strongly as we did, because we 
still did our street-corner meetings and our hall meetings. We did everything 
as though we were being pressed for another vote at five-to-eight on election 
night. 

The unpleasant thing that crept in was on the eve of the election; I should 
remind you that Cyril Dudley was a great one for designing a pamphlet towards 
the end of the campaign, the last piece of paper you put out. It had to try 
and be in such a form that as you tore it up, you screwed it up, or you threw 
it away, you at least saw the name of the candidate; That's all he wanted to 
do. That was a very clever thing with six candidates in the first election. It 
was a single sheet and he went to a lot of bother to have a portrait type 
photo taken of me. He was meticulous with these things; I was sent to get some 
of these pictures taken, and he eventually made the selection; He had it 
produced to cover the whole of this sheet; I'm just guessing now, but say it 
was six by four, talking inches. He had this picture blown up so that the 
face, or the head and shoulders of Charles Court just covered this; All it had 
at the top, a strip about a half an inch in block letters across the top was, 
"You can count on Court" "You can count on Court!" I didn't have any say in 
that, I was only the candidate! He always explained why he did it and it was 
sensible. You're foolish if you don't go along with somebody like that. I was 
out campaigning and I was also the member at the same time, doing my 
electorate work. So we agreed that this picture could go out. It had to be 
authorised, of course, 

Incidentally I've remembered the name of the State secretary during that first 
campaign of mine and my early stages in the Liberal Party, was a man named 
Palmer. I'll get you his initials and his Christian names because he was quite 
a force in the Liberal Party in those days; [He was Clive Palmer;] Eventually 
he tired a little bit, but in those early days he was a great force and a good 
quick-witted thinker. He was also a very good supporter of mine and one of 
those who was behind the move to get me to stand as a candidate. However, I 
digress there. 

But this pamphlet had to be authorised, of course; If you can just imagine a 
sheet. It was very dark, with this - almost looked like a photo; It was very 
cleverly done. Cyril completely dictated how it was to be done, the finish and 
everything. It had to be done on good paper and it didn't have anything else 
on It at all except: "You can count on Court!" That was delivered, the last 
pamphlet delivered for the 1953 election. 

Now the Grayden people must have saved a few of these; they must have been 
very impressed with it. They used it in quite a sinister, diabolical way. They 
had it reproduced for distribution on the eve of the election; 



TAPE 50/B COURT 638 

RJ That's the 1956 election. 

COURT The 1956 election; When I talk about the eve of the election, I'm 
talking about 11 pm on the night before polling day. They had this In a rather 
good quality envelope and written in beautiful;... I don't know what you call 
that sort of handwriting - in a sort of script writing: "To the lady of the 
house." In it was just this picture of Charles Court almost looking as though 
it was a photograph, especially for the lady of the house; The intentions of 
it, of course, were very sinister. They must have had a really top quality 
printer. I don't know whether he would have been able to get one of the 
original photographs, but I had to assume that he was working off one of the 
pamphlets that they managed to keep. It came up almost as good as the original 
pamphlet, which is hard to do when you're having to start from a pamphlet 
instead of starting from a photograph. 

Well one of my supporters was coming home this night, and everyone had been 
told (and this was typical of Dudley, you see): "You've got to have all your 
supporters when you come home from the pictures that night, or when you come 
home from anything, you've got to look in your letterbox to see if there's 
anything sinister there, anything that shouldn't be there; It doesn't matter 
what time of the night or day it is, ring up Charlie straight away, or ring up 
one of the other committee men." So this particular very conscientious man, 
who was a very senior businessman and also a very good worker on my committee, 
he came home from the pictures and here was this pamphlet in his letterbox; He 
immediately understood the sinister implications of this beautifully written 
envelope, a quality envelope, "To the lady of the house," and inside it was 
only just this picture of Charles Court. So he immediately got on to one of 
the senior committee men and he in turn got me out of bed, because they'd said 
to me, or at least Dudley had said, "You've got to go to bed early tonight; 
The campaign's over," we'd had our last street-corner meeting, "and you go to 
bed now so you can get up in the morning and you're going to be full of vim 
and vigour all day." Instructions right down to having a rest in the 
afternoon, get a new suit on, new shirt, new everything, and come out four 
o'clock till eight o'clock, as it was in those days, in full steam ahead; It 
was almost like a football coach. But they got me out of bed. 

In the meantime a couple of the stalwarts had got in their car. They said, 
"We've isolated it now. The man or men, as the case may be, must be in the 
middle of the distribution; There'll be more than one lot surely;" So they 
said, "Well let's get one and then we'll deal with him;" Before very long, it 
wouldn't have been any later than about twenty past twelve am, they had caught 
this fellow with his utility and his team that were delivering these things 
meticulously, letterbox by letterbox. So they, without any regard for the law, 
just grabbed him. Don't laugh at this, but they took him to Graham Close's 
home; Graham Close was a member of my committee; They locked him up in 
Graham's bathroom [laughs], and he was shouting and screaming. That didn't 
worry these fellows; Life was real, life was earnest Their candidate, Charles 
Court, was being cynically and disparagingly attacked and they were really 
steamed up. 

By the time they'd got me out of bed (which was only about 400 yards away) and 
down to Graham Close's house, most of the key members of the committee were 
there anyhow. That's how good they were; Big Cyril Dudley there with his 
booming voice, saying, "We've got to deal with this. Now let's have a plan of 
campaign." So the first thing was: "Have we stopped all the pamphlets?" Well 
they knew they'd got this fellow, and he had a utility full of them, No, I'm 
sorry, I've got it a bit wrong there; He didn't have a utility full of them, 
he only had his own quota of these things, but he promised if they let him out 
that he'd take them to the utility where they had their central supply of 
these things, you see. So they said they'd do that; I don't know whether they 
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were legal or not [laughs] but still they did it, and he took them to where 
the truck wash Then a bit of a kerfuffle occurred there and the fellow escaped 
complete with the utility and with the reserve supply of offending 
photographs 

Well they chased him. They eventually found him down in Verdun Street in West 
Sublaco, which transpired was the sort of headquarters from which Dave 
Grayden's campaign was being organised for the election day the next day. 
Anyhow there was nothing much more they could do then, except they were fairly 
certain that they'd killed the thing at that point, but they didn't know at 
what point. So back they came and reported to the field marshal [laughs] Cyril 
Dudley. 

By this time he and I had sat down and worked out the campaign. All of my 
signs for the election - in those days, of course, they didn't have the 
electronic devices they've got today and all signs had to be hand done and the 
signwriters did a roaring trade. If you had twenty booths, well you had to 
have at least twenty signs to be at the booths and if you had signs up on 
street corners, or you had signs up on trees or anything, they more or less 
had to be done sign by sign and rather expensively and mounted on frames, all 
that type of thing. it was quite expensive. There's better ways of doing it 
now. However, we decided that we'd have to try and get on to the signwriter to 
reproduce a copy [of a sign] for every polling booth; I forget how many. For 
every polling booth we had to produce one of these signs saying to the effect 
that this offending pamphlet and so on was put out without authority and 
nothing to do with Charles Court and all that sort of thing. It was a message 
that was worked out by Cyril and I together, particularly by Dudley. He wanted 
to have it brief and so It was big enough that people could read it without 
their glasses and all that sort of thing. We eventually chopped it down, down 
and down until it was a very terse message. In other words people could 
understand that that offending pamphlet they got in their letterbox was not 
from Charles Court and it was a vicious thing and all that sort of stuff. 

Just to finish the story of the signs. We decided to ring the proprietor of 
the signs, a man named Flood, who had a signwriting business down in West 
Subiaco there, He was a good supporter. When we rang him there was a great 
noise going on in the background and the noise was a party of his staff. 
Fortuitously they were having some sort of a celebration for one of the staff 
this night, and although it was about half-past-one in the morning by this 
time, the party was in full swing. So I explained to them what the predicament 
was and they said, "Oh we'll fix this." So they, en masse, went down to the 
works, the signwriting works in West Subiaco. The arrangement was to meet 
Cyril Dudley and I there and they would sit down and do these signs. 

Well it was quite amazing to see these fellows all steamed up about this as 
though it was their campaign. Then I saw how they do these things. It was 
quite skilful the way they do these and they slap these things out, and they 
got the wording and they did the prototype and then they were off. There was 
about six of them going flat out on these things. So It was quite obvious we 
were going to have them in good time with the election starting at eight 
o'clock. 

In the meantime we had been trying to get on to a printer to get a pamphlet 
finished. We'd done the wording of it, dissociating ourselves with this 
pamphlet. We got on to our printer who was a very friendly, cooperative 
supporter, as you can imagine. He said, "Well I haven't set type for twenty 
years but," he said, "I feel so steamed up about this that if I can't get any 
of my staff, and I'll try and get my foreman, but I think he's away, but if I 
can get my foreman I know he'll cooperate and some of the staff will 
cooperate. If he can't I'll do it myself but," he said, "once I get the type 
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set," he said, "there's plenty of people I've got who will run it off." So he 
eventually finished up doing it himself. He was a bit apologetic about the 
quality of it, which wasn't 100 per cent, but unless you were a professional 
you wouldn't have noticed. So he actually set this type, bearing in mind you 
weren't dealing with the sort of thing you've got today, when you've got these 
computerised things. He said, "Right, you'll have these ready by five 
o'clock." Five am that is. So he was working out in his factory and we were 
then by this time sitting in the signwriter's place. 

I remember at three o'clock in the morning we were having big mugs of tea that 
the workmen had made themselves. They'd just about got to the finish. All of a 
sudden we saw the funny side of it, the really stupid funny side about it. If 
you can see the funny side of those things, it takes a bit of the tension off. 

We had one of our committee who came with a truck to pick up all the signs. At 
four o'clock we started phoning up all the Street captains and said, "Right 
this is what's happened. While you've been asleep this is what's happened. 
We've had these signs done. We've got these pamphlets we're taking delivery of 
at five. Your quota will be delivered immediately and In the meantime get your 
team organised because when people get up to get their paper In the morning 
they've got to have one of these pamphlets. Everybody in the electorate has 
got to have a pamphlet." They were absolutely marvellous. Of course, they were 
all hyped up because they were pretty annoyed about the thing. No one 
questioned it at all. They just went off and they had these pamphlets to put 
in the letterboxes. We'd given the booth captains their signs, one for each 
polling booth to be there before eight o'clock. We then sat back and had a 
little bit of breakfast and waited for the ball to bounce. 

Now did we have a day of it! Of course, I had to stay with it all day. I 
hadn't been to bed [except for a few minutes early on] and I wanted to look 
reasonably fit. I had a fair bit of stamina. All the committee were out all 
day; no one shirked it at all In fact they worked doubly hard. We went into 
it with these signs and these pamphlets. Well you now know the result. It 
worked out very well and people came up and sympathised, and I was running 
around from booth to booth so as to be identified. 

But we then ran into a problem we'd never thought about. [chuckles] That was 
the fact that when they grabbed this chap and then took him to this truck, 
which had all the balance of these pamphlets on it, we didn't know and didn't 
ask how many had been delivered. We were told that no more were going to be 
delivered and so on because the game was up, you see, but we didn't know how 
many had been delivered. Eventually we found that only twenty per cent of the 
electorate had received the offending photograph. So some people when they got 
to the booth they were bewildered You know: "What's this all about?" And 
you'd have to say, "This terrible thing happened overnight." When I say "you'd 
have to say" I'm talking about the committee and my helpers and all that sort 
of thing, because everyone by this time was briefed. They'd delivered the 
pamphlets [chuckles] unexpectedly and they saw the signs there, so everyone 
[my supporters] were all clued up. If anyone wanted to know what it was all 
about they could tell them this story and it would make them madder and 
madder. 

A very humorous incident occurred at the old RSL Hall, which no longer exists, 
It's where the Broadway shopping centre is in Broadway In Nedlands. Manning 
that booth there - it was a very big booth in the old days. It was an old barn 
of a place that the RSL had built, which they subsequently sold. But manning 
the booth there was none other than John Wheeldon, who by then was very much 
the Labor man. I don't know if you know he started his career in the Young 
Liberals. By this time he'd become very much a Labor man. As you know he 
became Senator Wheeldon, and then a minister in the Whitlam Government, and 
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then had a fallout with Whitlam and today John Wheeldon would be right wing 
from me, like so many of these people that go the whole circle. I've always 
been friendly with him, right back to his earliest days, his Labor days, his 
ministerial days, and subsequent. We were together when he was in Perth 
recently and we were laughing about this particular incident that I'm telling 
you about. So when I turned up at the booth, because he 1knew me so well he 
pulled me aside. He was giving out Labor cards by the way. He said, "Charlie 
what's this all about?" He said, "Is this real?" I said, "Yes, this is what 
happened;" And I showed him one of these things. I used to carry a supply 
around to show people what it was all about with these envelopes and so on. He 
was so disgusted that he put his Labor cards away and for the rest of the day 
he gave out Charles Court cards. That was one of the incidents along the road. 

But the difficult thing to explain was the fact that we had issued these 
pamphlets to every householder. We were so effective that the whole place got 
saturated, but only twenty per cent knew what it was all about. [chuckles] So 
it was quite a humorous day, although it was a very tiring day, trying to 
explain to them why this pamphlet was out and why these placards were up and 
so on. We really had a great day, but the thing I was proud of was this 
organisation, the way it swung Into action. Poor old Graham Close's wife, 
Cath, she must have made more cups of tea and cups of coffee than anyone in 
Nedlands that night, because people were coming and going. That became our 
headquarters for the incident. That's where the fellow had been locked up in 
the bathroom and all that sort of thing. Cath was making cups of tea and cups 
of coffee as you came and went. We often laugh about it because she was in the 
middle of it all and she saw Dudley and our pamphlet and Dudley designing our 
billboard. 

So it was the last of the unpleasant incidents. We had a few before that that 
were a little bit unpleasant, but not as bad as this one. The implications of 
this one were bad. When you look back about it you can laugh, but at the time 
it wasn't funny, because if it was misinterpreted.;.. 

The sequel to it Is there's still a few people in Nedlands have got that 
picture in a frame [laughs]. They read it the other way. They said, "Isn't 
this nice of Charlie." I could tell you at least three people who have got 
this picture of Charles Court in a little frame, because it came up very well. 
They had it done very well. 

END OF SIDE B TAPE 50 

------------------------ 
1John Wheeldon would have been giving out "How to Vote" cards for the 
Legislative Council election. There was no Labor candidate for the Legislative 
Assembly seat of Nedlands in 1956 (RJ). 
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RJ The pamphlet that you distributed to refute the Grayden one, what 

were you actually saying in that? 

COURT Oh I can't remember the wording of it, but it was in very brief, 

terse, words (bearing in mind that people wouldn't stop and read much) 

dissociating me from this scurrilous photo that had been thrown into their 

letterboxes or on their lawns, and some appropriate words to get the message 

across; I well remember that we wrote out something that was far too long, 

people wouldn't read it, so then the mighty Cyril went to work on it and 

chopped It down to something that you almost could read while you threw it 

away. 

The billboard thing at the polling booths was very cleverly done too, because 

the most important part of it was big and easy to read and if you didn't read 

the rest it didn't much matter, you'd got the message across. We ran into a 

little bit of trouble with some of the electoral officers who didn't like the 

sign around and didn't want It within the normal distances, but we managed to 

deal with most of them; Others were just as cooperative as some were 

uncooperative. But between the lot we managed to get It to the public; We had 

to get their attention drawn to it before they went into the polling booth. It 

was no good telling them all about it when it was over; That's one thing about 

electioneering: once they've cast their vote it's cast, full stop. You can 

stand outside and give them all the explanations in the world and they'd say, 

"Why didn't you tell me before?" So what you haven't told them when they go in 

hasn't been told; It won't matter till the next election; 

RJ You've already said that brother Bill was very much a supporter of 

Dave in his campaigning; Did that particular episode affect your relationship 
with Bill Grayden later? 

COURT Not really. He didn't seem to come into that by the way. In all of 

the investigations that were done, including by the government of the day..;. 

A man named (Jack] Brady was the minister, the Labor minister; The matter was 

reported to him and he had it Investigated, but in all of those investigations 

Bill never seemed to come into it all; There were other names that I'd never 

heard of before and some I had; It fizzled out, but it was enough to scare 

anyone off doing the same thing again; It became something that I was known 

for (chuckles] in the whole of the Nedlands electorate so in some ways it did 

me a good turn. 

RJ Yes; I think the process of getting that pamphlet out would have 

been great organisation. 

COURT People used to talk about it as to how it was done; they couldn't 

1elieve it; Cyril Dudley used to broadcast this news to all his friends and 

get them to talk about it, because he reckoned it was a masterpiece of 

organisation that they should give credit to the candidate; Whether he did it 

himself or not it didn't matter; This was another one of his ways of winning 

the next election. It was Cyril Dudley who had this very strict set of rules 

that as soon as the election was over your appointed committee men moved in 

and cleared all the signs out of your electorate; Anything to do with you and 

the election had to disappear before ten o'clock that night; When people went 

to church or went anywhere on the Sunday they never saw anything to do with 

Court at all. If the other people left them up that was their business, but 

they never saw anything to do with Court; His principle was you start winning 

the next election at eight o'clock on the election night; It's good advice 

too. Everything you do from then is directed at the next election; 
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RJ So that episode never saw any charges laid, including against your 

people for assault? [laughs] 

COURT No, no; Well we were on pretty safe ground, because apart from 

hurting the dignity of the person concerned..;; I mean they'd have looked a 

bit stupid; All they'd done would have given me more publicity; I think Dave 

Grayden would have been too smart for that, because had they attempted to lay 

any charges, all they would have done was give a tremendous amount of 

publicity to exactly what happened. They'd also have to disclose a lot of 

information about who was behind the thing and how it happened, how they got 

this great mass of photographs produced and then into these envelopes and then 

into this truck; So I never had any worries about any action against my people 

for wrongful arrest or something of that kind; But it just showed how good and 

effective they were. I might add a couple of committee men were a bit uneasy 

about it, but I said, "Oh look, in a country like this I don't think you've 

got anything to worry about, because if it does see the light of day and there 

is a prosecution, well naturally we've all got to stand by whoever is 

prosecuted, but when it comes out, it's going to do us more good than harm; 

Everybody will know about it then, and everyone will see how smart we were; 

Most Australians will say, 'Well fair enough; Why did they let him go?'" 

RJ I wonder if the efficiency with which you coped with that 

situation had any influence on the fact that for the following election you 

were not opposed; 

COURT You can never tell. There's usually someone around who believes 

that they can do better or they've got a following; But you must realise I 

worked mighty hard and by this time I was getting more and more publicity as a 

very active member of Parliament; So it would have been a brave person who 

wanted to risk their deposit to put up the next time; By this time I was 

consolidated in every part of the electorate; I'd systematically from the 

first day after the 1953 election gone to every organisation, religious, 

sporting, community, business, anything at all, to let them know that I was 

the member and I was available. You will recall at that time I had an 

advantage over most members of Parliament who didn't have electorate offices. 

I had my office in Newspaper House at Hendry Rae and Court that I could use, 

so I was probably better served than most; 

You'll be amazed to know that in Parliament House at that time the facilities 

available to members other than the government ministers were absolutely 

pathetic; The Leader of the Opposition's office and for his secretary (and 

Pat's all he had) would be less than half the size of this room we're in now. 

It was literally a cubby hole, where he had to interview people, and his 

typist had a half of this partitioned off; There was no place specially for 

the deputy; He had to "wax" it with his leader; There was one room near the 

entrance, near the Harvest Terrace entrance, which was designated for 

backbench members of all parties: Country Party, Liberal Party, Labor Party 

Of course, whoever got In there first was best dressed. 

It wasn't possible to interview your constituent with any privacy at all; I've 

seen four members, Liberal Party, Country Party, Labor Party, interviewing 

constituents in four corners of that room and trying to carry on business 

without confidentiality being disclosed. Also don't forget, a lot of people 

don't like to be seen going to a member; There's a good reason for it. It 

might be highly confidential; It could easily be somebody from say the Labor 

Party with a chip on their shoulder wants to tell you something because 

they're disgruntled. It didn't happen very often, but It did happen ------------------------ 
1 Thiswould make the size of the area described approximately 15 feet x 9 feet 

(RJ); 
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occasionally. If it was fine weather it didn't matter, because there used
 to 

be a corridor out in the front of Parliament House in those days; If you 
can 

imagine where the dining room is, the main dining room of Parliament House 
is, 

that now goes right up to the front wall of Harvest Terrace; But that did
n't 

always go up to there. There used to be a colonnaded verandah there. To 
get 

some extra space for the dining room eventually they had to do away with th
at. 

It was rather an attractive walk there, along the front; If you can imag
ine 

the whole of the distance that is now the dining room, including the Cabi
net 

dining room, all of that was a colonnaded verandah, rather a pleas
ant 

architectural thing, but you'd often finish up sitting on the wall there w
ith 

your constituent or finding some other place, o1 going for a walk if it wa
s a 

good day; In my case I was fortunate because it was down In the city; It 
was 

usually fairly convenient for people; 

However the members generally were poorly served The typing facilities were 

even worse. I repeat they didn't have electorate offices, their own offices
 in 

their own electorate, with telephones, with electric typewriters and proba
bly 

word processors by this time, and with photostating and faxing equipment.
 So 

you can imagine the difference between then and now; Most members saw th
eir 

constituents in their home or around the shopping centre or at the sport
ing 

gatherings; there was nothing sacred; In fact I put down the loss of a cou
ple 

of seats of ours to the fact that they [the members] had electorate offic
es, 

because when they didn't have electorate offices the local member WAS 
the 

local member; If he went to a sporting gathering, he went to church, he w
ent 

anywhere, he went to a fête, a bazaar, he went to a P and C meeting, he 
was 

open season. If they [constituents] had a gripe or a grievance, they'd eit
her 

bail you up at the meeting or they'd see you privately; You'd always see 
the 

local member making notes because he would have little errands to run, matt
ers 

to follow up and so on. He remained very much the local member. 

Well once they got these electorate offices, Instead of the local member be
ing 

available at the shopping centre on a Saturday morning or at the sport
ing 

features, or the fetes and bazaars and church and meetings of that kind,
 he 

would get all big-time and say, "You go and see my office;" Most of them - not 

all of them, but most of them featured their electorate office in 
the 

telephone book and not their private number; Some have both; One that I k
now 

of has a phone that when their office closes they put it through to th
eir 

residence as they should because they should be available 24 hours a day. S
ome 

of them have their name in the book as Bill 'X', for their electorate offi
ce 

Unless you know their full initials you've got to look pretty hard to f
ind 

their residential number. In the old days they wouldn't have got away w
ith 

that. Now, of course, they've got office hours at their office; 

I used to remonstrate with some of our members when they first got th
ese 

offices. They were introduced during the Tonkin Government; I know John Ton
kin 

wasn't very happy about It because he was of the same opinion as myself; A
lso 

he knew that once they got an office, a typist and a typewriter, the n
ext 

thing it would be something else, something else, something else; It becam
e a 

battle to resist all of these things; While he was Leader of the Opposit
ion 

and I was Premier I had no problem in getting his agreement to saying no
 to 

some of the demands we received; But you can understand the members, s
ay, 

"Well you go to my office," and they give you the name of the girl the
re, 

whatever her name was, either her Christian name or her surname or both, "
and 

she'll take down all the details." From then onward they didn't contact th
eir 

members to the same extent; They'd shunt them off to these offices; In m
any 

cases the offices were more efficient than the members themselves; If you 
had 

a girl there who was personable and efficient, she would follow it up; 
SHE 

------------------------ 
'The office In which constituents could visit Sir Charles in Hendry Rae 

and 

Court (RJ). 
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would deliver the message; SHE would deliver the result of her representations 

to the Works Department, the Water Board, or whatever it might be; So SHE 

developed the goodwill as being an efficient person in that office. The member 

became a lesser factor in the thing. His personality was lost; In many cases 

they wouldn't see the member while their queries were being cleaned up. In the 

old days when somebody stopped you in the street, you made a note of it; 

You've either got to ring them up or write to them or go to their home; it's a 

very strong bond between the member and his electorate. 

However those days have gone; they'll never return. You'll never be able to 

take these things away from them. It's more likely the electorate numbers 

(that's the numbers of electors within an electorate) will get bigger with the 

passage of time and the population growing. I can't imagine the number of 

seats growing at the same rate. There's no need for it either; So the 

electorate offices are going to stay and members will get that much further 

away from their constituents; 

But coming back to Parliament House; It's hard to believe the facilities that 

existed then compared with now with their offices and their facilities they've 

got and the security they've got. There was no security there at all except 

the odd light-duty policeman sitting up in the gallery when the House was 

sitting. It was a good way to be; it was the public's place; Not only was it a 

public place, but it was the public's place for them to see and hear their 

members 

The typing facilities, they were almost laughable. There were two famous Miss 

Watkins at Parliament House. One was in Mansard, and the other one was the 

duchess of all she surveyed in this office where she held sway. You'll find 

this hard to believe but that would have been the only two-storey galvanised 

shed in [laughs] captivity, but at the back of where now is the bar and all of 

those places at Parliament House, before the extensions took place, was this 

two-storeyed, literally a shed; It was galvanised iron, because I know when 

the wind blew there was one sheet of galvanised iron that flapped when I got 

Into Parliament and it flapped until they pulled the place down! I suppose 

they were always going to do it next week; But it was a two-storey thing. One 

level Miss Watkins held sway; that was the typist one. You could go and 

dictate a simple little letter to her. I didn't have to because I had my 

office facilities, but the others would; Most of them longhanded their 

letters. But normally she would stand at the counter there with her pencil 

poised and her book and you'd dictate your letter; She very efficiently 

produced these letters. I can tell you she was a very strong conservative and 

I think we got a little bit of favouritism, but don't forget it was for all 

members. So she was really there as a confidant to everybody; She was a very 

stately lady and she really could have been out of one of these English 

fashion books. She was very tall and thin and in an aristocratic sort of a way 

she was a very handsome woman; 

Her sister was much shorter and much broader; She was really a lively person, 

just the opposite of her sister, the typist; She was in the Hansard and when 

the House would rise it was nothing for her to be in the corridor having the 

odd bit of refreshment before she went home. She was a very outgoing sort of a 

person and everybody knew her; But I can't Imagine two girls so different; 

They were sisters. But they were both very efficient in their way, one in 

Hansard.... I think she was one of the Hansard typists behind the scenes, you 

know the transcribers. She wasn't sitting in the House because it was tome 

years later before the first woman Hansard writer appeared in the House; Up 

------------------------ 
I JessieBussola was the first female Hansard reporter in the Parliament, 

appointed In 1958; She was interviewed for the Battye Library and the 

Parliamentary History project in 1987 by Ronda Jamieson, OH 2151; 
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until then they'd usually been people who'd learnt their trade and their 

profession in the newspapers; Some of them were very, very smart, very, very 

good, in taking down the shorthand and coping with the interjections and all 

that sort of thing. But they did have women up there taking the transcription. 

Some of those in the Hansard section, both taking down shorthand and doing the 

transcriptions, were very, very clever, very, very specialist and masters of 

their particular profession. 

If you can imagine this one Interviewing room and you can imagine this one 

room for the Legislative Assembly. Of course the Legislative Council had the 

same thing duplicated the other end. They didn't have to share with us, but 

they didn't have any better up the other end. You can imagine how hard it was 

for members of Parliament. Again it made them make contact by telephone, in 

person, the odd handwritten note. So It was a very, very personal thing being 

a State member of Parliament; 

Legislative Councillors didn't do it the same way. They very quickly made sure 

that everyone understood that they were superior beings, you see. They 

represented the total province whereas we mere mortals down in the Lower 

House, we represented our electorates and they should first and foremost try 

and get their problems solved by us; They were the House of Lords, the House 

of review. It worked well too, because you didn't have a conflict; Sometimes 

you'd have a problem where you would, as a matter of good sense, go and talk 

to your Legislative Councillors because you wanted their cooperation. I was 

very closely involved with Keith Watson for instance and, of course, with the 

famous Harry Hearn when he became a Legislative Councillor. So It was quite a 

different thing to what It is today; 

Also in the dining room it was nothing, not unusual, to see a Labor, Liberal, 

Country Party man sitting down at the one table for dinner just where the next 

empty place occurred and you'd just go and sit there very naturally; The same 

for afternoon tea. That's gone now; you don't see that sort of thing; 

Rd What? - people sit with party? 

COURT It's very much a party thing; You might see the odd one when the 

House is not sitting, sitting together because there's no-one else there or 

something of that kind, but generally speaking they segregate pretty much; 

That happened - almost at a given signal it seemed to change, certainly 

because of no wish on my part as a senior minister and then as Premier. It 

wouldn't have been with David Brand either. All of a sudden the new element 

came In at the time when people like [Mall Bryce and [Brian] Burke and these 

people came in. They introduced an abrasiveness Into the Parliament that 

didn't exist before. 

Rd So are you saying it was only a Labor thing that saw that change? 

COURT No-one else would have wanted to change it. There are plenty of 

times when people from one party would sit together, don't get me wrong. It 

wasn't sort of a rule that you had to separate, but that would only be because 

they all came in together. I never used to stop to think about it; If there 

were, say, six at a table and there was a space there I'd just go and sit 

there, and others the same; But it was after this new breed came in that they 

didn't seem be able to go along with some of the niceties of it outside of the 

Parliament system itself. It was unfortunate because often the tone of the 

House and the quality of association was very much tempered by people maybe 

having a meal together or having a cup of tea at suppertime before they went 
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home or something of that kind or in the corridor.' I think I told
 you - I 

mightn't have yet - told you about old Joe Sleenian and the advice 
that he gave 

me about my approach to Parliament after I got in. Now he was a 
hardline 

old-time Labor fellow, but he didn't find any difficulty in inviti
ng me to 

have a cup of tea that afternoon so he could sit down and give
 me some 

fatherly advice, which I never forgot and always appreciated. 

RJ There's lots of things that you've raised In what you've just been 

saying that need follow-up, but I will leave that till later on in the
 story I 

think and just take you back to elections again, and kind of finish w
ith that 

as a subject. There were actually ten elections from when you first
 entered 

Parliament till your last election, only nine of which you had to 
campaign 

because, as I've identified, in 1959 you were unopposed. You 
had six 

candidates in that first election and there were only two other ele
ctions - 

1971 and 1977 - when you faced any number. The rest are all two. In 1980 there 

were three. That would surely make campaigning easier when you've not
 got such 

a diverse group. But one thing that intrigued me, you had a great c
hange of 

boundaries. In your first election, Shenton Park was included. In yo
ur second 

one you picked up Claremont and lost Shenton Parks You went back to 
the first 

boundaries for '62 and again In 1 65. Then in 1 68 you gained Claremont, lost 

Hollywood and lost Shenton Park. That happened for two elections. The
n in 1974 

you gained Graylands for three elections. Just what sort of problems
, If any, 

did that pose for you with those changes? 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 51 

------------------------ 
't They eventually allocated table places for the evening meal. If I rec

all 

correctly it was substantially on a Party basis (CC). 
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TAPE 51 SIDE B 

COURT The only problems were administrative. It remained basically a 
good strong seat. I never refer to a safe seat, but a strong seat, because 

there's no such thing as a safe seat when you think of what happened to Cyril 
Bird and you think of what happened to Brian Burke when he first stood in an 
"unlosable" seat. He went within sixteen votes of losing it. If sixteen people 

had voted the other way he wouldn't have won the unlosable seat. But just 

administrative worries. 

The thing that used to worry me most was Shenton Park; I've always had a great 
affinity with West Subiaco. There's people there now who are grandchildren, 
some of them my age, still there. Whether they supported you or not - and most 
did - but whether they did or not that wasn't the big issue. I grew up there. 
One day I'll tell you the reason why I didn't take a knighthood the first 
time, but that will keep till later. But I had a great affinity with this 

place. I felt I owed it a lot It taught me a lot. It gave me a certain feel 

for people that was of tremendous value to me when I got into Parliament. So 

you'll find - I don't know from what source, but If you could you'd find that 
even when they took it out of my boundaries, or even when they moved it up 

beyond Onslow Road or back to Aberdare Road or something of that kind, that I 
still serviced the area just as though I was still the member. Most people 
during the whole of that time, that end of the electorate, never stopped 
getting In touch with me. I didn't discourage it. I observed the courtesies 

with the member in the next seat, but I didn't hestitate to get In and do 
something, because I always had a feeling that that would come back. It would 
go out; it would come back. It was a bit annoying to the people because they 
preferred to have me as their member. They'd got to know me, and as I say I 
had a lot of roots down there. 

The other end didn't seem to mind much whether I came and went down there. 
[chuckles] I serviced them as their member for obvious sensible reasons. 

Now you might wonder why those boundaries shifted around like that, annoying 

as it was. There was nothing I could do, of course. Even when I was a minister 
there was nothing I could do to prevail on the electoral commissioners. I used 
to keep as far away from them as I could because contact would be unfair to 

them [and improper]. Had there been a serious anomaly, a crazy thing from an 
electorate point of view I would have probably made an appeal, but I never 
did. But they had a problem. If you could just imagine you're a commissioner 
and the Chief Electoral Officer in those days would have more knowledge of the 

electorates than anyone because his people are dealing with It day in, day 
out. They understand the anatomy of an area, its affinity to local 

authorities, its affinity to a number of other issues. It's quite surprising 
when you get to hear them talking about how they arrive at things. They 

eventually, on the advice of the Chief Electoral Officer, would virtually put 
a pencil at a certain point on the map and work out an exercise using that as 

the datum peg. That's where they start to redistribute, because in the 
meantime this electorate's gone up in population, this one's remained 

stagnant. 

You can take a district like Shenton Park, that would almost be static the 
whole time. So you've got a block of voters with very clearly defined streets, 

where you can push them about north or south as the case may be. So they start 
from their datum point. If you can imagine a datum peg and they would then do 
an exercise working out. If they start at Fremantle end for instance, the 
different electorates starting from there, and then they work their way over, 

and eventually they'd come to say Nedlands, Subiaco, Claremont. They'd have to 
do a shuffle of the cards to get the numbers reasonably the same for those 
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electorates. So Nedlands I figured became something of a pivot where the main 
bulk of Nedlands remained the same and retained the character of Nedlands, 
could still have the name of Nedlands. The river had a fair bit to do with 
fixing that boundary. You couldn't change that boundary: that's the river 
boundary. You could then move It a little bit north, east, west, and finish up 
with the numbers you wanted, but the main block that is called Nedlands 
remained static, so It was quite manageable. Most of your electorate was 
constant but for these fringe pieces that used to move about, 

But as I say the Hollywood/Shenton Park, formerly West Subiaco area, I used to 
continue to service it. Most of the organisations there invited me as patron, 
or invited me to their functions: the local RSL, the local football club. You 
name all these things, that never changed. Where I was patron I remained the 
patron. I always had a feeling that It wouldn't be long before it was changed 
back anyhow. 

RJ We've referred to the good majority that you had in 1956 when you 
beat Dave Grayden with 73 per cent, but your actual best result was 1965 when 
you got 81 per cent of the vote, that's of the' valid vote, and 1968 was your 
second best showing when you got 77 per cent. What do you put that down to? 

COURT You'll recall that I was riding high at that time. The first date 
you gave was 1965. The other one was? 

RJ 1 68. The two elections following each other. 

COURT Yes, well you'll recall that we were riding high. In 1959 the 
policy that I wrote and which Dave Brand embraced was, "turning potential into 
reality". A 1t of people were sceptical about that. It was not surprising 
that we only got such a limited majority for that year and the next, because 
although a lot of things started to appear possible by the time of the 1 62 
election, they still hadn't really got the runs on the board. When we came to 
1 65 it was different, we had a better majority as a government, and again in 
1 68. So you'll see that in the whole of that time I was growing in stature 
politically and personally, because so much of all this negotiation was 
starting to be real. 

Nineteen-sixty-five was really the time when people started to believe these 
things were going to happen. It was in March '65 for instance that we removed 
the last barrier in Tokyo to getting the negotiations to be finalised with all 
the iron ore companies. It was in April of that year that Harold Holt and I 
were in New York for the Chase Manhattan seminar. During that visit we cleared 
the decks for the overseas finance to be available for all of these projects. 
So it would naturally reflect itself In the ballot box. 1968: again It was 
even better still because you had projects actually being established. They 
were world size, world standard, and actually being opened. Huge railways and 
ports. You get identified with these things. There's no substitute for 
performance when you're dealing with people. The performance was there. 

RJ In those campaigns that you faced you say you never had as bad an 
episode as the Dave Grayden one, but do you remember any unpleasant episodes? 

COURT Not really. I think I've told you some of the humorous ones about 
the communist lady in the Crawley area. 

RJ No. 

COURT You know the Crawley area, there wasn't all high-rise like it is 
now. By some extraordinary means the ballot box for that area got identified. 
In that area was a man named Reg Forsaith in the insurance business, a 
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tremendous supporter of mine, and he had a friend there. They took it unto 
themselves to organise the whole of this area, a very select area there. 
No-one was allowed in there. Reg wanted to really run it. 

The vote was duly taken and for some extraordinary reason the vote that 
virtually represented that area (with a few others from nearby, but virtually 
represented that area) recorded that only one person voted against Charles 
Court. Well that should never have been known. What you do in a case like 
that, they jumble it up with another box and then the identity gets lost. You 
have this trouble a lot in the North where you could have a 100 per cent vote 
for one candidate, where it's a little 25 elector polling booth and so on. You 
want to get that lost In the total ballot, otherwise you lose the secret 
ballot. 

Well they were furious. They came to me and I said, "Look Reg, what's the 
matter? One vote! This Is democracy. One vote on that box. What does it 
matter? If it was ten per cent of that vote in an area like that I'd be a 
little bit concerned, but with one vote!" He said, "We're going to find out 
who it is?" I said, "It's none of your business, Reg. It's none of your 
business. It might have been somebody who voted by accident. Let it drop." He 
was very furious. They were going to canvass every house in this area to find 
out who it was who had voted against Charles Court. So I said, "Look if it 
puts your mind at rest I can tell you who it was." I told them where the house 
was and the lady's name and everything. I said, "She is an out-arid-out 
communist. She used to attend my meetings and ask the most embarrassing 
questions and write me most embarrassing letters. Nothing you will ever do 
will change her. I don't know whether she's got a husband or not, but I've 
never seen anybody. It's only her that we can identify on the roll, so just go 
back and rest." They said, "We don't want her living here." I said, "Well 
[laughs], it happens to be a free country." As it happened when all the 
high-rise development started to take place there [laughs] she couldn't resist 
the temptation to make a nice fat profit, so she disappeared. But it was quite 
amusing this one silly vote. 

What staggered them, of course, was that I knew who it was. I expected her to 
vote against me anyhow. But it should never have come out and they should 
never have seen it. I think it came about because one of them was 
scrutineering on this night. That's where they pick up - the scrutineers must 
know the count in any particular box. So they must have picked it up there. 

Rd You've told us how you set about your first campaigns and your 
great belief in knocking on doors and being seen and so on, but in that number 
of years that you were active from the 1953 to 1980 [elections], in what way 
did your campaigning change, if it did? 

COURT The campaign changed because I wasn't able to go knocking on 
ors,  nor did I need to. But I used to watch very closely any changes in the 

electorate and I had a good team around me. If you've got knowledgeable 
campaigners, sensible campaigners, they quickly tell you that at their bowling 
club, or their cricket club or somewhere else, or their church, there's a 
little bit of feeling about something. You're a fool if you don't get straight 
into It in person. It's no good sending them literature and that sort of 
thing, but get involved in person. I kept that seat pretty warm the whole 
time. You'd be battling to find anyone that felt that even when I was Premier 
they weren't properly serviced as a local member. I had a bit of a thing about 
this because after all you're elected primarily as a member for a district. 
You've got to represent that electorate properly. It's also good for your 
sanity as well as keeping things in proportion if you do go along and see the 
dear old lady who's got a problem that some might say, "Well that's not for a 
member who's a minister to worry about." But it does you good to stop and get 
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down off your high horse and get down and look at her little problem, because 

it's mountains high to that woman. Most of them are pretty good. The 

electorate, once I became a minister and then became Premier, they used to 

adopt the attitude, well we want our electorate to have a minister, especially 

a Premier, so they didn't raise too many unimportant things, but when they did 

they got proper attention. 

Don't forget, although I was travelling a lot up north and down south, 

wherever it might be, whenever I was home on a weekend I was always at church. 

If there were any local functions, if it was physically possible I was there. 

My family was still about, Rita and the boys, so the Court presence was there. 

If anyone rang up home, most of the things could be dealt with anyhow very 

effectively because Rita knew who to get in touch with. While I was a minister 

(she] referred them to the secretary in my office and he would get on to the 

job. So most people were served well, but I never let it get to a basis of 

being impersonal so that they dealt with X, Y or 2 in your department and they 

felt that they weren't going to get attention from the minister and their 

member. 

Likewise I used to have an absolute thing about people signing letters for me. 

I still get angry when people write me letters and it's 'Winnie Godfather' or 

something, and a little flick saying [that it is "per pro"] the person 

concerned. Unless there are extraordinary circumstances I think it deserves 

the courtesy of a signature and I used to be very punctilious about this. 

Rarely would they ever get a letter signed by 'Brian Johnson, secretary', or 

something like that. It would be signed by me as their member. When I used to 

write to them, most of them I used to write "Member for Nedlands", and not 

"Minister for this, that and the other AND Member for Nedlands". Most of them 

I used to see, if it was an electorate matter. So you'll see I did keep in 

touch. It is possible to run an electorate in a balanced way. 

Coming back to this signing of letters. If ever I had to on odd occasions get 

letters signed (I might be overseas negotiating something or I might be up 

north and it couldn't wait till I got back) in those extreme cases we had a 

formula, it used to be "dictated by the minister" or "the member" or "Charles 

Court" as the case may, and "signed at his request". So that it was a 

conscious thing. "Dictated by Mr Court", or "Mr Charles Court" or whatever 

term they might use, and "signed at his request In his absence". So that 

people felt, well you were doing them the courtesy of letting them know that 

you had dictated the letter. You just weren't there to sign it and therefore 

somebody else had signed it at your request. There wouldn't be many of those 

letters around, but there were some. 

I also made a very strict rule about references. I didn't give a lot of 

references because we had some unfortunate experiences with those. Whenever I 

signed a reference I Insisted that the person getting the reference also 

signed their signature on that reference. You might think that's being a bit 

pedantic, but in view of one or two experiences we had, especially with people 

going overseas, we found it was a very wise precaution. So the reference 

always referred to the fact of, say, "Mr So and So, so and so, so and so, of" 

whatever address it was, "whose specimen signature appears below". At the 

bottom the specimen signature was always put right opposite my signature, so 

It couldn't be fiddled with either below or above. You might think that's a 

bit pedantic, but it proved very necessary and the more senior you became the 

more important it became. But whether it was a reference as the member or as a 

minister, it mattered not. I used to go through this procedure and except in 

unusual cases when it was not possible otherwise, they always had to come into 

my office to sign it too. 
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You might wonder why the fuss? Well we had a couple of cases where the 
references got into the wrong hands and where they didn't have a specimen 
signature like that. It wasn't spelled out so clearly that there was a 
specimen signature. There was one rather nasty case in Singapore where this 
person got separated from their reference; they weren't careful about it. In 
those countries having a signature from a minister can be appliedto all sorts 
of strange purposes. So we adopted this very simple rule which to the best of 
my knowledge proved to be foolproof. But we did find that a reference like 
that had a value, especially in the Asian areas at that time. Wouldn't be so 
much today, but in the Asian areas then. I remind you, of course, that the 
famous Khemlani incident, although that came much later, arose out of a 
minister, a federal minister, giving Khemlani a letter of introduction, 
complete on ministerial letterhead, a minister's signature. It was worth more 
than its weight in gold. It almost brought about the downfall of a government. 
So you do have to be careful with these things, especially today with the 
smart alec things and computers and faxes, when you're sending signatures by 
faxes today and all that sort of thing. 

RJ How many of your campaigns did Cyril Dudley manage? 

COURT Well he was involved in a greater or lesser degree through most of 
tbe campaigns. But you realise that after the first three were out of the way 
we had no problems, but for a good reason I insisted that we always ran a 
campaign. There's nothing worse than taking your electorate for granted. "I 
haven't had a pamphlet. I haven't had any information," all this sort of 
stuff. Well we used to have a set routine, during the election, how we kept 
the electorate informed, plus the fact, of course, I was fairly high profile, 
especially while I was a minister. Out of the 29 years I was in Parliament, 
don't forget, twelve were as a minister, eight were as the Premier, so there 
were twenty years there with the profile that you get as a minister. So that 
didn't present a problem of being known in the electorate. 

Cyril would always enquire as to whether there was anything you wanted done, 
or anything you wanted helped. We had a committee In each case that looked 
after the detail of it. We always had a pamphlet. Even though we mightn't have 
had any serious opposition, we always had at least one pamphlet. We always had 
how-to-vote cards. We never took the place for granted. Neither you should. 

For the same reason I always insisted that the Liberal Party always had a 
preselection meeting for my endorsement each election. There was a purpose for 
it. They used to say, "Oh it's a waste of time. There are no other 
nominations." I said, "Well just a minute Some members resist having to go 
before a preselection and it's a good thing if you can say well even the 
Premier or senior minister goes before a preselection committee," and I 
insisted on it. It used to be a bit of a farce most of the time, 
unfortunately, because they'd sort of say, "Well let's get this over," sort of 
thing. I said, "Well don't you think that you've got a responsibility to come 
here prepared to ask me some searching questions on what I'm doing as a member 
and what I'm doing as a minister? Don't you think you'd be setting a good 
example by at least asking the questions? Hopefully they'd present no 
embarrassment, but at least you can demonstrate that the preselection 
procedure has got a role even where you have a foregone conclusion as to who 
is going to be endorsed." But I even went to that extreme to make sure that 
the electorate was kept intact as a full electorate, fully serviced by its 
branches. 

One of the problems you have, I might add, that when you've got a member like 
myself there, that once he got in after that struggle and then he becomes a 
minister, the Liberals in the district are jolly hard to marshal, "Oh 
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Charlie's safe and he' doing a good job. He's a minister and now he's 
a 

Premier, what more do we want?" It makes it terribly hard for the branch t
o 

maintain its enthusiasm and to maintain its numbers. You'd think it would b
e 

just the reverse, but people adopt the attitude, well what have we got t
o 

worry about? 

END OF TAPE 51 SIDE B 
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TAPE 52 SIDE A 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander 
Library Building on 15th March 1991, 

Sir Charles, last time we were talking about your own campaigning in your own 
electorate. On a previous occasion you said to me, "Don't forget even when I 
was Premier I used to go out canvassing with them; I'll come to that in a 
minute," and we never did come to that. Just to finish off the subject of 
campaigning, what was your role in campaigns when you were Premier? 

COURT As I've told you I firmly believe, in spite of all modern methods 
of TV and all that type of thing, presidential-type electioneering and so on, 
I still believe that the personal factor is terribly important. You can't meet 
everybody even though you try to say that you will because it's a physical 
impossibility, but the important thing is to be seen to be available. People 
have an amazing capacity to almost smell that you are around. Somebody saw you 
at the shopping centre, somebody said you called at their door. You were at 
their church function, you were at their sports function and so on, so it's 
multiplying all the time; There is no substitute for personal involvement. 
When you get a problem, even though it's an irritating one, you've still got 
to be seen to be taking an interest because that's what parliamentary 
representation in a democracy is all about. 

So I used to set an example by giving an inordinate amount of time as a 
minister, and then later on as leader and then as Premier, with candidates, 
even candidates who might be in a hopeless seat. It used to get me very angry 
where the Liberal Party would endorse somebody for a seat that was regarded as 
unwinnable, because it was a seat with a long, long Labor tradition and had an 
electorate that obviously was oriented towards Labor. But my argument was 
every seat is winnable if you work hard enough on it for long enough; You 
don't win it the first time, but you lay a pattern. The classic is the one 
that we discussed when Brian Burke stood, when the Labor Party felt that 
Balcatta was unlosable. Well we demonstrated that if sixteen people had voted 
the other way they would not only have lost that seat, but they would have 
lost the government. That was a classic example of a blue ribbon, red ribbon, 
whatever you like to call it, type of seat; 

My argument with the Liberal Party was if they put a candidate up into a seat 
like that, they had to put him or her up on the basis that they were going to 
make a meaningful attempt to win the seat. More particularly to make the Labor 
Party divert some of their effort from another place. They are very good at 
campaigning over a long period of years, and they've got some good strategists 
who don't normally fall for the wile of taking forces away from the real 
battle to look after some people who, say, are standing for Nedlands or 
something like that. They are quite ruthless. They don't really worry about 
them; They're worse than our people; just leave him for dead; If the person's 
got a good campaign team it's just fortuitous for him; In Nedlands usually the 
candidate they had would have some affiliation with the university Labor 
people and that sort of thing, so you'd have a lot of young Turks that were 
just there for the ride, the fun of running a seat where it was not altogether 
winnable, but they learnt a lot, and good luck to them; 

I used to get very angry with the Liberal Party for not looking after some of 
these people more; I've known them to put a young chap up in a really hard, 
tough Labor seat and he'd be struggling to get money for a pamphlet. Well that 
was terrible, so at least once, as busy as I was, at least once in that 
campaign, I would go down and spend a morning, or even a little more time; I 
would always make sure that I turned up on election day for no other reason 
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than I felt some pangs of conscience about it, that the party wasn't 
consciously putting some effort behind a person who was prepared to carry the 
banner in a seat like that. That's one side of it. 

The other side, of course, was in the seats where the battle was really 
raging, where we had to win to win the election. It wasn't a question of 
getting a bonus seat, it was a question of winning an election. So whether it 
was from Esperance, Albany, right through to Broome, Derby, Wyndham in the 
North, I was always in the thick of it, regardless of whether I was in 
opposition or whether I was in government; whether I was a minister or later 
on when I was Premier. You won't be able to get anyone to say that 1 didn't do 
more than my share. Together with my other problems of administering a 
portfolio or then running the State, I did do more than my share to be seen in 
the campaign. I believe that very strongly. 

You've no idea the candidates who have the Idea that everyone knows them 
because they played in the local football team or they were in the local 
Rotary, or something of that kind, or they had a business. You have to take 
some time off to go out and campaign with them to demonstrate to them how few 
people know them and how many people don't know even a Premier or a minister 
who's been in the public eye for quite a while, TV, newspapers, controversy, 
all sorts of things. There is still a very large number of the people who 
couldn't care less about their State, but they still vote, or at least they 
still can vote. You often wonder how they vote. It's your job to identify with 
them, get them just to pause for a little while and reflect that there is an 
election, that you are a candidate and that you're the one to vote for, 
bearing in mind that simplistic idea I used to keep impressing on everybody, 
that politics is the only game where one equals two. 

I've dealt there with individual candidates and the support I gave them. 
Naturally If somebody was new you had to take them by the hand and demonstrate 
to them some of the problems. I always used to have a briefing meeting with 
all of the candidates, existing members and new candidates, to give them 
certain basic rules. In fact I well remember when 'Blue' Foley was our 
candidate. I think it was for the seat of Mt Hawthorn and that district there, 
he having been a famous footballer. We had this first briefing for new and 
existing people. When I finished that morning he came to me, he said, "Were 
you ever a football coach?" I said, "No, not really; I've heard plenty of 
football coaches in action." He said, "God," he said, "I thought that I'd been 
in some pretty tough football briefings before, [chuckles] but never one as 
tough as that." 

I remember my opening remarks that day when I said, "Now before we get going 
today, so we don't waste everybody's time, hand up anyone in the room who 
doesn't believe he's going to win his election; is he just running for the 
ride, or to keep a seat warm, or to keep the party name up; Anyone that's 
running for that, put his hand up, because we don't want to waste his time, we 
don't want to waste ours." That sort of got a rather electric atmosphere into 
It. [laughs] You saw them all sit up straight all of a sudden, even those who 
had just come along because they had to. But it was the sort of thing you had 
to get into their mind how tough it was, and every minute of the day they were 
out there trying to win that extra vote. Again the old saying, "At 
five-to-eight you still need another vote." Trying to get this Into their 
minds from the start; They never rested; they never stopped at all; 

I think I have on a previous occasion given the example of one member who just 
believed that it was beneath his dignity to go out and canvass. 

RJ That is not on tape, Sir Charles; You told me off tape, so It 
would be lovely if you put it on now, please. 
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COURT Well we did have one particular candidate who openly said, "It's 
below my  dignity to do this campaigning, this canvassing. Everyone knows me. 
I've been in business for all this time; It's just ridiculous; I'll have 
advertisements and pamphlets, all that sort of thing." So I had to buy into 
this one.- 

My great ally in this was Clive Griffiths, now the president of the 
Legislative Council, who is a great campaigner. I don't know how much 
campaigning he does these days, but in the early days he was an absolute 
example to all because he literally got in to a seat which the Liberal Party 
in its heart didn't hold out much hope of winning. But it's a must for new 
candidates In fairly tough seats to hear the story of how Clive Griffiths won 
that seat and the things he did to win it and the number of times he nearly 
gave up. He got so discouraged from the abuse that he took and the people who 
should have been on his side telling him he was wasting his time and all that 
sort of thing. It's a very interesting story how he kept coming back and 
eventually won that seat and made that particular province almost blue ribbon, 
if there's such a thing; Once he got in he then set an example of being known 
with every P and C, every church, everybody; There wasn't anywhere you could 
go in that province where they didn't know him as their Legislative Council 
member, even some people who couldn't tell you what party he belonged to; He 
was always there and he gave a tremendous example. I don't know what he does 
these days, probably doesn't have to do it to the same extent, but he was a 
classic example. 

So when I had this trouble with this particular member, who was a nice man and 
a good personality and everything, an ideal man to do campaigning, always 
nicely dressed, well-spoken, a good looking sort of a chap and was a capable 
man, so he could take it all in his stride [if he had tried]. We had to front 
up to the shopping centres. By this time they had become established, bearing 
in mind when I first started back In 1 53 shopping centres weren't what they 
are today. You were dealing with corner stores and all this type of 
establishment. But by this time the supermarts and the big shopping centres 
were the order of the day. It was before the proprietors of these shopping 
centres had set up rules that said that you couldn't canvass and give out 
material inside, their premises and all this sort of stuff. So It was open 
season and you could really get to grips with a lot of people, except that by 
the time you went back for the third and fourth time you were meeting many of 
the people who you'd met the previous times. You couldn't remember them all, 
because don't forget by the time I got back to, say, the south of the river, 
I'd already been to a dozen other shopping centres; I was rotating all the 
time. So people would say, "Oh, we saw you last Saturday." I also found out 
how people migrate, how they go from one shopping centre to another chasing 
something. They'd say, "We saw you at Booragoon last week;" The next time it 
was, "Oh, I saw you up at...;" one of the northern suburbs and so on 

When we first took this candidate, who really bucked about being on tour, we 
found that when I'd go along in front, meet a constituent, bearing in mind 
when you're the Premier or a senior minister you're fairly well-known to a lot 
of people because you're on TV or in the paper. Whether it's controversial or 
whether you're getting praise it doesn't matter, you're getting known; You're 
getting a profile, you see. So a lot of these people would say, "Oh you're 
Charles Court are you?" and that was a great plus; You're in then. You could 
then start to sell your wares. You had a set line of patter: "Here's X who's 
our Liberal endorsed candidate for the seat of...." whatever the seat might 
be, or the province as the case may be; "Good man," or "a good woman," as the 
case may be.' You'd have a little bit about them; You could tell from the type 
of people you were talking to what aspects of your candidate they were 
Interested in. This is all part of your training; Not so much your training, 
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the experience you have; You're talking to some dear old lady, she's not 
interested in the fact that he was a good footballer or something like that, 
but she would have interests in other things that he did. 

Well I got a bit tired [with this chap]. I'd go into my spiel on this chap and 
turn around to introduce him and there'd be dive Griffiths [chuckles] and our 
chap had disappeared down the shop or around the lane or something. So we set 
up a campaign where as I walked on the outside of the footpath, we got the 
candidate next to us (he didn't know this, by the way) and Clive Griffiths [at 
the back] on the inside of the footpath. So we had one, two, three, if you can 
imagine this campaign as it moved forward. He couldn't escape because Clive 
would be there, you see, and in his own way he'd keep him [our candidate] on 
course; keep his nose up to the grindstone. 

He learnt and he got quite good at it after a while, but I've never known a 
man to be so obstinate about the matter. I said, "Well what about me? I'm the 
Premier." "Oh," he said, "that's different." He said, "That's your job!" I 
said, "Since when? I've got to run a State. But I still come out and do this 
because the people are entitled to it." 

Then when we tried to get him to go doorknocking, boy oh boy, did we have 
trouble on this one. This Is the one that he really jacked up about. He was a 
little more at home in a commercial atmosphere of a shopping centre, but going 
from door-to-door, bearing in mind by this time you'd got to a situation where 
you were lucky if you had one in three [home] compared with what I told you 
about my early days when you were unlucky if one in five was not there, but 
all of a sudden you... It's even worse than one in three today in the 
daytime. So I had to take him to a place, which (I was a bit devilish) I knew 
was bad. 

When we turned up at the first place early in the morning (and I purposely 
took him early in the morning; it was a bit devilish) after many knocks on the 
door, up turns this woman looking like death. She just peered at me, or leered 
at me, (I'm not quite sure which) through the great haze; "Who are you?" 
[gruff voice] I said, "Well I'm the Premier .° "Ahhh," [gruff voice]. That was 
the sort of response you got. That was completely negatively. She wasn't the 
faintest bit interested, and what's more she wasn't the faintest bit conscious 
who was there. So we went to the next one. That was a little bit better, but 
not much. It was not until we got to the fifth one - bearing in mind this was 
a selected area and there was a reason why It was as bad as it was - but the 
fifth one, this younger sort of woman with curlers and everything all there, 
she rushed up and opened the door. She said, "I've seen you. I've seen you on 
telly," [imitates female voice] but still nothing about being the Premier. So 
I then explained I was the Premier, and so on. Here was our top-class 
candidate, you see. Then she wanted to carry on a conversation which we had to 
break off because one of the arts of campaigning is to be able to break off a 
conversation because you've got to do a lot of people in a day. You've got to 
be wary of the ace campaigner from the other side who realises he's got a 
novice and he will start to talk about him [the novice candidate] and ask him 
all sorts of questions, giving the impression he's friendly to him and all 
this sort of stuff. He's there [the candidate] half an hour after when he 
should have done at least half a dozen houses in good style. 

Anyhow I think that particular exercise had a salutary effect, not only on 
that candidate, but on a number of other candidates that I took on this sort 
of exercise. Then you exposed them to the more routine run-of-the-mill type of 
thing. I confirm what I said once before, most people are decent. They really 
are. It's very rarely you strike an absolute snag, a nasty, nasty person; They 
exist, but thank God there's not many of them. Then some of the candidates 
after a while become so good at it that they realise that there's nothing 
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unpleasant about it and they get their wives involved too. It's amazing, those 
people always do well, because they build up their own clientele, their own 
people who understand what they're all about. 

Then I come back to my own role In the campaign as the leader, whether I was 
Leader of the Opposition or whether I was the Premier or Dave Brand's deputy, 
as the case may be. I always insisted on being seen, personally seen, 
presenting a policy. I resented these modern..,, half-baked's not the right 
word, but these synthetic type of policy presentations, because the public are 
entitled to see their man, whether it's a member or whether it's a leader, 
Leader of the Opposition or minister or Premier, as the case may be,, They're 
entitled to see him or her as he or she is, warts and all. It's up to them 
then to sell their story. But you'll notice over the last twenty years there's 
been a move to professionalise the presentation, and we've actually had 
elections held where the leader has not addressed a public meeting as such 

We had a number of very successful launches while I was the leader, in the 
Concert Hall. It gives you atmosphere. It's a bit of a strain for the leader 
because he's being televised for a very limited time and he's got to look 
reasonably good. If he can make his presentation without having to read the 
darn thing It means he's in front because he's looking at his audience in the 
theatre and if he's looking at the audience in the theatre or in the hail, in 
that case the Concert Hall, he's also looking at the viewers, because the same 
cameras from the audience will be looking at him at the same angle as the 
people are seeing. So after that twenty minutes, half an hour, whatever time 
they used to allot, which was very, very small when you're trying to get a 
policy speech across, the public have got a reasonable Idea of whether you're 
a capable person, and you're articulate and they form an opinion as to whether 
you know what to do and so on. Really it's getting that impression across. The 
detail of what you're saying, not too many of them listen, unfortunately. 

Also I favoured radio in my day, to TV. Not only was it cheaper but I formed 
the opinion that people retained more if it was radio. See when you're doing a 
radio thing, answering a question or making a speech, or presenting a 
viewpoint, the people have got to stop and think, what's he look like? Is he 
tall or is he short? All these sort of things, they've got to make up their 
mind and It relates probably to a press picture they've seen or a TV picture 
they've seen. The fact that they've got to pause and think awhile means that 
some of it is going to sink In. TV is very superficial. Apart from being very 
costly, very superficial, and is very brief, and can be very dangerous, 
because you can't develop a story, you can't develop a theme. If the first 
part of your sentence doesn't get the right message across, you're probably 
sunk, because you won't be able to correct it, you won't be able to embellish 
it. With radio, on the other hand, you usually get more time to develop the 
theme, plus the fact in those days radio was a godsend because it went 
throughout the whole of the State. The ABC in particular, some of the sessions 
they had, early morning sessions, went on to every farm tractor. They went up 
right through the North, whereas TV didn't in those days. It's different 
today, but even today radio has a tremendous impact in the mining areas, In 
the farming areas and in industrial areas. Wherever you go in factories, the 
radios are usually blaring out. It's surprising the number of them who use a 
radio station as distinct from tapes. So if you can get one that has the 
occasional news item or the occasional talkback thing, it's a much better 
medium. So I used to concentrate a lot on that. 

I regretted the days when most things were done with press handouts. You 
realise a big part of my parliamentary career we still dealt with journalists. 
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I was always very insistent on appearing to be what I was. I remember that 
classic statement amongst so many others of Churchill when he said, "Never try 
and be what ye ain't." It's an early lesson you've got to learn because you 
can't fool the people either as to your age or your capabilities in various 
directions. Don't pose as being an authority on a particular sport, when in 
fact you've probably never been near it in your life. You're just visiting It 
in the course of your parliamentary duties, all that sort of thing. But if you 
are good at it well the people will know that you're good at that particular 
thing and so on. So I always insisted on being allowed to campaign as myself. 
That often brought me in conflict with some people within the Liberal Party 
and with some of their professional advisers. 

The classic example, of course, when a party tried to make their leader what 
he wasn't, was in the days when Cohn Jamieson led the Labor Party in the '77 
election. They gave a presentation which was allegedly at a lunch, I think, 
which was supposed to be the policy speech. The poor man rarely appeared, but 
there was a lot of stuff coming out of this film which allegedly, or purported 
to be Jamieson's policy and Jamieson himself. Some of it wasn't even spoken by 
him. Now that was disastrous and I said so at the time, that Cohn Jamieson 
would be much more difficult for me to handle in that election if they'd have 
let him be himself, a good old-time honest-to-goodness rough-and-ready Labor 
bloke. I always found you could trust him. I always found that he was in the 
real Labor union mould, and there's nothing to be ashamed of in that. Don't 
forget that represents a lot of people. If he was portrayed as such, those 
people would feel they had to stick with their mate. He was one of us, sort of 
thing. But once they tried to pass him over as something else it rang of 
insincerity and it must have been a tremendous embarrassment. You remember 
that's the election where they got him to change his hairdo and things like 
glasses and all that sort of stuff. Well it doesn't get you anywhere. The 
Liberal Party, of course, Is just as bad. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 52 
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TAPE 52 SIDE B 

COURT The Liberal Party's just as bad; They're always falling for these 
wiles Instead of getting down to the basics; If they've got a leader who 
doesn't present well you've got to ask the question why have they got him, or 
why have the members got him? There must be some other reason, so let's put 
that up, warts and all, and say, "This is the man you've got; He's good for 
the following reasons." 

You might laugh at this one, but it's absolutely true; During that campaign 
[1977 Election] the Liberal Party got the panics because they were getting 
messages everywhere that Court was being portrayed as a wowser, a square, and 
Victorian; I don't mean Victoria, State of Victoria, but Queen Victoria [era] 
stuff; They really got the panics and they came to me and said, "Look we've 
arranged a few barbecues and we'll get you there with an apron on, drawing 
beer and doing these sorts of things that you do at barbecues; The first one's 
going to be next weekend, and we've arranged for the press to be there;" I 
said, "Well forget It. I'll still be there looking "Victorian", a square and a 
wowser! None of them are true, but still, if that's the image they're giving, 
tear up your budget You won't need a budget for this election, just go out 
and let it run. Let them run on the fact that: "just imagine the Premier's a 
square, he's Victorian and he's a wowser," because the average person out 
there wants to feel that their leader, the leader of their State, the man 
that's running their State, is a bit of a square, is a bit of a wowser, is a 
bit of a meanie, because he's the man minding the shop and they can all go off 
and have a good time knowing that he'll look after things. That's the other 
side of the coin. Believe it or not, tear up your budget we'll get a record 
vote!" 

I just stood firm on it and refused to get drawn into these cheapjack sort of 
things; The TV would have taken them, and the fact that Charles Court didn't 
have his coat on would have been a TV picture; That would have been the 
headline. Well that didn't impress me at all because one of my doctrines that 
I used to say to members: "Never be a jump ahead of fashions; Always be one 
behind, because the people expect you as a leader in the community to be a bit 
conservative. They don't want you to be out there in zoot suits and all that 
sort of stuff, with crazy hairdos and doing crazy things; They expect their 
member to be a little bit conservative, so If you're just one step behind It 
doesn't matter." 

So anyhow out of this particular incident, I said to the Liberals: "You'll 
find some wiser counsels in the Labor Party will wake up to this one and 
they'll drop that one like a hot cake and you'll never hear it again" You 
never have heard it again because it just ran true to what I said it would, 
namely people do expect their leader to be a little bit conservative and if he 
is a little bit behind the times in terms of fashions, well it's just too bad; 

Rd That candidate you had to take by the hand and encourage to 
campaign properly, did he ever come good as a campaigner? 

COURT Oh he held that seat for quite a long time; 

Rd But did he campaign in a way you approved of? 

COURT I don't think he ever campaigned with the vigour that Clive 
riff Giths would want him to campaign. His [Clive Griffiths] idea was that even 
if you had a seat like Nedlands, you got out and if it was your own you made 
it even more your own. With that I agree; I don't know what Clive's 
campaigning is these days. I can't Imagine he does what he used to do, but in 
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those days when he had to win his way into a seat that wasn't regarded as ours 
he put a new concept into campaigning, that these seats were winnable; It's a 
pity we didn't translate that more into Lower House seats, because he was 
predominantly involved with Upper House seats; 

RJ In that process of you as Premier going out and helping your 
various candidates, was there any policy to spend more time in what were 
considered marginal seats? 

COURT You had to split your time; Say you had five or six weeks; You had 
to split your time from Esperance, Albany, right through to Broome, Derby, 
Wyndham, and that's a mighty 1t of territory; Somehow or other we used to fit 
It In and don't forget keep the State going too; When I was a senior minister 
I was carrying a lot of responsibility and when I was Premier it was even 
worse. But t had a great team of people around me and the ministers were all 
very loyal and they knew that they weren't to take any risks during election 
time by having rushes of blood to the head and making themselves great 
statesmen only to fall flat on their face the next day. They were always a 
little bit careful and they'd check out; I don't think you'd remember many 
cases where we had problems in my day, or in David Brand's day, of people 
doing stupid things in the middle of a campaign; We used to have more trouble 
with our federal people doing and saying things right in the middle of our 
campaign and not thinking about us, forgetting that something in Queensland 
might have repercussions in Western Australia and so on. 

RJ Can you think of an example? 

COURT Well, of course, the classic one was when McLarty was running for 
the 1956 election. We were in opposition at the time and even Hawke had 
conceded that they hadn't done too well in that three years compared with 
McLarty/Watts in the 1 47- 1 53 period. It looked as though we were going to get 
back into government quickly there. Right in the middle of that Menzies pulled 
that horror budget. We never recovered from that, because that's the famous 
picture of Bert Hawke walking up Kalgoorlie Station early in the morning 
waving the morning paper. He said, "I've got the election results here," 
because it was the announcement by Menzies of this horror budget right in the 
middle of our campaign. It didn't matter how logical it was and how necessary 
it was, the fact is the public don't think that way; It was very easy for 
Hawke then to pluck that election right out of the jaws of defeat, you might 
say. 

That was one back in those days, but later on in;;n Gorton was always one who 
used to cause us a lot of trouble. Billy McMahon wouldn't intend to, but he 
did used to make it difficult for us at times; Billy Snedden the same; They 
would mean to be cooperative but Fraser, of course, just didn't seem to 
realise that our strength was his strength; He didn't seem to understand, and 
the federal people yet haven't got the message that If their people are strong 
In the States they Invariably win. They don't seem to get that message, they 
seem to be going the other way, even more SO; 

So we had to be very careful of them; We used to do our darndest to warn them; 
Some of their better ones used to keep very closely in touch and saved us from 
quite a few disasters, especially if their Parliament was sitting because it 
makes it possible for the opposition to ask questions of a Liberal government 
that are intended to embarrass [their Liberal State colleagues] and, of 
course, they have a currency right throughout Australia; But in your own State 
you can imagine the burden on a leader who's trying to cover the whole State, 
trying to support individual members where necessary in the process of getting 
a policy across; 
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You might not recall, but if you look at the books that we used to publish 
before every election reporting on what we'd done and then what we were going 
to do, there were always two policies. We used to issue one for the southern 
part of the State and then have a special policy for north of the 26th 
parallel. There was good reason for that because their interests are very 
often different and also the personalities are different, the culture is 
different, whether you like it or not. So you've got to talk in a different 
idiom. You've got to talk about different things; you've got to give priority 
to different things. But we became quite famous for those books we published 
on what we'd done. Don't forget our policy document for each election was a 
very long document. Some people used to laugh at it, but there was a purpose. 

First of all if people wanted to know you could say, "There it Is." Then the 
moment the election was over, I used to set up a person or persons who were 
responsible for auditing the document and making a quarterly report to Cabinet 
on what we'd done with each of the items. The idea was to get as many of those 
things out of the way in the first year and then tidy up some in the second 
year. There's some that hadn't been done that might have to be shaved down a 
bit or changed a bit because of circumstances, but always say what you'd done 
and why you'd done it. Then start to intrude some new ideas. Don't wait for 
the next election, because if you run it right you're in full flight when you 
come to the election. You haven't come to a dead halt and then all of a sudden 
you come up with a new package of things. People could be much more critical 
of governments, of saying, "Why all this rush of blood now? With an election 
you're going to do all these things. Why weren't you doing it last week?" But 
if you are doing it and then you're going to carry that forward with some 
other ideas, you're in a very strong position and you feel comfortable. 

I always felt comfortable at elections. I can't recall an election where I was 
apologising for what we hadn't done. We mightn't have got quite as far as we 
wanted to or quite as big as we wanted to, but we were always in the right 
direction, or previous to this we had explained why there was a change of 
direction and for good reason. So the election time didn't become the crisis 
time. You weren't wringing your hands and biting your nails and all that sort 
of thing, worried about having to have a lot of apologia for things that you 
should have done anyhow. It makes it much simpler [if you've performed]. 

Also when you're holding a high office like a senior minister or Leader of the 
Opposition or the Premier, you want to get some sleep. Although you don't want 
much, you've got to have regular sleep. I was blessed that I only had about 
four hours at any time, but it was good sleep. You can't have good sleep if 
your mind is running around like a tin of worms with the things that you 
should have done and that you haven't done. Like the thing in the Prayer Book: 
"I've left things undone that I should have done," or something like that. I 
forget what it was but I used to recite this particular part of it to my 
colleagues, say: "You don't have to go making those great confessions. You're 
not perfect because there's a lot of things that you don't do as well as you 
could have done, but you can try, and demonstrate that you are trying and that 
you have done the best that circumstances permitted." The public are 
surprisingly good as long as you keep talking to them. That's the secret. Once 
the election's over, have this person - and in my case I always used to 
appoint the Secretary to Cabinet who was a member of Parliament, of course, to 
have the responsibility every quarter to report to Cabinet and give him his 
moment of glory at one Cabinet meeting every quarter when he reported on what 
had been done and what hadn't been done, what was dragging its feet. Of 
course, It gave the other ministers then a chance to jockey some of the others 
along a bit, where they weren't going as fast as they should. 
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It's amazing how much you can get rid of in the first year. You can't finish 
it all, but it's started and established, so it's going to go anyhow; it's 
going to be done. Then you can take the pressure off that and get on to 
something else. But by the second year you've got to start to generate new 
things so that when you come up to your last year you're in full flight with a 
brand new set of things, and at the same time able to report on what you did 
before; 

I found government was a fairly relaxed sort of thing, heavy pressure in terms 
of physical and mental demands, but it was not a stressful thing if you were 
on top of things as you should be. But it all comes back to this campaigning 
thing. You ask this particular question, but I don't know if you had in mind 
the magnitude of the task of going from south right through to north, bearing 
in mind that during my eight years as Premier we, for all three elections, 
held the seat of Plibara, which had all those mining towns and all those 
railways and ports. Normally you'd say we wouldn't have a chance in hell of 
winning, and we held that for three consecutive elections with a candidate 
named Brian Sodeman (S 0 D E M A N) a superb member. He wasn't always the most 
popular one with his colleagues. He did everything straight down the line. He 
was always confronting his electors in this very demanding electorate. You've 
no idea how big it is. In those days it didn't have all the good roads that 
it's got today, and moving around in his caravan that he had, he became quite 
a personality. Everyone knew when he was in towns 

The caravan, by the way, he used to have to have to keep the expenses down, 
because they didn't get the allowances they get now, and it wasn't always he 
could go into a town and have a supporter who was prepared to give him 
accommodation 

But there are about nine mining towns there, you know, and [four] ports, and 
they're not the easiest to campaign in. It was a classic case of a person who 
was identified with his electorate, who talked to his electors, who was known 
by his electors. Thanks to him when 1 used to go to Mount Newman, I used to 
have a union shop steward who used to take me around, Including up to the mine 
face in his car with a Liberal sticker on It! That's due to Sodeman; These 
people felt comfortable with him. He was a genuine chap, very strongly 
involved with his church; 

Another example, all the rules that some people would tell you were defied by 
Sodeman, because he would appear to some people to be a real square and he was 
a very serious sort of chap, but the very sincerity of him and the performance 
of the man came through. He had a Seventh Day Adventist background, and he had 
a wife who was a Roman Catholic before she married him, but she became 
involved as a Seventh Day Adventist, In fact he's in the Eastern States at the 
moment and is working within their organisation; I knew he always had this 
magnet that was going to draw him away from the parliamentary system back into 
something to do with the church. But before he went into Parliament he had 
experience as a contractor and as a worker; He knew both sides of the coin as 
a proprietor and as an employee, as a capable chap. 

It is a classic example for any political party to study and see what a member 
should do to hold a seat; Not only win it, but hold a seat that on the surface 
would appear to be unwinnable, bearing in mind from what I've told you there's 
no great oasis of normal conservative supports The few pastoralists in the 
area were swallowed up by one mining operation. 

I'd better get back to where you were on about campaigning. But this is all 
part of the scheme. 
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The other thing that I found served me in good stead was that so far as the 
north was concerned during the whole of my career while we were in opposition, 
from '53 to '59 and right through until I finished as Premier, I was always in 
and out of the area in the days, of course, when the fastest thing we had was 
a DC3 and used to do all of those services on the "milk runs". It was not 
funny going up to Derby and up to Broome, then on to Wyndham and back. You 
were not quite sure where you finished up on one of these milk run trips. It 
didn't seem any great hardship because you were meeting new people all the 
time and in some ways you were campaigning as you travelled. But I always made 
it my business to be in the Kimberley in the wet season. Other times as well, 
but always in the wet season and particularly just before Christmas when the 
"wet" was building up, rather like a boil coming to a head. 

One thing you could be sure of in those days, there was no air conditioning in 
hotels and there was no jet aircraft and no pressurised aircraft. The DC3 was 
not pressurised; couldn't fly very high. So it was pretty, pretty rough and 
you weren't quite sure who you were going to have when you were sitting in one 
of those planes. They were probably taking half a dozen Aborigines from a 
mission from one place to another and you'd get rid of that lot and you'd get 
another lot. So you weren't quite sure who you were going to have as 
passengers in these planes. The hostesses and crews were absolutely 
marvellous. It was an era that was quite unique and fitted in very nicely with 
our early campaigning. 

But you've no idea what value it was to me that I was always in the areas in 
the hot times as well as that lovely winter time when they should not pay you 
to be there; it's so pleasant. Whereas the other times it can get pretty 
rough. But if you were there, whether you were attending a local government 
meeting, or you were attending the local school break-up or something of that 
kind, and you were there at that time, when the electric storms were starting 
or the temperatures were starting to come up to this almost unbearable type of 
heat, [you earned your "Brownie Points"]. 

Of course, I was very fortunate because Rita doesn't mind the heat, and so she 
went with me quite often to the North and was able to be seen there. She 
enjoyed it, because she was just a natural. She's hopeless with the political 
situation but she's just natural with the CWA, the Girl Guides, the local 
[community] organisations whatever they might be. So it was the fact again she 
was seen there. 

The fact that we were there at some of these rather less pleasant times, it's 
all part of a total pattern. Because you were there at those times, when the 
election came they didn't say to you: "Where were you during the wet?" and so 
on, because it was known that you were there. It was a inonty to a gooseberry 
that your opponents (especially the people coming up from Perth to represent 
them) hadn't been there for any of the wet season if at all in between the 
elections. You know the old story that there's no substitute for performance. 
If you've been there and you've done It, well no-one can take it away from 
you. 

I encouraged the ministers to do the same as part of this campaigning 
business. We were able to boast that during the period that I was Premier 
there was never a working day when there wasn't at least one minister north of 
the 26th parallel. Some of them, of course, more than others, I might add, but 
there was never less than one minister north of the 26th parallel every 
working day. The equivalent, rather, of every working day. There might be some 
days when there weren't any, but then other times when you'd have half a 
dozen. That In itself was building up a score that people couldn't take away 
from you and when you came to election time it was a very comforting thought 
that you didn't have to apologise. I'm afraid our people haven't been as 
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meticulous with that. You've got to literally keep a score card on it, bearing 
in mind the PEOPLE are ENTITLED to it; They're entitled to it. You OWE it to 
them If you want to be their representative. 

What's more you learn so much. When you're talking to, say, Halls Creek, or 
Nullagine, or Marble Bar, or Wyndham or any of these people, you're talking to 
a different situation to anything you can re-enact even down the farming areas 
of the south, or even Kalgoorlie, and certainly has NO relationship to the 
South West or to your metropolitan area. You get into the mind of these people 
with their problems. It's amazing what you can do for them, and most of them 
don't ask very much. What they really ask for is a genuine concern. 

R1) You spoke of your football team-type meeting [laughs] where you 
got your candidates together and laid down the basic rules; We have an insight 
into some of them, but what would have been the rules you set down for 
candidates? 

COURT Well very much the things that I've talked to you about, because 
if you analyse them you'll find they're very basic, they're very simple and 
they're not very costly, except in effort; A bit of fatigue, maybe a little 
bit of abuse you get on occasions, but you notice none of those involve a lot 
of money in terms of advertising and that sort of thing, because they're very 
much personal things. If you're not prepared to make that sacrifice, all the 
advertising In the world won't get you very far. Remember the case in my own 
first election with the amount of money in the almost surgical skill with 
which Noel Symington ran his campaign. Everything was mounted in logical 
sequence, you see, and it still didn't get the votes. I think in the end it 
cost over ten pounds a vote if you measure it in those terms; So it's not 
money necessarily. That's another side of the coin. 

When you're talking to candidates in that sort of football coach-type address, 
you don't talk about the party overriding advertising and that type of thing 
so much. They always explain that to them and they bring the experts along to 
say, "Now this is what we're going to do; This complements what the leader's 
been talking about," and so on, so they know what overriding campaign they've 
got to dovetail in. It's very important that they talk the same language and 
sing the same song as their leader. So that's one of the things you do on the 
day. But these sort of football coach-type of things that you talk about, they 
are very much the things I've been talking to you about: personal Involvement, 
personal canvassing, personal attendance at functions, personal attendance at 
shopping centres. Being prepared to talk to people. Don't get Irritated when 
you're tired and somebody asks you a crazy question; There's always the 
temptation to say, "Oh that's a stupid question; you shouldn't ask it;" Okay 
it might be stupid, but they either purposely want it to irritate or they 
didn't think it was stupid. In either case you don't get any marks by telling 
them it was stupid. You've just got to stay with it. 

The other thing that I used to always inculcate into them: you're learning all 
the time. You know the slow old chap who might in a doddering sort of a way 
want to tell you about some experience he had, you never know he might just 
happen to be the fellow who has had the experience that you need; You've lost 
nothing by [listening to him], as long as he's not deliberately trying to 
waste your time. Also don't forget if you spend a bit of time with him, he's 
the sort of fellow that's got the time to go and talk to other people, and the 
fact that you were the candidate who did respond [will be remembered]; It's 
all of these very simplistic things. 



TAPE 52/B COURT 666 

Just like once we got an election over, all the new members used to always 
come in and I used to have a briefing. David Brand used to get me to do this, 
even while 1 was his deputy and he was the Premier; While I was Premier 1 
always used to do it myself and give them a briefing of the does and don'ts of 
being a member. 

END OF TAPE 52 SIDE B 
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TAPE 53 SIDE A 

RJ And what were they? 

COURT Well very much the things that dear old Norbert Keenan taught me., 
only in a more modern form; We didn't talk about taking the horse out of the 
shafts and things like that; But his advice about the collection in your right 
hand pocket and all that sort of stuff is just as relevant today as it was a 
hundred years ago. 

The main thing was to remind them to get to grips with the anatomy of their 
electorate; They'd learnt a lot during the campaign, they'd contacted a lot of 
peoples Okay, they start winning the next election straight away and they then 
set about understanding the anatomy of their electorate even better than they 
did before, making sure they had to build up strong pockets of support all 
around the electorate whether it was in churches, sporting bodies and 
community groups and the likes Then to impress on them the fact there's no 
substitute for personal appearance'; You can have all the reasons in the world, 
but there Is no substitute for personal appearance; Don't always be at the top 
of the apology list when the P and C people meet, make sure you're there; Even 
if you have to leave earlier than the meeting [finished] to go to another 
meeting they'll understand, but if you're an apology and you're not going to 
come along, say, later on in the meeting; .r It's all right if they can say, 
"Look the local member will be here in half an hour's time, or an hour's time 
because he's at another meeting, people understand. If they just apologise 
and he's not going to be there at all, well that doesn't get you anywhere; 
Often better they don't apologise. 

You go through all of these things: their dress, their speech; One golden rule 
they had was whenever they're going to anything, whether it's a 21st birthday 
or whether it's a Sunday school anniversary, whether it's a fête, or anything 
at all, they had to rehearse in their mind the speech they were going to make 
because the guest of honour had dropped dead or didn't arrive or something; I 
said it will happen ever so often when you get there, the man who was supposed 
to give the main speech or some other person who was to do something [isn't 
there], and they'll assume that because you're a member of Parliament you can 
make a speech at the drop of the hanky; you don't need notice; 

Well you don't stand up and stutter and stammer and say, "I didn't know about 
this; This has been forced on me," spend the first twenty minutes explaining 
why you're no damn good anyhow, but you're straight into it. They'll find out 
that you didn't have any notice and then the word will go around how good you 
are. But you don't stand up and say, "I didn't get any notice;" Maybe the 
president will say, "Look Mr Jones has dropped dead," or "he's been carted to 
hospital," or "his wife's going to have a baby and he can't attend, but 
without any warning the local member's agreed to be our guest speaker," or 
"move a vote of thanks," or do something of that kind. Well you get double 
marks. You get brownie points for it; You don't apologise for the fact that 
you haven't had notice, you're just into it, and you do a good job; All you've 
got to do while you're going there Is rehearse in your mind, what would I do, 
say, if I had to do this, this, this or this? 

They're all very elementary things that you'd tell them, but they're all very 
necessary. Some of them [laughs] even stop me today and remind me about these 
things and they laugh about it; 

By the way, some of the members who were re-elected used to present themselves 
for the second time for this briefing. It used to impress some of the new  
ones; Although they'd had three years practical experience they still would 
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present themselves. But that's the part of a leader; Either him or somebody 
else has got to do it. Des O'Neil was very good at helping these people with 
their little electorate problems while he was my deputy; He was the sort of 
person you felt very comfortable with, Des, giving them a bit of advice, how 
to handle a problem. He might even go with them and help them with it, because 
he was very experienced and very capable with this sort of thing; He was a 
nice person, with his schoolteacher/schoolmaster background; Don't forget he 
was schoolmaster up at Roebourne, I think, so he had that sort of experience-. 

RU Did that virtual induction session also cover behaviour in 
Parliament itself? 

COURT Yes; It used to warn them about excesses and not lowering the 
standards of the Parliament; They didn't all take notice of it; 1 was always 
very insistent on the dress in the dining room of our members, and the dress 
of our members In the Parliament, because you've got people coming all the 
time; You've got schoolchildren coming and so on. I believe that they [the 
members] should set the example; It's the old story being one pace behind the 
fashion sort of thing. It was Premier Dowding who used to appear at most 
extraordinary places, which I thought was very bad taste, not only without a 
coat, but with a short-sleeved shirt. Okay, there's some people might say, 
"Well that's good democratic stuff," but the average person didn't. 

Strangely enough, it's the people mainly in the working families who expect 
the member to have a standard; More of the rich people that take all sorts of 
liberties in more ways than one, they're the ones who are more likely to 
surrender standards. I've had tremendous respect for the working families, the 
average tradesman/technician-type people; You will find that they expect a 
higher standard from leaders than some other people do, and it's a good thing. 
1 used to ask them to identify this. 

It was at that time I used to always tell them about not trying to make a fool 
out of somebody who didn't perform, coming back to my father and his 
admonition of me when I tried to take advantage of the young chap who made a 
mess of his cornet solo; Well I never forgot it; I like to feel that it did 
have some Influence on our people. I won't name them but there were several 
people, all except two were on the Labor side, so we did have them ourselves; 
I believe that we had to respect them too, because in every case where that 
happened on the Labor side, they were all basically decent people. It was just 
that they hadn't had the background, they hadn't got the education, they 
hadn't got the experience, and they were really out of their depth; There was 
nothing to be gained in making a monkey out of them because they had failed 
to perform; I like to look back on some of those, because they got a worse 
time from their own people than they did from ours; Hopefully it was because 
of the example I set, because I used to say to our people when we had this 
briefing session that, "One day you'll get up there and you won't be able to 
think of a single word to say. You'll just be completely blank - either 
through nerves or the fact that you haven't done your homework, or somebody 
throws in a slick question you can't answer - you'll be left floundering; This 
is when the team effort will come to your aid; It only wants one of your 
members who's sitting there if he's part of the team to just ask you an 
innocent, innocuous question while you get a chance to sort yourself out, or 
by interjection divert the smart alec attack back against the person who 
perpetrated It. That's what teamwork's all about-;" 

I can't recall anyone who didn't attend these things; They all seemed to be 
very anxious to comes Again it was part of a training thing; There would be 
times during a parliamentary session when you might have to deal with some 
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people individually, who'd forgotten what they'd been told, and remind them 
that they couldn't expect support from the team unless they were part of the 
team; 

RJ Did you ever have anyone who said to you, "Go jump I'll behave 
how I wish"? 

COURT No, no. It all depends how you do these things; Don't forget if 
You're performing yourself you've got some right to demand these things if 
you're the leader. But they would have known they wouldn't have got any change 
from their colleagues at all; That was one of the reasons why having this 
briefing session at the start of every new Parliament in some ways established 
your own authority [and standards] quite apart from the party room. I regarded 
it as very important; 

RJ An interview with Sir Charles Court held at the Alexander Library 
Building on 26th March 1991; 

Sir Charles we've finished our discussion on campaigning for Parliament etc;, 
but it reminded you of an episode regarding Charlie Smith, the Mayor of 
Nedi ands. 

COURT Well Charlie Smith was a remarkable man. He made no bones about 
the fact that he was "Laborish"; that was to use his phrase, and his wife used 
the same. I respected that because, as you know, I was brought up in a 
different atmosphere to what I spent my adult and married and subsequent life 
in. But when I first stood for Nedlands I was rather shocked to find that he 
was not supporting me as the local candidate because Dave Grayden couldn't be 
regarded as a local candidate; Because of my association with Cyril Dudley and 
Jack Milner and people like that I would have taken It for granted that 
Charlie Smith would have been right behind me However information came to me 
fairly soon in the piece that he was not only not supporting me, but he was 
rather noisy and outspoken as Charlie could be in his support of Grayden; Some 
of the things that he was saying were quite dangerous from my point of view 
and quite incorrect. 

The only thing to do in a case like that is to confront the person; It's no 
good getting somebody else to do it, or to assume that it will go away or it 
doesn't matter. So I went to his home by appointment and told him very frankly 
that I was concerned about the attitude he was adopting; He was free to 
support anybody he liked, but I felt that as a very prominent councillor that 
he would want to have the right facts, especially as I was a ratepayer in 
Nedl ands and so on. Well he responded quite well, as I found subsequently 
would be his custom. He didn't change his support to me, but I'm certain from 
then onward that he didn't say these things that were quite untrue and quite 
damaging, and his support was on a fair and proper basis. After all people are 
free to support a candidate, either because of personal association or because 
they feel they can do a better job or something of that kind, bearing in mind, 
of course, there was no Labor candidate at that stage; This was one of those 
campaigns that because of Noel Symington starting so early, it went on and on 
and on like the brook; 

Incidentally Noel Symington died a couple of days ago; He was the husband of 
the famous Ann Symington who was the headmistress of St Mary's School; I think 
it's St Mary's isn't it? 
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Rd I'm not sure; 

COURT Anyhow she was a wonderful person, she really was. But he died a 
Ways ago; 

That election passed, of course, and I was duly elected; Charlie Smith from 
then onward maintained a very proper relationship with me which became a 
rather warm relationship; 

He was a classic example of a person who really believed In local government 
being above party politics He wouldn't tolerate any party politics in 
Nedlands when it was a road board, when it was a shire council, and then when 
it became a city. I gave him full marks for this; He was a good councillor and 
he was a good mayor. His methods were slightly unorthodox for a salubrious 
suburb like Nedlands, which, as you know, has rather remarkable boundaries and 
a rather remarkable diversity of areas; 

I don't know if you know how that happened, but it's quite an interesting 
exercise as to how it happened, to have this strange area that goes all the 
way from the Nedlands/Dalkeith river foreshore right through to the ocean in 
this fairly narrow swathe of land right through there. There's a good reason 
for that that's not to the credit of either Claremont or Subiaco in former 
days 

But he adopted a very proud, almost arrogant attitude towards what he used to 
refer to as 'my town'. He would have no compunction if somebody wasn't keeping 
their place in good order as he did his tour of his ward when he was a 
councillor, or as a mayor when he was the mayor, he had no compunction at all 
[laughs] about going into the people and saying, "This is a disgrace to my 
town." To the best of my knowledge I can't remember anyone who ever threatened 
to throw him out or anything like that. They used to take it seriously as 
though it was his right; There's a couple of places In Waratah Avenue at the 
moment quite frankly, if Charlie Smith was around they wouldn't be tolerated. 

Today you don't get the same degree of upkeep of places in Nedlands, Hollywood 
and right through that area as you did In earlier days, firstly because most 
people who lived in those places owned them and there's a certain amount of 
pride in your own place; Secondly today there are a lot of those houses are 
owned as investment, so you've got people living there who don't have the 
same respect for them; Not far from where I live there's one place that 
changes hands quite often. We've had anything up to six young people living in 
there. You'd have half a dozen cars parked indiscriminately outside and the 
lawns and other things in the front are an absolute disgrace; I can tell you 
In Charlie Smith's day, even if they did have six young people there living in 
this place on a rental basis, he'd have no compunction about going in and 
saying: "This is a disgrace to my town; I used to give him full marks for It; 

We appeared a lot together in different places and we became very close 
friends In a genuine, warm sort of a way; I had a lot of pleasure out of 
making a submission through the Governor to the Queen for him to get an OBE. 
People found that rather strange, because they assumed that because of Charlie 
Smith always making great protestations, even to the finish, that he was 
"Laborish",... That was his phrase, "Laborish"; He was a great supporter of 
John Tonkin and he made no bones about this; People got something of a shock 
when they knew, of course, that the recommendation would have to come from me 
through the Governor to the Queen for him to get that OBE; Now he earned that, 
he deserved that, for his work for local government I had no qualms about 
that at all, because no-one could dispute the fact that for all of those years 
from a road board, shire council, right through to a city, that he'd served 
that district well. 
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I'll give you an example; In that Dalkeith part of what is now the City of 
Nedlands, you had some councillors there led by Charlie Smith who deliberately 
wanted the rates for their particular ward pushed up a little so that they 
could have better facilities such as trees, better roads, better kerbs and 
that sort of thing. It's a classic example that if you want to set an example 
you've got to do it at the top, give leadership at the top. Now whether he was 
"Laborish" or anything else it didn't matter, the fact is that he was an 
advocate of investing in the future, so that you did have better trees, better 
roads, better kerbs, and better drainage and that type of thing; The parts of 
Nedlancis where they had wards, where the councillors used to boast about 
having the lowest rates under the old system, they had the worst wards and 
they've never really recovered. Those districts could have been exactly the 
same as the other ones had they been prepared to set the standard at the 
start, because people respond to standards; Somebody's got to set a standard, 
whether it's in a family, whether it's in a community; That's why Charlie 
Smith was a great civic leader; He was prepared to go to people and say, "Look 
if you want to live in the best part of Australia, somebody's got to spend 
some money so that you can have better roads, better kerbs, better trees and 
the like, and better reserves and have them properly developed;" He made no 
bones about that at all; 

So when the time came and some of the councillors had a chat with me about it, 
I had no problems at all because he was worthy of it and I've never known 
anyone to be so excited about It; You'd have thought he had been knighted 
twice over. But also, like so many of the old time Labor people, he was a 
great royalist: very much a queen's man or a king's man, as the case may be; 
That in itself, of course, has an impact on a person's attitude not only to 
themselves, but also to the community in which they live; 

So I can speak with some feeling about Charlie; If he had a gripe about 
something, he'd turn up at your house. [chuckles] He'd make no bones about it. 
That again I appreciated; There was never any half message with it. It was 
always straight down the line; That's what it was all about and if you felt he 
was wrong you could tell him, and he was sufficiently intelligent to respond; 

He was a builder, by the way, in the old style. He didn't go for building 
high-rise or anything like that, but he concentrated on houses, schools and 
hospitals, like country hospitals, two storey at the most, and schools, that 
type of thing, and he had a good reputation; He was a great advocate of doing 
it right the first time; That used to be a great slogan. Of course, most of 
the master craftsmen in the old days used to have this slogan when they were 
teaching their apprentices: "Do it right the first time." Whether it was 
woodworking, whether It was metal, whether it was a painting, whatever it 
might be: "Do it right the first time." So Charlie really thought that way; 
His mentality was that of a master craftsman really and he transposed that 
Into being a good councillor and a good mayor of the city, always remaining 
"Laborish," but on the other hand very even-handed and very insistent, very 
Jealous in fact of keeping party politics out of local government; 

RJ As you've raised it, what do you think of that policy? 

COURT Well I'm very strongly for it, but I'm afraid it's being weakened 
all the time because of the way some people want to manipulate local 
government. The trend all the time, of course, to adult franchise within local 
government gets away from the idea of the people who pay the rates, who 
finance the local government, having the say in the local authority; As that 
drifts Into the distance you'll find even more pressure for party politics to 
intrude; It won't be for the betterment of local government; We've had some 
wonderful local government In this State, especially in remote areas; I used 
to feel good when I was a minister, and then more particularly when I was 
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Premier, to know that everywhere from Esperance to Wyndham, even In places 
like Marble Bar and Nullagine and some of these very, very remote areas, 
there's somebody who cares, there's somebody responsible about the very basic 
local things. Not only the things that directly concern then under their 
statute, but because of their Interest In being local councillors they also 
had somebody amongst them, If they saw something that was beyond their 
responsibility that was going wrong that could influence their area, they 
would have no compunction about reporting it So it's a very important thing 
having local government being on a very local basis. 

You don't get away with too much in a local authority; The bigger cities maybe 
It's more remote, but in truly local authorities you don't get away with too 
much for too long; People will soon rise up In anger and do something about 
It. So I used to feel very good about it and I was very insistent as far as I 
could be on keeping party politics out of it; There were times when the 
Liberal Party was tempted to get involved because of what the Labor Party was 
doing, and I said, "Don't; Leave them identified as politicising it in a 
party-political way. If you play your cards right you'll do much better with 
the rest of the electorate who won't necessarily be Liberal, but they will be 
conservative in the broader sense of conservatism and they won't like the 
harsh endorsement by Labor;" 

You'll notice that Labor has pulled back many times from endorsing candidates, 
officially endorsing candidates; That's the reason, that they found it 
boomeranged against them in local government; 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 53 
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RJ Sir Charles what is the story behind the boundaries of Nedlands 
that you raised? 

COURT Well you look at the map; it's got no rhyme nor reason. You start 
at the river end, Nedlands, Dalkeith, and you go through in this fairly narrow 
swathe of land right through there, and you finish up in Mt Claremont and over 
to Swanbourne Beach. By coincidence they also have the nude beach there, much 
to the embarrassment of Nedlands! But if you look at It, you go down one side 
with Claremont and you find some funny little twiggles on the boundary of 
Claremont. That's where they brought in an odd property that paid rates. So 
all they had to do was just put a little boundary along that, so that remained 
in Claremont. Then you go down the other side, the eastern side, and there's 
no rhyme nor reason in that part of Subiaco, which is on the eastern side of 
Broadway, including the university. If ever that should be in any place at all 
it's in Nedlands. It makes good sense for that to be in Nedlands, but it's not 
and I don't suppose it ever will be really under the present law because of 
the difficulty in getting boundaries changed. Subiaco hangs on to that. In 
some ways it's an oddity. 

You carry straight on following that line. You then head off to Mt Claremont 
and you finish up at Swanbourne. Now when the boundaries were struck, that 
area was predominantly of no great rating value and it was a burden to 
Claremont on the one side and Subiaco on the other side. So they very smartly 
decided that they'd draw the boundaries for Claremont on the one side, with 
these funny little twiggles, and Subiaco on the other side going right down to 
the river on the eastern side of Broadway. All this no-man's land in between 
that was not earning any rates, they'd then get that made into a road board. 
That's how it became a road board, because in those days it was thought to be 
hopeless and today, of course, that's all now Nedlands, Dalkeith, right 
through to Mt Claremont, through to the beach at Swanbourne. So it accounts 
for the strange boundary, the strange shape of it. It's almost a case of the 
new creation becoming more salubrious and more valuable than the people who 
cast it off; 

RJ And you were going to add something about Mrs Smith, the lady 
mayoress. 

COURT Well Flo was quite a remarkable person; She was a very loyal wife 
and mother and a lovely person and a fine citizen, a great churchwoman; 
Church of Christ if I recall correctly. She was just a very decent, wholesome 
sort of a person, no airs and graces; The perfect foil, the perfect wife for 
Charlie Smith, and very, very active in the district with Charles Smith and 
with her own things from the church and other things. Very much a family 
person. 

Over the years as we moved about more and more and I became established as the 
member and Charles Smith was working towards being the head of the shire and 
then the mayor, we naturally had to attend lots of functions together. Rita 
and Flo, they were absolutely marvellous together. They both liked the nice 
things when there was some nice food at the Nedlands Methodist Ladies' Guild 
and all of these things. They were quite famous that they never rejected 
anything good to eat and the like and they were always full of fun, and both 
very approachable people. So it was a very happy relationship. 

We keep in close touch with Flo now. When I say close, several times a year we 
make contact one way or the other because there's so many things happened 
together, with Charles and myself, and Flo and Rita; But she deserves a lot of 
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the credit for the good that Charles Smith did because she was the perfect 
foil; Charlie could go off the handle at the drop of the hanky and Flo could 
sort of hold his hand and keep things under control and it was a perfect 
arrangement. 

RJ Well, now to get to 1953 and your entry into the Parliament; 
You've told us very clearly on more than one occasion that you went into 
Parliament with only two terms In your rninth Regardless of that did you have 
any ambition at all? When you went into Parliament were you thinking I want to 
be a minister one day? 

COURT I never had that conscious thought when I lined Up; When I went 
Into Parliament it was logical to assume that McLarty could very easily have 
been returned as Premier and so I'd have gone in as a backbench member behind 
a well-established government; That put you a fair way behind scratch, because 
those that are already there, they naturally have some advantages, some 
preferred position, either in their own mind or in the mind of their leader or 
the party generally; Therefore it's not unusual if you become a backbencher in 
a well -established government that you haven't got much future anyhow for 
quite a way ahead; 

As it happened, of course, McLarty wasn't returned and Hawke became the 
Premier with a Labor government, admittedly with only a very small majority; I 
found myself confronted with a completely different bailgame; Had they been in 
government (that's the Liberals been in government) with the Country Party, 
and gone on for another three year term it would have been very easy for me to 
go back to business because it's most unlikely that I would have become a 
minister under that situation; There would have been so many lined up ready to 
take their place as vacancies occurred and they would have considered that 
they had preferment over me; So that's purely academic as to what would have 
happened; But it would have been much easier if they'd have been in government 
and then I'd have done my two terms that I promised and I could have just 
slipped out as a nonentity and gone back to making some money! But it didn't 
work out like that; 

I found myself in a quite different situation and I hadn't thought this one 
out very well. I found myself in a situation where we were in opposition and 
some rather embittered people within the Opposition, Liberals and the National 
Party (Country Party as it was then) some of them - not many of them, but some 
of them almost tried to blame rue for the fact they were in opposition because 
I'd waged such a vigorous campaign to win Nedlands. I gave them no change at 
all; That was my job to win Nedlands; The party had to get Nedlands back into 
the hands of an endorsed Liberal; 

RJ But what were they saying? What were they blaming you for? 

COURT They were saying (and I might add not very openly so I had to 
confront a few of them) that because I'd waged such a strong campaign and got 
so much publicity for Nedlands, that I had detracted from other parts of the 
campaign. If I hadn't put so much effort into that and attracted so much 
manpower of my own into that, that could have been out working in other seats 
and instead of having a majority of one against them they could have had at 
least a majority of one in their favour; So they felt rather bitter about it 
I never accepted it and I wasn't prepared to accept it and the party head 
office never accepted it either; But it made it very difficult for me with one 
or two people. 
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1 have to remind you, of course, of what I told you, that Arthur Watts, 
although it was none of his business as the leader of the Country Party, 
actually made very strong overtures to me to abandon Nedlands (because he had 
a cosy deal on with Dave Grayden) and for me to stand for Leederville; Why 
Leederville I don't know. All they could invent was that I was there as a 
little boy; I don't know what that had to do with it. Others from within the 
Liberal Party also made overtures to me to stand for Leederville (they seemed 
to have made up their mind that Leederville was the seat that I should stand 
for) and in some other cases not to stand at all; With that in mind you 
realise that there was just a little bit of feeling there; It's in that 
atmosphere as the new boy in the class I came in; 

Now I have to say that Ross McLarty from the day I was elected couldn't have 
been more helpful, couldn't have been better; In fact during the time that he 
was the leader he kept giving me more and more responsibilities and was 
talking to me more and more to get my views on things and would often ring me 
up at home on particular issues; I know on one occasion in talking to Sir 
Frank Richardson from Melbourne that Sir Ross said, "Court will be the future 
leader." That was as early as those days when I was In opposition; So I 
couldn't fault Ross McLarty from that time I got into Parliament 

You have to realise that in those earlier days during the election when he was 
trying to distance himself from me, it wasn't him personally who was adopting 
that attitude, it was under a lot of pressure from within the parliamentary 
side Of Parliament. Not from the organisational side, but from within the 
parliamentary side, and particularly from the Country Party under the 
influence of A F Watts; 

Rd Just start at the beginning though; When the day came that you 
were sworn in as a member, can you remember your feelings on that day? 

COURT I had a feeling of great responsibility because of the 
friimnstances under which I'd come into Parliament; Whilst I hadn't 

consciously thought of being a minister, I had been advised by Sir Ross 
McDonald when I talked to him about standing and I think I mentioned that - 
he was the first one to say to me, "And I think you will be a minister;" He 
gave me some advice on that, bearing in mind that I didn't expect to be a 
minister the day I got into Parliament, but he did say that he thought that I 
would become a minister; So he was the first one who made that observation; A 
lot of other people who were supporting me kept referring to the fact that 
they were only supporting me because they felt that 1 was the sort of person 
who should be a minister because of my background. But again It wasn't 
paramount in my mind because I had this very clear commitment in my mind of 
these six years. 

On the other hand, I've got to remind you that I was brought up with a 
tradition that once you're committed to something you give it everything 
you've got; Even if you're not liking it, you give it everything you've got or 
you get out. So there's nothing strange about the fact that from the day I got 
in there I worked mighty hard. You didn't have the facilities you've got 
today; You didn't have electorate offices; you didn't have secretaries; You 
had one lady who typed your letters and I've told you about Miss Watkins, but 
don't forget she was available for all the non-ministerial members in the 
Lower House and another one for the Upper House; That was the sum total of the 
facilities available, so we didn't have anything of the facilities they've got 
today. I was fortunate because I had my. old office [at Hendry Rae & Court] to 
call on, and they were very kind and generous about It. 1 also had somewhere 
to interview people In the city if I wanted to, but that was by courtesy of my 
partners; 
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If you feel it rather strange that I was so anxious to work hard, it was 
because of a natural commitment to do what I could for what I had accepted; 
Circumstances also arose rather quickly; You'll find that the member fo' 
Kimberley was a Mr Coverley- He died fairly soon after the election-; 
Campaigning in the Kimberley was quite foreign to most of the members; I 
suppose the only one who really had any knowledge of Kimberley was Ross 
McLarty himself because of his Interest In Liveringa Station; He naturally had 
an interest in the place because of his pastoral interests and family 
interests; So there was no-one in the opposition who had any knowledge of the 
North at all who was prepared to go and campaign; In those days the party had 
no money to let you travel in luxury and live in luxury up there. It was just 
plain hard grind. Pilbara and Kimberley were fairly stark places to visit- The 
transport was still fairly primitive, the roads were even worse, the 
accommodation was worse still, and so campaigning up there had no glamour 
about it; It was just plain hard grind; 

I happened to be the only one that had any knowledge of the North from the 
6th parallel upwards; That was mainly because of my professional experience, 
having worked with a firm that did some very substantial pastoral work; 
Through that you did have a personal knowledge of the industry and of the 
area; I had also been able to visit the area quite frequently during wartime, 
so I had got a knowledge of the area, a feel for the area and I'd also had a 
great belief in the future of the North; Even from quite a young man, when I 
was involved with these pastoral interests and some other trading interests up 
there at Carnarvon and at Port Hedland, I'd developed an attachment for the 
area. It sort of grows on you. If you get in the North too often it sort of 
captivates you. You get drawn to it; I used to look at the sparity of the 
development up there and say, "You know there must be a better way of 
developing this area than just having these stinky little ports, just to 
provide a service for a little bit of mining and the pastoral interests which 
are very minimal." You've got these great areas with the great potential that 
must be there, So In those early days I started to get this feel for the 
North; 

So when they wanted volunteers to go into the North for this by-election so 
soon after my  election I was the only one who put my hand U; I was seized 
upon with great glee; Also many of the members thought, well that will get rid 
of Charlie for a while; Going up there in those days wasn't a question of 
jetting up in a few hours and jetting back You virtually went into the area 
for quite a while. I forget the exact time, but overall I would have been 
there several weeks for this campaign; 

Ross McLarty would have been the logical one to go up but he and some of the 
others, the more senior ones, they were very divided as to whether they should 
even contest the election. You have to realise that in those days there was 
rather a feeling, well the Labor Party will be in some time and we'll be in 
some time; Your turn will come; It staggered me this mentality; Ross McLarty 
in particular and one or two others adopted the attitude, well we lost the 
election and it's just unfortunate that Mr Coverley's died; It's not cricket 
to go and win this election, because you realise Hawke's margin was so small 
we would have become the government; Now there's some people, of course, on 
the other hand, were bubbling with joy and saying, "Let's get in and win this 
and we'll get back into government where we should be;" But they weren't given 
a lot of support amongst some of the parliamentary people, which explains why 
there was no great enthusiasm to go campaigning up there, apart from the fact 
it was hard work and unpleasant.- 

------------------------ 
I Aubrey A M Coverley died on 19 March 1953: The election was held on 14 
February 1953. 
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We had very limited organisation in the North In the old days when it was restricted franchise we were able to hold Legislative Council seats, but we didn't do too well in the Lower House seats, because the Gascoyne seat, the Pilbara seat and the Kimberley seat were all held by Labor; This explained why there was some reluctance on the part of the Labor Party to get excited about the development programme in the North; All the time it remained undeveloped they virtually had three seats for the asking: Gascoyne, Pilbara, Kimberley; They were mainly centred around the ports: If you look at the organisation of the Labor Party in those days you'll find that prominent union representatives at the ports were actually the office bearers of the Labor Party; It was very, very difficult because they [virtually) had full-time organisers, you might say, there both for their unions and for their political party, whereas the Liberal Party relied on the faithful like Gray Watkins at Carnarvon; We had Angus Richardson at Port Hedland. We had Sam Male at Broome; We had Bob Rowell at Derby; We had a couple of faithful at Wyndham, bearing in mind there was no Kununurra in those days; Well if you took them out we virtually had no organisation at all; There was only a certain amount of time that these people could give because they had to run businesses 

TherefOre the Labor Party were quite comfortable with the arrangement as It was, State ships calling In and losing a lot of money, of course, for the taxpayer, but It was very comfortable if you were a public servant; You went up by ship, you came back by ship, the roads were too bad, and that didn't count as part of your leave; It didn't count as part of anything virtually, except you had a very comfortable trip up and trip back on a passenger ship that catered for these people and catered for them extremely well; 
So off I went. I got myself as prepared as I could from the head office of the party; Ross McLarty gave me some contacts because of his own interests up there; The focal point of our campaign was in Derby; Bob Rowell was absolutely magnificent because he not only serviced through his business a lot of the hinterland, but he also serviced Yanipi Sound, which was then a BHP operation; He was very knowledgeable and very helpful; He was involved In local government and he was prepared to stand up and be counted on behalf of the party; An intelligent man who really was the backbone of our campaign; 
Sam Male was not quite as helpful in Broome because he wasn't a great McLarty lover; They used to divide on personalities and Sam Male was a great Menzies man, but could never get excited about Ross McLarty; You had these people up there and because of their isolation they became very fixed in their views; About all they had, apart from the odd newspaper that turned up days late, would be the ABC. So they really had their own brand of politics; 
It was into this atmosphere that I was pitchforked, together with the then Bishop of the North West not that he was campaigning for me, but the dear old chap seemed to be everywhere; He was the man who had the gold pass from WA Airways and then from MMA so that he could travel anywhere on their airlines and did a remarkable job in this huge area; this huge area; He just used to spend his whole life travelling throughout the whole of the district, holding services, counselling his people and so on, and on he'd go; He'd go across on Yampi Lass, which was the vessel that used to service Yarnpi Sound from Derby; I absolutely admired this old chap; He was a frail looking man, but he seemed to be everywhere He never seemed to be tired; He just went on about his job, doing it a very simple way, carrying his little box of "tools" around, so that he could give communion and the like; But he seemed to be very active in Kimberley, bearing in mind he covered Gascoyne, Pilbara, as well as Kimberley; 

1Bishop Frewer. 
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Well, with Bob Rowell I worked out a plan of campaign. They duly endorsed the 
candidates and they made the fatal error again, so soon after Nedlands, of 
endorsing two candidates. Somebody had the idea that you wanted two different 
personalities, different interests and so on; 

The number one candidate we had was a top-class candidate who was a fellow 
called Jack Murray; Jack Murray was one of the pilots for MMA; He was a 
wartime pilot who decided to be a dentist after the war; There was a rehab 
course. He did one year's dentistry and didn't like it, so he went back to 
flying. That one year's dentistry proved to be a tremendous asset in Kimberley 
because he used to fly a plane that used to fly the doctor and the nurse around to give their regular treatments around the stations on what was known 
as the milk run. Doctor King, I think his name was, decided that Jack Murray 
could do teeth extractions best because the doctor did everything as you can 
imagine; He did everything, and he had black, white, brown and brindle 
[patients]; It was quite an education for me; But he decided that Jack Murray 
could do extractions after one year dentistry better than he could; So he used 
to get Jack to do the extractions when they were doing this milk run around 
these stations. 

You might wonder how I came to be involved in this; Well when Jack Murray was 
endorsed as our candidate, I found that he was a good candidate. He'd had a 
lot of experience in flying in the North so he understood the stations, he 
understood the Aborigines and he had a feel for the North too. I found that 
when we landed in this plane that he was flying;;;; I forget the make of it, 
but it wasn't a Dakota, which is a DC3 in peacetime; A lot of the Dakotas were 
converted to DC3s in peacetime; But we went from station to station to station 
for days; worked our way all across to East Kimberley from Derby, then worked 
our way all the way back hopping from one station to the other. When they'd 
get on the ground the sister would be taking care of the patients under one 
wing to get a bit of shade, if there were no trees around, and the doctor 
would be taking care under the other; Jack would service his plane and then if 
there was the odd bit of dentistry to be done, Jack would have to do that, 
unofficially of course, and then he'd do campaigning; 

END OF TAPE 53 SIDE B 
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COURT You can imagine that doing the round of all the stations he had a 
superb opportunity to campaign with these people and everyone liked Jack 
Murray; In those days, of course, the pilot would take back lots of messages 
and If he did have any staff on board they'd take back lots of messages. It 
was nothing for the hostesses for MMA in those days and the pilots, but 
particularly the hostesses, to bring back orders for dress lengths, engagement 
rings; oh you name it! They were absolutely marvellous in the way they used to 
keep their cool in very, very difficult circumstances; So old Jack was used to 
this sort of atmosphere; 

We had some hilarious campaign meetings on some of these stations in between 
administering to patients by the doctor and by the nurse and doing their 
checkups and so on; There'd be Aborigines (they were called natives by the 
way, in those days) and the white people on the stations The only problem 
about that I found was that when we arrived there we always got morning tea or 
afternoon tea; Sometimes you'd have three morning teas and three afternoon 
teas. I remember the last place we landed on, I think it was old Mr Rust's 
station; He said, "Sorry boys I've been listening and you've been getting 
plenty of lovely cakes and all that sort of thing" He said, "All I've got is 
some kangaroo tail soup;" We said, "Well thank God for that!" [laughs] We'd 
had so much rich cake for day after day after day, to get a bit of meat and 
something like that was quite refreshing; 

You must realise also there was no night flying, so you left at first light; 
Just as soon as there was a spark of light you were off; You had to make sure 
you landed before dark because the nights closed in very quickly If you 
didn't get down on the ground before it started to get dusk you'd had it, so 
we had these restricted flying hours. It was very tiring You'd get to a town 
that night, a small town that night, so then you'd have another meeting with 
Jack and his potential constituents; 

You saw something of the ingenuity of the North; In those days you weren't 
allowed to have a political meeting on licensed premises. I don't know what it 
is today, I think it's changed radically, but they were very strict about 
this; When we had this meeting at Halls Creek on this night, I remember the 
problem arose about having the meeting at the hotel, because where else are we 
going to hold a meeting? The shire office wasn't any good in those days and 
they didn't have a hail like they've got today and those things; Everything 
happened at the hotel. So I saw some ingenuity observed there; The local 
policeman drew a line which he declared to be the boundary of the licensed 
premises. He drew that on the ground; The meeting was held on the outside of 
this line, so technically we were in no-man's land, you see; We weren't on the 
licensed [premises]. But all the time I was making my  speech people were 
passing beer over this line; Technically I suppose they might have been 
breaking the law, but who was going to worry anyhow; But I gave them full 
marks the way the policeman just drew the line and said, "Righto, that's the 
licensed premises and this is unlicensed;" So everybody was happy and we had 
the meeting, and that went on successfully and next day we went on our way. 
This was the pattern that took shape; 

There was one problem occurred early in the election, and that was the fact 
that the Liberal Party in Perth briefed me and they put out a pamphlet which 
was an absolute disaster; The then general secretary, a man named Lal Thomas 
(a nice chap), he knew a bit about the North; He put out the pamphlet talking 
about the great things that the McLarty Government had done; Somebody gave him 
the wrong steer because it wasn't the things that the McLarty Government had 
done, it's what they'd promised to do in the last election; There's a big, big 
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difference. So here am I campaigning up there with people producing our 
pamphlet saying, "Where's this police station?" "Where's this hospital?" and 
that sort of thing; We did our best to get that withdrawn, but I can tell you 
there were some red faces around the place because 1 was in the middle of the 
campaign and virtually on my own with the candidates and a few supporters and 
found ourselves with this pamphlet, which incidentally had been mailed out 
because In those days you couldn't go around delivering from door to door to 
door; You might in Derby or Broome or places like that, but the normal thing 
then was to mail it out on the rolls, because the rolls weren't very big; But 
I tell you that caused me some embarrassment at a big public meeting in the 
open air we had at Wyndham, again very ingeniously devised so that we were 
over the road from the hotel; If we didn't have the hotel in proximity we 
wouldn't have got anyone at the meeting; It was a Saturday night; 

But I ran into a lot of problems over this stupid pamphlet which I had nothing 
to do with; In fact I didn't even know it had been issued; Of course people 
could quote these things that hadn't been done; Then when we got back to Perth 
we found out that they'd got mixed up with what they'd promised to do and what 
they had done. It didn't help our campaign much, but I don't think it 
influenced the final result; 

The [Labor] candidate was a man named Rhatigan; Of course, the faithful in the 
Coverley camp, they all rallied around and I think even some of the Liberals 
felt It [Coverley's death] was a misfortune and therefore was it right that 
there should be a change of member so soon? The combination of those made it 
very, very difficult for us. We added to our own agony by having the dual 
endorsement; 

The other candidate I should tell you was a man namd Thomas: T H 0 M A S, 
spelt the ordinary Thomas way; He was known as Sam; I don't know what his 
real Christian names were; I think he would have been of Yugoslav origin at 
some stage, although he'd been in Australia a long time; He was a fanatical 
Liberal, but he had an extraordinary lot of occupations, including bookmaker 
at their station race meetings; In those days race meetings up there were 
very, very primitive and very much horses from the stations. You were allowed 
to feed them on oats for a certain number of days, but they were very strict 
about that; Mainly they were just grass-fed off the station with a little bit 
of oats to sweeten them up ready for the races; 

Old Sam's main claim to fame was that he gave double odds to the women and 
children; He wanted to use this as part of his campaign in his pamphlet; I 
said, "Oh Sam for goodness sake don't do that; If that's how you're going to 
elect a member for Kimberley I don't know that I'd want to be in it;" But 
wherever we went and he used to say his few words (and he didn't say them too 
well, by the way - when he was calling the odds he was pretty good, but making 
a speech he had a few problems with the language) he always insisted on 
bringing this in; Of course when he was afloat you couldn't police what he was 
going to say; He'd always come out with this bit: "And, of course, you 
remember me; I'm Sam who gives double odds for the women and kids at the race 
meetings," and I used to shudder. On the other hand Murray was a very good 
speaker and had good policies and it was the difference between chalk and 
cheese; It was a pity that this got mixed up, because I do believe that whilst 
we wouldn't have won the election, it would have made it a more true 
reflection of Murray's vote; 

------------------------ 
I SamThomas was interviewed by John Thomson in 1966 and the tapes and 
transcript are held in the I3attye Library Oral History Collection, OH19; 
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Rd A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library Building on 11th April 1991; 

Sir Charles we were talking last time about your helping out with the campaign that resulted from the by-election after Bob Coverley's death and we didn't finish some of the episodes you remember; 

COURT There were so many and It was such a wonderful experience for me and it improved my knowledge of the Kimberley so much I'll never forget it- 
I've explained, I think, that the pilot of the plane that used to fly the milk run on occasions, he'd, take the doctor from Derby and the nurse; They'd do their rounds and drop in at all of the stations and Jack Murray would do his first year dentistry exercise of pulling teeth out; Well on one occasion we were coming in to Billiluna Station and when we were flying over Billil.una Station I was explaining to Jack that it had a special significance for me because my old firm, going back into Mr Hendry's day, had done the books for the Falconer family and Billiluna Station for donkey's years Old Mr Falconer was quite famous for droving cattle down the Canning.Stock route and that sort of thing; Also, he made history by converting a Rolls Royce into a utility which, of course, is just not done with the Rolls Royce people; Furthermore, don't be amazed, but he actually took the utility In spite of all the [shocking] roads that-existed at that time, up to Ki.mb9ley- That's the sort of man Mr Falconer was; Quite a remarkable character But this interested Jack, the fact that I had had this association from a young man with the Billiluna Station; It's one of those stations that's virtually on the edge of the desert-; It's a long way out; 

Well when -we hovered over ready to land on the station strip, there was a tremendous gathering of Aborigines; Jack said, "Oh gosh, we've got trouble here!" because he thought, it meant some sort of trouble-; Normally there weren't many Aborigines on the Billiluna Station, but there were many out in the desert that Joined on to Bi I I 11 unA7 Anyhow we duly landed and this great crowd of people seemed to be well assembled. It wasn't just a higgledy-piggledy crowd; It seemed to be a mass of people-; As we landed and opened the door, an Aborigine and his wife moved forward with the wife carrying a baby; Then Jack realised that on his previous trip around, this lady was having great difficulty in having her babyi They were full-blooded Aboriginesi- She was having great difficulty and again Jack with his one'year dentistry [chuckles] realised It was urgent, picked up the mother and the baby, put . them in the plane, got airborne, signalled through to Halls Creek, "have an ambulance ready, this is urgent", and flew the lady into Halls Creek; She was duly received by the, ambulance in the hospital and subsequently everything went well and she recovered, the baby recovered and she was taken home'; So this was Jack Murray's first trip since he'd done this great deed, which went around the whole of the Kimberley as being a great thing to dOi it enhanced Jack Murray's reputation considerably'; They came forward, left all this great assembly of Aborigines behind and walked forward up to the plane with the baby and said, "We name him Jack Murray-" So Jack was quite relieved to think the baby was jet black, because the mother and father were full-blood Aborigines; 

That's the sort of thing that went on up there; When Ross McLarty was or Liveringa at one stage there was a- child born, so they named it Ross McLarty, which could be an embarrassment as the time goes on and some of the full 

------------------------ 

'Sir Charles added a footnote in 1991 that the late Mr Falconer's two Sons were farming at Coorow and the Rolls Royce referred to was still in the -family (Rr). 
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bloods then become half-castes and so on; You never know what wrong conclusions people will arrive at; That was one particular incident I remember very well and stuck In my mind I often remind Jack about it- 
RJ Was there ever a Charles Court? 

COURT I haven't heard of one, but I wouldn't be surprised if one bobbed up some time, because It was quite common to do those things up there In those days; 

Another incident I remember very well and which made me very angry at the times- I was virtually the sole Liberal member of Parliament campaigning up there, whereas the Labor Party had quite a few people readily available; Hawke himself came up and Harry Strickland was a Legislative Councillor up 1 there, and also, if I remember correctly, a minister in the Hawke Government7 There were others too; They also had strong branches at the ports. like Wyndham, Derby, Broome. We didn't have those strong organisations up there? We had very few people whowere publicly Identified with us like Sam Male and the Peter Haynes family in Broome, Bob Rowell in Derby, and so on; Davidson at Wyndham; Take them out and you were pretty thin on the ground because there was no Kununurra in those days There was none of the development that subsequently took place; So I had to cover the whole area; It was pretty costly, but we managed to arrange fares to get around to these places and, of course, I went on this milk run at no cost at all; 

The idea was to try and get out to Yampi Sound where you had the greatest concentration of people in the Kimberley; Between Cockatoo Island and Koolan Island, in that comparatively small place, there was quite a concentration of workers; We had been led to believe that we shouldn't assume that they were all Labor Just because they were working in the iron ore industry in Yampi Sound; There were two islands side by side; One was Cockatoo, which was the first one mined, and then there was Koolan Island-. Very picturesque; They were in the Buccaneer Archipelago and it's a glorious place to fly over-; It was during that particular visit, by the way, that I learnt something about the huge tidal power that was surging through Walcott Inlet and Secure Bay, which are right alongside Yampi So I was learning a lot on this particular trip; The nature of the people who I was dealing with were people that had ' a lot of involvement and they were very anxious to pass on their knowledge; I was very anxious to hear about it, because if my great ambitions for the North were going to ever be achieved I'd have to know more about it than I knew then; 
However, I'd been over there on Yampi Lass? That was a sizeable little craft, a very seaworthy craft; It had to have powerful engines because of the tidal flow through some of the narrow passes they had to go on the Journey from Derby to Yampi. It was a very sturdy craft; The captain was a man named Roberts; It would go over loaded with equipment, food, things for the island, so you can see it was no small craft; It was quite sizeable, but still able to get through these very narrow passages: I remember the first visit I did, the Bishop of the North West, Bishop Frewer, was sleeping with me on the deck because there was very little accommodation on board it; When you. left Derby it took quite a while (very much influenced by whether the tides were on the make or whether they were ebbing) to get to Yampi; I remember that particular -Journey left about eleven o'clock at night, after I'd addressed a meeting in Derby, and I went over 

11n 1953, Harry Strickland was Minister for the North-West and Supply and Shipping in the Hawke Labor government. 
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We had a very successful meeting of the people, the families as well as the 
men, working for BHP on both Cockatoo and Koolan; They seemed appreciative of 
the fact that somebody had taken the trouble to come and see them all that way 
up there; In the past I don't think our people had done the right thing, and 
they were taken for granted by the Labor Party anyhow; So I must have made a 
bit of an impression there because the word came back that the Labor Party 
were a bit upset that I'd taken the initiative and had gone over there on 
Yampi Lass. You couldn't fly on or off the islands in those days like you can 
now. So having gone over on the Yampi Lass, 1 naturally had to come back on 
the Yampi Lass. 

Towards the end of the campaign It was decided that we had been so successful 
and because of this counter-attack by the Labor Party, it was best that I went 
over there rather than anyone else I'd established my own group of people 
that I could talk to. I'd established quite a nice solid group of people who 
were obviously Liberal supporters and just wanted a bit of support, a bit of 
encouragement, to take a stand on issues. The only way we could get across was 
to use a State ship; A State ship was leaving Broome that day and sailing 
round to Yampi and [would] then unload its cargo, which would take it maybe a 
day and a half; Goodness only knows how long It would have taken, but there 
was a bit of flexibility. Then it would sail on to Derby and then discharge 
its cargo there and pick up anything it had to pick up. I rushed and got on to 
a plane, thanks to Bob Rowell, and flew down in old 'Mickey Mouse Airways', 
down from Derby to Broome, and just got on to the State ship when it was about 
due to cast off. But still we got on. The passage had been booked in advance 
by telephone. So off we went; 

The captain, the next day (he was obviously a good Liberal supporter) he said, 
"I've got news for you," he said, "we won't be going into Yampi." He said, 
"There's nothing I can do about it;" He said, "I've got directions from 
Fremantle that the government, having been told from somebody up here that you 
were going to finish off your campaigning on Yampi, that the ship was to be 
diverted and go to Derby first and then come back to Yampi." This upset a few 
people on Yampi I might add; So we never got back to Yanipi. It was my first 
indication of the ruthlessness of the Labor Party in campaigning; They thought 
that was a clever thing to do; They didn't even think It was a joke, they 
thought it was just plain clever; 

When I got to Derby, on the wharf was Harry Stickland himself, with whom I was 
fairly friendly because he knew me as a boy in Shenton Park (then West 
Subiaco) and had always been very friendly disposed and remained very friendly 
disposed to me. I think he was a bit upset about this, because he was 
basically a fairly easy going, straight-down-the-line type of fellow. Both he 
and his wife were well-known to me, and I remained friendly with them right 
throughout the whole of the time of my career and up to the time he died; Then 
both David Brand and I had a very good relationship with his widow too; 

When I got off the ship I could see Harry was a bit uncomfortable and he said, 
"Well, It was a good try Charlie." I tried to discuss [this incident] with 
him; He said, "Oh, you'll get used to this with my mob;" That was that; But 
he's the sort of person who would have said, [had I succeeded], "Right, well 
fair enough:" He was quite confident they were going to win the seat anyhow. 
But he was a very good campaigner Strickland; He wasn't a demonstrative sort 
of a fellow, but he was a shrewd, quiet, organiser of people. I saw him in 
action many years later down in Carnarvon. So that was thati As he said, it 
was a good try and I didn't get anywhere; 

RJ Would that have come from Bert Hawke that instruction, or would 
that have been the lay party? 



TAPE 54/A COURT 684 

COURT Well he would have known about it, but it would have been somebody 
who heard that I was coming back to there [Yampi] and that I'd made this 
rather ingenious arrangement to catch the ship from Broome, if you can imagine 
it, round to Yampi and then on to Derby; It was the only way you could do it; 
There was no aircraft landing on the islands: Koolan or Cockatoo; They didn't 
have helicopters in those days, in the North anyhow; So that would have gone 
right back to the party and they would have used their muscle at State 
Shipping Service and had no compunction about it at all. As Harry said in that 
off-the-cuff remark, "You'll have to get used to this sort of thing with my 
mob 

A more humorous thing. At the end of the campaign when the polling had 
finished (I'd made Derby my headquarters for that day when the election was 
actually held) they were having quite a big party - as you can imagine - out 
in the open air there; I'm not quite sure whose place it was in; I have an 
idea it might have been in Bob Rowell's place Pm not clear on that, but it 
was outdoors anyhow. There was plenty of refreshment, plenty of liquor 
flowing. They didn't drink beer by halves up there; So you can imagine there 
were plenty of kegs around; There was a big crowd there; They were getting the 
results as they were counted, so it couldn't have been far away from where 
they were counting the votes; That makes me think it must have been dear Bob 
Rowell's place because he was just over the road from where the road board 
offices were, as they were at that time, road board, and where the voting was 
done; The results weren't all that good for us as they came through from 
various booths. 

Somebody unbeknown to me - no-one ever owned up to it, but my cornet arrived 
up there and they produced this on the night when the party was well under 
way. I was still playing at that time, not at my best, but pretty well; So I 
was prevailed on to play some tunes; I was quite amazed at this crowd that was 
there to have a good time and the drink was flowing pretty freely, how they 
wanted to listen. I then realised, of course, it's not very often they had 
anyone there who could do something like that, especially if they could do it 
rather well. It wasn't sufficiently long after my election for me to have lost 
complete touch, so I was able to perform pretty well; There was no music or no 
pianist or anything like that; 

After I'd played a few popular things, they wanted to hear something better, 
so I gave them a few things like Facilita, which has got a lot of fast work in 
it, and triple-tonguing and all that sort of thing. People think it's very 
clever to do that sort of thing; in point of fact it's often harder to play a 
good straight melody than to play the fast showy stuff, but the people like 
the showy stuff. So when I finished Facilita I remember a couple of fellows 
who had a fair bit to drink, said, "Why didn't you tell us you could play like 
this before the bloody election? We'd have voted for youl" [laughs] 

I then realised r had a lot to learn about campaigning; [laughs] I learnt 
afterwards that these little things can make a big difference; We wouldn't 
have won the election, but for instance had I stayed up there for Anzac Day 
and played The Last Post there for their RSL service I'd have got the whole 
mob of them, because there were a lot of ex-servicemen around In those days, 
you know. They were very, very strong everywhere, whether It was in the unions 
or whether It was anywhere else at all. I went back to Perth for Anzac Day; 
That was part of the deali I had to fly back to Perth for Anzac Day that year, 
In 1953, because it was the last year that I actually handled the music of the 
bands and the other music for the Anzac Day service on the Esplanade; 

END OF TAPE 54 SIDE A 
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COURT It was the last year that I handled the music, the bands and the 
Other music like the accompaniment for In Mernorium and that sort of thing. 
After that I felt it was a good time to1ànd it over. I went back specially 
[to Perth] and did that and then flew back again and carried on with the 
campaigning. From a vote point of view it would have been better if Pd have 
stayed in Derby and played The Last Post up there and probably have got more 
prominence and more votes out of that than all the hard slogging I did. 
However, you have to learn and I learnt a lot out of that campaign, 
particularly as I was on my own; literally on my own. 

RJ How do you campaign for two candidates? 

COURT I have to admit that I campaigned mainly for Murray. That was 
understood. Plus the fact that there was only twice in the campaign that I 
actually met up with Thomas, who was a very likeable chap. He had this slight 
accent, but he was a likeable fellow, but had absolutely no understanding of 
what electioneering is all about. I'm quite certain he didn't know what the 
Liberal Party was all about. It was just that he probably belonged to the 
party or had been affiliated with it in some way or other and decided it was a 
good thing to apply because of his background. His sole claim to fame was that 
he had covered the electorate very, very extensively for many years. You 
realise there wouldn't be a station race meeting held up there that old Sam 
didn't attend. Plus his great claim to fame, of course, that: "I gave the 
women and kids double odds" 

RJ You told me last time that Sir Ross McDonald gave you some advice 
when he said to you that he thought you would be a minister one day. This is 
when you first went into Parliament. What was that advice? 

COURT It was of a very general nature, but the sort of thing you'd 
expect from Ross. It disclosed to me that he was never ever comfortable with 
the parliamentary system. He was a nice man, a man of very strong morals and 
ideals and motives. You must realise that he was a partner in a very sedate, 
very conservative firm of Robinson, Cox and Wheatley when I was office boy. 
Today, of course, it's just Robinson Cox. But he and his other two partners 
were ultra-conservative and he was really telling me in his own quiet way that 
I'd find things that I wouldn't like; that a lot of people would let you down; 
promise you all sorts of things. If you were going to play it 
straight-down-the-line, well you'd probably get some bitter disappointments, 
but his advice was to still play it straight-down-the-line. Eventually you'll 
win through. 

That advice was quite proper, but one thing he didn't say was that you've got 
to be aggressive with your ideas. If you've got ideas you've got to get out 
and sell them. If you've got ideas you've got to package them and be prepared 
to get them into a language so that other people will understand. Now that's 
not the sort of thing that Ross talked about at all. It was more on a high 
plane of high morals and your own integrity; that type of thing. From the 
point of view of being a winning, aggressive type of briefing, it didn't have 
a lot of value. But nevertheless it was good to be told this by a man for whom 
I had tremendous regard. 

Rd I want you to take yourself back in your thoughts to that very 
first opening of Parliament that you experienced as the new Member for 
Nedlands, and your own swearing in. How did you feel on that day? 
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COURT I felt that I had a great responsibility, not only to my own 
electorate, but also to the wider electorate, to the community at large You 
realise that this was part of the training that I'd received; My father, of 
course, was long dead when I got into Parliament, but my mother was there that 
day. She never stopped teaching me these things, you know; She never stopped; 
I never got irked about It because I realised that she was still thinking back 
in earlier times and her motives were very good because she had this terrible 
concern that my brother and I would get swollen heads when we had any success 
at all; So all of these things came back to me then that it wasn't only a 
question of representing the Nedlands electorate; 

It's very interesting that you mention this particular point because it wasn't 
just a question of being the Member for NedlandsT A lot of things had brought 
this to my mind, because the Nedlands electorate made it very clear that they 
wanted a minister. They had it right that when you've got a seat like that you 
should get somebody that has the ability to be a minister. Whether they become 
a minister is another matter; If the competition was so keen that there were 
better people, well that wasn't the point and that didn't matter; But they 
believed that they should have a person who was capable of being a minister if 
the position arose. So this had been drummed Into me by the branch meetings 
and by the more senior people down there for whom I had a great regard: 
[Cyril] Dudley himself, Bert Jeanes, Jack Milner, people like that, for whom I 
had a great regard and great affection; 

So this wasn't a new thought to me; It wasn't my original thought at all; It 
had been put into my mind by people like Harry Hearn, for instance; Harry was 
a fairly flamboyant sort of a fellow and some of the claims he used to make 
for me were a little bit embarrassing; I'd be embarrassed to even record them 
now, but it was typical of Harry the way he'd march into a place and Introduce 
you; His introduction of me to the Clerk of the Parliament, Fred Islip, was 
quite a flamboyant one which Fred Islip recorded later on; This was all very 
much in my mind, that if I was involved in it I just had to give it all I'd 
got; It was no good just being a timeserver; 

Quite apart from any resolve I made before that, on that day I made up my mind 
that for whatever time I was going to be there, whatever I could do I was 
going to do and what's more I'd do my best to prepare myself for it because 
public speaking had never been one of my great loves and great strengths; When 
you get into Parliament, if you can't express yourself you're not going to get 
very fart If YOU get into the ministry, it's going to be even worse; So you've 
got to go away and sharpen Up; I hadn't been short of any opportunity to 
express myself, because even when you're training a band of poor players to 
try and knock a bit of music into them, you do learn to express yourself, you 
do learn to communicate; All this is good practice; The various organisations 
that I was involved in, my own profession, the meetings I had to conduct, that 
had been preparing me unwittingly; But on the other hand it was not in the way 
that you have to when you become a member of Parliament or you become a 
minister and you've got to speak in the Parliament, or you've got to speak at 
public functions, often without notice and often without a chance to get a 
proper briefing on what you've got to do; 

So on that day (1 remember it very well) that I came away from Parliament, 
exhilarated, as you naturally are, the fact that you'd been elected-; I took 
election very seriously, the fact that a whole electorate would entrust you 
with that electorate; I also took seriously the advice that I'd been given 
that at the end of the road, if you were any good, you'd have to have further 
responsibilities; I think that reflected in the work that I did from then 
onward; There were a hard few years in opposition then, specially getting 
going until you'd established yourself, with the Parliament, with your 
constituency, and with the media; 
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RJ What were you feelings about the ceremony of the opening of 
Parliament that first time? 

COURT I was very impressed with it. I was very impressed with the way we 
had to go up to the Legislative Council; Being a traditionalist and a 
monarchist and one who believed in the Westminster system and who believed In 
the Holy Trinity of the Queen, the Upper House and the Lower House, I felt 
that was pretty grand; I was delighted that they did it so well; It was well 
done: It was done with much more dignity, much more meaning than it is today, 
and in those days I have to say that even some of the people who had a 
reputation for being rather rough on the Labor side, when it came to these 
formalities of the House, the forms of the House and the traditions of the 
House, they conform without dissent: It was a later generation that came along 
who objected to going up to the Legislative Council and objected to this and 
objected to that. Bert Hawke was the Premier at the time; Jack Tonkin was his 
deputy: In both Houses that generation respected the institution and the forms 
of the institution; In other words they respected the Westminster system; 

It's sad that that respect was lost: The decline started, particularly when 
Burke came in, and his particular group of people; They seemed to believe that 
they had to give it a new dimension. In his case 1 always believed it was 
because of his basic deep-down objection to things British, but still that was 
another matter; I don't know whether I've recounted to you the way he 
misbehaved during the Mountbatten valedictories; We wouldn't have got to that; 
But there were other people beside him that had these objections; Arthur 
Tonkin, for instance, refused to go up to the Upper House and sat down there 
in the Lower House while we all went up to the other House; That was many 
years on; Well that to my mind was just plain childish You either belong to 
an institution or you don't; They had one or two people like that; 

You realise when I was In Parliament, right up until some years down the 
track, there was no-one, to my memory, took an affirmation. Everyone took the 
oath; That in itself is significant: Whether they were committed churchpeople, 
committed Christians, whatever it might be, the fact is that deep down their 
training, their family background, their upbringing was such that they had a 
belief In God; No matter how weak It might be, at least it was there; I have a 
great belief that people have a faith, have a belief in something; Even though 
it might be a little bit loose, a little bit tentative, the fact is it's 
there; These days, of course, federal Parliament, starting with the Prime 
Minister and the State Parliament, there seems to be a competition to see how 
many affirmations they can have, as though there's something clever about it; 
They're entitled to their views, but I do believe that if they have their 
faith on which they can hang their hat, it does make a difference to their 
conduct, their attitude to themselves, their attitude to their fellow man, 
their attitudes to what they belong to; 

RJ Just picturing that process of fitting into Parliament; You also 
said at a previous interview that Joe Sleeman gave you some fatherly advice 
about how to approach Parliament, and we don't actually have that; 

COURT Well Joe Sleeman was the Member for Fremantle; a pretty rough sort 
of afe11ow, very much at home In Fremantle and on the wharf; But like so many 
of these people, when you got to know them you realise that they had a basic 
decency about them-, They might approach things in a way that we rather resent; 
His toughness in connection with union matters, the attitude of unions to 
employers and capitalists and that sort of thing, it was bit hard to live with 
sometimes; 
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Joe Sleeman, by the way, had been the Speaker in the Parliament before I got 
into Parliament; All of those that served under him were, without exception, 
very laudatory about him as a Speaker, and I can understand it too; He 
presided as a true Speaker should and he was very jealous of the dignity of 
the House, of the good conduct of the House, and regarded that as his 
responsibility; Ross McLarty and others, they all used to tell me that he was 
pretty tough, but he was just as tough on his own people, if not more so, who 
were inclined to misbehave a bit, as he was on the Opposition; So they had 
great respect for him as a Speaker; Even Charlie North, who himself had been 
the Speaker for six years in the McLarty Government and who was inclined to be 
a traditionalist and had a legal background and had a much nicer, more 
gentlemanly way, he used to tell me that Sleeman was a good Speaker; 

I was surprised one day when he [Sleeman] asked if I'd have a cup of tea with 
him in the corridor, which was not unusual in those days for people of 
different parties to sit down for a meal or have a cup of tea and have a chat; 
It was a set rule, unwritten but nevertheless honoured, except on two 
occasions in my experience up there, when on two occasions Labor members 
breached this very important rule and once It's breached it's broken, full 
stop; people won't trust it any more; It was always understood that anything 
you said to anyone of your own side or the opposite side, would never ever be 
used; There had to be some such place and the British Parliament's famous for 
this; That's why they can have conversations even now that you couldn't have 
in an Australian Parliament; A lot of progress can be made if you can talk to 
somebody freely, and confident that it won't be used against you; You can 
often break through a barrier that otherwise is not breachable. So it's very 
important you have some mechanism like this; 

Joe asked to have a talk to me; He said, "You know I knew your father;" He 
knew more about him than I realised he did, because the old man was very 
conspicuous in banner-bearing and so on for the Plumbers' Union; He said, "If 
you don't mind," he said, "I'll give you a bit of advice;" He said, "It's a 
pity your old man's not here to see you with the success you've had in your 
profession and the success you had away at the war Now you're in Parliament, 
and," he said, "1 think you'll go far;" He said, "I want to tell you, if the 
word of an old man's any good, that you're a cut above most of these people 
here" He said, "My advice to you is, don't be too smart; Don't tell them all 
you know; Always hold back; If you try and be smart, you'll pay for It; If you 
try and tell them all you know, they'll hate YOU;" He said, "They love 
mediocrity:" I've never forgotten those words and how true they are: "They 
love mediocrity." 

Years later when I was expounding the virtues and the contents of some of 
these great agreements that we'd entered into, which at that time were the 
biggest agreements of their kind written in mineral history, and you were 
getting inane comments about them and you were dying to let yourself go and 
just show them how clever you were and how much you knew about these things, 
would lay them flat, because of their failure to do their homework or their 
lack of knowledge, or lack of understanding, or lack of sensible questions, I 
could always feel old Joe breathing down my neck and saying: "They love 
mediocrity; Don't tell them all you know;" So I went through like that and It 
worked; it worked. People would find that very hard to understand and to 
accept and they would be very disappointed; 

I was always reminded of some of the words of people like Churchill and others 
who kept reminding the British people that Parliament wasn't intended to be 
made up of brilliant people; It was to be made up of a cross-section of 
people, so that if the Parliament was working, because you had the butcher, 
the baker, the candlestick maker and you had farmers, you had storekeepers, 
you had lawyers, you had doctors, you had all of these people, somewhere along 
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the line you'd get a degree of commonsense; That doesn't apply so much today, 
but up until a generation ago I think that was tremendously important, because 
when I first went into Parliament, the spread of occupations was quite 
remarkable; There were very few university degrees; I suppose Gordon Hislop 
being a doctor would have to be a university man; But there were very few 
people who I can recall in the whole of that Parliament who would have had 
university degrees. Some would have had professional qualifications of one 
sort or another, but I can't remember many; Charlie North had been to Oxford, 
I think, but he was no great success as a minister; Of course he never became 
a minister, he became the Speaker; But I can't recall on either side any great 
numbers. I was going through it the other day in anticipation of this meeting 
with you to see if I could recall those who had university degrees; I intend 
after this to look through the handbook for the Parliament that was there when 
I went in in 1953 and then again in '56 and 1 59 

Subsequently, of course, we started getting lots of schoolteachers and lots of 
people with university qualifications. I remember upsetting the Lower House, 
the Assembly one day, particularly Arthur Tonkin, when I knew it was getting 
near the end of my time In Parliament, although I hadn't told anybody, and 
something came up. I said [words to the effect]: "Well I have to say that the 
members of the Parliament" (that's both Houses) "when I first came here in 
1953 were not as well-educated as the members in the Parliament today, but I 
also have to say they were more wise." That caused a bit of reaction on the 
other side; I think they, at that time even, had more graduates than we had 
because it was a time when the Labor Party had changed its Ideas about members 
and with a very farseeing campaign they decided to go down to the university 
and get these young bloods that were showing a degree of left-wing militancy 
on the campus and then recruit them into the Labor Party, hopefully bring them 
into the trade union movement, maybe give them a bit of experience in Russia, 
and then feed them through into the parliamentary system; They produced out of 
that quite a lot of well-educated and quite bright people, quite bright 
people, even though you didn't agree with what they believed in; Some of them, 
of course, have bitten the dust because they were too bright! 

I meant it when I said it that the present members weren't as wise as those in 
1 53, and there's a good reason for it. If you look back at '53, you had a lot 
of people who had had very earthy experience; You know there's a lot of earthy 
experience in a storekeeper, a country storekeeper like say Emil Nulsen in the 
Depression; Bert Hawke, a union organiser; We had some who were union 
secretaries from the goldfields on the mining union side; You had quite a 
cross-section of people on our own side from law, teaching, farming; You blend 
all these things together; If they're allowed to work, IF they're allowed to 
work, you get a lot of commonsense, which was the original intention of a 
British Parliament; 

Rd Sir Charles if we could move to your maiden speech in the 
Parliament. How did you go about getting ready for that speech? I should say 
that you covered four particular Issues: controls; Commonwealth/State 
financial relations; the need for Increased efficiency In industry and a 
degree of realism  In respect to our export income; and fourthly the question 
of transport: Can you remember what was involved in preparing for that day? 

COURT Gosh, I must have been more far-seeing than I thought I was; I 
know I was as nervous as a kitten; 

------------------------ 
1 WAPD, 20 August 1953, pp. 222-6; 
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If r might just preface my comments by telling you the difference of 
Parliament today and then; There was a Labor member, Jack Brady, representin 
that Midland area. Jack became a minister, I think, In the Tonkin Government 
He was not, what you'd say, the man who was going to set the nation on fire, 
but he was a basically a decent fellow, of that ilk. They seemed to have a lot 
of people of that ilk. You can bet they'd been through the Depression which 
coloured the approach of many of their people because they'd been through the 
Depression. If they were union secretaries, they had known what it was to get 
people back to work. 

But just to show the difference and then later on another experience I had 
with the Hegney brothers, You always knew then when you were going to make 
your maiden speech. There was no slippery stuff around the place where some 
tricky-dicky fellow would get you keyed up to do it and then say, "Sorry boy, 
it won't be this week," sort of thing. If they said you were going to make 
your speech on the afternoon of Tuesday, Wednesday or Thursday, well you could 
be assured that within a reasonable time, allowing for overlaps of speeches 
and procedures and so on, that you would make your speech; So I was to make my 
speech that afternoon straight after lunchi Jack Brady came to me and he said, 
"You're going to make your maiden speech today and," he said, "I'm listed to 
speak too;" He said, "If it stilts you, r'ii go straight after lunch and I 
won't be speaking for a long time. But you'll find that if you go straight 
after lunch you're a bit 'cold' and the House is half-full because they 
haven't got back from lunch and that sort of thing; So if it's all right with 
you," he said, "I've been here a long time, I'll make my speech and then you 
can get into the atmosphere of it and then the Speaker will call you-" 

Well I didn't realise until afterwards that that was more thoughtful than I 
really gave him credit for because at 2.15 when the House reassembled, there 
weren't many people in the House. I'd have stood up to make my maiden speech, 
unless I'd organised my own people, and they'd be drifting in and there'd be 
further distractions; So Jack just gave me that little courtesy which I 
appreciated. 

END OF TAPE 54 SIDE B 

------------------------ 
Jack Brady was the Member for Guildford-Midland from 1948 and for Swan from 

1962 until 1974; He was the Minister for Native Welfare and Police from 1956 
until 1959 under the Hawke Government (Parliamentary Handbook - RJ); 
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COURT The significance of Jack Brady's courtesy is more than just a 
courtesy for the day; It builds up a store of things that you remember of 
somebody and you say, I  can trust that chaps I can feel comfortable with 
him;" Others you realise they're smart alecs and tricky-dickies and so on, so 
you build up your little score of these people; 

I remember I was very nervous, but I had done a lot of work on it; I'd 
consulted quite a few people about ideas I had; They were all my own ideas 
because don't forget I'd been involved in industry and commerce and finance 
and the profession and in business in a very earthy way; Also I'd had that 
experience on that Prices Advisory Committee; One of the reasons why I was put 
on to that was the fact that I also knew some of the iniquities of controls, 
how they can inhibit the growth of business; how they can increase the costs 
of business; how they can frustrate business, especially if you've got a 
business that wants to show a bit of imagination and get out and do new 
things; If you're confronted with controls, by the time you've got over your 
controls you've lost your incentive anyhow; 

I had done a lot of research; At the time I had done a lot of research on 
[Ludwig] Erhard, who was the finance minister (I'm 1not sure of the exact 
title, but the equivalent of a finance minister) in the West German 
Parliament under Adenauer This man had done wonders; He's not given the 
credit internationally that he should get; Adenauer, of course, goes down as 
the man who I don't think went into Parliament, the federal Parliament in 
Germany, until he was about Por something like that; I think he finished up 
retiring as Chancellor at 89 He was appointed by the allies because he had 
some credentials that others didn't have; One of them, if I recall correctly, 
was the fact that he'd been in prison at the hands of the Nazis; So It gave 
him a gilt-edged reference virtually. He was a tough operator; 

But Erhard has always impressed me; I've always regretted that when I started 
going to Germany that I didn't use some of the openings I had to personally 
meet Erhard; C;.;] He eventually became the Chancellor: Unfortunately for him, 
he was the right-hand man on all the economic matters, the finance matters of 
West Germany, to Adenauer, and by Pe time he became Chancellor it was too 
late; the man had expended himself; He'd also become one of the "chattels" 
around the place; 

It was rather like Lindsay Thompson in Victoria who was deputy to Rupert 
Hamer; He carried Hamer In my opinions I saw him in action in Victoria; I saw 
him in action at Premiers' conferences; Lindsay Thompson had a tremendous 
reputation for integrity, for ability, for hard work, for just plain decency; 
Of course when his time came to be Premier It was virtually too late for him 
to shine as he would have done had he been there three, four, five years 
before: 
------------------------ 
1 Luclwig Erhard was the Bavarian Minister for Economic Affairs (1946), Economic 
Director in the Allied Occupied Zone from 1947, and Federal Minister for 
Economic Affairs under Adenauer from 1949 (The MacMillan Dictionary of 
Biography, B Jones ed., Melbourne 1986, p.277- RJ)t 

2Konrad Adenauer founded the Christian Democratic Party in 1945 and was the 
first Chancellor of the new West German State in 1949 when aged 73; He was 87 
when he resigned in 1963 (1ji., p6 - RJ)-: 

Erhard succeeded Adenauer as Chancellor of the German Federal Republic in 
1963, aged 66. He resigned in 1966 (ibid. p.277 - RJ): 
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Erhard had really been too long in this top job [Minister for Economic 
Affairs] giving his all to his country- Incidentally, in giving his all to his 
country, he was also giving his all to Europe- Now why do I emphasise thisso 
much? Because of, the conrol heading, because I'll be surprised if that speech 
doesn't refer to Erhard- He had defied the allies; They wanted to have a lot 
of controls; You went from the wartime situation where controls were accepted 
because there were all sorts of unusual situations, whether it was on housing, 
motor vehicles, materials, food, anything at all, price control, materials 
control, the whole lot Every country had the same thing; People accepted it 
and I suppose in some ways It was Inevitable that you had to do it because the 
war effort was supreme'; People shrugged their shoulders and said, "Well this 
is the war," so on they went; 

But when the war was over a lot of people wanted to carry on the controls. 
Don't forget it was Some of Chifley's ministers (not Chifley, but Chifley's 
ministers) who said (and including Evatt, by the way-) that now that people had 
had six years of severe socialist-type controls, they would want them to 
continue because at that time they would have got comfortable under them, 
feeling that was the way they got a fair go and that, sort of thing-; Well, of 
course, nothing could be further from the truth 

So the allies, having decided that Adenauer was going to be the Chancellor, 
and he no doubt having decided that he wanted Erhard and others to do the 
different ministerial portfolios, the question of future policies arose; 
Bearing in mind the allies were in a position to dictate the constitution 
having dictated the terms of the peace, so they felt they were in a position 
to dictate the economy; Now Erhard, to his credit, resisted them bitterly and 
he had to resist them (he had to defy them in the finish) because his view was 
that if they kept on these controls on food, on prices, on rents and that sort 
of thing, they'd never be solved, Down the track they'd still have all these 
shortages. His simplistic view was that if they took the lid off things 
there'd be unheaval, but for a very short time; 

His simple theory is ever 'so true and that is this, that, as if by magic, 
goods and services would appear from extraordinary places You wouldn't have 
the faintest idea if you'd sought to organise it, but you hold out the carrot 
of a profit, they'll appear from everywhere; Initially there'll be a degree of 
profiteering, there'll be a degree of so-called black market, but, using my 
theory that I used on the farmers, the Pastoralists and Graziers a few weeks 
ago, no bonanza lasts; The more these people came in and had a killing on 
these things, the more people were going to come out of the woodwork and 
supply this service, supply these goods, this food, this material; Houses 
would start to be built and so on; He stuck by this; Adenauer supported him, 
although I think it would initially have been against Adenauer's immediate 
reaction, but he obviously supported Erhard, because Erhard prevailed; He is 
responsible for the West German miracle; A lot of people take te credit for 
it now, but they weren't prepared to stand with him at that time; 

I'll tell you how determined he was; He actually went to England to one of the 
very successful stores. I think they must have had a lot of experience or 
learnt this art of what we know as a supermarket today, whatever name it was 
called then; He offered to capitalise them, to establish their stores in 
Germany so as to break down the merchants there who wanted controls-; I think I ------------------------ 

'Erhard is not named in the speech but two references are made to 
"the Minister for Economics for west Germany". There are also 
other references to the economic situation in West Germany, 
WAPD 20 Aug. 1953, p. 223 (RJ). 

2Sir Arvi Parbo spoke of this time and of Erhard in an interview 
for News Weekly, 20 July 1991, pp. 14-15 (RJ) 
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might have explained to you when I was doing that prices advisory work before I got into Parliament, that some of the people 1 had to fight the hardest to 
get rid of the controls were the merchants themselves' Corner storekeepers 
were very comfortable with that little book that used to be tied with a piece of string and changed about once a month from the Prices Commissioner, because if Mrs Jones complained about a bottle of sauce having gone up a penny, which was a crisis In those days, he'd say, "Well it's not my fault Madam, look at 
the book The Prices Commissioner has fixed the price-z" In fact the Prices Commissioner hadn't, he'd fixed the maximum price, not the trading price You could sell below that if you wanted to-r He [Erhard] actually went to this English firm and offered to capitalise them to establish in Germany and follow the same practices that they'd succeeded with in Britain, for no .other reason 
than forcing the German equivalent merchants to compete; This is the sort of 
man that you're dealing with. and I had followed It [his methods] very 
considerably; 

My friend George Weston of the Weston Organisation (that's W E S 1 0 N - they 
eventually came out here with bread and flour and that sort of thing) he told me the story of Erhard That's why I got involved in it and did some research on It because it was a living example Now just imagine the courage of the man when Germany must have looked terrible with the devastation that had taken place; They were a defeated nation, quite apart from the physical ruin around 
the placei They had to stoop with worn out tools and build it all up again; 
Most of them would have, by that time, felt that the government should 
provide-i They'd expect bread and vegetables and meat and all these things to 
come through government channels; He rightly saw that If they stuck to this 
system that they'd never get on top of it-. This probably is the reason why 
West Germany was such an economic miracle, and became so strong so quickly in 
spite of all the problemst East Germany went into a communist coma - and is now, 
of course, proving such a burden to West Germany to lift them out of this 40 years of, you might say, disaster; economic disaster; So that accounts for 
that part; 

Transport, of course, I was always interested in that, and the other things 
you've mentioned; I just forget the other two headings you mentioned-; 

RJ Commonwealth/State financial relations and Increased efficiency in 
industry; 

COURT Yes; Well the Commonwealth/State financial relations, that 
triggered me off on my almost obsession about federalism because I believe 
that the stronger the States are, the more independent the States are, the better the Commonwealth as a whole would work; Little did I know that I was 
going to suffer at the hands of federal governments of all political persuasions: Liberal/Country Party, Labor Party and then Liberal/Country Party again-, 

On the transport side, well I had a great belief that transport was the key to most things, most 1economic activity; It was also - I don't know whether I said it In the speech - it was rather coloured by a- very important part of training I had at Duntroon when I went there In the junior wing of the Staff 
College; That left an impression on me, because we had a very good lecturer 
there who'd been also very good in operations.; I was always vy impressed with a person who. had been in the real war and handled real soldiers, real 
equipment and a real enemy; You could take a lot of notice of him; This chap ---------------------- 

'The speech referred to transport being "vital to the security, the 
economy and the well-being of a nation." It was also stated that 
whilst railways could remain as a government concern, road and air 
transport should be "left in the hands of private enterprise", 
wAPD, 20 Aug. 1953, p.  226. 
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had a slogan, "war is movement". It impressed me, haunted me all the time, 
because that's what it is: war is movement-; Whether you're doing it on your 
flat feet, or whether you're doing it in aeroplanes, or you're doing it in 
ships, you're doing it in vehicles, war is movement; It coloured my judgment 
quite a bit even when I became Minister for Railways and things of that kind: 

So you can see that when I was forming that speech I did a lot of work on 1t 
Everyone seemed to think it went fairly well but I was not very pleased with 
it because It seemed to be a bit mechanical- I'd tried so hard to get it 
right, bearing In mind in those days in Parliament you weren't allowed to read 
speeches, so you had to get your stuff pretty well off You were allowed to 
have a few headings, but if the Speaker caught you reading things, except for 
quotations, he'd come down on you like a ton of bricks: 

Plus the fact (and I know you raised your eyebrows when I mentioned this 
before) I was never comfortable with public speaking; I get as nervous as a 
kitten today: Recently when I gave that quite important address to the Rotary 
International Institute, which is all the past district governors of Rotary, 
the present district governors and the district governors elect:-;ti They meet 
once a year interstate, varying from one State to the other. They had their 
big 1991 Institute meeting in Perth- I had promised the local people that I 
would give this particular address; While I was waiting to do my stuff, there 
was a bit of a delay In the programme and one of the senior people from the 
Eastern States was sitting alongside me: He said, "I'm amazed that you're so 
nervous" I said, "Well .1 can't help it; This ten minutes delay has just 
triggered me off; If I was just running up [smoothly] to do my stuff I'd have 
been rights" But they messed the programme around just for that ten minutes 
and it really set rue into a sweat; 

Rd What do you get nervous about? 

COURT Well, are you going to perform? It's not much different to giving 
a performance In my music days and so Ofl: Are you going to perform? Are you 
going to do it as well as you could? Not as well as you SHOULD, but as well as 
you COULD; I really get toey about It. People won't believe it but you only 
know this in yourself, but once you get going you very soon settle down; 

Rd Because you always speak with such a confident manner; 

COURT Well, once you get going you start to think, and especially If you 
can look at the people and so On; That's why I rarely, unless there's some 
recording reason, ever read speeches: I often prepare very copious notes but 
then I jump all over the place, but by the time I've finished I've covered all 
the points that I intended to cover; 

Rd I'd like to pursue that because I've seen a couple of your 
prepared speeches which have been very carefully prepared; So you are saying 
you would not he reading that speech as written? 

COURT Very rarely; There have been occasions, academic occasions, where 
I've had to do that; But you'll find, for instance that Rotary speech, if you 
listen to the transcript of It and read the prepared notes that everything was 
covered, but the order changed as my mood changed; 

Rd Do you sit down before you make a speech and go through it a few 
times and familiarise yourself with its contents? 

COURT Oh without doubt, without doubt; But these days I don't probably 
do It as well as I used to, because the important thing is that at least once 
before you give a speech of any sort at all, whether it's short or long, 
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you've got to do it without any notes around you at all, because you're always 
tempted to have a look and cheat, have a little look at it; Remember what 
Campbell Egan told me with my music, when he wouldn't let me use music when I 
played solos as a boy and so an, and as a youth; If you've got a music stand 
and music stuck up in front of you, you can't see the people, they can't see 
you; Half the sound's blocked out and you can't get any feel of the people; 
It's a nice feeling, I find, when you're addressing a gathering, big or small, 
when you can look at them; You read how they're responding anyhow, so that's 
part of. the art of it, if there is an art with it; But I suffered the agonies 
of the damned with that particular speech; 

Rd The maiden speech? 

COURT The maiden speech, yes; 

Rd We'll come back to that; I just want to pursue this now that we're 
on It; You say that public speaking is like performing in music; Did you used 
to get nervous when you performed with music? 

COURT Oh very, until 1 started; The first notes, If they came out right, 
you became part of the music and you forgot about the rest and you just went 
on with the job. But that's important, of course, that the first notes had to 
come out right; 

Rd And if they had not? 

COURT Well then your performance would be mediocre for the rest; You'd 
be struggling all the time; you'd be worrying; You'd start to worry about it; 
But if the start of it came out, which it usually did because behind the 
scenes you'd practised those first few notes time and time again, because If 
they were right the rest just fell into place; 

You also realise that my training was not good for Parliament, because when 
you're a chartered accountant and you're used to having everything documented 
and authenticated, whether you're doing reports or whether you're auditing, as 
the case may be, you're inclined to become very, very stiff; very, very exact 
and rather proper but very rarely emotive; I mean you've never seen an 
exciting audit report [chuckles] unless it's got a scandal to report or 
something like that; But, you know, they're usually pretty dry sorts of 
things; There might have been hours and hours and hours and days and weeks of 
work gone into It, but rarely does it enthral you when you read It, unless 
it's got a big fat profit to report; Then you're only reporting somebody 
else's efforts anyhow. So you don't get the sort of public speaking background 
and the public speaking attitude that, say, dear old Cyril Dudley had; He just 
loved standing up there, that great big tall man that he was, and that big 
powerful voice he had, and the great big hands that he could gesticulate with; 
You almost felt he could re-enact Horatius on the bridge or anything at all 
like that; But see, I was never trained to that sort of thingt I suppose I 
could have been but I was too busy doing the things that I had to do and 
hadn't made a lot of speeches; I'd delivered quite a few addresses, but always 
of a very specific nature and a very restricted nature on a given subject, 
either, say, giving an address to the chartered accountants or research 
society or similar things; 

RJ I also wondered when you say that you were nervous or that you 
still are nervous when giving a speech, if some of that may not go back to 
your training; You speak of your mother's influence, which was obviously a 
very positive one, but by the same token in striving to be good at things, to 
reach perfection, it does put a pressure on you; Do you think there was any of 
that sort of pressure involved? 
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COURT Oh undoubtedly, because over the years myself, rather than my 
brother, had more or less been led to believe that you were the hope of the 
side; It haunted you. It does today, the fact that you might let the side 
down; I know it's silly at my age I should be worrying about it. I'm going to 
Hobart to give this address to this big Rotary conference on Saturday week and 
it's worrying the daylights out of me; On the previous day there's going to be 
Professor Geoffrey Blainey, and he'll give a very powerful, learned, and 
captivating address; He's, I think, without doubt, the best of his kind In 
Australia today; I heard him at the Curtin graduation this week and although 
he was on a hardline subject and really challenging the 400 graduates there, 
and under other circumstances they could have very easily been a bit nasty 
about It, they were enthralled; They gave him the greatest reception anyone's 
had at a Curtin graduation and he was giving them a hardline instruction for 
the future, what they had to do, and not he fooled by the single issue people; 
Normally there'd be a lot of teachers, a lot of professors and others on the 
stage there who would be writhing in agony the way that he laid it down in his 
quiet authoritative learned way (there'd be quite a few amongst the students) 
but when he finished, quite apart from the audience, they just erupted in 
support, because it was such a logical, important message; 

You realise I'm going down to speak to a big Rotary gathering in a year when 
they've got an international president who's a Brazilian and is virtually 
trying to convert the whole of the Rotary movement of the world to the green 
cause; The word of the international president when you're a Rotarian is 
rather like the Grand Master in the Freemasonry; ltd  be less than human if I 
didn't worry about it. Plus the fact that as you're getting older, with that 
80th birthday looming up this year, you've got to assume that you're not quite 
as sharp as you were, so you've got to work doubly harth That's what it's all 
about; You can't let the side down; 

RJ To look at something very openly too, Sir Charles, you say you 
don't read speeches; 

COURT Only on certain occasions where it's inevitable, yes-i 

RJ Well, yes, but even though they're carefully prepared you say you 
cover the subject matter but not in the same way as it's written; Would you be 
able to read a speech anyway? You have already talked previously about your 
being ill at ease with English; You are someone who doesn't read with great 
facility and speeth 

COURT Well only if I've written it myself could I read it; That's why 
you probably were surprised at some of the speeches that were written for me 
which I bypassed 1 used the subject of it and I used to say to them, "You 
make sure the sums are right, you make sure the facts are right and then you 
leave it to me to say it my way;" But a lot of those speeches they would have 
on record as though they were my speeches. In point of fact the material, the 
facts they've given me, the dates they've given me, the tonnages and all that 
sort of thing they've given me, the names they've given me, they would all be 
faithfully used, but they'd have to be used in my rough-and-ready way; 

I laughed; You might have noticed I smiled when you said, "Could you read a 
speech?" Have I told you the story about the Leader of the Opposition, his 
comment on one occasion? 

RJ [Shakes head]; 

COURT Well I had a reputation for not reading speeches, because I like 
to look at people, plus the fact I could think better than having to struggle 
with these [written] words; It was at the Parmelia; It was quite a big 
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function, an import 
about So I belted 
duly sat down; It 
the function a very 
tell you Charlie, 
didn't realise who 
seen Charlie Court 
'The bastard can't 
the town for quite 
hand it provoked a 
who was going to ki 
everyone else got t 
grinned when you sa 
the then Leader of  

ant function; it was something that I was pretty steamed up 

out my ideas on this and my very strong views on this and 

seemed to be reasonably well understood and received After 

prominent businessman came to me3 He said, "I've got to 

something that will make you 5m11e2 When you sat down I 

was sitting alongside of me-. I said to him, 'I've never 

read a speech' As quick as a flash came back the answer, 

readi'" !1aughs] So this story had a lot of currency around 

a while; That wasn't a very kind remark but on the other 

certain amount of mirth, because this man was not a person 

ep that to himself. He was going to dine on that before 

he story2 So we duly made a note of it7 But that's why I 

Id, "Can you read speeches?" [laughs] because according to 

the Opposition I couldn't 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 55 
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TAPE 55 SIDE B 

RJ That was not what I was meaning, I hasten to add I'm just 

picturing you in a public hail;.;;; 

COURT I know, I'd be ill at ease at reading It; 

Rd Yes, yes, when you've got to read words quickly; 

COURT I don't read it well, and that's the reason I try to avoid it if I 

can; I paraphrase a whole paragraph in my own words and then hope It comes out 

all right; 

RJ But does that add to your nervousness? 

COURT No it doesn't That's not that- You see, if you can envisage 

you're going to give something that could be 20 minutes, could be 30 minutes, 

could be 40 minutes and it's got to be a whole piece, just like your piece of 

music. It had a beginning and It had its various movements and it had a coda 

at the finish to wind it all up Well a speech has got to be the same, very 

much like that. Also strangely enough I'm always more at ease without my own 

family; When I used to be competing in the Eastern States I always did better 

than I did here; Somehow or other I could sort of divorce myself from all that 

and just get down to the job in hand. 

You can imagine there's dozens, in fact hundreds of times Rita and the family 
have been present when I've been making speeches and I've never ever told them 

that they add to my nervousness, but they in fact do; It's not exactly a 

nervousness, but an uneasiness because you don't mind performing and having 

your quaint phrases and your sayings and your gesticulations when you're 

dealing with a complete lot of strangers, but somehow or other you have some 

inhibitions when you're dealing with your own family I should imagine an 

actor on a stage would always prefer to be cocooned for the night on the 

stage, conscious of the audience, but hoping that he didn't have his teacher 

and his family there so that he could be completely uninhibited; 

I used to be worried stiff when George Mellor was there because I was then 
trying to please him more than I was the judge, whereas if I was on my own as 
I was in South Australia on those two occasions at those big competitions 
there, I was completely uninhibited to give whatever I had to give and didn't 
do badly; 

Rd I have never heard you say Western Australia, it is always 

WES-TERN Australia; 

COURT Wes-tern Australia 

RJ With such enthusiasm; When did that arise and why? 

COURT Well I used to get so mad that people were so careless in saying 

Wes'Australia and things like this. You couldn't make out what they were 

sayingi They didn't seem to know that the real name •is Western Australia-: I 
don't know if you realise there was a time when Jim Macartney wanted to try 

and get the name of Western Australia changed; Because the paper's the West 
Australian, he wanted the name of the State changed to suit their paper and T 
wanted to get the paper changed to suit the State, but he wasn't having any 

of that; I found myself saying to people, "WES-TERN Australia, WESTERN 

Australia. You've got it right? It's Wes-tern Australia;" It became a bit of a 
habit after a while; I was unconscious of it, but people would say, "Why do 
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you emphasise this so much? We've got the message,' It got that way it became 
second nature to emphasise Wes-tern Australia, particularly if I was talking 
overseas or I was talking in the Eastern States, so they wouldn't get us mixed 
up with the rest of the mob. 

RJ So about when did you start doing that? 

COURT Oh, I think it almost coincided with my first year in Parliament. 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held at the Alexander 
Library Building on 24th April 1991; 

Sir Charles, before we start today I'll just identify for the sake of the 
listener that you have a very heavy head cold and as a consequence your voice 
will sound different from last time; 

When you were talking about your entry Into Parliament, we were also talking 
about your Wes-tern Australia, the way you say that, and you said about 
Macartney as editor of the West at the time: "He wanted the name of the State 
changed  to suit their paper and I wanted the paper changed to suit the 
State." Tell me about that episode. 

COURT Well Jim Macartney was a very one-eyed managing director and 
one-time editor of the West and, of course, prior to that he'd been in the 
Daily News. He was the—'w-Fite-haired boy of the famous C P Smith. Jim was a 
rather unusual man. He grew up in Subiaco and I used to see a fair bit of him 
then when I was a boy. He was always something of a loner. When we'd be doing 
the things that boys normally do (with Kings Park you can imagine what a great 
place to play cowboys and Indians and all that sort of stuff) Jim used to look 
at us with a rather cynical sort of smirk. He had more brains than most of us 
and he also had this newspaper mentality. They must be born with it, I think 

Well he was quite remarkable that he not only was a great newspaper man, but 
he also had a good [business] brain. If you look at the things that he did 
when he got into positions of responsibility, whether it was the Daily News or 
the West Australian and later on their launch into Channel 7, you'll see that 
he had a very strong business intellect so as to combine the journalism with 
what made it profitable to run a newspaper, how you can make it profitable, 
and later on how it was profitable to run a TV station. 

I knew him throughout the whole of this career and when I got into Parliament 
it was natural that I had more to do with him I was never quite sure whether 
he was friend or foe, because he had a rather cynical approach towards members 
of Parliament and I was no exception. But I found that it was desirable to 
talk to these people. Whether you thought they were friend or foe you still 
wanted to talk to them and get to know how they reacted to this and that. So 
my relationship with Jim was very strange; it was very mixed. If I had to make 
a judgment on it in retrospect I'd say it had much more on the good side than 
on the bad side. The bad things appear to be irritating at the time and were 
mountains high in my mind as a young member of Parliament (not young in age, 
but in experience) and then as a brand new minister. I found that handling the 
media was quite a thing. Don't forget in those days the press was everything; 
radio was quite a minor factor; TV was non-existent. When you talked about 
media you were really talking about the press, and they were very conscious of 
the fact that they WERE the media and acted accordingly. 

------------------------ 

1 This transcript p. 698. 
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I got involved with Jim; Initially he gave me a few very good tips and so on; 
I got involved more and more as we went up the scale in opposition; I became 
Deputy Leader of the Opposition and then, of course, we got into government; I 
worked mighty hard in government because the State had nothing. Seven hundred 
thousand people; we were a mendicant State; Grants Commission; You've heard 
all this sad tale before; I could bring tears to your eyes He took quite a 
bit of interest in what I was doing in connection with the North West; 

To his credit, even before we got into government, he did a lot to bring tours 
to the West; I think the West must have financed most of them, journalists and 
others, and took them right through the NorthT It was during that period in 
the run up to our period in 1 59 that you heard so much talk about the 
potential; I think I've told you they always used to say the po-tentiah It 
was quite a standing joke with the local people; They used to mimic you; 
Whether In Carnarvon, Onslow, Derby, Broome, Port Hedland, they'd mimic you 
with this po-tential thing; But it's to his credit that by this time, of 
course, he was the managing director of the paper having been through all of 
the steps and stairs that are part of a newspaper life and a career; It's to 
his credit that he brought a lot of these people through there, and he himself 
also took a great interest; 

Now when we brought down our policy in 1957/58, In the run up to 1 59, I think 
Griff Richards was then the editor, but Jim Macartney was sitting over him; It 
was then that I first started to realise how difficult a customer Jim could 
be; Griff Richards was very helpful, especially when we're talking positive 
things; That's when I learnt when you're dealing with the media and the 
public, but particularly the media, if you're talking positive, positive, 
positive, things with imagination and so on, they respond like most people do; 
Let's face it, the blueprint we had for turning po-tential into reality was a 
very dramatic and very challenging programme; I could give you some more 
Information when we're talking about the Liberal Party; The trouble I had to 
get the Liberal Party to endorse that, but eventually they did and I have to 
say that the West backed ita When we were still in opposition, when we got 
approval for that policy, the blueprint for the North, and I have to say the 
West, with Griff Richards as the editor, gave it a real boost; I think 
everyone was so pleased that somebody had something positive to say; It wasn't 
just a question of arguing whether you could do things a little bit better 
than Labor, or Labor could do it a bit better than you 

Now somewhere along the line this question of Wes-tern Australia arosei Jim 
made it very clear that there was no way they were going to change the name of 
the newspaper from West Australian to the Western Australian; He reacted very 
angrily and he actually did ask David Brand to change the name of the State to 
West Australia. Well you didn't have any problem to convince David Brand that 
It stayed as it was; That was the name: Western Australia If you think of it 
it's very appropriate; If we had just been a little State tacked on the end, 
joining on to another one, then I suppose, just as you say South Australia, it 
was logical to say West Australia; But when we were the western third! 

It's quite remarkable that the Brits when they annexed Australia in 1788 in 
Sydney that they didn't take the lot. They knew Australia was there; they knew 
Western Australia was there; you'd had the Dutch; you'd had the French; you'd 
had the Portugese; you'd had the British; Don't forget William Dampier came 
here twice in the seventeenth century; a remarkable story; So he was here a 
long, long, long time before Captain Cook found eastern Australia. Of course, 
they like to tell you he found Australia; He didn't, because William Dampier, 
first as a buccaneer and then as a pukka captain, discovered Western Australia 
and did some wonderful work; He wasn't the first anyhow; there were plenty of 
others; Don't forget the first recorded Englishmen to set foot in Western 
Australia were the crew of the ship Tryal (that's spelt T-R-Y-A-L, I think, in 
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the old English spelling) but they were wrecked on the Western Australian 

coast so theoretically they were the first Englishmen to inhabit Western 

Australia. So this was a bit of a joke; 

But he abandoned the idea of trying to get Western Australia changed to West 

Australia and we abandoned the idea of ever getting the West Australian 

newspaper changed to Western Australia; 

Just to give you one of the more humorous events7 When we started to make 
progress after we were elected in 1 59, bear in mind I couldn't wait until some 
of the bigger things like iron ore and these other minerals caught up with us 
because that was hard-headed international standard negotiating, but I wanted 
to get little Industries going, because little fish are sweet and also the 
more small and medium size industries you have the less vulnerable is the 
economy; So I worked like fury and we had some successes. Some of them might 
only be a husband and wife; Some might be five [staff], some might be ten- It 
was big if they had twelve; But that was the nature of the thing. Every one 
had its own character and I learnt a lot and we found out our shortcomings, 

how we didn't have industrial land properly zoned and all ready for 
occupation, so that we could take it [the title] off the shelf and give it to 

a struggling businessman or woman; So we were learning; We worked mighty hard; 

He [Macartney] then accused me of only being interested in big business 

because by this time we were starting to talk about the big fellows, you know: 
the big iron ore, the big nickel and the alumina was starting to come up 

around the corner; So these big names naturally they had to come up, because 
we had to let people know what we were negotiating about. If you didn't tell 
them, you were being secretive, and if you did tell them, you were boasting - 
"pie In the sky" and all this sort of stuff; He made a statement, I'm not sure 
whether it was through a leading article or what it was, accusing me of only 

being Interested in the big fellows and what about all the little chaps who 
needed help and were so important in the total scheme of things-.- 

So I confronted him on this and I said, "Jim you know that 70 per cent of all 
of my time, in spite of all these big and dramatic things, 70 per cent of my 
time and more is taken up on finding little chaps, negotiating with little 

chaps, helping little chaps2 If you want to, on a confidential basis, I'm 
prepared to make the records of the Department of Industrial Development open 
to you, for one of your trustworthy journalists to talk to the officers of the 
Department and examine these records and satisfy himself that not less than 70 
per cent of my time is spent on negotiating, seeking out, helping little 

chaps, some of them husband and wife and that sort of thing; That's how small 
they are:" I must have caught him in one of his better moods and he said he 
would; So he put Don Smith on the job; 

Now we opened the whole place up, the Department up to him, and Don Smith had 
to report to him that it wasn't 70 per cent at all, it was a much higher 

figure than that; I think he was quite surprised at the amount of time, 
weekends, out of hours times, that I would spend with little people, trying to 
encourage them, because I had a lot of experience with this; I had a lot of 
professional background in this sort of thing, in dealing with little people, 

the Depression and all that sort of stuff, plus starting new businesses, 
helping clients to get started and so on; So that did me a lot of good and 

that got him off my back for a while; 

But then not far down the road we found we couldn't get any reports for these 
small businesses unless one of them went broke; So I got a list of these 
things and went down and saw him one day and I said, "Jim, look I don't want 
you to talk about me, I'm not seeking publicity for the government, I'm not 
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seeking publicity for these projects, but what I am asking you to do is 
something to help the State; If one of these little chaps goes broke or gets 
the receiver in or gets into some bother, he's headlines; It could only be, 
sometimes, only a tinpot little show that might have four people, might not be 
any great shakes In the total industry In which he's involved, but he becomes 
headlines. He's a disaster; he's a failure; If it was a hundred million 
pounds, then I could understand, that's big business, but these little chaps; 
Can you get one of your chaps to go and identify some of these success 
stories? Some of these that started with husband and wife have now got ten 
people; Some have got twenty; started with three and fouri I could take you to 
one die-making place which is doing wondersi All high security, because when 
you're making these very high cost dies they have to be done under great 
security, because you might be making the dies for a new brand of soap or 
something of that kind, or some product, where it's essential that until they 
hit the market, they've got absolute security-a" He said, "No I won't" I said, 
"Well why won't you?" He said, "Well you've got to get used to it, Charles, 
early in your career," he said, "you've got to get used to it, that success Is 
not news. Only flood, fire, famine and disaster is news." He repeated It: 
"Flood, fire, famine and disaster;" I know It so well; [laughs] They're the 
only things that are news; I remember saying, "What a hell of a way to earn a 
living!" 

Of course I learnt the truth of It in practical terms The failures, the 
drama, the controversy, the scandal, they're the things that are news; It was 
therefore quite unrealistic of me, as it turned out, to ask him to give some 
priority to these little success stories which, in his opinion, somebody would 
turn it over and say, "So what?" 

But then it moved along a little bit furthers By this time we had had a lot of 
success and big projects had either been negotiated or were being constructed 
or in fact were getting due for official openings and so on dim in one of his 
off moments decided that I had too high a profile; It wasn't that Dave Brand 
had complained about it; I might have told you Dave Brand's attitude towards 
people having a high profile; I will tell you later on, because it does mark 
the difference between Dave Brand as a great leader, without a lot of 
education, without a lot of business and other success, but as a great leader, 
because of this and another factor; But he, Macartney, must have thought that 
his old schoolmate - not his old schoolmate because I didn't go to the same 
school as him, but his old acquaintance back in boyhood and youth days, was 
getting too much profile; wasn't good for him; He must have been talking to my 
mother or something [chuckles]: would go to my head! So he issued an order 
that I was to be banned from the West for nine months, for reasons which 
people associated with the newspaper 1ndustry would know; Sadly this happened 
periodically and this brilliant man would do these things, which was quite 
sad, because he was probably one of the most brilliant of his kind I've ever 
seen, both in terms of journalism and in terms of the business side of the 
media, making a profit out of the media and so onv Not too many have got the 
two. 

Sd it started consternation; It became a bit of a joke around the place 
because Don Smith would sit outside my office with Derek Flynn [ABC] while 
they were waiting for me to come out, trying to write my obituary without 
mentioning my name; [chuckles] They came up with some extraordinary writings; 
I wish they'd kept them because they'd be classics; Don was very clever at 
this and Derek would make his little contribution, but Don was always the 
ringleader, it came to a head over an ilmenite beneficiation plant down at 
Capel; 
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This is a long story (I won't give you the whole story) but early in my 

ministerial career a person within the Department had come up with an 

invention about the upgrading of ilmenite; Now as happens with all of these 

things, a fellow in a laboratory gets an idea and it's quite brilliant, it's a 

breakthrough, but it's not commercial. So I remember taking this particular 

thing when I was negotiating Laporte and saying, "Look, can you as part of our 

negotiations and part of the establishment of your industry, give me some 

advice from experts internationally as to whether this has any merit or not? 

We've got to trust you with having access to it for the time being;" So they 

came back, they did a very thorough job in England and somewhere else, and 

they said, "Our experts tell us this man's got something; On its own it's not 

commercial but he has achieved something that we've been looking for for a 

long time and haven't found; It Is novel, it's new, and therefore it is 

something that you can register, you can patent and so on;" So that belonged 

to the government. 

Now that was worked on by industry; I'm not sure of the figure, but I think 32 

adaptations and refinements and so on down the track they got to a commercial 

process. That just shows you: You can understand now why Sarich takes so long 

and has still got so long to go before there are cars running around with his 

engines in. The average man in the street doesn't understand the amount of 

money, the amount of time, the amount of technology that goes into these 

things; But I think it was 32 patents down the road when we came out with the 

commercial project whereby you had a product that was worth many, many times 

the exportable value of the raw materials Could be up to 30 times more; So you 

can see the importance of working on these things-; 

I had to get these things done without government money, because we didn't 

have that sort of money; In any case it was jolly hard to get It out of the 

Treasury, because when the government does it, it seems to be a bottomless 

pit, whereas when private enterprise is doing it, they have their own checks 

and balances; 

Now this particular plant had been negotiated and was about to be announced, 
this benefic -lation. I was very proud of this; The directors of the company 
said, "Look you're the one who has kept our nose to the grindstone, you've 

given us hell over this, and it's now been successful and we're making an 

announcement to go on with it; We want you to announce it." A press statement 

was prepared from the Minister for Industrial Development, Charles Court; I 

said, "I've got to tell you it won't get announced In this form; It won't get 

announced with my name;" They couldn't believe it; So I said, "You'll just 

have to take my word for it, but one of you should announce it, because at 

least it will get announced in a reasonable form because the journalists won't 

understand what it's all about." [It was announced in my name;] 

Anyhow next morning out it comes in the paper that this plant was going to be 

established, "and when Mr 'X'" (I just forget the poor man's name) "of this 

particular company was asked last night what he thought of this project he 

said, 'It sounds a bloody good Idea to me!" 

END OF TAPE 55 SIDE 5 
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TAPE 56 SIDE A 

COURT You can imagine the chairman of directors on the phone from Sydney 
to me in the morning screaming blue murder about this thing.-  1 said, "Well I 
told you about this ban on me and this is what would happen." He said, "I 
didn't believe It," he said, "but I understand now." He said, "We'll sack this 
bloke!" So I said, "What do you mean sack him?" I said, "I think you should 
give him a medal, he's one of yours;" He said, "I'll say he's one of ours," he 
said, "he was the night watchman." They [the West] kept ringing up and he was 
going around his chores and the phone was ringing when he went from one 
station to the other, so he answered it and the fellow told him this story and 
that was his reaction. "Sounds a bloody good idea to me!" So that was the end 
of the nine months' ban, because it just showed how stupid the whole thing 
was, you seek But that's very much part of the story of Jim Macartney. 

RJ Just before you get off that. How long did the ban effectively 
last? 

COURT Oh it was several weeks. It was far too long to be comfortable I 
can assure you. 

RJ And can you tag down the period? I know we could look up the 
episode, but approximately what year are we talking about? 

COURT Oh we'd have to find out when this plant was announced; Don Smith 
could probably do that for me, because we've joked about it quite often: he 
and his notes on my obituary and so on. But if you like I can get him to 
localise it down to that time. 1 Then maybe we could even get the plant and the 
company and the cutting itself. 

RJ That would be tremendous. 

COURT It was typical of these things. 

Subsequently, whilst my relationship with Jim had these hot and cold moments, 
I have to say this that if anyone ever challenged my integrity, I could bet 
that within 24 or 48 hours at the most, up would come the West and really deal 
It a savage blow. So the friendship and the sort of genuine affinity one with 
the other was there all the time. It was just that he had this unfortunate 
problem and that used to get the better of things at times. 

I always remained strongly oriented, towards him. I used to feel more sorrow 
than anger that such a brilliant man would have these moments that would 
divert him off course. Then eventually, of course, his arrangement with the 
West was changed, but in the process it was he who established Channel 7. You 
see he said to Jim Cruthers, who was a journalist who hadn't been heard all 
that much of.... He was a good one and well-regarded and so on, but it was 
part of Macartney's smartness that he saw in Jim Cruthers not only a good 
professional journalist, but more particularly a good businessman. So it was 
he who said to Cruthers, "You get us the TV licence." Now I don't suppose Jim 
Cruthers (now Sir James, of course) knew anything more about television than I 
did at that time, but Macartney had told him to do It, and like the message to 
Garcia, he went off and produced to the master [the licence for] Channel 7. 

1Sir Charles contacted Don Smith who could not remember the exact period 
but confirmed what had been said and added further information, see 
attached minute dated 9 May 1991, pp. 2341-2343 (RJ) 
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Having produced the licence then Macartney said, "Well you run it." Again it 

turned out to be a brilliant decision, because Channel 7 in my estimation when 

it got to its peak under Jim Cruthers, was without doubt the most efficient, 

the most effective, and the most community oriented station in the whole of 

Australia. It might not have been the biggest in terms of revenue and all that 

sort of thing, but I always believed it was the best. They had a tremendous 

range of community things: awards for sport, for art, for film-making for 

young people. And, of course, they introduced Telethon and a host of these 

things. During the 150th anniversary they really got behind our State as a 

community thing. They arranged this Miss Universe [contest held in Perth at 

the Entertainment Centre]. They had Bob Hope here to make that spectacular. It 

cost the government nothing. They did this as part of a community thing. 

I have to confess that all the time I was there [In government] I resisted any 

suggestion of a third [commercial] TV licence; Later on, of course, we got 

Channel 9. They conformed pretty well to the idea that you had to run it as a 

community station, but I always made it very clear to the Commonwealth and 

anyone else around that I didn't think Perth was ready for a third one. I was 

more concerned about having two good community based commercial stations that 

were each going to pull their weight, instead of having three and none of them 

could afford to observe this standard and do these little extras. We weren't 

going to stagnate because we didn't have a third station, but that's another 

story. I make no bones about it that I opposed the third TV licence at that 

time. Maybe when we get many more people that's another matter. I was more 

concerned about the quality, the community input, and Channel 7 under Cruthers 

(and guided by Macartney don't forget) set a wonderful standard. 

Of course, we now know the sad story when Jim parted with the West, and I 

still kept in touch with him. At one stage he said to a friend of mine: "You 

know the only person who returns my telephone calls or invites me to lunch is 

Charles Court." Now I had reason to be bitter over some things, but they 

weren't all that important in one's life. I was always more inclined to think 

of the big things that were important in the life of both of us. So that's the 

story of how I was involved with Jim Macartney, going right back to the days 

when we were both youths. 

RJ You said, In talking about Jim Macartney in his youth, that he 

already had a newspaper mentality. What do you define as a newspaper 

mentality? 

COURT Well, you've got to be a bit careful on that one, a bit of poet's 

licence because I found that newspaper men of that particular era, they always 

seemed to be a thing apart. They used to socialise differently. They had 

different hours, of course, and so on. They used to think differently. They 

never used to seem to take things at face value as you or I would. There 

always had to be a question. Could there be a twist or something like that? So 

he seemed to just think..;. I'm thinking about Jack Burkett and a few others 

who were around there, Sublaco, In those days. They seemed to be so free and 

open and active and there didn't seem to be anything clever about it, but with 

Jim there was always something a little bit cynical, a little bit questioning 

about It. I don't know that he even thought he was ever going to be a 

newspaper man at that time, but he was. He was a pretty bright sort of a boy. 

RJ You also said that he gave you some good tips about handling the 

media when you first went into Parliament. Can you remember what they were? 

COURT Well one was 'news is now'. On one occasion we had something 

important coming up and we were desperately anxious to hold it up for a 

particular time, 24 hours to be precise. A minister had very foolishly been 

blowing his mouth off about this thing [and the Daily News had got wind of 
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it]. We were fairly new in government at the time. Not so much new in 

Parliament, but I was new in government at the time; Knowing him as well as I 

did I went to him to explain why it was important we held this up for 24 hours 

[and announce it in the West]. He then said to me, "Charles I hear what you 

say, but I've got to give you some advice. Always remember, news is nowl Now 

if your minister was indiscreet enough (and I know the circumstances) to blow 

that off to our bloke," he said, "how do I know that the ABC or somebody 

haven't caught enough of it to run a story? You're going to look mighty stupid 

if having got ours postponed to have a decorous announcement in 24 hours and 

you get a dribble, dribble announcement from a half-baked source overnight. 

When these things come out half-baked like that you can never control them 

again. So if somebody has gaffed it's best you come out and make a story of it 

and make a virtue of it and you'll find that you get a much cleaner story than 

you will if you try to discipline it for a particular time." I found that 

worked very well. He said, "Remember, news is now."  

I remember that saying that if you've got some news use it now. Don't take a 

chance that you can hold it for three weeks, six weeks, a week, or even three 

Mum Remember that if it's newsworthy at all it's best you release it now I 

found that that worked pretty well really. If you try to be tricky-dicky about 

these things and keep it from your staff or keep it from somebody, or keep it 

from your colleagues, somehow or other it leaks out - not always maliciously 

by the way, just from sheer simple straightforward things, where somebody 

thought that somebody should have a copy of it and that was that. 

The other thing I've mentioned, of course, was this bit about success is not 

news. There were a number of other things that I just can't think about at the 

moment, but I may think about them later, but they were all just little 

points. Oh one was brevity, which was never my great forte, because only 

people who have got a good command of English can make it brief. That's 

something that I've learnt ever so much about and I've never learnt how to 

conquer It. 

The other thing he said (which it's a pity we can't get back to it; I remember 

now): "Don't issue voluminous press reports." (I'm talking a long time ago now 
don't forget.) He said, "It's an insult to the reporter." He said, "All of our 

reporters...." (in those days, of course) "can do good shorthand." That 

wouldn't apply today. "But if you want to get some personality Into the thing, 

and you want to get the benefit of his professionalism, you will learn to give 

your statements concisely and as precisely as you can and without ambiguity 

and then rely on his professionalism." 

Now I learnt that the journalists trained on the goldfields, like Smith, were 

superior to those trained in the city. Their shorthand was better and they 

were (dare I say it) - I found them people of greater integrity. Perhaps a 

fairer thing to say was I felt more comfortable with them. You could tell them 

a little bit extra, which in turn they could use with discretion to tell the 

story. 

So if you look back on those days, the profile that I was enjoying was almost 

entirely from talking to journalists. Again I emphasise we mainly only had to 

talk to the press. But I didn't have a press officer In those early days and 

you talked to the journalists. It was a bit difficult when Don Smith wasn't on 

duty, or Derek Flynn wasn't on duty, or one of those that you knew. But 

eventually you got to know a wider range of journalists and you found each of 

them had his own peculiarities, his own strengths, his own weaknesses; 

A classic interview with Don Smith was when I came down from the North - oh 

I'd been on a terribly tiring trip to the North in the old DC3 days. When I 

landed In Perth I was in shorts and a fair amount of dust and pretty tired 
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because we'd really flogged it for several days; John Parker and people like 
that; We were in the middle of a first-class brawl with the federal government 
over the standardisation of the east-west Railway. We were wanting to get a 
railway up to the quality that we needed. The Commonwealth on the other hand 
were tearing us down all the time over a stupid argument; They didn't want us 
to have a heavier rail from Kalgoorlie to Fremantle than they had on the 
Commonwealth railway across the desert. Now how stupid can you be, because the 
amount of traffic from Kalgoorlie to Fremantle was compounded by all our super 
traffic, our wheat traffic, our fuel traffic and all the other traffic for the 
Western Australian rural industries which had to be added to whatever was 
going to or coming from the Eastern States; So we wanted, at a minimal extra 
cost, to put in the heavier rails, because when you're putting in the railway 
the first time you want to do it right; The difference in cost of putting in 
the heavier rail that's going to last you for many, many years more as 
compared with the ones they wanted was not much different than the cost of the 
rails, the extra cost of the rails.- 

We were having a ding-dong row with them and Gordon Freeth was the minister, 
federal minister at the time. I got off the plane and Don showed me his 
[Freeth's] statement criticising us for wasting money; I let fly. It must have 
been about nine o'clock because he was able to put it in the next morning; I 
really let fly. It was probably one of the best statements I ever made and 
probably one of the best newspaper reports I ever had, because it said what it 
meant. You could almost see this man covered in dust and a bit tired and testy 
having come down from the North and then confronted with a stupid, mean-minded 
sort of a statement from the federal government; It was more than I could bear 
so I let fly. 

It only proved the point that Macartney was telling me early in the piece that 
it's better if you can talk to a professional; I doubt whether you can do that 
often today, because you get a whole battery of microphones stuck under your 
nose. A lot of these people wouldn't know B from a bull's foot about what they 
want to Interview you on; They've just been told to ask a few inane questions; 
If there's a dozen of them there you'd be lucky if two of them were real 
professionals in the true sense of the word, so great has been the denigration 
of true journalism by tape recorders, TV, microphones and the like; 

RJ Throughout this discussion on those days and your relationship 
with the media, you're making it seem as if the ABC news service was not a 
force, that it was just the newspapers. 

COURT Well I remind you that all of this started over Jim Macartney, who 
was a newspaper man and eventually became a TV man, so that accounts for the 
over-emphasis; You also have to realise that radio wasn't a great force then; 
Ironically radio became a greater force after TV; Now I well remember when TV 
came and everyone said, "That's the end of radio; Who'd want to listen to a 
radio set when you can have a picture on TV?" How wrong they were; It was like 
cinemas when TV came; That was going to be the end of picture theatres, cinema 
theatres. What was that song: "TV Killed my Radio Star", wasn't that one of 
the pop songs? It turned out to be wrong, because they probably sell 1000 
records based on radio and cassettes and that sort of thing to any royalties 
they get from TV. Some people had the good sense to realise that you had to 
rethink the whole thing and so in spite of TV you've got probably more 
theatres, only they're different sorts of theatres, than you used to have; 
You've got more radio stations and, of course, FM has come in; 
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I didn't intend to overlook ABC or any of the other stations, but I think you 

have to realise that the newspapers In my first few years were dominant from 

the media point of view. They had a tremendous impact on the people. I think I 

have already told you that I used radio more than TV because it has a greater 

attention [span]. 

RJ Yes you have. 

COURT Plus the fact that you could get it [radio] out on to the 

tractors, you could get into the North, you could get Into the mining towns 

through radio, whereas you couldn't with TV. It doesn't apply quite so much 

today but the Idea of a morning TV session in some of these country and remote 

areas would have been laughable then. So the best sessions of all were the ABC 

news because they were the first ones to get out into the whole of Australia. 

I used that consciously and very effectively. 

1 well remember the run-up to one of the federal elections when Fraser was 

heading for - I'm not sure whether it was his election in 1 75 or a later one - 

and I was doing some campaigning in the Eastern States and by some misjudgment 

I was doing campaigning there on the last electronic media day. You know, the 

Wednesday cut-off. Instead of being in Western Australia at that time I was in 

New South Wales. I was right down a mine that was about to be closed and it 

was a focal point in this particular electorate and they had me doing some 

campaigning there. So I was down this mine and getting photographed with 

miners and all this sort of stuff. The message came: "You've got to get back 

to Sydney for the six o'clock session," (whatever it was called In those 

days). There was a girlie there that used to be In Perth. I forget her name. 

RJ Geraldine Doogue? 

COURT No, no, no, this is radio days. 

RJ Oh, radio days! 

COURT They were very anxious that I should appear on this because Bob 

Hawke, who was then president of the ACTLJ, was going to be on in Melbourne and 

they wanted me on in Sydney. It was going to be the last of these things 

before the cut-off period. This, of course, was going to go throughout the 

whole of Australia: right into the North, Queensland, Kimberley, everywhere in 

Australia, especially being the last. So the Liberal Party, for some reason or 

other, decided that I was the best one to use this 25 minutes, uninterrupted; 

hopefully uninterrupted. So they rushed me out of this mine. I still had my 

old overalls on and these heavy old boots. Out to the local airport and we 

flew into Sydney and the ABC had a car waiting there and off to the studio and 

straight in there. Derek Flynn was with me. He was then working for the 

government. So they said, "It's coming on in five minutes," or whatever it 

was. We had a bit of a rehearsal. I just forget who was doing the interview, 

but it was one of the top men of the day. We rehearsed how it was going to be 

handled. 

Hawke was going to start off down there [in the Melbourne studio] as the 

president of the ACTU. Well he'd obviously been enjoying himself this day. It 

was back in the days before he became so abstemious, and he started off with a 

tirade of abuse. Oh, not the best of language: "Fraser's a liar." I remember 

he kept saying, "Fraser's a liar." This kept coming back and so on and so on. 

I was trying to get my threepennorth, you see, although it was up to the 

moderator. Derek was out in the control room listening to all of this. I got 

another version of the story from him when it was all over. 
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Eventually after he [Hawke] had gobbled up with all this tirade about ten or 

twelve minutes I just had to make an issue of it. So the moderator, who had 

control of the switch and should have intervened before, he said, "Well look, 

I think it's about time we heard from Mr Court." So on I came. Or "Sir Charles 

Court," whatever It is. We could still hear old Bob screaming at the other end 

there. I said, "Now Bob if you go on misbehaving like that I'm going to tell 

your father on you." [laughs] Well It was electric, you see. Of course it was 

treated as humorous. The way I said it, it was treated as humorous all around 

Australia, because don't forget It was going all around Australia on this 

session: six o'clock there and then six o'clock WST. I then got in my few 

words before Bob caught his breath again and carried on about the same. Of 

course 1 had to time it so that 1 had the last word. I only wanted the last 

two minutes and I had to be careful what I did with those two minutes, which I 

did. Then that was the end of the session. 

The whole reason why I was so anxious to - not so much to be worried about 

getting a great policy thing through, but to give a perception, you see, 

because It's all about perceptions. It was better to have a couple of minutes 

there and a couple of minutes here and let somebody else destroy themselves 

[in between]. I was conscious of the fact that this was going to go on every 

ABC station that had broadcast that six o'clock session, right around 

Australia. So that's how it finished up and did us a lot of good. It wouldn't 

have done Bob [or the ALP] a lot of good; probably did him a lot of harm. It 

was unfortunate that he'd adopted the attitude he did, because I think what he 

was really trying to get at was the fact that I was there and not Fraser. 

Fraser was somewhere else, and it didn't matter anyhow. Fraser used to be 

very, very nervous about Hawke, very nervous about Hawke, which explains why I 

had to have that long debate on Channel 7 many years before that to try and 

establish in the minds of our federal people that Bob Hawke wasn't invincible. 

You just had to dictate your own terms, your own space and so on. 

The interesting thing was - if you think I've got a bit of a thing about ABC 

sometimes, on news matters I've had nothing but respect for the ABC. On 

current affairs I've always had some very serious misgivings. There's good 

reason for that because yoi're talking about a different animal. You're not 

comparing like with like. Derek said that during the whole of this tirade 

that was going on, the staff was working out how they could have a mechanical 

failure, because they knew he was going down the drain all the time with this 

outburst. It worried me the fact that they weren't considering what was fair 

or balanced and so on, they didn't want him to be embarrassed. Had it been one 

of us I'm quite sure it wouldn't have been the same thing. 

RJ So you are saying indirectly that they were Labor sympathisers in 

current affairs? 

COURT Well Labor sympathisers don't worry me at all as long as they do 

thefr work professionally. Some of the best journalists the ABC had were known 

Labor supporters, but they were very professional journalists. But don't 

forget you didn't have to be a journalist to be in current affairs. You didn't 

have to be committed to a journalist code to be In current affairs. That's 

what was worrying me, because there was an influence going back a long way in 

ABC current affairs which to my mind was not so much Labor..... you could live 

with that sort of thing, because you can't dictate what people are, whether 

------------------------ 
1 1n the period in which Sir Charles is speaking, news and current affairs 
programmes were prepared in two separate departments of the ABC with quite 

separate staff and policy (Rd). 
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they're Liberal or Labor, as long as they're doing their work professionally. 

But you had people there, of course, who had a very strong extreme left wing 

and communist background and they had much more impact than anyone should have 

had in any one organisationd 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 56 
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TAPE 56 SIDE B 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander 

Library Building on 30th April 1991; 

Sir Charles, back to 1953 and your entry to Parliament; You mentioned in the 

interview before last that Harry Hearn introduced you to Fred Islip the Clerk 

of the Assembly in quite a flamboyant way; What did you mean by that? 

COURT It would be quite embarrassing to tell you and I don't think I 

ihou1d. I got to know of It by a letter that Fred Islip sent to me when we'd 

had some success later on and he had retired; That's how I got to know of it 

The actual incident itself I wasn't present for; But Harry being Harry, he 

wasn't content just to let me introduce myself to the Clerk of the Legislative 

Assembly, bearing in mind that he, Harry Hearn, was in the Upper House in the 

Legislative Council. But Fred Islip was a highly respected officer of the 

Parliament, very knowledgeable, a man of great integrity, trusted by all sides 

of politics; He was an adornment to Parliament because he just had this 

personality. He had this feeling when you talked to him that he was one you 

could bare your soul with, you could tell him a confidentiality. You could ask 

his advice on a confidential matter, you'd get the straightforward answer and 

you'd never have any fear about it going beyond Fred Islip; That is 

tremendously important If a parliament is going to work. He and [Len] Hawley, 

who came after him and who was his assistant for many years, were in the same 

mould and you felt comfortable; 

Fred had retired and something happened and he dropped me a nice little note, 

which I appreciated receiving. He then set out the detail of this particular 

appointment he had with Harry Hearn who came to see him to tell him that he 

would be receiving this young man (that's a long time ago to refer to me as a 

young man) into the Assembly and to look after him; Harry would feel that that 

was his duty. He wouldn't see anything out of place of Intruding into the 

Legislative Assembly at all because he would take most of the credit for 

getting me to stand and getting people around me to get me In. But I think it 

would be a little embarrassing if I told you the words that he used; They are 

very few, but I wouldn't mind telling you privately. 

Rd No, please say it on the record; we will allow for your 

embarrassment. 

COURT I don't know that it's wise to; But it's a pity I didn't keep Fred 

T1ip's letter. It's not the sort of thing that Fred Islip would do lightly, 

but he felt that he should do its I wasn't a very good diarist; I wasn't a 

very good keeper of records. Had I kept the letter it would have spoken for 

itself; 

Rd So you're not even going to give us a clue? 

COURT Well I would?'t  mind telling you privately, then you can use yo
ur 

own judgment after that 

------------------------ 
The words Harry Hearn used were: "I want you to look after this young chap; 

He is the best thing that has hit this Parliament since John Forrest" (RJ); 



TAPE 56/B COURT 712 

Rd To your maiden speech. We've covered the preparation and we've 

gone briefly through the points that you covered, but you did say that yo 

were "as nervous as a kitten" and you suffered "the agonies of the damned" 

over it. What did you mean by that? 

COURT You must realise that Parliament is a different forum than any 

E1iér that exists. ft's not like addressing a church gathering. It's not like 

addressing a school; It's not like addressing a rally out in the street' It's 

not like addressing a formal meeting. It's got its own atmosphere about it, 

bearing in mind that all of the people there are elected people; Some of them 

have rather fearsome reputations for cutting people down to size, just waiting 

for you to make a slip or try and create a slip even if you don't make one 

yourself. So you go into the Parliament with a certain amount of trepidation; 

I've never had the experience in any other forum that I've been in, some of 

them quite fearsome, quite frightening in size and in importance. But I've 

never had that same feeling as I have had as when I went into Parliament and a 

feeling that I retained until I left Parliament; It grew, I suppose, out of a 

respect for the institution: the forms of that institution, the forms of the 

Parliament. So it's not hard to understand that I would have been doubly 

nervous when I was going to make my maiden speech, especially as I wanted to 

try and say something worthwhile; 

In those days, of course, there were very strict rules about reading speeches 

Later on people cribbed a bit and cribbed a bit more and they then showed some 

licence for maiden speeches and so on, but that didn't exist when I first went 

in. The rules were very strict and for good reason; You could have notes to 

guide you by way of headings, but it was regarded as being quite wrong to have 

a written speech that you tried to read from; I've seen the members later on 

get up to speak and they've had a pile of Hansards in front of them, looking 

very impressive. Then I realised that some of the smart alecs had them there 

for no other reason than putting their notes on top so that they would be 

within viewing distance as they stood up in their place; There's no other 

explanation than that. - 

I did refer to Erhard when we last discussed the matter; You realise that the 

philosophy that he stood for was diametrically opposed to the Labor Party 

opposite us at the time and which was the government at the time; They were 

hardline socialists. Not communists, they were hardline socialists in a very 

simplistic way. They honestly believed that socialism would work; They 

tolerated private enterprise then because there was no other way; There was no 

way they could wipe out private enterprise, but they were hardline socialists; 

When you came in contact with people like Bert Hawke and Herbie Graham and 

people of that kind in Parliament and then you came in contact with Joe 

Chamberlain and his ilk at the Trades Hall, you realised that they still 

cherished the idea that one day you could have a socialist state; They had the 

good sense politically, especially within the parliamentary party, not to push 

it too hard, because every time they did try to push it they felt the razor's 

edge of not only the employer body, which in some ways they could handle 

easier than they could the broader public, but they found that the public at 

large weren't as silly on these things as they might have thought; 

You've heard me say before that the average citizen is very conservative; I 

don't say conservative politics, but conservative in the true sense of the 

word; They understand these things, so it doesn't surprise me with the 

------------------------ 
1 This transcript, p. 689; 

2 Ibid., R 695. 
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downfall of communism in Eastern Europe and USSR that such a large body of the 

public there, after 70 years of suppression, embraces the basic principles of 

the private enterprise system. 

That's the only reason why I can explain that I was a little bit nervous about 

It. I felt very strongly about Erhard and the philosophies that he had 

followed and successfully and which, I believe, have been the foundation on 

which the strong West German economy was built. If It hadn't have been for him 

I think they might have taken years and years to get a strong economy 

established after the devastation of the war, They had been playing around 

with controls. You'd have had one government change from a conservative 

government to a socialist government and the Willy Brandt type of people would 

have gone back to a hardline socialist doctrine. You wouldn't have had that 

breakthrough. It was so well done and so courageously done and so forcefully 

done that when people came along like Willy Brandt and others later, they 

couldn't destroy it. They would have been plain stupid if they'd have tried to 

destroy something that was working so well and which had made them so 

economically strong both at home, in Europe, and internationally. 

RJ Your maiden speech also contained the, I would imagine, fairly 

usual thanks expressed to the staff of the Parliament and members on both 

sides of the House for their courteousness and friendliness, but you go on to 

say: "I realise I have much to learn in connection with matters political and 

am very conscious of my immaturity in that direction. It has been made very 

apparent to me by my experience in the last few months that no matter how far 

one may have progressed in his professional or civil vocation he is a mere 

child when it comes to his initiation into the political affairs of a State;" 

What brought that comment on? It almost sounds as if there were things that 

had happened to you that you were unhappy about; 

COURT It's a very simple explanation; I thought I knew a fair bit about 

the machinations of the parliamentary machine; I refer there to the total 

machine within the Parliament, outside of the Parliament, within the parties: 

not just the party, but the parties, and so on; Bearing in mind, of course, 

that we in coalition always had the added complication of having a coalition 

partner, a minor partner or a minority partner whichever way you look at it, 

but one, like all minorities, that has an influence beyond numbers on most 

occasions. So I realised that having knowledge of the law, having knowledge of 

your profession, having knowledge of anything at all, having knowledge how to 

run a business, how to manage a business and manage people's affairs and so 

on, that didn't equip you for coping with the parliamentary situation; There 

were standards of conduct and standards of what I believe were straight out 

morality that I found quite different to what one was taught In one's 

profession and In one's business activities and in one's daily life. There 

were people who I would find quite normal and quite trustworthy In connection 

with everyday affairs, or business affairs, professional affairs, but I learnt 

that I couldn't trust them politically; 

I can give you one example; I don't think it had happened at this time It 

might have; I couldn't be precise. But when the Sons of Gwalia Mine control 

was being transferred from England to Australia, I was approached by the local 

directors to accept a seat on the board to assist in the transfer. It wasn't 

as easy as you might think on the surface; It was rather a tricky operation, 

especially as the Western Australian Government had, for its own reasons 

(Labor governments in particular), been prepared to put money into Sons of 

Gwalia. It was a struggling mine, a struggling goidmining industry in those 

days and goodness only knows people don't know how much it struggled; They 

naturally wanted to keep these towns going because they were essentially Labor 
------------------------ 
1 WAPD, 20 August 1953, p.222.; 
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towns. I agreed to be a local director on one condition. Because there had 

been government money in it to try and keep the mine breathing, not in equity, 

but just to keep the mine breathing, I felt it would be wrong for me to take 

any fees from this company. I agreed that I would assist in the technicalities 

of transfer from London to Australia, particularly having regard for things 

like taxation and any accounting and financial issues at which I was skilled 

because of my profession, [as long as there were no fees]. 

Old Jack Ellis, a very reputable man who was for many years the Commissioner 

of Railways here and Grand Master of the Masonic Lodges in Western Australia 

for some years (a fine man), he was the Chairman of Sons of Gwalia and he 

particularly wanted me to help in this transfer; I thought it was important. 

So I agreed on one condition that I got no fees; 

Well I worked jolly hard because if you're going to do It you might as well 

work hard and do it properly and see what you can do; One of the things I used 

to do was to go up to Sons of Gwalia and they had a very frightening incline 

type of shaft. I think it was the deepest incline shaft in the world [at the 

time]. That's a shaft that goes at an angle and doesn't go straight up and 

down with a cage like you have in the ordinary mine with a shaft, but this had 

this incline; Believe it or not they were still using horses down at the 

bottom of that shaft. You went down in one of the skips and they used to just 

put a ladder in the skip for the crew to go down, for the men to go down, 

including the directors. You sat with your feet in one rung of the ladder and 

your backside in the one above it; So you can imagine people sitting all the 

way up this ladder that was put In the bottom of this skip. That was the way 

of getting down. Also you were warned not to lift your head up too high with 

your helmet on because you'd hit the top; They didn't allow much space in 

those days because it meant more dirt to be taken out, you see. 

I remember the first time I went up there, and the man from Bewick Moreing, 

which firm used to control a lot of the mines in Western Australia and 

throughout the world from their London office, he was the engineer. I said I'd 

like to see what went on down below so that I knew what we were talking about 

at the board room. So this engineer chap said, "I wouldn't go if I were you." 

I said, "Why?" He said, "Well I'm not going to go," he said, "It's too damn 

dangerous." I said, "Well it seems odd to me If somebody who's got the 

professional responsibility for what I regard as the safety of the mine" (the 

engineering is very much part of the safety of the mine) "is not prepared to 

go down it himself; Yet the men go up and down every day;" So I duly went 

down; 

I must admit until I got the feel of it it was rather a frightening 

experience, but I wanted to see what went on down there. It was something that 

I took up at the board because I didn't believe (in the efforts to keep the 

costs down) that there was sufficient care about the safety factor; Again 

practising what I preach: if you're not prepared to do it yourself, you 

shouldn't expect the troops to do it. It was an experience to see horses still 

being used down in the pit and work out how they got them down and how they 

got them back. But that's another story. However I'm taking a long time to 

tell you about this story; 

I did that two or three times; In fact they had a big fall not long after I 
was there the first time and when I went up the second time they hadn't 

repaired the fall properly but they had got the mine back in production. I 

went down again just to satisfy myself about It, although I had no need to; 

After all I was there mainly on the financial side, but how could you get a 

proper picture if you didn't go and have a look for yourself? 
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Now I heard some rumblings about the fact that there was a possibility of my 
position being challenged as an office of profit; One of the things you've got 

to be very careful of in Parliament is this question of 'an office of profit'. 
It can disqualify you In the most unexpected ways. It was then that I learnt 
that you don't only get disqualified if you are getting fees. It can be held 
that for other reasons, nothing to do with getting any fees at all, that you 
are technically holding an office of profit in something In which the 

government Is involved and in which you have a capacity to influence the 
decisions of that company, as you can when you are a board member, and 
therefore your seat In Parliament could be prejudiced. 

1 felt it sufficiently important to discuss It with the then Premier, who was 

A R G Hawke, and he said, "Well, Charles, you know this is a fairly dirty sort 
of a game and I have to tell you that some of my people are thinking that 
way." He said, "I realise, and some of my  colleagues realise, that what you 
are doing is being done as a citizen without any hope of reward and without 
holding any shares or anything of that kind, to help the transfer;" He said, 
"Jack Ellis has been to see me about It and he's very distressed at some 

rumblings that there might be a move made In connection with this," and he 
said, "I can tell you no more;" So I said, "Thanks very much." 

So I immediately tendered my resignation [from the board] and then I 
recommended Horace Stewart, H C Stewart, who has been mentioned in earlier 

discussions, for whom I had a tremendous regard. He's a man who did much to 
equip me to be a good practitioner: not only just a chartered accountant in 

terms of the law and the accounting techniques and so on, but to be a good 
practitioner. I owe a lot to H C Stewart (he's still alive) and I suggested 

that they invite him because he was a man who had all the knowledge and a man 
of great repute who would be able to do exactly what 1 was in the process of 
doing. The only difference was, of course, they had to pay him full fees 
because he was doing It as a professional job which he was entitled to, 
whereas they were getting me for nothing, [laughs] and with probably a deeper 

commitment because I was doing it not only for the 

technical/financial/taxation side of it but because I believed I had a 
responsibility to try and save an industry for the State. 

But that's just one thing where I learnt that ordinary decent standards of 
conduct don't prevail. You'd have said - all the decent people at the time 

would have said - well, you know, that's very good of Charlie Court to give of 
his professional time without any reward at all, and his professional 

knowledge, and to take such an active interest in trying to protect a mine 
which could easily have been lost and, of course, to the detriment of the 

town. It would have been a tremendous loss to Leonora. It's a mine that had 
its ups and downs and, of course, it's also famous because that's where Hoover 
(later the President of USA) was the manager at one time. It has a completely 
different form today: modern technology for finding gold, modern technology 
for extracting gold, meant they've been able to approach the mine in a 
completely different way. 

There were other things but I think that illustrates the two standards, I 
learnt from then onward that you just don't assume that people are going to 
react decently on what's fair and proper; It doesn't work that way and it's 

rather sad. 

RJ Did that process have an influence on you over a period of years? 

Could you ever see an occasion when perhaps you were unfair on a member of the 
opposition when it was to your party's advantage? 
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COURT I hope not. But don't forget I'd had some experiences in our own 

party, too. Don't get me wrong, it wasn't only with the Labor Party, but I'd 

had experiences with the Liberal Party; I'd had experiences with the Country 

Party. So by the time I made those comments I was speaking with some feeling 

and some justification. I'd just found my innocence, you might say, and I was 

starting to get myself sharpened up to be able to cope with this and to read 

it. 

One of the big things when you are in Parliament is to be able to read things 

ahead. When somebody just talks to you in a certain way you get a smell of 

what's coming. For instance when I was Premier we had one member who used to 

come in to me and go through a long rigmarole: how he loved me dearly, how 

loyal he was to me, and then he'd start to tell me how he couldn't sleep last 

night because something was worrying his conscience. After a while I never 

used to let him finish. I used to just ruthlessly say, "Now", so and so, "tell 

us when you're going to welch on us" before he got around to the point. 

Strangely enough he never learnt not to come; You'd have thought after one to 

two experiences like that [chuckles] he wouldn't have come any more, but he 

used to go through this rigmarole: his conscience was hurting him, his halo 

was so tight he just couldn't bear it any morei Nothing that a few Disprins or 

Aspros wouldn't solve! [Laughs] 

But that's the type of thing you're dealing with all the time, and those 

people you trust less than anybody. The Jamiesons and people like that who 

come straight out with what's on their mind and what they're trying to 

achieve, you can live with them. You can live with them because you know what 

you're combating and you respect them for the fact that they've said in a 

rough-and-ready sort of a way that Is what their objective Is, that is what 

they believe in. It's up to you then to act so that you can make sure that 

your point of view prevails. But that Is the way it goes and I must confess I 

never felt very, very comfortable with it. 

This might explain why I never liked the life because you've got to think very 

much in these terms. You've got to anticipate these things that are coming and 

to me it's an unreal world, but it is the nature of the beast and if you don't 

realise that it is going on all around you you'll be the first one to be 

caught up In It. 

END OF TAPE 56 SIDE B 
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COURT You asked me whether I ever responded like this in reverse. I hope not and I would be 
interested if anyone tried to give an example where I did. Without appearing virtuous in the matter, I 
just remind people that when we were running up to the 1980 Election, I think it was, the then 
Leader of the Opposition had some great embarrassment because of the announcement of more than 
one bankruptcy by his wife. The media played it in a fairly low key - surprisingly low key because 
had it been a Liberal it would have been front page news. Had it been me, for instance, and my wife 
that had had more than one bankruptcy in fairly quick succession there would have been real 
headlines and all the media would have had a birthday about it and that would have been the issue 
for the election. But we were running up to the campaign and I gave an instruction to our people that 
they were not to use this incident at all. I said, "I don't want any of you identified with running 
around chatting about this either as bar room gossip or party meetings or anything like that. You 
know, whispering with your hand up to your mouth, being all virtuous but hoping that it will get 
down the track louder and louder and so on." And I said, "I'm reminded of when the Chifley 
mortgages became known at a time when there was very strict Commonwealth control on interest 
rates. It came right out of the blue that Mrs Chifley, through an estate or some other reason - it 
doesn't matter which reason but for some reason or other she had some mortgages which were above 
the legal rates. All the Liberals and the Country Party coalition were rubbing their hands with glee. 
They were going to make whoopee on this, and Menzies issued an instruction that it was not to be 
used during the election at all. He said, 'One of you people might one day find yourself in the same 
position through no fault of your own, no conscious act.' And he [Menzies] said 'I've investigated 
and I'm quite satisfied that Mrs Chifley was not conscious of this and neither was Ben Chifley." And 
so that was not used during that election. A few people ran it, a few media people ran it in a mild sort 
of a way, but it really wasn't an issue in the election. So I remembered that example and told our 
people that they weren't to run this thing. 

Now we got absolutely no thanks at all for that. We won the election. I suppose if we'd lost the 
election our people would have said, "We told you so and it's your own fault." But I said, "No, we 
don't want to run an election like that. We want to run an election on the policies that we've got and 
the work we've done. I believe they are good enough to win in their own right and that's the way we 
want to win. I don't want to win because of some smart alec trick and what presumably is 
somebody's misfortune." 

So the election was duly run and won without us using this at all. Do you know, not a single person 
[except one] within the Labor Party, has ever said to me privately: "That was a nice thing that you 
did." The person himself certainly hasn't. And I have to say that there is only one exception. One 
member of the Labor Party, who is a person for whom I have great respect, before, then and since. 
He is just a plain, good, decent citizen; the sort of person you feel comfortable with at all times. He 
came to me and said, "Charlie, I'd like you to know that some of us (and not many of us) know what 
you did and we thought it was a very noble thing you did. Don't expect to get any thanks from our 
blokes." 

It just underlines the sort of world in which you live and it also answers your question as to whether I 
was guilty in reverse. I'd be interested to hear of anyone who tried to demonstrate that I was guilty in 
reverse. They might say I was but it wouldn't be a bad idea if somebody said, "Give us an example." 
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There was another occasion when I came back to Parliament one night after the dinner break and one 
of the ministers (we were in government at the time) had pulled a smart trick. After dinner when the 
members reassemble, there is always a bit of tardiness in coming from the bar, or coming from the 
dining room. Some of them go for a walk around. They are quite normal things to do. And so the 
bells ring and they smell, or sense, as the case may be, that when the House adjourned at 6.15 
somebody was speaking and he was probably ten minutes along the way with his 30 minute speech. 
It's reasonable to assume when the House reassembles that he'd go on for another ten, twenty 
minutes and so they are a bit dilatory in getting in. 

Well this minister thought he'd be smart and worded up a couple of his mates (and the Speaker) so 
that when the House reassembled he wouldn't stand up; he'd just allow his speech to have been 
terminated as at the dinner break. Well, of course, there was no-one there. That's not right: there 
were very few there, and there was no-one ready [from the opposition] to take that call and so the 
Speaker put the question and the motion was passed. The minister concerned at the time must have 
thought that was a smart thing to do because instead of this Bill wearily going on in the second 
reading before it got into committee, before it got into third reading and all that sort of thing, he (the 
smart alec) had got the thing out of the way. His mates that were there with him, they thought it was 
clever too. 

Well when I came back from this dinner engagement.... incidentally had I been in the House I would 
not have let the debate [end]. I would have seen what would happen and I wouldn't have let the 
debate collapse because it is unfair to the opposition. Now whether they do that to us, as they did in 
my days when we were in opposition, when they were in government, when they did it back in the 
days of the Hawke Government.... I must admit we never let it happen again. You learn, and that's 
one of these 'innocents' things. But the fact that they did it doesn't make it right for us to do it 
because I have a feeling that you pay dearly for these dirty tricks. 

Now when I came back from this official engagement (I had a pair until 8 o'clock), when I came into 
the House I could smell that there was a terrible feeling of tension around the place. You don't have 
to be there very long to be able to sense what the atmosphere of the place is like, whether it's running 
smoothly, and then you can do your Nelson trick and put your telescope away, or whether it's very, 
very tense and there's some trouble somewhere; it could even be your own side or the other side. 
When I came back I sensed that the whole place was in turmoil and there was something radically 
wrong. I said to Des O'Neill (who was a very smart chap and a very straight sort of an operator and a 
fellow you could completely trust), I said to Des, "What's the trouble?" So he said, "Oh," he said 
(naming the minister), "he thought he'd be smart and he didn't get up when the House reassembled, 
and the Speaker put the question. The opposition hadn't come back from dinner and when they got 
in they found the Bill had been passed, it was into committee, and so they've decided that they're 
going to take their revenge." And I said, 
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"Well fair enough!" Des was of the same mind as me because his attitude was, well if our people 
made their bed they are going to lie on it. 

Now at 5 o'clock next morning this Bill was still wending its tortuous way through committee stages 
and so on and our people kept coming to me: "Why don't you apply the gag?" I said, "No, you 
fellows have just got to learn. You made your bed and you've got to lie on it. As far as I'm concerned 
we're here until the debate runs out and this is the price you pay for being smart. We'd have had the 
thing out of the way last night without any trouble at all if it had just gone the normal way." (There 
was nothing extraordinary about it). "But they are doing exactly as I would do. We go when they've 
decided that you have paid your penance." 

I know it was stupid, they were being stupid, and their whip (with whom I had very good relations) 
said to me in the corridor, "We've had enough of this nonsense. Why don't you apply the gag and get 
it out of the way? The fun and games are over." And I said, "Well no. As far as I'm concerned I want 
to tell you, and I don't care if you tell your people, that I've said that they've got to pay for being 
stupid with a smart trick and it's entirely in your hands as to when we go home." And he said, "I've 
got the message." Well after about half an hour he was able to prevail and say, "Look the Premier is 
doing the right thing. He's told his people that they did a stupid thing and they've just got to pay the 
price. So we're not keeping them up any more; it's the opposition keeping themselves up." So within 
half an hour the thing wound up and we all went home. 

But, you know, it applies on both sides. The minister who did that thought he was very clever and 
the people around him thought he was very smart and were boasting about it, but at six o'clock the 
next morning they weren't boasting about it. That's only just some of the nonsense that really gnaws 
at you. The tough stuff doesn't worry you much at all, you can cope with that. 

RJ Who was the Labor man who came and thanked you for not making a production of Ron 
Davies' wife's bankruptcies? 

COURT I don't think it would be all together fair to record it. He was the sort of fellow that you 
would expect to do that sort of thing and he was the sort of chap that you found naturally reacted that 
way. I found him, whether it was an electorate matter or whether it was a parliament matter, he was 
always straightforward down-the-line. As far as I was concerned, if something could be fixed for 
him it was done. 

RJ Joss Bartlett, who went on to become Clerk of the Legislative Assembly, was speaking 
to me about your arrival in the Parliament as he remembered it, and he said that you were actually 
seated behind Sir Ross when you first went into the Parliament. 

COURT That's right. 

RJ To quote him: "Sir Ross quite often, right from the beginning of the House, would turn 
around and comment to Sir Charles." (Not that you were Sir Charles then.) "This is when I started to 
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think, well this man must have a strong background somewhere that I don't know about." So he 
sensed there was a relationship developing between the two of you. Can you comment on that? 

COURT It doesn't surprise me because after I was inducted into Parliament, and that meant into 
the party room, and the initial tensions started to ease, Sir Ross (I don't know whether it was 
instinctively or for any other reason at all) increasingly used to discuss things with me and quite 
often I spoke in the House when I didn't intend to because he would lean over and say, "You'd better 
have a few words to say on this," or something like that, or "Do you know anything about this?" It 
became almost a ritual and it also was one of the things that added to my difficulty with my fellow 
members because it gave the impression that I was speaking more often than a fairly new member 
should be speaking. But he would see that the opposition wasn't putting up a very strong case or 
wasn't putting up any great resistance on a particular issue. He knew how strongly I felt about some 
of these things. He had very quickly absorbed the Erhard story from my maiden speech and what that 
meant in terms of the Liberal Party philosophy, so it was only natural that he probably, maybe out of 
force of habit or just for sheer desperation to get somebody to speak because members of Parliament 
are notorious for leaving the chamber and wandering off having cups of tea or going to the bar, or 
just going out to have a chat or something of that kind. Whereas I believe they should sit in the 
chamber. You're learning all the time; you build up a wealth of knowledge. 

John Tonkin was a great sitter. Even after he'd been in the place for over 30 years he used to sit 
through most of the debates. If he was in Parliament House he used to be IN the house setting a good 
example. So he must have built up a tremendous store of knowledge and sometimes he would be the 
only one who could interject or do something on behalf of the Labor Party (be it in opposition or in 
government) through knowledge of the debate. And not only knowledge of that debate but 
knowledge of things that had gone on years before; you build up a store of knowledge. 

Unfortunately it's terribly difficult. It's a never-ending battle by leaders and their deputies to keep 
people in the House if they are not directly interested. The poor old whip, of course, he has the job of 
trying to keep the numbers in case somebody calls a quorum. The government rarely calls a quorum 
but the opposition (if it's doing its job) does, and I learnt that from A F Watts. He believed that you 
kept the government in the House as long as you could, as much as you could and as soon as you 
saw the House get below a quorum you immediately called it. That had a salutary effect of bringing 
everybody back to the House because they've got to ring the bells until more than a quorum appears. 
I must admit a lot would take one look at the numbers and when they saw there was a quorum there 
they wouldn't even bother to come and take their seats. 

But that's the explanation of Sir Ross leaning over to talk to me. And I'm interested that Joss saw it 
because he was quite a young man at the time and it's interesting that he should have noticed at the 
time. And I learnt to sit there longer than most people.2  

1 Interview with J C Bartlett by Ronda Jamieson, 1986, 0H1647, p.  174. 

2  Sir Charles talked further about the comment of J C Bartlett, see p.  759 
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Also I was fortunate in my first session that I was put alongside Charlie North. Charlie North was a 
remarkable man. He was educated at either Oxford or Cambridge (I forget which) and he had a law 
degree. I don't think he practised law in the full way that a legal practitioner practises but he did have 
a legal background. He had been the Speaker for six years in the McLarty Government and I 
understand a very good Speaker because he had a good knowledge of the law. He was a man who 
was essentially a fair man and would want to be a good Speaker in the traditional mould. So I was 
put alongside him and that was a great asset to me because he used to sit pretty well. He used to sit a 
lot in the House and he used to whisper to me all the time about some of the forms of the House and 
how this particular procedure could be thwarted, or it could be improved upon and so on. So I was 
very fortunate. He would always be tutoring me, literally tutoring me, on how you handle yourself. 

The first Speaker we had when I got in was a man named Rodoreda and he was carrying a chip on 
his shoulder. He had quite a remarkable voice - one of these people even if they whispered it was 
like thunder, echoed everywhere. A very vibrant type of voice. A harsh sort of a voice but very 
vibrant. He didn't want to be Speaker; he couldn't see why he wasn't a minister. He was the Member 
for Pilbara and a very good one and very respected member for Pilbara. I watched him as a Speaker 
and he gave a couple of rulings as Speaker which I found were quite profound. I said to him one day: 
"Are you a lawyer by any chance?" He said, "No, I was a law clerk in a legal firm in Perth and you 
pick up a certain amount of the law," - as I know from my experience when I was at Robinson Cox, 
that the managing clerks and the law clerks around the place, they often develop a lot of very 
practical knowledge about the law. But he gave a couple of rulings there that impressed me greatly. 

He was pretty tough on his own people too, but he had a couple of characteristics and one of them 
was that when he got sick of anyone speaking he'd say, "The Honourable Member's time has 
expired," and the poor chap wouldn't have time to look at the clock or anything and he'd have to sit 
down, you see. You'd see him go up to the Speaker arguing that he hadn't gone his full 30 minutes, 
40 minutes, whatever the time was for that particular debate. And I well remember Rodoreda, 
because he had this voice that was so penetrating that even if he was supposed to be whispering to 
this fellow alongside the chair - one of his own people - and he was remonstrating with him, "I've got 
another 20 minutes to go," and he said, "I stopped you then," he said, "because you were only 
making a bloody fool of yourself anyhow." [laughs] This went right round the chamber. 

He also had another characteristic that he was actually known to interject from the chair. [laughs] 
The unforgiveable! But the classic..., bearing in mind he didn't remain in the chair very long. He 
resigned as Speaker after a while. But he was a likeable fellow and not without some knowledge too 
and I think would have been a good minister in a Laborish sort of a way - you know. He would have 
been a pretty practical, earthy sort of a chap. He would have been more concerned about the 
common sense than the strict law of it, and that might have been what they were frightened of. 
[laughs] 

But there was the motion to permit the pool, the swimming pool, in King's Park on the corner of 
Thomas Street and King's Park Road; in that area there. You might remember there was a lot of 
controversy there about that. They wanted to put that there ready for the Commonwealth Games [in 
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1962]' and to do that they had to do it pretty well ahead of the Games' dates. This Bill had a lot of 
emotional opposition. I must admit not very much reasoned opposition but it was mainly emotional 
opposition. At one stage I thought it was going to collapse because one of the great arguments was 
that everyone used this part of the park for walking in the park and it was a revered part where 
hundreds of people walked in the park. Then, in the middle of all this controversy, they found [the 
remains of] a fellow who had been missing for seven years in the middle of this area and so that 
[exposed their claims]. [laughs] Those of us who were supporting the pool in the park said, "Well 
that's the end of that argument." But they lived to fight another day and they came again. 

Ross Hutchinson was very much opposed to the pool in the park and it was a mixed bunch. We had 
Hawke, Dave Brand, myself, people like that were voting in favour of the thing. Hawke's theory was 
- in a very short speech he said, "I'm more concerned about having something for human beings 
instead of for birds and bees." [laughs] So that was his argument; it was as basic as that. Dave Brand 
was very much the same. He thought it would be a lovely thing to have this great development there. 

Anyhow Ross Hutchinson was really emotionally involved in opposition to this and he got up and 
(bearing in mind we were in opposition at the time) he made his speech against the pool in the park, 
and he finished it by reciting in his rather lovely voice - Ross Hutchinson's got a nice speaking voice 
and his English is always immaculate and he is a good looking chap, always slim, athletic-looking as 
becomes a great footballer and sportsman. And he, in his best schoolmaster style, recited My 
Country: "The love of field and coppice, of green and shaded lanes, of ordered woods and gardens," 
et cetera, et cetera. And you know how it finishes up: "my homing thoughts will fly. I know to what 
sunburnt country my homing thoughts will fly." And he finished this with great eloquence. It was too 
much for Rodoreda and he said in this whisper of his that just used to go right through the gallery: 
"And how bloody lyrical can they get!" [laughs]. Poor old Ross, he was so angry because that was 
the climax of his speech, you see; and this harsh voice goes right through: "How bloody lyrical can 
they get!" 

The same Speaker when I was quite new in the House and the Parliament was just meeting, I was 
given the task of introducing a Bill, a small private member's Bill. I just forget the formality that 
required it to be a private member's Bill. I'm not sure whether it was one of the trustee Bills of those 
days, like the WA and Perpetual Trustees - they had two private acts. I don't think it was one of 
those, I think it was another one. Anyhow it had been arranged with the government that they would 
support the Bill. There was nothing contentious about it and so on but it had to be done by a private 
member for some reason. So there was a bit of a complexity about it and I went to the Speaker in his 
chambers and I said, "I'd just like a bit of guidance on this because I don't want to transgress but I've 
got conflicting advice on this Bill and Charlie North" (a former Speaker) "said, 'Look the best thing 
you can do is go and have a talk to the Speaker. The Speaker can often help you if he knows what it's 
all about and it's not just a deliberate attempt to try and defy the standing order,' or something like 
that." So he [Rodoreda] said, "Charlie," he said, "you just bulldoze ahead and if I don't hear you I 
won't stop you." And he said, "In this place you go until you're stopped. That's the golden rule." 
[laughs] I learnt a lesson that day - that you press on and if the Speaker or somebody else in the 
House doesn't object, well you just carry on, but if they feel strongly enough about it they'll object 

1 Known as the British Empire and Commonwealth Games at the time (CC). 
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under the standing order and then you can make up your mind whether you're going to worry about 
contesting it or not. 

I must admit I can never get excited about standing orders. I used to work on the simple principle 
that if it's sensible what you are saying, within reason, that it will probably go through anyhow. But 
he told me that day: "The golden rule is you go until you are stopped." This day I got up, I said my 
piece. I went right through without interruption and got the little Bill through. No-one was interested 
in it; it was just a simple little thing. [But it was a learning experience.] 

END OF TAPE 57 SIDE A 
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RJ Is there any background that you know of, of Rodoreda's resignation as Speaker? 

COURT He made it very clear that he just couldn't tolerate the discipline of being Speaker. He 
was naturally a very outgoing sort of a person and it was more than he could put up with when he 
heard some of the nonsense going on. He wanted to put in his threepenneth by way of interjection 
or something of that kind. Plus the fact you have to realise (and there was nothing secret about 
this) that he had a chip on his shoulder because he really believed that he had earned the right to 
be a minister. He also believed that he would have been a good Minister for the North or a good 
Minister for Mining because he had a good practical knowledge of it and he was a Nor'Wester and 
a Pilbara member in the true sense of the word in the days when things were pretty harsh up there. 

RJ You've explained why Dave Brand and Hawke supported the pool in Kings Park. Why 
did you support the pool in Kings Park? 

COURT Well I believed it was good for the people. I believed it was going to be put to a use that 
was for the community benefit. It was no different to the cleared areas that you have in the middle of 
the park now where they have picnics (thousands of people go there) and it struck me that to have 
this area that had been defined..., bearing in mind that it was not only going to be a pool; it was 
going to have surrounds which would be conducive to picnics and general enjoyment of the place. I 
remember the great joy that Crawley was in the old days before people had better transport and were 
able to go and swim in the sea. Most people swam, and crabbed, and fished and prawned in the river 
in those days and what a tremendous joy it was. Free. And they congregated there and did 
wholesome things. Well I had a picture of this area because it was extensive but not too extensive, 
being right on the corner there. You could arrange adequate parking and adequate space for people to 
enjoy it as a picnic area as well as having a Commonwealth Games standard swimming pool feature. 
So I supported it very strongly but there was a fairly narrow margin against it. 

Then I realised something that was going to stand me in good stead later on, that often these emotive 
issues can be very divisive. People get more churned up about them than they would over some 
industrial or other issue. They get very churned up about them and they take a position from which 
they are never going to retreat. I learnt you don't waste a lot of your time when you find yourself 
trapped into an issue like that. You don't waste yourself a lot of time on these people because you'll 
never ever change them. Often it's a minority of people who have got all obsessed and the majority 
can't understand why you don't steamroller right over them. But when you're dealing with members 
of Parliament they are different. They respond to these emotive things quite often without logic and 
quite often to subsequently regret the stand they took. 

But you do have to be firm about it. I remember when they were going to put the Hackett Drive 
around.... if you know what I mean about Hackett Drive. It starts at Mounts Bay Road where it joins 
the university there and goes right around the river, connecting to the Nedlands Park Hotel [via the 
Avenue]. The history of that, of course, it was never intended to be a road. The university was to 
have the land right down to the river. I often wonder if that had happened right from the start once 
they took the trams out, what that place would look like today. It would be quite a unique university, 
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wouldn't it, to have all that foreshore there and still have public access and not with motor vehicles 
like it is today? 

Well, when they took the trams out - Number 25 tram used to go right round the river past the 
Crawley Baths and then round Hackett Drive and stop at the Nedlands Park Hotel. The Number 7 
tram used to come down from Rokeby Road, down Thomas Street, down Broadway, and also stop at 
the Nedlands Park Hotel. Well, when they took the 25 tram out, they made the fatal error of leaving 
it [the track in the road] smoothed over and so it was a bit of a track. So we naturally started to take 
the short cut, and when people started to use these things, they then started to complain as to why the 
road wasn't better. So eventually the road got improved a bit. Then later on I led a deputation when I 
was Member for Nedlands (in opposition) - led a deputation to get the road improved and better 
lights put in there. So you can see how the thing built up. 

Well, when we got this done, there was one little part that was very, very difficult and it was very 
contentious. That's where the road, which is now Hackett Drive, comes down from Mounts Bay 
Road to where the turn-off is for the Royal Perth Yacht Club, and then turns right and heads for 
Princess Road and for The Avenue. There's a junction there. Well, it was a funny position there. It 
was a 'no man's land'. The Subiaco Council didn't own it, and the government wouldn't take any 
responsibility for it, and the university wouldn't take any responsibility for it. But it was getting to a 
stage when somebody had to do something about it. I was the local member and I was also minister 
at the time. So I got hold of all the people concerned and worked out a deal. The university was 
entitled to some land that they'd never got. It was one of these complete mix-up things that occurs 
because somebody didn't do the right thing when, for instance, the tram was taken out. 

So I got all the parties together and we sorted it out. The university made a bit of a concession for 
land on one side and they got a little on their side. They agreed to do some improvements on their 
side and put a fence up around there, and the government, somehow or other, found some money to 
help with the road. When this was announced as a - well, I thought it was a sensible thing - all hell 
was let loose! People who had never seen Nedlands, wouldn't know how to spell it, came out of the 
woodwork and this was something quite diabolical! I think they were getting confused with that bird 
sanctuary over near where the Sea Scouts are. I take a lot of credit for having that protected and 
getting the Sea Scouts there because you had somebody who was going to be responsible for that 
area, instead of leaving it wide open for crabbing parties and prawning parties and all that sort of 
thing and very seriously endangering this bird sanctuary for migratory birds. 

Anyhow, you've no idea of the amount of opposition to this plan to clean up these titles, settle the 
university's land, settle their responsibility, the council land and the government land and so on. 
Anyhow, you'd swear blind the world was going to come to an end! So I pressed on with the thing. I 
said, "Get it done. We know it's right. Everybody's agreed on it who knows what it's all about." And I 
issued an explanation. Dear old Charlie Smith, it wasn't his territory, it was Subiaco, you see, there 
on that side of Broadway, but he said, "What's all the fuss about, Charlie?" So I told him what it was 
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all about. He said, "It sounds pretty good to me." So he came out on behalf of the Nedlands' people 
who were going to be serviced by this road and came out and said, "It just makes plain sense," in his 
typical earthy style. So that helped a bit. 

You know today, if you wanted to go back to the old order there, they'd shoot you, but somebody's 
got to see the 'vision splendid'. You've got to see the practicalities of it and then press on with it. 
When it's done, you don't go back to the people and say, "Do you want to change?" [laughs] because 
they'd know that you were having a shot at them, but they never ever mention it. In fact some of 
those people say, "Isn't it a wonderful thing that was done there? It opened up another beach and did 
all sorts of things." 

But still, when you're in government and when you're a local member too, you have to learn to size 
up an issue and if it's sensible to come out and support it against the initial reaction. I think people 
must have an inbuilt instinct to say, "No!" but if you keep on reasoning with them and explain what 
you're doing and why you're doing it, it's amazing how you can bring things around. If you practise 
on small things, you learn how to do it with big things. That's why Noonkanbah never caused me any 
loss of sleep at all because I knew exactly what we were trying to do, why we were trying to do it, 
and I knew exactly the tremendous volume of people who were behind us. 

Ri We'll leave Noonkanbah for another time but to get back to Kings Park, what about the 
argument that I know was raised at the time, that by allowing the pool in it could be the beginning of 
a process of argument: "Well now why can't we have a bowling green? Why can't we extend the 
tennis courts," and before you know it Kings Park has been largely encroached upon? 

COURT That was an argument that was used and it would be used on another occasion I'm sure, 
without doubt, but we were able to point out that it hasn't happened. Kings Park had been there for a 
long time. The bowling club had been there for a long time. The tennis club had been there a long 
time. Don't forget this was the argument used when there used to be a little bit of a pie stall there run 
by the Girl Guides, where now the tearooms are. When they wanted to put a reasonable modest 
tearooms there the same cry went up. "This is only the beginning of the end and the next thing is a 
multi-storey hotel!" But you've got to assume that at a given time, in view of the fact that a decision 
has to be made, a deliberate decision has to be made (there's no authority there to do things ad lib by 
regulation or anything like that; it has to be an Act of Parliament) good sense will prevail if anyone 
goes beyond a certain point. Don't forget this wasn't being done for profit; it was being done for a 
community benefit. In fact, it was going to be a dead loss from the government's point of view - not 
from the government, from the Perth City Council's point of view. 

Ri You mentioned how sitting next to Charles North he gave you hints now and again. Was 
there anyone else that you remember in those very early days doing similar things? Anyone else you 
learnt from? 

COURT I used to listen to them, often having cups of tea and all that sort of thing. Ross McLarty 
was a great raconteur. People always think of him as a very serious fellow and he was, I suppose, in 
most things, but he could be a great host and he could also be a great entertainer. 
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He used to make a speech that would have you in fits. He would be the last man in the world that 
you'd think would be humorous, but he used to be absolutely superb in the way he used to make this 
speech about nothing. I don't know if I've told you about this or not? 

COURT The trouble is it's all so true [laughs] that it's a disgrace to the system, but still. 
McLarty, over supper would be taking off certain people. [ ... ] Ross used to name who it was and 
he used to take him off. He [the Member] never made a positive contribution in the whole of the 
time he was there, but he used to make speeches and he used to have a very high-sounding voice, a 
very impressive voice, and his speech used to go something like this: "I have listened with great 
interest to what the Honourable Member has said. Quite obviously the member feels very strongly 
about this subject. It's quite apparent that he has done a lot of research into this Bill. He seems to 
understand the Bill thoroughly. I've been more than impressed with the way that he has a grasp of the 
subject and the way he presents his facts. We'd be foolish if we didn't listen with great care to what 
he has to say..." and so on. 

Then by this time the Speaker would intervene and say, "The House will now adjourn until 7.30 and 
the ringing of the bells." In other words we were adjourning for dinner. Then the speech would be 
adjourned. The bells were duly rung, and the House would reassemble and so the Honourable 
Member would be called by the Speaker and he'd carry on and he'd say, "Now, as I was saying when 
we adjourned for dinner, the Honourable Member has done a lot of research into this matter. He 
obviously feels very deeply about it." He'd go on for another twenty minutes and never mention the 
subject; never mention a single point except all of these phrases about being interested and listening 
and studying and all that sort of thing. And, of course, when you've been there a long time.... at the 
time I used to think it was funny listening to his speech, but when I'd been there 20 years and getting 
on for 30 years, I used to realise that this speech of Ross McLarty's was no joke. It was a reflection, 
with a little bit of exaggeration, of what a lot of the people up there called a speech. They could at 
least have their name in Hansard, but surely should have been ashamed at the fact that they never got 
around to the business of the particular Bill or the motion before the House. 

But [McLarty] could do it better than anyone I know. He could mimic them and he used to look very 
severe and very, very serious the way he used to put this stuff across. [He was a superb imitator.] I've 
often quoted him to his family the way he used to give this [performance with his chin tucked under 
and a very serious look on his face.] He used to have a number of other things too, by the way, that 
he could entertain people with. Don't forget he was a man of some performance in the First World 
War. He was a Military Medallist in the First World War, and I could imagine he would be a very, 
very good soldier too. He was a very good farmer and generally a good citizen, apart from being a 
good Premier. 

Ri Returning to Joss Bartlett's comments about your arrival into the Parliament, he goes on 
to say: "I could see a situation developing where the government" (that's the Labor Government, of 
course, being in power at that time) "were, instead of sniping at Sir Ross were sniping at Sir Charles 

It was from that stage ... that a big change came into the parliamentary system, not by Sir Charles, 
and I emphasise that: not by Sir Charles, but because of Sir Charles. There were two or three 
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members of the government who set out to ... soil him, find out things in his background that they 
could use against him and destroy him. Then I started to realise because from his own debating 
power situation, when he started to speak too, there were all these interjections, I realised that we 
were going to have a powerful man in the House. I also realised that the Labor government had 
realised this a long time before I had, and that if they allowed Charlie Court to stay in Parliament 
long enough that he'd be the dominant figure for a number of years, which proved so. But they failed 
to destroy him and finally Charlie Court did become the dominant figure in the House; an over-
riding figure in the House." Were you aware of that targeting of you by the opposition as described 
by Bartlett? 

COURT Well, that's very generous of Joss and that combined with the previous remarks he made 
demonstrates to me that he was very observant. It explains why he was so knowledgeable as he got 
older and more experienced and took over from people like Hawley and Islip. I can understand that 
he would form that opinion because it would be correct. 

They, for some extraordinary reason, had the idea that I was rich and I remember the night that I had 
to remind them that I was a trade unionist. It sent a bit of a shockwave through the camp because I 
had to remind them that coinciding with my entry into Parliament in 1953, the Musicians' Union had 
made me a life member for services rendered. It was a little way down the track when the federal 
body, quite independent of that, also made me a life member of the Australia-wide union, which in 
the early days was quite a separate body. So that was a bit of a shock to the system. 

Also there were - apart from Joe Sleeman, I don't think that there would have been anyone who 
really had taken the trouble to find out my background or to know my background. Therefore the 
fact that I was a chartered accountant, the fact that I had some business interests, the fact that I was 
generally identified with people who were senior in the industrial, commercial and financial field, 
they assumed that I was one of them and was a rich person. They referred on occasions, including 
Bert Hawke on one occasion, to me having been born with a silver spoon in my mouth. It irritated 
me at the time. It worried me, in fact, at the time because I knew the true facts, but there was nothing 
I could do about it. They used this as a means of attacking me on the basis that I was ultra-ultra-
conservative and therefore would have no truck and no understanding of the so-called 'working 
people', when in fact, of all the people on our side, I probably had a better knowledge of 
tradespeople, labourers and all that sort of thing, than not only most people on our side, but most 
people in the House because of the background I had. 

They never let up. They were always at this and I resented it at the time, but as I say, there was 
nothing I could do about it. But what it did do was to make me famous and it caused a lot of 
resentment in the Liberal camp. Here's a newcomer and the subject of all the butts and the attacks 
and the innuendos and the cynical remarks from the government. Dear old Alf Curlewis said to me 
on one occasion: "Don't let it worry you, Charlie." He said, "They don't realise it but they're making 
you famous. The worst thing that could happen if they only knew it was to ignore you, and if they 
ignored you, you'd be a dead loss. You'd be battling to try and get your voice heard." 

Bartlett, 1986, p. 174. 
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What Joss said there was ever so correct. When I would rise sometimes, they'd be like a mob of 
howling hyenas. There was one industrial Bill that I had introduced in opposition and it was coming 
up for debate for the third reading. No, I'm sorry, it was coming up for reply on the second reading, 
because they wouldn't dare let it go through. It was a pretty tough sort of an industrial Bill introduced 
by me on behalf of the opposition. And my own colleagues weren't all that enthusiastic about it 
because it meant that we had some pretty fiery sessions. The trade union movement, of course, had 
to oppose it tooth and nail and the Labor Party were told they had to oppose it tooth and nail. Well, I 
then came to my right of reply to the Bill. It was on Private Members' Day, when all our Bills had to 
be debated, and Hawke had done all he could to push it down the notice paper, but it actually got to 
the point where he couldn't hold it up any longer and so he let it come on one night at about nine 
o'clock. Wednesday night was always Private Members' Day. 

I knew what a torrid time I'd had in trying to introduce the Bill. If I hadn't had good notes that I could 
give to Hansard so that they could pick out from amongst the turmoil what I had said [laughs] they'd 
have been in a hopeless position because they [the government] were really screaming their heads 
off. Then Hawke and Hegney replied, if I remember correctly, on behalf of the government, and that 
had to be done for the sake of the gallery from the trade union movement. That meant that I could 
follow straight on after that and close the debate, knowing the Bill was going to be defeated anyhow. 
But I had the tip-off from one of the journalists that they were going to make it almost impossible for 
anyone to be heard, which was terrible really. The Speaker should have intervened in the thing, but 
he made no real attempt to try and get any order so that I could speak. 

So I had very carefully - I knew I had to speak fairly briefly - and I'd very carefully worked out what I 
wanted to say, so that I wouldn't need to even refer to notes about it, but I made sure that Hansard 
and the press gallery had a copy of what I was going to say for the reply to the second reading. So I 
just literally bored my way through this thing by just.... as loud as they shouted, I shouted back 
bearing in mind I was pretty close to the Hansard people. To their [the Government's] great horror.... 
they thought they'd had a great triumph, they'd blanketed me out and the Speaker hadn't done 
anything to protect me at all in the thing, and that was not unusual. It wasn't a great credit to the 
Speaker. It wouldn't have happened in Sleeman's day as the Labor Speaker, and it wouldn't have 
happened in Rodoreda's day as Labor Speaker because they had a deep respect for the position of 
Speaker and they wanted to be seen as good Speakers. It wouldn't have happened in Charlie North's 
day, but that would be different because he was on our side, but I refer to two good Labor Speakers. 

To their great horror, Charles Court's speech appeared in the paper the next morning with big 
headlines, and I thought it read pretty well. [laughs] That's the limits that they went to. It was a 
disgraceful performance. It was disgraceful, and I think even the press gallery were sympathetic. But 
they had what I was saying and which I wasn't reading from because I knew it so well, and they 
could get enough of it, as Hansard got enough of it, to record it. So out it came and I just took no 
notice of the interjections. Ijust kept on and ignored them while they were shouting and screaming. I 
don't think they knew themselves what they were saying. They just had to make a hell of a row for 
the gallery that was there from the Trades Hall. 
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RJ Who was the Speaker? 

COURT I forget who was the Speaker then. I could easily pick it up from the Bill. If you want me 
to I could, but it was in Hawke's day; it was in the days of the Hawke Government. 

RJ Would it be Mery Toms? 

COURT Oh no, no. No, no, he came in the Tonkin era. 

RJ Oh, of course, yes. He was later. 

COURT I was just trying to recall. I've got an idea it was one of the Hegney brothers. Bill was the 
Minister and the other one was the Speaker. Or was he Chairman of Committees at the time? I'm not 
sure. I can easily pick it up.' 

I'll give you a sequel to this incident and this constant attempt to ridicule me. Quite apart from the 
fact that it gave me a lot of headlines and it gave the impression that I was probably more active and 
more important in the party than I was, it caused a certain amount of resentment amongst our own 
people, especially some of the older members who had been ministers in the McLarty Government. 
On Ross's part, I must say, he thought it was good stuff because when he was coming back on the 
ship from the Coronation - both the Premier, Bert Hawke, and Ross McLarty as Leader of the 
Opposition, went over there - and when he was coming back, he was coming back on the ship with a 
prominent WA and Melbourne businessman. Ross was then the Leader of the Opposition, of course, 
and this chap said, "Have you got anyone to follow on after you? I can't see anybody over there." 
"Yes," he said, "there's a young chap by the name of Court just come in and," he said, "I think he'll 
be the one to take over." It was very interesting because he was still the Leader of the Opposition and 
it was in my first term of Parliament that he must have said that. It was a man named Sir Frank 
Richardson who was resident in Melbourne but used to spend a lot of time in Perth. 

So Ross thought, you know, the fact that I was having such a bad time was good for the cause. It was 
not only good for me, but he thought it was good for the cause to let the people know that there was 
somebody there that was able to cope with these people because the general impression in the 
Terrace in those days was that we had no-one who could cope with Hawke and Graham and Tonkin 
and all of these people. 

END OF TAPE 57 SIDE B. 

1 James Hegney was Speaker from 2 August 1956 to 29 June 1959 (RJ). 
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COURT The sequel to this came many years later when we were having a little function 
for all the living Premiers, that's the past Premiers and the present Premier, and I was the host 
as the present Premier. If I recall correctly we had Bert Hawke and Dave Brand (I think it was 
before he died) and Frank Wise and John Tonkin. We were having quite a pleasant lunch, just 
to acknowledge the fact that there were so many Premiers (former Premiers) still around and 
so on. It was quite a convivial lunch and Bert Hawke was much more communicative than 
Wise or Tonkin. We were going over some of the more humorous things; we weren't getting 
down to any serious business. So at one stage, I said, "Now, Bert, I always wanted an 
opportunity to say thank you." So he said, "I can't imagine a thing, Charles, that you'd want to 
say thank you to me for." [laughs] I said, "Well I want to thank you for making me famous." I 
said, "The way you attacked me in that first six years, you just built me up in the Liberal Party, 
you built me up in the press, you built me up for the public, and all I had to do was keep 
going." "Yes," he said, "we realised when it was too late that we made a mistake." But it was 
just the aftermath of it because it was interesting that he was conscious of the fact that they 
had overdone this. The result was they'd literally made me more important than I was - or 
appeared to be more important than I was. 

RJ Regardless, did it ever hurt? 

COURT It did cause me a lot of concern because a lot of the straight-out lies and 
untruths were beyond what one could tolerate. It had a very interesting sequel also. Towards 
the end of Bert Hawke's time as Premier, he had got particularly nasty and so had Graham 
over some issue, making inferences that were completely untrue and unfounded at all in any 
way. So he realised that I was pretty upset about the thing and it must have worried him. So he 
saw me in the corridor and he said, "You know, Charlie," he said, "you take this place too 
seriously." And I said, "No, I don't." He said, "Yes, you do. You know a lot of this is a lot of 
play-acting and things like this." I said, "Not to me it isn't, Bert. If you say I'm a liar, [you 
think] I'm a liar. If you say I'm a cheat, [you think] I'm a cheat, and if I say to you that you're a 
cheat, I MEAN that you're a cheat. Not a political cheat, or not a cheat in political terms, but 
you are a cheat as far as I'm concerned. So when I talk in this place I only have one language. 
That's the language that I believe applies regardless of whether we have the protection of this 
place or not." 

It was very interesting. Never after that, during the short time until the end of the Hawke 
Government, did he ever get involved in this vitriol [towards me] that he had before. So I think 
it must have had its effect. What I said, I meant. I think it registered with him. 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held at the Alexander Library 
Building on 16th May 1991. 

Sir Charles we were speaking last time about your entry into Parliament and Geoff Bolton has 
included thoughts on that in his chapter on you: "Sir Charles Court: State on the Move?" in the 
book On This Side. He actually says that the first six years of your time in Parliament was 
spent in opposition, as we know: "This was a more useful apprenticeship than if he had gone 
early into cabinet; it taught him to feel for the nuances and procedures of the legislature which 
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might otherwise not have come easily to a man whose talents were managerial rather than 
diplomatic."' What do you feel about his assessment? 

COURT I think that's a fair assessment of it. I think it's rather consistent with what I've 
already told you, that whilst it's irksome being in opposition it was as well that I went into 
opposition. I'd have got lost as a backbencher in a government, probably become very irritable 
and left even before the six years that I'd promised myself I would have as my span in 
Parliament. But being in opposition you get much more freedom of expression and you learn 
more; you get to know more about how the machinery works for better or worse. If you've got 
any sense and you're active in the Parliament and sit in the Parliament while the Parliament is 
sitting, which too few do, you're learning all the time. It's very much a learning curve. 

It's rather like when you get in the Army; you're going to reform it in two minutes. You think 
they're all a mob of dills and don't know what they're doing, then all of a sudden you find that 
a few people there do know what they're doing and you start to sort out the good from the bad, 
the practical from the impractical and get on with the job. So it's a fair summary of the 
position as I look at it in retrospect and in some ways how I felt it at the time. 

Ri He's made a study of your speeches in Hansard and in his opinion, you were a 
"shy but resolute speaker".2  What do you think of that assessment? 

COURT Oh I think that's a fair summary. I think I've told you I never regarded myself 
as a great orator and I was never at ease making speeches, never have been, but if you've got to 
make them you do your best to do them in a workmanlike manner. One of my problems is 
that my mind is usually running ahead of my speech and that can be dangerous. You might 
even find that from the transcripts, that my mind is racing ahead and you can't wait to finish 
this phrase to talk about another one. It's a bad fault really, but I think that would be a fair 
summary. I always tried to make the speeches meaningful. I wasn't very good at filling in 
time, but I think that's not an unreasonable assessment. I must say, however, I feel for him 
having waded through all those Hansard speeches. [laughs] 

Ri Oh I doubt he's read them all! [laughs] Bolton goes on to say that you were 
unusual for your time in that you took a keen interest in the first principles of liberalism and to 
quote him, "and more than once treated the Assembly to thoughtful discourses on political 
philosophy." He goes on to say that during one such speech in 1955, Hansard noted the fact 
that, and to quote, "the Speaker felt obliged to reprove the House for loud conversation on the 
back benches. It was a pity, as the speech reads quite well -,3 

COURT That's one of the sad things about Parliament. If you were saying something 
humorous, something deliberately provocative or something of that kind, you'd have an 
audience. But if you tried to deal with a serious subject in a serious way, the chamber would 
very, very quickly empty or they'd start talking. Unless you had a good Chairman of 
Committees or a good Speaker, the thing would get quite out of hand. You could very easily 
get discouraged. It comes back to what dear old Joe Sleeman said. You remember his advice 
to me? "They love mediocrity." If you were trying to lift the standard of debate, either for 
your own sake or in the hope that you could get a message across, you didn't get very far. 

Westralian History Group On This Side, Perth, Bookland, 1985, p.  216. 
2 Ibid 

Ibid 
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There was, of course, in a more humorous vein, one Labor member who used to work very 
hard on his speeches and his presentations to the Parliament. He was in Parliament before me 
and he was not a very pleasant sort of a chap. He used to work very hard and I used to be 
sorry for him. He'd come along with graphs, and with the permission of the Speaker he'd hold 
these up, some of them made out of wood, to demonstrate the economic graphs and so on. 
Sometimes I'd be virtually the only one there on the other side of the House taking an interest 
in it just as a matter of courtesy because the fellow at least tried. Even if you didn't agree with 
his philosophies, and his socialist philosophies certainly weren't in keeping with mine, but I 
felt there was some obligation, plus the fact I was a new boy, of course. And I said to one of 
his colleagues, "You fellows are a bit rough on him, aren't you? He does a tremendous lot of 
work and after all he is on your side." "Oh," he said, "he's the chambermaid." So I said, 
"What do you mean, he's the chambermaid?" "Well every time he gets up to speak he empties 
the chamber." And that was the reaction. So no-one ever listened to what he said. It was all in 
Hansard and very few read Hansard unless they've got a particular reason for it. 

So what Bolton says there is very observant on his part, but it's rather a reflection on the 
Parliament. I got to a stage when I didn't let it worry me. I've told you about the time when 
we'd introduced a private member's Bill in opposition about the Industrial Arbitration Act.... 

RJ Yes, you did. 

COURT ....and they set out to literally destroy my reply to the second reading. I was 
able to defeat them by making sure that the press gallery had my notes, which were very brief, 
and they were able to report faithfully the next day what happened. But I suppose it's always 
been thus and always will be. 

Earlier in your extracts from Professor Bolton's comments you mentioned about his 
observation that I continually reminded them of the basic Liberal principles. I did this for a 
purpose because one of the problems with the Liberal Party is that too few people, either 
within the lay organisation or in the parliamentary organisation, really know what the Liberal 
Party is all about. Too few people remind them and too few people persist in getting the 
message across. In fact, when somebody asked me the other day how I would go about sorting 
out the State, how I'd go about sorting out the nation, I said, "It would be very simple. I 
wouldn't lose a night's sleep and I wouldn't get a sweat up. All I'd do is get back to the basic 
principles so that people understood where you were going, why you were going there, how 
you were going to go there, and you'd be amazed that they'd all be relieved that somebody 
knew where he was going and you'd have more followers than opponents." 
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RJ I think it's worth placing on record because we already know from what you've 
said that you did take an interest in such things, Bolton has gone on to say that you were: "an 
interesting mixture of adaptability and reaction; adaptability in his intelligent and imaginative 
efforts to keep abreast of technological, educational and economic change; reaction in that he 
presented a perfect and inflexible example of the Protestant work ethic in its purest form."1  I 
don't think you would find the bit about the Protestant work ethic in any way insulting. 

COURT I find that rather flattering really but the reference to technology there and 
technology education pleases me because I became very conscious of the fact that we weren't 
ready for a great industrial breakthrough and this is very much tied in with the relationship I 
had with Dr T L Robertson, always known as "Blue" Robertson. I don't know whether we've 
dealt with that previously in interviews, but it was through the very close friendship and 
relationship I had with him that not only was technical education stepped up to prepare for the 
type of tradesmen and technical people we needed, but it was through he and I working closely 
together behind the scenes that we managed to get the Western Australian Institute of 
Technology off the ground. 

He was very conscious of the fact that we weren't ready for a breakthrough. We didn't have 
the tradesmen for a start just to do the ordinary tradesmen things and we certainly didn't have 
very much in the way of technology of our own. Obviously, if you're going to go ahead at the 
rate that we were going to go ahead, you had to have technology being developed. It was he 
that came to me and said, "Look, I've studied what your policies are and your statements on 
these things and I believe you mean it and I want to warn you, we're not ready for it within the 
Education Department" (that's in the broader concept of education) "particularly in technical 
education and technology," both of which had been the poor relations. So we got together and 
probably unbeknown to his minister, we were working together after I got in government to 
manoeuvre the government thinking and finance to start off an institute of technology. It was 
intended by both of us that it would be a very prestigious institute of technology and NEVER a 
university. 

You know the story now, of course: it's become the Curtin University of Technology and if 
"Blue" Robertson was alive today he would be very upset about that. He had in mind that it 
would become THE greatest institute of technology in Australia and he explained to me 
things that I didn't understand myself fully, that if we had a prestigious institute of technology, 
it could spearhead a lot of our industrial development. It could spearhead a lot of our 
breakthrough into processing and that type of thing. He gave me many examples in America 
where industry and investment had gone to the brains rather than the brains go to the 
investment in other parts of the country or other parts of the world. Massachusetts is one 
example and he had a number of these that I took the opportunity, when I was travelling 
abroad, to learn more about them. I realised that they were true. 

This came about from the fact, of course, that although Robertson was a Western Australian 
product, he spent some time abroad and it was one of the great things that the McLarty 

1 Ibid. 
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Government did when they brought him back to be the Director-Genera! of Education and 
break this unfortunate situation they had when they had so many former directors of education 
still alive. In other words, they got into the top job too late. When you get into the top job 
fairly late in life, you don't get very venturesome with innovative policy ideas. Robertson had 
the innovation, he had the motivation, and he had the desire to do these things and I found him 
a great ally. 

It's rather strange that a director of education should be such a strong private ally of the 
Minister for Industrial Development and the North West. But they are the facts. He identified 
the fact that I used to be talking about these things, not only in Parliament, by the way, but in 
other utterances. I was purposely pretty active, very active in industry and commerce because 
that was my forte, that was my strength. So I naturally gravitated towards those things. 
Robertson, being the great educationist that he was, was very much identified with these 
people. It's not normal for a man in his position to take such a lively interest in things 
industrial, things commercial. He had it right. He could see that education was for everything 
and for everybody. 

RJ At the time of your entering Parliament, Sir Charles, there were in fact six new 
members in the Legislative Assembly. There was yourself, as the only Liberal, and there were 
five Labor. There was Stan Lapham, Stan Heal, Dan Norton, Hugh Andrew and Cohn 
Jamieson, who was the youngest of all. He was aged only 29 at that time. I wondered if there 
was anything about that new group coming into the House that is worth commenting on? 

COURT Not really. Cohn Jamieson went on, of course, to become their leader and to be 
Leader of the Opposition. Stan Lapham was a very nice man and a right-wing accountant-type 
of person involved with the union movement and in other ways. I found no problem in 
communicating with Stan Lapham because he had a very reasonable approach to employers 
and to the private enterprise sector. He didn't have this "them and us" sort of idea. I found 
that when the Australian Finance Conference took very desirable steps to sort out the hire-
purchase industry and made dramatic changes there on their own initiative working with the 
government and working with the opposition, Stan Lapham understood what they were talking 
about. He was a tremendous ally, whereas some of their people just assumed that the finance 
people couldn't be any good anyhow. But that was Stan Lapham. He never hit any great 
heights. He was not the person who would be very assertive in the caucus. He'd have his little 
piece to say, I should imagine, in a quiet, rather dignified sort of way but he wasn't the sort 
who would go to the top. They could have done with a few like him in their Cabinet and not 
because he was demonstrative or anything of that kind, but you need these sorts of people 
who've got a good brain who can go and quietly think about things. 

The rest of them didn't rise to any great heights, as you know, from their subsequent record. 
So it was very much a run-of-the mill collection of Labor members that came in. 

You'll notice that from those people, none of those represent the new breed that was then being 
nurtured by the Labor Party. I'm not sure who within the Labor Party made a conscious 
decision that they were going to break away from the traditional people like those six and go 
for graduates, university people who had shown some political bent, some militancy in their 
early university guild life. They were going to completely change the education standard and 
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at the same time change the Labor Party in other ways, not all for the good. It's one thing 
having good education standards and that's desirable (let's hope they all keep getting better), 
but it's another thing to have people who are going to have a balanced, responsible approach 
and not have either the biased, bitter approach that some of these people have, or the 
irresponsible approach that they know everything and the old people have been "old fogies and 
fuddy duddies" and they have to be tipped upside down. You're paying the price for it now. 
After eight years of that you can see what's happened here and you can see what's happened 
federally. Somewhere along the line you've got to have a balance and get down to the 
desirable combination of good education and above all, sensible application. 

RJ With Cohn Jamieson, how did you notice him being treated by his colleagues 
on his side of the House and your side of the House, being as young as he was, relatively, at 
29? 

COURT Oh, I don't think it entered anyone's head. I can't remember it being mentioned. 
We were elected to Parliament on the same day and we often used to remind one another of 
this. But I can't remember it being raised at all. 

RJ Did he cope in these early times? 

COURT Oh, he did in the tradition of an old-style Labor member. I think one of the 
reasons why his age probably never became an issue was because he used to talk and look and 
think like a good old-style Labor politician and trade union leader. So you never thought 
about his age at all. In fact it's just news to me that he was as young as that and I can't recall it. 
But he just acted as the old-timers used to so I think that's probably why they forgot about his 
age. If he'd have been revolutionary, if he'd come along like the Bryces and the Pearces and 
the Burkes and the Dowdings and all of these other people wanting to turn everything upside 
down, well then maybe they'd have said, "this young whippersnapper". He seemed to fit very 
neatly into the mould of all of the people that were there: the Tonkins1  and the Hawkes and the 
Hegneys and others. 

END OF TAPE 58 SIDE A 

John Tonkin (RJ). 
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RJ I wondered what it was like when you went up there in 1953 as far as the party 
meetings were concerned with McLarty as leader? How frequent were those meetings and what 
form did they take? 

COURT The meetings were infrequent when the House was not sitting but when the 
House was sitting they were quite regular and they'd be every Tuesday.1  It was a set time and 
there would be plenty of time to have the meeting, say at 2.00 o'clock, and the House, if I recall 
correctly, then used to meet at 4.00 o'clock or thereafter on the Tuesday. This had the benefit 
that it allowed the country members to come up in time for the party meeting and then for the 
sitting. Most of them would then stay in Perth for the rest of the week. Some of them had their 
own units or private arrangements. Some had houses and they always had somewhere to stay of 
a regular nature. 

But the meetings were held under rather unfortunate and rather cramped conditions. You must 
realise that the Parliament wasn't as big as it is now and it wasn't as convenient or as well-
appointed as it is now. So the meeting rooms were fairly small and the opposition room in 
particular. I remember it was always on the western side of the building so by afternoon, 
without any air-conditioning or anything else to help, it got pretty hot in there with so many 
people crowded into the one room. 

I wasn't very impressed with the general quality of the business that was done. You always felt 
something of an intruder when you wanted to make an issue over something, bearing in mind 
that I was an eager beaver. Having got there without wanting to be there, I made up my mind I 
was going to be in it completely and I took it seriously. I must admit that after I'd been there 
twelve months, I said to a few of my friends, "You know, this is the hardest club to get into and 
the easiest one to get kicked out of and I'm amazed that there aren't a mob of eager beavers." I 
thought when I got there because it's so hard to get into the place that everyone would be rearing 
to go; they'd all have great ideas for the future of this State and the future of their party and 
important matters to be put forward. How wrong I was because if a person had any new ideas, 
he was out on his own. He was more or less something of a freak. If he had something that was 
going to be popular, of course, he was welcome. If it was something that was going to be a bit 
tough to sell, you got the impression that they'd rather you didn't raise it. 

So it was in that atmosphere that I had to try and accommodate to the Parliament and to the 
tempo of Parliament and the atmosphere of Parliament, and those party meetings used to leave 
me often very frustrated. You realise, with the number of people there, you could only get so 
much time. McLarty was pretty good to me. When I'd have some ideas I learned that it was a 
good thing to go and discuss with him before the meeting what I had in mind so that if the 
chairman's in tune with what you want to do, you've got a flying start. You've at least got more 
than a 50/50 chance of getting your stuff upon the agenda. So I really can't complain once they 
got over the initial shock of this fellow who didn't quite understand what Parliament was all 
about. He thought it was about getting things done. 

The meetings in opposition were only Liberal Party meetings, not coalition meetings; the CP, and especially 
A Watts, insisted on separate meetings and no coalition when in opposition (CC). 
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RJ What was McLarty's style at a party meeting? 

COURT Very easy-going. There was no urgency about it. Occasionally the old chap 
would get angry but usually he used to get angry with the opposition, that is, our political 
opponents, rather than with our own people. But occasionally he would get angry when people 
who were supposed to be our supporters or one of our members were not doing the right thing. 
He could be quite firm. Most people had the idea of him being a rural person - time wasn't quite 
as important as it may be to some city people, but that was a bit deceptive. He was nobody's 
fool, old Ross. 

RJ You've talked about how you tried to push for things, but how much say did 
backbenchers in general have at a party meeting? 

COURT You realise at that time we had no shadow cabinets, thank God. 

RJ That's right, you didn't have. 

COURT So you didn't have a backbench [as such]. 

RJ But did you have people who were taking an interest in particular portfolios? 

COURT Usually they came along with something that was quite mundane and short 
term. It would be some pettifogging little issue that was mountains high in their mind just 
because it was a local irritant in their electorate or they thought there was a vote in it or a vote to 
be lost, as the case may be. That used to worry me because there was nothing very positive or 
constructive. 

It's very much the sort of thing that goes on now which worries me that they're spending an 
awful lot of time on things that are not going to make another job in this State. They're not 
going to make this State better in terms of education, in terms of health care, in terms of its 
overall prosperity and that type of thing. Most of the things that come forward are either 
opportunistic, rather shallow; it's a good headline for today, or something of that kind. Very 
rarely did you find somebody genuinely putting forward some initiative that's going to be 
important for the State. I have to say that much of that has been discouraged because there's a 
tendency when anyone comes up with a good idea to knock it. If you're in opposition, the 
government of the day does its best to debunk it because they didn't think of the idea. The 
opposition doesn't seem to be persistent enough to get on to something that is good and worth 
working on. Even if it doesn't eventually get accepted, at least you demonstrate that you have 
some ideas. 

The thing that I learnt about talking about these things, putting them up and often getting them 
knocked down, you always learn something. That idea might never see the light of day but out 
of it you probably got an idea that would set you off on another track. Don't forget that's what 
research is all about. They go up one blind alley and then have to come back, and they go up 
another one and they keep on doing this. Eventually they see the way through and hey presto! 
it's all been worth it. So I'm grateful that I didn't give up too easily. That six years, I can tell 
you, was a long wearisome six years: win all the arguments, lose all the votes. 
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RJ But without shadow ministries, did you have any people particularly tagging a 
minister on the other side? 

COURT Not by direction. You had your leader and you had your deputy and you had 
your whip and you'd have your nominee as a chairman of committees; that's a deputy to assist 
the main chairman of committees. There were no great emoluments of office in being a whip. 
You probably got a small amount. The Deputy Leader got a small amount but nothing great. I 
think he got, might have been 30 gallons of petrol a month, which created a crisis with the 
Country Party because I was the deputy to David Brand and, of course, Arthur Watts insisted 
that they had to sit separately. They were never part of an opposition in coalition. While they 
were in opposition they insisted on being separate, so that meant that I automatically became the 
Deputy Leader of the Opposition because we had the numbers and if David Brand wasn't there, 
naturally I became the Acting Leader of the Opposition. So Arthur got very angry about this 
because he wasn't going to get the petrol that the Deputy Leader got. You didn't get a car, mind 
you, [chuckles] but you got this amount of petrol which seemed to be a big thing in his mind. 
So David and I had a conference and we said, "Oh let him have the damn petrol and if that 
makes him happy, well just too bad. I'm going to run my car anyhow." So that overcame that 
little hiccup when I became the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. 

RJ That was further down the track. What was happening with Watts under 
McLarty? Did he attend party meetings? 

COURT Oh, no, no, no. We didn't have combined meetings. See, from the moment they 
went out of government, Watts took his little flock away and they sat alone and there had to be 
communication between the two leaders and between some of the members. There was 
probably more communication at the private member level. If you had an idea that you wanted 
to push, well you'd talk to some of these CP people. I found Charlie Perkins, for instance, a 
very good Country Party minister; I think the best member and minister they ever had. It's sad 
that he died so young and so soon after we got into government in 1959. But he was a real tower 
of strength to David Brand and I in making it possible for the Country Party to work in coalition 
with us because he was strong enough and independent enough to be able to go to their party 
room and tell them some of the facts of life. So we valued Charlie Perkins very greatly. 

But you come back to this question of how did you handle the business? Well McLarty would 
very casually say, "Well Charlie, I think that Bill is probably one you'd like to handle." He'd say 
[similar things] to Gerry Wild and somebody else, [like] Ross Hutchinson. And then it was your 
job to go and get your team together and do your work. If you had any sense you got a little 
team around you and fed them some information because you didn't want to be the only speaker 
on a subject. You wanted somebody who, when you got into committee, could stand up and 
give you a bit of support. I have to say that on most occasions it was Charlie Perkins [from the 
Country Party] who used to come in and give you a bit of backing. 
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Again, it was indicative of the general easy-going attitude. If you had a Bill, you had a 
responsibility to study the Bill, to go and research. If it was a medical Bill or if it was 
something to do with industry or industrial or something of that kind (that's industrial relations 
or something of that kind) you had a responsibility to go and get briefed by people who knew 
what it was all about. Now it was no good you just standing up in Parliament and making a 
second reading speech and then the government itself would probably have some of their 
backbenchers making more and more speeches on the subject, and you didn't have any backup 
from your own people. So it was very necessary that you got people who could come in and 
support you. 

After a while your own members got to know that you did the research properly. Say it was an 
industrial Bill or something of that kind, which is rather contentious, often unpleasant, and takes 
a lot of work to get to know what it's all about, dear old Frank Cross down at the Employers' 
Federation, as it was then, was very good. He'd spend hours briefing you on the practicalities of 
it and giving you notes that would give you a backup so that you could cope with the people on 
the other side who were usually better informed on industrial matters than our people. Well if 
you just bobbed up and down, say, in a committee on your own and you didn't have any backup, 
it gave the impression that the whole side was weak and there was only a one-man band. 

So you'd have to go and get people to take an interest. You'd go around and you might get Gerry 
Wild or somebody, George Yates, who was in Parliament at the time, to take an interest even in 
a couple of clauses, so that when you were in a committee that they could take their share of the 
bowling because in committee, of course, you can keep talking. You give your first speech in 
committee, you get a certain amount of time, and then you can keep on talking as long as 
somebody comes between you and your next speech. Well, it's very effective if you've got three 
or four attacking this particular clause or supporting an amendment that you want to make. So 
you have to organise that yourself and quite frankly it was part of your training. That was part 
of your training in, what you might say, middle-management; the lower level of leadership. I 
found it worked pretty well. It was hard work. 

I don't know how it would work today because the press has got used to the fact that if it's 
transport, they go to that person; if it's industry, they go to another person; if it's water, to go to 
another nominated person; if it's health they go to another nominated person, so-called "shadow 
ministers". But [not having "shadow ministers"] had a great advantage from the leader's point of 
view because as he passed out these jobs and in McLarty's day and Dave to a certain extent 
(Dave Brand) to a certain extent, it would be a very casual thing, you know. "Gerry Wild, how 
about you doing this?" and "Ross Hutchinson, you do this; George Yates do this; Charles Court 
do this." And then off you went. Now that didn't mean to say that you're going to do another 
health Bill next time if that was a health Bill. You might have anything next time. So 
unwittingly and with no great science, the whole of the team was being tested and those who 
were industrious and got a team around them and did well, well they must have established 
themselves in the mind of not only the leader but the rest of the party. 

When you're in a party room it's terribly important that you're making an impact on the rest of 
the team who one day will have to follow you or have to put their faith in you. Now it's rather 
like a football team. The players that are seen to be performing all the time and you know that 
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they're going to be there when you want them, they build up their own reputation for reliability, 
for performance, for loyalty and that sort of thing during the course of not one match but many, 
many matches. Well a parliamentary team is not much different and in those days, when you 
report to the Cabinet.... I'm sorry, when you report to the party meeting (I'm now talking about 
opposition), when you report there, the thoroughness with which you've done your work, the 
good sense with which you've done your work, the innovativeness you've shown, the 
amendments that you've suggested and which you want them to support, are part of both a 
learning curve and also your acceptability curve. From those experiences you build up a 
reputation for good sense and for reliability, being able to fight for an issue and being able to 
resist, probably, unpleasantness: an assault on an amendment that you want to put forward or the 
views that you express. I don't think you get the same thing with a shadow ministry. 

The other redeeming feature as far as I was concerned, and I'm sure as far as McLarty and Dave 
Brand were concerned, was that you don't have any preconceived idea of who's going to be the 
minister for this that and the other because even under our system (I'm talking about '71-74 now 
because I didn't have a shadow cabinet then) when you gave someone transport and he did it 
fairly well, there was a tendency for him to develop an affinity with that type of thing, not only 
in his mind but in the minds of his colleagues and the opposition too (and I'm talking about the 
opposition now, I'm talking about the other side of politics, in that case the government). You 
have to be careful to watch this because when you come up to select a Cabinet, these people 
who might have been given more than their share in say health or transport or in other things, 
they're inclined to come along and say, "Well I presume I'm going to be the Minister for 
Health," or the Minister for Transport or Minister for this or that and you've got to say no, unless 
that's your decision. But when you have a shadow ministry it must be very, very hard for a 
person who, say for three years, six years or even more, has carried this portfolio or that 
portfolio and so on and been identified by the press in that, to say to him, "Well, you're not in 
the Cabinet," or, "You're going to be doing Police," instead of the more glamorous portfolios 
and so on. Whether you like it or not, under the shadow ministry system they become 
possessive. They assume that they own that particular portfolio. 

No leader should put himself in that position. I know they switch them around but even then 
you'll notice, when you switch somebody around the media's inclined to give the impression that 
he's failed in education, or he's failed in this or he's failed in that, when in fact he mightn't have 
done. He's been put there to broaden his knowledge. Any leader with any sense would change 
them around if he had adopted the shadow ministry system. Without a shadow ministry it's a 
very heavy burden on the leader because he's virtually up-front all the time and the people who 
take the bowling on a particular issue are nominated from issue to issue by him, but he must 
always be there and it's good for him because he learns to get the broader picture. 

See, take a person like John Hewson in the federal sphere. Brilliant as he is in economics, 
economics is not what government's all about. Some people think it is. It's important. A strong 
economy usually means a successful government but there are so many other things. When you 
think of the requirements of an individual: they've got to be fed, they've got to be clothed, 
they've got to be housed, they've got to have water supply, they've got to have energy, they've 
got to have transport, they've got to have health, they've got to have everything that you can 
think of in the terms of a life, even right down to recreation and these things. Well, a leader who 
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can't think about all of those things is never going to be a good leader. He might have his 
preferences, he might have his strengths, but he's got to remember that there's a whole tin of 
worms. Therefore when you are a leader without a shadow ministry, you're probably 
pitchforked into that more than ever and you're seen to be the leader by the opposition (that's 
your opponents), you're seen to be the leader by the media and they're more inclined to come 
and ask you for an opinion on a particular thing, as they did with David Brand, as they did with 
me, than if there had been a shadow minister there that they'd have gone to. 

RJ So in all that time, did you ever have joint party meetings at all? 

COURT Very rarely. In government, of course, you had party meetings all the time. 

RJ Yes, but I'm talking about the time of opposition. 

COURT We had party meetings all the time and there's some very interesting joint party 
meetings there when we were in government that I will tell you about in due course; one in 
particular was quite historic in the fact that it ever happened and quite historic in the outcome of 
it. It showed the real problems of a coalition. But I would say from memory that there weren't 
any formal joint meetings during the whole of that six years (i.e. 1953/59). There might have 
been some informal meetings where a group of both Liberal and Country Party had sat down 
and tried to resolve a problem but I can't remember us ever meeting in a formal meeting under 
McLarty or under Watts. We were always tick-tacking together but it was very hard to find out 
from A F Watts exactly what he was going to do later in the day, leave alone next week, because 
he always used to keep his options open. It made it very, very, very hard. 

I used to talk to him a lot because he had a brilliant brain and also he was a superb draftsman. If 
you wanted to put up an amendment, he could just scribble it on a piece of paper while he was 
talking to you. So we were always talking, but when you got to touchy issues, he used to be 
very secretive and even Ross McLarty in his day, and Dave Brand in his day, couldn't find out 
until the last minute what he was thinking. Often you'd pick up the notice paper and find that on 
a particular issue where you thought you had an understanding with him, up bobbed a series of 
amendments that were quite embarrassing to us. These were amendments that you could put on 
the notice paper in anticipation of the Bill going into committee. These things would bob up 
and so we got very foxy about this. We used to try and get the notice paper ahead of time if we 
could. You could go and get a proof copy by seeing the Clerk without waiting for the official 
one so that at least we'd be warned that when we went into our party meeting at 2.00 o'clock on 
the Tuesday we had these amendments to contend with. A few words for an amendment on a 
notice paper doesn't often mean much so you've got to go and read it into the Bill to find out the 
effect of it. Quite often these would happen and there would never be any consultation at all in 
the days of A F Watts. When we went into opposition in '71-74, we didn't have quite that same 
amount of difficulty. 

RJ So what was the relationship between McLarty and Watts in that time, those first 
years? 
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COURT It was quite strange. Here you'd had the McLarty Government with Watts as the 
Deputy Premier, and a good government too. In all that difficult post-war period they did some 
quite wonderful things: shortages of material, shortage of housing, shortage of labour, all these 
things. They did a pretty good job and that was to their credit. The election was held in 1953 
and from that moment onward there were two parties. The division was quite stark because 
A F W [Watts] insisted on them being seen to be independent in opposition. He always 
cherished the idea that at the next election they'd finish up with more numbers and they could, 
you know, demand certain things they couldn't otherwise do, whereas if they went into the next 
election as a coalition in opposition, certain things would have been bespoken. There would be 
inhibitions there. So he was very, very strict about this; very strict indeed. He always wanted to 
be known as the Country Party not as the opposition or part of the opposition. And that 
prevailed right through his time and, of course, into the '71-74 period. 

Ri Was he ideologically so far apart from the Liberals? Was he a real Country Party 
man? 

COURT It was not so much being a real Country Party man because the Liberals had 
more country members anyhow. So that wasn't ever the problem that the media made out 
because we had more country people pressing for country things than the whole of the Country 
Party did. But they, under him, had this sort of democratic socialist approach to things; very 
much so. In his heart A F W would be classed as a democratic socialist. He would have had 
things like price control and all of these things. He didn't trust the private sector to get on with 
the job. Later in his career that was different. When David Brand and I got really alongside of 
him and he became part of the team, he had a lot to contribute. 

END OF TAPE 58 SIDE B 
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COURT Later on he [Watts] became part of the team towards the end of his parliamentary 
career, and it was a pleasure to work with him. He did admit to me once.... because we used to 
travel home quite a lot together. He lived just around the corner from me, and so quite often at 
dinnertime and other times one would take the other home and vice versa. He did admit to me in 
one of the few moments when he really got conversational and was inclined to reminisce (which 
didn't happen very often with A F W) that those few years had been the most rewarding and 
satisfying years of his parliamentary career. It was because he all of a sudden got the message 
that there was a great strength and a great pleasure and a much more relaxed situation when we 
were all part of the team. In fact I can tell you that he used to laugh more [laughs] in that twelve 
months than he'd ever done in the time before. He wasn't without humour, let me make it clear, 
but at that time I've known him more to sit down and have a cup of tea at suppertime and really 
relax. He had a rather nice smile about him when he relaxed, which wasn't often. But I noticed 
in those few months, as did David, that he was a different person. I don't know whether it was 
because he knew that he was going to retire and go to the Licensing Court or something of that 
kind, but it made life much easier for us. 

RJ You told us last time, Sir Charles, how you found out through Richardson that 
McLarty had forecast you early in the piece as a potential leader, but Bolton says: "In 1954, one 
year after his parliamentary debut, Court was being forecast as deputy leader under Brand." 
Were you aware of that? 

COURT Not really, not really because I didn't go around thinking that way. I was only 
anxious to get myself prepared to do the job properly, whatever I had to do, and I was still on a 
learning curve then, getting frustrated by the day if things didn't go quite the way I thought they 
should. It might have been forecast by others, but certainly wasn't canvassed with me. There 
were rumblings within industry and commerce in particular that I should be the leader as early as 
that but I did all I could to discount that quickly because nothing was going to destabilise things 
so much and nothing was going to make it more difficult for me to get on with doing my job and 
doing it well. There'd be no problem with McLarty because I realised then that Ross had realised 
he wasn't going to be that much longer in Parliament, although he did lead us into the 1956 
election. But he was a very kind and generous person as I got to know him better at this stage 
and it wouldn't have worried him but it was worrying other people. They were starting to get 
quite nervous about it and I asked people like Harry 1-learn, Frank Ledger, Lance Brisbane and 
people like that to stop talking like that. 

RJ But did the idea appeal to you at all? 

COURT Well you must remember I was still in my six year span, my six year dream. So 
that wasn't an issue and while I was there I was going to give it all I'd got, learn how to do the 
job, and I worked hard on that, made some mistakes. You know, you fall flat on your face 
sometimes with issues and you find you haven't got the support behind you on your own side that 
you thought you were going to have and so on, but still that's all part of the experience. That's 
why, when you're in opposition, you can do those things without any skin off your nose. 

'Westralian History Group On the Side, Perth Bookland, 1985, p.216. 
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RJ Can you recall a specific blunder? 

COURT I can't off hand. It wasn't so much a blunder as the fact that I'd misjudged 
[chuckles] the support that I was going to get from certain people and when they found it wasn't 
the popular issue they thought it was, they didn't want to know it. All part of the learning curve; 
it's part of the experience. You see the worst and you see the best in the parliamentary system. 
I'm afraid you see plenty of the worst. 

RJ You've said that you were impatient with some of the things that were happening 
and I could imagine - you're the sort of person who wants to see progress made, but what was 
disturbing you most about what you saw within the party and the Parliament? 

COURT You couldn't measure it like you can in business. If you're going to undertake a 
program in business to promote something, float something, do something, it has to be very 
precise and you get to a point when you say, "Right, that succeeded," or "That failed." If it's not 
moving as fast as you want, you can do something about it. But when you're dealing with the 
parliamentary machine you can't have your own timetable. You can try and you're foolish if you 
don't try but you've got other forces at work that either because of personal interests, personal 
ambitions, antagonisms, lack of knowledge, laziness, failure to really get to know the rights and 
the wrongs, that dictates the timetable and for that reason you do get very irked. It's so different 
to being in business. 

LU You said at a previous interview that, "You realise that once I got in I still had 
another hurdle to jump. That was to confront the parliamentary party."1  What did you mean by 
that? 

COURT Well I had very fixed black and white views (and Bolton has touched on them) 
about what the Liberal Party stood for. Now rightly or wrongly I thought that we'd have a 
[laughs] Liberal code up there [Parliament] that we'd sort of recite every day, and that would be 
the bible we lived by. I know you can't always do things straight down the line. When you're 
playing footy you often have to go around the flanks; you can't always go straight down the 
middle of the oval. I accepted that part of it, but I thought we'd live and die by what we believed 
in. 

I remember that famous little pamphlet of Menzies', I Believe, and you carried that around in 
your pocket. It was almost like your catechism, but I found it wasn't like that. I sometimes used 
to wonder how close these people were to an understanding of what they were elected to do. 
Fortunately, from time to time, we had very strong State Presidents and I'm talking about Frank 
Downing, I'm talking about Fred Johnston, people like that. Roger Goode, who it was thought 
was going to be a soft, gentle sort of a man, proved to be a very strong president in his quiet way, 
again reminding people what the Liberal Party stood for, both federal and State. So you can 
imagine I was a little bit taken aback when I found that most of them gave little thought beyond 
the odd speech they might make at a branch talking about liberalism and liberal policies and so 
on. Beyond that I don't think they gave it much thought at all; they looked at a Bill in front of 

'This transcript, p. 614. 
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them, they looked at a motion before the House or anything before the party room as to whether 
it was expedient to do it. 

RJ You also referred previously to a "famous attempt" to have a Liberal and Country 
League. "In spite of a lot of work that was done on that it never took off really, with the result 
that some years later we had to revert to the old name because it became a nonsense of having 
this L C L. It did more harm than good." And you also said on a previous occasion that, "Sir 
Ross McLarty had a hell of a time with the Country Party."' What is all that about? 

COURT Well, the mere fact that we made this bid to have this L C L to identify with the 
country, because we did have more [Country] members than the Country Party. It irritated them 
greatly because you can imagine that every time this name came up, this L C L (Liberal and 
Country League), it was an irritant and so in that regard we didn't gain a lot of members. We 
gained one member of Parliament out of it, Jimmy Mann, and that was a big blare of trumpets. 
Instead of us getting three or four or five or six out of that, we didn't get enough to start an 
avalanche of people drifting over to us and it didn't apply all that much in the membership. So it 
had caused an irritant without achieving a practical result. It appeased the rank and file of the 
[Liberal] lay organisation for a while but they soon got the message that it was a bit of a 
nonsense. So that was abandoned. 

McLarty, during his term in government, when he had his greatest problem - and I'm talking 
about '47-53 - was because the Country Party under Arthur Watts was very strong. Don't forget 
none of them were very experienced in government. It was quite a long time since they'd been in 
government. Labor had had a charmed run all that time. So there was a lot of pressure by A F 
Watts - and I say by A F Watts more than the Country Party itself. There were one or two 
members of the Country Party in Parliament and in the lay organisation that had this deep-seated 
feeling. Some of them would rather have not been in coalition but it could be that McLarty was 
the man for the occasion. He was a country man. They were seen as a highly respected family 
with a great history in this State. He had rural interests in the Pinjarra area. He had rural 
interests in the Kimberley area. So there was nothing they could aim at him to indicate that he 
was a city slicker. That would have just been water on a duck's back; it wouldn't have got them 
anywhere. So they had to contend with this very conservative, rather slow-moving, cautious sort 
of a man who was essentially a country man through and through. Therefore they lost that 
weapon, but there had to be industrial development to get this State away from a one-legged 
economy and you had to bring in people like A F Watts and so on into that. 

Very much the same position that developed in the federal sphere when "Black Jack" McEwen 
(he was Deputy Prime Minister) got very heavily involved in industry and commerce and used it 
to the disadvantage of Menzies and the Liberal Party. He didn't concentrate on his rural interests. 
He wanted the rural interests to reflect his party when it suited him in the federal sphere, but on 
the other hand he wanted to be very much involved with industry, even to a point of being a 

1 This transcript p. 585. 
2 Ibid p. 592 
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protectionist, which is hard to believe in the case of a true Country Party leader who would 
always be wanting to get rid of protection. But that's the way politics goes. So when A F W was 
there in the McLarty era, he was very heavily involved in that side of it [i.e. the industrial 
development] as distinct from the truly rural aspects of it. In that regard, I know from comments 
made by McLarty, who was generally a very fair man but occasionally he used to get very angry, 
and I know when I was attending branch meetings while he was in government and I wasn't in 
Parliament, that he often used to let his head go and say something of the frustration that he was 
feeling. 

RJ Leonore Layman has done a survey of this period and what was happening in the 
Legislative Council, and in that '53-59 period Hawke had trouble getting Bills through the 
Legislative Council. She lists twenty Bills that were blocked there: about the continuation and 
strengthening of price and rent controls; the automatic quarterly adjustment to the State basic 
wage; the extension of the Legislative Council's franchise; the right of women to serve on juries.1  
Now why would the Liberal Party oppose that in that era? 

COURT Well dealing with the broader question of the problems that he [Hawke] had in the 
Legislative Council, they were of his own making. It was a very comfortable position the Labor 
Party had. They could bring down diabolical Bills to deal with industrial arbitration and all that 
sort of thing knowing that they wouldn't get through the Legislative Council. They could go to 
the Trades Hall and say, "Look boys, we did our best. Those awful people up in that Legislative 
Council there, those Liberals and those conservatives...." and so on because don't forget that the 
Liberals and the Country Party in the Lower House didn't have an easy time either with the 
Legislative Council. The Council was probably at its best at that time because they had some 
very capable people. You had Leslie Craig. You had Gordon Hislop at his best. You had H K 
Watson, who was the best brain in the whole of the Parliament, and you had a few other people 
there that were not to be denied. The quality of the Legislative Council then was infinitely better 
than what it is today and the method of getting into it was different from what it is today. So 
they were there as a house of review, but if you've got a government that is deliberately putting 
Bills up under direction from the Trades Hall and in the socialist mould.... because don't forget at 
heart both Hawke and [Herb] Graham were very much in the socialist mould; Graham even more 
so than Hawke. But both of them were very mistrustful of business and very much in the 
socialist mould. So the Legislative Council might appear to have been harder on them than they 
really were. 

Against that, when we came into office and put our Bills up to the Legislative Council, of course 
we didn't have so many knocked back because we knew what they would accept and we knew 
the realities of the situation. We'd had all our battles in the party room and in private discussion 
with certain members who had special interests. I don't mean special personal financial interests 
but special knowledge of things such as medical things or farming things, financial things and so 
on. So it made good sense to talk to them before you put the legislation up, plus the fact that it 
had got a pretty good hammering in the party room. Many Bills that were put forward by the 
government, I know in that '59-71 period, went to the Parliament in a quite different form to what 
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they went in to the party room. So a lot of the rough edges had been taken off that and that 
makes good sense anyhow. 

I know from a historian's point of view, just taking the statistics, it looks bad, but in point of fact 
if they understood the workings of the Parliament, they realise that it was a game anyhow. The 
one thing they've never been able to find a recorded version of was Collier's famous comment 
which McLarty assures me he made. Although they could never find it in Hansard, to his dying 
day he [McLarty] swore blind that Collier had struck it out of Hansard, when in a desperate 
moment he [Collier] said, "Thank God for the Legislative Council." And I can understand him 
saying it too because Hawke must have had the same thoughts to himself quite often when he 
was putting up legislation that was upsetting the business community and the community at 
large, purely to appease his own people. 

Now coming back to the juror question. That was a very, very difficult period at the time. The 
whole question of juries and who should serve on juries was in the process of evolution and it 
was only natural at the time (because I remember it very, very well) that there was a lot of careful 
thought and reservation. Some of it was traditional opposition. A lot of it was for different 
reasons altogether. You would be surprised at the number of women who petitioned us not to be 
included: a woman with children and so on. "Fancy me being dragged off on to a murder trial 
when you've got to be locked up for a week," and that sort of thing. You've no idea, because I 
was very much involved in it. So it's not quite what it seems. In fact the greatest pressure in my 
experience was from women who didn't want to have the responsibility of it. They saw in it 
something that could be quite grotesque. They always thought in terms of murder trials, they 
never thought in terms of ordinary commercial types of things. They saw themselves getting 
involved in a dispute between two neighbours over a crazy fence or something like that. So they 
really were pretty worried about it. 

But you must understand, of course, the majority of women then were at home. A quite different 
thing to what you're looking at today, and all of these things, they have to evolve. They can 
never be done by a stroke of the pen. If they do they usually cause more trouble than enough, 
and often when they evolve it evolves naturally. Even when that whole thing was over at that 
time, it's fair to say that there was a considerable number of women because they'd had to think 
about it, had started to say, "Well perhaps it wouldn't be so bad," and, "Perhaps I should be doing 
this." It was more a question in my experience of concern about the availability of women, 
especially if they had children and that sort of thing. All sorts of things were put up that if a 
woman did have children of a certain age she wouldn't have to go, or I think one provision was 
(and you're testing my memory a bit) that if a woman put her name down to be struck off the jury 
lists, she could be struck off. In other words, she wouldn't be called up. That was considered to 
be grossly unfair by some people who said, "If women are going to serve, well they've got to 
serve, full stop." 

This argument went on, I might add, more in the party room than it did in the Parliament, 
although there was plenty of it in the Parliament. So I can't give you any other answer than that, 
but the people, if they'd have understood it, what was going on, they wouldn't be blaming the 
politicians or the Liberal Party because I can tell you there was just as many Labor people [who] 
were uncomfortable about it as what we were, but they, of course, were disciplined and we 
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weren't. They didn't have any conscience vote on it. They didn't have any freedom at all. That 
was the party decision and that's what it was to be. 

RJ There are other things that she lists: changes to the system of industrial 
arbitration; expansion of activities of SGIO; probate duty increases. I think we can all see why 
those things would have been opposed by a Liberal Party but the Council rejected price control 
and substantially amended the government's rent control. They also defeated Native Welfare; 
town planning. Then there was a special session of Parliament on 6th April 1954 with its major 
purpose being to introduce fair rents legislation. There was a deadlock at that time and the 
Parliament was adjourned. Then there were Council elections on 8th May '54 and the rent 
question became a major issue and Labor won all the seats it contested.1  So it seems to have been 
a misjudgment, do you think, on the Liberal Party's part, that the real feeling of the.... 

COURT I'm trying to recall what.... That was another reason altogether and also you must 
realise that the Liberal Party had certain policy things. I enunciated them in my [maiden] speech 
and there was still a residue from the war of the controls: land controls, rent controls, price 
controls. And so they were still apparent but I remind you at that time we had voluntary voting 
and voluntary enrolment [for the Legislative Council]. 

It was about that time we started to realise that that was not in our favour because the Labor 
Party were much more disciplined than our people. The very people who wanted you to do 
certain things about rent control, price control and all of these things to get the economy freed up 
again, and which I talked about in my maiden speech and the policies of Erhard and those 
people, and how successful they were. They were starting to come through but the very people 
who got you to adopt these policies were conspicuously absent in the voluntary vote, in the 
voluntary enrolment. You've no idea. It was a pain in the neck and don't forget it was a Liberal 
Government, much to the amazement of the Labor Party, that brought in the eventual Bill in the 
sixties, after we became the government, to have adult franchise and compulsory enrolment for 
the Legislative Council. It was a breath of fresh air for us [laughs] when that happened because 
we didn't have to go and do these crazy things that we had to do to try and get people to go and 
vote [when it was voluntary]. 

We used to have a motto in those elections in the fifties and early sixties that in the Legislative 
Council it's not the people who vote against you who defeat you, it's the people who don't vote. 
They'd be at the bowls, the golf, the races, you name it; anywhere but where they should be 
casting a vote. So you used to have to have scrutineers at the polling booth. Both parties would 
have them striking off those who voted. You'd keep a list of these and then have a runner who 
would take them back to the committee room. Then you'd tick off your master roll and you'd 
find the pattern emerging where all of the faithful had gone to the races, gone to the footy, gone 
to something, gone to golf, and hadn't voted. So then you'd send your runners out. I can tell you 
it was bedlam up until 8.00 o'clock trying to get them to vote and you never got a decent 
percentage. Australians have been hooked now on compulsory enrolment, compulsory voting. 
Just as the British people have been hooked on voluntary voting and they know nothing else, 

Ibid. 
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they've grown up to it and they respond according to the importance of the issue, Australians 
have got hooked on compulsory enrolment, compulsory voting. 

But the 1954 elections, I remember it now, they didn't cause us any great problem, great 
heartache. 

RJ Well Labor goes from nine seats to thirteen after that election. It was the closest 
the party ever came to having a majority.... 

COURT Well we used to say to them 

RJ The combined opposition was seventeen. You had nine Liberals and eight 
Country Party. Now after that election the Council agreed to amend the legislation and the 
government restored modified rent control.' So even though you're saying that the people who 
would have supported you didn't go out and vote, the fact remains that the Liberal Party must 
have taken that as a message because they've been prepared to amend legislation after that '54 
election that they were not prepared to accept before. 

COURT Well I remember it happening. It was a silly thing they did. It was a typical 
short-sighted thing. You've got to have principles in this business and if there's one thing that's 
been proven, that if you have controls, price control on land, price control on motor vehicles, 
price control on rents and so on, it is the best way I know to have a black market. It's much 
better to follow the Erhard policy of letting the things find their own level. Okay, they blow up 
for a while but if I remember rightly, one of the problems.... They blow up for a while but they 
soon settle down. 

One of the problems there was that the State Housing Commission wasn't able to build houses 
fast enough. In effect you had rent control through SHC with all the houses they owned. I think 
Graham was the Minister for Housing,2  if I remember correctly at the time. Don't forget, he's the 
Minister who got the Labor Party into a terrible financial mess. He went on and built and built 
and built and didn't bother about how he was going to pay for them and boasted about how they 
built a record number of houses. Then all of a sudden the Labor Party couldn't pay for them and 
they actually had IOUs. Now don't laugh. The Government had IOUs being traded on in the 
Terrace. I think it was in answer to a question from me Hawke had to admit that he didn't know 
that Graham had committed the government to such a large liability in connection with housing. 
True, he built a record number of houses but he didn't build them within a budget that had been 
allocated to pay for it. You'll find that's all part of that experience. 

END OF TAPE 59 SIDE A 

1 Ibid. 
2 Herb Graham was Minister for Housing for the entire period of the Hawke Government (RJ). 
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COURT I can assure you that H K Watson and I, and one or two others like Leslie Craig, 
we had pretty strong views about this wishy-washy, on again, off again situation. When you've 
got a policy, you've got to come out and sell it and demonstrate how it [i.e. being wishy-washy] 
eventually is not going to work for the benefit of the party; it [our policy] worked for the benefit 
of people and that's the way to do it. I have told you, of course, of the financial mess that the 
Labor Party got into which inhibited for a long time their ability to build State Housing homes at 
the rate that they should be building them. So I would have regarded 1954 as a hiccup. 

RJ But you would have opposed the Council then voting for the legislation? 

COURT Yes. 

RJ What was going on in the party room? How strong an issue was it in the party 
room? 

COURT Oh, I think the main body (and you're taxing my memory a bit) was to stick with 
our policy because eventually we're going to be proved right, anyhow. 

See, one of the problems that we had at the time was the flow-on from the war. When you have 
rent controls you also inhibit the owner getting access to his or her house and in spite of all the 
promises that are made by governments and by administrations, you get some sad, sad cases 
where people will legitimately own a house. They had to leave it for some reason or another and 
they can't get back into it. If you've got a tenant there with an artificial rent, artificially low rent, 
they won't give up their place. I had many personal experiences of people with children who 
couldn't get back into their own house that they'd struggled and bought. That's one of the 
iniquities of these controls and when you get officialdom butting into these things the sympathy 
is always with the tenant and never with the fact that there might be an owner with an even 
greater problem. I have very little faith in official controls. 

RJ An interview with Sir Charles Court held at the Alexander Library Building on 23 
May 1991. 

Sir Charles, at the end of 1955 we have a by-election for the seat of Bunbury caused by the death 
of Frank Guthrie. Labor lost that seat to the Liberal, George Roberts, and that meant there was a 
stalemate in the Lower House in that you had 25 Labor and 25 Liberal Country League members. 
After the Speaker was appointed, the government was in fact in a minority on the floor. McLarty 
pushed for an early election and did not succeed, and Liberal members Mann and Oldfield 
refused to support a no-confidence, or any similar, motion against the government.' This 
situation lasted through to the April election in 1956 when Labor won three additional seats and 
that situation was resolved. But in that period of a minority in the Lower House, I was 
wondering what was going on behind the scenes as far as your party was concerned. 

1 The House on the Hill, op. cii, p. 174. 
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COURT I don't remember it as clearly as I should, or as clearly as I remember most things, 
because you realise I was in my first term but you also have to realise that Jimmy Mann was 
something of a maverick. Mann, by the way, was always a great Court supporter but he was no 
McLarty or Brand supporter. In fact we had one Legislative Council campaign subsequent to that 
when Jimmy Mann, being the old autocrat he was, being one of the older members who was a 
First World War chap and a law unto himself, he insisted that he select the candidate for this 
particular Legislative Council seat. I'll give you the name of the man in a minute that he put his 
blessing on [Roy Abbey]. The party had the good sense to endorse this man because he was a 
true-blue farmer and he was just the ideal man for this particular Legislative Council seat. Not 
only did he [Mann] lay down the rules about who would be the candidate, but he also nominated 
that the only Liberal MP who would be allowed to campaign in the election in his electorate 
[was Charles Court]. I'm not sure of the name of his seat but it was the Beverley area, all around 
there, and he [Mann] was something of a legend around there. 

I don't know if you want me to deal with the man, Jimmy Mann's background now but he was a 
colourful character and I always had a good communication with him. He used to work very 
well with me. In fact when I became a minister, Jimmy Mann became a tremendous asset to me 
for reasons which I'll explain when we get on to the original BHP agreement for Koolyanobbing 
in 1960.1  It was not out of character for Jim to be difficult and he always had a rather strange 
relationship with Bert Hawke too, and that would have had something to do with it. But he liked 
to be different. He liked to be the odd man out. As I say, I enjoyed a good relationship with him. 
Dave Brand didn't; neither did McLarty. 

It was Jimmy Mann [who was involved in] the story I told you about when on Saturday morning 
back in the old days of Parliament they had their tiny little bar and they often would be in there 
on a Saturday morning before they went back to their electorates. Ross said to Jimmy Mann.... 
No, I'm sorry, Jimmy Mann said to Ross McLarty, "How about having a drink, Ross, before we 
hit the road?" and Ross McLarty said, "Yes but only one Jimmy; remember, only one." And 
Jimmy says, [laughs] "You don't think I'm going to buy two, do you!" That was one of the 
legendary stories around the place. 

But that was the sort of man he was and it was very convenient that I had this relationship with 
him, otherwise when we became the government in 1959, you can imagine we would have had 
an untenable situation. Yet here's a man who, when we had a very tight margin for six years and 
for the first three we had a man like this who was likely to break out and cause us 
embarrassment. As it happened he didn't, but I put it down to the fact that I was very close to 
him. 

He was a remarkable man in his electorate. Anyone who tried to discount his qualitites and his 
standing in the electorate, of course, was just a fool. I woke up to this very quickly and I can tell 
you it was a strange reputation he had. If you went into his electorate as I did, and as I did often, 
you'd go to the local hotel and they'd tell you these horrendous stories about Jimmy Mann. 
"Aren't we lucky to have a statesman like Jimmy Mann?" not knowing that he rarely ever spoke 

I Seep. 1010 this transcript. 
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in the House [in my day]. You'll be battling to find many speeches from Jimmy Mann. So I sort 
of pricked my ears up and asked a few questions around the place because you learn to tread 
warily about this. Everywhere I went, whether it was Beverley, York, anywhere around there at 
all, the branch members, even Labor supporters, there would say, "Aren't we lucky to have a 
member like Jimmy. He stands up to McLarty. He stands up to" (this one and the other) "and he 
tells Hawke where he gets off," and all this sort of thing. I had the good sense to shut up and 
didn't say, "That's not what I understand down in the House." 

Incidentally, he also had a very good friend in George Cornell [CP] and they used to hunt 
together in Parliament. Both of them had a mutual hatred of Watts and so between Cornell and 
Mann, Watts, McLarty and Brand used to get a pretty bad time. Both George and Jimmy Mann 
were bits of mavericks. George Cornell went to school with me at Rosalie State School so I 
knew him very well, and his father had been a former Country Party member. 

But I then found out that Jimmy's method of campaigning was to go around to all the shows and 
go around to all the hotels and go around to all the RSL meetings and everything like that that 
made a country district tick, and he'd have them enthralled. In fact, I even learned to keep my 
mouth shut when I was standing in the bar and Jimmy was holding forth with one of these 
sessions of his. You know, "What I said to Hawke" and, "What I said to McLarty." It was real 
rabble-rousing stuff, you see. They'd be there, their mouths wide open in awe of this fellow who 
went down there and took on the whole Parliament. If any of them read Hansard, of course, they 
wouldn't be able to find this. But that was his method of doing business. 

When he was standing for his last election he wanted me to come up and open his campaign for 
him. Again, he wouldn't let Dave come up. That didn't worry Dave because he had the sense to 
get on and do something else. [laughs] But he [Mann] said, "Now I want you to go in there and," 
he said, "I've heard all that hardline tough policy stuff. It's good stuff," he said, "Charles, good 
stuff. I want you to go and tell them that," he said, "you know it better than I do and," he said, 
"then I'll come in and I'll deal with the truly rural stuff," you see. "But you get in there and give 
them this so they know that we've got a good strong policy and I'll come in and I'll give them a 
strong line on this rural stuff." Well, I did just as I was told. 

It was a typical country meeting, not too well lit and all that sort of thing and quite a good crowd 
there because it was generally understood this was going to be Jimmy's last stand. This was the 
last time he was going to contest the seat. And I did my stuff and old Jimmy duly acknowledged 
this to the assembled multitude, as to the "quality of ministers we've got" and that sort of thing. 
Then he was going to do his part, you see, to launch this campaign. Well, he never touched on a 
policy issue or a political issue in the whole of his talk. 

The speech went something like this: "There's Mary down there. Now you were at my first 
meeting, Mary. Remember under the light outside here? We had a meeting outside and we had 
only one little street light and there was a big crowd gathered around there," and it went on and 
he dealt with that one. And then, "There's Jean." And Jean got the treatment. Of course, by this 
time they were all that much older and so on and loving every minute of it. And then there was 
Bill, there was Dick and there was Tom, there was Harry, and it went through and there were 
almost tears in their eyes. And that was the end of the meeting. [laughs] I realised then that 
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we'd got it all wrong. [laughs] We often stayed up half the night trying to get some rabble-
rousing speech or something that was going to make the nation rock, you see, and here's old 
Jimmy standing up there [with his simple story]. They couldn't get to the ballot box fast enough 
to put this great man back! Then when we had tea after it, of course, I got it all over again: "Isn't 
he a wonderful man? Aren't we lucky to have had him there?" So that's the sort of man you're 
talking about. 

But I have to say, and having been with him right through that difficult time too (he used to talk 
to me about that, the way he was doing it) when I became a minister he became very helpful to 
me. When we get on to the BHP 1960 agreement, I will tell you how he and Norman Baxter 
came to my aid and really gave that agreement the nudge that it needed through the party room.1  
But it was the sort of man he was. He was very loyal to me. I couldn't fault him at all but he had 
a bit of a thing about Dave, and about McLarty, and about Watts. And so you learn to live with 
these personalities. So it didn't surprise anyone when Jimmy Mann decided that, with an election 
coming up so soon in 1956, he should keep the government in office. 

Now as it happened, of course, it was a cruel blow to us because had we gone to the people then, 
we'd have won the election comfortably because we wouldn't have got into the Menzies' horror 
budget. But you will recall that we ran into a terrible lot of trouble at that election; the famous 
picture of Bert Hawke walking down the Kalgoorlie Railway Station waving a newspaper, "I've 
got the election results" (or something of that nature) "here." It was the Menzies' horror budget 
that sunk us. So he really denied us an early victory, bearing in mind that the Hawke 
Government had such a narrow margin, something that this State learned to live with. Don't 
forget we only had one from 1959 onwards for six years. Quite frankly, if I had to choose 
between having a majority of one and having a majority often, I'd choose one. You have far less 
trouble and you have much more sleep. 

RJ Expand. 

COURT Well if you have.... You ask Sir Frederick Chaney about the time when he was 
whip in the Menzies Government and they had that majority of one. He'll tell you there, if he 
hasn't already told you,2  that the whip has an armchair ride when you have a majority of one. 
Everyone's there. But when you've got a majority of several, they always say, "Oh, somebody'll 
be there. Our government's safe," and that sort of thing. One day they're not safe because too 
many of them make up their mind to be late. But there's nothing like the discipline of a majority 
of one because even the lazy ones and the ones who are notoriously indifferent to their 
responsibilities, even they don't want to be the ones that toss the government. If an opposition is 
on its toes and you've got a government with a majority of one, they are disciplined. They are 
ready. When the bells ring, they are ready; or they should be if they're any good. And so the 
government is really on its toes and that's not a bad thing. When the division bells ring 

See pp.  840-842 this transcript. 
2 This was covered in an interview with Sir Fred Chaney in 1983 for the Battye Library Oral History Programme, 
0H636, pp. 527-535. 



TAPE 59 SIDE B COURT 755 

members make sure they're not in the toilet or walking down the backyard having a look at the 
birds in the trees or in the bar, or something like that, and saying, "Oh, there'll be somebody 
there," and get in there as the doors shut and hey presto, you've lost a vote. So that's what it's all 
about. Just that it smartens everybody up and anyone who fails to perform is obvious, as you can 
imagine. There's nowhere to hide. He's the one who brought about the downfall of the 
government or he's the one who meant the government was defeated on a Bill or defeated on a 
motion. So that's why it's so much easier from a discipline point of view. 

It has dangers. It has dangers because you don't allow any margin for death. You don't allow 
any margin for serious illness as happened in the McLarty/ Watts days when they actually had to 
just keep the House talking, filibuster type of thing, until they could get old Len Hill up from 
Albany. He was very sick but they had to get him motored up in the middle of the night and 
brought in to vote in a wheelchair because the then opposition wouldn't grant a pair and they just 
played it hard. And so the government did what they should do, that is, played it equally hard 
and they brought their member up because it was life or death for the government. So they 
actually brought him up and it suited old Len. Not that he wanted to come up sick like that, but 
he got his photo in the paper and that. [laughs] That made him feel as though it was all 
worthwhile. He was a colourful, pleasant character, old Len; a personality in his own right. But 
that's not what we're here about. 

That's what it's all about is this question of the disciplined vote and the fact that the whip and the 
leader don't have to get out and smarten up the members. The reasons why they have to be there 
is obvious to them and the reason why they don't want to be seen as bringing down the 
government is equally obvious also. Such a person, if they did it through laziness or deliberately, 
they, of course, wouldn't get endorsement again. I think that covers that part of it. 

RJ Yes, except that the other person who refused to support a no confidence motion 
was Oldfield. What can you tell us about him? 

COURT Yes. Well I'll deal with him separately. But we were dealing with Jimmy Mann 
who is quite a different case to Oldfield. 

Jimmy Mann was basically through and through a conservative in the true sense of the word, a 
farmer and a man who served in the First World War and with all his idiosyncrasies, he was 
basically a true conservative and ran true on all conservative issues. So if we've finished with 
him, apart from dealing with the next issue on the BHP agreement, I can move on to Oldfield 
now. 

Oldfield was a rather unusual person. I think he died recently. He, at heart, was never what 
you'd call a true-blue Liberal, as you'll find out from his subsequent record, because when we got 
in in 1959, don't forget, we relied on two independents: one was Bill Grayden and one was 
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Oldfield. Eventually Oldfield went into the Labor Party1  and Grayden came back to Liberal 
because he'd already been a Liberal member in the Federal Parliament,2  so there was no doubt 
about where his roots were. But he couldn't get endorsement for the South Perth seat as a Liberal 
and stood as an independent and got in. Then after negotiations he was embraced in the Liberal 
cause. But until that happened there was no doubt about his vote. But we were relying on two 
independents. Then Oldfield became Labor and Bill became officially a Liberal member. 

I had already detected Oldfield's attitude during the 1953 campaign because he was one of the 
hardest workers out there for Dave Grayden in the 1953 (my first) campaign. I encountered him 
quite often when he would come to meetings and not meetings I'd convened, but branch meetings 
and other sort of local meetings like P and C and things. Quite often he would represent Dave 
Grayden using his capacity as a Liberal member. It was surprising the number of times that he 
came, bearing in mind they would be wanting to push up Dave Grayden, but they must have felt 
it was better for Oldfield to go and cope with the situation [which was sensitive within Nedlands 
electorate]. 

It was quite sensitive. Say, for instance, the branch was having its monthly meeting (that's the 
Liberal Party was having its local monthly meeting) and you've got myself there as one of the 
two endorsed candidates and you've got Aldred, the other endorsed Liberal candidate and, of 
course, Dave Grayden at that stage was not the endorsed candidate and never was. He got in as 
an independent and he was running as an independent hoping that if he'd have got re-elected in 
1953 as an independent, that this cosy little deal would have embraced him into the Liberal Party. 
Therefore Oldfield could come to, say, a Nedlands branch meeting, or Rosalie/Shenton Park 
branch meeting, as a Liberal member [at the time] and then put in his say; I might add in a fairly 
quiet way because he realised there was no great support for Dave Grayden. But at least he could 
be there and hear what was said, and also to make the odd comment. It caused a lot of 
embarrassment because the branches weren't able to speak as freely as they wanted to speak; he 
would be able to take the message back. 

So you'll see that there was already a sign there that he was not a strong, foolproof supporter, 
which came out, of course, later on when he switched from being an independent into being a 
Labor member. To the best of my memory he finished his career as a Labor member, not that he 
had a seat for all that long. But he obviously failed to get endorsement for the 1959 election and 
I don't know about '56.3  Ijust can't recall what happened then but we still had Val Abbott around 
in those days. However, I just give you that background that it was always assumed that he was 
never a full-blooded private enterpriser-cum-Liberal-cum-conservative. I don't think it surprised 
too many when he wouldn't support the McLarty opposition to a point of a no-confidence in the 
Hawke Government. 

McLarty had to move that no-confidence motion because you can imagine there would have been 
an absolute furore in the Liberal Party if we'd have had the chance to get rid of this government 
to not put them under test. By that time the Hawke Government had done quite a few things that 

I Edward Oldfield entered Parliament as the Liberal Member for Maylands in 1951. In 1956 he became an 
Independent Liberal and from 1962 until his defeat in 1965 he was a Labor member (David Black and Geoffrey 
Bolton, Biographical Register of Members of Parliament of WA, Vol Two, 1930-1990, WA Parliamentary History 
Committee, 1990, p.  129 (Ri). 

2 William Grayden was the Liberal Member for Middle Swan from 1947-49, and the MHR for Swan from 
1949-54. From 1956 until 1962 he was an Independent Liberal in the State Parliament as the Member for South 
Perth, and from 1962 the Liberal Member for the same constituency (Ibid, p. 6 1 ) Ri. 

See footnote above. 
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had thrown them out of favour with the private sector and had also thrown up a smoke screen - 
for want of a better name - but had thrown up a wall of suspicion in the minds of the public about 
them. Don't forget, the Hawke Government had to deliver in connection with off-course betting 
and that was a really red-hot issue. It was seen to be a potential source of corruption and wrong 
involvement of people in political parties and so on, all of which you'll find if you read the Royal 
Commission that sat after we became the government in 1959. I forget when it actually sat, 
whether it was '59 or '60, but it was part of our election commitment to have that Royal 
Commission and that went back and dealt with the off-course betting, the starting-price betting 
and those areas which were not any great credit to the people involved. 

So it suited us fine to have an election then but by 1956 we'd run into this trouble with the 
Menzies Government. 

END OF TAPE 59 SIDE B 
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COURT All of this, of course, had me goggle-eyed because 1 was the new boy still in the class 
and I just couldn't believe this sort of thing would go on. I couldn't imagine anyone not wanting to 
line up for the first opportunity to get rid of the opposition. It was like somebody going on the field 
to kick a goal for your opponents. But I lived through all of this and saw the machinations of this 
and what was going on; also, of course, the problems of an opposition, which has two parties that 
are not in coalition in opposition. 

I learnt a lot during that period, really I did. I learnt a lot during the Bunbury by-election when 
George Roberts was elected. I became involved in that in two ways: partly campaigning for George 
Roberts, of course. He was a fine candidate, very popular, a wonderful background and a nice chap, 
George. And at the same time renewing my acquaintance with the Bunbury City Band because they 
were getting ready for a competition. They saw me and said, "You know, while you're down here 
campaigning will you train our band?" The bandmaster was all for it and so when we finished 
campaigning on street corners, as we used to in those days, I then would go down to the band room 
and spend the rest of the night training the band. It helped us greatly because when they went to the 
competition they won and they were gracious enough to give me most of the credit. But you never 
know what you're going to do next in this political business and you never say no to an opportunity, 
plus the fact I enjoyed it. It gave me a chance to get my hand back in again. I was down there a lot, 
you can imagine, because in a by-election like that you've got nothing else to do but to concentrate 
on that. The opposition has a big advantage over the government because the government's still got 
to get on running the country, whereas the opposition can concentrate all its forces down there. 

RJ We've dealt with the '56 election before, so we'll move now to 1957 when you have 
Brand taking over from McLarty on 1St March '57 as leader of the party and you at that stage took 
over as deputy leader. What can you tell me about that process of change? 

COURT By this time Sir Ross had identified me as his choice, not for the leader but for a 
senior position in the parliamentary party. We've dealt with that on a previous interview where Joss 
Bartlett referred to the fact that he [McLarty] was increasingly leaning over and talking to me.1  He 
had, at a given time (I just forget the circumstances), invited me to sit on the front bench. They 
didn't have shadow cabinets but there were still certain people who were invited to sit on the front 
bench. Somebody had to sit there and the leader reserved the right to nominate those people. So if 
you were invited to sit on the front bench, you were assumed to be a little bit ahead of scratch in any 
positions that were going to be given out. 

RJ Who did you displace? 

COURT I don't think it was anybody. I've got an idea somebody probably dropped out or was 
going to retire and a vacancy occurred. I can't remember any crisis about it at all; more likely 
somebody who was going to drop out and said, "Look, you'd better realise that I won't be here next 
time." So I was invited by Ross McLarty to sit on the front bench and I regarded that as a great 
compliment because I hadn't been there all that long and I think you've got a fair idea that when I 

This transcript p. 720. 
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first entered the party room I wasn't the flavour of the month. You have to work your way through 
these things and press on, and things must have gone reasonably well. It would be obvious to most 
of them that Ross was talking to me quite a lot, both within the chamber and in his office, and in the 
party rooms. He would increasingly refer to the fact, "I've discussed this with Charlie," or something 
like that which initially caused a bit of resentment, but after a while it became accepted as par for the 
course. 

Also, you realise by this time that I was having increasing talks with him on the phone on the 
weekends over press releases. I think I've told you [laughs] of something of the cosy little 
arrangement between me and Lady McLarty and getting him conditioned to receive the message 
later in the day.' 

RJ Yes you have. 

COURT So you can put this all together. It was a natural thing that was growing. 

When the time came.... and his retirement, by the way, came rather suddenly. We were just sort of 
coasting along, very cosy in the old style and all of a sudden Ross's health became suspect. I know 
Gordon Hislop came into it as a respected medical practitioner at that time. I know one day Dave 
said to me up at the Parliament at lunchtime, I think it was, he said, "I think Ross is sicker than we 
think and there's some tests being undertaken this afternoon. Hislop's supervising all of this and the 
old man seems to have complete confidence in him." I remember him saying, "You'd better be 
around later this afternoon when we get the result of all this." I was shocked when later that 
afternoon the message came that Ross would be resigning forthwith. I still can't believe that the 
verdict was that he must not do any more of this type of work again as from now; and now meaning 
NOW. He virtually dropped the responsibilities of Leader of the Opposition that afternoon and 
never ever came back into it again. We had a lot to do with him subsequently, of course: paying our 
respects to him, consulting him and so on because he had a wealth of knowledge about the 
personalities of the day. But never did he attend party meetings or anything of that kind, so severe 
was the verdict of the doctors.2  

RJ What was supposed to be wrong? 

COURT I just forget what it was but Gordon Hislop said to Dave and I: "It's as sudden as this 
and we don't want anyone talking him out of it." So next thing, of course, we knew that we.... I'm 
wrong when I say he never attended another meeting. I'm sure he attended the meeting for the 
election of Dave and myself. To my great surprise, and I really shouldn't have been surprised because 
of the closeness of the arrangement that was working between Ross McLarty, Dave Brand and 
myself.... apparently the only one that didn't see it was me. Ijust went on doing things because Dave, 
you realise, had an electorate where he was based up in the Dongara area. In the old days there was 
no Brand Highway so you had to go up the old way and also there wasn't a lot of free air travel for 

This transcript p. 592. 
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members of the opposition in the old days. Representing Dave's electorate was a big, big drain. He 
was very highly respected there. He understood the electorate better than anyone ever has or ever 
will, I think. So he wasn't resentful of the fact that Ross used to consult me so much. This was 
typical of Brand, even in those early days. Whereas others might have been saying, "Who's this 
bloke? Why is McLarty talking to him all the time?", Dave wouldn't have adopted that attitude at 
all. In fact he'd often be saying to Ross: "Let's have a word with Charlie about it," especially if it was 
something to do with industry or commerce or something like that. So the fact that I was tick-
tacking with McLarty on the weekends, it didn't worry Dave at all because he knew. 

I always made it my business that there were no secrets as far as Dave was concerned. And that 
applied all the time I was his deputy and all the time he was Premier and all the time I was a senior 
minister because you can't work with a person if you've got one channel of communication which is 
secret and the other channel of communication that was the official one. This is one of the problems 
that Ray O'Connor had when he was a minister, including when he was deputy, that the very nature 
of the man was such that he couldn't help these private discussions. But they didn't worry me unduly 
because I was always in supreme command of the situation. I might have, on occasions, said to him: 
"That's not the way to go about it, boy," and then he'd feel very sheepish and looked very shy and 
sheepish too. [laughs] But he never got the message: there's two ways of doing it. If you have 
complete trust, like I had with Dave Brand, and like I had with Des O'Neil.... I never had a moment's 
anxiety with Des O'Neil; a capable man and decent and straight down-the-line, no complexities with 
Des. It was a very sad day for me when he decided that he'd fix the time when he was going to get 
out. It was very comfortable with him there. In fact, I don't think I would have dropped out when I 
did if Des had still been there. I think he would have encouraged me to stay on but by that time, of 
course, he'd been gone for quite a while. 

But that changeover occurred very smoothly. 

RJ Who nominated you two? 

COURT I just can't recall. 

RJ Were either of you opposed? 

COURT No, and that's how natural it was. 

RJ What was your relationship like with Brand? You talk about a three-way thing but 
what was your relationship like with Brand before this occurred? 

COURT By that time we had got into a very smooth relationship. Initially Dave would 
probably have been like the rest, wondering who was this bloke, but if you perform and you obey a 
decent code of conduct, sooner or later, with decent people, you're not going to have any problems. 
It's only with people who are schemers themselves that you're going to have troubles because they 
don't understand what it is when people are being straight down-the-line. But I can never remember 
any problems there at all. Dave was more inclined to take a softer line on some of these things like 
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price control, rent control and that sort of thing, than I was. Also he was very much in tune with 
rural things and that made it a good balance because he understood in his heart and mind the real 
problems of farming because he came from an area which knew tough times, that knew successions 
of droughts, Mullewa/Morawa, all around that area there. He'd had to leave the farm as a young boy 
in the tough Depression years. So he had this true understanding of what it was all about and 
farmers knew he did too. That was a tremendous asset. So you can imagine, we were a pretty 
formidable team with him with that background and me with my background, plus the fact that 
although Dave couldn't talk about some of the normal things that had to be talked about within 
industry and commerce, he was an intelligent person, a commonsense person and industry found no 
problems in communicating with him, plus the fact that there was always this cosy arrangement 
whereby he would make it clear that the finer points, the detail of it, the technique and other things 
that went with it, that was my job. That was when we were in opposition, long before we got into 
government. 

When the election duly took place and I was the deputy to David Brand, it was very smooth. My 
recollection is that it was unopposed and I always felt immediately after it that Dave Brand and 
McLarty and one or two others had made up their minds that that's what it was going to be and it was 
to come out in a natural way and not as sort of a contested way. You will recall our leadership 
position was quite remarkable [and uncontested] for a long, long period of years, going back to 
McLarty, Brand, Court. Then O'Connor could have carried on the tradition but it broke there. He 
was elected himself without opposition but from then onward it has been nothing but trouble. But 
you go back a long way, that long period. 

Incidentally, I might have misled you over McLarty's departure from the leadership. That was very 
sudden. It really worried me about his health and so on. I then mentioned about him not coming to 
party meetings and so on, except maybe for the election itself. On reflection I'd be a bit wrong there 
because he remained in Parliament for much longer than we thought he should have done. 

Neither Dave nor I would do a thing to hurt the former boss. We both respected him greatly and had 
a great affection for him but I know we would have been happier had he retired earlier because you 
felt that you couldn't put him under pressure because of what we knew about the circumstances 
under which he dropped out of the leadership. Well, even the amount of travel to come from 
Pinjarra and back, and so on. I well recall that we used to make sure that he didn't have to have long 
arduous sittings and it was very much understood with the opposition too, he could have pairs 
whenever he wanted them. He was the sort of person who was respected right throughout the whole 
of the place. 

One of the things that was in his favour from the First World War, which the average citizen 
wouldn't today place any value on, but the fact that McLarty was an MM. There were all sorts of 
humorous sayings by troops about honours; wartime honours. You know, if a fellow got an MBE it 
was always known as "My Bloody Efforts" and if it was an OBE it was "Other Buggers' Efforts". 
They had these nicknames. And DCM, "Don't Come Monday", and this sort of stuff. But MM was 
very highly respected because, of course, it was a non-commissioned person who got an MM. In 
other words, you had to be mighty good and you had to be in the field and it had to be something of 
bravery that would have been not only noted by the officers but would have also been applauded by 
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the men themselves. So that stood old Ross in good stead in RSL circles and in other circles, 
bearing in mind that the ex-service qualification was a very long standing thing and a very highly 
respected thing right through until the Second World War. It was also in the same mould after the 
Second World War, but you could almost fix a date when it started to decline in importance. So I 
just mention that in passing because it gave Ross a sort of an affinity with a lot of people on both 
sides of politics, the fact that at some stage in his career, in spite of the McLarty background and all 
of that sort of thing and when you were expecting him to get a commission easily and so on, that he 
was in the ranks in operations and had won an MM. He eventually got a commission, I think, before 
the end of the First World War but not until he'd won this MM. 

I found it was quite a remarkable thing. Ted Holman, for instance, who was a Labor member, had a 
rather sad end to his membership and had a rather sad end to his life, with whom I was very friendly 
through music and other things. He had a great affection for Ross McLarty. Here's an old-time 
Labor family and they used to talk about old Ross with great reverence, great respect. I think that 
was typical of the man himself. 

Frankly, Dave and I, who wouldn't do anything to upset him, just couldn't understand why he hung 
on. He didn't need the money and he wasn't getting any great joy out of it. There were no perks with 
it. There was no transport with it. He had to drive himself backwards and forwards. Former 
premiers didn't get any great luxuries in those days. I know his wife wasn't keen on him continuing 
but he hung on right through until I think about the '62 elections.' So we actually had him sitting in 
the back bench after we became the government. Dave was the Premier and I was his deputy.2  Watts 
was Deputy Premier and Ross used to sit behind me. It was the reverse of when I first went into 
Parliament and I sat behind him. He was the leader in the front bench and I was the new boy behind 
him with Charlie North immediately beside me. So it used to haunt me when we became the 
government and here was my former leader, for whom I had a great respect, sitting behind me. He'd 
lean over from the back bench to the front bench and want to have a chat about what was going on 
and how things were going and so on. So it was a complete reversal of the situation. 

Dave and I, on more than one occasion, said it's worrying having the old chap there. There's nothing 
we can do for him. You can't give him a role to play because he doesn't want it and there's nothing 
for him to do particularly. He's a good influence amongst the backbench members when he's 
chatting to them at supper time and meal times and so on because he's a great entertainer but we 
realised that he shouldn't be there. He shouldn't be putting himself under pressure. I remember Dave 
saying to me: "Don't let that ever happen to us." In other words, when you go, you go. I thoroughly 
agreed with that and I practised that. When I went, I went, and I never went back into the House 
again. When my resignation was effective I didn't hang on until that time or I didn't try to extend it 
at all. I made my announcement after the end of the 1981 sittings on the basis that I would retire as 
at the end of January and fixed the date, for no other reason to make sure that I wasn't going to be 

1 Sir Ross McLarty resigned on 17 May 1962 having entered the Parliament in April 1930. 

2 Deputy Leader of the Parliamentary Liberal Party. 
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sitting there breathing down the neck of my successor because Ross being in the back bench behind 
me used to worry me. It really used to worry me because I treated him with great deference. I was, 
of course, by this time a senior minister in full flight and deputy to Dave Brand, but not Deputy 
Premier, and it worried me that he was still sitting there on the back bench just like an ordinary 
backbencher. 

It's ironical that when Dave's time came and he dropped out as leader in '72, (he ceased to be Premier 
in '71 but he ceased to be leader in '72 when I became Leader of the Opposition) I thought in the light 
of - and we had discussed it quite often - in the light of our experience with McLarty and then when 
we saw Hawke [a former Premier] looking very lonely sitting in the back bench, it seemed all wrong. 
Here's a man [Hawke] who had been Premier and performed with distinction by Labor standards, it 
seemed quite wrong. 

Then, of course, Tonkin (John Tonkin) stayed on and again it used to worry me where you could 
observe all the courtesies, extend all the courtesies that you could, but it was no substitute for the fact 
that you'd have been happier if the man had performed as Premier and then at the time had [dropped 
out]. In view of the fact that neither McLarty, Hawke, Tonkin nor Dave Brand would have had any 
thoughts of coming back again. You thought it would have been cleaner from their point of view to 
have gone out with the recognition of the great job that they'd each done in their own particular way. 

So I just thought I'd record that, that it was quite a surprise to Dave and I that Ross stood again, 
bearing in mind, of course, he only had to put his name in for that seat and there was no-one who 
could have either got the endorsement or could have won the seat. I never knew why he stayed on, 
frankly, whether it was because they were not happy about a candidate, or whether they had 
somebody else coming up in due time and they'd just let him serve another term and he was obliging 
them by doing it. 

RJ You felt an embarrassment, but did you ever sense that Sir Ross felt an 
embarrassment? 

COURT No. I'm sure he didn't. I'm sure he didn't feel anything, and he used to talk to me a 
lot. He loved me to, over a cup of tea, tell him what the big plans were and what we'd got coming 
on, especially what I was doing up in Kimberley. By that time we were starting to talk about the 
iron ore. It wasn't a reality then and we were starting to talk about many other things. He used to 
say, "Will you be able to achieve it? Are you confident that you won't be left holding the baby 
because it doesn't materialise?" I said, "Well we believe it. We really believe it." I think he got a lot 
of pleasure out of it because he was very much behind our policy for the North West and North West 
Kimberley because of his interests there. He made no bones about it that he was very pleased with 
our success. [You must realise that he retired from the leadership suddenly for health reasons.] 

END OF TAPE 60 SIDE A 
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RJ You have some times where ex-premiers go very quiet in the House. Collier, for 
instance, hardly spoke once he resigned as leader. What was the case in McLarty's.... 

COURT Very little comment. He did make some speeches but very little. He was quite 
effective when he spoke. He didn't speak that often and didn't speak that long but he had a good 
strong voice and he had a reputation for being conservative in his views. Therefore, when he said 
something strongly on a subject, it was taken more seriously than a fellow who was jumping up and 
down on every issue and always sounding off like a broken cymbal or something. But McLarty was 
quite an effective speaker in the House. He didn't like it much but he was very effective and while 
he was leader he never stood back from any difficult situations. He was always only too pleased to 
match it with the opposition and do it very well. He was always careful of his facts. He would never 
launch into something that he didn't thoroughly understand or didn't thoroughly believe in, but I can't 
remember him making any major momentous speeches [after resigning the leadership]. He wouldn't 
have done anything to embarrass David Brand and myself, or the coalition for that matter. He'd be 
the last person to want to criticise or to in any way embarrass us. Anything he would have said 
would have been in praise and support. 

RJ What were your feelings when you knew you were Deputy Leader of the 
Parliamentary Liberal Party? 

COURT Oh, a little apprehensive. I realised that that six year term was coming up, for one 
thing, and I knew that it was going to make it more difficult for me to cut the painter at that time 
because 1959 was not all that far down the road. But on reflection and having a discussion with one 
or two quietly and quickly, I decided that it was best to embrace the position and then let the future 
look after itself. I realised that it was a big responsibility and I also applauded in my own mind the 
people who might have felt two or three years before that that position was theirs. So you realise 
they were stepping back from something that they could have genuinely believed, maybe three, four 
years before, that the time would come when it would be theirs. Now I was grateful that they'd made 
it so easy at the time for me to step into that position. 

RJ Was there anyone else that you felt was Brand's equal or even was more suited than 
Brand as leader? 

COURT I don't recall anyone crossing my mind. By that time I had a good appreciation of the 
qualities of David Brand. Not a man who made many speeches. Not a man who liked making 
speeches. Not a man who played the political game in the way that some of them do. He was 
always very self-effacing. He was always unnecessarily reminding people of how well educated 
somebody was and how poorly educated he was, and also a little bit conscious, unnecessarily, of his 
performance in industry, commerce or anything of that kind, bearing in mind his background. But I 
couldn't see anyone there that seemed to have the natural capacity to preside over those people. 

For instance, when McLarty wasn't there, Dave was his deputy, of course, and even with that 
position, not every deputy has an easy ride when he steps into the chair. There's plenty around trying 
to make life a bit difficult for him so that he'll get the message that he's not going to have an easy 
ride into the leadership. But that never happened when Dave was substituting for McLarty. 
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Dave's following out in industry and commerce wasn't as good as the Liberal Party headquarters 
wanted. This was one of the problems they had, that they were inclined to say, "Look, Court should 
be the man." I had to talk quite often to people to explain how I saw things, that I believed that when 
you were talking about a parliamentary leader, you just weren't talking about a person who could be 
identified with a profession, with a successful business or something of that kind. You're dealing 
with human beings in total and you're dealing with rural industries. You're dealing with quite a 
different personality and mentality when you're talking about the total community and therefore they 
should realise that he had common sense; that he'd demonstrated in the McLarty Government when 
he was doing industrial development matters that he could move very sympathetically with business. 
They couldn't fault his attitude towards industry. They found him always approachable and a person 
of integrity. He was the sort of person that if he hadn't quite got it right, he'd have no compunction 
about going along and re-discussing the whole thing. With people like that, they build up their own 
brownie points for integrity and for respect. 

So it wasn't hard for us to demonstrate to the people that were most important in the matter that this 
man had earned the opportunity and he should be given the opportunity. He should be backed. 

Don't forget, the history of the Liberal Party is quite unique in this regard. We've never had a leader 
that I can recall who was accepted at the beginning. You're too young to remember but when Bob 
Menzies was running up to be Prime Minister for the second time (people forget that he was Prime 
Minister pre-war and had to take us into the war) when he was coming up the next time he had the 
disadvantage of having been Leader of the Opposition for that time and the war had been won and it 
was over, but when he became the obvious man to lead us back into government when the time 
came, the whole cry around Australia was: "You'll never win with Menzies! You'll never win with 
Menzies!" I used to get sick of it. You'd go to branch meetings, Liberal Party meetings: "You'll 
never win with Menzies," and they'd have whole reasons for it. They completely discounted the 
brilliance of the man and personality of the man. Maybe he was lucky that when he made the run in 
'49 he had the nationalisation of the banks issue which Chifley handed him on a plate. So that 
galvanised the whole community and Menzies rode forth with bands playing, trumpets blowing and 
banners waving; you name it - the lot! So maybe it was fortuitous. Then he went on to that 
remarkable period but I reminded people very often when they said, "You'll never win with 
Menzies." 

I can remember going to a Liberal Party luncheon held in Government House ballroom, which 
wouldn't be permitted today, but there was a Labor government at the time so no-one could 
complain, I suppose. There weren't many places to have a function like that but it was there and I 
was taken along by one of my clients. Menzies was coming there as Leader of the Opposition. There 
was a proportion of the crowd there sitting around me, to my great embarrassment; not my client, 
thank goodness, but a crowd around there of quite senior business people who refused to stand up 
for Menzies. When he came in, the Liberal Party naturally wanted a show of support and there was 
quite a section, which would have been roughly a third, certainly not less than a quarter, who just 
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refused to stand up. Some used the excuse, "He's only the Leader of the Opposition, he's not the 
Prime Minister," things like that. "Who does he think he is - the Governor?", this sort of thing. This 
was our man that was going to take us into the next election. So we're used to this. 

Then I remember when David Brand was leading us up to '59. The great cry around the place, 
"You'll never win with Brand!" This was very disconcerting because some of us had to go out and 
work pretty hard on this and get good people in industry like the Bunnings, the Sandovers, the 
Downings and people like that, to get out and counter this. But in organisations like Employers' 
Federation and Chamber of Manufactures, as they were then, and other bodies, this was common 
talk: "You'll never win with Brand." Therefore, it was quite refreshing when we did win (admittedly 
not with a big majority in 1959) because that really put an end to that. But we had the same 
experience. 

If you can go back further to '47, you'll find that the same cry went up for McLarty. I wasn't so much 
involved in it then but it was always on our side. I've never known such a universal cry about a 
Labor leader that, "You'll never win with Hawke," or "You'll never win with 'X'," or, "You'll never 
win with 'Y'." It always seems to be our people that make it hardest for us. 

But that gives you the background of that period when David Brand was leading us from '57 up till 
the '59 election. But we were able to overcome that because we had positive, positive policies. I 
hope very soon to be able to get some of the documentation that you'll need about the problem that 
we had in selling these positive policies to the Liberal Party, for a start, and getting them endorsed; 
then, of course, getting them accepted by the people and getting on with the job starting that 
wonderful twelve years with Dave Brand as Premier. 

Ri So when Brand took over, what was he like by comparison with McLarty, both in the 
party room and in the House? 

COURT In the party room, Dave marshalled the troops on the basis that we were going to 
have a very positive policy for '59. He gave them a clear indication that we were no longer going to 
drift along and hope that something happened because by this time we'd started to get to work on our 
policies. We were being identified in the House. We were being identified in the public. We were 
being identified in our representations to the different professions, to education, to things like that, 
that we'd had enough of being in opposition, bearing in mind we very nearly went back into 
government in '56. But between Dave and myself, we were able to demonstrate to the troops that if 
we didn't get back this time, Labor would be there for a long, long time because you had two new 
leaders (the Leader of the Opposition and his deputy) and we just had to demonstrate that the Labor 
Party had failed; they hadn't got the economic thrust; they were going down the drain even further in 
trying to attract industry because of some of the things that had been done during the Hawke 
Ministry that had scared investment off. We just had to go out on the basis of a very strong 
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economic growth policy which was supplemented by the policy for the North West and Kimberley: 
"turning potential into reality". So we were a very positive opposition at that time. Whatever we 
looked like in the House, we were very positive out in the branches, out in the various organisations 
and out in the wheatbelt, out in the rural areas generally, out into the North West. Bear in mind there 
was very little mining in those days. Take away a very sick, struggling goldmining industry, as it 
was then, there wasn't much else [apart from coal at Collie]. So we had to husband our support in 
the rural areas and hopefully develop some support in the North West and Kimberley areas. 

Now in the House, Dave was always respected but he was not known as a rabble-rousing emotive 
type of speaker. He didn't like it. He made it quite clear. He used to get churned up when there 
were troubles in the House. Like me he couldn't have two standards. People like Hawke (and I've 
told you of that incident with him) and Graham; I'm sure they had two standards. You could be an 
absolute scoundrel for tonight in political terms and they'd expect you to be their buddy when the 
House rose. They just could never get the idea that if you said under parliamentary privilege a 
person was a certain character, that's what you meant him to be. But they tried to give you the 
impression that, "Oh yes, that was only stage play." 

You'll find, by the way, that's very much behind what are the objections of the House to waiving 
rights for the Royal Commission,1  that they might find it embarrassing if they have to justify to an 
independent tribunal some of the claims they made. As far as I'm concerned, when my time comes 
before the Commission, if they want to test me on what I said in Parliament, I expect to be and I 
want to be because if I didn't mean it I shouldn't have said it. If I didn't have proof for it, I shouldn't 
have said it. So whilst I am a great believer in the forms of the Parliament and the traditions of the 
Parliament and the Westminister system and the protection of members of Parliament, I've never 
looked on Parliament as being a haven for scoundrels or a haven for cowards or a haven for any 
people who might be wanting to use it as a device to overcome a defect in their own character or 
somebody else's. 

But David was a kindly person and he didn't like embarrassing people. He could have taken a much 
tougher line, for instance, when he had to give evidence later on before the Royal Commission into 
off-course and starting-price betting. But he never went as far as he could have done; he went as far 
as he thought it was necessary and that was that. He wasn't there just to destroy a couple of people 
through the Royal Commission. 

In that regard he was quite unique and in many ways he was very much like McLarty in terms of 
moral values. I have to say that he was very much part of the Calvinist mould that was common in 
the wheatbelt. You find there's still a strong strain of that in the wheatbelt. You'll see grace said 
more often and you'll see prayers said more often and you'll see these old courtesies and niceties and 
things of tradition and respect in the country today still much more than you will in the city. You 
rarely go to a function these days in the city when anyone bothers to say grace at all. You can see 
now they want to take the Lord's Prayer out of the graduation ceremonies at UWA. So it's a sign of 

1 A reference to the Royal Commission into Commercial Activities of Government which was in 
operation at the time of this interview (RJ). 
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the times. But David represented that particular generation of rural people and rural morality; a tinge 
of Calvinism; could be referred to as a Protestant ethic, I suppose, but he never laboured that in any 
way. He never paraded that in any way. 

So I think that his own performance relied on his sincerity, not on his rabble-rousing type of speech. 
He didn't rely on the sort of techniques that Bert Hawke and Herbie Graham relied on to try and 
create an impression. I don't think he worried much [about creating an impression]. If people didn't 
listen, it was their fault. Rather like the professor who gives his message and if the students don't 
have the good sense to hear the words of wisdom, that's their loss. 

RJ Just limiting your thoughts to that final period in opposition before you became the 
government, what was sorted out between Brand and you as to how you would operate as leader and 
deputy? 

COURT It didn't need sorting out. 

Ri So it wasn't a question of him saying, "Look, you worry about the House more than I 
will, Charlie," or whatever? 

COURT It didn't need it; it just went along naturally. I was always there and I used to spend 
more time sitting in the House than he did because he had to get out to functions and represent the 
government as part of the program of building his profile up with our supporters. I had to do my 
share of that but it was always, in those days, regarded that the deputy had the responsibility for what 
you might call the "pay, discipline and rations" in the good old army style. The [Army Battalion] 
deputy was the one who was [responsible for] training and discipline and making sure that the 
regiment was properly equipped and all that sort of stuff and picking up the laggards who were 
inclined to desert or something like that. That's an over-simplistic way of it but in a political party, if 
the deputy's doing his job, he does all the necessary things so that the leader doesn't have to be 
worried about that. The deputy should alert him to these problems as I did and as Des O'Neil did to 
me. That's standard practice in a good infantry battalion and in a good business. If there's not that 
mutual trust, you don't get anywhere. So a program evolved. 

In the meantime (and we'll get on to this later) I was preparing the program for the election. It was 
my job to come down with some positive policies so that we could get away from the old idea of 
saying: "What you can do, we can do better," sort of thing, which characterised most elections in 
Western Australia up until that point. Well we were going to come out with something big and bold, 
and we did. So I was writing all that. I was negotiating all of that. I actually put it through the State 
Council in the final analysis. So it was already made when we got to the election. Having won the 
election, Dave said, "You've had a lot to say about this, Charlie. You can go and show them how 
good you are." So off we went. 

There was no problem about it and I had extraordinary powers [to negotiate] when I became the 
Minister for Industrial Development and the North West and also Minister for Railways because we 
realised, as Dave had had enough experience during the McLarty Government to know that 
somebody had to have the right to negotiate, the responsibility to negotiate, to overcome the prima 
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donnas in the different departments, in the different ministries. So he was well primed on that, for 
which I was grateful because when the time came we just went straight on, 100 miles an hour from 
day one. 

END OF TAPE 60 SIDE B 
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An interview with Sir Charles Court held at the Alexander Library Building on 4th June 1991. 

RI Sir Charles, we were speaking last time of David Brand taking over as Leader of the 
Parliamentary Liberal Party in March '57 and you as deputy, and I asked you about Brand's style 
when it came to the party room and we haven't been quite as specific as I would like you to be as to 
his approach when it came to the party room in those early days. 

COURT Well, David followed very much the rather loose line of chairmanship that Ross 
McLarty used to. I'm not suggesting that it was a slovenly style or it was Rafferty's rules or anything 
like that, but he was inclined to just let people talk and when he felt they'd said enough, he had his 
own way of cutting things off. Everyone liked him so much that he didn't have to fight for 
supremacy. See some chairmen, some leaders have got to assert themselves from the beginning and 
you've almost got to sit up straight waiting for the first point of order and drop the gavel sort of thing. 
But you must remember we never had a gavel, thank goodness, and we never really ran our meetings 
on precise rules of debate type of thing. There was a degree of orderliness but we never had the sort 
of precision in debate that you see in some trade unions where they have this cut and thrust and the 
chairman's more or less got to have the rule book out all the time. I should imagine the ALP caucus 
meets very much in that way because they're a different body altogether. They're a disciplined body 
compared with the Liberal Party. [Their largely union background encourages that.] 

So Dave used to control the meetings very much in a soft and gentle way, you might say. It was his 
personality coming through and he didn't have to thump the table and call points of order and that 
sort of thing. But don't get me wrong, there would be a time when David had enough and you could 
always tell when it was coming because he always used to plant his two hands (and they were quite 
big hands) firmly on the table in front of him and sit up as though he meant business. Then, for a 
very few seconds, he'd let fly. It was almost electric when he did. It was so seldom that he did it that 
it became quite an event. Anyone on the receiving end didn't come back too quickly because it was 
quite electric. It was quite salutory, the effect that he had on the meeting, especially when you had a 
thing that had been dragging on for weeks. This applied when we were in opposition and when we 
were in government exactly the same. You'd have members who were literally playing 'SBs', if you 
know what I mean. You could tell they were just having their bit of fun and games. They weren't 
game to come out with straight-out opposition to something and give good reasons for it but they 
would just keep coming up with these nonsense things and irritating things that would get things 
postponed and so on. After a while David had enough of this and then you'd see him put his two 
hands firmly on the table and that was the signal. You could bet your bottom dollar that within two 
minutes that bit of nonsense was over. 

I've never known anyone in all of the years that he was either Leader of the Opposition or Premier 
(and the same applied in Cabinet, by the way) whenever he did this I can never remember [laughs] 
that issue ever being raised again. It was a credit, I suppose, to his personality and the respect in 
which he was held. Even those who were trying to commit a bit of nonsense, they would quickly get 
the message that he wouldn't adopt this stance unless he was absolutely convinced that they were 
wasting his time, they were wasting the meeting's time and that they were up to no good. It was a 
very effective way; a very effective way. Everyone has their own personality. Everyone has their 
own methods of doing things and that was a very effective way. It was probably effective because it 
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was used so seldom. It was like a jolly great axe falling on an issue and that was the end of it. But 
otherwise he would listen and be much more patient than I ever could be. 

Somehow or other he'd get people around to a decision on a matter, bearing in mind in opposition 
both he and I had a great cross to carry. That was the fact that the Country Party, of their own 
choosing, refused to sit in coalition. There might have been two occasions during the whole of the 
six years we were in opposition, '53—'59, and the three years we were in opposition from '71-74, that 
we actually had a joint meeting. I doubt whether there'd be three and I'd even be struggling to 
remember two, so insistent was A F Watts, and the Country Party, but particularly A F Watts, so 
insistent was he that they had to be seen to be a separate party in opposition. Nothing would bring 
him into public protest quicker than to suggest that we were a coalition in opposition. I think he 
always cherished the idea that there'd be an election and their numbers would go up and then they 
could call the tune more. 

That view, by the way, wasn't held by all of his members by any means, but I know from Dave and 
myself having to deal with A F Watts, he would always make it very clear that under NO 
circumstances were they to be shown or implied to be in coalition. You'll therefore understand that if 
you're having a meeting to go into a parliament when you've got to oppose the Labor Party, that only 
two-thirds, three-quarters, as the case may be, of the opposition side was meeting together. You 
hadn't the faintest idea what the other people [i.e. the CP], were up to, the other part of the coalition 
- so called coalition - were up to; and more properly while in opposition, the other part of the 
opposition not part of the coalition. You hadn't the faintest idea what was going to be their line of 
attack on some contentious issues. 

Dave and I, between us, and one or two of our members too, we had our own method of 
communicating and getting a feedback from some of the more generously disposed members of the 
Country Party. For instance, while Lindsay Thorn was there, that's when I was first into Parliament, 
Lindsay Thom was a former Country Party [minister] in McLarty's Government and he carried on as 
part of the opposition when the McLarty Government was defeated. He was a very wise old chap 
and he used to either tell Dave or me enough to give us a lead as to what we had to be careful of. It 
was a crazy way, of course, of doing things but we'd get a lead from him and we'd get a lead from 
Charlie Perkins and a couple of people like that as to what we had to worry about. 

But often the first thing we knew about the Country Party attitude to a particular bill would be the 
amendments that would appear on the notice paper from A F Watts. He was a very clever draftsman 
and he could write off amendments at the drop of a hanky, as I found later when we were in 
opposition together. You'd see on the notice paper for the day when you went and got it, a whole 
string of amendments. I can never remember him going to Dave Brand or to me and saying: "I'm 
going to move these amendments. What do you think of them?" or anything like that. He'd just put 
them on the notice paper. He was more likely to have discussed them with Hawke or the appropriate 
minister in the government. I can never remember him ever discussing them with Dave or myself. It 
used to hurt Dave because he was such a straightforward, decent sort of a chap that if we were 
making a move on a particular thing he would talk to A F Watts or some other member of the 
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Country Party who was appropriate. That was the nature of David Brand. But we'd get the notice 
paper and you'd often pick it up with trepidation because it might be something that we and our 
supporters were diametrically opposed to. Then you'd have the problem of not only convincing the 
government that we didn't want it but convincing the National.... or the Country Party, as it was then. 

It was a very comfortable arrangement for Hawke. I'm talking now about Hawke the Premier, not 
Hawke the Prime Minister. He would turn over backwards to accommodate the Country Party and 
you can understand why. If he could be seen to be drawing some of their support away from us by 
joining with them and their amendments, it was a plus for him. 

Incidentally, it did the Country Party a lot of harm because this trickled back to the country that there 
was this sort of unwritten cooperation with the Labor Party by the Country Party. A lot of the people 
in the country just didn't like it. I think it's one of the things that brought about the gradual decline of 
the Country Party over those years because you didn't have to be very subtle, you didn't have to be 
very clever for your own supporters to be getting this message across. 

RJ What about Brand's style in the House in those early days when he assumed the 
leadership? 

COURT Well I think I've already told you that he was no great orator. He just didn't like 
public speaking to any great extent. He always did his share but he never went around looking for 
occasions, as did Bert Hawke or Herbie Graham or others. To them it was a form of entertainment. 
They'd feel lost if they weren't around seeking opportunities to get their message across. They were 
always much more practised at it than us. See when you come from the trade union movement 
you've had a pretty tough apprenticeship. They play the game pretty hard in most of those trade 
unions, especially if they're left-wing orientated. Therefore, by the time they've been through there, 
they're pretty case hardened. Most of them are very good debaters and very good at presenting a case. 

I have to confess, and I think I've told you before, that I could never get excited about this sort of 
thing. Some debating techniques, to my mind, were dishonest. You were virtually being taught how 
to distort just to win a point. It's almost like telling a lie or a half lie to win an argument but you 
know you're not going to win it tomorrow when the truth comes out. So we never appeared to be as 
practised in the debating skills as did the Labor Party. We had one or two people who were quite 
good but we never had the same retinue of people that they had, almost limitless who they could call 
on. They were almost like peas out of a pod, their style, their stance and their delivery and so on 
because they'd all come from the one school anyhow. 

But Dave never tried to match it with them and he relied entirely on his decency; never spoke for 
long. The budgets, of course, they were all read and they were long, but that was for a different 
reason altogether when you had to state a lot of statistical facts. But in terms of presenting a matter to 
the House or replying to a matter, he never indulged in a lot of rhetoric and a lot of long, high-
sounding speeches. You'll see, also, the way he answered questions. He didn't like to have a lot of 
answers that you could read this way or read that way. It was the nature of the man. I can't explain it 
any different to that. Sometimes we wished he'd been a bit more forceful. Sometimes we wished he'd 
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been a bit more ruthless in dealing with our opponents. They deserved it and he had the ammunition 
but he didn't seem to want to do it that way. It stood him in good stead. I mean, he was Premier for a 
record time. 

RJ Sir Charles, just to finish off that period in opposition, I haven't attempted, and 
neither did I see it as appropriate, to make a study of all of your speeches in the House in that time or 
anything like that. 

COURT You don't know how lucky you are! 

RJ [laughter] But there was one that took my attention in the debate that went on about 
private buses versus government. You actually argued that private buses contributed revenue, road 
licence fees, the Transport Board fees, sales tax, income tax and payroll tax, whereas a government 
system would rely on an ever increasing government involvement and financial support to remain 
viable. This was the time when the private bus service was to be taken over by the government. But 
the thing that intrigued me, you went on to say (you were then Deputy Leader of the Opposition) 
speaking to the minister concerned: "I also congratulate him on the tight-lipped negotiators he has 
had around the town for the last few months in connection with the measure. Never either in my 
ordinary public activities or in my parliamentary career have I found it so difficult to discover what 
was going on." What was going on? What caused you to make that comment? 

COURT You're testing my memory but I think I've got it right and I could check on it. I have 
always been a great believer in the private enterprise system and I couldn't see any difference 
between running a bus service and running an engineering shop or running a retail store. You can 
make out a case for electricity and, I suppose, rail systems and a few other things where you might 
feel that you're not going to be able to make them profitable enterprises, although they do in some 
countries like Japan. So some people will argue that that's not a question of socialism at all. That's 
just a question of giving a public service and that's the best way of doing it at a reasonable price and 
not having to worry about profits and that sort of thing. I've never accepted it really because once the 
government gets its sticky hands on it, I can tell you the attitude of the employees changes overnight. 
You can have good managers and everything but the unions within a government concern will break 
their heart before very long. 

So you realise that with all this talk that was going on about setting up a metropolitan bus service of 
one sort or another under government control, I was out pretty busy trying to get ammunition. I 
thought that most of these companies that I knew well would be the last people that would want to 
be taken over by the government. I found that whenever I approached them, although they were very 
good friends of mine, I always came away with the conviction that they hadn't told me the whole 
truth and nothing but the truth. They hadn't told me, until very belatedly, that their position was so 
desperate because of the restrictions imposed on them by the government and by unions and other 
reasons, that they would actually collapse if they weren't taken over. With one or two exceptions 
they'd decided that the time had come when they could not survive because it was so easy for the 

1 WAPD, 10 Oct. 1957, p. 2171. 
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government to impose restrictions on them that it made it very difficult for them to operate to the full 
level of their competence, their full level of profitability, their full level of the service they could give 
to the users. 

So I found myself, at one point, up against a brick wall. What amazed me was the fact that some of 
these people were so close to me that you'd have thought they'd have even said to me confidentially, 
"Look Charlie, we know what you're up to but the game's up. We've got to do it this way and we've 
got to do it that way. We've got to humour the government. We want them to take us over and give 
us reasonable compensation and we get out." I do believe the government was more determined to 
get a state-owned system to appease their philosophy and to appease their unions than they were to 
operate a transport system as such. 

So when I made those comments, and it comes back to me now, I was feeling very frustrated at the 
time. The very people I thought would be giving me all the ammunition I needed to defeat the move 
were just holding back until at the late hour they did say, "Look, we've got to tell you that we want 
this thing through." One or two of them held out. They didn't want to be taken over. They were quite 
happy to fight the government, fight the regulations and go on giving a service; a service they'd built 
up in very difficult conditions. Roads weren't all that good. Populations weren't that good. Imagine 
the service out to Scarborough in the early days. You didn't have the great build-up that you've got 
there now, so the man who established that service had to do it with a high degree of faith. He had to 
work extremely hard. They defeated the overtime conditions with staff by the proprietor or his 
family driving in the hours when they would attract overtime. That prevailed in the West Subiaco 
service. It prevailed in the Nedlands service when Mr Robinson was building that one up. 

So it was probably a degree of pent-up feeling when I said that because the minister had scared the 
daylights out of them and they just weren't talking. I can't give you any other explanation but we 
were hitting against a wall all the time. It came out later that the proprietors were scared stiff. It was 
one of the first examples I've got of the Labor Party at its worst, threatening people, and they do to 
this day. There's a lot of private enterprise people who should be saying different things to what they 
are at the moment, but when you get to know them as well as I do, they're scared stiff. 

Ri Can you be more specific than that? In what way? What is the threat and what is it 
stopping people doing? 

COURT Well the threat is that, "If you don't go quietly on this sort of thing, you've got a 
licence to be renewed; you've got a permit to be renewed. You just realise that you might get your 
mining rights or you get some other rights, your timber rights, you get them from us. You get them 
from us, the government," and that's a terrible situation to exist. That's not peculiar to Western 
Australia, by the way; it's right throughout Australia. I'm ashamed to say that it prevails very much at 
the present time and it's something that is unfortunately intruding into other governments that should 
know better, such as governments where you've got non-Labor governments. 
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RI But what is being said to people that they should or shouldn't do or the threat is 
there? What are they being stopped from doing? 

COURT Well if they want to attack the government publicly because of some inefficiency 
with EPA or something of that kind, they've got to live with those people. They've got to get a permit 
from them and it's so easy for them. You can see in the paper today even - not today but at the 
present time. You get the references to the amount of planning permits that are being held up at a 
time of absolute economic disaster, and EPA permits that are being held up quite unnecessarily. I'm 
not suggesting you don't have to have control of these things and proper supervision of these things, 
but I know how governments work. I know how government departments work if they haven't got 
good ministers, and above all if they haven't got a good Premier who goes around when he hears a 
whisper of these things and hits people on the head when he finds that they are being quite stupid in 
exercising powers. 

You realise a lot of these people couldn't run a Sunday School picnic in private life and they find 
themselves as ministers. You can imagine who exercises the influence over them. You don't get too 
many people within a Cabinet who are of the quality that could go out and run a business. That's 
what you're doing; you're running a big, big business when you're running a government. So you get 
these people, these little people, who are very much under the influence of bureaucrats in Western 
Australia and in other parts of Australia, but particularly in Western Australia, of course. You're not 
even dealing with the old style public servants who, in the main, were decent, honest people. They 
might not have been the quickest and the brightest but above all they were decent, honest people 
who believed in a system. If they had good ministers, they would help that minister implement his 
policy and they'd make the minister look good, as long as he told them what he was up to and they 
had the backing of Cabinet to get on and do the job. 

Now when you get these political appointments that have got another agenda, it's a completely 
different kettle of fish. You're seeing a lot of it come out in this Royal Commission at the present 
time. It just gives proof to what I'm talking about. Even then it comes back to the leader, the Premier; 
if he or she is not in full command of the total government, whether it's health, whether it's 
education, whether it's water supplies, road building, anything at all. You don't have to be an 
authority on it but you've got to have a sixth sense to be able to detect when either the minister's not 
performing or his department's getting on top of him, or there's a degree of bureaucracy creeping in 
that's not tolerable, or you've got a minister who's getting self-opinionated and it's gone to his head. 
It's as simple as that, you know. There's nothing magical about it. 

END OF TAPE 61 SIDE A 
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U It's kind of out of context, but you have raised it. Are you telling me that a Liberal 
government was not capable of putting pressure on the business community in the way you've just 
described? 

COURT Never in my experience was it done. I can't vouch federally but in the State arena 
with McLarty, with Brand and with Court. I can't speak outside of that. Never was there any pressure 
put on. Don't get me wrong: we would push them strongly to give a decision on a development but 
always within the confines of an agreement that was going to be presented to Parliament. Therefore 
there was no question of, "You give us some help for the elections," or something of that kind, "and 
we'll do this," or "we'll do that." We had plenty of people who tried and tried to hold out some sort 
of inducement, but never.... 

I know in one case with David Brand, somebody - who'd done a deal with the Liberal Party 
[through] one of the collectors for the Liberal Party - tried to convey to David Brand that he had an 
understanding about something. I well remember David Brand sending for me and telling me about 
this and together we wrote the letter back to this man and to the General Secretary of the Liberal 
Party. We told him in no uncertain terms that we just didn't do business that way and that the Liberal 
Party better make it clear to this person that his donation was accepted without any strings at all or it 
was going to be returned. That's one specific case that comes to my mind but it wouldn't have been 
the only time when people had tried to hold out because they've given you support and that sort of 
thing: "You should do this or that." If anything it made you all the more determined to stick to a 
strict line rather than to appear to be bending for somebody. 

So I can't recall anybody ever suggesting that they were doing something because they were under 
pressure from the government. They were under a lot of negotiating skills, which we had quite a few, 
to get them to agree to come to Western Australia or to establish in Western Australia, but it was 
purely as a straight-out question of them establishing an agreement under predetermined conditions, 
not because of any favours given. I cannot recall anyone ever having occasion to say publicly or 
privately that they were put under pressure from the government to do this or that that was outside of 
any properly negotiated agreement. It was our job, of course, to get the best conditions we could by 
way of royalties, by way of infrastructure and all of those things, but that's another matter altogether. 

RI You also raised the question of the public service and we now have the present 
situation where the Burke Government is accused of having very carefully placed people in the 
public service who were Labor oriented. Are you saying in your experience with a Liberal 
government this never happened? 

COURT I cannot recall one ever being suggested or who was ever placed in the service on that 
basis. We would employ consultants but they would be for a specific purpose under a contract and 
when that contract finished, they finished. In fact, with most of the consultants in my day (the man 
we borrowed from Lillienthal is a classic case; W D Scott was another case, just to name two) it was 
part of their contract that they had to work with local people of appropriate skills within the public 
service and pass on their knowledge in the process so that when they left we had residual knowledge 
in Western Australia. That applied to water; underground water research. It applied to the 
administrative reorganisations within the railway system where we brought in W D Scott to help. 
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They didn't like it initially but they got used to it and other people followed the same line, that if they 
needed, say, ten people to do particular studies, that a certain number of them had to be selected 
people, competent people from our own staff, so that when the contract was finished we had a 
nucleus of people who could go on following the same systems. It didn't seem to make sense to me 
to bring in people to look at the administration of the WAGR to get a more competent system, when 
they put in their report they walked away from it. A lot of these people, when they're going to do 
these studies anyhow, they have to consult the people on the spot. It's quite crazy, the number of 
people who come as consultants and merely just put together the knowledge that's already in the 
organisation. Their value, of course, is that they do bring it together and they do bring out into the 
open things that have not been brought out into the open because of a certain amount of secretive 
dealings and understandings within departments. 

But we found that that particular experience was quite practical. It worked. Walter Scott, who was a 
very good friend of mine (a former Western Australian, by the way), he told me that it was so 
successful that he was going to sell this to people as a means of opening up new avenues of work for 
him. So it wasn't all minus as far as he was he concerned. He got a bit of a shock when we didn't 
want him just to have a W D Scott team, full stop. When the Lillienthal man came here on 
underground water, we had some very good people in the Mines Department then. But I'd like to feel 
that they profited by that experience. 

I'm making the point that we didn't go and say to some of the departmental heads, "You shift over. 
We're bringing our own expert from America," or from Sydney or Timbuktu or something. It was 
always done in consultation with the department and as someone special who was going to do a job 
and get out. I lived in fear of consultants because their first report was usually to tell you why there 
had to be another one. I preferred to spend a bit more time on working out why they were needed at 
all so that when they started working, they were working for a purpose, a positive purpose, and then 
we could make up our own mind further down the track. 

I cannot recall any department where a political appointment was made. We'd get complaints from 
ministers. Dave Brand would get them as Premier. I got them as Premier. No doubt Tonkin got them 
as Premier. No doubt Hawke got them as Premier, where a minister would say, "Oh, that fellow's 
oriented towards the Labor Party," or the Liberal Party, or something of that kind. It never held 
water. Occasionally you would get a person who had to be dealt with by the Public Service 
Commissioner (not by the government, dealt with by the Public Service Commissioner) because he 
couldn't keep his politics out of his work. Well that was another matter altogether. That was 
something the Public Service Commissioners, in my experience, were pretty good at dealing with 
because they were anxious to preserve the dignity and the integrity of the order, of the public service 
as it was traditionally known. Some countries have such a fine public service that they do better 
when there's no government. They get continuity and they've got very competent people but we like 
to feel that if we stepped out of office, that the public service we left, given the opportunity, would 
serve our successors just as faithfully and just as well as they did us. The only thing is they would 
have to say to the public service, "These are the new policies," and, "This is how we're going to do 
it." They would find most of the people who we left there, anyhow, would show them how to do it; 
and do it better than they could themselves, by the way, because they had the facilities. They had the 
machinery that goes with a department. 
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So it's a sad thing. I always knew that there were officers in the Premier's Department, officers in the 
Department of Industrial Development, who, if I was out of the State and they found there was any 
hanky panky going on or attempted, they'd have no compunction in ringing me in the middle of the 
night so you could take corrective action about it. There's always some minister, or his department, 
likes to play while.... The old saying, "The mice will play while the cat's away." Well, ministers and 
senior public servants are no different. They're only very ordinary people, you know. They've got all 
the human vices and all the human strengths that we all have, but a good strong public service has a 
great integrity about it. 

You saw the dangers when [Peter] Dowding was under threat. You probably didn't notice it but those 
of us sitting outside looking in could see that this man didn't have the traditional public service there 
that would have warned him about lots of things that were going on while he was so-called 
holidaying in Europe or going to conferences or a bit of both, as it was, and this drama was being 
enacted here. Some of the people who should have been whispering in his ear before he went and 
when he went away so he could come straight back or do something about it, they were part of the 
plot. 

That's what happens when you get political appointments there because as you've seen over the last 
three or four days, people who have been around canvassing for Mr Hawke, the Prime Minister, to 
retain him as Prime Minister, are people from the left who a few years ago just hated his very 
intestines. [They] have been out campaigning for him this weekend. Some people who saw their jobs 
in danger if Keating got into power were out working for Mr Hawke. Not for the good of the 
country, not for the good of their party, but for their own personal interests. So that's how fickle the 
political machine is. Therefore, if you translate that into the public service, you lose a great strength 
that used to come from the integrity of the true traditional public service. 

Its efficiency is another matter. That's for the government of the day to make sure it is efficient. You 
can improve it. I was rather proud of the team that we had. You know, when you look at the 
engineering team with John Parker, Don Munro and the people working under them, they'll hold 
their own anywhere either in private enterprise or in government employment. You think of some of 
the people we had in the different departments there, they could match it with anybody. I found when 
they were negotiating with some of these great corporations around the world, they never used to 
miss a beat. Admittedly they were implementing the policies that I had laid down very clearly on 
behalf of the government but they were never at a loss to combat the best brains that these 
corporations could bring along from all over the world. So it's the fault of the government if the 
team's not efficient. You get people further down the scale in the public service who build up a bad 
reputation. Some of the people on counters seem to be badly selected and badly supervised but that's 
the fault of the department. Eventually, of course, it's the fault of the minister. 

RJ Sir Charles, just to round off that period in opposition when you first went into the 
House: as a member in those years, how did you find you were allocating time between the various 
responsibilites you had, to the Parliament itself, to your electorate and to your family? 



TAPE 61 SIDE B COURT 779 

COURT Well you've missed out one other dimension and that is my profession and to a lesser 
extent, of course, the musical interests that I had. Quite frankly as I look back on it I wonder how I 
did but it seemed to work quite smoothly. I was a busy boy. 

First of all, you've got to realise that I had a God-sent asset and that was serenity at home. If you've 
got a wife like I had who seemed to take all of those things in her stride and, as I look back on it, 
bearing in mind it was our 55th wedding anniversary yesterday, I just wonder how it all happened. I 
realise more and more as the time goes on that it was the fact that she had that part of it so well 
organised, made sure that I did spend the right amount of time with the family and was always 
available as required for the special things that arise in a family, special things at school, special 
things at sports, little problems that arise and the old man has to be around - not too often but the 
fact that you're there and you can be there. That meant that I could look after the family side of it 
reasonably well. 

The Parliament was even more difficult because I was getting ready for the great breakthrough in the 
North. That last three years that we were in opposition, from after the '56 election to '59, I had more 
or less assumed that I was going to turn this potential into reality. I believed it. That's why I was 
working so hard on the policy. Why I was able to do it so convincingly, as far as I was concerned and 
so far as the people around me were concerned, was that I spent so much time in the North. If you 
went up to Kimberley or went to Gascoyne or you went to Pilbara in those days, you just couldn't flit 
up in the morning and back in ajet that night. The fastest thing you'd have would be a DC3 and then 
if you wanted to go inland at all, say in Kimberley or in Pilbara, you couldn't even go on one of 
them, you had to make other arrangements. Usually some pastoralist would fly his own plane and 
you could get out to Gascoyne Junction or one of these places where you wanted to go to. I was 
spending a lot of time there when the House wasn't sitting. So it wasn't easy. 

Plus the fact I had to build up my own profile and I had to make my own contacts with industry and 
commerce. At the same time I wanted to keep contact with my profession. Admittedly I couldn't take 
on special assignments and see them through but I could be identified with them. I found something 
that I tried to get new members later on to acknowledge, that the longer you can stay in touch with 
your grassroots (in my case not only the electorate but my profession and all of the industry and 
commerce that went with it) the more you're identified as one of them. The day you become a 
minister and you're cut off from all of that, your influence based on inside knowledge that you used 
to have because of your profession, knowledge you had as of right because of participation, meant 
that your influence there got less and less and you had to front up on a completely different basis as a 
politician, as a minister. It's a different mentality altogether. The attitude from the other side is 
completely different to what it was when you were fronting up as a person who still had his roots 
down in a particular industry or in a particular business because once you got into the ministry that 
was impossible. So I had to allow sufficient time there to retain that link. It mightn't have been many 
times a year, but there were certain functions of the Institute of Chartered Accountants and the 
Institute of Secretaries and the old Commonwealth Institute where I'd want to be seen and, if 
necessary, participating. So that was a dimension I had to retain as well. 
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Then, of course, the normal preparation for your parliamentary work, the questions you wanted to 
put on the notice paper, the bills you had to handle, in addition to trying to write a realistic and 
challenging program for the future. 

You talked about the electorate, well I found that comparatively easy because you must realise I was 
brought up as a boy in one part of the electorate and I'd lived all my married life in the other part of 
it. With Rita moving about so much, my mother living in the West Subiaco end there, it made it 
comparatively easy. I was always very careful to attend their functions that mattered, certain Parents 
and Citizens things, the various sporting bodies, church functions, which were all part of my routine 
anyhow. 

So put all that together and it was a fairly full day. I used to do a lot of work after hours but I don't 
say that in a way that indicates that I was embarrassed by it or over tired or anything because I just 
enjoyed it. If you get a full commitment, somehow or other you make time and you don't get tired or 
weary. 

RJ Even if it was your third P and C meeting for the week? 

COURT Well they were very good. They were very good. Bearing in mind that if you got your 
electorate well organised, in every one of those organisations, whether it's a church, whether it's a 
sporting body, whether it's a P and C, if you're any good you've got stalwarts there. Usually the 
president or the secretary or people on the committee would be part of you anyhow, probably on my 
own campaign committees. Well, they were very good. They'd indicate that this meeting was special, 
there was something a little bit contentious or where'd you be wise to come along. So you didn't 
have to come every time. Sometimes they'd say, "Look, can you come at 8.00 o'clock?" or, "Can you 
come at 9.00 o'clock?" because you'd probably be doing two or three meetings in a night. Most 
people were pretty understanding. They were VERY understanding in fact, as long as they knew you 
were genuine and you were not just using this as an excuse to have an early night or something like 
that. I think I demonstrated that I was involved and they always knew that if there was an issue that 
mattered, they'd have 100 per cent attention. You earn a reputation for reliability. You can't buy it. 
There's no quick fix. You've just got to work on it. 

RI You said to me at a previous interview that a local member should be available 24 
hours a day. Was Charles Court available 24 hours a day? 

COURT I like to think I was. 

RJ So, if I rang you at 2.00 o'clock in the morning to discuss my blocked drain, how 
would you react? 

COURT Well, people did; not too often. Some people, they've got howling children and the 
power's broken down, well it does you good to be able to ring some bloke up, especially if he doesn't 
blow his top. But I remind you that at no stage member, minister, Premier or since, have I ever had 
my name out of the phone book. So whether it was the old C W M Court or whether it was Sir 
Charles Court, it was always there, even when I was Premier. People didn't abuse it. The number of 

• : 
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dirty, stinky calls, I think I've told you, would have been minimal in the whole of that period. [Not to 
be confused with] a lot of angry people; a lot of worried people. This is where Rita was absolutely 
marvellous at handling these people because don't forget she was a mother with five children. She 
knew what it was all about. She often did more good talking to them [than me], telling them how 
she'd go about it: a problem with the local schoolmaster [laughs] or down at the local clinic, or 
something like that. Well, if you've been a mother and a successful mother with five children, you 
can speak a language that no local member can speak. So a combination of all of these things, it 
worked out very well. 

So, yes, people did ring up in the middle of the night. Some people did out of sheer nastiness but 
then the important thing was not to do any smart alec stuff but embarrass them by listening. They 
finished up the embarrassed people. You might be angry underneath it all, especially if it was the 
only four hours' sleep you were going to get for a long time and you were in the middle of it. I sleep 
pretty heavily when I do go off but not for long. But you've just got to grin and bear it. If you gave 
the man a lecture about ringing you at 2.00 in the morning and all that sort of stuff, well all you did 
was give him ammunition, but there's always a way and a means when you listen to his problem and 
then you'd remind him, "Well, it is 4.00 o'clock in the morning," or "It is 3.00 o'clock in the 
morning," whatever time it was, "and you realise not everybody is as accessible as I am, but I'll try." 
Usually - usually with very, very few exceptions, those people would finish up apologising, either 
ringing up next day and saying how sorry they were, they were angry, they didn't know where to go, 
but most of those people felt that they'd been a bit unreasonable. So I mean it when I say that a 
member should be available. If he's not going to give something of himself, he shouldn't be there and 
that's why I.... I think I've told you before my views about the members' pay, the ministers' pay. I 
think I've told you about this. 

RJ No, you haven't. 

COURT I keep getting approached, strangely enough just at the present time. When Australia's 
in troubles I seem to get more approaches than normal. People want somebody to talk to and they 
probably find it easier to get on to me than they do their local member or their minister. Well, I've 
had a strange number of people recently saying, "Can't we do something about the quality of the 
members? Some of these ministers, you wouldn't give them a job in a fit." I said, "Well, what do 
you suggest?" They said, "Oh, well, we should get rid of half of them and then treble the pay, make 
it really executive stuff." I said, "Well, I've got news for you. The only way you'll get the sort of 
ministers of the quality that you want is to pay them nothing." Now you would have to agree that 
that's not practicable but by that means you would get the very best in the land. You'd get the elite. 
Pay them nothing! You can't do it, but still you want to start your argument from a point where you 
can start to think about the quality of members. I want to tell you if you double the pay that the 
ministers and the members get today you wouldn't get any improvement in the quality at all. Al! 
you'd get is another army of people who are going to get into the Liberal Party; going to get into the 
Labor Party through the union movement or some other means, and use the pressure within their 
branches to get themselves selection. You'd probably get even worse than you've got now. So don't 
get the idea that by paying them that you're going to improve the quality because if anyone is there 
that's not genuinely committed to give a service to his state or his country, he shouldn't be there and 
nothing you pay him will improve him. 
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RI But how can you argue if you don't pay them anything you'll get the best? 

COURT Well because then with ability, those with ability, and those that have done 
something and have built up an estate that gives them the capacity to go and serve their country 
without expecting any reward, apart from the bare expenses that they incur.... You see, those people 
will have been successful people. It might be in their profession. It might be in business. It might be 
in some other walk of life but it's not a practical solution, don't get me wrong. But if you're really 
determined to get the quality people, that's the way you do it and it won't be based on any academic 
qualification, I can tell you. That doesn't of itself give you the qualities that you need for good 
members and good ministers. Don't get me wrong. There are a lot of academics who should be in 
Parliament. They'd be just as good if they're running a business. Likewise there's a lot of people 
running businesses who would make darn good academics. I can tell you there are a couple of people 
in the federal Parliament who would make superb academics. Because of the experience they've had 
and because of the natural ability they've got they'd be superb academics and would be an adornment 
to any university. 

END OF TAPE 61 SIDE B 
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RJ So, what you were saying about a member, if it was late at night and I was ringing 
you about a blocked drain, which is nothing to do with you as a member but is a local government 
problem, how would you have dealt with me? Would you have told me that it was a local 
government problem? 

COURT Well I would have tried to explain to you the man who could fix it for you best. I 
mean, after all that's the practical way. If you'd said, "Look, that's nothing to do with me. I'm sorry," 
and put the phone up, "2.00 o'clock in the morning, what the he!l are you doing ringing me at this 
time?" that's not the way you handle it at all. You explain, "Look, you realise, of course, there's 
nothing I can do with them, even if my father was a plumber." But, "You realise it's either a 
Metropolitan Works thing," and you'd even ask him what sort of a drain it was, to show an interest 
instead of just fobbing him off if you found it was something that was purely a local government 
drain. It was more likely to be a burst main, in which case they can be quite horrifying in the middle 
of the night. In the daytime you can see it and you don't worry so much but in the night time, with 
water spouting everywhere and it's usually on a moonless night. So you can then tell them who to 
contact and then they'll say, "I've been ringing that bloke, the number in the phone book, for the last 
two hours and getting no answer." 

I'll let you into a little secret. I found that a lot of these emergency numbers were mysteriously 
engaged when you rang them at the time. Now I could understand that with electricity because you'd 
have a breakdown in a whole district and the whole district would be trying to ring that number at 
the same time. So even before I was in government, I used to make it my business to go around and 
know all the departments. I thought it was a good thing to know all the departments because if I was 
going to be a minister one day, they'd want to know what sort of a bloke they were going to be 
working with. In any case, they used to appreciate the fact somebody was taking an interest in their 
work. Sometimes they'd take you on a tour of inspection. Don't forget, this is when I was in 
opposition, the first six years. In the process, of course, you've got all these good contacts and I have 
to confess, you got a few favours sometimes for your school or something because it's human nature. 
There's nothing clever about it. If you know there's an old schoolmate of yours that is in a particular 
position in the Public Works or something of that kind and you've taken an interest in what he was 
doing and he's shown appreciation and he's given you his number, if you have a real problem, well 
you can use it. 

The main problems were sewerage, drainage (which go together) the water supply (which is usually 
linked, although another section of it) and electricity for these emergency things. After a few years I 
had a nice little bank of numbers that I could ring and short circuit all of these problems. You must 
be careful when you get that sort of information that you never abuse it, but if it was a genuine 
emergency, you could use it. So when these people rang up, especially if they had children.... It 
always used to worry me if they had children because their position is much more distressing, 
knowing from our own case with five children, you know that.... Especially if it's night-time things 
always seem a little more distressful. Either you could give them a number, but more often you'd use 
it yourself because if you give a number to people they have a bad habit of noting it down and then 
going around boasting about it. So if you do it yourself and you could ring this person, explain the 
position and then get him to ring back to them, you kept the secrecy of the number and everybody 
was satisfied anyhow. 
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RI You explained how good Lady Court was at dealing with enquiries on your behalf 
but what was her system? If you were actually at home and someone rang asking for you, would she 
have seen if she could deal with it or would she automatically have called for you? 

COURT At dinnertime, when I think I've told you I used to try and rush home in the dinner 
break [at Parliament] for two reasons: one to say goodday to the family and the other one was to get 
away from the place because if you're a Premier or a minister wandering around at Parliament 
House, you're going to be waylaid and you'll probably finish up having no dinner anyhow. So it used 
to suit me to get in the car as soon as the House rose and go home just for that period. The meal was 
always ready when I got there. Sometimes I'd have to go to other engagements, of course, but when 
I was free to go home, I'd go home. As soon as I got there you can bet the phone was going to ring. 
Quite often I'd go on eating my dinner and Rita would answer the phone. I used to marvel at the 
smoothness with which she did it. She wouldn't mention that I was home or anything like that. 
She'd just go on and find out what their problem was. In most cases she could give them the Rita 
Court solution. Sometimes I used to have quite a chuckle at how smooth it was and how natural it 
was. 

Also, I remember when some people would ring up a bit distressed about something (this is when 
Dave and I were working in partnership as Premier and I was his Deputy of the Liberal Party but not 
Deputy Premier) she'd usually finish up, she'd say, "Now I'm quite sure if Dad and Dave think it's all 
right, it's all right." That seemed to answer most people [laughs] and I always laugh at this "Dad and 
Dave" business with Dad being Charlie, you see. But it was one of these sort of very natural things. 
She had complete faith that if we thought that was right, it must be right. You've no idea how often 
it worked. 

RI You did say in your election pamphlet when you first sought election, "Charles Court 
will be accessible to ALL if elected. He proposes to provide special facilities in Nedlands and 
Shenton Park to ensure close contact with electors." Now, you've already spoken of your actual 
electorate office operating from Hendry Rae & Court. 

COURT Yes. That was in the city. 

RI In the city, but did you do anything about that promise? 

COURT Well my own house was available the whole time and they were advised of this, 
complete with telephone number. Also in West Subiaco, of course, my mother was there. So I 
didn't need to open an office. I did have an office at one time in Shenton Park for a short while but it 
wasn't necessary. It didn't justify itself because it was so easy for them to contact me either by phone 
at home, and also I gave them the office number too, by the way. So there were three numbers they 
could contact. 

RI So there was never anything done beyond that? 
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COURT No, because we didn't get electorate offices given to us in those days. 

RJ No, I realise that; till '74. 

COURT So I was at an advantage over most members having the Hendry Rae & Court office. 

RJ Any particular nuisance people who stand out in your mind over the years? 

COURT Oh, there's quite a few. They weren't all that troublesome. You learnt after a while 
how to handle them. But early in my election there was a woman down in the Hollywood area who 
kept ringing up with complaints about gas, water supply, postal services; you name it, the lot. So I 
used to respond, thinking that was what a local member did. She was a very unpleasant person. She 
liked to tell me all the organisations she belonged to and I found out that it was true, but I'll tell you 
the sequel to that in a few minutes. 

After I'd been there, oh it must have been a half a dozen times, I was coming back from her place, 
walking down the road to where I left my car, and one of my friends from the Nedlands sub-branch 
of the RSL, which was very strong still in those days, he said, "Charlie," he said, "why do you spend 
so much time there trying to pacify the bitch?" in good old soldier language. I said, "Oh well, I 
thought as local member it's my job to try and do what I can. I know I can't satisfy everybody but I 
must admit she's a bit beyond a joke." I'd actually had somebody from the gas people and a few 
other things saying, oh, she was very demanding and very rude and used to talk about these 
organisations she belonged to and so on. So he said, "Have you ever stopped to think that she's such 
a dangerous, vicious sort of a person that every time you go to her place you lose ten votes?" So I 
said, "How do you work that out?" He said, "She's just hated around here because she's caused more 
trouble in this community and caused more bitterness between people here than any other person 
within a mile radius of here. Every time you try to pacify her and to retain her support, you're losing 
the support of all these people around here." He said, "You try being rude to her [laughs], you'll be 
surprised what transformation takes place!" 

So I thought, well you know, it was worth a try. I couldn't keep on going to this person every drop of 
the hanky. She'd ring up home and leave nasty messages; ring the office and leave nasty messages 
and so on. So the next time I went there and gritted my teeth and said to her, "What's the trouble this 
time?" She told me. I said, "Now look, you've had more than a fair go." I said, "No other 
constituents in the whole of the Nedlands electorate make as many demands as you and nothing I can 
do or say for you will alter the result. You've just made up your mind you're going to be 
troublesome, you're going to do everything you can to cause me as much embarrassment as you can 
so you can go away and talk about this that and the other. So I have to tell you I won't be coming 
any more." I thought I'd better try out my friend's advice because he was pretty influential around 
there. [laughs] He knew everybody. You know, it was magic. It was really magic. She was very 
apologetic and almost became embarrassing as a number one supporter around the place. 
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Just to follow on the question of the organisations she belonged to. I thought, well, I'll check up on 
these organisations because she's always talking about how influential she is there. I found she did 
belong to all of these organisations and she was hated in every one of them and they were hoping she 
was going to leave. So when they heard my story, they said, "Well, thank God!" But it just shows 
how wrong you can be with this sort of person. That was the only one I can remember that I really 
had to get tough with because she'd really been taking me for a ride and thought, well she's got a new 
member and she can really try him out. But my friend's advice was very, very good. I told him what 
happened and he said, "Good for you!" He said, "Be assured, everyone around here will know in the 
next half an hour." [laughs] 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library Building on 
13 June 1991. 

Sir Charles, I was saying to you last time that I had not attempted a study of Hansard in that early 
time that you were in Parliament but Geoff Bolton has clearly done that for the chapter that he's 
written, "State on the Move" in the book, On This Side. Pages 216-217 I have just asked you to read 
because he is summing up in that what he saw you were at that stage before you went into 
government in 1959.1  What did you think of Bolton's summation? 

COURT I was quite amazed. It's quite uncanny what he's deduced there, bearing in mind that I 
can never recall having spoken to the man until many years later. So somebody, together with him, 
has obviously had to do a lot of study. No doubt they discussed it with some of my colleagues and 
even our opponents, but it does summarise what was going on within me. 

I think you've gleaned enough over the last few weeks to realise that my first few years in Parliament 
were not very happy ones. I just couldn't understand that there wasn't a greater pent-up desire on the 
part of everybody in the Parliament to do more and to be more constructive. Not that you had to 
agree with them on everything, but to be more constructive about the total approach. 1 had to 
completely releam the whole of my attitude towards what I thought Parliament was going to be. 

It's true that I was irked by the slowness of some things, the contradiction of some things and the fact 
that no-one seemed to be determined to push things aside so as to get the State moving again, so as 
to get the right sort of investment here, the right sort of people here, and to be prepared for a state of 
affairs that I honestly believed would come. Having read those paragraphs that you asked me to read, 

I must say that I'm quite dumbfounded that by some means or other he was reading so correctly what 
I felt about things. I really believe that by one means or another, whether it was a Labor government 
or a coalition government, we were going to find the key to get this State moving. If you do that 
you've got to have all the ingredients that are necessary. It's not only money; you've got to have 
people. You've got to have people who know how to do things. 

1  Bolton in Westralian History Group, On this Side, Bookiand, Perth, 1985. 
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So I can't add any more than that, I don't think. It's rather staggered me reading it that a person could 
make those deductions from one source or another, but it does reflect what was going on inside of 
me. 

RJ Sir Charles, if we could move now to the campaign for the 1959 election. You've 
already stated that you were instrumental in formulating the policy for that campaign. I wondered 
what the policy or policies were and your role and David Brand's role in that process? 

COURT I was particularly involved in turning the potential of the North into reality. I'd 
become fascinated with the way the people of the North used to sling off at the visitors' way of 
saying "potential". They never used to say just "potential" and let it be. It was always in a very grand 
and eloquent way the "PO-tential". Little did they know that it started a snigger around the crowd, 
whether they were saying this in Onslow, Port Hedland, Wyndham, anywhere else at all because 
they'd heard it so often from visitors, whether they were journalists or whether they were politicians 
or whether they would be just citizens trying to find out something about the North. It occurred to 
me that our great objective had to be to turn the potential into reality. Once it was turned into reality, 
people would thoroughly understand and it would make us different to everybody else. In fact I 
often used this little explanation when I was speaking in the North (and in other places) to say that 
people had got sick and tired of this abuse of the word "PO-tential," and we were going to do 
something about it to get it down to its true significance and turn it into reality. 

It was a very convenient way of approaching it. First of all it was understood by the people we were 
talking to, but more particularly it gave us something to aspire to. The more I used the phrase the 
more I believed it. That's not a bad way to go. If you're selling something, the first thing is you've got 
to believe in your product and I really believed in the product. I was very impressed with the handful 
of people who'd been able to keep this toehold in the North. That's all it was, you know, when you 
think of the disastrously few people and the very poor standard of development in the North in an 
area which itself was bigger than South Africa. Therefore there was no need for me to stir myself up 
or to hype myself up or go through all the nonsense that a football coach goes through because I 
really believed it and my job was to get my own people to believe the same. 

So that policy for the North dominated the scene at that time. But on the other hand, of course, David 
Brand and the rest of us had to have a policy for the city slickers and for the rural people in the 
South. So you just couldn't have a policy based on the North alone, although I honestly believe it was 
the thing that made us different from the Labor Party. They were peddling the same old mundane 
things. People could almost recite them for both parties. Somebody was going to do it just a little bit 
better. They were going to take out certain things and polish them up a bit and do it a little bit better 
than Labor. I couldn't see it was any way to win an election. That was no way by which you should 
win an election. It didn't identify you as somebody who could govern better. So you must realise that 
I was pushing this barrow all the time. I wouldn't say that all of my colleagues were doing the same 
because they were all used to the old style of campaigning: "What you can do, we can do better." 
There's no future in that. 
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So based on that North West and Kimberley policy, we went forward with that extra dimension that 
the Labor Party didn't have. In fact, they were inclined to rubbish the policy. 

RJ But what exactly was the policy? You were saying, "turn the potential into reality" 
but what were you saying you could do? 

COURT Well I'm trying to get the Liberal Party to search their records to see if, by some 
chance, they can find the original document that was approved after some very momentous State 
Council meetings.' I have managed to get the minute book because there were a number of State 
Council meetings there that were quite disturbing. If we cannot get the original document, we will 
certainly be able to get enough from the West and I'll start a search there. Why they have a special 
significance is that when I had put the policy together with the aid of a small committee, the then 
editor, Griff Richards, was very impressed with it when I saw him privately and undertook that if we 
could let them know when the matter was going to be approved, they would give it a good run. It 
was the first time somebody was going to have something positive, was going to at least try and do 
something rather imaginative. 

So I saw a wonderful opportunity to really get people thinking of us as an alternative government 
and not just the carping critics that they expect oppositions to be. If you can get a couple of pages 
featuring this sort of talk, people have got to start and take some notice of it; not so much notice of 
Charles Court, but notice of our leader, David Brand, because he gets the credit as the leader, as he 
should for this. 

Now it's interesting, the committee we had on this. I thought we'd discussed this before,2  but the 
committee comprised the most extraordinary group of people. There was Sir Russell Dumas, a 
former head of the engineering side of government and later a coordinator of development and a 
wonderful man. On top of that we had Bill Butcher, who was a typical pastoralist. Boolathana was 
one of their stations. He had a brother, Harry, and between them they were a couple of really tough 
characters. I think they took the first motor vehicle into their part of the North but they were that sort 
of people. They were innovative and imaginative and resourceful in every way. Well he was on the 
committee. Then there was Hugh Guthrie, who was a lawyer who had a fair bit of knowledge of the 
North through his professional contacts as a lawyer. And then Lang Hancock, and I was the 
chairman. 

Now you couldn't have a more diverse group. Lang hated anyone who had had anything to do with 
the public service, so Russell Dumas was in his sights right from the start. He couldn't have a brain 
in his head if he'd worked for the government and yet Dumas was probably one of the best brains 
this State ever had apart from being a very competent professional engineer; a great thinker; a man of 
great foresight and so on and very public minded. Don't forget he was quite an old man by then 
because he'd been retired some time. Bill Butcher adopted the attitude if you weren't a pastoralist you 

1 A copy of the 1959 election policy is available in the Battye Library at 324.2941 LIB, State Platform: the 
Liberal and Country League of Western Australia, 1959. 

2 A brief reference was made previously, see p.  768, this transcript (RJ). 
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didn't exist. You're only just tolerated on earth. He was a wonderful chap really, but he had this 
attitude. Lang Hancock, of course, was typical Lang Hancock. He knew everything and he was a bit 
intolerant of Hugh Guthrie because he was a lawyer; what would he know? He was a bit intolerant 
because Bill Butcher represented the old brigade of wool barons, beef barons and, of course, he was 
intolerant of Dumas because he was a former public servant. He [Hancock] was more tolerant of me 
because at that stage I'd talked to him a fair bit about what we were going to do when we got into 
office. He seemed to be attracted by the fact that at least I, if not the rest of the government, was 
going to try and do something positive for the North. 

He'd been very helpful in taking me around the North in his aircraft and so on, all of which I 
appreciated. It used to be a rather hairy experience flying with him because he'd decide he wanted to 
show you something on the ground and next thing you'd find you'd landed on a dry salt lake or 
something like that. He knew the country extremely well and he was a very good pilot and also a 
very good car driver too. You always felt quite confident with him in those aspects but sometimes he 
got a bit heavy to live with because he had his ideas and everyone else was wrong. He didn't brook 
even explanations. 

Well out of that, meeting every Friday, I eventually hammered out a unanimous policy document. I 
regarded it as a mighty achievement to get those elements all coming together. I was able to go with 
their unanimous support to the State Council and say, "This is the blueprint for the North West and 
Kimberley which is the basis of our policy for the next election." I'd cleared it with David Brand. It 
was then arranged that I would present this to the State Council and when that was arranged I'd had a 
word with Griff Richards [West] and he had a copy of the document. We thought it would be just 
such a formality that when I went there they'd all say, "Hoorah for Charlie," and "Hoorah for David 
Brand," and on we'd go rejoicing. Well when I got there 1 found that there was a full muster of the 
federal members. Viv Ockerby was the State secretary at the time but there was a full muster of the 
federal members. Let me make it clear: the federal members from Western Australia, not all of the 
federal members. Their leader was none other than my good friend, Shane Paltridge. 

But there they all were and when I launched my policy..., and I had rehearsed it and rehearsed it, so I 
knew that these 70 or 80 people there would get the message pretty clearly and pretty quickly 
because they had been forewarned, don't forget. Well, you've never seen the like of it because, led by 
Shane Paltridge, it became apparent that this had got back to Canberra and they interpreted this as 
being a means of putting Menzies on the merry-go-round. They never talked about the government; 
they always used to talk about Menzies. He was such a dominant figure that when they came to State 
Council, State Executive and that sort of thing, they would talk about the Prime Minister, they'd talk 
about Menzies but rarely did they ever mention the federal government. That, of course, was to the 
credit of Menzies, that he was such a dominant figure; probably not in the best interests of the 
Liberal Party as we found out later on because he dominated the scene so much that once you took 
him out the lights almost went off. 

So I found myself with a ding-dong battle on my hands. I had to be excused from the meeting to go 
and ring up Griff Richards and say [laughs], "Look, Gruff, don't run that tonight. I'm in trouble." He 
was very gracious about it because he couldn't publish it as being the policy because it hadn't been 
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approved. So he was very good about it and waited until we got a meeting when we could get it 
approved. So the battle raged. In the minutes I notice they talk about "three hours". It was much 
longer than that because it went into the early hours of the morning. Eventually when the vote was 
taken, all the votes were on my side with the exception of the federal members and the then State 
president. He felt some extraordinary commitment to vote with the federal people, on this argument 
that we were trying to put Menzies on a merry-go-round. Well, I had to say, "Of course we are. I 
thought they'd love to be with it. This is history making." 

END OF TAPE 62 SIDE A 
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COURT It was quite extraordinary that their attitude was: "Here's some State politicians led by 
David Brand and Charles Court who are trying to put the federal government on to a merry-go-
round." That was their attitude. My attitude was, "Of course we are. Isn't it going to be a grand and 
glorious thing that we're doing and we all want to be on this merry-go-round, being identified with 
these great things." Perhaps that's where I was a bit stupid. I believed that we were going to do these 
things. I really believed we were going to do them. Otherwise, why say them? So you can imagine 
the battle raged. It was a fairly tiring exercise, bearing in mind I wasn't as experienced in this 
political game as some of them like Paul Hasluck, Shane Paltridge and others. But Ijust stuck to my 
simple story and when the vote was taken the only people who voted against me were the State 
president and the federal members. 

Now it didn't end there because when the minutes came out at the next meeting, I had to fight a 
rearguard action because the minutes were wrong. There was all hell let loose because they were 
saying that I was accusing the typist and they said she had the best shorthand in the world, and a few 
other things like this. [laughs] But I just had to stick to my guns because I'd written down the 
resolution that we'd passed. It had been altered several times but I've learnt with my long experience 
as a chartered accountant and my secretarial background that you keep a note of the final resolution. 
I even had the piece of paper with all the amendments scribbled on it until we arrived at the final 
resolution and the meeting gave a direction that the minutes be altered back to the proper resolution 
that was passed. 

RJ Can you remember what the difference was between the original resolution and the 
minutes? 

COURT Well one would have meant that the policy had been adopted in principle and the 
other one meant that it was just being put into limbo. One meant that your policy had been accepted 
by the party. You see, Dave and I wanted this accepted by the party. The party machine used to be 
much more important than it is today and that's the problem with the Liberal Party today because the 
members of Parliament don't acknowledge the role of the party machine as much as we used to in 
those days. We would feel that in matters as important as that, that we'd have to get the blessing of 
the party to come out with a policy like that because it was quite radical. We would have thought it 
was quite wrong for us just to publish that and say, "That's what we're going to do," and hope that the 
party would approve it. Therefore, with this committee, it was very representative and that was 
unanimous, and then putting it to the party, we were just - not playing safe; we were just being 
proper about the whole thing. That should be the position today. 

So I was quite happy to justify this to the State Executive, and/or State Council. I was quite happy 
about that because that's what we should do. I'd done that. I'd got their support and then to think that 
the resolution, as it was recorded, didn't give us any authority at all to go ahead with it! So I had to 
get that back to where it was originally resolved. 

Eventually we did get some good publicity for it because it was the sort of thing you deserved to get 
publicity for. The political parties want to realise today that they would make history if they came 
out with something quite bold, quite difficult and maybe a little far-fetched, but at least people knew 
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that here we've got some people who are fit to govern, who were going to do things to take us into 
another generation. 

I came out of that, of course, greatly strengthened within the organisation, bearing in mind that Dave 
Brand wasn't even at the meetings, any of those meetings. He used to let me go to most of them 
because he used to get a bit churned up when there were attacks on our opposition or government, 
attacks on him, attacks on some of us, whereas I had learnt to take that in my stride because that was 
their right. But he was such a sincere person who always tried to do the right thing that he couldn't 
understand this constant need to justify himself before bodies like that. 

It's fair to say that after that shemozzle (call it what you like; that barney - whatever phrase is 
suitable) I probably benefited from it more than I realised at the time and for good reason because 
here was I identified as believing in something and prepared to take on all-corners there. Obviously 
from the vote, the rank and file of the Liberals in Western Australia at the organisational level 
thought it was pretty good. So I was identified with that. Looking back on it from a distance, that 
was probably a turning point in my reputation with the organisational side. Both the staff, which at 
that time was inclined to favour the federal people, and the rank and file of the membership would 
have seen that I was quite prepared to fight for something I believed was right. 

You did ask me about what was in the policy. I am endeavouring to get the original document if I 
can because I'd feel much happier about that than giving a piecemeal memory version of it.' Failing 
that I'll have to get some searches done at the West. They gave it a reasonably good coverage at the 
time. So I can put that together and I'd rather give that to you from a researched basis rather than 
from out of the top of my head. 

At the time there was a lot of emphasis on the importance of tax inducement for northern 
development, not only for Western Australia. It was a policy that I believed was a good one. It was a 
policy whereby people got inducements, tax inducements, very generous tax inducements, to invest 
in the north of Australia. But the important thing about it was they had to re-invest the tax-free 
profits. To my mind that seemed to be a very, very solid proposition. It wasn't as though they could 
just come in there and rip money out and take it away, send it to Sydney, Melbourne, or send it 
abroad. But I'll give you more of that when I get the whole thing together. 

Suffice to say, we were going to look at the North as something that had a potential and we were 
going to turn that into reality. You'll find that that's what we sought to do and that's what we did in 
fact do, as far as we were able in the time we were there. 

As much as has been done, when you think there was nothing before this and you've got these great 
export producing developments there now, it's only a flea bite on what's got to happen in the North. 
I'll be giving a paper at the changeover dinner at the Rotary Club of Kununurra on 28th June when 
they've asked me to talk about some of the background of the Ord River and the 

1 A copy of the 1959 election policy is available in the Battye Library at 324.2941 LIB, State Platform: the 
Liberal and Country League of Western Australia, 1959. 
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Ord scheme.' I intend to make the point that, don't get the idea because we've got diamonds and 
we've got the Ord dam and we've got the Pilbara iron ore and a few other things, and we've got good 
roads now and we've got some fine ports, that we're in the promised land. That's only the start. When 
you think of the potential that is still there, that has yet got to be done like Mitchell Plateau bauxite 
and a host of other things, and all the energy potential that you've got in the North, the amount of gas 
[found and] that they're finding now, the amount of petroleum they're finding offshore. When I say 
petroleum, I mean oil because gas is part of petroleum. But when you think of the ever increasing 
quantities of oil they're finding as distinct from natural gas off our coast right around from Barrow 
Island to Timor Sea, you'll appreciate that we're sitting on a tremendous treasure. 

I still believe, as I believed then, that the only thing that will keep that Australian is people. If you 
don't get people there and you don't find ways of getting people there on your terms, somebody else 
will do it. Now you get laughed to scorn in many places today when you say that, but who's going to 
stop them? If they ever decide that we're not doing it well enough, who's going to stop them with the 
defence forces that we've got? So you've got to look further ahead. I believe governments should be 
talking about these things and talking sensibly about them, not in a scaremongery way but talking 
sensibly about them. That's what makes you appear like a government, appear as though you're 
leaders. 

Anyhow when I can get all this stuff together I'll certainly let you have it because I'm very anxious to 
try and recapture some of those rather momentous times.2  We eventually developed, in a number of 
ways, far beyond what we set out in the program but you have to have a policy that commits you to 
do certain things. When you're doing those things, often you find something better than you sought. 

RJ When the campaign itself started, how accurately did you gauge the feeling of the 
electorate? What sort of response were you getting? 

COURT I was supremely confident that we were going to win the election. Maybe, again, it 
was a degree of unrealism on my part because I was still an untried campaigner, you might say, at 
that level. I just believed that what we wanted to do was good. I couldn't assume that anyone 
wouldn't want it. So to me the election was a little bit of a disappointment that we didn't get a more 
decisive majority. I then learnt, of course, that one more than 50 per cent is all you need. I was going 
to realise over the next few months and years, of course, the significance of being in coalition as 
distinct to being on your own. I also was going to learn the technique of government with a very 
small majority. So I have to say that we didn't get the majority that I in my heart thought we were 
going to get. I assumed everyone was going to love what we were talking about [laughs] and they 
were going to flock to the polling booths and give us a great big majority and hey presto, we'd be in 
office! 

1 A copy of the address, "Rotary Club of Kununurra: Changeover Dinner", 1991, is available in the Battye 
Library, 631.7 COU (RJ). 

2 A copy of the 1959 election policy is available in the Battye Library at 324.2941 LIB, State Platform: the 
Liberal and Country League of Western Australia, 1959. 
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So that gave me a bit of a setback but it's all part of the learning curve and it does you good. it 
reminds you the people might have liked what we said but they weren't going to assume that we 
were going to do what we said. So they gave us a six year apprenticeship: not one term, two terms of 
apprenticeship before they said, "We think these people are genuine, have performed, can perform, 
will perform," and gave us a decent majority to get on with. 

RJ You said, in speaking of this time earlier, that one of the problems was that the cry 
was, "You'll never win with Brand." You also referred to the fact that Menzies had had a similar 
cry.' Now Menzies wasn't very popular, I know, leading up to the war and I can understand that cry 
about Menzies, but why would there be that comment about Brand? 

COURT Because they felt that he didn't have this much abused word "charisma". He was 
known to be a fairly quiet person. He didn't run around hitting the headlines. He didn't make the slick 
throw away statements that some politicians made. If they interviewed him, he gave them an honest 
answer, which wasn't a very exciting one. Therefore, if you go back to those times you'll find that he 
didn't have the ingredients that the media portrayed best. Therefore, the people who should have had 
more sense were misinterpreting that as though he didn't have the ability to govern. I'm talking about 
people in the Employers' Federation, as it was then known, the Chamber of Manufactures, as it was 
then known, the Perth Chamber of Commerce and other bodies like that, and even some of our rural 
people, bearing in mind, of course, that he had the advantage that he was a truly rural representative 
of the Greenough electorate. There as a boy. He went from there in the Depression years to 
Kalgoorlie and the mines, went to the war, came back and undertook business activities as a 
storekeeper and other activities in the electorate. So he had that truly rural background. Like me he 
came from a family which was very much in the Calvinist mould. Some people probably 
misinterpreted that but the more they got to know him the more they got to understand him. He was 
very good company out. He loved parties and loved dinners and all that sort of thing. Had an 
absolute obsession about sweets. I've never known a man to enjoy sweets so much and have so 
much; none of it good for his health but he still loved it. Almost like a boy when you turn on a good 
old-fashioned sweet. 

He had to live through that and the greatness of him was the fact that he picked people who knew 
how to do it, and let them do it and didn't worry about them getting a profile. 

RJ What are your memories of polling night when the votes were being taken and you 
saw that you were going to win even though it was a small majority? 

COURT I'm just trying to recall where I was. You'll appreciate that I did practically the whole 
of the North West campaigning on my own. It didn't look as though we could swing seats at that 
election because they were very heavily loaded in favour of the Labor Party. They were tiny little 
numbers in each of these northern electorates. They had them corralled around the local waterfront 
workers in places like Carnarvon, Port Hedland, Derby, Broome. You could almost walk straight 
into the Port Authority to find out who was the local head of the Labor Party in those days. They 
were such small numbers and we didn't have strong on-the-ground representation. If you've got 
union presidents, union secretaries, union committees on the spot in areas like that, in such remote 

1  This transcript, p. 767. 
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areas where travel was so difficult, you've got a head start on people like the Liberals who would be 
lucky if they had half  dozen faithful in any of those towns. 

So I believed that if we were genuine about our North West and Kimberley policies, that we had to 
campaign strongly there. It would have been quite ridiculous if we'd have left them for dead and 
said, "We can't win those. We're going to concentrate more on the South." So I spent a 
disproportionate amount of time there. On the other hand, you realise that I was also expected to get 
up into the goldfields and Geraldton, Esperance, through the South-West and Great Southern. When 
I look back on it I'm amazed how I survived because we didn't have the facilities that we have now. 
We were in opposition. The Liberal Party didn't have a lot of money. Most of our travel was done by 
road. We might get the odd friendly Liberal supporter who had a plane that might take you to one of 
the rural areas, but that would be the exception rather than the rule. They didn't turn on planes at a 
drop of the hanky because they didn't have the money to do it. So we had to improvise and when you 
went, say into the Great Southern, you'd probably do five or six electorates on one stint. 

I well remember on that occasion leading up to '59, and this is before the actual campaign proper, 
that I put a group together and we went right down through Albany, across to Esperance, then back 
up to Kalgoorlie and home that way, all by road. It was my own car; I was driving. I had George 
Roberts and I had Ross Hutchinson with me. Ross Hutchinson took very ill when we were in the 
Salmon Gums area. He had to be operated on at - let me think. [pause] It must have been Salmon 
Gums where he had to be operated on. I'll have a look at that and check that for you.' But I well 
remember it was quite a serious operation and it so happened that the locum there was a man of 
outstanding surgical skills. You can be lucky sometimes. So he was able to operate and assure me 
that Ross would be in good hands. Ross's wife, Amy, was flown down to meet us there and to see 
Ross. When we'd handed him over after his operation to Amy we left to finish our tour to go up to 
Kalgoorlie and then on back to Southern Cross and home to Perth. It was a very extensive tour but 
that's how you had to do it in those days: three for the price of one [chuckles] travelling in the one 
car. Accommodation wasn't all that good I can assure you. But we covered a tremendous amount 
right through Albany, right through Ravensthorpe, through to Esperance and then worked our way 
up to Kalgoorlie, coming home minus dear old Ross who recovered from that operation quite well. 

That was a bit before the election campaign proper but nevertheless it was the sort of thing that you 
did. So during the election campaign proper I was touching base and then getting out to all of these 
places. David Brand and others were doing the same. He, naturally, was concentrating on areas 
where he was well-known and where he was needed as the leader. Out of all this came success. We 
then had quite a while before we could form a government. 

Ri But just before you get on to that, how did you feel when you knew you were going 
to be government? What thoughts were in your mind? 

Sir Ross Hutchinson took ill at Salmon Gums and was operated on in Norseman (Cc). 
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COURT I thought it was pretty good. That's what it was all about. In fact before the election I 
had no other thought. I suppose it's a virtue and it's a weakness at the same time, but if you don't 
believe in something, you can't convince others. I really believed. Everywhere I went I told them we 
were going to be the government and this is why. I don't know what I'd have said to them after the 
election if we hadn't have been because I really meant it. I suppose that's what it's all about. But the 
only disappointment I had was that we didn't have a thumping big majority. 

We couldn't form a government straightaway because of the coalition problems. So Hawke 
continued in office for quite some days. In fact, if I recall correctly, Easter intervened. 

Ri Just so that we have that information, the election that year was on 21st March 1959 
and it wasn't until 2nd April 1959 that David Brand took over. What were your problems with the 
coalition? 

COURT Well A F Watts wanted more than David Brand and the Liberals were prepared to 
concede. It was as simple as that. It wasn't an unusual thing with him. Easter intervened because I 
well recall Rita and I and all the boys and two other families went down to Caves House. We 
decided that we might as well take full advantage of it. It was quite obvious that Hawke had been 
asked to act as caretaker in this period. Easter intervening, it made it very convenient just to get out 
of the way and have a bit of a rest after a tremendously strenuous campaign. So off we went. I 
always remember it because I busted my monkey muscle in my leg playing tennis down there, 
overexerting myself and trying too hard. So I came back fairly restricted in my movements for a day 
or two but we soon got over that. 

However, in the meantime, I always remember that period of caretakership by Hawke because he did 
what he was instructed by the Governor not to do. That was [not] to try and pass any regulations or 
take any decisions that were of a serious nature. In other words, just to keep the pot boiling, 
something that was well-established over generations. Not unusual to have a caretaker government 
whilst certain things are being sorted out. It might have been an election that was disputed or so tight 
that you couldn't tell who was going to be the government, like you've had in New South Wales in 
the last few weeks. But he brought down a proclamation concerning the electoral laws. It was a very 
naughty thing to do because it virtually committed the government to a redistribution. If I remember 
it correctly (I wouldn't like to be held to this completely but I think I'm right) it took us two years in 
government to get that altered because it wasn't just something whereby we could issue a 
proclamation revoking a proclamation.' We found ourselves confronted with a situation where 
nothing but the Parliament could sort this out. When you're dealing with these matters, of course, 
you run into various types of majorities you've got to get rather than a simple majority. So we were 

According to Black, 'The outgoing government had set in motion the machinery for a redistribution in the 
hope of forestalling any change designed to benefit its opponents and after a two-year legal battle the 
government was obliged to allow a redistribution to proceed under the terms of the existing legislation," Black 
in Stannage, op. cit., p. 454 (RJ). 
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messing around with this, you'll find, for a long, long time and it nearly drove us all mad trying to get 
this thing put right so that we didn't have to abide by this proclamation. 

The Labor Party took legal action against us but eventually, of course, we were able to solve it 
within the Parliament itself which is the right and proper way to do these things. But it was a very 
naughty thing on the part of Hawke to do this. I'm surprised that he did it because I thought he had 
more respect for the system than this. He must have been under a lot of pressure from Trades Hall 
and the Labor Party generally and some of his own members. They must have judged (rightly too) 
that if he issued the proclamation, the new government could say, "Naughty, naughty. You shouldn't 
have done that," and couldn't do much about it. But that didn't excuse what he did. 

It was a classic example of what happens when you have a coalition and you had a leader like A F 
Watts who was demanding more than we were prepared to give. It was the time at which David 
Brand really demonstrated to Watts and his party that we weren't going to be the same as McLarty 
had been, who used to go to extreme limits to try and accommodate them. We were going to go to 
reasonable limits to accommodate them but not to a point when it meant that the tail wagged the dog. 
It was my first taste of David Brand as a real leader, elected as a leader. I realised, being the one, of 
course, who was in all of the discussions because Dave wouldn't go to any discussions with A F 
Watts unless he took me with him (we expected Watts to take his deputy too and there was good 
reason for that) I admired the way David Brand handled the situation in a very tense time and 
showed a degree of toughness that wasn't apparent on the surface. I don't think many people got to 
see this other side of him when he wanted to be really tough on an issue and was going to be quite 
adamant that he'd gone so far and he was going to go no further. He came out of that with exactly 
what he offered at the start and that was that. It was fair, it was sensible, and acknowledged by most 
of the Country Party that it was a fair thing. 

So Hawke, being the old politician he was, he would have known what was going on within the 
Liberal Party. I often wonder what would have happened if he'd said, "Oh, I'm not going to be made 
a convenience. I'm not going to be a caretaker Premier." I often wonder what we'd have done. The 
Governor would have had to say to David Brand, "Well you form a government or else," especially 
as we were so tight. 

I always remember the day we were sworn in as a government. I felt pretty good about that; so did 
everybody else. You feel as though you're riding on air. I had dreams of great policies that we'd 
enunciated and the great things we were going to do and we'd be having Cabinet meetings that 
would be deciding about great projects. I really conjured up dreams in my mind about what was 
going to happen, especially as the Cabinet used to meet in John Forrest's old office. Well we were in 
for a rude shock because when we assembled this afternoon, Ralph Doig, the Under Secretary, came 
in; the old campaigner, experienced old war horse that he was. 
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We thought he was going to tell us some momentous things. He just said, "I have a few things that 
I've got to get rulings on, Mr Premier." The Premier, of course, having been in government before, 
he said, "Well I suggest you pay great attention to what Ralph has to say." His first momentous 
request from us was, "Do you want to have morning and afternoon tea?" 

END OF TAPE 62 SIDE B 
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COURT "Do you want to have morning and afternoon tea when Cabinet is sitting? Do you 
want to send wreaths to people on behalf of the Government?" and, "Do you want to do this and 
that?" It really was like pricking a balloon, you see, with these fellows sitting around there, most of 
us new to the job anyhow, all expecting big big time, you see. Here's Ralph talking about whether 
we're going to have morning tea and afternoon tea, whether we're going to send wreaths to people 
and all this sort of stuff. Somebody then had the temerity to ask, "What's this all about?" He said, 
"Well I've got to tell you that you have to pay for it and if you want to do all these things and you 
want to do...," a whole list of things that he mentioned, "you'll have to have a Cabinet fund." Then 
somebody said, "Well, what's that mean?" He said, "That means that you'll have to sign a warrant 
that so much of your salary will be taken to put into this Cabinet fund. All of these expenses will be 
debited against it. If you leave the government or if the government is defeated, your share of what's 
left will be paid back to you." 

I can tell you, many years later [laughs] I eventually got a little pittance because they'd faithfully kept 
all these records during our day. They wound it up and there was a little bit left which was 
distributed pro rata. But it really took the wind out of our sails and probably did us a lot of good 
because it brought us back to earth. He listed the problems about cars, in those days, how they had to 
be used for official business only and all this type of thing, went through the whole lot and made it 
clear you might think you're important, the Honourable the Minister, but there are certain rules that 
we observe in the Premier's Department. 

I thought Dave was very smart, the way he got Doig to tell us and not tell us himself because if he'd 
have told us we'd have started to argue about them and say, "Well, that's a bit stupid. Why can't we 
have all of these things? It's part of the government expenditure." But they were very, very strict 
about it and that carried right on in my day. I don't know whether it applies today. I can hardly 
imagine it applies in the same way today, nor has it applied over the last eight years, but still in our 
day, right up until the time I left in '82, they were the rules. But you could just imagine us all being 
deflated with this. 

I also remember then the next thing that happened was a lady came in with a list and said, "Now, 
what do you take with your tea?" She had to be assured we were all going to sit in the same seats all 
the time around the table, so that when they brought in the tea while Cabinet was sitting, they didn't 
have to keep asking. So the tea would come in and what you ordered then, with milk and sugar, or 
without sugar, or without milk, remained for the rest of time. It used to turn up faithfully in this 
order. 

Out of that I also remember when she got to Crawford Nalder, he said, "No milk, no tea, no sugar," 
and this poor girl was bewildered. She said, "Well that would be water?" He said, "That's right." So 
he always had water. From then onward he never had tea like the rest of us. 

However these little incidents along the road, they really bring you back to earth. I went home that 
night sort of feeling, well, maybe we're not going to discuss the big projects immediately. [laughs] 
We've got to go out and earn them. 

Ri Well now, tell me about the process of deciding on Cabinet and who had which 
portfolio. 
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COURT Well David Brand, of course, under our system, the Liberal Party, had absolute 
discretion, and that's a good system. The Labor Party elect their ministers and that brings certain 
anomalies. The National Party elect their ministers and that brings some anomalies. I don't know if 
you've ever studied the anatomy of a Labor Cabinet. I don't know about today so much, they might 
have a different system, but in those days they had an extraordinary system of voting and you'll find 
that the top of their Cabinet is usually pretty good, having regard for the material they've got. The 
bottom half is pathetic. One of their members explained to me once that under the system they used, 
everybody is a candidate, or can be a candidate, and they have great hopes of being ministers. They 
naturally vote for themselves and their mates vote for them and so on. Then the Cabinet starts to 
emerge. The first one's elected. Then you start again. The second one and the third one. By the time 
they get down to about five, the people who start to realise that they've got no chance in hell of ever 
being elected, they start to vote to keep people out instead of people in. I can understand it too when 
you see the mentality of some of the people. So you'll often find that they finish up with some 
extraordinary people in the tail of their Cabinet, that you shake your head and you say, "Now with 
other people, better people available, how did they get there?" It's all because people were voting 
people out rather than people in. 

Now our system's different and I hope they keep it. It's a strain on the leader. He has to be counted 
amongst his colleagues. There's no-one else to blame but him if you're not in the Cabinet and no-one 
to get the credit other than him if you are in the Cabinet. So Dave used to do most of these things 
very closely with me. It was part of my learning curve too, plus the fact that he, presumably, thought 
there was some degree of security for him in that if he had discussed the matter before the 
announcement was made, that there was at least another voice, the deputy's voice (who would take 
over from him if he was sick or anything like that) had been heard. You could talk with Dave with 
these things when he'd say, "Look, this is what I think we should do," first of all to get the Cabinet 
and then the allocation of portfolios. It always went very smoothly. There was no great wrangle 
about it. He used to put forward his ideas and then we'd discuss it, maybe putting somebody into this 
portfolio and somebody in that. 

Now one of the things that we had to get first was the names from the Country Party because we had 
to fit them in. It was the old thing of trying to put the quart into the pint pot, when you took into 
account all of the people who thought they should be in Cabinet. But eventually you got down [to 
final Liberal and CP numbers] and there was the pint pot and that's all you're going to have. So if 
they sent three, they sent five, they sent more as the case may be, you then had to do the allocations. 
You've got a Speaker, you've got a chairman of committees, you've got whips and you've got your 
ministers. There's so many of them and there's no more. There's no elastic with it at all. It was my 
first experience in going through that. Dave had been through it, not as a leader but he'd been in a 
Cabinet when this procedure had taken place and he would have been one of the end products of it, 
not one of the makers of it. 

So we eventually got down to the names of the people to be included. Then you had to divide 
between Upper House and Lower House. Then you had to start to put [people in] niches. Now the 
first one, bearing in mind I was Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party but not Deputy Premier, which 
people couldn't understand. While we were in opposition and not being in coalition, it was always 
David Brand, Leader, Charles Court, Deputy Leader of the Opposition. When we went to functions, 
that's how we were introduced. Anyone else would be "leader of' or "member of' the 
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Country Party. They weren't there as part of the opposition at all. They wanted to be seen as 
something separate. Then people had to get used to the fact that I wasn't going to be Deputy Premier. 
So that was no problem. 

Then we started to allocate the portfolios. The first one allocated was mine, which was Minister for 
Industrial Development and the North West. We agreed that that was the best way to do it, treat that 
as one portfolio. It's a bit of an odd portfolio but we wanted to cover industrial development and the 
North West, which included Kimberley, of course. So that was the first one allocated. 

RJ You were also Minister for Railways. 

COURT That's another issue. 

RJ Right. 

COURT The first one allocated, Minister for Industrial Development and North West. It was 
thought that was going to be a handful to implement our policy. Then, of course, Watts had to come 
first - he was the Deputy Premier - the first of their lot. Part of the deal was they had to have certain 
portfolios: Minister for Agriculture and so on, but he had opted, I think, at that time for Education. 
He was very interested in education. 

RJ Yes. You're right about Education. He was also Electricity and Attorney General. 

COURT Yes. Well he wanted Education, partly because he was interested in the subject and 
partly because they felt that that was an area where the country didn't necessarily get a fair go. That 
didn't only apply to the number of schools and that sort of thing, it also impinged on to things like 
hostels. It impinged on to things like transport; country schoolchildren and transport. So there were a 
lot of things that were very, very parochial involved in that. Electricity, the same because he was 
very anxious to get the grid system or some form of SEC extended out into more and more rural 
areas. They also felt that they could have a greater control over their tariff rates if they had the 
portfolio. 

The Attorney General was interesting because he wasn't very keen on it, being Attorney General. He 
had other ideas and he felt that it would take up too much of his time. He had a strange complex. 
Because he was a country lawyer for most of his time before he went into Parliament, he had a 
strange inferiority complex which he should never have had because he had a good brain and he had 
a good legal brain too. But we felt that it was very desirable that he have that portfolio because he 
was getting on in his political career and it would have been a pity if he hadn't had a turn as Attorney 
General. He was very good in watching legislation too. Here again, he [Brand] had an ulterior 
motive. When legislation is drafted by the Crown Law people on behalf of a minister, it's possible 
for that Bill to come straight to the Cabinet and maybe the first other ministers see of it, if they ever 
see the detail at all, is at that point. Now if you've got a good Attorney General, he has his own ideas 
about the drafting and about what Bills will contain and so on. So it was another means whereby 
A F W could police the legislation coming forward. He was a hard worker, mind. Don't get me 
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wrong. I might give the impression that he always seemed to be astride our path [laughs] but you had 
to admit he was a very hard worker and a very intelligent man and could produce very high results. 

So my portfolio was fixed. His [Watts] was fixed and then we got down to the others. Crawford 
Nalder was to be the Minister for Agriculture because that was a Country Party nomination. The 
other ministry, as it fell out, it was not very difficult to allocate. 

But there was one portfolio that bogged down and that was Railways. Now you have to realise that 
when we went into office, the railways were in an awful mess. They were run down. They were very 
inefficient. There'd been a running Royal Commission for a long time under Alan Smith. The 
railways were in turmoil because this Royal Commission had set friend against friend in many cases. 
You didn't know who was friend and who was foe. One of our undertakings was we were going to 
get rid of this Royal Commission as soon as we got in, which we did. Somebody had to get in there 
and take over the whole thing and if there were any problems of the past, to deal with them and get 
on with the job; plus the fact that I could see that down the road we were going to have to move 
quicker into dieselisation. The efficiency of diesels against steam was unbelievable. I could see that 
this would have to be attacked pretty quickly and with much more vigour than it was being. I won't 
go into the details of that but it was quite dramatic, the change, the saving you could effect if you had 
diesel instead of steam. 

Well the Country Party had made it one of the conditions of the government that they had to have 
Railways. They wanted Railways because they felt they could control the railway freights on wheat 
and superphosphate and country fuel supplies, all that sort of thing, better if they had the portfolio of 
Railways. No-one was going to begrudge them that because it would be the most unpopular portfolio 
of all. You knew you were inheriting a bag of trouble, but they insisted that they wanted it. Dave had 
agreed to that as part of the run-up to the allocation of portfolios. 

Well, when it got to the crunch, A F W, being the smart fellow that he was, realised that they were 
going to inherit a tin of worms; it was going to be real trouble and that it was going to be a long 
painful process to sort it out and that they'd be on the receiving end. There had been a lot of 
controversy while we were in opposition about the closure of certain railways. Some of us believed 
strongly that the Labor Party were doing the right thing in shutting down some railways which were 
all right when they were created and costs were different, attitudes were different, but as you 
developed a new approach to agriculture, transport costs and all that sort of thing, and as roads got 
better and as road transport got more efficient, these railways were really a burden on the farmers 
rather than an asset. But farmers had an obsession about railways and even if they were having to 
pay more, they'd still love to keep that railway, even though in some of those areas the railways with 
the steam engines were an absolute menace in the summertime. 

I don't know if you recall, but we used to have to import Newcastle coal because the Collie coal was 
so dangerous when you're running through wheatbelt areas where you had the crops getting to a 
stage when just a match would have triggered off the whole crop and the whole district, probably. 
Even if you put spark arresters on these engines, it was still only partially effective. 
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Newcastle coal wasn't too bad, so we had to use Newcastle coal in the worst of the dry summer 
season and the Collie coal had to be stored under water at Midland and other places all of the time. 

So they quickly decided [laughs] that they hadn't got a minister available to take this portfolio so 
Dave Brand said, "Well, you're the 21C. You've got to take up all the things that no-one else can do, 
so you mightn't know it but you're going to be the Minister for Railways." There was a classic 
cartoon produced by Rigby which summed it all up. [It featured Charles Court and Charles Perkins.] 
Charlie Perkins, who was not A F W's friend by any means.... Charlie Perkins was, I think, the best 
minister the Country Party ever produced. He was a great minister; showed how you could take 
unpopular portfolios and build a great personal profile around them. Police and Native Welfare, as it 
was called then, were the worst portfolios you could have at the time. He was given those, mainly at 
the behest of A F W, and he said, "Well if that's what you want me to do I'm going to do it and I'm 
going to do it well," and he did. He turned those into high profile portfolios, which was to his great 
credit. 

I'd like to be able to just check on that. He was Minister for Transport, Minister for Labour, Minister 
for Police and Native Welfare. None of those were very popular portfolios at the time. 

So we went into battle this way and Dave literally said to me, "Well, look within a few weeks I'll get 
the Country Party to take Railways over, because they made it a condition they wanted Railways and 
we understood why. Now they're not prepared to nominate a minister to fill that portfolio or to allow 
one of the other ministers to be allocated to it, so you've got to be it." That was on the understanding 
that within a few weeks, certainly a few months, I'd be out because my other portfolios, to do what 
we'd promised to do, were going to be pretty heavy. So Rigby, who was then the great cartoonist of 
WA, published a cartoon which (I've got a copy of it) was a classic. It shows Charlie Perkins and I 
with our bundle of portfolios, you see, struggling out the door with Dave Brand calling me back and 
giving me a toy train, you see. He got it right. It was an afterthought and I got saddled with that. 

Well I had that for over seven years, six to seven years and once you got it, you've got to get in and 
do it up to your maximum capacity. We turned the railways around in that time. I found it quite an 
exciting experience, but that's another story. 

RJ So in all that process that you're describing, that was merely Brand and you getting 
together. Watts was not in on those discussions, other than to say what portfolios they wanted and 
who they wanted? 

COURT No. I've told it wrong if I've given you that impression. Initially it was David Brand 
and myself. That was working out the total pattern. We knew how many portfolios they wanted. We 
knew the conditions of those portfolios. We knew what A F W wanted for himself. We knew that 
Agriculture had to be one and we thought one had to be Railways. Now then it was Dave Brand's job 
to get down and we worked out together the allocation of these. Several lists were prepared, trying to 
put them together like a jigsaw puzzle. You usually finished up with one too many or one too little. 

Then, after David and I had broken the back of that sort of thing, then A F Watts came in and he was 
very much privy to - don't forget, he was going to be Deputy Premier - so he was very much privy 
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to the final juggling that went on to put somebody into Local Government and somebody into Health 
and all of this sort of thing, the cornerstones having been established, of course, while we were 
negotiating the coalition. They didn't specify that they had to do this or they had to do that except 
that Watts had his own idea about what he wanted to do, which was quite acceptable, and also that 
they had to have Agriculture. Initially they wanted Railways but I've given you the story on that. 

So after we got over the initial coalition negotiations and then we got down to portfolios, there was 
David Brand and myself and then in came A F W and he stayed with it and we wound the thing up 
with the one exception that we couldn't get anywhere on this Railways thing. So eventually Dave, 
without consulting me at all, he said, "Look, I think you'll just have to take this on. You're the 21C 
and you're the one who's got to clean up all of these things." I took that on and it was a period that I 
thoroughly enjoyed. It was a highly successful period, both politically as well as in the restoration of 
the railways and the requipping of the railways and the standard gauge and the like. 

RJ In all of this process, was there ever a time when you called in one of your potential 
ministers and talked about portfolios or were these purely made, these decisions, between the three 
of you? 

COURT There would have been times when David Brand would have talked to these.... not 
together because that would have been very embarrassing, but he would have talked privately to 
them by telephone or something. Don't forget, they were all so relieved to get a portfolio that they 
didn't argue very much. Somebody might have said, "Well for these reasons I could do that better," 
or something of that kind. So there was always a little bit of movement around the place until you 
eventually finished up with a pattern that you see in the Handbook and it worked very well. it settled 
down very quickly as a team. The fact that we had our problems within the Parliament meant that 
that made us sharper and better. 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library Building on 
25th of June 1991. 

Sir Charles with the Brand Government you became the Minister for Industrial Development and the 
North West and Minister for the Railways as we discussed last time. The actual practicalities of 
getting to know your department and how you operated, where you operated from; what were the 
first steps you took in that regard? 

COURT You have to realise that when I first became a minister I had to get acclimatised to 
working in a government atmosphere. I had some reservations about the public service. I remember 
Ralph Doig having a talk to me and giving me some very good advice. Doig was a very experienced 
man; he'd worked under many Premiers. He was a man of great integrity; very, very jealous of the 
reputation of the public service. We had quite a few of those people around and they gave stability to 
the public service. They would have no compunction at all about dealing in their own way with 
somebody who was letting the side down. I had a case later on when I found people like Ken 
Townsing and Les McCarrey dealt with an offending officer in their own particular way, quite fairly, 
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quite properly, but very severely because he was letting the side down. It wasn't only because he was 
letting me, when I was Premier at the time, down, but he was letting the side down as far as the 
public service were concerned. Ralph gave me some very valuable information as well as advice on 
how the public service worked and how you could make it work for your benefit. I don't mean to do 
your bidding full stop, regardless of whether you're right or wrong, but to help it to work to your 
benefit. As a result of that I had to change my attitude quite considerably. 

Here again I've got to mention there were two sides to this. When you're dealing with the railways 
you're dealing with a completely different animal. The anatomy of the railways is so different to the 
ordinary government department. It was a government-owned concern, but it was in practical effect 
an operating business and a big, big business that had many, many facets within it. So you had to 
have a different mentality when you were dealing with that part of your portfolios as compared with 
say dealing with Industrial Development and the North West. 

Thanks to Ralph Doig and the discussions I had with him, it did help me greatly in handling my own 
particular department, but I have to tell you that the Department of Industrial Development was not 
non-existent, but it was barely existent, if you can understand what I mean. I don't know if I've told 
you but the late Frank Wise was the Minister for Industrial Development, or the equivalent thereof, 
in the Hawke Government. In those days the courtesies were observed when you changed 
governments and changed portfolios from one minister in one government to a minister in another 
government. He waited in his office to hand over to me the portfolio of Industrial Development. At 
that stage, of course, North West was something additional and I'll give you the reasons why it was 
always interpreted as part of the Industrial Development portfolio. Hence the combined name 
Industrial Development and North West. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 63 
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COURT To my great shock - I wouldn't say horror, but my great shock, Frank Wise in a very 
gentlemanly way handed over an attaché case, not a very big attaché case. He said, "Charles, there 
are the active files of the Department of Industrial Development." Well I just couldn't believe it. I 
opened the case as a matter of courtesy and there were eight files there. Most of them referred to the 
report by John Tonkin about the team comprising himself, R Goyne Miller and Frank Ledger (later 
Sir Frank Ledger). It was a mission that went overseas when the Hawke Government was desperate 
to try and attract investment because they weren't getting any. They sent this group headed by John 
Tonkin, with these other two people from industry and commerce. Ledger was from Chamber of 
Manufactures and Employers' Federation (as it was known in those days). R Goyne Miller was from 
the Perth Chamber of Commerce. So you had commerce and you had industry. 

I got over the shock pretty quickly. Then I realised there couldn't be much of a department. That 
proved to be true. It was hardly a department. It was hardly worthy of the name of a department as I 
envisaged industrial development should be in a State like ours that we had to get on the move. We 
had to turn this potential into reality and you had to have some pretty virile people around you, pretty 
imaginative people. So that was my first shock. 

I then realised that I'd have to sit down pretty quickly and find out exactly who were in the 
department, what capacity it had, what initiatives it could take or whether it just had people who 
would do departmental type of work and not promotional type of work. So that was phase one. 

Then I was introduced to my personal staff. That's when I found that we weren't going to have 
secretaries like Eileen Hall' had been with Bill Hegney. I didn't know her at the time except that I 
knew that she had always been very efficient and very courteous in handling the affairs of Bill 
Hegney's department. I was told then that she would not be the secretary, although she would be 
virtually in charge of the administrative side of my personal office. I didn't know much about the 
background of it, but I was also told at the time that there would be all male secretaries; private 
secretaries to ministers. I didn't enquire too much, but the understanding I had was that there was so 
much travel to be done by all ministers, if they were doing their job, that it wasn't considered right 
that a female secretary would have to travel into the country areas, into the North and all that sort of 
thing. 

It wasn't as prudish as you might think. The program that David Brand had set out - and no doubt 
this was all worked out with Ralph Doig, who was very close to David Brand - was going to be a 
very vigorous one. You also have to realise that both Watts and David Brand had been in the 
ministry before. A couple of others had too, but those two in particular, the two leaders, had been in 
the McLarty Government, so they were very knowledgeable people when it came to the operations 
of a government. Therefore they must have decided with the Public Service Commissioner and with 
Ralph Doig that for various reasons there would be male secretaries. 

1 Eileen Hall was interviewed for the Battye Library by Jan Gothard in 1989, 0H2313 (RJ). 
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In point of fact during the whole of the time I was Minister for Industrial Development, which was 
twelve years, I only had the one secretary - and I always referred to Eileen Hall as my secretary. My 
wife always referred to "Charlie's secretary" as "Eileen", and the men were there and very active. The 
first one was also my secretary in connection with railway matters, Doug Rowland, a very loyal 
person, nobody's fool, who had a very deep knowledge of railway politics as distinct from party 
politics. A very useful, helpful chap. But Eileen was always to the fore. She knew everything that 
was going on and it made good sense to me. [She also serviced all my portfolios for me.] 

Also that, of course, explains another part of my character and my experience. I couldn't get used to 
the fact that you used public servants according to their grading. I never knew what grade my people 
were. One time I got a tap on the shoulder from the public service saying that I was using a fellow 
who was about four grades down when I had a fellow being paid four grades up who should be 
doing the job. I said, "Well surely I can use them the best way I can?" In my own practice and in the 
business interests I had, I never bothered to question how old they were, how much experience they 
had. They were either able to do the job or they weren't. I couldn't care whether they were eighteen or 
80, as long as they were capable of doing that job better than somebody else. So I literally did finish 
up at one stage with one officer who was particularly bright who was down - he must have been 
down four grades because it was sufficiently serious for the Public Service Commissioner to have a 
private word with me about it. 

They never changed the positions. I still carried on as I wanted to because this fellow could to it 
better. He could interview people better. You could send him on an errand to go and convey a 
message and do a minor type of negotiation and he'd come back with an intelligent answer. The 
people that received him thought he was pretty good. So I really never got used to the system. 

The top man, of course, he was engaged as such, fellows like George Cooper and people like that: 
Cyril Gibson. They, of course, were obviously top men and had the top grading and you dealt with 
them as such. They usually worked out of their own department anyhow. They would have been 
traditionalists and would have observed all the gradings, but there were some times when I had to 
grab somebody to do a job I used to take the one that I thought was best. That made sense to me. So 
you realise that I was never completely immersed in the system. 

Now the department was so sparse and it didn't seem to have the type of people you needed there to 
get promotion going. So we set about building up a department and I went to the Commonwealth 
Government at the time, bearing in mind I had an advisory committee of Lance Brisbane (then Mr 
Brisbane, later Sir Lance) and Sir Russell Dumas, both retired, both offering their services at no cost 
to the government. We decided on Dumas' advice (and he used to be able to go and talk to the public 
service because he talked their language and I didn't) that we would go to the Commonwealth and 
see if they would give us some bright people to put the department together, so that we'd start off on 
a proper basis and rebuild. McEwen was the federal Minister for Trade, might have had some other 
title, but he was Deputy Prime Minister and also ran a very good Department of Trade in those days, 
the head of which was Sir John Crawford, quite a brilliant man in many ways. I got very close to 
him. 
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I was very smart inasmuch as I did a deal with McEwen; the only time he ever fell for anything that I 
can recall. I said, "John you don't want me rushing to you all the time. Can I work out a deal with 
Crawford that we'll build this cooperation between my Department of Industrial Development, 
which is also a trade department, and with your Department of Trade and you'll leave it to Crawford 
or me to make a judgment when you've got to be informed." So he said, "That's fair enough," and 
that saved him a problem. So I dealt with Crawford almost as though he was the minister. 

He had some pretty bright boys on his staff who were trade people because I was only interested at 
that stage in the trade people. They were very helpful. When I made my first trip abroad in 1960 they 
laid out the carpet in many places, wherever I went, both in Europe and in America. This 
arrangement continued very much over the years during the whole of the time that I was Minister for 
Industrial Development: '59 to '71. 

But Crawford made available two men. One was an oldish man, not far from retirement. The other 
one was a brash highly qualified academic economist who was much younger. It was a very wise 
selection. The two were incompatible, I might add, but that didn't matter because they both had a 
different role to play and I had the benefit of an old-timer, a real old-timer in the public service like 
Dumas to help me get the best value out of these two people. The one, the older man, was an ideal 
man to formulate an organisation and he stayed with us for an extension of the period because it was 
working so well and things were being nicely developed. He got quite excited about everything that 
was going on. I don't think he wanted to go back to the Commonwealth. But that was a wise thing on 
Crawford's part because he was getting near retirement and it wasn't going to be an albatross around 
our neck if it didn't work out. 

The other man was quite bright, quite brilliant in fact and he had a brilliant career subsequently. But 
he was the academic and highly qualified and he got quite excited about the programs that we had 
and wanted to get involved. It was a pleasure having him around because you were having to hold 
him back rather than put a needle in his backside every couple of days to keep him moving. I always 
found it was wonderful if you had somebody you had to put the reins on a little bit rather than have 
to kick them in the shins and say, "Get on with the job." 

So we built this department up slowly but surely. Over the years we brought in quite a collection of 
people, some of them from private enterprise on contract and then some of them merged into the 
public service. But we always respected the role of the public servant. We never sought to intrude 
political appointments there. 

For instance one man I brought in was Les Slade. Now Slade was a man that had spent his life in 
selling things, in merchandising, manufacturers' agent and all that sort of stuff, where you really had 
to get out and work to earn a living. He had a personality. I brought him in for no other reason than 
trade, something that at that stage was quite foreign to people in the public service. For instance if I 
wanted to go up to Singapore or Malaysia or any of these places, Slade was a blessing because he 
was used to getting into the market place. You've no idea some of the strange places he took me to to 
get down some of the dark alleys to find out how they sold fruit and vegetables, for instance, in 
Singapore, long before they got as sophisticated as they are now, but back in the old times when they 
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were selling apples cut into quarters on little stalls down lanes in Singapore, when it was a dirty 
smelly place long before it got remodelled in the Lee principle. 

So we brought in people like that. He eventually was appointed by us into Japan where he spent ten 
years there doing some wonderful work as our official representative, but that was some years down 
the track, but again it was purely a commercial type of thing: promoting goodwill, promoting trade, 
getting a smell of some discontent or something like that. It was a really commercial type of 
exercise. He was ideal for it; it was horses for courses. We had a couple of these people around, not 
all successful I might add, but he was a case that was very successful. He loved it. Selling and 
getting to know people and assessing markets and so on was his life. He eventually, of course, 
became Agent-General in London with a different brief altogether. But that's the background of how 
we built up. 

All through this, of course, I was very heavily involved in negotiations, whether it was Laporte, 
whether it was BHP, whether it was the start of the iron ore negotiations, or any of these things at all. 
I started to intrude then on the mines section because if we were going to develop the State 
industrially, there was one thing was going to be the key and that was going to be minerals. So with 
the consent of Dave Brand and his full cooperation and not quite so much cooperation from the 
Minister for Mines, but he got the message from the Premier not from me, that we were going to 
develop this as a trade thing. The administration of mines, the form of permits and royalties and all 
that sort of thing, well that was Mines. But the trade aspects of it, the investment aspects of it were 
essentially mine. 

That's how we slowly but surely built up the "one stop shop". That's the principle on which we did 
our industrial development and the North West because they were linked together for the whole of 
that twelve years, during which, of course, the faithful Eileen [Hall] was paramount. She ruled that 
part of the office, the administration, with a great firmness and a great efficiency, even looked after 
the journalists when they came and they loved her because she'd give them a cup of tea. But she was 
a no-nonsense girl, Eileen, and I learned to listen to her very much. Later on as the department 
developed and I travelled a lot, I had no qualms, I'm ashamed to say, of ringing her up, say it was in 
New York or London, ring her up at home or at the office, but usually at home, could be three and 
four in the morning at her time, and she'd be ready with her pencil. I've never known her to get a 
message to deliver to one of the senior ministers or senior people that didn't come back right. She 
was very good on shorthand. 

That's the way it developed. It was hardly orthodox. Now if you want me to switch over and talk 
about the railways that's another thing, how we got in touch with them, because that was another 
animal altogether. It was a major, major commitment. I've told you I think, how I got the portfolio. 

U Yes, you have. 

COURT And therefore I thought I'd have it for a few weeks. Even then I was determined to 
get to know something about it. As it happens, of course, I had it for several years. It was very run 
down and I'd been watching it very closely while we were in opposition. This Royal Commission 
that existed worried me because when you get a Royal Commission like that within an organisation— 
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not a department, in an organisation like Railways, you're going to have trouble. You're going to 
have friend against friend, and you won't know who's foe and who's friend, and that's exactly what 
happened with that Royal Commission under Alan Smith. I'm not blaming Alan Smith but the very 
nature of an organisation like the Railways, specially with that experience they had with the three 
commissioners. So the first thing to do was to get to know that department. I think I've told you 
about the day I went down, thought I'd go down and meet my new command. 

RJ No. 

COURT Well, when I went down there I was still driving my own car. We hadn't got around 
to getting ministerial cars. This, bear in mind, was the first day. The Commissioner knew I was 
coming down. He had all his heads of branches, as they used to call them, like Chief Mechanical 
Engineer, Chief Civil Engineer and Chief Secretary, all these people that they had, the different titles 
that are quite traditional in railways, they had them all lined up under the old clock. Do you 
remember the old clock they used to have outside Perth Railway Station? 

RJ Yes. 

COURT The four-sided clock, or three-sided clock whatever it was. People would say, "I'll 
meet you under the railway clock." Well I don't know if it's still there, but it was very much a 
meeting place in Perth. Well when I went down there I saw a parking place for cars. This one had 
"official railway business". There were other places, limited places, for the public. So I drove straight 
into this. I thought, you know, the new minister, I drove straight into this and an oldish chap in 
uniform came up to me and he said, "Who do you think you are?" I said, "Well I happen to be the 
new Minister for Railways." He said, "And I'm Father Christmas!" [laughs] This fellow had heard 
everything from people as to why they could park there, you see, and it was just too much for 
somebody to tell him he was the Minister for Railways. 

By this time the Commissioner had rushed over and saved me. I should have pulled up in front of 
them and let somebody park my car, but I didn't have a ministerial car in those days. For the first few 
weeks Charlie Perkins and I actually used our own cars. Whether they hadn't got around to [laughs] 
all these things, and we hadn't got used to what we were entitled to, I cannot recall. 

Then I met the heads of branches and the Commissioner and we had a talk about my policies. I said 
the fact that number one was to get rid of the Commission. I made it clear that it was our pronounced 
policy for the election to get rid of that Commission. We were going to get back to where the 
Commissioner and his staff were going to be running it under the minister. So I wanted them to get 
used to that. "We've got to wipe out the past with all the acrimony of it and get back to rehabilitating 
the railways." 

I also told them about our program of converting this clapped-out old system with all the problems 
within it into a modem system and that we were going to accelerate the provision of diesels, to get 
rid of antiquated steam trains and the like. At the same time I outlined a program to the 
Commissioner for an inspection of all of the branches. That's initially their offices in Perth and then 
an inspection of the Midland Railway Workshops. By that I meant just not going and seeing the 
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manager up there and having a cup of tea, it was going to inspect the Works, full stop. Then 
systematically to go out and inspect all of the running sheds at the different country places like 
Merredin, and you name it. They're all over the place. These are a tremendously important part. Even 
more so in those days when you had steam. 

It will keep to tell you what we found there because that was no credit to the Railways and it was no 
credit to the trade unions that they'd allowed these places to get into such bad order. It was a run 
down, clapped-out system without doubt. The morale in the Midland Workshops, which was grossly 
overstaffed, was pathetic. I could understand the men. 

This is where some of your wartime experience comes to your aid. It's amazing how, with all the 
horrors of war, it's amazing how much you learn in such a short time about people, real people, and 
how the personality of people can be warped by unfair conditions, and unfair command systems and 
all that sort of thing. You become rather sensitive to it. You learn it in a practical way. I found that 
usually when there was a bit of a gripe amongst some the soldiers there was a good reason for it. If 
you looked close enough the real troublemakers were very few and you could get rid of them 
anyhow. But the rest of them were mainly just decent people - bearing in mind they were all 
volunteers, or mainly all volunteers. It was not as though they had been shanghaied into the Army. 
So you listened, you learned to listen, and I found that going around these establishments it took days 
and days to do it, but if you listened and talked to some of these people.... I think I've told you, 
haven't I, about the "intelligence system" I had in the Midland workshops, Railway workshops? 

Ri No. 

COURT You learned to listen to these people and talk to them and you made opportunities to 
talk to them, and eventually you get on top. I would have been the first non-Labor Minister for 
Railways to be invited to attend the WASRE annual conference. 

RJ What does WASRE stand for? 

COURT WA Society of Railway Employees.' I hope that's right, but we always knew it as 
WASRE. It was the biggest SINGLE union within the railways. These were all the people who were 
guards and shunters and porters. People like that who didn't have ordinary trade skills, but they are a 
very important part of the total system. I used to keep closely in touch with them and I think for three 
consecutive years I took the Commissioner with me down to their meeting at the Trades Hall when 
all their delegates came in from the country. I remember running into Joe Chamberlain in the 
corridor one day and he said, "What are you doing down here?" and I said, "Oh I've come here to 
address the annual meeting of WASRE." Oh, poor old Joe, he couldn't believe it! It spoilt not his 
day, but his week, I think. But it was a very profitable exercise and I explained to them in all 
sincerity what we'd done, and more particularly we'd tell them what we were going to do. But that 
was the method of operating. 

1 WASRE was absorbed into the Australian Railways Union around 1973/1974. In my day WASRE was the  
biggest of the WAGR Unions (CC). 



TAPE 63 SIDE B COURT 812 

I used to put the ministerial coach on the back of the goods trains a lot. We used the ministerial 
coach a lot in those days doing country work and going into the wheatbelt because there were always 
wheat trains or some sort of a train going and you could put the coach on the back and then take it 
off. Say you wanted to be at Wagin or some other place, not so much at places where they had a lot 
of accommodation but some of the lesser places where they didn't have accommodation, and you 
were doing an inspection. Also it was a good place; you could invite the local authority to come 
down and have a meal with you on board and have a chat with them and get to grips with a lot of the 
problems, because most of them would be farmers. They would be able to tell you the problems they 
were having with superphosphate and demurrage. And it was TERRIBLE the system there. We got 
rid of the demurrage thing fairly quickly but you could only get rid of it if you went into the area 
with the Commissioner and his appropriate officers and you talked to these people who were farmers 
and you realised they were getting a raw, raw deal, and the Railways were doing themselves no 
good. 

So it was a hands-on type of thing, whether it was the workshops or whether it was the running 
sheds. I remember going into one lot of running sheds that were absolutely disgusting - you know 
just a hot bed of tinea and that sort of thing. No Army unit camped overnight would have put up with 
that. I managed to get a bit of money out of the budget to restore these places. There were quite a few 
of them because these were the main running sheds where the crews had to doss down overnight and 
then probably take the train back in the morning and all that sort of thing. You would not sleep there 
yourself. You wouldn't shower there; you wouldn't eat there yourself. So I got very involved in this 
thing. 

I remember one time we had a meeting with the union - I think it was at Merredin - and I just had to 
say to them, "Now look, just have a look at this!" This is unions in reverse, you see. "Just have a 
look at this. Would you shower there? Would you sleep there? No self respecting Army unit would 
put up with that for an overnight camp," because they were disgusting: unhygienic and goodness 
only knows what. So then I said, "Right! Well I've got a sum of money especially for these running 
sheds and you, the unions, who should know what it's all about, together with the Commissioner, 
have got to fix the priorities of how they are going to be restored. I'm not going to enter into an 
argument whether we do Mullewa or we do something else first." And so you can imagine this 
gradually wore it down. 

When I was travelling from place to place with the ministerial coach on the back I always used to 
ride up in the engine because there is always a certain amount of the boy in you, and you know you 
just love to be up there on the footplate and so on. So I got to know a lot of the drivers and their 
firemen, and slowly but surely the resentment broke down and they became more and more 
congenial. They realised that in spite of what they'd been told by the union, that you eat their children 
at birth and all that sort of stuff, they realised that you were just an ordinary person trying to do a 
good job. In talking to them you'd learn a lot. 

END OF TAPE 63 SIDE B 
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COURT When it came to the workshops it was a different thing altogether because you had a 
place that had been plagued with foreigners - that's "foreigners" in quotes. This came out in the 
Royal Commission. "Foreigners" were jobs being done by workers within the workshops for private 
purposes, either to sell or to do repairs on their own vehicles or their farm equipment or something 
of this nature. It became a very serious business. When you try to stop something like that, people 
almost feel as though they've had a privilege taken away from them that they were entitled to. You 
had to deal with this sensitively but firmly and get it right out; there couldn't be any exceptions. Why 
this went on for so long is beyond me, but we put an end to that. 

But you had to get to know the workshops and realise that within the workshop there were some 
very, very skilled tradesmen. Probably the most skilled - or expressed another way, the best trained 
tradesmen in the State came out of the Midland workshops. They had a Master of the Apprentices 
which was quite an important position, and these young boys going through there, when they 
finished their training they didn't automatically get ajob and so there were a lot of them released out 
into the community. None of them had any problems getting work in their particular trade if they had 
been trained at the Midland workshop because there was a diversity of work and there was the sort 
of work that was necessary, particularly in the metal field, to train metal tradesmen. And therefore it 
was a valuable asset to the State but you couldn't afford to carry the excess numbers that we had. So 
that was number one, to get those numbers down. I think there were 3000 when I first went there (I 
speak from memory) and we had to get that down to half of that. Then subsequently it went down 
even lower. 

RJ Sir Charles, just how do you go about getting something like the Midland workshop 
halved without it being a tremendous fuss? 

COURT Well, first of all you've got to have clear policies, and that's where so many people fail. 
They don't spell out what they want to do. My first talks with the Commissioner and the heads of 
branches were to spell out what we were going to do; in other words what was our policy. We were 
going to convert this very inefficient and unhappy system into a transport business. That's what it is: 
not a government department, transport business. You can do this if you spell out how you're going 
to do it: for instance if you are going to accelerate the introduction of diesels as against steam 
locomotives and all that sort of thing. I can tell you more detail later on how the arithmetic of that 
works out with the economics. 

But when you take the Midland workshops, you see immediately that there is a low morale, that 
there is union influence there that is out of all proportion to its real significant role and you've got to 
make it clear that you are going to get this down to a commercial basis. The threat of sending work 
out to be done outside in itself not only caused trouble with the unions but it also did cause the better 
people to think. The KA wagons were the first ones that made a crisis of this. 

But one thing that I was worried about down there was the amount of degrading type of work being 
done. It struck me when I went around, and I used to say to myself, "If I was working here I'd go 
mad." They'd take these cripples (that's wagons and other railway vehicles that have been smashed 
up in derailments and all that sort of thing) and they'd bring these into the workshops and they'd 
rebuild these things. You'd start off with a dirty, tangled mass of metal and you've got to turn that 
into a truck, into a proper railway wagon, because in the government accounting you can often get 
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away with murder if you are restoring something instead of wanting to buy something because if you 
are restoring it you [usually] do it out of revenue. If you are buying it you've got to do it out of 
capital. That means you've got to get a special vote either progressively or on a lump sum for the 
year from the Treasury. The Treasury at that stage hadn't got used to dealing with people on the 
merits of their particular cases. There was a peculiar system between Treasury and Railways in 
arriving at budgets. So you had to re-educate Treasury that you were genuine and that you were 
going to tell them the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth. That you weren't going to put 
in a budget 50 per cent higher than you really needed knowing they were going to take 50 per cent 
off it and then you'd be back and getting what you want, and all this sort of nonsense that went on. 

So you had to not only get the Commissioner and the branch head, but you also had to get the 
manager of the workshop to understand this. This was not easy. It was the hardest of all of them 
strangely enough, but slowly but surely it worked. We had industrial threats. The famous Jack Marks 
was in effect senior shop steward. I think they had sixteen shop stewards for the different unions 
there. Whenever we had one of these crisis meetings when the minister had to attend (not often I 
might add, but when he did have to attend and it got to a point when the manager of the workshop 
and the Commissioner said, "Well, it's got beyond us!") always sitting in the back of the room was 
the famous Jack Marks who was the 'king of the kids' up there and always making trouble. 

I have to say that he was very cunning at selecting issues. Some of them appeared to be quite petty. I 
tried to explain to them up there that they wanted to have a look at what he was griping about 
because most of the things he was griping about shouldn't have existed anyhow, such as doors 
hanging off their hinges on toilets and all that sort of thing. It was very easy for a man who was then 
a declared communist to go around and say, "They won't even let you go to the toilet in private. 
They've got spies to see how long you're there," all this sort of stuff. You laugh about it now but it 
was REAL then, and the door SHOULDN'T have been off its hinges. You've got tradesmen there to 
burn. 

Anyhow, just to let you into one of the secrets. You realise that the Commissioner I inherited wasn't 
there for long - a nice man but he wasn't the man that we wanted, that we'd declared we were going 
to get. The previous government, the Hawke Government, had called nominations for a 
Commissioner and it was very interesting that the applications had been studied by the then Premier, 
Mr Hawke, obviously on the recommendation of his minister. His selection, or rather the ones that 
he'd indicated his preference for, were ones that to my mind just wouldn't add up in running a 
business. So I had to tell David Brand this. The one that I wanted was Wayne, Cyril Wayne, who 
was then running the Railways in Tasmania; a comparatively small system but a very good system to 
try somebody out on and find out how good they were. He'd done a remarkable job and this was a lot 
of promotion for him. So one of the first things I did was to (with government approval) go down 
and see if he would come and find out what conditions he'd want. He was a very willing applicant 
and I got him to come over and see the Premier and see a number of people around including some 
of the heads of branches and so on. In those days you could do those things without the press 
catching up with you; today you wouldn't have a chance. 
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But I went over to Tasmania by appointment with his minister and with his Premier. They said to 
me, "Look we don't want to lose him but we can't stand in his way because [it is promotion but] he's 
the best we've had." So Mr Wayne was a very thorough, gentlemanly person and he was a man of 
great strength, although he might be a little deceptive. He was a very big man, a great churchman and 
great worker at St George's Cathedral; a nice wife and they had a flat in Lawson - a flat down in the 
Esplanade there. So that was very convenient to his work. You could never ring him up too early in 
the morning because by the time even I was about he'd be down at his office, so I rarely rang him at 
Lawson. I used to ring him on his direct line at the Railways. 

He was given our policy before we appointed him because it was a condition of his appointment that 
he accepted that it was his job to implement OUR policy, not to agree to HIS policy, because he was 
the Commissioner sorting out this system. So we spent a lot of time with him and getting him to 
understand what we wanted, and there was no disagreement. He was completely in accord of 
finishing up with a businesslike transport system that was run as a business with him as the 
managing director and myself, as you might say, the chairman of the Board. 

So that took place fairly quickly after I was minister. A lot happened at that time as you can imagine. 
I was still doing my inspections even while we were getting Wayne to come over because I wanted 
to know what I was talking about when I was talking to Wayne. From then onward we sat down with 
a very good relationship. 

You did ask at one stage how I administered these things. Well most of the business of the Railways 
was done at the Railway Commissioner's office down at Wellington Street, at the railway station 
where the big number of rabbit warrens used to be the various offices. Quite a big staff working 
there. I used to deliberately do business down there. I didn't have a ministerial office there but I 
always used to have an arrangement with the Commissioner that I do all my railway business down 
there unless we were out on inspections. There was a good reason for this because I didn't want it to 
get mixed up with Industrial Development, and I didn't want to be dragging the Commissioner away 
from his environment (this railway environment) because they are very much a freemasonry these 
railway fellows. They've got a special stamp on them. I didn't want to drag him away from there. It 
was easier for me to go down to him, and also it separated in my mind mentally the difference 
between Industrial Development and the North West as distinct from the Railways. It worked very, 
very well over the whole of the period that Wayne was there and that I was his minister. 

We used to meet whenever necessary but I used to try and funnel everything into a Saturday, so 
when I was in Perth (when I wasn't up North or something like that) I would be down in the 
Commissioner's office say starting 7.30, 8 o'clock on the Saturday morning and we'd stay until we 
finished - sometimes lunchtime; quite often 4 o'clock, 5 o'clock. But Saturday, it suited him and it 
suited me. If necessary, we'd bring in a head of a branch if there was something special, because we 
knew what the agenda was. We always had a proper agenda and we cleaned it up. Sometimes he 
might have to make a casual visit to my office or I might go down to him during the week, but 
mainly it was Saturday. It became known in the Railways that we were working like that. And I 
found that when the staff know that you're working mighty hard to try and achieve things, they 
respond and the message gets down. It was known generally throughout the Railways that I was 
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working long hours on their affairs and bobbing up on inspections and all this sort of thing. So we 
settled down to a pattern. 

Also when our first budget came up, that was a telling time because we got the old Railway tradition, 
you know. "Ask for more than you want. The Treasury will cut a big dollop out of it and then you've 
got all you wanted anyhow." So I did a deal with Ken Townsing, who was the Under Treasurer at the 
time, that I would guarantee him that we would put in a genuine budget (genuine bids for genuine 
things) and we were prepared to stand or fall on that; there was no padding. Also, having won the 
battle on getting what we wanted (we didn't always get what we wanted) but having won the battle 
and explained why we wanted it and how we were going to make a profit out of things (a profit out 
of capital expenditure that is), I arranged that if we were able, through efficiencies, to save money 
within our total budget, they weren't going to take it off us. All departments lived in fear in the past 
that if they did better than they said, the Treasury just says, "Thanks very much" and took it all off 
them, and probably gave it to some no-hoper that had overspent his budget. Well Ken Townsing was 
a very tough but very capable Under Treasurer; there wouldn't be better in the country. He was quite 
fair about it, that if we were able to set aside money, that we'd done something cheaper and better 
and achieved our purpose, we could use it for legitimate purposes. We always told them [Treasury] 
what we were doing with it so we didn't go and squander it because money was hard to get then; we 
were under the Grants Commission. But he was always quite fair. Often you see a better way. 

Wayne operated on a system when people were asking for money that you had to answer on different 
slips of paper, different colours. The first test, if I remember rightly, when they requested money for 
capital or other expenditure was, "Will it increase the revenue?" If you passed that test, well that 
went into one particular slot. If it wouldn't pass that test the next one was, "Will it reduce 
expenditure?" If it passed that test that got into the chute to be in the final reckoning, you see. The 
third one was, "Is it essential for safety?" because railways have to be very safety conscious. So - 
increasing revenue, reducing expenditure, essential for safety, and you can never deny safety. If it 
passed that one, it went into the chute and on its way to being approved, you see. But if it didn't pass 
any of those three it went into the 'extra' basket which accumulated money; in other words it was 
rejected automatically. It was accumulating money for our little treasure chest for us to do the things 
that we hadn't been able to get in the first budget but which we still thought were next in line to be 
done. This proved to be an absolute winner. You've no idea how much money got accumulated and 
we could do things like this barracks [project I mentioned] - a special programme. You could build 
up a couple of hundred thousand pounds as it was then. You could do many things that were 
important but not priority I when we were trying to get money out of the Treasury the first time 
round. When we got into speeding up the locomotive purchase and all that type of thing, they were 
absolutely - this fund was absolutely a godsend. So we were able to get involved in a much quicker 
transformation of the locomotive side. 

Wayne was at his best at that. He had some shortcomings in the eyes of the men around but they 
couldn't deny his commitment, they couldn't deny his efficiency, they couldn't deny his toughness. 
He was also a good operations man and he had a great capacity to go and implement our policy. I 
never had a worry once he accepted something. For instance the South West railways were very 
inefficient - trains too small. In other words the trains were too small to be economic and there was a 
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problem with the unions over that. There was inefficient timetabling and that sort of thing. I think by 
the time he'd finished we took 70 trains a week out of the South and carried more tonnage! You can 
imagine the profit out of that. That was done with very much cooperation from the men; not so much 
the unions but the drivers and the guards and that sort of person. Everyone likes to have a big train. 
Everyone likes to have nice new locomotives, nice new wagons and that sort of thing, and there's a 
boy in the heart of every one of these people. I knew after a short while when we had young 
apprentice drivers, firemen, and we had drivers wanting to bring their families along to see their 
lovely new engine [and wagons], we were winning. Who'd want to bring them along to see the 
clapped out old things they had before? But to see the nice new wheat wagons that we had, the wheat 
bulk wagons that we had, and that sort of thing, instead of these old KA wagons, which were 
meccano set things by comparison, you know. Once you get these things.... and the men! The men 
are quite human with these things, and when they want to bring their families along, or a bloke wants 
to bring his girlfriend along to see the big train that he's going to drive that night, you can't miss with 
that sort of morale around. 

So just summarised. The administration of the Railways' portfolio I actually did from the 
Commissioner's offices. I mightn't have been in his office but one of the offices there, but most of 
the time with him. These Saturday conferences were the secret of our success because he knew that 
he was going to have me undivided if I was in the city, for as long as he wanted me; even if on one 
occasion when it went past teatime and we had copious cups of tea. The poor old secretary used to 
have to make tea, and I had a partiality for what was known as railway cake, you know this is the 
fruit cake that the Railways used to make in their railway refreshment rooms. It was always a "thing" 
of mine from when I was a boy, so I used to get copious lots of this railway cake. It was always 
called railway cake, I don't know why; other people would call it fruit cake. But that's very briefly 
how we went about it. 

I should tell you while we're on the job because I mentioned it earlier, the intelligence system in the 
railway workshops. At that stage, not so much today but at that stage, brass bands were made up 
mainly of tradesmen and labourers. There were very few white collar workers in brass bands. Hence 
Bernard Shaw's very pertinent comment when he was, I think, talking to Elgar. He was very fond of 
brass bands and he said, "The brass band is the working man's orchestra". In that period of English 
history if it wasn't for the brass band, the local village band, a lot of boys (very, very few girls in 
those days played brass instruments) would never have had any chance to learn anything about 
music. Some of them, of course, became quite famous musicians because of the grounding they had 
in the village band. So you can imagine over the years with all the brass bands I'd been in from when 
I was a boy right through until I dropped out of brass bands when I was going to stand for 
Parliament, there were quite a lot of brass band people in the Midland workshop. They could have 
formed their own brass band, and a good one too, from the men that just worked there. They came 
from different bands. They stick together like glue. I don't know about today, but in those days if you 
were a brass bandsman, well you were a brass bandsman forever; you belonged to the fraternity. 

Well you might laugh at this but it drove the first Commissioner mad - not really, but, you know, it 
made him angry because I'd ring him up and I'd say, "We're on our way up to the workshops today." 
This was before Wayne came on the scene. And he said, "What do you want to go up THERE for?" I 
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said, "I just want to go up there. There's going to be trouble in the paint shop," or there's going to be 
trouble in this shop or that shop. "How would you know?" I said, "Well don't worry." Up we go, and 
sure enough we get up there very early, you see, and get hold of the works manager and we go into 
this particular shop, wherever it was, where the trouble was going to be for the day because the shop 
stewards and others would have passed the word around the previous night, and endeavour to 
remove the cause, you see, so that when the men came to work if it was the door off its hinges or 
something like that that was going to be the big thing for the day, well it was all fixed. 

Don't laugh at this one, but [laughs] after my cost-cutting drive, one of the purchasing officers 
thought he'd do a special deal on toilet paper and was very proud of the fact that he'd done this deal (I 
didn't know about it at the time, of course) on toilet paper, and got it very, very cheaply and so on. 
Well, then apparently it was cheap all right but it was cheap in more ways than one. Apparently it 
was almost like using sandpaper; it was so coarse and harsh. [laughs] Well, of course, the shop 
stewards stirred up trouble with this sort of thing, you know: "This minister chap." It was always 
Court, Charles Court. They painted a picture of what was going to happen to these fellows using this 
paper. Well, of course, this came to me the night before, so when they arrived to work there was 
none of this left. It's the best way to win these things because if you're all steamed up to have a great 
crisis over something and the cause of the crisis is no longer there, well you.... it's more than just 
winning. It's more than just removing that thing, it puts you in front, and it destroys a bit of the 
standing of the person who considers it's his job to make trouble. 

So we did this quite a few times and turned up there on the basis we were making an inspection. 
You've got to be very casual about it. So this happened, by the way, much more in the early stages 
while we were getting our system in and getting our policies sold and so on. And afterwards when 
Wayne came, he was much smarter anyhow so it didn't happen very often after that. 

RI What did you do with all those rolls of toilet paper? [laughs] 

COURT I wouldn't know. But this was the stupid sort of thing. The door off its hinges and all that 
sort of stuff, there was no need for it. You had to admit the agitator was right because it shouldn't 
have existed. 

Anyhow when that Commissioner retired and we gave him a little function he said, "I want you to do 
me a favour." He said, "I want you to tell me how it was that you knew of these things that were 
happening in the workshops and these irritants that were going to be raised. How is it you knew and 
we didn't know?" I said, "Well really I wouldn't like to tell you because it's so childish and simple 
that you wouldn't believe it anyhow. But you must admit that since it's been going on that you've 
been getting better, your man has been getting better at picking up.... the foremen have been getting 
better at picking up these things and reporting them and taking them seriously, so that you eliminate 
them and there's no need for me." 

But years later I said to him, "Look I'll tell you now because it's far enough removed from the thing. 
But throughout your workshop you didn't know how many former bandsmen and present bandsmen 
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that were actually working there who I'd had a lot to do with. We were a bit of a brotherhood and I'd 
get a call - maybe six, seven, or eight o'clock at night, and sometimes very late at night. They'd say, 
'Chas, you'd better look out there's going to be some trouble in this shop or that shop tomorrow and 
this is what it's all about' and they'd hang up." Never once was it wrong, so you'd be off and fix it. 

The other thing is, you know, eventually these things catch up with you and you've got to learn to 
laugh when you find that the joke has been reversed on you, you see. 

END OF TAPE 64 SIDE A 
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COURT Before I get on to that particular point can I just come back to this question of these 
demoralising lumps of metal that we used to have. You know if I was a tradesman, just doing that 
year in year out, year in year out, I'd just dread coming to work. Put yourself in their position. So we, 
by this time, were letting out contracts to build these KA wagons which I didn't like. It was the last 
lot we built because I reckoned they were hopeless things. They were a relic of the past. They weren't 
modern and big and suitable for bulk handling [of wheat and grains]. Even with tarpaulins on they 
lost half their wheat coming down. The best crops were always alongside the railway line and that 
was the reason for it, they weren't good for carrying grain. We switched over eventually to bulk 
carriers which were tankers rather than trucks. So we hit on the idea of selecting some really quality-
type units for construction: vehicles where the elite of the tradesmen could be employed. We still 
repaired the desirable ones but we didn't repair anything just for the heck of it. Then we started to get 
the scrap metal people solving half of those problems and also we weren't going to replace a lot of 
those things. 

But you found as soon as we start building some of these prestige-type things (you didn't have to 
build many), but they could come along to work and see these things taking shape. Then when they 
were finished they didn't mind then doing their quota of these 'cripples' as they were called, and 
restoring them to wagons, especially when they knew they weren't going to be trying to redeem 
things that weren't redeemable: rusty, dirty, scruffy looking things; it was demoralising. But that's the 
way we managed to get on top of the morale. Also things like when people were accused of stealing 
and all that sort of stuff, we had a very good working arrangement with the union. When it was a 
genuine case, they stopped appealing against these things when it was a genuine case. Wayne was 
very good at informing them on genuine cases. 

There was one very sad case I remember where a youngish man [with family and all] was caught 
red-handed in doing something that was bad and he'd had some offences outside the workshop as 
well. But it was nevertheless a sad case. You can easily say he shouldn't have done it and so on. Well 
I was able, with the Commissioner, to work out a way of giving him a chance outside of the 
Railways altogether, to get a clean start with somebody that was going to take an interest in him. It 
turned out to be a successful one. 

I enjoyed those dealings with the unions because I found that if you could talk to them at the right 
level, with the right sincerity, that there were some pretty good people there. That's why if you recall 
that period, we had very little industrial trouble. We had a few skirmishes but they were very, very 
minor really. 

But just to come back to the point about the joke being on me. We decided to get rid of things like 
demurrage, which weren't fair to the farmers. We decided to get rid of a lot of the weekend overtime, 
which was a relic of the old steam days. It was in many ways due to bad scheduling and bad 
management. Wayne was a master of this sort of thing. He was essentially a traffic man and he'd 
spend ages (this was before computers) ages trying to work out with his traffic men how we could 
carry more wheat, more superphosphate, more everything, bearing in mind at the same time we were 
trying to do the standard gauge project, superimposed on running our three foot six gauge. How to 
get better use of our rolling stock within the five day week. Now the Unions weren't happy about it 
for a while because it meant that a lot of overtime would be lost, and a lot of overtime that should 
never have been incurred. But as we got more and more diesels it was easier to programme these 
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things and so the edict went out: NO weekend haulage of wheat and superphosphate, particularly 
wheat. That was the best way to stop that. 

I was motoring with my family up in one of the wheatbelt areas, I forget what it was. I'd probably 
been to open a show or something. I don't know what it was but I was coming back and here's one of 
these trains choofing along through the wheatbelt country there. As soon as I got to the nearest police 
station (Sunday it was), I got on [the telephone]. I took the engine number and the number of wagons 
and so on and so on, exactly where it was and what time it was. So we got to the police station and I 
rang up Cyril Wayne at his Lawson flat, you see, and said, "Cyril, what's this train doing? This is the 
engine number." He said, "There shouldn't be any trains out on a Sunday." I said, "Well I'm telling 
you, this is where it was, you see, choofing along there." 

So he came back to me on Monday and said, "Yes, you're right! I've got to explain that the traffic 
manager actually did the right thing. He should have told me it was going, but he did the right thing 
because he could make a profit out of paying overtime." That often happens, you can make a profit 
out of paying overtime if it is part of an economies of scale operation. In other words you can clear 
something expeditiously and you get a productivity factor which gives you.... you make a profit out 
of the overtime. So I said, "Fair enough, fair enough, that's all right. As long as you know. But why 
didn't YOU know that they were going to be doing it? That's how important it is." 

From then onward, on Friday night I'd.... Doug Rowland my secretary would get a message to say, 
"If you are motoring in the...." (certain areas, you see) "on Saturday, train number so and so" [laughs] 
"will be operating there" (or on a Sunday as the case may be) "and this is thoroughly approved 
because there's a profit in it." Paying overtime and making a profit out of the overtime because of the 
productivity and the economies of scale and all of these factors, I understood perfectly. And so it 
became quite a thing. A couple of times I was out in the bush and I saw these trains rattling by and 
sure enough they agreed with the little chit that Doug Rowland had given me, that you'll see this 
train operating in this area. But the joke was on me because they got in first, and that was good! That 
was good! They were doing it on their own initiative. 

But I think that is a background of how we got started in the Railways because it wasn't an ordinary 
department. For instance, it wasn't the sort of department that Ralph Doig would have been 
comfortable with. It was an organisation, a trading concern which hadn't been allowed to operate. I 
can tell you that when we made our first profit (operating profit that is) I think at the end of six years 
because of the switch over to diesels and because of making the system more lean in the workshop 
and all of these places, and getting rid of a lot of this overtime, that the people who were most 
excited about that were not only the Commissioner and his chiefs of the different branches, but the 
workmen themselves. They could hold their head high seeing headlines that the Railways were 
heading for their first profit for 25 years or something like that. Instead of being looked on as the no-
hopers around the place when they went into the local pub, they could parade these things. People in 
business forget that there's a lot of esprit de corps can be generated and you'll get a tremendous lot of 
effort if you get the workers excited about their own success. I think that was largely the reason why 
we were able to do so much in a short time with so little industrial problem. 
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Apart from the fact that they knew. When I went to WASRE annual meetings I always made sure 
(and Wayne was very good at it) that we'd make our report and say, "This is what we've done," the 
workers and the Commissioner and myself. "This is what WE've done; we've done for the Railways 
and done for the taxpayers and so on." Not what the Commissioner's done, or what the Minister's 
done, but, "This is what WE've done." And then you'd say, "This is what we're going to do next 
year." And you'd tell them things that hadn't been announced, and that's fair enough. They hadn't 
been in the newspaper, they weren't going to be in the newspaper immediately, but you could tell 
them quite interesting things about locomotives, and the progress with standard gauge and problems 
we were having and ways of overcoming it and so on. This proved to be an absolute winner because 
they could go back to their different districts and say this is what the minister told us, and this is 
what he says is going to happen and that sort of thing. If about four to six weeks after, that comes out 
in the newspaper, they look good. And that's fair enough. They are the delegates and they come back. 
They told them something the public weren't going to hear for a month or six weeks later, and it gave 
a ring of sincerity about it, it gave a ring of accuracy about it, and also it made the meetings all that 
more interesting. So when we did meet on industrial matters I never found them acrimonious at all, 
whether dealing with the locomotive people or dealing with the WASRE people. 

RJ I still don't understand how you could halve their staff though, because that ALWAYS 
causes heartache and problems. Was it done from a natural wastage? How long a period are we 
looking at? 

COURT Well, when you do these things you mustn't do them too quickly. You've got to be 
patient with them. The one thing is to be pointed in the right direction. When you've got such a big, 
big work force the wastage factor is very, very big and it happens from a number of factors: age; 
health; people who see greener pastures; and so this is going on all the time. If you're only replacing 
the bare necessities it's amazing how well it works. 

You've got to be careful though because if you get somebody that ruthlessly goes in, say a works 
manager who doesn't have regard for a balance in his workshop, he can come back to you and say, 
"Look, we've got rid of 100" (or 150, 200 whatever it might be), and then all of a sudden you find 
that he's got to have an emergency recruiting programme because he's got a complete imbalance in 
his workshops. Now that's not good management. And so you are often going say two paces forward 
and one back; three paces forward and one back, according to the different departments. Some 
departments with the superior skills have to be handled more delicately because they are the ones 
that can get jobs easier elsewhere because they'll be top class tradesmen. There's plenty of places 
they can get jobs, especially as we were generating a new vitality in the economy. So there were 
plenty of jobs around. When the mining business started to boom, of course, many of them may do 
much, much better going into the engineering firms that were doing work for them, like Hoskins', 
Tomlinson's, Ledger's and those places doing work for the mining industry, than they could get by 
staying in the workshops. 

RJ You were clearly prepared to allow this to happen over a long period of time? You 
weren't pushing it? 
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COURT Oh when I say over a long time, you couldn't say over too long a time otherwise it 
catches up with you. 

Ri Any idea approximately? 

COURT Oh well, I was only there six years. 

RJ Yes. But I mean how far had you got in that time? 

COURT Oh we had got.... it went down much lower than that later, but we'd broken the back of 
it. But don't forget we were fortunate. You know, as Napoleon said, "If I had to choose between ten 
good generals and a lucky one, I'd choose the lucky one." It so happened, I remember Cohn 
Jamieson complaining that I was reaping the benefit of fortuitous circumstances like dieselisation 
and all that sort of thing. I told him (you'll find it in Hansard somewhere): "Always remember what 
Napoleon said when the generals complained about him promoting Marshal Ney who was a civilian 
soldier and not a professional. He says, 'If! have to choose between ten good generals and one lucky 
one, I'd choose the lucky one.' Well, okay, if I've been lucky so be it." 

It is true that a set of circumstances played into my hands. There was the dieselisation programme. 
Don't forget when we first started stepping up the dieselisation programme you could pay for an 
engine in eighteen months out of the saving. The more diesels you got, of course, the longer this 
period became because you were dealing with a reducing element, but when you were putting in a 
dozen diesels and getting rid of maybe.... or you were even putting in say half a dozen diesels and 
getting rid of a whole batch of steam engines, well the saving was so great that you could almost in 
the first few cases pay for an engine out of revenue from the savings. So you can be lucky. But still I 
found that the harder you worked and the better you thought, the more "lucky" you were! 

Ri A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library Building on 9 
July 1991. 

Sir Charles in speaking last time of you becoming a minister you spoke of courtesies being observed 
of one minister handing over to his successor at the change of government and you said 'in those 
days'.' Does that mean that that practice did not continue? 

COURT I would doubt it. I would doubt it because even when I took over from John Tonkin 
there was very little of that old-world courtesy. Admittedly John Tonkin met me at the Premier's 
Department and introduced me to the key staff there in a courteous way, which is what I would 

This transcript, p. 805. 
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expect, but in many cases that didn't prevail. I wouldn't know about today, but I would doubt 
whether some of them would even understand the significance of these courtesies. They are part of a 
total machinery, you know. On its own it's not a great thing, it's not a big deal, but it's all part of a 
system that unless you have these understandings and these sort of niceties along the road to break 
down the harshness of the whole system, it degenerates. 

I think it would be fair to say that at federal and State level the parliamentary system is getting less 
respect from the public today than it ever has in its history. You've seen smart tricks, you've seen 
derogatory, what I believe quite offensive comments, particularly when people like Mr Keating get 
going. They're more or less portrayed in the newspapers and on the media as being the great heroes 
of the system. I think it's shameful. The media could easily have done its part to stop that by pointing 
out how ill-behaved these people are. You'll notice the same people, when anyone makes any 
reference to them in the same sort of gutter way, they are the first one to react. The Speakers (as it 
happens over the last few years all Labor Speakers) always come to the defence of their member, but 
they haven't come to the defence of the person in the opposition. 

I really believe that the presiding officers have got a lot to answer for. It's an office that is very 
important in the whole of the Westminster system. I think I've told you before that I've served under 
some Labor Speakers who were first class; I couldn't fault them. They haven't given me any favours, 
but on the other hand they've been equally firm and equally conscious of the propriety of the 
Parliament whether they're dealing with somebody on my side or the other side. That's how it should 
be. 

Ri In 1971 when you were handing over to the Tonkin Government, did those courtesies of 
ministers handing over files continue? 

COURT As far as I was concerned, yes. As far as David Brand was concerned, yes, and I think as 
far as most of the other ministers were concerned, yes. I met Herb Graham at my office. He wasn't 
very interested, but that wasn't my business. I was very anxious to introduce him to all of the staff 
and tell him, both in their hearing and then privately, my views on the staff and the loyalty he could 
expect from them and the loyalty they'd given me. Not loyalty in a party political way, but in the best 
traditions of the service. Then I took him to meet the senior officers in the Department of Industrial 
Development as I felt it was my responsibility and the courtesy of the matter. As I say he didn't seem 
very interested and as subsequent events demonstrated he wasn't very interested because he 
unfortunately wanted to eradicate as far as he could anything to do with Charles Court, and the State 
paid dearly for it. 

Ri Well we'll find that out later.' Another thing that apparently happened when you took 
over as a new minister, you asked for furniture etc, to be changed to WA made products.2  

I 
Discussed further, pp. 1380-1383. 

2  Interview with Eileen Hall by Jan Gothard, 1989, Battye Library Oral History Collection, 0H2313, p.  20. 
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COURT I cannot remember the detail, but it seemed wrong to me that if we weren't prepared to 
use Western Australian made products there was something wrong. Here we were trying to tell the 
public to patronise local industry and we weren't doing it ourselves. Quite apart from being Minister 
for Industrial Development and long before that, I always tried to use Western Australian clothing 
products and so on. Not only was it the sensible thing to do, but also I found in many cases they were 
the best. 

You realise I had an axe to grind before I got into Parliament because as a young chartered 
accountant building up a practice I was very much dependent on small business. I didn't have the 
Boan's and the Foy and Gibson's and the Tomlinson's Engineering and the Vickers Hoskins'; those 
sort of things I didn't have. So I was very much dependent on small business. Most small businesses 
were making something, or giving a service, or repairing something. They were very, very local. So 
it was in my blood to seek out their products, bearing in mind also that I was always interested in the 
managerial side, the promotional side, the proprietor side of business, apart from the auditing, which 
I didn't like but I always did my share. But on the more promotional type of activity, the managerial 
side, I was always very happy about that. So when I took over this portfolio I was already trained to 
look for local products. 

I cannot remember telling them to get rid of stuff, but you realise that government has so much 
furniture being moved around all the time, in storage and so on. You've no idea how much they had, 
and I presume it's not changed now, that it was quite easy to do a switch of furniture without having 
to even buy anything. However I was very anxious to use local products. Not only furniture by the 
way. There's other things that you could use. I can't recall brutally saying, "Get rid of this stuff by 
tomorrow," but I probably gently said, "Look it would be nicer if we had local things that I can 
demonstrate." 

Incidentally about two years ago a man rang me up and he said, "I bought a table from the 
government at a sale of some sort and they tell me that this table was used by you when you were 
Minister for Industrial Development." He said, "I'd like you to come and have a look at it and see if 
you can verify that." So I went out and saw it and he has a place where they take old furniture and 
restore it. Not so much antiques, although they could do antiques, but taking furniture that's got some 
sort of a history going back 50, 60, 100 years, and restoring it back to original condition and then 
selling it as such. I was very interested that somebody had done this. I was a little bit worried that 
they might be using me to push up the price, but I found they were quite genuine, so I went back and 
saw the table when they'd finished it. They made a really good job of it. But I was able to identify it 
mainly because of some of the foot marks on it, you know when you are kicking it underneath the 
table. But that was probably one of the pieces of furniture that was brought in there. Not necessarily 
bought new, but brought in from the store of furniture that the government had and was identified as 
a local product. 

RJ You also made reference last time to specific advice that Ralph Doig gave you when you 
took over about dealing with the public service, and you made the comment, 'As a result of that I had 
to change my attitude quite considerably.' Firstly I want to know what your attitude was that had to 
be changed and secondly what the specific advice was that you were given. 
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COURT I had the normal businessman's attitude towards the public service. Most of those I'd 
dealt with over counters hadn't been all that bright. They don't seem to be very good at putting 
people who have been properly briefed and trained in public contact, in public places. So from a boy, 
an office boy up, when I'd dealt with some very uncooperative, almost rude people - there were 
exceptions, and you picked them out and you liked to deal with them. You usually manoeuvred it so 
that you could deal with those particular people. It's not much different, of course, to the private 
sector, but the private sector seems to have a better knack of putting - in the old days anyhow - of 
putting people up-front who had a personality or a pleasant approach. Even if they weren't all that 
bright, they were at least courteous and so on or they didn't last very long. But the government didn't 
seem to be very good at that sort of thing. So I had this impression of very stuffy people who weren't 
out to sell anything. They didn't have this thing that you get in private enterprise where people if they 
don't succeed they don't get a living. I have to admit that I was rather conditioned for this sort of 
thing. Here was I going to be the minister and have a whole mass of these people that you'd have to 
put a needle into them. 

Well I'm glad I went with that view because all the time I watched for these people. I used to be 
horrified at them dealing with the people I was trying to inspire about the future of Western 
Australia: "our grand and glorious future", you know, and I believed in it. So to think of these people 
putting cold water on to people who were going to be visiting Western Australia, maybe from 
overseas, maybe from the Eastern States, or just local people we were trying to enthuse; it horrified 
me having these people up-front. 

END OF TAPE 64 SIDE B 
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COURT Ralph must have sensed that I was not altogether at home with the atmosphere in 
which I entered the ministry. He very quietly one day came down and had a chat with me and said, 
"Do you mind if I just explain to you how the system works?" They were very wise words and he 
was very frank. "Of course, we've got no-hopers and people who shouldn't be there, but somehow or 
other they get into the system." He said, "People like you are right to demand that they move at your 
tempo and operate in your way and respond in your way. There's nothing wrong with that at all but," 
he said, "don't get the idea that they're all drips and drongos in the public service, that they're the 
people that the private sector didn't want." He said, "You'll find some very capable, very loyal people 
who will get just as excited about implementing policies as what you are yourself. The important 
thing is make sure they know what you want to do and why you want to do it. Don't assume they're 
incapable of absorbing this. Don't assume they're incapable of getting excited about it." He gave me 
a number of examples. 

He also said, "Look if you find somebody that's just not going to respond, that just hasn't got it in 
them or hasn't got the desire to respond, or you find that they're politically oriented in such a way that 
they can't give their best to a minister like you, well there's a very simple procedure about it. It's not a 
question of intruding on somebody's political beliefs or their personal character or anything of that 
kind. You'll probably be doing them a good turn." And he explained the procedure that you could 
adopt. 

That gave me something to think about. I changed my attitude from that point onward. Instead of 
assuming that I was going to have to be push, push, push all the time: "Let's look at the people we've 
got; let's try them out; let's give them the tasks to do. Let them know what you're trying to do. If they 
get excited about it, well the battle's over." A person who's enthusiastic can often get by even if they 
haven't got the capabilities. You can forgive a lot if somebody's excited about it, and somebody's 
willing and able. There were a few changes, but not many, and we settled down to a very good team, 
as you will know, for 12 years. 

I also found, thanks to Ralph Doig, that amongst the top echelon in the public service, most of them 
had been sorted out on the way up, and part of that sorting out comes from the public service itself. 
I'm talking about the public service in those days when they had this tradition of service to the 
government of the day regardless of its politics. A loyalty and a commitment that was quite 
remarkable when you got to understand it. Today that has been destroyed. In fact you go back to the 
Whitlam era when the destruction of that started, and you get the politicisation of the public service, 
which is rather sad, because after you've been there as long as I was you realise that a very important 
part of the Westminster system is the public service practising in the traditional way. Once you 
destroy that, you remove a very strong element of the Westminster system. As you know the 
Westminster system properly practised has inbuilt protection for the public, for the monarch, for the 
Parliament itself, for the government of the day, and for the public service. They all benefit from a 
properly functioning Westminster system. 

I mentioned the Parliament itself. Also for the individual members of Parliament, if the system is 
operating properly. But unfortunately that hasn't been allowed to happen and it's going to be hard to 
get back to it because this element of the public service has been destroyed. It's going to be a very 
skilful Premier of very high principles and capabilities to restore the public service to what it should 
be. I won't say "what it was" because things change, they improve, you get more educated people, 
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more people with university degrees and more people with higher qualifications coming through and 
they're going to be better educated than the old order of public servants, but not necessarily any more 
wise. You'll have to allow for that. But it will take a very strong, capable Premier of great principle, 
and a Prime Minister of great principle, to restore the public service to what it was. If it's not done I 
can tell you the Westminster system will never function as it should do. 

Some of the older countries, like Britain and France, have got a lot to thank their public service for. 
It has been said that France functions more smoothly and more efficiently when they haven't got a 
government. They've been through times when they've been a little uncertain as to what the 
government position was under their system, but they have a public service that obviously functions, 
and functions extremely well with or without strong ministers. I'm not saying that's a good thing, but 
Britain has also had a public service respected throughout the whole world. A lot of people model on 
them, or try to model on them, in spite of Yes Minister and Sir Humphrey and a few other people that 
we've seen on TV recently! 

This is rather a long way of telling you what came out of that hour or so that Ralph Doig spent with 
me. He was a wise person and he'd seen it all. He'd been under so many premiers and he'd seen 
ministers come and ministers go. He'd seen governments come and governments go. He'd always 
been an example of what a senior public servant should be. 

As a result of that I had another look at the people I had around me and the people I was going to get. 
I found that it was my responsibility as their leader to put them to the test; above all to make clear to 
them what I wanted done and how I wanted it done. 

You now know the history of it. What a wonderful twelve years it was, whether it was dealing with 
people from the Public Works Department like John Parker, Don Munro, and a host of other people, 
or whether it was people from my own department, or any of the other government departments 
who, under the "one stop shop" system, were available to me. I can never remember one of them 
ever jacking up on one of these very exacting North West visits when we had primitive aircraft by 
comparison with today, no air-conditioned hotels, and very limited facilities; hot dusty conditions. 
They all seemed to join in the spirit. I can't remember one of them that jacked up on one of these 
visits and they knew what they were going to. 

RJ I wondered what you thought of the staff that was inherited from the Premier's 
Department itself, because not long after taking government, a new post of State Government Public 
Relations Officer was created with W W Mitchell taking that position. So what did you see was 
lacking in the existing set-up that you needed a W W Mitchell? 

COURT Well you realise that was David Brand's premiership. 

RJ Yes, that was the Premier's Department itself, but you would have had a say in all of 
that. 

COURT Well there was nothing extraordinary about that. Don't forget David Brand had been 
in government under McLarty so he had some experience there, as had A F Watts. But for the main 
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part the rest of us were all new. I could accept the need for that, somebody to try and put together the 
government's story, especially as David Brand wanted somebody to be up-front and be ears and eyes 
for the government. 

You realise at that time I didn't have a public relations officer. I went through I think right up till '71 
without one. I can't recall having a public relations officer. I occasionally, when the government was 
involved and not only the Department of Industrial Development and North West, but when the 
government was involved such as an announcement about a major breakthrough or a major 
initiative, then if David Brand as Premier was going to be involved, well Mitchell would often come 
down to me and get all the details of it and then put it into a form that was acceptable to the Premier. 
That was fair enough. 

You'll also realise that during six or seven years I was Minister for Railways and we were doing our 
own promotional work, trying to get across to the railway workmen, the people who worked in the 
railways, more than the public, the fact that the railways were on the march. This clapped out old 
system was being converted. It was terribly important that the railway workers started to get a bit of 
pride in their system. So we were constantly doing promotional material. 

I know the Railways had some people who were supposed to be on the promotional side so far as 
Railways was concerned, but I can't remember them ever preparing a statement that I issued. It was 
usually something that I would have dictated in conjunction with the Commissioner and, as a matter 
of courtesy and good sense, I would have got him to have a look at it. So again, although that was a 
huge department to be running, a huge business to be running, I can't recall ever having anyone who 
was specifically allocated as a public relations person who did what they do today: that's prepare 
statements and fax them around the world and all that sort of stuff. 

Most of our press work was done talking to journalists. We didn't have the mass of radio stations 
that you've got now, with a mass of microphones when you go to address a press conference. 
Probably it was a couple of journalists in a windy old passage talking to you, or you'd invite them 
into your office to have a cup of tea while you went over the business of the day. I had a very 
personal relationship with the journalists. It varied. If we were talking about the great projects it was 
usually people like Don Smith; Derek Flynn at one stage. If it was more of the political stuff, you 
might have anybody: Clarrie Menagh, any of these people. I think that was a good thing because it 
put you on your toes and put them on their toes too. 

When we got further down the track and we started having these press officers, of course, you were 
turning out reams of stuff. Then you'd complain why you didn't get it in the newspaper. Well they 
couldn't have published all the stuff that you put out with all ministers doing the same sort of thing 
and all press officers believing that they had to justify their existence. It was one of these typical 
public service type of things. It was a system that I bypassed as much as I could because I was told 
by some of the press people when I contacted them as to why we weren't getting the coverage, they 
were quite frank and said, "If you talk to the journalists instead of issuing these reams of paper. 
You've got to breathe some life into them. The only way to breathe some life into them is to talk to 
the journalists." 
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Then I found I ran into trouble and I couldn't get them often enough to talk to them because when I'd 
ring them up I'd say, "Look I've got an important statement here I want to make, can you come and 
talk to me about it?" I remember Ted Barker and people like that: "Come and talk to me about it 
rather than just issue this piece of paper." Then they'd say, "What's it all about?" You'd tell them. 
They'd say, "Oh well send us the statement," you see. I'd say, "Well that's the very thing I've been 
told not to do. I'll gladly give you the statement, but I'd rather talk to you about it. Then you can use 
the statement any way you want." But it became harder and harder - in spite of what the media say - 
harder and harder to get a journalist to sit down and talk to you. They became hooked on these press 
releases that were coming out. When you just send a piece of paper along it really means nothing 
unless you can put some personality into it, you can put some life into it. Probably if you talk to a 
journalist - take Ted Barker as a case in point - if you talk to him about the statement, what appeared 
in the paper was much, much better than was in the statement, but it was about the same thing. That 
tells its own story. I still believe that we overdid the press officer thing, very much. You could be 
assured that the media weren't giving you their star people. When we engaged a press secretary, or 
press officer, call him what you will, and there wasn't a scream from the media, I used to worry. It 
was like taking over a senior staff person in private enterprise. If there was not a murmur when you 
recruited him from somewhere else, you'd say to yourself, well they must have wanted to get rid of 
him, or they were glad to get rid of him, or they weren't concerned that he went. I'd be much happier 
if they were concerned that the man was going and they tried to make a bid to keep him. You'd then 
say, well, you'd picked a winner. However, to my mind they had far too many and try as hard as we 
would to break them down, I found that once they got into the system it was extremely hard even for 
somebody like myself to break them down. The ministers would always have a case for retaining 
them. They got comfortable with it and I should have woken up to the fact that they were probably 
too comfortable with it. 

It's like getting a public servant at the head of a department who becomes the unofficial minister. 
The minister gets comfortable with his adviser, gets comfortable with his actions, he leaves too 
much to him and he loses his own personality, his own influence on the department. Well it's very 
much the same if you get a press secretary that's trying to justify his existence and he's pouring out 
these things. The minister takes a look at it and he says, "Well near enough's good enough," and out 
it goes. It loses the imprint of his own personality. 

I don't know if that's what you wanted to know about, but when W W Mitchell was appointed don't 
forget he was above average and Mitchell did more than press stuff. He was very much a policy man 
for David Brand and he did a tremendous lot of work in writing policy, initiating policy. Not that he 
dictated policy, don't get me wrong, but putting up ideas. If you had good vigorous ministers, they 
would challenge those ideas and out of it you get something better. If you had a minister that didn't 
have much imagination, far too often, of course, he was so relieved to get an idea put up to him that 
he would embrace it and that's not good. That's not what people like W W Mitchell were intended 
for. They were at their best if they put up an idea and you knocked it for six, but put up something 
better in its place, or you came along with a bright idea with a gleam in your eye and then they made 
it read sensibly, read acceptably. They were at their best doing that sort of thing, but never ever 
overriding the minister; never superseding the minister. 



TAPE 65 SIDE A COURT 831 

RJ So, Sir Charles, the appointment of Mitchell in the first place as a public relations 
officer was Brand's idea? 

COURT Well I don't know whether it was only Sir David's idea, but it was the Premier's 
Department initiative. It was not something initiated by me. Don't forget you had the head of his 
department and a number of other things that would have promoted it, bearing in mind that he 
[Brand] made history by accepting the portfolio of Tourism. It's an absolute winner if you can get the 
Premier to accept a particular portfolio that might have been low down the list. But he had a thing 
about tourism. Whilst he didn't do it with the flamboyance that they do it today, the basic ingredients 
were there. He saw that with our wildflowers and some of our natural attractions of climate and 
beaches and all that sort of thing, that we did have a potential in tourism that hadn't been exploited. 
Therefore it was quite significant that at one stage he adopted the portfolio of Tourism and in fact he 
enjoyed it. It was a side of his personality and character that I think was refreshed by this unusual 
type of service industry in which you operate compared with the more stereotyped things that a 
premier normally does. I know that he was very anxious and enthusiastic about it and took a very 
realistic view about protecting places that had a tourist potential. 

RJ You also made the statement that you thought there were too many public relations 
people in the Brand Government. Whose responsibility would that have been? 

COURT Oh not only in the Brand Government: right through Brand, Tonkin and the Court 
Government. In retrospect it's the one thing that I would have been tougher on: had fewer and better 
and made ministers more conscious of their responsibility to get out and tell a story, get out and 
promote. When you're trying to tell your story to the press or to the public it does sharpen your 
intellect. If you've got an officer doing that for you, you gradually get lazy and he starts to do the 
thinking for you. 

I think I told you of my experience with Red Robbie in my army days, when he called me in one day 
and said that he was getting me transferred. I thought I was doing a pretty good job for him. I was 
working hard; I was trying hard to get into his mind, to anticipate his every need. He said, "I'm 
getting you transferred," and I thought oh God what have I done wrong? He said, "I'm getting you 
transferred," he said, "because you're thinking for me." It was pretty discerning of the old chap. In 
fact it was right because I was doing my damndest to anticipate what he would want to do. That's not 
good if it goes too far. 

He really adopted the same attitude there as I used to adopt to secretaries: not letting them get too 
long established in a particular position because it wasn't good for them. They've got to get back into 
the mainstream of activity, of decision-making, of having initiatives, and not being able to move 
with the authority of somebody else. So I found that that was a very desirable thing to do. 

When you relate it to a minister with a good, good secretary and a very lively press officer, if he's not 
careful they'll start to do the thinking for him. It's very comfortable; it's very convenient. First of all 
you relax on this, and then you relax on that, and the next thing you're relaxing on everything. In 
other words you've lost your tautness. It's like a footballer not training every night, not training his 
hardest anyhow every night. All of a sudden come Saturday when the big match is on, people say 
he's lost his shine. 
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RJ But who do you feel is responsible for those numbers of public relations people 
building up? Was that the ministers themselves demanding that? 

COURT A bit of each; a bit of each. The Premier of the day, whether it was me or anybody 
else, could have resisted these appointments. He would have the final say. Also the departmental 
head had some responsibility in the matter. The Public Service Commission had some responsibility 
in the matter. 

You also have another factor that would be disputed but is real, and that is the public service itself 
has a vested interest in growth. It's the biggest problem you have all the time. You've no idea how 
good they are at giving you chapter and verse why you've got to have some more staff. Maybe 
premiers and ministers should have been much, much tougher. You can't expect the departmental 
head to go beyond a certain point in resisting growth because he's got a vested interest in it no matter 
how he protests to the contrary. But the minister, if he was doing his job, he would be watching out 
for these things and making them justify; keeping them a bit mean and lean. They keep talking about 
that today. I don't think it's really being done properly. I found that every time you really got a top-
line, tough man in charge of a department, working under the minister, they could always get things 
done better without more numbers. 

RJ You say you had a policy of moving your secretaries back into the system. How was 
that accepted by those to whom you did that? 

COURT It wasn't accepted very well. I must have been inept at trying to explain to them why I 
was doing it. But I would call them in and say, "Look you've been at this job long enough." It's a very 
interesting position being secretary to a minister, especially if the minister's a very active one. But on 
the other hand you don't get a chance to show much initiative. You don't really initiate much. You're 
really a carrier of messages or a receiver of messages, and some people do it better than others. Some 
people can be quite imaginative. Some people become so important to the minister that he's lost 
without them, and that's a danger; that's a real danger. That's a secretary that should be moved on 
quicker than ever for the minister's sake. 

You try to explain to them that you've had the experience of working alongside a minister, you've 
had contacts with people that you otherwise wouldn't see in the course of your normal work. At the 
level you operated within a department you would be fairly restricted in the communication you had 
with the outside world and with people of seniority and interesting visiting people and those sorts of 
things. Now that's all right up to a point, but when you've done it, you've been there, you've seen it 
and you've done all that, the sooner you can get back into the stream of things, if you have any 
ambitions, the better. If you stay a year too long in that you'll be numbed. That's not too strong a 
word to use. Their ambitions and their initiative, their motivation, their capacity to think out new 
courses of action will be very seriously numbed and it's almost like a drug. They don't see it like that. 
They're probably still performing well and satisfying the minister. 
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There is another problem that the service moves on. Where they came out of the service, which they 
invariably did, you see they've lost two [or more] years of contact. They're not known by so many 
people within that particular department or in that particular section of the service. It's wise, of 
course, if an up-and-coming public servant is moved from one department to another so he gets a 
broader vision. If he stays in Health all his life, or in Education, or in Lands, or something of that 
kind, it could have the same effect on him as staying too long as a minister's secretary. 

Therefore, bearing in mind my experience with Red Robbie that I mentioned to you, which left an 
indelible impression on my mind, it was wise for the minister to grasp the nettle, even though it was 
inconvenient to the minister. It's a lovely feeling to keep the same staff around you all the time, that 
know what sort of tea you like, when you like it, and how you like your bookings done and all that 
sort of stuff. It's lovely, it's comfortable, but it's not in the final analysis good for you, and it's 
certainly no good for the person concerned. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 65 
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COURT A classic case was Doug Rowland. Now Doug Rowland was the man who I inherited 
when I became Minister for Railways and I couldn't tolerate the idea of having a ministerial secretary 
for this and a ministerial secretary for that with two different people because you've got to have the 
one person whether you ring him up in the middle of the night or you ring him up in the afternoon or 
you ring him up from Broome or you ring him up from Melbourne. You want to know who's the 
focal point you're going to be talking to. Well Doug Rowland was very wise and a bit older than the 
average secretary, steeped in railway tradition. He'd been in this position as it happened I think for 
too long. 

Now I tried to convince Doug that he should get back into the railway system - I had a talk to the 
Commissioner - get back into the railway system before it was too late because he was a man who 
should be heading for a much higher position in the railways than he was holding as [Secretary to 
the] Minister for the Railways. He knew all the personalities, the previous commissioners, the chief 
civil engineers, the chief traffic men, all of the people, the Secretary for Railways, he knew all of 
those people. It was important that he got back into that stream so that he could go on to higher 
things. There's a limit to what you can pay a ministerial secretary, even if you use all the devices of 
the service to have a bit extra for this and a bit extra for that and so forth. 

I found that Doug just didn't want to move and get back into the stream. The Commissioner, with 
some reluctance, had worked out a plan that he could implement because he didn't want to disturb 
the people that were in different positions, bearing in mind a person like Doug you'd have to jump 
him up a fair bit because he should have been ahead of where he was. But he stayed with me all the 
time I was Railways; or most of the time anyhow. But you couldn't wish for a more courteous, 
efficient, responsive person, who could anticipate your needs. He knew all the personalities in the 
Railways, of course, which I didn't, therefore he was a godsend to me, bearing in mind he was down 
at my office, down at Treasury Buildings, and separated from all his colleagues back in the 
Railways. That was a good thing because I could get a good run-down on the personalities I was 
dealing with. However I was sorry that he didn't get back into the system and go to higher things. 

Now subsequently when I had secretaries who were not railway people, but were appointed because 
of my role as Industrial Development and North West, bearing in mind those two portfolios went 
together, I had the same problem with these young men, all of whom were capable. They were well 
selected by the Public Service Commission and then presented to me for approval. I could see that 
they were going to get into a dead end. The better they did the ministerial job the more difficult it 
was going to be to get them back into the stream. So I, at the appropriate time, saw them and 
explained to them that I was going to try and get them back into the stream so they could get their 
place in the queue in the traffic and go on to greater things. Without exception they misinterpreted 
that I wanted to get rid of them [for other reasons]. It was a very difficult thing to do. 

In fact one of them had a most extraordinary reaction to it. He promptly got himself off on six 
months long service leave: three months paid and three months unpaid. I got very angry with him. I 
said, "Look this defeats the very thing that I was on about. Fresh from your triumphs in this 
particular department, you could go into the stream of things and then...." I was surprised that he had 
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so much long service leave due to him for such a young man, but still he had it all there. So he took 
himself off for six months. He eventually came back and got into the stream of things and became 
quite senior, so that worked out all right in the finish. But it did make me rather angry that here was 
me trying to get him back into the stream of things and he goes and not only gets out of this 
particular job, but he takes himself out of the stream for another six months and he was going to be 
lost. He wouldn't even be a "name". 

A couple of others were much more sensible about it. They realised when they thought it over that it 
was being done in their best interests and they went on to greater things, as they were capable of 
doing. It wasn't a question of any preferment or any special references or anything of that kind. It was 
just that I negotiated for them to get back into the stream of things and they took off from there 
onward, using the experience they'd had as a minister's secretary in some rather exciting situations, 
as an experience that they were lucky to have, but an experience that wouldn't take them to greater 
things on its own. That's the story of secretaries. 

Ri If we could just finish off the portfolio of Railways which you dealt with at length 
last time. There's just a couple of other things I'd like to raise with you. One of the actions of the new 
government was to take over the Midland Railway Company. What is the story of that? 

COURT Midland Railway Company was a problem for me. It was a problem as a railway 
minister and it was a problem as Minister for Industrial Development. Here you have a system that 
was not really as efficient as it could be and it was really something of an orphan operating as it was 
within the greater complex of the WAGR. Therefore it was much easier to take it over and bear any 
costs and bear any pain that might have occurred in the absorption of staff and the absorption of 
rolling stock. 

The Commissioner wasn't very keen on it because he could see that - not that it was relevant at the 
time, but rather a tiny version of what Chancellor Kohl's gone through in Germany in absorbing East 
Germany with West Germany. Don't get me wrong, the size has got no relevance, but when you 
absorb something like that into something that is going fairly well, especially as we'd already started 
to get the Railways geared up to lift their morale and get better rolling stock and better outlook and 
better operational results and so on, this one hadn't been able to match it with us because they were 
very isolated and very much in need of some outside help. So it was a very reluctant Commissioner, 
Commissioner Wayne, who was confronted with this policy matter. But I have to say, like all good 
people in positions like that, once the minister had made it very clear what the policy was, that he 
couldn't have been better in helping to implement it. 

I'd like to feel that we treated the Midland Railway people well. I didn't hear any serious complaint 
about the way they were treated when they were absorbed into the system. Some of them didn't like 
it; when you've been brought up in a system, with all its funny old ways, you prefer them to the new, 
but it was a transition that had to take place. So it was part of getting the railway system to be more 
efficient overall, bearing in mind the final test was what sort of service we gave to the customers. 
We could do it better by doing it as a total system. So from a railway point of view it was the 
desirable thing to do. I think we did it fairly and I think we did it on a basis which was reasonably 
generous - not very generous, but reasonably generous. It was realistic and any costs involved were 
very quickly lost in the total system. 
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But the other reason, which was more important than people understood, and which David Brand 
understood and which most of the ministers understood after about six explanations, was the fact 
that that company was still quoted in Britain on the Stock Exchange from its earliest days. It had no 
sales, it had no buyers, it had no value. If anyone pressed a button to find out if they could get 
anything out of the London Stock Exchange about Western Australia, this is what they got. 
Moribund you might say is about the best word you could use. There was never going to be any 
trading in the shares. There was never going to be any trading in the operations of the company. 
There was never going to be any glowing reports. It was just this very unfortunate lone company 
with a disastrous performance, disastrous history. So I wanted to get that off that silly register over 
there. 

If it had been one of say 100, 50 or even 20 successful Western Australian enterprises quoted over 
there that were identifiable as such, bearing in mind the WA activities of a BHP for instance, or a 
CSR, they don't show up in the New York and the London register because they're lost with the 
parent company.... So I wanted to get that silly thing out of my hair because it had an amazing way, a 
tantalising way of bobbing up every time I was negotiating in London because they'd make their 
enquiries and up would come this stupid Midland Railway thing. So I wanted to get that out of the 
system. So we did two things. We not only absorbed the Midland Railways into the WAGR, but we 
also got rid of this annoying little thing in London which mightn't have meant much, but it was better 
out of the way anyhow. Sooner or later it had to be faced up to. 

RJ You have the fact that the standard gauge railway link was officially opened on 3rd of 
August '68, by which time, of course, you were no longer the minister, but you were certainly 
responsible for it getting under way and the Bill to enable that process to start went through 
Parliament in 1961. What can you tell me about that process of negotiation with the federal 
government etc? 

COURT Well it's a twofold negotiation. The key mover in it was BHP. They wouldn't do a 
deal over the Koolyanobbing iron ore project to bring that iron ore down to Kwinana for processing 
and maybe export unless there was a better railway system. They, for some reason or other, were 
most anxious that it should be a standard gauge system. The Commissioner - that's Wayne who was 
always interested in profit and loss - he went to a lot of trouble to try and demonstrate to them that 
given an upgraded system he could do it just as economically on a narrow gauge, three foot six 
system. He didn't have much help from me because I'd always had in my mind the desirability of 
having a standard gauge from Sydney to Fremantle: from the Pacific to the Indian Ocean. It seemed 
to make sense. Plus the fact that I'd had that terrible experience in the shifting of the armoured 
division across from the East to the West. 

You might not remember that far back (I don't know how true the story is) but it was claimed that by 
the time they'd got the last vehicle over for the armoured division, bearing in mind it was a very big 
logistic problem - moving the men was no problem, just a few extra cattle trucks on the Trans 
railway. I mean literally a few extra cattle trucks. But moving their tanks and the armoured vehicles 
and all the trucks and so on, the like of which we'd never seen before, was a nightmare, bearing in 
mind you had Albury. When you got to Melbourne you had to get on to the South Australian gauge. 
When you got to South Australia you had to get back on to the standard gauge and then at Kalgoorlie 
you had to get on to the narrow gauge. So you can imagine, they'd got all of these changes to cope 
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with and these vehicles weren't easy to shift. It's easier to run a tank or armoured vehicle along a road 
for a certain distance, but when you've got to take it off a flat-top on a railway and put it on to 
another flat top, it's a slow, tricky business because not everyone can drive a tank of that weight and 
move it from one platform [and railway vehicle] to another. 

It was claimed that the day they got the last vehicle over was the day they started shifting them all 
back again. [chuckles] I don't think it was quite as bad as that, but it wasn't far from it. Having 
suffered, as one of those that had to be involved in some of that movement during part of the time 
that I was attached to the armoured division (with other divisions as well, of course; you had other 
infantry divisions and so on as well as the armoured division) I used to say to myself there must be a 
better way, surely. If ever we're under serious threat we've got to be able to do better than this. 

So this hardy annual of standard gauge from Sydney to Fremantle (we didn't worry much about 
Victoria [laughs]; we thought that would look after itself) was always in my mind. When BHP came 
up in 1959 with this proposition, which we negotiated in 1960, to me it was the answer at minimal 
cost and in a very practical way. Now I realised then, when I did all the sums on this, bearing in mind 
I didn't get a lot of encouragement from the Commissioner initially. He was more concerned about 
getting that Koolyanobbing freight from BHP on a system that was going to be tizzied up, made 
stronger and better, but still only a narrow gauge system, whereas I wanted to take the first bite of the 
cherry to try and get this standard gauge. So there was not exactly conflict, but he kept giving me the 
sums: how much cheaper it would be and how much better it would be for the total system of 
shifting wheat and superphosphate and so on. I could see for the first time that instead of talking 
defence, instead of talking the emotional dream of having one nation connected with one gauge and 
waxing eloquent about this from the Pacific to the Indian Ocean, you could come up for the first time 
with an economic argument. When you're talking an economic argument you can get the Treasury on 
side. The Treasury couldn't care less about defence. The political decision has to be made in respect 
to that one. They couldn't care less about people getting all patriotic about one gauge from Pacific to 
Indian Ocean. 

I found this out by accident. It certainly wasn't because of any brilliance. I found this out by accident 
by talking to Treasury people, both federal and State, and them saying, "You forget all of this 
defence. How often are we going to have a war? After all we did win the last one." They were very 
cynical about it. The fact that the armoured division took so long to move over and then move back 
left them completely cold. It shouldn't have done, but it did. They have a different mentality. 

We then decided that if we could generate an economic argument whereby we could show that it 
was going to be profitable to run this railway, this standard gauge railway, then the Treasury would 
sit up and take notice. Don't talk defence, don't talk unifying the nation. So we went in hard on this 
and the more I looked at the sums the better they got. Admittedly to build a standard gauge railway 
while you were still operating a narrow gauge railway was going to be costly. You can imagine the 
horror as an operator of a railway system when you've got to keep a three foot six system going with 
your interstate traffic, with your wheat and your superphosphate and all your "funnies" going, at the 
same time as you're building a very modern standard gauge railway. 
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Well, BHP gave us the answer because they were insistent, rightly or wrongly, that they wanted this 
to be a standard gauge railway to take the iron ore from Koolyanobbing near Southern Cross down to 
the coast, down to Kwinana. Naturally you wouldn't have that made standard gauge unless you 
connected up to the Trans. This was just what I wanted. 

Well, I don't know if it's appropriate at this time because the negotiations with BHP became very 
crucial in this exercise, not only because of the standard gauge, but we were going to get a steel 
industry, or we hoped we were going to get a steel industry. At least we were going to get a blast 
furnace at Kwinana, which was the great dream we had of making steel or at least making iron in 
Western Australia. So I went in to do battle. It might not be appropriate, but there was a lead up to 
this negotiation. I don't know when else I'm going to tell you if I don't tell you now because it 
becomes part of it. The BHIP agreement was the key. 

We tried ourselves out on BHP in '59, and we fell flat on our face. A man named Jones was the chief 
executive and Sir Cohn Syme was the chairman of BJ-[P. 

RI In what way did you try yourself out? What are you specifically referring to? 

COURT Well, we went to them with the Koolyanobbing agreement, not saying standard 
gauge railway, but to open up the Koolyanobbing deposit to come down to Kwinana. We didn't start 
off by declaring it had to be standard gauge because we thought that would scare them off. We were 
more concerned about giving them the cheapest possible freight, doing it on the system we had from 
Koolyanobbing. 

Also I had a great fear that if Pilbara took off, the last thing BHP would want would be 
Koolyanobbing. It wasn't all that big and it wasn't all that super grade. So I had my fingers crossed all 
the time that if what I knew of Pilbara burst on the world scene, as it did subsequently, BHP would 
lose interest in Koolyanobbing. But fortunately they retained their interest in Koolyanobbing. Bear in 
mind you're not talking the hundreds and hundreds of millions of tons that you are in one of the 
outcrops up in Pilbara. We knew Pilbara had huge quantities of iron using H P Woodward's report of 
1890. So we went in and did battle, but we didn't get very far. I was new to the position and there 
was absolute indifference to this in BHP. 

Well one day - I don't know if Eileen Hall's told you this story, but one day in the old Treasury 
Building where our offices were pretty frugal and most of my visitors used to sit out in a windy old 
passage in the winter time, literally in the passage, she came in and said, "There's a funny old man 
out there in a big overcoat wants to see you." I said, "What's his name?" She said, "Mr Lewis." So I 
said, "Can you find out a bit more about him?" because you get these people that turn up right out of 
the blue. So she came back and she said, "He said to tell you that he is Mr Essington Lewis." By this 
time he was quite an old man. I couldn't get him in fast enough. I said, "You better give him a decent 
cup of tea too!" It was really a dismal day. People are complaining about the last few days in Perth, 
but that's nothing new for a real winter here, and this one was a real freezing day and wind and rain. 
He'd been up north. He had great interest in the North. He was very fascinated with Yampi and also 
stations like Liveringa and so on. He knew the North extremely well. 
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He sat there while she gave him a nice cup of tea and so on. He said, "You didn't do too well, did 
you, with that submission you made?" I said, "Oh no, we're a bit disappointed, but, you know!" He 
said, "Well you made a good presentation." I said, "Oh thank you," because he was still on the 
Board, but no longer the great giant in the background. He said, "Why don't you present it again?" I 
said, "Well that would be futile when we've presented it to the Board and it was rejected and we 
didn't get much comfort out of Mr Jones." So he said, "You had a good case. It's a good proposal." 
He said, "You go back again and don't go near Jones. You go and see Ian McLennan." McLennan, I 
think by then - I don't think he was - he might have been general manager, but he hadn't got to the 
top executive job; certainly not chairman as he eventually became. I said, "Well how do we do this 
because Mr Jones' nose will be out ofjoint? What about the chairman?" He said, "Don't worry about 
them." He said, "You go to McLennan." He said, "I'll tell him to expect you, and you go and tizzy 
your case up a bit and present it, but basically you had a good case." He said, "You'll find McLennan 
is the developer. Jones is not, but McLennan's the developer. I picked him. I picked him for this 
purpose. So you go back and you talk to McLennan. He'll be ready for you and I'll talk to him." He 
said, "I've got no influence these days." I said under my breath, "Not much!" because the old boy was 
still the father figure around the place, although he was quite old by this time. 

Anyhow the long and short of it is that we sought the appointments with McLennan and he was 
ready for us. So we went again, in 1960. We presented this case and this is where I used to travel 
every Thursday night when Parliament was sitting, because BHP then, and I suppose today, but in 
those days they were the toughest negotiators we had. They'd cross every "t" and dot every "i". We 
used to go over on Thursday night after Parliament rose, on the DC613. They were the last civilised 
aircraft. They were a propellor driven plane, but they had the most comfortable seats of any plane 
that I can recall. It took 61/4  hours. I got more sleep on those planes going over after Parliament and 
landing in Melbourne next morning than I used to get at home because four hours was as much as I 
could tolerate. These lovely comfortable seats. You'd get on, they'd give you some supper, and you 
could put the seat back and you could stretch right out on these seats. There weren't that many seats. 
They weren't hungry for space like they are today when they jam everybody up. So I used to go over 
on this quite often. 

END OF TAPE 65 SIDE B 
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COURT I used to go over on this quite often and Dumas would be in Melbourne waiting for me. I 
didn't subject him to the indignity of this overnight travel, but he would be waiting. At nine o'clock 
on the Friday morning we'd go in to do battle with McLennan, who was in the chair, Jim McNeill 
(who later became Sir James McNeill; the chief executive and then the chairman); a man named 
Rowell was their chief geologist; and the other man who became very senior and whose name I'll 
have to recall. He was really in the stream to become a chief executive and maybe the chairman, but 
somehow or other he got to a certain point and he didn't go beyond that, but he was one of the senior 
people. This is the team that Dumas and I had to negotiate with. 

I'll always remember they all smoked pipes in those days. They used to sit there with these stupid 
pipes in their mouth, all used to hold them the same way, because they in turn were proteges of 
McLennan, you see. They'd sit there. They used to make me mad! They'd hold these pipes all the 
same way, you see, almost as though they were drilled by a sergeant major. In fact we made up our 
mind that they had a code of signals, when McLennan gave a puff and somebody else would give 
two puffs, and three puffs meant something. We reckoned we'd cracked their code at one stage. 
Russell Dumas was a delightful fellow to travel with, a delightful fellow to work with because he 
had a sense of humour. [laughs] We'd work out this code of these puffs on this pipe [- or at least we 
thought we had]. 

Also we took the credit for introducing morning and afternoon tea into BHP because at that stage, 
believe it or not, BHP never had morning tea or afternoon tea in their head office, anywhere. I just 
loved tea, you see. One day I said, "Look Ian, if you people are so poor and you're having such a 
tough time you can't afford a cup of tea, Russell and I will take the mob of you down the street. We 
found a tearooms down there." Well this was too much for McLennan. So he whistles up the 
caretakers. In those days the top of every building had a suite where the caretaker lived, the janitor 
for the building. They don't have that these days, but in those days every building had a personality, 
usually a man and his wife, sometimes the odd child or two, who would live on the top of the 
building and be the caretaker full-time. So he whistled her up and she came down eventually, 
produced this beautiful silver. They must have taken the cups and saucers from the boardroom, and 
we had the lovely cup of tea and some bread and butter that the caretaker's wife had produced. From 
then onward we never had to ask any more. When you go to BHP today in the head office you do get 
morning tea, and afternoon tea, and any other time you like it too. So that's one of the more 
humorous sides of it, but it's a fact they never had morning tea or afternoon in BHP head office up to 
that stage, so it's a bad habit I taught them. [I have an idea the staff probably have tea and coffee 
machines these days!] 

However, we'd negotiate all day Friday, sometimes Saturday morning, and then come home. It went 
on for quite a while because they were so demanding and so exacting. It taught me a lot, of course, 
about negotiating. Here were these fellows: McLennan, and Rowell, the geologist, McNeill the 
finance man, and this other man who was mainly in the same stream as McLennan really. They were 
a pretty tough team. But we eventually hammered out this agreement. 

Then there was another drama going on back in Perth. That's when I learnt a lot about being in 
government and got disillusioned. I did mention in one of our interviews about Jimmy Mann and 
Norman Baxter coming to my aid over the BHP agreement. Norman Baxter was a Country Party, 
Jimmy Mann was a Liberal. They were both backbenchers. We proceeded with these negotiations. I 
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was very pleased with them because it was going to be a tremendous breakthrough. We were going 
to have this economic standard gauge agreement that we could take to the federal Treasury and to my 
own Treasury, in addition to this very attractive industrial development for Kwinana, bearing in 
mind BHP already had a rolling mill down there; not a big one, but an important one. 

Well, we eventually got to the stage when we'd reached agreement between the negotiating team of 
me and Dumas and BHP. All I had to do was to get the approval of the government. My government 
colleagues gave me a bad, bad time over this. It went on for weeks and weeks. We could never get a 
clear-cut acceptance. Arthur Watts had a bit of a thing about BHP. I don't know why, I never found 
out, but BHP was anathema to him. It made things very, very difficult. I could never find out exactly 
what was worrying him about it. You'd have thought it would have been advantageous: standard 
gauge railway, another industry, iron ore deposit opened up, improved facilities for the Southern 
Cross district. So we just battled on. 

Then I found I'd go to one meeting and I'd have a near majority. We looked as though we were just 
going to break even, and Dave Brand, very wisely, wouldn't accept that at all. He wouldn't take a 
vote in Cabinet and neither did I ever. That was a very wise way. If you can't get a decision, a clear-
cut decision, it's best you don't have a decision at all and throw the onus back on those who are 
opposing it to demonstrate why they should not change their mind. Well, I'd go to work on some of 
those that were opposing it and get them to understand what we were up to, because it was a very 
complicated thing. I think they were frightened of the size of it. The complexities of it were quite 
real. It was all right for me because I was involved in it every day in this negotiation, but when you 
go and put this on the table, in front of the Cabinet, a lot of those people had never been in a 
negotiation like this, and they all had a certain suspicion about BHP, mainly because [Bert] Hawke 
had an absolute "thing" about BHP. Nothing would put him into a tantrum more than BHP. Again 
I'm never quite sure why. I believe it went back a long way in his union days. But here's a great 
Australian company trying to do something and it was a damn sight harder getting that agreement 
through than some of the agreements with foreign countries. But you'd think with BHP they'd want 
to lean over backwards to get the Australian company. 

At all times I had a group of ministers who were a hundred per cent behind me, none more so than 
Dave Brand himself (not a bad thing when you've got the Premier on your side) because he knew 
BHP and he knew the previous rolling mill negotiation back in the McLarty days. He was quite 
relaxed about them and he was like me, he wanted to get the big Australian here, bigger and bigger. 
He also knew what I wasn't prepared to tell the other ministers that if BHP woke up to the fact that 
Pilbara might burst any time, this pimple by comparison would be a liability rather than an asset. So 
we wanted to get it through and we wanted to get it into Parliament this year, that particular year. 

So eventually Dave did something that was quite out of character and quite extraordinary. He had 
one of these moments when he got angry. He never got angry very much, but when he used to put his 
hands on the table (he had rather big powerful hands), you knew then that he'd had enough. He said, 
"Look Charlie's worked hard to get this and he's met every requirement that you people have raised, 
every hurdle. He's gone away and jumped that and every time he comes back you want to put a 
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higher hurdle there," and he was very good about it in his very simple, straightforward way. He said, 
"We're not going to put an agreement like this into Parliament unless there's absolute support for it, 
but we obviously, try as hard as we will, we're not going to get to this decision within the Cabinet, so 
I'm going to make history. I'm going to let Charlie take this agreement to the party room," (that's the 
joint party room: Country Party and Liberals) "explain it to them and whatever they decide that's 
what we're going to do." He said, "I know it's not the good way to do it, but it seems to be the only 
way." He said, "I'm not prepared to let this agreement go, so valuable as this, because we'd be kicked 
to death if people knew what is negotiated and we're not prepared to grasp the nettle all because of 
factors that to my mind" and I think he used the expression "are not a button off our shirt." He used 
to have these very simplistic sorts of expressions. 

That was the only time ever in the whole of that 20 years we were in the ministry (twelve under him, 
eight under me) that we ever did this. 

So the next meeting I was given the opportunity. Dave explained the problem we had. He said, 
"Charlie has been given approval from the Cabinet to put the whole story to you and whatever the 
party room decides is going to be the decision as to whether we introduce the Bill or we don't." Well, 
I had to be extremely careful because, if anything, I had to put a little bit more weight on the 
negatives rather than the positives. I couldn't afford to do it in a way which left one of the 
malcontents open to come and say, "But there wasn't sufficient emphasis put on this," or "He didn't 
explain this." So I'd rehearsed it, as you can imagine, for a long time. Having negotiated it all, I was 
able to deal with the impact on wheat, the impact on superphosphate and a host of other - all the 
other things: all the nasties as well as the goodies, but mainly the nasties. 

It's very interesting that when I'd finished Dave said to the ministers, "If there's anyone feels that 
Charlie hasn't expressed it properly or adequately now's their chance," and there was stony silence. 
Jimmy Mann [Liberal] moved immediately and Norm Baxter [CP] seconded (because they used to 
hunt together these two chaps) that the project be approved and the Bill introduced forthwith. They 
were smart. They didn't want any gap between, so we'd have another Cabinet meeting: "And the Bill 
be introduced forthwith." Dave couldn't even get any discussion. They were all just bewildered as to 
why the Cabinet hadn't gone on with it on their own initiative. 

But it worked out very well because when that Bill went to Parliament I knew I had the whole of the 
party room, Country Party and Liberal Party, right behind it because they had decided that the Bill 
was going to be introduced. It was a bad way to do it, but it turned out to be a good way. I think it 
helped me greatly because don't forget this was early in our history. It was 1960 and we still had a 
long way to go. I think it was a good demonstration to the ministers, who were for some 
extraordinary reason vacillating about it. It wasn't as though you had a set bloc against it and a set 
bloc for it. They used to change. It used to bewilder me when I thought I'd got one lot locked in and 
spent a lot of time explaining and then the next week they'd broken out and we'd have to start all 
over again. So we got that through the party room. 

Then, of course, we introduced it into Parliament. It had a predictable run with the Labor Party sort 
of giving token opposition, but they wouldn't dare oppose it, it was such an important agreement for 
the railwaymen; it was such an important agreement for industrial development. 
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Another more humorous sequel to the story. Before we'd got the agreement to the point where I 
could take it as the final document, we were putting the finishing touches to the negotiations. In the 
old days in Parliament the government had what was known as the ministerial room which you used 
to enter from a door on the - I think it's the eastern side. I'm not sure of my north, south, east and 
west of Parliament. But on the right of the Speaker where the government sits and behind where the 
government sits, there used to be a door that went out into what was known as the ministerial room. 
That was big enough for the Cabinet to sit in there before the Parliament was remodelled and 
enlarged. This was a room that Cabinet could meet in at lunchtime, dinnertime, and that sort of 
thing. It seated the Cabinet comfortably and that's what it was intended to do. It was a very private 
sort of a room that we could have to ourselves. [It was not the regular Cabinet room but only for 
special times during parliamentary sittings.] 

Well, the Parliament was sitting and I was still trying to get the last t's crossed and i's dotted. We'd 
got to those crazy little things where no-one would budge on this, that or the other. Really they 
weren't worth a row of beans, but people do get to a point when they start to bog down on nothings. 
We were doing the negotiations in there so that I could answer the division bells because the 
Parliament was sitting at a critical time. I'd said to Doug Rowland, who was my secretary at the time: 
"Now look Doug, we've got to get the answer to this and we've got all these top shots over from BHP 
and we're going to kill this thing today. Don't you let anything interrupt me. I'll hear the division bells 
because they ring in the room and I can answer them all right. But don't you let anyone interrupt." 

Well, we were at a very tense stage; very tense stage. You'd almost think as though the whole 
months of negotiation were going to collapse over some stupid, stupid thing. And there's a knock on 
the door. I knew it could only be Doug. I also knew that it must be mighty important if Doug had 
broken the instruction. So I opened the door and there's Doug standing there. He was only a little, 
very thin little chap. He said, "Look I'm sorry," he said, "but I thought I should interrupt you." I said, 
"Well, you know what it's all about Doug. It will need to be good." He said, "Well there's a Mrs So 
and So", I forget her name, "one of your constituents." He said, "She's absolutely furious! She caught 
one of the regular mail boats from Fremantle round to Sydney and then it's going on a Pacific cruise. 
When she got to Adelaide they tipped her out of her deluxe cabin. She is a woman of plenty of 
means and they put her into an inferior cabin and they won't give her her cabin back. She's decided 
that she'd get on to her local member to get him to intervene." I said, "Oh God, Doug, did you have 
to?" He said, "Well, I know how you like to clean these things up as they go, and my God she was 
irate. I thought I better do something about it." I said, "Well, don't do it again, but here's the man you 
can ring up at...." (I think it was Elders or Dalgetys. I'm not sure which). "Ring him up there and tell 
him the story and tell him the predicament that I'm in and I can't do anything about it. Can he please 
fix? His country needs him." He was a very good supporter of mine and I knew he'd understand. So 
off went Doug and we went back. 

By this time these people were pretty tensed up having been interrupted at this critical stage. I said, 
"Well I don't know whether you're going to laugh or going to cry, but I'll tell you why I was 
interrupted." Well when I told them they couldn't believe it, and they all burst out laughing. They 
used to tell this story for years after. They couldn't believe that this great conference had been 
interrupted over this silly cabin in Adelaide on this passenger ship! And you know that within a few 
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minutes after that we'd finished the whole agreement. It was the thing that was needed to prick the 
balloon and relax the tension and get down to just some sensible thing. We'd gone to lunch in good 
time and everything finished off. So that was the famous 1960 BHP agreement that gave us standard 
gauge railway. 

Then, of course, the big argument was with Canberra because the agreement didn't come into effect 
until we had negotiated an acceptable arrangement for the standard gauge from Kalgoorlie right 
through to the coast and that's another story. 

That of course, was also a godsend for me as Minister for Railways, because it gave a new lease of 
life to the Railways. There were a lot of very senior men who were in the older bracket, who we 
could take out of their present jobs and put them into the team that was going to not only do the 
negotiating but the planning and the building of this thing. That was an exciting thing for 
railwaymen. It then enabled us to promote younger men into positions, give them opportunities that 
they wouldn't have had for donkey's years. Some of those readily come to my mind who were 
brought up into positions of Deputy Chief Civil Engineer and jobs like that, with the prospect of this 
great engineering work ahead of them and, of course, thrown into responsibilities that they otherwise 
wouldn't have had. One was Ian McCullogh, who became the Commissioner many years down the 
track. He was in Bunbury at the time and we brought him up to put him in the Deputy Chief Civil 
Engineer's job and then he became the Chief Civil Engineer and went on to become the 
Commissioner. That's how everything moved forward as a result of this one agreement. That's how it 
does happen. You move somebody at the top and it's amazing how many places get moved as a 
result. A very exciting period followed from then onward for railwaymen as we had to keep the older 
system operating and the new system introduced. So that's how it all came about. 

It's amazing the number of things that I've negotiated and seen them to the point when they're just 
about ready to be complete. By that time there's been a change of minister or a change of government 
so I don't appear on any of the plaques around the place. It was very interesting up in the Ord the 
other day when I was up there that there's not a mention of me on the diversion dam, there's not a 
mention of me on the main dam, and I negotiated them both.' There's good reason for it. I don't get 
annoyed about it, but it struck me as rather strange. Here am I explaining all about the early history 
of the Ord and on neither the main dam nor the diversion dam plaques is there any reference to this 
bloke Court. 

That's why when the standard gauge actually was initiated and they had the great train ride from 
Sydney to Perth. I wasn't the minister. So a whole different set of people were involved - so much so 
that David Brand was away at the time and Crawford Nalder was acting as Premier and David Brand 
rang up and said that when the big ceremony takes place at Kalgoorlie the principal speaker's got to 
be Charles Court. It was just a little thoughtful act on his part because you can often get overlooked 
with these things. It didn't worry me but I was delighted to be involved because it had meant a lot of 

Later Sir Charles asked the record be amended because his name is on the diversion dam plaque, but not on the main 
dam plaque (RI). 
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sweat and a lot of anxiety and a lot of problems, not only in the negotiation phases, which I've 
mentioned to you, but actually when we started to build. You can imagine the trauma of keeping the 
old system running and the new one being built. 

The negotiations with the Commonwealth were quite horrific. Not quite as bad as the Ord, but 
everyone we went to over there, when we talked to the ministers, they were all in favour of this great 
scheme, but it never could get through the Cabinet over there. We went one, by one, by one, around 
all the ministers, starting with McEwen and right around and we'd get a word as to one who was 
opposing it and so on and so on. We eventually found when we went one by one by one right around 
that everyone was in favour of it (so they told us) but there was always "Foo", and we could never 
find out who "Foo" was. 

Eventually I said to David: "This will do the Menzies Government a lot of harm if this doesn't get 
embraced quickly." The formula was very clear because there had been a previous standardisation 
into Victoria and so on, which set down a very clear formula, so that wasn't in dispute at all. We 
were prepared to live with that. So I said, "You'll have to get on to old Bob," (that's Bob Menzies) 
"and tell him that we must find out who "Foo" is." I said, "I think the old boy will know what you're 
talking about when you're talking about "Foo". You can explain we've been to everybody from 
McEwen right around. We're now back to McEwen. We can't find a minister who's opposed to it, but 
there's always "Foo". If you could only convince him the thing would go!" 

So he rang Bob and he said, "I'd like to come over with Charlie and unfortunately Parliament's 
sitting," and we didn't have a majority unless we had a pair, you see. He said, "We can get limited 
pairs, but I'd like to come over." I know it was a Thursday. So it was arranged that we'd go over there 
and we'd see Menzies at about 3 o'clock because I know Dave had to catch the plane back because of 
this pair problem. Parliament must have been sitting on the Friday as well, probably getting near the 
end of the session. We used to sit long hours, long days. 

So we sat down with Bob and Dave said, "Well look, Charlie's done all this. He better tell you all 
about it." So I knew that you couldn't take very long with him and it had to be simple and believable. 
So we went one, two, three, four, five, you know, through all the various points, demonstrating that 
it would show a nine per cent return clear; nine per cent return. Now that sounds funny today, but 
you must remember the bond rate in those days was very, very low indeed, so there was a margin of 
anything up to five and a half to even six per cent. If you showed nine per cent return, it was a big 
margin in those days. Bob said, "I've heard a little bit about it and I understand that if it's economic - 
that is the test: Is it economic?" So he then said to Dave, "Okay, well you've got to get back to your 
Parliament, so Charlie and I will carry on." 

We went through it again and he got it clear in his mind because he was very quick on the uptake. 
Dealing with a thing like this was almost like him getting a brief back in his QC days. He then rang 
through. I remember it very well because the shades of eve were falling fast and it was pretty dull in 
his room. He didn't turn the light on, which amazed me, but we'd been talking so constantly on this 
thing that it probably didn't occur to him. He rang through to Sir Roland Wilson, who was then the 
Secretary to the Treasury, which I think is the equivalent of our Under Treasurer position. He was 
the head of the Treasury anyhow. He explained very briefly who he had with him and the broad 
proposition and he said, "If this is as good as he says it is economically, well then it does really meet 
the guidelines. I'd be prepared to recommend it, but the rest is up to you." 
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So I went straight down to his [Wilson's] office and we stayed there maybe till eight at night. I know 
we didn't stop for tea or anything like that. I had it all pretty well off pat, the documents all ready to 
give a copy to Menzies and a copy to him. He said, "Look subject to us doing the usual checks with 
your Treasury people," he said, "that will be all right." 

END OF TAPE 66 SIDE A 
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COURT So that's where the die was cast and we then went on very smoothly to get to the final 
negotiating stage. Then we had this memorable meeting on a Friday down the track when the 
formalities between the State and federal governments had to be worked out and agreement 
submitted to Parliament and all that sort of thing, to codify what had been understood. That 
negotiating team was Dave Brand, myself, Ken Townsing, Cyril Wayne the Commissioner. We took 
over with us also Digby Leach, who was the Commissioner for Main Roads. Now his presence is 
another story and I won't confuse it, but you might wonder why the Commissioner for Main Roads 
went over for this negotiation. 

It was a memorable time. We sat down in the Cabinet room, as it was then, at the old Parliament 
House in Canberra. Menzies took charge of the negotiations. He had with him McEwen; he had 
Holt, who was Treasurer; he had Opperman, who was the Minister for Transport; and of course, the 
Secretary to the Treasury, Wilson, was there. Dave said to Menzies, "If you don't mind I'd like 
Charlie to do the negotiations because he's the one who's done all the work and rather than me have 
to keep referring back to him." Dave was very good like this. He never tried to take up a position that 
he wasn't comfortable with. He just in a very simplistic way would say that. Menzies agreed. 

Then Menzies (I remember as well as well, eyebrows and all) set out as though he was conducting a 
brief in the court. He said, "Well David, I understand the position that we've reached is as follows." 
He then itemised the main points as he saw them. I had been told by one of his former aides: "Never 
let Menzies get down the track. If you don't agree with what he's on about get in quickly because if 
he gets too far down the track you'll never, ever get him to listen again. If you feel that he's wrong or 
he's got some wrong information, you've got to come in very quickly and arrest the whole situation." 
I knew that David was always very, very conscious of the presence of the great man and he was more 
or less overawed by Menzies in things official. Not personally. When they were talking personally he 
was very relaxed, but when he was dealing with anything official he [Brand] was always rather 
overawed, because Menzies gave you this impression of always being the man in command. 

Anyhow I had to take a deep breath and come in very strongly and say, "Look I'm sorry Sir, with all 
due respect that is not the basis on which we've negotiated this deal." You can imagine the old 
eyebrows twitched and I could see Dave go white. You know: this is the end of the standard gauge! 
Then he [Menzies] asked me, "What is the position?" and I told him. So he said to Wilson, "Well 
what is the position?" He said, "Sir I have to tell you that Mr Court's right." Menzies then relaxed 
and said, "Righto Dave you'd better take your team out and have a cup of tea and," he said, "we'll 
sort ourselves out." 

Well, we were out in that anteroom, the old anteroom there, for 20 minutes; we were out for half an 
hour; we were out for three quarters of an hour. Dave was saying: "You've mucked it up this time," 
[laughs] and we were having many cups of tea. I said, "No, no. The fact that we haven't been called 
back means that Wilson's having to sort things out with McEwen and with Holt and with Opperman, 
and that's good," because Menzies wouldn't have been aware of all this. 

So eventually after a long, long period we were called back into the room. The old boy was very 
gracious about it. He said, "Now we've got ourselves sorted out David and let's start again," and we 
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went whizz, whizz, whizz, whizz. It was a superb experience for me. We finished at about six 
o'clock that night and everything was done except the usual little frills and dills that have to be fixed 
up. Some of those were done by the Treasury and Opperman's department, with me and Ken 
Townsing and the Commissioner that night, and the rest were done the next morning. 

When we presented ourselves the next morning Menzies was on his own. So he said, "I told the 
others that I'd be the duty minister for today, and we've got to a point when there's no controversial 
issues, so we'll just tidy up the formalities and then you can get ready to make your press statement." 
The interesting thing was that by the time we'd got all of these things out of the way it was afternoon, 
and he sat there the whole time, not necessarily in the room, but in the anteroom. In the afternoon (he 
was a great Carlton supporter, if I remember rightly) well, he spent the afternoon, or most of the 
afternoon, in the little anteroom with the radio with Dave Brand's secretary listening to the footie 
while we finalised this statement. And do you know he didn't want to have his name attached to that 
statement. 

Then I learnt that he got no excitement at all out of these economic things, these developmental 
things. I realised from then onward that he regarded the sort of work that I was doing as the rather 
vulgar side of politics, whereas his idea was the statesman and gentleman type of thing. It became 
very clear to me that day because if I'd have been Prime Minister I'd have been excited to be at the 
top of the tree, saying, "Look what we've done! For the first time in history we're going to have 
standard gauge from the Pacific through to the Indian Ocean." It was a tremendous achievement and 
going to be done on the cheap because we were going to be able to use the existing systems where 
they were standard gauge and then weave the others into it. But he didn't want to be involved. He 
said, "No, this is more important to you over there, Dave, than it is to me," and it was really as an 
afterthought that the fact that he was there for the negotiations came into the statement. 

That's the standard gauge and the BHP agreement in that 1960 period. It really was a good way for 
me to cut my teeth on tough, tough negotiations, both with the developers and with the 
Commonwealth, as well as with my own colleagues. I believe the success we had in getting that 
thing off the ground paved the way for future negotiations. 

The aftermath of it was that before we were able to put it through the Parliament, A F Watts insisted 
that I attend a specially convened meeting of the Country Party lay organisation. I'm not sure whether 
it was their executive or whatever it was. It was quite a big meeting. So I had to go along and explain 
it all to them as I had done in the joint party meeting. There again there was a certain amount of 
bewilderment on their part as to what all the fuss was about. Just as fast as it took them to approve 
what I'd said, they gave their approval and we never had a murmur from then onwards. 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library Building on 
16th July 1991. 

Sir Charles, in speaking last time about the negotiations over the standard gauge railway, you said 
that you took Digby Leach as Commissioner for Main Roads with you in that final phase, and you 
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did actually say, "You might wonder why the Commissioner for Main Roads went over for this 
negotiation." Yes I do. Why did he? 

COURT I didn't actually invite Digby. David Brand and Ken Townsing arranged for him to be in 
the party. At the time we were in the middle of negotiations for beefroad money. The beefroad 
scheme was a wonderful scheme. The Commonwealth had to provide the money, or most of the 
money. The idea was to get roads that were reasonably passable in all weathers. You can never have 
an all weather road. You can go close to it. You can engineer for, say, the 50 year flood or something 
like that if you've got enough money, but you build a road which in normal weather will be an all-
weather road. This was to make it possible to carry cattle by road on trucks instead of having to rely 
on the old droving system. 

You can imagine the droving system, whilst it's emotionally a lovely thing and everyone likes to 
think of the old drovers and so on, it was fast becoming an economic nightmare. The country over 
which the cattle had to go and the time it took was such that you could not see any great future for it. 
Therefore it was only a matter of time and you'd have to rely entirely on trucks. You know about the 
great Air Beef scheme that the Blythe brothers were so anxious to develop from their station, but that 
also had problems. But there was a classic case at that time where you couldn't get a road through 
(that is road transport) that would be capable of carrying cattle. There's a certain amount of bruising 
and rough handling that cattle can't stand and therefore you have to try and get a reasonable standard 
of road. A sealed road is the ideal, even a good solid, but corrugated gravel road is a bit much. So the 
scheme was devised, an Australia-wide scheme, for these beefroads in these remote areas. 

Now we were having a bit of bother in getting the money we wanted and this was a suitable 
opportunity if the occasion occurred to try and get Menzies himself involved in the project. It might 
seem a long way away from the standard gauge railway Kalgoorlie to the coast when we're talking 
about beefroads in the north of Australia and particularly beefroads in Kimberley. 

So we duly completed the negotiations [i.e. standard gauge] with the great man, eyebrows and all, 
having overcome the initial hiccup that occurred, which I told you about. By this time things were 
going along nicely; agreement had been reached. There were only a few little frills to be tidied up. 
The day's work was over and Menzies leant across the table and he said, "What are you here for?" 
because at this stage Digby Leach (he was a very capable man and a rather attractive sort of a man) 
had been sitting there and hadn't said a word; he just listened. As quick as a flash he flicked some 
plans across the table. It was a smartest bit of sleight of hand I've ever seen [chuckles] and they 
weren't small maps, but he must have had them concealed there and all ready to go. He flicked them 
across the table and these were, of course, maps of Kimberley, and particularly the part where we 
were negotiating to get these beefroads. 

I didn't know until then that Digby Leach's early history was in railways as an engineer. Digby was a 
delightful person, obviously all geared up for the occasion, without any nerves at all. With David 
Brand obviously looking concerned for fear that Digby might put his foot in it after we'd had such 

1 This transcript, p. 847. 
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successful negotiations, he said, "Sir, as one railway man to another...." He really had me 
bewildered. Menzies who was quick as quick on these things, almost as though he was at a public 
meeting dealing with interjections, he said, "And when were you in railways?" And then he [Leach] 
told him. "Oh," he [Menzies] said, "we're brothers in crime." He said, "I had the distinction of having 
the record railway deficit in Victoria when I was the Minister for Railways." I didn't know he'd been 
the Minister for Railways. But he came out and treated this as a great joke, the record deficit and so 
on. Then this conversation went on with a lot of banter between Digby Leach [and Menzies]. I gave 
him [Leach] full marks; he wasn't the least bit overawed by the big fellow. Dave was starting to relax 
by this time. He said, "What are you now?" So he said, "I'm the Commissioner for Main Roads." He 
said, "I've got a wonderful proposition that I want to tell you about because I'm sure you'd want your 
name to be associated with this." 

Menzies by this time was starting to thaw out a bit. He said, "What is it?" He [Leach] said, "It's the 
Turkey Creek road." Menzies said, "You're not trying to tell me that there could be a place called 
Turkey Creek?" He [Leach] said, "Here it is, right on the map there." He said, "This is a little 
Aboriginal group of people and it's a station there, and this is Turkey Creek here." This intrigued the 
great man. You've no idea. If you can press the right chords with the big shots you can do anything. 
This "Turkey Creek" just fascinated Menzies. He kept bringing this up. He said to all the big shots 
around him: "Have any of you heard of Turkey Creek? Have you ever heard of a place like Turkey 
Creek?" Of course, there was general amusement about this thing. 

In the meantime, of course, Digby was pressing the claims of beefroads, you know what a great thing 
it would be if the Prime Minister personally was identified with this particular road, and how it took 
cattle into Wyndham and all of this sort of thing, whereas previously they'd only had to be able to 
drove them round and the losses in droving were great. Oh, he told a tremendous story, very quickly 
and very concisely. Much to our great consternation, and satisfaction I might add, Menzies turned to 
Harold Holt and he said, "Surely we've got some money we can make available for this haven't we?" 
Of course Harold had no alternative but to say yes. So in that short space of time and in this very 
lighthearted session Digby had done what we'd failed to do for months at all these conferences with 
the transport people and the Treasury people in Canberra going on over months and months and 
months. In the space of a few minutes in this lighthearted banter of "two railwaymen" talking to one 
another, both with their involvement in railways a long way in the past (and in the case of Menzies a 
very transitory involvement which he was never very proud of or pleased about) we got the money 
for this particular road. It was always known as the Turkey Creek Road. 

This is why when Menzies came up to open the [Ord River] diversion dam, Digby made an issue of 
it to get the great man to open the bridge, which was just a couple of miles down the road from the 
diversion dam. He wanted Menzies' name identified with it on a plaque there. The great man said he 
wouldn't do two openings in a matter of minutes of one another, so we decided that we'd have them 
done electronically simultaneously, so that when he unveiled the diversion dam plaque, he also 
unveiled the bridge plaque, which is the Dunham River Bridge; a fine bridge and a very important 
one in the wet season. So you'll see plaques at the diversion dam and you'll see a plaque at the 
Dunham River. 
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We eventually prevailed on Menzies after he'd opened the diversion dam to drive down there. We 
were all anxious that he should at least touch the plaque so as to give it an authenticity because 
otherwise you'd spend half your life trying to convince people that he did unveil the plaque. Actually 
it was. The engineers had worked out a very clever simple arrangement whereby when he did unveil 
the diversion dam he also unveiled the other one, although he wasn't physically present. 

RJ How many miles apart were they? 

COURT About two miles; a bit less than that I think. Up there distance is quite different to what 
it is in the city. A couple of miles is only next door, sort of stuff. 

We got him to drive down so that at least he could see the structure (and it was a fine structure) and 
see its significance in the wet season, although this, of course, was the dry season. He put his hand 
on it with that noble gesture that only Bob Menzies could make, with Digby Leach standing 
alongside of him. That was Digby's great moment and he said an appropriate few words: "Now aren't 
you proud of the fact that you're now involved in this great scheme for ever and a day; it will always 
be associated with you." It all came out of this banter. So it just shows that you can often achieve 
more by a relaxed, rather opportunistic occasion than with all the theory and all the statistics and all 
the technical data. 

It sticks in my memory as something that I always hoped I could re-enact. In fact I took advantage of 
the experience later on when we were dealing with some of the bigger projects, and it works. Every 
one of these big shots has a weakness. It's a boyhood weakness or it's got something that if only you 
can find out what it is and you can press those chords then you've got him. 

David Rockefeller's wife, for instance, was a botanist in her own right and we didn't know when they 
made their first visit here that we were really capturing the David Rockefeller interests for years to 
come by the fact that we took them up to Kings Park for a look at the park, just for something to do 
before dusk. The park came alive, all the birds having their last little chatter to one another before 
they went to bed for the night. We had a very enthusiastic director up there, I just forget his name,1  
but he seized the occasion like Digby Leach did. He quickly sensed that David's wife, Peggy, knew 
what it was all about. It was getting mighty dark when we managed to get them all to go home, 
because she wanted to see the various botanical species. 

By that time Kings Park had established a section there for various botanical species to try and bring 
together a concentrated grouping of a number of Western Australian species. They were purely 
Western Australian, of course, but he [Dr Beard] explained that there were some 7000 species in 
Western Australia and they were aiming to get 2000 together there, so that people could walk around 
in this botanical park and have a look at these various species that would be properly looked after. 
They'd be properly displayed in terms of names and all that sort of thing. 

Dr John Stanley Beard was Director of Kings Park from 1961-70 (Ri). 
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She was so intrigued with it all and so pleased about it all that she sent him a cheque. I was never 
quite sure how much it was, but I have an idea it would be about $1500. It was intended to be some 
"petty cash from which he could buy a few seeds". But whenever I saw Peggy Rockefeller in years 
and years to come after that, either at their home or officially, she always used to talk about Kings 
Park because it struck a chord with her. Through that, of course, you can get through to the master 
because David was a nice, fairly soft sort of a man. He naturally would be reacting to what Peggy 
was interested in. 

That was another case where it was fortuitous. I'm sorry I can't remember the name of the director or 
curator of the park at the time. It was a fairly short name. I'll think about it and I'll let you know. [Dr 
J S Beard] 

RJ You say that each great man has a weakness. How would one get at you? Band music? 

COURT Oh well, I suppose music would be my soft spot, although you'd probably have many 
other things. I have a bit of a susceptibility to food. 

Ri Cups of tea. 

COURT Cups of tea. I've never said no to a meal and I always seem to have room for another 
one. I eat much more than I should, but nice simple food. I can't stand the exotic foods and things 
that are all pansied up. You're never quite sure what you're eating. So I always like it good and plain 
and simple, and no gravy and no seasonings, so if it's fish you're eating, you know what fish you're 
eating, and if it's meat you're eating, you know what meat you're eating and so on. But there are 
plenty of weaknesses, but I won't tell you. 

Ri Sir Charles, just to round off a couple of small points to finish off your time as Minister 
for Railways. In the Liberal and Country League of WA State Platform issued in January 1959, 
which you had a part in, the statement is made about railways: "We will aim to limit the annual 
deficit on railway operation to a predetermined figure which will not be exceeded."' Did you manage 
to achieve that aim? 

COURT We did better than that. You must realise when we took it over it was a clapped-out 
system. It was a disgrace, really it was, not only in terms of financial results, but more particularly in 
the lack of morale. They'd had this Royal Commission sitting there under Alan Smith and it went on 
and on and on. It was really tragic to see friends that were made enemies. No-one trusted anyone. 
One of the things in that policy - I hope it was written into the policy, but we made it very public 
during the campaign, that the first thing we were going to do was to get rid of that Royal 
Commission, so that the railways could start to live again and we could get back to a normal 
situation. 

Liberal and Country League of WA Inc., State Platform, 1959, p. 16. 
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Now we also said that we would run it as a business. I think we did that; progressively, of course. 
You can't do these things overnight, but they had a lot of very poor rolling stock. The morale in the 
railway workshops was pathetic (I told you about that) because people were spending all of their 
time repairing clapped-out old crocks and you could get no esprit de corps, or you could get no 
interest. If you were, say, a fine metal tradesman, how would you like to come to work every day and 
look at a heap of rubbish and you've got to make it another wagon? In some ways they were trying to 
defeat the Treasury because if you were doing it as maintenance you could do it, but if you had to go 
and buy some new trucks you wouldn't get the money because it was capital. That sort of thing had 
never been properly managed. 

So we were quite sincere when we made that proposition, bearing in mind that when we formulated 
the policy, the Country Party were insisting on having the Railways portfolio. They wanted the 
Railways portfolio so that they could have control over the freights. 

If you look at the records for that time, because of the introduction of diesel and the fact that we 
could buy diesel locos out of revenue, which I've explained to you before, we eventually chewed 
away at this deficit. I forget which year it was, but we made the first operating profit in 25 years. The 
most excited people were the workmen themselves, the railwaymen themselves. They could hold 
their heads high all of a sudden instead of this doom and gloom thing. When they went into a hotel it 
was all a question of, "How much have you lost this year?" sort of thing. Well, when they could walk 
in there and boast about the fact we're going to make our first operating profit, and then they did 
make their first operating profit, it made them feel good. It did us a lot of good, not only in terms of 
dollars and cents in the budget, but also made us look good as managers with the public and it also 
brought a very positive response from the unions. 

END OF TAPE 66 SIDE B 



TAPE 67 SIDE A COURT 854 

RJ Another thing I noticed in that State Platform of 1959 that the claim was that an early 
decision would be made on the South of the river line to Fremantle. What happened about that? 

COURT I can't give you the proper answer on that. I'd like to just go and check some of the 
details because I know that this eventually, of course, got tied into the standard gauge project. See 
there is a line that sweeps around there. I'd just like to check. My memory's pretty good on these 
things, but I have an idea that when the railway went through there carrying on from the Kewdale 
marshalling yard, it was a dual gauge. But I'll just check on that if you don't mind, so as to be correct 
about it. 

There was a good reason for that railway down there. We needed it with the standard gauge, of 
course, so that you could get the full benefit out of the standard gauge system and get down to the 
south of Fremantle without having to go through the city and down through where the passenger line 
went down to Fremantle and so on, so we did have to rethink the whole of that. The advent of 
standard gauge was a godsend in many ways because we could rethink many of these things, and we 
could overcome hurdles that previously would have been hard to overcome. 

The reference to the south of the river line, of course, revives memories of the Kewdale marshalling 
yard. When we first inherited the railways in '59 these things naturally were under discussion. They 
were under discussion without any reference initially to the standard gauge. When the standard 
gauge became part of the railway plan and program, we were able to think quite differently about 
things like the marshalling yard and the like. 

Unfortunately in the past the railway thinking had been very small. They hadn't been fairly treated in 
some ways, but on the other hand I'm a great believer that if you're getting unfairly treated you've got 
to ask yourself is it because you haven't represented yourself properly? Is it because you haven't got a 
sufficiently imaginative practical program to warrant getting the funds? Is it the fact that you haven't 
represented the railways as having a future in the transport of the State that had to be built up and the 
basic structure had to be improved so as to look after the years to come, specially with an expanding 
agricultural industry and so on? 

Well when the standard gauge decision became imminent it completely changed the thinking of 
everybody from the Commissioner right down to the people working with him and, of course, it also 
changed the attitude of the Government. It changed the attitude of industry that was going to be 
affected by it. We inevitably faced up to things like the marshalling yard. The main marshalling yard 
of a railway system is at the very heart of it and if that's not efficient the whole system will never be 
efficient. You'll always have bottlenecks there because you haven't been sufficiently bold in your 
planning. 

When they came to me with the first plan for the standard gauge railway, I couldn't believe it. There 
was some land already set aside for a marshalling yard. You only had to take one look at it and it was 
small-time thinking. A marshalling yard for any railway system that's any good at all is a very big 
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piece of land. You have to have the facility for traffic to flow right through; you have to have facility 
for handling traffic, remarshalling of trains and handling the cargo, the freight that comes in. You've 
got passenger facilities and handling of the passenger trains, like your east-west train. All of these 
things. You can imagine it's a very complex thing. It is at the very heart of your railways' operations. 
If it's at all limited it's going to be inefficient. You can be assured of that, because you'll be 
improvising, you'll be double shifting trains, you'll be breaking trains unnecessarily and all of that 
sort of thing so as to fit them into the limited design. 

I couldn't believe the proposition that was put to me, which by then was related to standard gauge, 
that the first thing I had to do was to go and buy 16 houses that had only just been built. They hadn't 
even been occupied. Even then the marshalling yard couldn't operate smoothly and for very long. In 
fact when it first started you'd be using improvised methods to make it work, and goodness only 
knows what it was going to be like if our great plans for the next century materialised. As it happens 
the estimates we made that were considered to be extravagantly ambitious were superseded very 
soon after the standard gauge got going. That was the significance of it. The tonnages were much 
greater than even the most optimistic railway people had foreshadowed, and so it would go on. I 
didn't want to put my name to something that would be out of date within 10, 15, 20 or even 30 
years. So I wasn't going to run the political gauntlet of buying 16 houses. Just imagine the headlines. 
Sixteen houses that had only just been finished, hadn't been occupied, or if they had been occupied 
they were only just starting to be occupied, and you've got to bulldoze those just to get an extra bit of 
land to allow this improvised system to operate. There's a term they use in it when you're having to 
use artificial means within the terminal to handle the traffic when you have to go up one way and 
back it out again and all this sort of nonsense. I never tried to become highly technical about it, but I 
did want to know as a layman what it was all going to look like. 

So we went out there. The Commissioner and some of his senior people, we went out there. I said, 
"Forget that. Obviously that's not going to work. Tell me, if you had a blank piece of paper, what 
would you regard as the dream of a railwayman to establish a major marshalling yard being the focal 
point for the system of the whole State?" I said, "Now don't compromise at all. Forget the difficulties 
of it, just tell me what you would like if you had a blank piece of land and you had no inhibitions at 
all about where you could go." I don't think they took me seriously at the time, but I had to say to 
Wayne: "Look we'll get into far less bother looking at this total concept on a magnificent far-seeing 
basis with anything we've got to do for that sort of land, we'll get into far less bother with that than 
taking over those 16 silly houses. I can tell you that will be with you forever: deputations and 
headlines and 'this callous minister' and all that sort of stuff, and you still haven't got a marshalling 
yard you can be proud of." 

So it was out of that that the concept of Kewdale came. To their credit they took me at my word. 
They came back with a plan which was very bold, which was going to take the railways well into the 
next century. The only problem was that most of the land was privately owned, but fortunately it was 
very poorly developed and for a good reason. It was in the main swampy land and it was very hard to 
build on it. Most of the land was used for poultry farms (not battery chickens like you've got today) 
or it was for agisting horses and that sort of thing. You've no idea what it looked like in the 
wintertime; it was really a forlorn looking place. 
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Being Minister for Industrial Development it made it easy for me to look at this total area, not only 
the very big piece of railway land. If ever you take off at Perth Airport you just have a look at the 
size of the marshalling yard and just see, not only the size of it (and it is huge) but the location of it. 
The great virtue is that by putting it where it is instead of having it where it was going to be, all your 
trains are moving through, in or out of the marshalling yard without having to be shunted in with 
artificial mechanical aids and all that sort of thing. All the trains are going straight through one way 
or the other. If they're shunting out into this great mass of lines that lead off the main line, of course, 
it's very easy to put a train in there and give plenty of length for it. You can have one, two, three, 
four, whatever number you've got to, all being marshalled (and that's what its name implies) in the 
way you want them ready for unloading, loading as the case may be, and then getting on their way 
reassembled and so on. But the main traffic can still keep going without let or hindrance, keep going 
straight through, coming in from the East or going out to the East, or going down to Fremantle and 
Kwinana and so on. 

We saw in this the possibility of taking over an even bigger piece of land. You'll find an Act of 
Parliament was put through for the Kewdale Development Authority, which was related to the 
marshalling yard and while we were doing it we took over a much bigger, bigger area. The reason 
why we could do it was that the government could drain that whole area and treat it as a total thing. 
So you've got this magnificent piece of industrial land (goodness only knows what it's worth today; 
in those days it was only a pittance) and the government could afford to drain the whole area. Not 
only did we get the marshalling yard, but we got some very, very fine industrial area out of it. That 
original Act was later on expanded into a more far-reaching Act so as to provide for similar 
situations in any part of the State because we learnt a lot from that: that we could use the blanket 
authority to take over this land, drain it, put roads in, water, sewerage, drainage, telecommunications, 
power, everything that was necessary. Then having taken over a piece of land that probably had a 
low value, as that did, you could then subdivide it and you had prime land, properly designed with 
all the infrastructure that was necessary. 

You might say what about the poor people that owned this land for chicken runs and horse 
agistments and goodness only knows whatnot? I can't remember any unhappy people because as you 
can imagine there was no future for them. We put some good people in there to talk to them and to 
explain what we were wanting to do; this is before we put the Act of Parliament into the Parliament 
as a Bill. The proposition was that if they wanted to they could join in the project. They didn't have 
to put up any capital because they couldn't afford it anyhow. If they wanted to they could put in their 
acres of land whatever they had - some of them were quite sizeable acres - put them in into the 
common pool and we would undertake the total planned development to which they were privy. 
We'd made it public what we wanted to do, what we intended to do. Say they put in ten acres, well 
they could put it in and then have the right to their ten acres when we'd finished. They would absorb 
their proportion of the costs, of course. So from their point of view they were going to give some 
messy, messy ill-drained land, and they were going to get back some prime, properly drained, 
properly serviced industrial land, which would be worth quite a lot of money. 

I could not give you the exact figures. I don't think very many people took up our offer to join in the 
scheme so that they would be the proprietors of the land and had borne their share, their reasonable 
share of the servicing of that land and the rehabilitation of the land. But a lot of them, of course, got 
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paid a figure that they never would have dreamed of. I well remember getting a letter right out of the 
blue from the leader of the second violins in the Melbourne Symphony Orchestra one day. He said, 
"Dear Chas, I haven't seen you for many years, but I remember our days at Perth Boys' School...." or 
words to this effect. His name was Bill Glassford and we'd both been involved in music locally and 
eventually he decided that he would go to greener fields in the Eastern States and did very well and 
became the lead second violinist in the Melbourne Symphony Orchestra which, of course, was a very 
high position. He was a very fine musician. He didn't get into the soloist class, but one of those 
people that are very, very important in the total musical scheme of things. He went on about the past, 
and he said, "I just thought I'd thank you for that great scheme of yours you've worked out." He said, 
"I've just got my share of the family's cheque for the land that was resumed and which I understand 
you've turned into a fine industrial estate." He said, "We regarded it as a most hopeless piece of land. 
We could never understand how the family ever got involved in it, but good luck to you and we've 
been very generously treated." And that was right out of the blue as somebody that owned one of 
these pieces of land there, and it made me feel good because it wasn't solicited and it wasn't because 
he was a good friend of mine or anything of that kind. He just responded as a member of the family. 
If it was generous, it was cheap from the State's point of view, when you allow for the passage of 
time and the value of that land today. 

The important thing, of course, was that we had the vision to take the whole of that area, which was 
not only the marshalling yard but also this very wonderful industrial estate. When you look at it, it 
was linked to the standard gauge railway; it was linked to the narrow gauge railway. It was in the 
perfect distance from the city and near to residential places for people to live and to commute to their 
work. 

So that's the history of the marshalling yard. I break out in a cold sweat when I think of what might 
have been had we tried to avoid having to acquire some land. This was the mentality of the railway 
men. I don't blame them for it. They'd been browbeaten into this over the years by the Treasury, so 
that they didn't trust the Treasury. The Treasury treated them as an appendage that they knew was 
going to have a deficit at the end of the year, so they didn't like them very much. They had this very 
unfortunate inferiority complex instead of being a very proud operating service. That's why standard 
gauge was so important to us to give a brand new start to the railways, brand new thinking, a brand 
new set of standards. When we were going to have wheat tankers instead of those funny little old 
KA wagons and so on that used to spill half their wheat coming down the track. 

Ri Sir Charles, before we go into the consideration of your major portfolio, which was, of 
course, Industrial Development and the North West, just to clear up some of the immediate things 
that the new government did on taking power. According to Black, the government began by 
"implementing its explicit election promises to repeal the unfair trading legislation, revert to contract 
labour and the calling of tenders for public works, and progressively transfer state trading concerns 
to private enterprise." Then you've got the process where the six State hotels were to be leased or 
sold, the State Building Supplies, including the brick works, timber mills and metropolitan 
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timber yards were bought by Hawker Siddeley.1  What can you tell me about that process that was 
going on? 

COURT When we got into office David Brand was very anxious to demonstrate that we were 
different to most governments, that we were going to perform, that we hadn't made idle promises, we 
were going to convert potential into reality and all this sort of thing. Some things related to Collie. 
Some related to the sale of state enterprises, and some related to this question of contract. We were 
under a lot of pressure in connection with all of them. 

You realise that they all come back to a common philosophy: political philosophy. You'd had a 
Labor government that was socialist and whilst they mightn't have appeared to be hardline socialist, 
the fact is that they were kept to the socialist grindstone by people like Joe Chamberlain and others. 
Plus the fact that people like Bert Hawke, Herb Graham, were committed socialists. So this was the 
big difference, and we had to demonstrate that we were different. We'd made certain promises. We 
hadn't got a big majority. We had to demonstrate that we were genuine. People still were a little bit 
uncertain as to whether we were just going to be another shade of grey. Some of us felt very strongly 
that the best way to eventually get a solid majority and solid support was to demonstrate that we 
were different and we could do things and would do things. So we set about doing these things. 

You mentioned these three particular areas. The sale of state trading concerns was entrusted to me, 
mainly, of course, because there were industries involved although they weren't necessarily in the 
normal industrial mould. For instance the Country Party had a very strong interest in the Wyndham 
Meatworks, the Robb's Jetty and the Midland Meatworks, mainly because of their rural background. 
I found then, when I was given the job of getting rid of all of these things, that it wasn't quite as easy 
as I thought. I went in full of enthusiasm and fired up to leave my mark on the policy. I made a target 
that within a year or two at the most, we would be out of all of these things, that we'd get all the 
trauma over so that we still weren't fighting rearguard actions when we came up to the next election. 
With these things you've got to bite the bullet. Well you'll then realise that I found out some of the 
facts of life; some of the facts of political life. 

I went in quickly and I started to get genuine interest in each one of these. I think the State hotels 
came under another ministry. I think it was Ross Hutchinson. I can't recall why, but they were under 
his portfolio, but we worked very closely together in getting them on the market. Then you ran into 
all the problems that people had been used to staying at Yallingup, including a lot of people who 
believed they had a favoured position like some people always thought they had at Rottnest and this 
sort of thing. But we had to press on. You've no idea the people who, because they'd been going to 
Yallingup for years and they believed they knew the manager and they had a special room, all this 
sort of thing, you've no idea that people with basically strong Liberal private enterprise feelings 
because they had a personal involvement with something like Yallingup Caves House and so on, 
they were very insistent that you sell anything, but don't sell that. Anyhow we pressed on; it wasn't 
always easy but we got rid of them. 

Black in Stannage, op. cit., p.  460. 
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The big ones, of course, were things like State Implement W. State Engineering you probably knew 
it as, but in the early days it was established as the State Implement Works. [There was] the State 
Building Supplies, which was not only timber mills but also brickworks, and then also a very large 
retailing and merchandising organisation that brought all of these things together. There was the 
Wyndham Meatworks tucked away up there, Robb's Jetty and Midland Meatworks. Well, I very 
quickly got interested parties in all of them. 

You've no idea when I wanted to sell the State Engineering Works, the opposition then came from 
the very people who'd been telling us we had got to get rid of the state enterprises. Some of the 
engineering firms had a very cosy arrangement with the State Engineering Works. You must 
remember that our industry was very small at this stage. You're not looking at Western Australia, 
say, by mid-sixties or the end of the sixties, when all the iron ore and nickel and bauxite and other 
projects had taken off and the engineering works had expanded and we were using engineering 
works up all around Australia to cope with our needs. You were looking at a very sleepy industry 
that was struggling to survive. So they had certain arrangements with the State Engineering Works. 
Equipment was there that they had a predetermined arrangement whereby they could use it on a 
fixed cost basis to get work done to save each of these smaller engineering firms putting in that sort 
of plant. It made good sense if you were going to remain that size and Perth was never going to 
become what it is today and the engineering industry was not going to become what it has become 
and so on. 

I found myself with opposition going to the Premier from these places and saying, "You can't let 
Court do this," because of these little arrangements, cosy little arrangements they had. That really 
stopped us at that time selling the State Engineering Works. Later on I managed to get some parts of 
it out, such as the forgings. We set that out as a separate little piece and got that up into some of the 
Perth engineering firms as a separate little issue. There again I ran into trouble because the other 
firms that weren't prepared to bid for this section, they felt they were going to be held to ransom by 
the people that bought it. I think it was Tomlinson, I'm not sure. I just wouldn't risk my memory on 
that one. But one of those firms there got this section. It might have been Hadfield's. They had this 
feeling that they might get overcharged by this firm, whereas they felt that they could always go to 
the minister and complain if they were being overcharged at State Engineering. 

It was very disappointing; very, very disappointing. Here am I all steamed up thinking I was doing 
their bidding so far as policy was concerned and we run into these troubles. Robbs Jetty. I had a very 
good offer for Robb's Jetty and could get that out of our hair. I found objections there from the 
Pastoralists and Graziers. Now of all the primary producing organisations, they were the most right 
wing; they were the most private enterprise oriented people. I got the shock of my life. Apparently 
they were instrumental in it getting established originally. I think Ernest Lee Steere's father was very 
much involved in the original establishment down there. 

Robb's Jetty, I might, add was one of the trading concerns that was doing best. Old Cliff Bennett was 
a great operator. He managed to run it on the minimum capital demands on Treasury, so that kept 
them out of his hair. He did practically all his maintenance from revenue, so he was a pretty efficient 
operator, Cliff Bennett. He's still alive. He used to boast about the fact that as long as he could leave 
one wall of a cool room standing, the rest was maintenance when he rebuilt it. He was a very 
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likeable chap, a very efficient fellow and a very community minded man, who was the chairman of 
the Fremantle Hospital for years and years and very active in the Royal Agricultural Society. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 67 



TAPE 67 SIDE B COURT 861 

COURT But Cliff Bennett, being who he was, was very understanding that it was our policy and 
he was helping us to present the works as a viable works. He was the easiest and the best of all of 
them to deal with because all of the other managers of the different government enterprises, you can 
imagine, they fought like hell to try and give you a thousand reasons why the government should 
continue to own them even if they were losing money. But PGA went to David Brand about it and I 
was told to back off that one. 

The Midland Meatworks, I also had a buyer for them. Well another group of farmers were involved 
there; that was the old Farmers' Union. Of course, they had some members then who were the 
original agrarian socialists. They believed that if that was run by private enterprise they'd pay through 
the nose, and they'd never have any control over the charges and all that sort of thing. They lived to 
regret it because had those works been sold then, we'd have had a very efficient operation both at 
Robb's Jetty and at Midland and the industry would have been much, much better off than it is today. 
As it happened Midland Meatworks have had a fairly chequered history since then, and it hasn't been 
a very pretty picture. But it wasn't to be. That was the third of my successful attempts to get good 
bids, acceptable bids for them. So I was getting a bit distressed by this time. 

Then I had to face up to the big one: that was the State Building Supplies, timber mills, timber 
retailing and distributing, the bricks and everything that went with it. We called tenders and it was 
quite embarrassing that the local firms were not the best bidders. It would have been much easier for 
us if Bunnings or Whittakers or somebody like that had tendered a price which was either the best 
tender or reasonably close to the best tender because you could always then build up a local 
ownership case. So it was that reason that forced us into negotiations with Hawker Siddeley. It was a 
very traumatic lot of negotiations too, quite apart from the pressure brought to bear on the 
Opposition by local firms in those industries, and the emotiveness from the unions; the emotiveness 
from local communities like Pemberton. They saw that if private enterprise went in there that there 
would be a diminution in the work force; that they'd be insisting on efficiency; and some of the 
workplace rorts that existed would disappear. They were even worse when we got to grips with them 
than we thought they were going to be, but that's another story, that's another side of the story, and 
another reason why we should press on and get rid of the old workplace practices that had existed 
there that would never allow them to be fully efficient. 

However we eventually had to bite the bullet and explain to Parliament why the Hawker Siddeley 
bid had to be accepted and that deal was clinched. Whilst I owned the business (when I say 'I', it was 
as the minister responsible for these places) I had my moments because you were trying to get them 
efficient whilst you were still in command, and the manager tried hard to meet our wishes. I think he 
genuinely wanted to get more efficiency into these places, but there were limits beyond which he 
couldn't go. 

One humorous experience that taught me a lesson was the brickworks at Armadale. They weren't the 
most modem brickworks. They turned out good bricks which were in demand from some builders 
who preferred to go there, but they weren't the most modern and there were complaints that there 
was fluoride coming out of the stacks and affecting all the dairy cattle around there; and other things, 
but particularly dairy cattle. The harrowing story I got was that the cows got rickets and all sorts of 
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things because of this fluoride and they eventually issued writs against me, as the minister, for 
damages. 

Well I was then greeted with some news that taught me a lesson when the Crown Law said, "You 
realise that if you lose this case and you pay the damages, you've got nowhere because they can 
immediately sue you again because it's a continuing problem. It's not just something that you pay a 
large sum of compensation and that's the end of it, it continues. So forever and a day you'll be either 
prohibited from operating or you'll be paying continuous damages. In other words you'll just have to 
shut the works down." 

So I looked around for a bit of advice and found one or two characters who had better brains than I 
did. There's always a simple solution if you listen and you look around. It was suggested that the best 
thing I could do would be to buy all the farms. Even if I paid generous prices for them it would be a 
small price to pay because from then onward you would have no more damages claims because if 
people wanted to operate dairies there (that's the whole milk cattle; there was quite a bit of whole 
milk produced there at the time) well then they'd be doing it under leases. You can write indemnities 
in under leases which you can't write into freehold. So the suggestion was that I should get some 
reputable real estate people who could buy all these places. 

They went to work and they did a great job. Of course, they had to be careful that they didn't indicate 
they were buying them for the government. So they eventually got control of the offending areas, or 
the areas where we were offending, put it the other way. We didn't have to pay quite as much as I 
thought because most of these people weren't making a lot out of their little orchard or dairy as the 
case may be. By today's standards they weren't making much at all. We didn't have to overbid to get 
these. Then, of course, the news came out that I owned the lot, as the minister. The people concerned 
were pretty good about it. I thought they'd be pretty resentful about it, but that was the end of the 
damages claim, you see, not only for them but for the future. 

Incidentally the cost of that was less than they were claiming for damages. I don't take credit for 
thinking out this very simple scheme. The simple solution always wins and if you listen to people 
who have got a little bit of simple wisdom, they can often lead you in the right direction. The 
growers saw me and they were quite good about it. I thought they'd be pretty nasty about it and think 
they'd been doublecrossed. They all said they'd been treated fairly. There'd been no attempts to beat 
them down. They didn't know, of course, it was the government at the time, otherwise they'd have 
wanted the sky. The sky would have been the limit. They then said, "Can we lease the properties 
back?" So I said, "Well, do you realise it's the same property, it's the same brickworks and so on." 
They said, "Oh yes, well we know when we're beaten." So they all wanted leases so they could 
function. 

Of course, when you write the lease, you can write conditions in there that they accept it with all the 
faults and the works could operate without let or hindrance. So that's how the works out there were 
continued. Subsequently they were sold, so that didn't become the government's problem any more, 
and I don't know how far it's affected the operations later on. 



TAPE 67 SIDE B COURT 863 

But it's probably important for another reason, that when we told Alcoa that we wanted them to 
restrict their operations in Kwinana and they'd got to the limit of the amount of red mud and other 
things we could handle and we wanted them to go south and point towards the port of Bunbury, 
through Pinjarra and Wagerup, it was very clear to me that if they were going to put one of those 
refineries down into, say, Pinjarra, they had to be their own neighbour. It was out of this experience I 
had at Armadale that I insisted they go and get 12 000 acres, I think it was (don't hold me to it; I 
think it was 12 000 acres) of good farmland round there. The refinery had to be its own neighbour. 
Furthermore they not only had to own that farmland, but they had to farm it. 

This is the reason why you've had no complaints about cows getting rickets and sheep losing their 
wool and wheat losing their ears and things like that down there because they were their own 
neighbour with the farms. If you drive past there at night time you can see the [lights of the] refinery; 
if you drive past in the day you can't see it because it is well in towards the hill, the escarpment. They 
farmed that land extremely well. My instructions to them were: "You must have the best cattle, the 
best sheep, the best grain round there for your own sake so that no-one will be able to say the cows 
are getting rickets, the sheep are losing their wool, or the wheat's losing its ears, and all that sort of 
stuff. But I can tell you that if you're not your own neighbour and you don't have a farm to 
demonstrate that your works are foolproof, you'll have never-ending controversy. Even if you don't 
have damages, there will always be the people that tell the folklore stories down at the local hotel 
how things are not what they used to be. The cattle are not as fat as they were and they don't walk as 
well as they used to, and the sheep are wrong, and so on, and so on." So that's how they came to get 
that magnificent farm area around the Pinjarra Refinery. You've never heard any complaint about 
their impact on primary industry, because they are their own neighbours and their own farmers. 

When they went to Wagerup we made them get a similar area, although we didn't insist they had to 
farm there because they made the point that there was no purpose in it, but we still made them get 
the big area around them to be their own neighbours. That's the principle surrounding Kemerton 
when that land was first acquired, to have a big area like that where industry can be its own 
neighbour. 

It's a long way of telling you, but out of the Armadale experience we learnt a lot and I hope that 
people do listen to these experiences, because any future ministers who don't take that into account 
are in for trouble. 

Also there is a bad thing about local government. When you establish an industry somewhere, they 
swear on a stack of Bibles that they won't let residential areas encroach on it. It's only a matter of 
time and somebody gets the right to build a bit closer and a bit closer, and then you find, as we did in 
Queens Park, where an industry that everyone loved because it gave employment, because it gave 
economic growth there, all of a sudden found itself with houses on its border. Then, of course, 
people wanted the industry shifted. They weren't the least bit impressed that they came after the 
industry and they should never have built there. So when you get conflicts with governments chasing 
votes, the community always win and the industry always loses. That particular industry had to shift 
out to Kewdale, which it did very successfully; probably would have gone in any case because of 
space factors. But we had time after time when local authorities allowed people to encroach. That's 



TAPE 67 SIDE B COURT 864 

why I was so insistent that we tried to make industry be its own neighbour and go to extreme limits 
while I was around to stop local authorities giving in on this encroachment of residences. Accept the 
fact that that's industrial land. Try and have the most friendly industries that make the least noise, the 
least smell, and least smoke and all that sort of stuff, have them closest to where the people are and 
then work inwards so that your less acceptable industries are furthest away from people and have 
industry as their neighbour because industry can usually live with those things better than 
communities can. 

I think I've covered all the sale of the trading concerns. We've dealt with hotels; we've dealt with 
Robb's Jetty; we've dealt with Midland Meatworks; we've dealt with the State Engineering Works; 
we've dealt with the brickworks and timberworks - that's the State Building Supplies. The only one I 
haven't dealt with is Wyndham Meatworks. 

RJ There was also an attempt to transfer the Wundowie Charcoal Iron plant to private 
enterprise, which proved abortive. 

COURT Yes, thank you. I forgot about Wundowie which we knew would always be the toughest 
one. Also there was Chamberlain's which wasn't officially a state enterprise, but the State 
government was so heavily involved in it that for all practical purposes it had the same status as a 
government enterprise. Wundowie: we made a valiant effort to get that sold to a very efficient 
industry and they really tried to make that a success and to give it a wider range of products. I think 
the transfer to private enterprise was ahead of its time, but we did work very hard on that. We didn't 
get a lot of cooperation from unions and the local community because they always saw this as a 
threat. It's a strange thing, they always assume that private enterprise will be more efficient and use 
less men. They never realise that if it's more efficient the industry will grow. What Holmes a Court 
did to the Albany Woollen Mills years later was a classic example of this, how with a reduced work 
force the industry had a life, an assured life, whereas with the original work force it would have gone 
into liquidation very soon after. 

But Wundowie, it was a good try; it was worth a try to try and transfer it over to private enterprise, 
hopefully that it would have a bigger range of products. Then later on, of course, Garrick Agnew got 
involved in it with another attempt at a wider range of products. In reality Wundowie should never 
have been established there. That went back to a time in the life of the Department of Industrial 
Development where they really didn't understand the complexities of an industry of that kind using 
the raw materials they had to use. They were drawing on Koolyanobbing and it was a very inefficient 
type of operation. It didn't have the economies of scale. The people involved had the best will in the 
world but it wasn't realistic measured against the real world that you're competing in. 

The Chamberlain one was a different one altogether. As you know it was Bert Hawke's baby. When 
you even mention the name of Chamberlain's, Bert Hawke used to bristle because the Chamberlain 
family more or less used to represent him as their great benefactor and great champion. It was a sad 
story in a way because the Chamberlain family had a lot to offer. They had a lot of ability and a lot of 
ideas that had it been properly marshalled would have been successful as a private function. 
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One of the problems you have with inventors is they will never let their invention go into the hands 
of the volume producer. The mentality of inventing something, the mentality of developing it in a 
research plant and in a pilot plant is quite different to the qualities required if you're going to have 
straight line production; in other words you're going to be competitive in your production against 
other people in comparable situations. You can have the best product in the world, but if you don't 
know how to market it - produce it first and then market it on a competitive basis, you're going to 
waste your time and you're going to break your heart eventually. Now the money was poured in there 
from the government. 

During the life of the Hawke Government, an unofficial type of parliamentary committee was set up. 
It wasn't an official Royal Commission or Select Committee or anything of that kind, it was an ad 
hoc type of committee which you could do in Parliament in those days. You couldn't do it today. 
There was Bert Hawke, there was Arthur Watts and myself. Dave Brand nominated me. I'm not sure 
whether it was Dave Brand or McLarty; probably McLarty. We could easily check the date of that. 
So I found myself on this rather extraordinary committee. You don't have to be very smart to realise 
that I was the one who knew most about the commercial side of it; the industrial and the commercial 
side of it. I found that when we did our inspections, which were absolutely important for us as 
laymen, together with the people that were nominated to assist us, you had to get right into the very 
heart of this industry. Those industries in those days were noisy and dirty. They weren't like the 
modern engineering industries of today. I found a strange thing there, that Bert Hawke didn't like 
going into these things like foundries and the places where the dirty, heavy, noisy work was being 
done. I couldn't believe it for a former union organiser and so on. You'd think he'd be in and out of 
those sort of places all day and every day. But he didn't really get involved in them to the extent that I 
did. Arthur Watts didn't get involved to the same extent as I did, but he was pretty good. Of course, 
Watts had a very good brain and Hawke was no fool. He was much more capable and had a much 
sharper brain especially on financial matters than people gave him credit for. 

So we had a very harmonious look at this thing and we eventually put in our report which people 
couldn't believe because it provided for the sale of Chamberlain's when a suitable buyer could be 
found. The Labor Party members just couldn't believe that Bert Hawke had agreed to this, but he had 
and there it was. The document was tabled and it set out a number of things in the meantime to get a 
topline manager from private enterprise and a number of other things. 

It was about that time, of course, that the great Clarrie Adams came in there. I think he was with 
Tomlinson's before that. I'd have to check on that, but I think it was with Tomlinson's. But he was an 
outstanding industrialist as well as a man with special training in the engineering side of things. He 
went in there and the Adams era was a real turnaround point, but before him there was another man, 
whose name escapes me, who was a public servant. He eventually headed up the TAB. [Jack Maher] 
He was one of these fellows who was as straight as a die, a very capable fellow, but always appeared 
to be like the traditional public servant. He was probably the man that was needed because when he 
went in there he was pretty tough on the people that were there. He had a Treasury mind and he 
approached all the undisciplined spending and that type of thing. Bear in mind the Chamberlain 
family was still there. I'll come back to his name later on. I think he is now deceased. He was a very 
capable fellow, but not the sort of fellow you imagine running a virile private enterprise organisation 
in the highly competitive atmosphere of Chamberlain's. 
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I think Bert Hawke had had enough because he had been bitterly disappointed over a number of 
things, which made the point that inventors are not the people to produce and to sell. If you can take 
the idea off them and then give it to an engineer who is a production engineer, a straight line 
engineer and put it also into a sales organisation which accepts that the customer is always right and 
so the manufacturer has got to reflect that somehow or other, it's quite different. 

Bert Hawke told a story of the original Countryman tractor. As you know the Countryman tractor 
became quite a famous tractor throughout the whole of Australia, but the original one was launched 
with a great fanfare. I'm pretty sure it was in an October of one year. They did that to try and beat the 
show. I might have got my dates wrong, but I'm pretty sure it was near October, because Parliament 
was still sitting and it was getting near the end of the session. There was a great fanfare of trumpets 
and the launching took place down at Cottcsloe at the Civic Centre. It had just been taken over by 
the Cottesloe Civic Council. Somehow or other they got this nice tractor into there. I don't know how 
to this day, but they got it there. There was a great ceremony down there launching this tractor. Bert 
Hawke in his more relaxed moments could be quite humorous when telling a story. He tells us how 
proud he was when he announced this was the greatest tractor ever. It turned out, of course, the 
Countryman tractor was a very successful tractor, the various versions of it, because you keep 
upgrading these things. He duly wound that official launch up and we all went away clapping madly 
and cheering by numbers! 

He confided in telling this story away down the track: "You know the great embarrassment was next 
May, people were ringing me up from my electorate...." he represented Northam, "from my 
electorate and from further afield saying when can we get one of these so-and-so tractors? We 
thought they were pretty good. You were pushing them. You told us we've all got to buy the local 
product and that sort of thing, and we ordered them, and we can't get one." So he got his people to 
have a look at it and he found they were arguing amongst themselves over a part worth about one 
and sixpence. Now that's what happens with inventors; they're always seeking perfection. Just when 
the thing's going to go into production, it's some tuppenny halfpenny thing. There has to be a cut-off 
point at which the production engineer says, "Right this is it, off we go," and all your dies and 
templates and all your straight line production, gearing and training of your work force and all, and 
your assembly has got to be highly tuned to a straight flow. That's what happens when you don't take 
those things away from the inventors. 

So it happened that the committee's report (that's Watts, Hawke and Court) was embraced by the 
government. Then when we came into office, of course, we had this to work on. So when there was a 
hue and cry went up when we tried to convert Chamberlain's into a private company (that's a public 
company) we were able to just produce this document and say: "Well these are the people that 
studied this; these are the people that made this recommendation." In the meantime, of course, all of 
the recommendations, except the sale to a public company, had been implemented. For all practical 
purposes the government owned it. It had a very efficient manager like Clarrie Adams who ran it as a 
private enterprise thing. Again I was given the job to sell. 

I can confide in you now that my great embarrassment was that Clarrie Adams was too good. He was 
running it so well that the products were being marketed successfully, and the products were 
successful and they were getting a good name and the company was coming up to making a profit. 
Now in political terms you'll know that it's much easier to sell a State government concern that's 
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losing a lot of money. Everyone wants to get rid of it. But the moment it starts to make any money 
they immediately say, "Look why sell it? Why don't we carry on and make the money?" 

END OF TAPE 67 SIDE B 
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COURT You know, "Why don't we continue to own it and make money. You know, this will 
become big. This will be another John Deere," and all that sort of thing. You know how the 
emotions run high. So we had to move very fast and float it as a public company. That was very 
successful, so much so that we got a lot of money back that we didn't expect to get. It became a 
public company. Potter's [Melbourne] did the float. We had some resistance from within the 
enterprise - not from Clarrie Adams by the way, he wanted it to go public, but from some of his 
board. They fought to the bitter end talking about these profits. They canvassed ministers and 
fortunately between David Brand and myself and Arthur Watts we were able to defeat that, but they 
were going to members of Parliament behind our back and so on. I gave them no marks at all, but 
Adams was very strong on the whole thing. "Let's get government out of it and then we'll carry on 
from there." So we did pretty well out of that sale. 

The interesting thing was that I made it a condition of the prospectus that farmers were to have some 
preferred rights to apply (specially those that had been users of Chamberlain equipment) and the 
Western Australian public had preferred rights to apply. This was resented by the Stock Exchange, 
particularly in Melbourne where the float took place, but we worked out a pattern. The interesting 
thing was that inevitably those floats, so well-based as this one, went to a premium. Within a couple 
of years the local people (and farmers included) just couldn't resist the temptation of a 10 per cent, a 
mean little 10 per cent capital gain (there was no capital gains tax in those days) to sell out. They felt 
they'd made some tax free money! It was only a pittance really. So if you look at the register after a 
couple of years it was like tipping a saucer over and the ownership of the shares had drifted over to 
the Eastern States; so much for local loyalties. That's something I learnt. 

The other thing that I think I should record when we're talking about the sale that soon after I became 
the minister and I was committed to sell this and other things, I went around the world to try and get 
somebody to buy Chamberlain's, take it over as a gift, and as part of the deed they would have to 
operate it as a successful operation. We got very little interest in Australia before I went away. I tried 
everyone in Australia that was a possibility. We got some interest in Germany. 

I learnt a lot from that negotiation in 1960, May 1960, about the German mentality in negotiating, 
which stood me in good stead later on. In this case I was dealing with a large privately-owned family 
concern, but it taught me a lot about their attitude towards business. They gave it very serious 
consideration and strangely enough the women members of the board (they were all related), the 
mother in particular of this family that owned this company, she wouldn't have a bar of investing in 
Australia. She could see the family breaking up and how did we know that the government would 
honour all of these conditions? We'd offered them very generous conditions: land and they took over 
the whole project without any capital payment at all because we were so glad to get rid of it. It wasn't 
making money by this time. All this beautiful land for them to take it over and come in, put in their 
own systems and so on. We went pretty close to that one. The senior male members of that family 
were anxious to do a deal because they could see a future for the sons coming out to a new land and 
with a lot of farming potential and so on. They'd have to produce bigger equipment because we 
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found their equipment being used in Australia was not standing up too well to the very heavy rugged 
demands of Australian farmers. Australian farmers are very tough on their equipment. Even more so 
then because a lot of the land that's now been worked for generations was quite new and you can 
imagine with the stones and the roots and things that they were still having to cope with. In Europe, 
having been farmed for a thousand years, they didn't have that sort of thing. 

So I went to America - and don't laugh at this, but I went to a place called Moline, which is the 
headquarters of John Deere. I had good introductions. I had to fly into Moline. I'll always remember 
having to fly from Chicago and when I asked the booking clerk for a ticket to Moline, he said, "Who 
in the hell would want to go to Moline?" I said, "Well I do because I've got to go and see John Deere 
headquarters." He said, "Well it's a one-horse town. I was born there and I never want to go back 
again." So that was a good start. When I got there I found, of course, that this one-horse town was 
quite big by our standards and the hotel I was staying in was a 16 storey hotel, so it was no one-horse 
town! 

John Deere's were virtually the town. They were very well-regarded people. In the farm equipment 
business they were probably one of the world's leaders. They were just starting to flex their muscles 
and think about going more international and I'd heard about this from the grapevine. They weren't 
anything like they are today. When we went into their various works and foundries and that sort of 
thing, I was staggered at how poor they were in terms of quality [i.e. their buildings, not their 
products]. I expected to see something really spanking bright and real American, but it was very 
much like you'd expect if you went to Ledger's in Western Australia, or one of our Australian firms. 
Their office accommodation was certainly not very, very sumptuous. But they impressed me. Here 
are these people with people in charge who were still the direct descendants of the original John 
Deere, and are very proud of the background. 

Anyhow I worked mighty hard and I put up a great submission to them to take this over as a gift. 
They went into it very carefully. They were very good people to deal with. The outcome was they 
advised me a few days or weeks later that they'd given it serious thought. I'd reported to Cabinet in 
the meantime. It was a very sensible, practical letter. They said they'd decided against it because 
history had shown them that everything they'd got for nothing was the dearest purchase they ever 
made! It was as blunt as that and as sensible as that. 

For this reason you'll understand why I got a lot of satisfaction that once we'd sold the thing later on 
into a public company, that some years down the track while I was still minister, John Deere's had to 
come back to Chamberlain and buy into it and pay real money to buy into it because by this time it 
was such a success. They used to laugh about it. They were all very gracious about it. I made several 
visits to there by which time they had modernised their plant to probably the best in the world. 
They'd given themselves sumptuous headquarter facilities, the like of which I'd never seen anywhere, 
so the whole thing had changed in that short span of time from what was just a country works that 
had grown on the Mississippi and got bigger and bigger and bigger, to something that was 
completely rethought with modern equipment, modern castings; everything you could imagine. They 
eventually had to come back to Australia and with all humility walk in and do a deal with Clarrie 
Adams to buy an interest in Chamberlains, which was a good move anyhow. 
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RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held at the Alexander Library Building on 
25th July 1991. 

Sir Charles, you spoke last time of taking the Rockefellers to Kings Park and that lovely episode 
about Mrs Rockefeller enjoying that so much. You went on to say, "We didn't know that we were 
really capturing the David Rockefeller interest for years to come".' What did you mean by that? In 
what way did you have interest from Rockefeller? 

COURT He was a very nice, straightforward sort of person. It would be wrong to say simple -that 
would be quite wrong, but he was a very natural sort of a person. I remember when I stayed at their 
home on the Hudson River for a weekend when we were doing some negotiations in New York, you 
never got any impression of wealth or grandeur at all. I remember Peggy coming in covered in blood 
and all sorts of things because she'd been helping a cow calve overnight and she'd been involved in it 
personally, as she could be. She used to be a real demon for sailing yachts single-handed and all this 
sort of stuff. I know it used to worry David, but she was that sort of person. I remember John Parker 
was with me and she cooked the breakfast (it was a very chatty sort of a breakfast session) in the 
kitchen. That's the sort of people they were, and right up until the last time I saw them at their unit in 
New York (in Central New York) it was exactly the same. It was this relaxed, easy-going thing, 
talking about the family and various people, various interests. 

So you can understand that that breakthrough we achieved meant that it established a pattern of 
communication between them and us (and I talk about David Brand and other people who had 
regular contact with them; Rita and I, and so on) and we never thought of them as being very 
influential, wealthy people at all. We just thought of them as being very good friends. 

You will therefore appreciate that this was one of the many connections that we built around the 
world that served this State so well. There was someone somewhere in authority that we could pick 
up the telephone and talk to them; and even if they themselves weren't going to attend to what we 
wanted done, they could point us in the right direction. They could probably pick up the telephone 
and talk to somebody who didn't know us and say, "You can trust these people!" or words to that 
effect. And that, when you're dealing internationally, is a tremendous asset. 

So when I talked about that first meeting in Kings Park there, after which we all went to dinner down 
in the Esplanade Hotel in that lovely old private dining room at the back of the hotel, we did more 
than just entertain them. I think I've told you that we were rather over-awed when we heard that 
David Rockefeller and his wife and others were coming because you think of the Rockefellers as 
being amongst the financial and industrial and commercial elite of the world, plus the fact that 
they've been great philanthropists over their life. Therefore at a stage when we were just beginners in 
trying to get Western Australia on the move, we were a little bit over-awed. We had been told by 
somebody that had come here as an advance agent to arrange the itinerary, that we needn't have any 
worries at all. But you don't always accept that at face value; you have to find out for yourself. 

This transcript, p. 851. 
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I think that's all I need to tell you about it because like so many other people, it became a tremendous 
contact point. We had some really top-line world banking, financial, industrial, professional 
celebrities here during that time. The thing I found about them was that they were so excited about 
what we were doing. As David said to me on one occasion, he said, "You realise, Charles, that most 
Americans of my age" (that's David Rockefeller's age), "have been told by their parents about how 
the West was won, and that's going on over here" - bearing in mind we were going from mendicancy 
to a much more developed State with a much bigger population, and some very remote areas by 
anybody's standards. This was all happening, and I found that they got something of a thrill about 
this, being involved; and most of the big shot Americans that came here, this registered with them. It 
occurred to me then, of course, we were 'The West'. You know, this old saying in America "How the 
West was won". We were 'The West' and an undeveloped West, probably the last place of its kind in 
the world when you could see it as a place with a handful of people and no wealth all of a sudden 
blossoming forward and becoming a great supplier to the rest of the world. Expanding agriculture, 
expanding minerals, and then later on expanding energy. 

This did serve us in good stead because when we went there in '65, at the time when the Americans 
were starting to tighten up on overseas investment, we suffered no let or hindrance at all during that 
time. The understanding was that we wouldn't make a lot of noise about it. Harold Holt went over 
with me. I think I have previously mentioned this, but he went over with me in '65 because we had 
got to a crucial stage with the iron ore development. I'd removed the last blockage in March 1965 in 
Japan with, what was then, nine major steel companies; today it is only eight. We then had to go to 
America because of this threat of cutting back on overseas investment. This is where all of these 
people that we'd built up over these few years were all good friends and good allies, and it taught me 
also that there is such a thing as personalities and people in business. It doesn't matter how tough 
they are, how big they are. We learnt this with the Japanese in our negotiations for iron ore contracts, 
for other contracts. When there were problems within the industry (that's the iron ore industry), and 
between them [the iron ore industry] and the Japanese, that the strong personal links that had been 
built up by the people at the top with people like myself and David Brand, it's amazing how many 
blockages we could remove by getting on to them. 

This became very apparent when we went to America. I was representing the State; Harold Holt as 
Treasurer was representing the Commonwealth. I know it was in April because we had quite a 
moving Anzac Service in New York on Anzac Day and quite a large number, a couple of hundred, 
assembled on the roof of a building there and they had quite a moving Anzac service exactly on the 
Australian pattern of Anzac Day. There were Americans there but most of them were Australians 
living in New York. So that's how I remember it was April when we had this seminar arranged by 
the Chase Manhattan Bank. Unless you were a chairman or a chief executive you weren't allowed to 
come to the seminar. So they were a pretty powerful group there. It was a critical time for us. Then 
there was the famous Ambassador from America to Australia: Clark, Ed Clark. I think I've told you 
about him before. 

RJ No! 
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COURT He was the broadest Texan. He had the broadest Texan accent, the inevitable yellow 
rose, the inevitable Texan hat, even though he was an Ambassador. He had been to Australia and 
had finished his tour of duty and was back at a place called Austin, not far away from Houston in 
Texas; a very proud Texan. He was, with all his funny old ways, a great friend of Australia. He really 
was a character and he had this booming voice. His wife was even broader than he was in terms of 
Texan accent. He said when he left, "Charles, you let me know if I can help you and I'm at your 
service." People say that and you say, "Well, I've heard all that before," but not with Ed Clark; he 
stayed loyal to us. Years later you could ring him up, and he DID have influence. 

His appointment was quite remarkable because the story goes that when R G Menzies was in 
America he said to Lyndon Johnson, "Please send us an Ambassador who can pick up the telephone 
and talk to the President." He said, "We've had some nice men there." I don't know if you can recall 
them. One was a Baptist minister, and there were all sorts of people, different sorts, but none of them 
had a lot of BITE about them. I can't remember any of them being career diplomats but I may be 
wrong there. But they were nice people and you talked to them, and you told them of our ambitions, 
they came and saw it, but none of them responded like Ed Clark did. He really got excited about it; it 
was wonderful! 

But the story goes that Robert Gordon Menzies had asked Lyndon Johnson to send him a man who 
could pick up the telephone and talk to the President. "We've just got to take short cuts in view of the 
alliance and all this sort of thing." So next morning, Menzies, at his hotel, got a message from the 
President to say, "I'm sending down a man named Ed Clark to see you so you can interview him. 
You'll be surprised at what you see and hear because he's a raw boned Texan, but I can tell you he's 
very influential and he does have the virtue that you wanted, namely that he can pick up the 
telephone and talk to the President because he's my personal attorney." You can imagine when Ed 
Clark turned up at the hotel to introduce himself to Robert Gordon Menzies! Menzies would have 
been shocked at this broad Texan accent and a Texan approach to everything: fear of nobody - big 
names that wouldn't have meant anything to him. He just wanted to be friendly. 

Anyhow he duly came and I would say for the times, not necessarily at other times - I can't imagine 
that he would have been a good man to have been there during the Gulf War or anything like that, 
but for the times we couldn't have had better. He DID have tremendous influence with the bankers 
and years after he still had that influence. When we went there in April '65 (that's Holt and I) he got 
in touch with me. He always used to have a habit of ringing you up when you landed; he'd know 
when you were going to land and the first call at the hotel would be from Ed Clark. "You are in my 
country. I am responsible for your security," he used to say. "What can I do for you?" He used to 
have a set patter. And what's more he meant it; it wasn't just words. 

When I landed this time in New York, the same call came up and I told him what our concern was 
and what Harold Holt's concern was. He said, "Charles, I want to tell you you've got no worry in the 
world. There will be a lot of fuss, a lot of noise, and it's going to be made sound difficult, but take 
my advice, and Harold wants to understand the same" - because he was very friendly with Harold 
Holt. You'll notice that the base at Exmouth is named the Harold Holt Base. They were both very 
friendly and he would have told him the same. "You'll get all the money you need for this program 
but we don't want you to talk about it. If you make a fuss about the big money you get and boast 
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about it as you politicians do," he said, "that will go around the world and we are going to have 
terrible troubles because why can't the black countries get it? Why can't the less developed countries, 
the banana republic countries, get this money if Australia, who is always perceived as being richer 
than these countries.... "Quite wrongly in many ways, but it was always perceived as being a much 
more developed and rich country especially so far as individual wealth and housing standards and all 
that sort of thing were concerned. 

It was good advice. Harold Holt went down to Washington the next day after the seminar and did his 
piece, and it was arranged for me to go down the day after him and follow up. In those days we used 
to work very closely with people like Holt. There were none of the present problems that you have. 
We used to have more trouble with McEwen than we did with any of the others. Old "Black Jack" 
professed to be our great friend, and he in many ways was very helpful, but he always seemed to be 
giving you the treatment as to whether he could let you go this far and always wanted to put his 
sticky fingers into our projects. Harold was quite different. He was a nice man and far too nice to be 
a Prime Minister, quite frankly. If he trusted you and you told him a story he would accept that and 
that became his story. 

So we had a very interesting few days together and I got to know him better, and what's more he 
knew that the seminar was being built around Western Australia. It was typical of Harold Holt; he 
kept pushing me up front. I had John Parker with me; I had Ken Townsing with me. Parker was, of 
course, the Director of Engineering and later Coordinator of Development, and Ken Townsing was 
the Under Treasurer. So we had a team that was learning and capable of learning, and then capable 
of passing knowledge on. I forget who was with Harold, because he was the main person who we 
dealt with, but he was very good. He kept pushing us up front rather than the Commonwealth. That 
wouldn't happen today, but it was good for us because we had worked hard on building up our 
image. It also gave greater credence to people like Ed Clark. With all his funny old ways, a lot of 
people underestimated him - they didn't realise that he did have this entree to business. In addition to 
being a lawyer he was also a banker too, so he knew what he was talking about. 

You realise that we worked mighty hard on getting to know people who could really help us; not just 
talk about helping us, could really help us. When I'd go abroad, all the major banks that were taking 
a positive interest in Australia.... We learnt to distinguish them, by the way, those that were looking 
at us sideways and those that were enthusiastic. Usually those that had come out and had a look for 
themselves. We had these tours that would take them from Esperance right through to Wyndham and 
see it at its harsh worst, but all the time they were seeing the calibre of people in local government in 
country shires; the calibre of people in the North, and that type of thing; the calibre of the people in 
the city. That's terribly important to establish this image which unfortunately we've lost now. But a 
lot of work went into that, deliberate work, because I was rather proud of the system of local 
government, for instance, that we'd built up. I learnt when I was Premier that you could go to bed at 
night knowing that at the most remote part of the State there's somebody out there who was 
responsible for the local things. We dismiss it, we don't think about it today, but that's a tremendous 
part of our structure. If we lose it we lose a certain stability. 
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I doubt whether Australia generally, and Western Australia in particular, has the same links as we had then. They were a hard one at a very personal level, whether it was Bank of America or whichever bank it was. So we could, all without exception, we could have..., we'd have lunches and we'd spread them around (we wouldn't have the same one every time) for no other reason than bringing them up to date on what we were doing and getting their reaction. In most cases they would be very frank with us as to what their reservations were. If you know what your problem is you can beat it. If they had through their intelligence system got some unease about the industrial side, or unease about the federal government's attitude towards export licensing or foreign capital and that sort of thing, we were able to discuss this very frankly with them and then go back to Australia and hopefully use our political influence to remove some of these bottlenecks to head it off. 

END TAPE 68 SIDE A 
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COURT We would have trouble with ministers and others, but we'd also have trouble with 
bureaucrats. They got some bee in their bonnet about what we were trying to do. A lot of things that 
we were trying to do didn't add up to them because they hadn't been used to these things being done 
in a private enterprise entrepreneurial way. And don't get entrepreneurial mixed with the Burke and 
other governments in Western Australia from 1983 until now. I'm talking about enthusiastic, 
innovative, imaginative type of plans and goals for development, which is entrepreneurial ship at its 
best. So we were able to cash in on the enthusiasm. 

It is also a tremendous asset if you are talking to a big banker in England, or in Germany, or in 
America, who's been there and you have personally taken him up to a mine that might be just starting 
to be developed. The railways are being built, the port is being built; that's the best time to take them 
because it's exciting. You see the harshness of the place, you see a railway being built, you see a port 
being built and a town being built, a mine being developed. If you've got any soul at all this comes 
home to you as being a State on the move. I must say the Englishmen weren't all that excited about 
it. They didn't seem to get the feel of it so much as the Americans. 

The one Englishman who used to get very excited about it was Peter Carrington, that's Lord 
Carrington, who was at one time High Commissioner in Australia for Britain, and at other times a 
senior minister in the British Government. He was the one person I could ring up and if you talked 
about Nullagine or Halls Creek, Fossil Downs, Gogo, he'd been there. Amazing this man who'd.... In 
those days when he was High Commissioner, travel wasn't easy but he must have divorced himself 
from Canberra for quite long periods. He's a very humorous man and he used to tell his friends, "You 
know, if you're a VIP you are four in a room at Port Hedland Pier Hotel. If you're just one of the mob 
you're ten in a room, and if you're lucky they'll let you sleep on the verandah." [laughs] That was the 
sort of thing that he knew from practical experience. He could have you in fits of laughter at some of 
the treatment he received in some of the bars in places like Port Hedland, Derby and other places. He 
knew them all. So you can imagine, if you could ring up somebody at one of the big banks, or one of 
the big industrialists, people like Bechtel and so on, one of the big engineering consultants of the 
world, they knew what you were talking about and you knew that they knew it. 

You might wonder why I've talked so much about banks and bankers. They were important because 
if you can get them to take a human interest, as we did at that stage.... I doubt whether you've got the 
same people to call on today to come out and have a look, or would be prepared to have a look in a 
modern computerised age and faster transport and that sort of thing. Strangely enough people seem 
to have less time to spend on the really essential things. Because these people all KNEW about our 
projects; they knew what they were backing. 

Now the reason why I spent so much time with bankers - I didn't ignore industrialists, I spent a lot of 
time with them, but I always used to talk to the top bankers to get them conditioned about Western 
Australia. Where is it? What does it look like? Why is it? Has it got a future? and so on. Because in 
1959, my old friend, the late Sir John Marks, who was a chartered accountant [and merchant 
banker]. We were contemporaries in everything. Our chartered accountancy career followed the 
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same pattern; our military career followed the same pattern; and our personal interests followed the 
same pattern. But after the war, John Marks was smart enough to realise there wasn't any fortune to 
be made out of being a chartered accountant. He was a good one and had a good practice but he 
could see that you were going to spend half your time working on other people's problems. So he 
very wisely kept his practice going and expanding with the right people there, but he invested all he 
had at the time (together with his wife Judy) and decided to embark on a tour of the world to try and 
find out why Australia was dragging its feet so much in financial matters; why we weren't adopting a 
more sophisticated approach to money. We had bankers, and to you and I at the time they looked like 
normal bankers. You had a Commonwealth Savings Bank. You didn't even have other banks; the 
savings bank was always COMMONWEALTH Savings Bank. You might have a State savings 
bank, and the banks went about their business very conservatively and always seen to be 
conservative, a bit stuffy and so on. Jack, as I knew him then, but later Sir John Marks, said to me at 
the time, "I'm going to spend some capital. My wife and I, we're going around the world and we're 
going to invest in a trip around the world just to find out what makes it all tick." So he did just that, 
and he came back with a completely different outlook on the financial structure that should exist in 
Australia. He believed in it and he worked hard on it. He set up his own banking or financial 
institution and became very well-known throughout the banking world here and abroad. He was a 
regular visitor overseas. 

So when I went overseas the first time, he really dictated my itinerary. All our discussions during the 
1959 period after we were elected and the run-up to my May 1960 visit, he kept saying to me, "In the 
final analysis every major project is decided in the boardroom of a banker." He said, "Don't fool 
yourself. The chairman of a chemical company or the chairman of something else, they might be 
enthused about what they are going to do but eventually the decision is going to be made by a 
banker. If you get that into your head," he said, "you'll find that you've got to beat the gun and get 
them to know what you're up to." Wise advice, as it turned out. 

So that explains why I spent so much time with bankers; to get them enthused about what we were 
trying to do. Who were we? Why did we believe we could do these things? What had we done to 
prove that we had things like iron ore and nickel and all these things as they came along. So we did 
deliberately, consciously, thanks to the advice of Jack Marks (not local Jack Marks [the erstwhile 
Communist] [laughs], but Sir John Marks in Sydney) systematically went about this. He gave me the 
most magnificent lot of introductions both in Britain and on the continent, and then when I switched 
over to America for the last part of the trip. By this time Jack Marks had worked so jolly hard that he 
was well known. He and his wife had travelled around so much. He wasn't Sir John Marks in those 
days, he was just John Marks; Jack Marks to us. But they had travelled so far and so wide and so 
consistently and so well, building up these links with merchant banks as well as orthodox banks, that 
it was quite easy for him to introduce his old mate. So that started that round of contacts. I found that 
was very good advice. You don't ignore, of course, the industrialists because if they don't get 
enthusiastic about it we'll never get to a banker. 

The other thing he taught me was don't play one off against the other. If you make up your mind you 
want a chemical industry, or you want an engineering industry, or you want something else, pick the 
ones you think can do it best. Make up your mind that they are the prime target; concentrate 
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everything you've got; grind it to the bitter end. When they've thrown you out of the boardroom and 
you know that you've lost, put it all together, find out what you've learnt, because you've learnt more 
than you think. You've gained more than you think. And just before they throw you out, when they're 
feeling a bit sorry for you, get them to tell you why they didn't come, the real reasons why they 
couldn't come. Once you get those you are then that much wiser, and when you come around for the 
next time to negotiate that particular industry, you're a mile in front. It proved to be wonderful 
advice, really it did, and I followed it consistently. 

Now you might say how would they know if you were negotiating with more than one, as most 
people want to do; play one off against the other? That was thought to be the smart thing. I found out 
it was a stupid thing to do because it's a small world when you get into big industry. There's nothing 
goes on that the others don't know about. But more particularly, if you're playing around with two of 
them and you think you're being smart and getting them to line up for a particular resource industry 
or some other industry that you are pushing, they will be talking to the same bankers as the other 
people. So if more than one of these projects fall on the same bankers' boardroom tables at the same 
time, the bankers immediately shy away from it because they get confused, they get uncertain as to 
who really is telling the truth. Are these people competent? - because if they were competent they 
wouldn't be playing around with two, three or four. They'd have picked on the best and they would 
be trying to get that. That proved to be very, very good advice. 

I thought I should say that because you might think that I spent half my time in bankers' boardrooms. 
Well I did spend a lot of time there, but not exclusively. But there was method in our madness. It 
was wise advice that had been given to us, that you get them to know who you are, what you are, and 
how genuine you are and how good your titles are. That's why it would be terribly difficult trying to 
do the same thing today with environmental issues being so politically sensitive and quite 
irresponsible in many ways. If you had the Aboriginal question that you've got today, with all this 
uncertainty. Here's a government said that they've approved of a project and it's ready to go, it's been 
ready to go for eight months, and they can't start because somebody in an Aboriginal group says, 
"No, you can't do that because we've got claims there." And somebody else says, "You can't go for 
environmental reasons" and so on. Just imagine the shiver that would send down the spine of people 
who are talking about investing 500 or 1000 million dollars. 

There's one aspect of our emphasis on top people, whether they are bankers, industrialists, or even 
government people for that matter, in other countries - bearing in mind that influence is like water; it 
gravitates down, never up. You can have your managing director, you can have your sales manager, 
you can have your works manager excited about something, and he can't push up. The old principle, 
water gravitates down not up. If the chairman of directors and the board of directors are enthusiastic 
about it, well it's so much easier for the influence to gravitate downwards. 

The other thing that we used to place great store on was to get some of the up-and-coming 
executives, whether they were bankers or industrialists, to get their nose rubbed into what we were 
doing in Western Australia. You get somebody like David Rockefeller, you get fellows like George 
Champion and others coming, it's great to get them to come and have a look and get enthusiastic 
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about it, but time marches on. The Japanese were the same. They used to bring these hordes of 
young graduates with them, taking pictures, making notes, acting as personal aides to people like 
Nagano and Inayama and that sort of person. I was very quick to realise that those young Japanese 
graduates one day were going to be the chief executives and the chairmen, and people like that. So I 
used to not only be nice to them myself (and they weren't used to senior people being nice to them) 
but I used to spend a lot of time being nice to them, acknowledging who they were, finding out who 
they were, but getting all the people working with me to be nice to them. 

And so with these bankers and industrialists coming, say from America, from Europe, from Britain, 
we used to tactfully suggest that they send out a group of younger executives, people who would be 
pretty bright and going to take senior positions in the years down the trail. We used to have quite a 
lot of people travelling from Esperance right through to Wyndham. We'd put them in charge of the 
right sort of people so that they got a big needle in their backside about 'God's chosen land'. And the 
theory was that these people, in very short time, would become senior executives. If you put ten 
years on to say a man of 26, 28 or 30 or something like that, in a bank (if he's good), or in an industry 
and so on, and he's met all these local people, he's got some feel for these exciting things that are 
going on, so he grows with you. He becomes the top boy down the line. 

So we used to spend quite a bit of time with those people. I think sometimes people thought it was a 
bit overdone, but I think it paid dividends. Not all of them became great disciples of Western 
Australia but most of them got a feel for it. At least they knew who we were, and that's the important 
thing. When you mentioned Western Australia, they understood what it was all about. Especially if 
they've got a boss who's enthusiastic, that helps a bit and they got the message. However, that was 
part of a total pattern. It was a lot of very tiring work, quite interesting work - some of them quite 
exciting people. Some of them today, of course, it's so long ago that they've been to the top and gone 
out the top themselves. That's how quickly time goes. 

RJ Sir Charles, we were speaking last time about the process when the Brand Government 
took over of disposing of state owned enterprises with varying degrees of success, as you pointed 
out. When it came to Robbs Jetty being sold you said that the Pastoralists & Graziers Association 
objected to that and you were told, in your words, "to back off' by David Brand. With the Midland 
Meatworks, it was the Farmers' Union on that occasion and that didn't go through. But you did 
receive a petition with nearly 6 100 signatures on it to save the day labour system, by which Public 
Works' labour had been organised during the ALP's period of government and that didn't have an 
influence on your government.2  Why? 

COURT I should correct one thing, that David Brand told me to back off. The government told 
me to back off. I think David Brand, left to his own devices, would have wanted to press on because 
that was our commitment, that was our policy. But you must realise we had a lot of pressure from the 

2 Layman in The House on the Hill, (David Black ed.), 1991, WA Parliamentary History Project, p. 176. 
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Country Party as well and when you're governing in coalition you do it slightly differently to what 
you would if you were doing it on your own. But let's come back specifically to this petition. 

There were several petitions. There were a lot of protests and people coming up to Parliament House 
in droves. I remember some tradesmen who were actually good supporters of mine were getting 
very, very belligerent and very nasty. One night in particular I remember when I came out of 
Parliament they were lined up and didn't want to open up their ranks to let us go to our cars. 
Fortunately wiser counsel prevailed. That sort of demonstration is regrettable because it doesn't 
make the impression on you that some quietly reasoned case could. But we had committed ourselves 
to reduce the work force because frankly it was inefficient. 

Now let me make myself clear. Within these various departments, Public Works included, there 
were some superb tradesmen; superb tradesmen. They'd learnt their trade properly. They'd practised 
their trade properly but they'd never been organised and recruited into a system for the efficient 
application of their skills. Most of them were nice people; very conservative in their outlook. I'm not 
talking about conservative politics but conservative in their outlook on life with their family and that 
sort of thing. They'd been brought up in this school of thought that if you got ajob as a boy with the 
government, you were there until death do us part. It was not easy to break this down. Public 
servants generally assumed that because of the old tradition and the old reasons why they were paid 
less than other people, they were there for life, even if they weren't performing well. So we had to 
completely change this idea. 

I think David Brand, with his good sense, his commonsense approach, his rural type of background, 
handled it pretty well. We never went the whole hog. We could have been much more drastic and 
much more dramatic than we were but he used to talk with us and decide how far we could go. For 
instance, I can't be precise about the time but you'll get the idea of the sort of thing that we worked 
out that the government should, at least in those days, have a force of its own that in times of crisis 
such as flood or disaster of some sort, where it could call on a work force without calling tenders, 
without going through a lot of procedures. Just say, "Fix. Get out and do it," whether it was SEC or 
whether it was Public Works, whether it was a flood situation, a fire situation. If you look at it 
objectively, or if anyone did study it objectively, you'll find that Dave Brand and his government at 
that time didn't go as far as they might have done. It was good for two reasons. You can always do 
these things in phases better than you can by trying to go to the last ditch stand on these things to do 
it all in one bite. So you'll find that the work force came down in phases and we introduced more and 
more private contracting, private tendering. I think that was the best way to go about it. 

With my hardline philosophy I could have easily hung out and insisted that we go right through and 
get rid of the day labour force which was basically inefficient. I come back to what I said, not 
because of the incompetence of individuals as tradesmen, because they were still working in a 
tradesmen's mould in those days. You weren't working in the modem type of approach that you've 
got. If you repaired a vehicle, a motor vehicle, in those days, you repaired the vehicle, carburettor or 
whatever a part it was. Today, of course, with these modern vehicles, you just throw that bit out and 
put in another whole component. So you're looking at a completely different animal. Very few 
people repairing a car today would be able to repair the sophisticated components but they know 
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how to put the components in. They know what the computers are supposed to do but there wouldn't 
be any of them who could repair a computer. Out comes the whole component, in goes another one. 
So you're looking at a completely different animal. 

But the Public Works Department in those days was doing a lot of work of a highly skilled nature 
and this meant a big, big work force. So we had to break into this system, bearing in mind the Labor 
Party had a good reason for keeping it intact because it was votes to them. It was the labour 
movement. It was the Union movement working within labour. So you can imagine that even if they 
felt strongly in their own heart about some of the inefficiencies in the government works, they 
weren't prepared to bite the bullet on it. 

That was the background in which we faced this situation. We carried it on. You'll find there were 
various upheavals about this. Don't forget, while all of this was happening I was having to reduce the 
Midland Railway Workshop from 3 000, which was an absolute disgrace. Before we took over they 
were notorious for the number of "foreigners" being produced there. Don't get me wrong, when 
you're talking about foreigners, you're not talking about foreign people; you're talking about illicit 
things being made in the workshop and they were always referred to as "foreigners". How they got 
out of the workshop, goodness only knows because some of them were quite sizeable. Again, the 
craftsmen in the Midland Workshop were superb. A lot of them, when they finished their 
apprenticeship, were gobbled up by engineering firms like Ledger's, Tomlinson's, Vickers' and all of 
those people because they would be some of the best trained apprentices in the State. They always 
had a Master of Apprentices who had the responsibility to see that they were properly trained. Most 
of them, in my experience, were trained well and were known in industry as being technically well 
trained. They might have to be trained to do a better day's work or work more efficiently within a 
profit and loss type of situation but there's very few of them you could fault for their actual 
tradesmenship. 

But this is all part of the question of reducing your day labour force because Midland was a day 
labour force. Woe betide anyone who tried to call tenders, as we did, for the KA wagons. But we 
stuck at it. We had trouble. Our own people used to get nervous. They think you're going too far and 
all that sort of thing, but we did. Eventually it worked out for the better. But you can't look at one 
place in isolation, like the Public Works or any other place. Don't forget the same thing virtually 
prevailed in the State Brick Works, the State Timber Works and so on. They were virtually on a day 
labour system. There was a great danger of dargs being introduced when you had that system. It was 
very easy when you're within a tightly knit group like that with very tight union supervision to make 
sure that no enthusiastic hard working tradesman exceeded the darg for the day. That's a curse of 
Australian industry. 

RJ What's a darg? 

COURT Well a darg is when the union decides that you will only lay so many bricks a day; you'll 
only do so many electrical connections a day; you'll only do so much of this or so much of that 
according to your trade in a day. The result is that you can't do it all by 11.00 o'clock in the morning 
and then go home and say to the boss, "I've done my darg. I'm on my way." The worst of all worlds 
happens because you learn to spread that [the darg quantity] over a whole day. Government brickies, 
for instance, were quite a different productivity thing to a private enterprise fellow building under 
contract. He would give you a price for so much a thousand and the sooner he could get those bricks 
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laid, the sooner he got his money for a thousand bricks. But if you're working in the government, 
somebody would have told you (and I only pluck a figure out of the air) "four hundred is the darg. 
That's the figure." So woe betide anyone who felt it was against their conscience to perform less 
poorly and do more than the darg because he wouldn't last very long. That was one of the many evils 
of the day labour system. 

END TAPE 68 SIDE B 
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COURT I mentioned that this was a phased thing. It kept cropping up every now and again. You 
had to bear in mind, with a three year election period, which is a fairly short term, you had to time 
your run on it to try and get the work force down in the Midland Workshops or down in the Public 
Works or any other place. Des O'Neil, when he was on the job, was very good at handling this sort of 
situation. We eventually came up with a formula whereby we had a much reduced work force that 
was available if we needed it. In an emergency you could call that particular work force up to do a 
job. That worked extremely well. I don't know whether they apply it today. I think there's another 
system altogether, but at that time, in this transition from an excessive work force that wasn't being 
used to its productive limit to a point when you could get rid of a lot of those people out of the 
system, it wasn't bad to be seen to be keeping these little groups of work forces on the clear 
understanding, of course, that they performed. When you got down to these things and they could 
see that you were real and you were going to get rid of people, well it's amazing how these groups 
did perform. They became quite different to their predecessors because they knew that if they didn't 
perform, there wouldn't be a job. I think they were the happier for it because there's a certain amount 
of job satisfaction. As I say, there was no questioning their trades ability, their technical ability; it 
was just that they had been brought up in the wrong atmosphere. 

RJ But just how much trouble did that process of what you were trying to do cause you? 

COURT You'll realise that there were union pressures as well as the emotiveness within the work 
force and their families. It didn't only apply to Public Works. I might have given that impression but 
you had it in many places. You had it in the Water Supply, Sewerage & Drainage. You had it in the 
Main Roads Department. Main Roads were very, very hostile about having to call contracts for 
increasing amounts of work. That eventually changed when we brought in a new system of building 
roads so that we weren't building little bits of road in one electorate and in another electorate and in 
another electorate to try and give the impression in all electorates we were doing something for 
them. We got on to a system which was initiated, if I remember rightly, in the road from Geraldton 
to Camarvon whereby you'd say, "Right. This is the target for this year or two, whatever the case 
may be. We're going to put all our forces in there and get that road done quickly. We're going to get 
it done well. We're going to get it done economically." The people knew that at a given date there 
was going to be a road, Geraldton-Carnarvon. So we used this system later on. 

But don't forget, when you wanted to get away from the day labour system there, they were pretty 
hostile. They'd been used to working in teams; very good overseers; very good district engineers. 
There was a certain camaraderie and probably they performed, in these isolated areas, better than the 
day labour in the city. They were living under very, very tough conditions. I used to admire them as I 
went around with a man named Duncan who was quite famous in Main Roads' history. Duncan 
Highway you'll see up North, that was him; a wonderful man. He literally shortened his life by 
giving so much of it with excessive travel over rough roads and crazy hours and so on. But they did 
have a certain amount of camaraderie. They were living under primitive camp conditions. They 
didn't have mobile cookers and mobile air-conditioned cabins like they have today. They'd set up 
quite a primitive, almost, camp with no amenities at all. Then they'd have to work from there until 
that segment was finished and they'd move on. So I wouldn't like you to get the impression it was 
only Public Works that were targeted but all of the government activities where we had what was 
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known as day labour, were targeted so as to get down to something where you could measure 
productivity. That's what it came down to, measuring productivity. 

RJ There was also the action of the government to reduce costs and dependence on strike- 
prone coal mining unions by letting government contracts to bring about increasing use of open cut. ]  
There was a lengthy dispute in the '60/61 period. What can you tell me about that? 

COURT You have to go back before that because it was a commitment of the Brand Government 
in the run-up to the 1959 election that we were going to get on top of this project. There's no doubt 
about it that the whole of Western Australia was being held to ransom. We, at that stage, didn't have 
a true energy policy, as I mentioned at Bruce Kirkwood's funeral the other day.2  He was really the 
one who was given the task in 1975 (and that's quite a way down the line) of getting rid of this 
concept that electricity was all you were talking about when you were talking about energy in its 
many, many, many forms. So we were at that stage still talking about electricity because that's what 
people thought of. They could either switch their light on or they couldn't. They could boil their 
kettle or they couldn't. So it was mainly electricity. We didn't have the huge quantities of gas known 
to us at that time. We didn't have natural gas at all. We were using what was known as town gas. 

So the public had had enough. We made it a commitment that when we got in we were going to 
change this. We were not going to be held to ransom by Collie any more. It was a fairly tough period 
for us. It was a real hotbed. The Collie people, of course, were very strongly oriented towards the 
Labor Party. There was no prospect at that stage of winning that seat, especially when you were 
talking about getting rid of a lot of their jobs and getting a more efficient power generation system. 
We made it clear that if we couldn't get sensible responses from the coal miners and from the SEC 
workers that we were going to find other means. One then, of course, was oil. Now you hear a lot of 
criticism about this which is completely unfounded because people don't realise that when you're 
dealing with things like fuel and energy, it changes dramatically. It can change within ten years, three 
or four times. You saw the Middle East blow up in later years with the petroleum prices that just 
took off and caused a lot of economic pain throughout the world. Then you saw that crash. Then you 
saw it come again. So it's a never-ending saga. You've got to be prepared to understand that and be 
ready to react to it. 

Now we had made our commitment about coal. We wanted to have open cut coal to get coal 
cheaper. That was to save Collie so that we didn't have to find some alternative. They were very 
hostile. The mining unions have always been, up until that time anyhow, wedded to underground 
mining. Somehow or other they feel that they've got more control over the work force and they need 
more workers and they got more members as a result. So that's the atmosphere. You've got to realise, 
you're dealing with human beings, with ambitions, trade union people with ambitions, people who've 

Black in Stannage op. cit., p.  460. 

2 Bruce Kirkwood was Commissioner of the State Energy Commission. 
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got families who work in the mines. They, naturally, are prepared to go along with unions in a way 
which might be short-sighted even [and self-defeating]. 

So we made up our mind. I'm not sure whether we declared before the election' but Pm pretty sure 
we had made up our own mind that we were going to find out, first of all how much coal we had. 
There was a grave doubt as to whether we only had about 74 million tons, or something of that kind, 
which seemed quite unrealistic in a State the size of ours that we only had so little coal. My view 
was, and David Brand was supportive of this, that the reason why we only had a low figure of coal 
(and 74 million tons seems to stick in my mind) was that we hadn't looked for any more. That 
proved to be right, of course, because there are now a number of sources of coal in Western 
Australia, much more than people realise. Unfortunately we haven't yet found any high quality 
coking coal in big quantities but if you're just looking for coal for energy purposes, to generate 
electricity, and some other purposes.... Well, we now know that we've got enough coal for long, long 
periods: two, three, four hundred years. But there's plenty more to be found too. Every now and 
again you hear of somebody who's run into some coal in the most extraordinary places in the process 
of looking for some other mineral. They haven't explored it any further because there's no need for it. 

However, we believed that we'd have to have open cut. But one thing we were warned about, both 
before the election and afterwards, was that if you're going to have open cut, you've got to do it 
scientifically. Now we did have a little open cut thing being pressed by one entrepreneur, and I just 
forget the name of the man. He was a fairly colourful, aggressive, active sort of a fellow and a 
likeable chap, but the danger with him was that he wanted to get a few tons of coal out now on a 
cheap basis, only thinking about today. Some very wise old engineers took me aside and they said, 
"Look, that's all very well for him. He's not young and maybe he'll get away with this for ten years. 
You'll get a lot of coal out and it will be much cheaper than the underground coal, using current 
practices. But what you've got to realise is that if you do open cut mining properly, scientifically, and 
in keeping with the modern requirements, you plan the mine so that you're going to be able to take 
the last ton out of the mine on an economic basis." You realise, I'm only a layman in these things, but 
this sort of simple explanations, I always used to welcome. We had people around who were able to 
do this sort of thing. They explained that the way they were planning the open cut at that time was 
that they'd take the first million or two tons out on what appeared to be a cheap basis, but the end 
result would be horrendous. In other words, you'd never be able to take the last tons out on an 
economic basis. The mine wasn't planned properly for overburden and the technical side of open cut 
mining, so that as you took the first ton out, you might pay more for that but it was a small price to 
pay for being able to take the whole deposit out on an economic basis. You'd make sure that you got 
the last ton. It was explained in very simple terms that if it was taken out the wrong way, there would 
be a very large part of the deposit you would never be able to take out. It would be too dangerous or 
too costly, as the case may be. 

It made good sense to me; and I know people like David Brand, they accepted these explanations. 
But you couldn't argue these things with people in public. There was black and white. The Collie 
people, they wanted deep mining. You couldn't get them to sit still and talk to you about open cut in 
its proper form. Interestingly, when we did become the government, we got some experts in to assess 
for us what they thought were the true coal reserves for Collie. That's without going into a lot of 

The election policy included a commitment to prove the extent and nature of coal supplies and to produce cheaper 
coal by modern mining and use of open cut mining "as a means of better preserving the economic future of the 
industry", LCL, State Platform, 1959, p.  15. 
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elaborate drilling for a bigger field, another field altogether, but to quickly determine reasonably 
accurately how much coal there was in Collie. They gave us a figure. 1 forget what it was. Strangely 
enough, the union objected to the figure. They said, "There's not that much there." The fact that we'd 
had an expert in to do it and to do it conscientiously and properly and using the best facilities 
available at that time.... They argued long and hard that there wasn't all that much coal and therefore 
we shouldn't be ripping it out with this open cut system. We should stick to the underground and step 
that up, maybe take out a little of open cut. But we had to go to open cut properly or not at all. 

Now that's briefly the whole argument that occurred and you'll find that there was a lot of 
confrontation. Blackouts, brownouts, were the order of the day and people won't tolerate that. So we 
had to make a decision. So when we went to Kwinana, and being right alongside the oil refinery, we 
went for oil because in those days you have to remember (and this is what the critics won't tell you) 
heavy furnace oil was give-away stuff. The oil companies couldn't get rid of it. They had a surplus of 
heavy furnace oil which is the stuff you use for running big ships or you use it for power stations. So 
we were able to do some very good deals there. It gave us a counter to Collie. 

Now that's a very brief thumbnail sketch of the Collie problem in the run-up to the elections and the 
position immediately after. It was a very testy sort of a time. Arthur Watts, if I remember rightly, was 
handling most of the SEC side of the argument and the problems with the unions and so on, the 
supplies of coal. So it was a time that you always knew that when you picked up the paper tomorrow 
there's going to be something about Collie coal, trying to stop us going into Kwinana. But it was a 
thing that had to be done. Subsequent to that, of course, with the world energy situation when you 
read the history of Kwinana, they had to go back to coal. But that's par for the course. If my memory 
serves me right, the Kwinana power station can now take coal, oil and gas. That's how it should be, 
[according to the energy economics of the day]. 

U At any stage in this process of investigating open cut versus deep mining, was any 
consideration given to environmental problems, the environmental impact? 

COURT There would have been. Those things flow automatically from good mining practices. 
You realise, of course, you're dealing in 1959/60/61, around that period. 

RJ Yes. When those things weren't as.... 

COURT They weren't in the public arena as they are today. But nevertheless, these people who 
have claimed to be the be-all and end-all of environmental matters, they weren't around at the time 
and they wouldn't have known how much consideration was given by good miners to these sort of 
things, some of it even only under the mantle of safety factors. Don't forget, there was a whole world 
of experience about coal mines that collapsed and not so much open cuts, but underground mines 
and so on. So all of these good practices were brought into being, partly because of the vigilance of 
the Mines Department. We had some very competent mines inspectors who'd come out of the 
industry so they knew what they were talking about. We had some very responsible developers who 
wanted to do the right thing, bearing in mind that there's an over-riding reason why you should mine 
properly, because if you don't mine properly you won't get those last tonnes out. That was always 
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impressed on me. So good miners plan ahead and plan that they're going to get the last tonnes out 
whilst they're planning to get the first tonnes out. They will often deliberately be paying more to get 
the first tonnes out so that they can get the last tonnes out on an economic basis. In the process the 
good miners are conscious of the environment and increasingly so. 

You go on to, like Kambalda. These environmentalists will never acknowledge what was done by 
Western Mining in building Kambalda, for instance. There was a mining company, not so much 
under pressure from us but on their own initiative. They even had all the trees labelled in what is a 
harsh area. There was a penalty on the builders if they took down a tree that had been marked for 
preservation as part of the housing estate. ]  These things were being done in those days. You never 
hear anything about that but there was quite a bit of that being done. But in my understanding, a lot 
of this was done automatically because they were practising good mining technical practices and the 
key always was safety. In an open cut mine people forget that unless that's done properly there can be 
a disaster. Then you've got all the problem of getting the mine back into operation again. You've got 
a classic case up in the North West at the moment where they've had a big slide up there and whilst 
no-one got hurt or anything like that, it's costing a fortune to put it back into a proper mining role 
again. 

You talked about the environment. One big factor in Collie was the question of water. A power 
station has to have a lot of water and being so far from the coast, this question of water was raised 
consistently. At one stage it was assumed that you'd have to draw a circle around Collie and say, 
"That's that," so far as water is concerned because there was a limit to what you could take away 
from farmers, a limit to what you could recycle. It wasn't a proposition to bring water up from the sea 
all the way up to Collie. So that was a consideration and that was also partly tied into environmental 
reasons. But I have to be quite honest about it, not in the way that you'd be talking about the 
environment today. It was nevertheless a worthy and real reason of a very practical nature, mainly to 
ensure the life of the mine and to ensure the safety of the mine, the viability of the mine. 

RJ What do you think of the way the environment is talked of today? 

COURT Well I believe it's going to bring Australia to an absolute halt unless somebody gets in 
there with a bit of strength. It'll have to come from the government which says, "Look, enough's 
enough." This coalition that's now being brought together of the environmentalists and the 
Aboriginal activists (and you'll notice I don't say Aborigines, I say Aboriginal activists) it's very 
dangerous. Philip Toyne, who was originally involved with the Aboriginal movement, has now gone 
over to be the head of the conservation movement. You'll notice that he's progressively increased the 
involvement of Aboriginal activists and Aborigines who are being used up in this thing to provide a 
situation where if their environmental arguments fail, they then bring in the Aborigines. You can see 
this at Marandoo. You can see it at Yakabindi and they're only two of very important projects of 

This explains why the original Kambalda homes were not built in the usual straight line of homes. The houses were 
located to preserve the trees (CC). 
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which they're going to be many, many more of these things [i.e. .the use of the coalition of 
environmentalists and Aboriginal activists]. So with that situation it's quite wrong. 

You've seen it in the last few days over the oil tanker that's disabled off Cervantes and Jurien Bay 
where people have worked hard and long and obviously worked well. I think they probably benefited 
from some of the experiences down near Esperance but they've worked well in first of all ensuring 
the safety of the crew and then getting the ship away from the crayfishing areas and so on. A lot of 
people have taken grave risks. I wouldn't have liked to have been on that tanker that had lost its bow 
and it was still leaking oil. They were towing it out to sea further and further and further, almost to 
the limit of helicopter range. These weren't the crew; these were people involved in the protection of 
the environment. Instead of them getting great credit, the Greenpeace people have been up there 
campaigning against them and criticising everything they say, giving no credit to the people who 
have, up to this stage, prevented the devastation of a crayfishing area or the animals on some of those 
islands and so on. 

Now they don't seem to know when to stop. It's like Alcoa. Alcoa has been a superb international 
model of how a mining company in an otherwise very, very difficult and what could be a disastrous 
situation.... Because they positively applied themselves, they have finished up with something that 
has impressed the world. It's not just some tuppeny halfpenny body that's given them a certificate for 
what they've done. It was a United Nations agency which made the evaluation and gave them a 
certificate and said, "Well done." This is miners doing the right thing. So you've got a mining 
company there that's also working in rehabilitation of saline areas [outside its own responsibility] 
and so on. These people, instead of saying, "Well you miners, look, that's how it's got to be done. 
The world says that's how it's got to be done. You get on and do it the same way. We're going to 
demand you do it the same way," all they did was to try and stop them getting their certificate. So 
while you've got that mentality, both in respect of Aboriginal activists and environmentalists, we're 
going to grind to a halt. Politicians today unfortunately don't seem to have the goals that are 
necessary that you've got to get on with economic development but not at any price. It's got to be 
done in a sensible way. 

If you look back at what we did, with all our faults, we didn't do too badly bearing in mind we were 
starting from a standing start when the average person couldn't spell environment. Impact studies and 
all these sort of things, they'd never heard of them, but these things were all started in those days and 
some quite remarkable things were done. Alcoa goes back a long way. The Kambalda townsite goes 
back a long, long way, right back to the beginning of the Kambalda nickel. I could take you to many 
other places where these things are being done. There was a lot of criticism of Kwinana. Now the 
technology available to BP and to other places 30 years ago, 20 years ago, is quite different to what's 
available today. These companies are progressively replacing things. 

Laporte is one that always sticks in my craw. The story of negotiating Laporte I could give you when 
you want to but if we hadn't made the decision in conjunction with all the local authorities to put that 
sulphate process into Bunbury/Australind at the time, you wouldn't see any chloride process at 
Kemerton today. 

END OF TAPE 69 SIDE A 
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RI An interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library Building on 6 August 
1991. 

Sir Charles, you spoke of your Department of Industrial Development when you took over as being 
the minister, as being "barely existent" ]  were your words. You've also described for us your practice 
when it came to the Railways part of your responsibility that you operated from the department and 
you used to spend Saturdays there.2  What was the set-up with the Industrial Development and North 
West side? How did you organise yourself and where did you operate from? 

COURT If I can start on the North West first. That was a very tiny, dedicated group of people and 
they were always right alongside of me. They had their office (modest though it was) in Treasury 
building right next to mine and they had their own little reception part. They could deal with school 
children coming in wanting [material for] projects, and that was quite important because at that stage 
we had got a considerable amount of publicity about what we were trying to do and that attracted 
school projects. Teachers would obviously point students in the direction of these things. 

I might add, later on, just a few years down the track, as the Ord River started to become more 
possible and more real in terms of possible construction, and then the actual construction, I got a plea 
from the Education Department to please hide the brochures that we were putting out because they 
were too good. The students were just going down and getting a copy of the brochure and the 
teachers were getting sick of reading the same thing every time. Of course, it was defeating the 
whole purpose of a project and we deliberately prepared a more simple, cheaper type of thing that 
didn't have the lovely pretty pictures and the full detail that the main brochure had. The receptionist 
had to be a little bit discerning as to who were genuine people (who were parents coming along 
getting something for their student child) so we weren't printing hundreds of these things 
unnecessarily and quite costly. Also we weren't defeating the purpose of the Education people. When 
a child is doing a project like that, one of the important things is they have to think and they have to 
learn how to go and seek knowledge and not from one source. It was lovely if they could come and 
get this beautiful brochure from Sam Fletcher's section and just go home and cut out the pictures 
[chuckles] and the text, and so on. They didn't really do any thinking at all but they had a pretty 
project. 

I just mentioned that because it became equally a problem when the iron ore started to take off, so 
we did have two types of brochures: one which was for genuine promotional purposes to attract 
investors and, to a certain extent, to attract tourists and so on. We had other information that was 
there for students that made them think a bit. That taught me a lesson and I realised that it pays to 

This transcript, p. 805. 

2 This transcript p. 815. 
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talk to people. In that case the Education Department came and knocked on our door and said, 
"Look, this is getting a bit out of hand." 

Sam Fletcher was the motivating force there. Sam Fletcher, I should tell you, his name was Ross. I 
don't think until he died many realised that he was Ross because only on official occasions did this 
name come to the fore. But he was a Captain, a Staff Captain, away with me in Bougainville. That's 
not why he worked with me in the Department of North West, but it did give me a nice warm 
feeling. Sam Fletcher was one of those fellows that while we were away at the war he felt if he 
worked a bit harder and tried a bit more the war would end sooner. That was the nature of the man. 

There was another interesting thing about Sam Fletcher. Not long after that he became President of 
the Civil Service Association and it was quite unique having the President of the Civil Service 
Association working in my office doing all my liaison work. That was his title, if I remember 
correctly. He was the Liaison Officer North West.' He filled a very important role in organising trips 
up to the North when a lot of the people from the Eastern States and oversees (mining people, 
farming people, politicians - you name it) when they were doing these tours through the North, that I 
think I've explained to you and which are referred in the notes that I used for my Kununurra address 
on 28th June of this year. You had to have somebody that was dedicated. It's hard work. There was 
no air-conditioning; the fastest thing was a Dakota (a DC3) and it was pretty rough. Some of these 
trips would go on for the best part of a week and you were flogging it night and day. You'd have to 
be up at first light so as to get as much flying time as you could in the day because you didn't have 
much night flying up there at the time. So Sam was the sort of pulse of this thing, he was the 
inspiration of it. He lived for it. He became quite famous internationally, actually, because of the 
conduct of these tours. But he had a little team around him and they were mighty loyal and they were 
very dedicated and very enthusiastic; they just lived for the North. And as it grew and as it 
developed, this little department, little handful of people, they became increasingly effective: 
knowledgeable and effective. 

So they went about their business. When you boil it down they didn't have a departmental status in 
the normal way that some of the other government departments did. They really made their 
department what it was and it was tailor-made to meet a promotional type of exercise. 

Now coinciding with this, I introduced the idea of having these regional offices and we put the first 
one in the North, right up in Kimberley. We purposely put it at Derby and Harry McGuiggan was the 
first Administrator who was brought in there. He was famous for the fact that he was the 
commissioner that established Kwinana before they had a local authority. He was the equivalent of 
the local authority; he was the commissioner. An ideal man for it. We built them a nice house up 
there and nice office facilities up there, because if we were going to do it we were going to do it 
properly. David Brand had gone along with my idea of decentralising the administration of these 
places that previously hadn't had any direct communication. So you can say that the Derby office of 
the Administrator (which was his headquarters for the whole of the Kimberley) was really an annexe 
of my office in Perth. 

This is the correct title (RI). 
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It was very successful. We had a regional organisation up there drawn from people who lived in 
these areas. They had a variety of experiences and skills - you know, it was no good having all 
pastoralists in Kimberley although the pastoral industry was the main industry in Kimberley. But we 
had a selection of people. We had Derby, we had Broome: they were worse than Melbourne and 
Sydney for petty jealousies. Then, of course, you had places like Halls Creek, Fitzroy Crossing. You 
had Wyndham; there was no Kununurra in those days. 

So we set up this administration there and it was really an offshoot from Perth. The relationship 
between Sam Fletcher and Harry McGuiggan and also McGuiggan's offsider (who eventually 
became a Member of the Legislative Council) was quite superb. All on a shoestring - we didn't get a 
very big budget so everyone had to really perform. So that was the Department of North West there. 

You will remember (I think I told you) that we always worked the portfolio as being the Department 
of Industrial Development and North West: the Minister for Industrial Development and North 
West. It was one way of overcoming a problem with other ministers. Dave Brand and I worked this 
one out that if we had them as one portfolio it gave me an entree into all sorts of departments that 
would have been much more difficult if I'd just been the Minister for Industrial Development. And 
when you think of the iron ore mines and Kimberley, and you think of the other things involving 
lands, agriculture, you name it - transport - it was a very subtle but effective way of virtually giving 
me an entree into a whole range of portfolios. It facilitated also the concept that Dave Brand and I 
had of a "one stop shop", so that if people wanted to invest here they didn't have to do what they 
have to do today and go from department to department to department, fighting the bureaucracy, 
fighting the prima donnas within the ministries and all that sort of thing; everybody more concerned 
about their own prestige, their own petty little empire, than they were about achieving a development 
for the State. 

Now we were quite remarkable. We built up this system of having a "one stop shop", and it's quite 
remarkable that a single minister was able to sit down opposite the people who wanted to develop, 
whether it was nickel, alumina, bauxite, salt, iron ore, and negotiate with them. It was my 
responsibility to bring in the ministers concerned, to bring in the departments concerned. When I 
look back on it I often wonder how we got away with it, but there was the team spirit and after all the 
master, David Brand, had agreed that this was the way we were going to do it. He'd seen enough of it 
in the McLarty days when they were developing Kwinana to know that people have got to have 
somebody they can go to and get an answer, if it's water, if it's rail transport, if it's road transport, if 
it's harbour, if it's anything else at all, so they don't spend half their day arguing with some upstart of 
a minister or upstart of a bureaucrat who says, "This is my big moment" [rubs his hands together] 
because he finds himself confronted with one of these potential developers. So we did operate in a 
rather unorthodox way. 

Now you might wonder how this was allowed to work or would work, but I'll deal with that in a 
minute. I'll just come back if I might to the start of Industrial Development. Railways were separate 
and I kept it separate, so they didn't have problems of where their Minister for Industrial 
Development and the North West finished and where Railways started and that sort of thing. I 
purposely kept their administration down at the Railways. It was no problem for me to go down 
there as many times a week as was necessary: early, late, Saturday, Sunday, it didn't matter. I also 



TAPE 69 SIDE B COURT 891 

was very fortunate that the secretary [had (the personal secretary I had) was Doug Rowland, who 
was a long-time railway man. I felt sorry (and I've told you this before and I won't spend a lot of time 
on it), I could never get him to go back into the railways because he'd been a minister's secretary too 
long and you lose your place in the queue. He had a lot of ability and a lot of integrity; a quiet 
personality, greatly respected. But it was a pity, you saw all these people going on in the Railways, 
particularly when the Railways took off after we switched over to diesel and we modernised the 
railway with standardisation and all that type of thing, because Doug could have gone on to much 
greater heights. But he was the secretary to the minister before me. 

You realise also that I didn't have any problem under the public service as it was in those days, of 
inheriting a secretary from a Labor minister. I didn't have any problem with that at all. See, Eileen 
Hall had been secretary to Bill Heagney and been with him for six years and then she switched 
straight over to me. I never missed a beat with it because I found her the soul of honour, capable, 
quite tough with the staff around the place. But Doug Rowland had been secretary to a Labor 
minister, but I didn't find that difficult at all. 

When I inherited Doug Rowland, it gave me the link with the Railways. He could sit up in my office 
up in Treasury Building and everyone down the Railways knew him, from the Commissioner down. 
They all liked Doug. So he could check back. If I had correspondence to deal with he could check 
back to the appropriate department and get the real information that mattered and saved me a lot of 
bother so that all I had to do was make the decision after I'd weighed up the facts. I think the railway 
people felt more comfortable in dealing with him too, especially when they had an absent minister 
who wasn't sitting in the Railways; the fact that Doug was there with such a great knowledge of the 
railways and the railway personalities and railway history. So it worked out very well. I won't claim 
that it worked out by a brilliant design at all. [laughs] It's one of these things that you sort of smell 
out as you go and if it's not working you get rid of it, and if it is working you nurture it. 

So if you can imagine the minister's office in Treasury building wasn't very large, whether you think 
in terms of the little North West band of brothers that we had there, or you think of my own office 
and my immediate staff. 

Now the Department of Industrial Development, we developed that in the R & I Bank building 
which was next door. That was the Barrack Street building. I don't know if you know the 
configuration but the R & I Bank goes around from Hay Street and then comes around the Town 
Hall (the old Town Hall) and comes into Barrack Street. The Barrack Street building wasn't always 
there, but it was very convenient from my point of view when it was put there because it was next 
door to the Treasury building so the department as such could go in there. I have to say that what we 
inherited [by way of industrial development] didn't have any great role to play in the future activities. 
This idea of the "one stop shop", and this idea of being so closely entwined with the North West, 
railways never concerned them [i.e. the old Industrial Development set-up]. That's why I 
purposely.... one of the reasons why I kept it separate, because I knew that it was intended that I 
would get rid of Railways fairly quickly. As it happened I had it for seven years, but we still kept it 
separate so that any time I could just divorce myself from it and go on with the Industrial 
Development and North West type of thing. 
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Now I had to send out an SOS and in this I was greatly helped by [Sir Russell] Dumas, who was a 
great public servant and understood administration. Brisbane (Lance Brisbane) was himself a very 
good administrator in his own business. He was the man who founded H L Brisbane & Co and it 
became Brisbane & Wunderlich, and quite a capable administrator apart from his technical 
knowledge. They, together with me, worked out a system whereby we'd have to set up a department 
that could grow with the demands. We'd have to have a person of sufficient seniority and flexibility 
to be able to grow as the negotiations proceeded. I have to tell you, even in 1959 when we had 
NOTHiNG, we still talked and worked as though we were going to be a great success. I can never 
remember one moment thinking of failure. When I look back on it, we were a bit brash but the trio of 
Brisbane, Dumas and Court, I can never remember us talking about anything failing. 

So we pressed on and we asked John McEwen if he might have a couple of officers from his 
department over there in Canberra. He was the Deputy Prime Minister. He was mainly responsible 
for commerce and that type of thing, which was akin with what we were trying to do both at home 
and abroad. Crawford - I just forget his other name: a nice man and a brilliant man. He was the head 
of the department. Sir John Crawford! He was a man with a rather unusual figure. He had a head that 
was much bigger than he needed for the size of his body. He was a rather frail looking person; a 
brilliant person and a great cooperator. I'm sure McEwen didn't realise the success we were going to 
have so he sort of said - patted me on the head and said, "If we can help you at all, Charles. I told 
Crawford that between the two of you, you can work out what he can do to help. I'll have an 
understanding with you both that if he feels there's something I must know from an administration 
point of view, he'll tell me, and if you feel there's anything I should know from a political point of 
view, you'll tell me." And that worked extremely well. Both Crawford and I, and his officers that I 
dealt with, we respected this. There was no point in trying to put anything over McEwen because 
you were going to lose the trust that we needed. 

So we did this deal. They (and when I say "they" I mean Crawford and some of his senior officers) 
assumed that we meant what we said and that we were going to do what we said. They made it clear 
to us that it was quite refreshing all of a sudden to find a STATE coming along and talking as we 
were and wanting to go overseas for investment; wanting to go overseas for trade. They found this 
very refreshing and they joined with us. I remember Bill Cairns who was quite senior, himself later 
on, if not before this, was probably one of the most well-known and successful Trade 
Commissioners in the old form that they used to have. Sir Eric McClintock, as he is now, was Eric 
McClintock. There were a group of them. There was a man named Gullick [FR] Gullick who was 
overseas; he was in India at the time. They were outstanding men and they could have gone into 
private enterprise (as some of them did) very, very easily and very successfully. But we built this 
great enthusiasm around us. It's hard to think of it happening today because they'd have forty fits 
over there if you functioned like this. 

Now they lent me two men. One was an old man; when I say old, he was not far from retirement. 
The other one was a brash, young, highly qualified rather academic type young man, very keen, a bit 
ambitious (over ambitious) and the contrast between these two men was quite remarkable. I used to 
have to spend half my time sort of keeping the balance with them because they both got the message 
and they both got the bug that Western Australia was going to be "the greatest"! You've got to be 
reminded also that we only had 700 000 people and we were the poorest State, and we were 
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mendicants under the Grants Commission. So you had to really have a lot of faith and a lot of belief 
in what we were going to do to get the bug like these people did. 

LU Besides those two who were brought in, just how many, do you remember, you had in 
the department here? 

COURT Very few. 

LU You say very few.... 

COURT But I couldn't give you the number really. 

Ri Are we looking at four or five, or are we looking at a dozen, or....? 

COURT Oh, look I.... The way the public service moves they couldn't have a department with 
four or five. [laughs] A very nice man was in charge - a Mr Temby. If I recall correctly his discipline 
was engineering but he really wasn't in the mould to do what we wanted to. He'd have loved to have 
done it. There was no resistance there or anything of that kind. He would have loved to have been in 
it, but the best advice I could get at the time was that we'd have to get another organisation 
completely restructured and on the assumption that we were going to succeed. You must realise that 
when I inherited that attache case with the active files - L think I've told you about that.... 

RJ Yes you have. 

COURT .. . .Frank Wise handed that over to me, I was stunned, but it might have been a good 
thing because we were able to innovate right from the start and we were able to try and capture our 
dreams and harness our dreams, uninhibited by a lot of these things that were halfway through or 
were possibilities and that type of thing. So we were really able to have a clean sheet. 

The files that we got only produced one positive result. We got some indication from the 
Government Laboratory that came under Industrial Development [I am not sure how it really filled 
in]. A man named Beecher had found a breakthrough while working for the government in that 
laboratory, to produce a synthetic rutile type of product taking ilmenite from mineral sands and that 
proved to be a very valuable find. We fortunately got a private firm that knew all about it to take 
over his invention, with proper protection, and 32 or more patents down the road they came up with 
a very practical commercial adaptation. That's how it goes with these things. You can see, for 
instance, the time that Ralph Sarich has taken to get to where he has. People have got the idea that 
when you've got an invention you've got a fortune in your hands, but sometimes you could be 10, 20, 
30, 40 variations down the road before you get the commercially practical type of thing. But that was 
one thing that I inherited at the time, and I know the inventor was quite pleased that the minister was 
going to take an interest in it and get somebody to do something about it. So often these people do 
that sort of work, they can't go out and do anything about it themselves in the private sector because 
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it belongs to the government where the invention took place, where the process was developed, and 
then has to be developed.' 

If you've got the idea that it was a pretty small sort of a department at the time, you've got it right. 
Also if you've got the idea that they weren't sort of zzzz-ing with enthusiasm and ideas and 
uncompleted projects from the previous government, you've also got it right. 

END OF TAPE 69 SIDE B 

WA is now a big producer of synthetic rutile. It is the process of adding value to what would otherwise be a low 
value ilmenite export (CC). 
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COURT The two men who we brought in from Canberra really started the new Court-style 
Department of Industrial Development. Here again the influence of Dumas was very important 
because he understood the government system, he understood the public service, he understood the 
Treasury. It was wonderful for me as an outsider who had been used to a private enterprise system all 
my life and a very personal, closely-knit professional as well as business experience. If you have a 
person like Dumas who really knows the 'freemasonry' of the public service system it can prevent a 
lot of pitfalls. He was very good at going and having a talk to some of the senior people, the wise 
heads around the place. So we were able, because of the enthusiasm of everybody at the time, the 
great hopes and the expectations, to get away with things that the previous government (the Labor 
government) wouldn't have been able to do because they would have been caught up in a web of 
unionism and union attitudes, and the government stroke and that sort of thing. 

It's amazing when you get this new-found enthusiasm, this new-found expectation of things that 
CAN be done and not just be talked about. So these two chaps were very useful. The older one was 
much better than the other because he was more in the orthodox system and I relied on him much 
more for the sort of truly public service aspect of it. Don't get me wrong; he was just as excited, just 
as innovative as any of us but he always had his feet on the ground as to how you could weld the 
new department and the growing department into the service and also allow for it to grow. If you 
were believing that we were going to do what we said we were going to do, you had to allow for 
growth, and some of it of a fairly specialised nature. So between them, rather than me, I might add, 
things happened because I was never very helpful in putting these departments together. The 
principles, yes, but I could never spend the time that was necessary to get down to some of the 
irksome details of it. But they did it and did it well, always bearing in mind that these two fellows 
were only on borrowed time. They weren't to be part of the department; we hadn't bought them body 
and soul. So their job really was to organise themselves out ofajob. 

The older chap did that extremely well. He didn't want to go in the finish. He was trying to finish up 
his career with us because he loved every minute of it. We had to make some special arrangement so 
that he wasn't worse off, and there again Sir John Crawford was very helpful with that. The younger 
one, he could see a great career for himself and he was wanting to get himself into a position of 
almost command within the department, but we had to handle that with some discretion because I 
had made it clear that we wanted to train the people from within our own service and bring them into 
the department. So you had people like Cyril Gibson, who was a traditional Western Australian 
public servant. He came in as the head of that department and he probably was a good thing for all of 
us (Cyril is still about) because he was very much the sheet anchor public service type. You need 
these fellows. When you've got a minister who is not too enamoured with the public service system 
and is full steam ahead negotiating this and negotiating that and just wants to brush aside any 
obstruction that he gets, it's good to have somebody like Cyril who really makes sure that every 't' is 
crossed and every 'i' is dotted and that you are accounting all the way as you go; that you are 
conforming to the law all the way you go and so on; that you're not taking short cuts that bring 
unnecessary dangers. 

I learnt to respect people like that in the system and I realise that they are the sort of Ralph Doigs of 
the system. They are a tremendous asset to a minister; they are a tremendous asset to a government. 
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They are not as stodgy as you think they are when you first meet up with them. You tell them what 
you want to do and they'll tell you the way to do it, but you've got to tell them what you want to do 
and they will build it into the system so that you don't find yourself that you've breached public 
service regulations, or you've breached a Treasury regulation. In my calmer moments I used to 
realise these fellows were my allies because they made sure that we didn't have any back tracking to 
do because we'd short circuited something; we'd broken a law or we'd broken a regulation or 
something of that kind. 

Also if you had to sort out the public service as you did occasionally (not everybody you got was a 
winner) they knew how to do that. I was hopeless at that sort of thing because not like in a private 
concern where you find you've got somebody that's not suitable for the job you can just have a talk to 
him and send him off to another job somewhere. With the public service you've got to be a little 
more regular than that, you've got to be a little bit more thoughtful so far as the rules and regulations 
are concerned. But those people like the Doigs and the Gibsons, and later on the George Coopers 
(who took over the department later on and came from the Public Service Commission) they knew 
how to handle these things. I didn't ever ask any questions and I didn't get told any lies as to how 
they handled these things and it was always pretty smooth. There'd be a bit of tension maybe for an 
hour or two or a day or two, but when they'd say, "Look we think, Mr Minister, we've got to do 
something about this, and you don't know it but this problem is arising because of a personality, 
because of something", they'd give you the plan and you'd say, "Right, fix!" So I never got involved 
in those things. 

As with all things I always kept closely in touch with the department. As it grew I grew with it and I 
always spent an arbitrary amount of time there. I made myself spend time so I knew who they had in 
the department. I wanted to know who was going to be dealing with the people that we were 
negotiating with and who would have to tidy up details with them. The result was [with few 
exceptions] we had a very harmonious team and an enthusiastic team that believed in what we were 
doing and were quite excited about it. 

So I think that gives you an idea of how we changed things and how we got it going, and the fact that 
although it had to follow convention (conventional public service rules) it had all the get-up-and-go 
and the enthusiasm of a really live-wire private enterprise organisation. 

Ri Sir Charles, early in that period of that particular portfolio you had a Bill that was 
defeated in the House. It was actually designed to set up a three man industrial development 
authority to promote industrial development and advise on things like the state trading concerns 
which we've already talked about. According to the historians, "Suspecting that this would have 
equipped the minister with a power base standing apart from the usual public service channels, a 
former Liberal cabinet minister in the Legislative Council opposed the enabling Bill and drew 
enough support from both sides of the House to bring about its defeat."1  What can you tell me about 
that time? 

I B
olton in On this side, pp 218-19. 
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COURT All of the detail I couldn't remember, but I didn't lose any sleep about it. We really had 
to try and formalise what we were trying to do. I'm now talking about INDUSTRIAL development 
as distinct from resource development. They are two different animals. From my point of view the 
best thing that ever happened was the loss of that Bill because I was always afraid that if we had a 
statute like that it would codify in too tight a frame my responsibilities and my authorities and the 
power that I needed to get on with the job. 

Ri Well where was the Bill initiated from? Was it not your initiative? 

COURT Well it was part of government policy and at the time I think they thought (and Arthur 
Watts who was then, don't forget, Country Party leader and had been very closely identified with 
some of the industrial developments of the McLarty era) that this would be the way to go about it. I 
was surprised, frankly, that the Labor Party didn't embrace it, but I can only assume (without 
knowing their internal policy attitudes towards it) they saw that a minister might get a bit too much 
power, bearing in mind I wasn't their favourite child. They probably didn't look at the Bill objectively 
at all; they probably looked at it on the basis that this was going to be a Charlie Court Bill therefore 
there must be a catch in it. That was the mentality of it. So I have to say that they took a stance which 
under other circumstances, and possibly with another minister, they mightn't have taken, because 
Hawke did understand a fair bit about industrial development. He had a couple of babies: Wundowie 
was his; Chamberlain's was his. Neither of them were great successes but in those days.... 
Chamberlain's, of course, became quite a different animal later on when we eventually got it going 
profitably and floated it off as a public company. 

But it didn't worry me unduly because what they didn't know was that in place of that it was very 
easy for me to get my "one stop shop" established. Put another way, if two years down the track they 
had said, "Would you like your Bill?" I'd have said, "Not on your life! Not on your life!" because 
legislation can be too restrictive. When you have a Bill you get a bureaucracy that takes the Bill and 
then they start to talk about "power". They talk about legal interpretations. It's like when you get a 
Bill of Rights, it sounds good on the surface but all of a sudden you find that it can be very 
restrictive. 

In fact it can be an albatross around your neck because it becomes very precise when you've got to 
measure things out in legal terms and you've got to go to court cases and get interpretations and so 
on. It can enshrine things that were never intended to be enshrined as such, but you can then never 
change that. 

So in retrospect it was much better for me to have this "one stop shop" authority given to me by my 
Premier and my Cabinet colleagues because if you found that it wasn't good enough or flexible 
enough or broad enough, all you had to do was go to the next Cabinet meeting. You didn't have to go 
to Parliament, you didn't have to do anything [except go to Cabinet]. It was nothing to do with 
Parliament because it was just a matter of a minister under Cabinet direction (or by agreement) 
agreeing that some of his officers could probably have more to do with a minister like myself than 
normally they ever would. And my officers, my senior officers like John Parker (who was put under 
my care for industrial and resource development purposes), he could wander from one department to 
the other. So I don't know if you are getting the picture that it was a completely different animal. It 
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was a much more flexible machine that we put together which could be varied, not by statute, but 
just by the Premier of the day giving a direction, or the Cabinet in discussing something, agreeing to 
a change. 

RJ But I still feel that you must have wanted that Bill initially even if you saw, as time went 
down the track, that you were better off. You say it was government policy but you were part of 
forming that government policy.... 

COURT Oh yes, I would have taken.... 

RJ .. ..and it would not have been put up without your permission anyway. 

COURT Oh no. Well it would have to come through me but.... 

RJ Yes. 

COURT ....but no, that's not extraordinary. I naturally, once I was told that that was the policy, I 
did my best to justify it. But I think if you read the debates it will tell you the story of it. I don't think 
you will be able to find any reference anywhere where I went away and gnashed my teeth [chuckles] 
or did something like that because I was more concerned about getting things done. My friend and 
philosopher and adviser, old Russell [Dumas], he said, "Tomorrow is another day. That's the end of 
that! Now" [rubs hands together] "we can really work out what we want." And so we sat down and 
worked it out. 

Quite frankly we would have been much worse off trying to administer the future programme had 
we had that legislation, for this reason: you'd have had one department after another going to their 
minister and saying, "Look, you're the minister for this and this Bill only allows the Minister for 
Industrial Development to do certain things and so on." You'd find the Crown Solicitor giving 
rulings on how ministers should run their portfolios and so on. Once you get to that stage it's like 
partners having to go and get the lawyers to interpret their partnership agreement, you can bet your 
bottom dollar that the partnership is finished as far as goodwill is concerned. 

This other system was so much better. It's to the credit of those ministers, even if some of them 
might have been (I know one of them was) feeling a little bit cheated by the system that was 
working. The fact is it worked and there were no great upheavals. Quite a few things were done 
under this "one stop shop" system. For instance, when we got further down the road, we found that 
because of our success the demand for housing, the demand for infrastructure, was outstripping the 
availability and our capacity to finance it because of being a mendicant State. We also found that the 
private sector was being denied its right and its ability to take care of most of our problems if we let 
them do it because we were bogged down in Town Planning and some other departments. 

Now it was simple as this, that at a Cabinet meeting the Premier, David Brand, just heard the report 
from me about how we were being inhibited. Land prices were going to skyrocket and we were 
going to have an intolerable situation for the next election because of our own success. Well out of 
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that all he did was to form a committee, of which I was the chairman (that always seemed to happen 
- that I was the chairman) and the selected ministers of Town Planning, Works, Lands were given a 
brief to fix. We just had to go snip, snip, snip and get rid of the red tape that was holding things back 
and some stupid rulings that had been given, stupid estimates that had been made of the availability 
of land, and hey presto! Within three months we've got private enterprise doing our job for us; we've 
got R&I Bank doing some development which was to give a particular type of land development and 
availability. We had another little government thing going to provide a type of land that the private 
sector couldn't provide and wasn't interested in anyhow, and so put the clock on another twelve 
months and you wouldn't have recognised the place. 

Now if that had been left to the normal devices, I can tell you it would have been floundering to this 
day, so there's a lot of merit in not having too tight a statute. I can never remember getting all tensed 
up over that particular Bill. In any case, as a person of good sense, if you are not going to get it, sit 
down and look at the situation and say, "Well that's gone, what can we do better in its place?" and 
we did mighty well in its place. [laughs] 

RJ Yes. [laughs] 

COURT I will, however, do a little research on that for you because there is a key to it all that I 
just can't think of at the moment. I'll find it out for you because you might wonder why I'm so 
relaxed about it all and why I wasn't threatening to jump off the nearest cliff or something like that. I 
know I was amazingly composed about it all at the time because we'd worked out the alternative 
plan anyhow.1  

RJ But is there any justification at all for Bolton's summation that the reason it was opposed 
by that former Liberal Cabinet minister was the belief that it would equip you, as minister, "with a 
power base standing apart from the public service channels".2  Can you remember that that was in 
any way the intention? 

COURT I will just refresh my mind on this, but I just want to tell you that it was not only his 
concern but it was the Labor Party's concern that this upstart who had come in and cut through the 
system within the parliamentary team was going to be made Almighty. I remember very well, even 
the party room, they were reading powers into it for me that were just not there; just.... 

RJ And that you had not intended to be? 

COURT No, never intended to be. And they are just not there anyhow. The original idea was to 
give Industrial Development some identity because it hadn't got any up to that point. It had 

I 
This research was not done and the matter was not discussed further. 

2BoIton in Westralian History Group: On This Side, Bookiand, Perth. 1985, p.218. 
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been talked about a lot, about the Tonkin mission with Frank Ledger and the man from the Perth 
Chamber of Commerce, whose name will come back to me in a minute. [R Goyne Miller.] The three 
of them went abroad, and they hadn't achieved anything. They had a lot of contacts but the whole 
concept that they had was flawed. When you're dealing with these big corporations like Dow 
Chemicals and that type of corporation, they had it all wrong. You can't buy them with inducements 
and favours and concessions with this and concessions with that. They've learnt the hard way [i.e. the 
big corporations] that if they can't justify on economic grounds establishing, they won't establish; and 
neither they should. 

RJ Right. You went on to form the Industries Advisory Committee and on that committee 
were Sir Lance Brisbane, Frank Ledger, Reg Rushton and Sir Russell Dumas. Were they your 
personal selection? 

COURT You realise Dumas and Brisbane were there even before the election because we'd 
talked about this as though we were going to win the election. 

RJ Yes, and you'd involved them in your plans. 

COURT Also they'd been involved in our talks and in the policy making before the election, so 
we were off and running. We didn't even have to wait until I'd got an office because we'd worked out 
how we were going to handle it. You must realise both of those were retired. Russell Dumas, I forget 
his age but he was not far off 80.1  He and Lance Brisbane were very conscious of the fact that they 
needed some flow-on people. Also, whilst this wouldn't have been said publicly, Dumas was always 
looked at askance by some people within industry and commerce because they always regarded him 
as a public servant. Yet in most ways he could leave them for dead in THINKING as an 
entrepreneur, in THINKING as a private enterpriser. You know it was his great concept that brought 
about BP, then known as Anglo-Iranian Oil Company, coming to the West because he saw what 
Musaddiq was going to do, and he was smart enough to realise that you catch BP on the rebound and 
we're just across the lake over in Kwinana. 

In spite of all that, many of these people still regarded him as a public servant and I used to have 
many arguments with them and when all else failed them they used to refer to him as a socialist. I 
can't imagine anyone further away from a socialist than Russell Dumas. He and Brisbane, of course, 
were as thick as thieves. I don't say that in a wrong way at all but they were very friendly and they 
seemed to have a great affection for one another; a great regard for one another. They were two 
different dispositions. Dumas had a bulldozer blade 45 feet wide and it used to go along and go right 
through the middle. [laughs] Lance Brisbane had that lovely disposition. He could go along with his 
bottle of vaseline and ease all the pain [laughs]. It was quite a revelation looking at them at work. 
Russell was really a tough character, he really was. I always used to refer to one with a bulldozer 
blade 45 feet wide and the other one with a bottle of vaseline [laughs] to soothe over the bruises and 
the wounds and the cuts and so on. But even with those two working together and Lance being so 
much part of private enterprise, there were certain people there that used to look askance at him 
[Dumas] and they used to say some things that I used to have to contest very strongly because I knew 
the man; had known him for many years. 

I 
Sir Russell Dumas was born on 17 January 1887 (RI). 
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For two reasons they strongly advised us to get some additional members on to this ad hoc 
committee - there was no statute with them - this ad hoc body. One was because of age; they were 
both getting on. The other one was to let industry and commerce feel that they had some input into it. 
You realise we had three bodies: there was the Perth Chamber of Commerce (now the WA Chamber 
of Commerce and Industry); we had the Employers' Federation; and we had the Chamber of 
Manufacturers. Today, of course, the Federation and the Chamber of Manufactures is one body: the 
Confederation of WA Industry. They were bits of prima donnas too and they used to watch one 
another for fear one was getting favoured over the other with government committees and that sort 
of thing. Very childish a lot of it! Then the idea of bringing Rushton and Ledger in, that meant you 
had the tie-up between Chamber of Commerce (because Rushton was essentially a Chamber of 
Commerce man) and Ledger was both Federation (that's the Employers' Federation) and the WA 
Chamber of Manufactures. 

END OF TAPE 70 SIDE  
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COURT You'll therefore see why these two were brought in. I have to say with all frankness that 
the two new members - that's Reg Rushton (later Sir Reginald Rushton) and the other one Frank 
Ledger (later Sir Frank Ledger) - they made their contribution and they had a role to play but they 
never were the force that the other two were. It was intended, of course, that Brisbane and Dumas 
would drop out fairly soon after that and these other two would take over their role, but I had to say 
to Dumas and Brisbane that this wasn't going to work out like that. They [Rushton and Ledger] 
immediately wanted to have a secretariat, they immediately wanted to formalise everything and have 
formal minutes when they had meetings and so on. Well we didn't have those things. The three of us 
used to sit down often on a Sunday night down at my home or could be in the Department of 
Industrial Development or in the minister's office. We were solving problems or we were creating 
some new ideas and new initiatives and that would be minuted, but only so far as was necessary to 
tell somebody else that we had decided to do this or we'd decided to research this, or whatever it 
might be. It was a very loose but very effective arrangement. Don't get me wrong, it wasn't a slap-
happy type of thing at all. On the contrary it was a machine that was moving forward in a very 
precise way - clear objectives, clear goals, agendas that were being very closely scrutinised, very 
closely implemented and ticked off as you went. So it was anything but a slap-happy type of thing. 

My first recollection of this new body being put together was the fact that they wanted to formalise 
everything and that you'd have the director of the department sitting in. There'd be nice minutes kept 
and very formal type of things which, quite frankly, didn't fit in with my way of doing things, the 
style that we had developed. In some ways.... 

Ri What was your objection to that? 

COURT No objection at all as long as it didn't slow down the momentum. That's the big point 
about it. I have to be quite frank about it in saying we didn't want people there for the recognition 
they were going to get or the position they were going to have. We were quite happy for them to give 
some reassurance to commerce on the one hand and industry on the other, quite happy about that 
because I had no purpose in not keeping them fully informed and keeping them happy. But somehow 
or other this idea crept in that we were full steam ahead and we weren't keeping industry and 
commerce sufficiently well informed. It was quite ludicrous really because I was spending a lot of 
time with industry and commerce. In those days, of course, it was so different to today. If I wanted a 
meeting with the Chamber of Commerce or the Chamber of Manufactures or the Employers' 
Federation (and they were three separate bodies and quite jealous of their individuality) when I sat 
down at their table or they came to me (usually I went to them because, frankly, I didn't have a 
boardroom good enough to accommodate them so it was much easier for me to get in the car and go 
down and go to their boardroom where they had adequate facilities).... 

This was on all the time, this communication, particularly with Chamber of Manufactures because 
they were most directly involved with the sort of thing that I was doing and the product of what I 
was doing, the work that had generated for the engineering firms and the like. So they were fully 
informed and it suited me for them to be fully informed. I wanted their help, I wanted their support. I 
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also had to, as we got into the bigger negotiations, explain to them where the spin-off was for the 
WA firms. They had this crazy idea that once we entered into one of these big negotiations they 
automatically got - whether it was timber, or engineering, metal contracts and all that sort of thing - 
they got that [the contracts] automatically. I had to say, "No. You've got to win them. We're bringing 
the industry here and I'm not going to saddle this capital that's coming here with the added burden of 
'cost plus' because that's what will happen. If we say to them [developers] you've GOT to use local 
engineering, you've got to use local this, local that, it virtually makes you 'cost plus' and that's the 
most inefficient system 1 know. It's the most socialised system I know and you claim to be private 
enterprise! Now we are going to give you the opportunities to go out and win, but you've got to win." 
This, I think, was one of the reasons why it was felt that if we had representation there through 
people like Frank Ledger and Rushton, both of whom were very close associates of mine, close 
friends of mine, they would feel happier that they knew what was going on. 

Now it didn't work out like that because there's a lot of competition within the engineering firms and 
other firms as well. You also have to realise that if they want private enterprise they've got to practise 
private enterprise and the two things are often quite different. Now you also have to understand that 
when we first started, the engineering firms were by world standards (even by Eastern States 
standards) very small. It is unbelievable when you look back on it in proper perspective how small 
they were. We thought by Perth standards they were quite big, and the fact that the backyarder-type 
engineering firm used to always be spitting chips about the Ledgers and the Tomlinsons and the 
Vickers Hoskins, how they're crippling the little man and all this sort of stuff. But when you look at 
it today, of course, they themselves were comparatively small. 

Now they had to go through a period of education and again I used to use these advisers for this 
purpose. I have to say that I got much more value out of the combination of Dumas and Brisbane 
hunting as a pack than I did out of the other two. 

Can I give you an example. When we started to get into the big time, into the big resource contracts 
like the iron ore contracts, your Kambalda nickel, your Alcoa bauxite alumina and their first refinery 
at Kwinana, the engineering firms had to be encouraged to gear up for it. We were in a completely 
different ball game. I remember the problems we ran into with Exmouth when that was an American 
contract, but it taught us a lot about major projects in remote areas where you didn't have a 
beachhead from which to start the project. You went into a virgin area and there you had to build a 
great project by international standards, and so we learnt a lot about the logistics and the other 
problems. I purposely spent a lot of time up there. It was a difficult one for us because the American 
system of tendering and contracting under their government system was quite different to ours. They, 
for instance, let that contract to a firm that had another one that was identical with it and they'd failed 
in it, but because they were the lowest tender under their system and their absolute fear of allegations 
of preference, they gave it to this firm. So we started off with a very big albatross around our neck. It 
worked out in the finish all right but we learnt a lot, and we learnt not only a lot about procurement 
but we also learnt a lot about handling manpower in those areas. We learnt a lot about the 
transportation to those areas, bearing in mind you didn't have the roads that you've got today. 
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We also learnt a lot about how far our own engineering firms had to catch up and change their 
thinking. Now we did progress there. We did learn a lot out of that one, but we still had a lot more to 
learn. For instance when the biggest of the iron ore projects came on the scene they wanted to know 
(not the companies themselves but their contractors; most of them international contractors when 
you get people like Kaiser, and you get people like Bechtel's and so on) what capacity the local firms 
have. How much you are going to have to bring in from Germany, Japan, America, anywhere at all, 
knowing that we wanted preferment to the local firms but not directed work to the local firms. This 
was the great baffle that I had to fight with industry and commerce at the time. They felt that we'd 
say, "Right, here's a list of firms and that's where you are going to get your jobs done," and a little 
cosy arrangement would be made and it would become 'cost plus'. As you know I'm a great disciple 
of private enterprise but I know that private enterprise has got some funny little ways that I don't 
support. It's part of the job of government to prevent those funny little ways becoming real. The 
worst thing amongst all those things and that ugly, ugly word is collusion. If you've got a small 
community as we had then, collusion didn't.... it was not hard to see raise its ugly head and that's 
what we couldn't tolerate. 

If you remind me I'll tell you a rather humorous story how the government eventually coordinated 
some collusion to get some work for Western Australia, but so I can get that off my conscience you'd 
better remind me about it later on. ]  But it was a classic case of where the government influence was 
very effective and very necessary, but never letting the collusion get into the hands of the private 
sector itself. 

Now these contractors would come along and they were looking at a big job (they were big jobs by 
world standards) and they would say: "What's the engineering potential of your State?" We'd be able 
to tell them, and, "Here are the main players and there is a whole mass of smaller ones, all of whom 
are growing, all of whom are ready to grow, all of whom can be very, very competent sub-
contractors to your Vickers Hoskins', and your Ledger's, and your Tomlinson's and others." So that 
part of it was quite simple. But these firms [the main contractors] would then go to these bigger 
engineering firms and say, "We want to talk to you now about this particular project. Here's some of 
the big meaty type of contracts that have got to be let. We want some indicative tenders." Now not 
all, but some of our bigger engineering firms had not been used to doing business this way and they 
refused to give indicative tenders. 

Now I don't know if you know what I mean by an 'indicative tender' but see you are a master 
contractor, you are a major contractor for a particular project and you've got certain work to be done 
- it might be the port, it might be the railways, it might be the towns, it might be any part of the 
project; but say it is some of the main mine construction work with crushers and all that sort of thing. 
In trying to build up your bid and trying to build up your costing for the project and then to let 
contracts either in Australia, WA, Eastern States, or overseas [you need an indication of your lesser 
contractors' bids]. Overseas it's par for the course to get an indicative tender. Now engineers, the 
bigger engineers, love getting these indicative tender commitments because if you are any good you 
are talking to engineer A in charge of, say, this part of Bechtel's project and he's giving you the plans 
for one thing. So you get your foot in the door; you at least know what's going on. You take him 

Sir Charles was reminded and the episode covered on pp  920-924 (RJ). 
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around your works and show him your capacity - your lifting capacity and your other engineering 
capacities as a fitter and turner and all of this type of thing that goes to make up the job, and he can 
see righto, you've got the lifts, you've got the height in your works, you've got the handling 
equipment, you've got special welding equipment, you've got other skills and you've got a work force 
that can quickly be expanded from a good, solid base. So if you give him an indicative tender - it's 
not a binding tender, but if you give him an indicative tender you've got your foot in the door. If 
you're any good you are going to get the contract anyhow because you've developed a goodwill and 
so on. 

We actually had some of our biggest firms here that refused to give indicative tenders. They said, 
"Why should we spend all the time putting all this stuff together and giving them an indicative 
tender as to what we would tender?" Ifs not a binding tender but an indicative one of what they 
could expect from us. How many shop hours from their engineering shop will they be able to have 
access to? How much are we prepared to commit say for twelve months? They don't want all their 
work in one contract or for one project, and so how much are we prepared to commit? You can 
understand that there's a tremendous advantage [if you cooperate: generate goodwill and 
understanding of your capacity and ability]. 

Well one firm eventually stood out. As a matter of principle they weren't prepared to invest in this 
indicative tendering because they misread the whole thing. So for that first time around they missed 
out on a huge amount of work and were very angry about it, but they didn't get any sympathy from 
the rest of the industry because by this time they'd started to get the message and they understood. 
They'd been to other countries, they'd been to other States, and they'd found out what happens when 
these huge developments take place. But it was part of a growing-up process; it was part of a 
learning curve. 

In the meantime we were having to anticipate our work force and this is in itself a story that should 
be recorded. I have an idea that I might have told you about it because Albert Monk (who was then 
the President of ACTU) he was involved with me very heavily. 

Ri No, I don't think you have, Sir Charles. 

COURT I thought I had told you that. Anyhow we can just put that aside at the moment, but it is 
part of this phase of our operations, the birth and the growth of this industrial development, not only 
as a department but the brains within it to innovate, and to initiate, and to negotiate all of these 
things. So what I hope I'm getting across to you is that not only was the department expanding but 
the industrial capacity of Western Australia was growing with it, and it had to grow fast. 
Superimposed on all of this was the Director General of Education. 

Ri You have spoken of that, "Blue" Robertson. 

COURT This might seem a little strange but it was very much part of this exercise, and this is the 
big difference, quite frankly, between Brisbane, Dumas and Court as against that advisory group of 
four (that was Brisbane, Dumas, Rushton and Ledger) where they became much more formalised. It 
was hard work to get them to understand that a man like Robertson had a great role to play. It was 
also hard work to get industry for a while to understand that this man had a key to something that we 
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wanted. Just imagine today if we had this sort of cooperation, this understanding, all this problem 
we're having with training programmes and so on [would disappear]. God! we had all of those things 
but they worked and they didn't cost people money. True, the government would have had to provide 
the education facilities for it but it was just absorbed as part of a programme. I might add it's a 
darned sight easier to do it if you've got work, if you've got jobs for people to go to, and that could be 
the position today if we can get away from some of these problems such as environmentalists and 
Aboriginal activists and that sort of thing. That's another story, but we didn't have those problems. 

Side by side with all of this, of course, was this question of manpower because we'd come from a 
slow start, a standing start you might say. Whilst we were getting our own department geared up and 
our thinking geared up we had to beware that we weren't going to get ahead of ourselves and finish 
up with a lot of lovely contracts and a lot of lovely resource projects and no-one to do them. The 
immediate reaction from some people was: "Ooh, if you have these projects you'll have to import 
labour." Well my guess was that Australians weren't going to be too comfortable with imported 
labour, project labour, call it what you like; 'indentured labour' was one term. Other countries used it 
quite successfully but they were used to it. They liked people to come in and build something. The 
Middle East would love people to come in and build something and go home. Well Australians are 
great ones for having their thoughts in the past and when you mentioned indentured labour (imported 
labour) they immediately thought of the Chinese that were brought in to Queensland and the 
problems that arose over in the gold areas of the Eastern States because of Chinese miners usurping 
the positions of Australians and so on. 

I must admit the Australian mentality on these things was quite shattering. Maybe I was a little 
impatient. But we weren't getting anywhere on migration because Chamberlain' had given an 
instruction to Hawke while he was Premier (and that was the power of Chamberlain) that because of 
unemployment, no more migrants to WA. It was a bit unreal because if you had a need for them and 
they were in the Eastern States they soon crossed the border because there was no restriction once 
they got into Australia. But there were to be no more migrants brought into Western Australia. When 
you get an edict like that from a fellow like Chamberlain with the power he had in those days both at 
the political level and the industrial level, it was pretty hard to shift because that went right back to 
Canberra. And so everything was geared on the basis that WA wouldn't get its quota of migrants. At 
that time we were fortunate because the migrants came by ship. When you think of some of those.... 
I think Fairstar, was it? Fairsky, and ships like that, Fairsea. What a godsend they were coming 
here with these hordes of migrants. 

It was Frank Ledger (before he ever became part of this advisory committee) who said, "Look, why 
don't you have a word with Albert Monk about this." In those days they had an Australian migration 
council, or a body to that effect, which was very widely representative throughout the whole of 
Australia. Trade unions were in it, employers were in it and so on. It was to try and get some rough 
idea of need and then the regulation of it - trade testing, all that type of thing. I remember saying to 
dear old Frank: "What chance would I have of doing a deal with Albert Monk?" He said, "Well, 

'FE "Joe" Chamberlain, the Secretary of the WA Trades Union Industrial Council from 1949 to 1962, Federal President of 
the ALP 1955-61, and Federal Secretary 1961-63. 
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Monk first of all is an honest man; secondly he's an Australian in his outlook. If you can demonstrate 
that this is good for Australia and it's good for jobs and good for the work force, then you'll find that 
he'll be more helpful than you think." He said, "But you can trust him. If you tell him confidentially 
what your program is and what you're up to you can rely on it. We know him of old and whilst he's a 
tough operator you can talk to him quite frankly." So I heard that Monk was coming over for a 
migration meeting and I arranged, through Frank, to have a session with him, which turned out to be 
a morning. I told him quite frankly (because we had nothing to lose) what we were doing, how far 
we'd got and how far we hoped to go. 

At the end of the time, after fairly intense questioning in a very blunt and direct sort of a way, he 
said, "Well it sounds pretty good to me." So I said, "How do I go with Chamberlain?" because 
Chamberlain was all-powerful. He said, "Well you leave it to me." So he went down to the Trades 
Hall and made an appointment to see me again after that. He said, "You'll have no trouble over this. 
Joe will scream and shout a bit but don't let that worry you." He said, "I've convinced everybody that 
this is on the right track but there's one problem, and that is getting them accredited as to their trade 
skills." He said, "If you take my advice, if you can get them accredited before they leave England, or 
Europe, or wherever they are, you'll have no trouble when they get here as long as they are accredited 
by the right people. Here's a list of people." I remember old Albert saying, "You know, some of them 
will make you fall off your chair, the fact that you are going to co-opt these people." He said, "If they 
are a bit militant or anything like that, don't worry! But if these people go over there as a team - and 
what I suggest you do, you enter into a contract with them and the broad terms of it I suggest are as 
follows." He gave me a broad outline and he gave me also the conditions that should prevail. In other 
words by the standards of the day they were going to be treated quite generously, but what they were 
going to do meant the cost was a pittance compared with its value for us. 

We put W S (Bill) Lonnie in charge of the group. He was nominated from the Premier's Department 
to go over [to London]. You'll find that he spent the time over there in charge of this group. He 
virtually was the secretary to them and he organised transport and accommodation and the secretarial 
side and so on. It really, I think, was something that started Bill Lonnie on his career to eventually 
become the under secretary of the department. Because you realise that Bill Lonnie started as a 
minister's driver (and I think a truck driver originally) within the government and actually got 
himself qualified by studying while he was a minister's driver - while he was waiting for ministers 
for the interminable time they [drivers] have to wait. It's quite to his credit that he eventually finished 
up getting the necessary qualifications and then he was able to get into the stream of public service 
administration. It is now history, of course, very much because of the influence and encouragement 
and the guidance of Ralph Doig, he finished up as an under secretary. But he went over with that 
team, and that was a great  success. 

END OF TAPE 70 SIDE B 
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COURT When they went over in those days they'd hire a theatre in one of the provincial towns 
and advertise and would have it full. There would be people there who would explain what 
migration amounted to and the jobs. These fellows, of course, being trade union men were very 
impressive. They are good when they are working for you. [laughs] But they were able to explain the 
trade union side of it and they would also explain that they were able to trade test people. 

I can't remember a single complaint that came out of that mission in respect to the migrants we 
received. I give the great credit for this to Albert Monk because I was a babe in the woods with this 
thing, dealing with these union people at that stage. I learnt fast, but at that stage! And this team of 
people, I can't fault them. They went over there with Lonnie and I know we extended their stay (if 
not for all of them for some of them) and they established this system of trade testing. The only 
problem we had was not their fault but the tradesmen over there probably at that stage didn't have the 
sophistication of trade skills of our tradesmen back here. 

That might seem strange but if you were taught to be a welder in a shipyard you probably spent half 
your life walking up the side of a ship and there was no great skill in it, apart from the basic skill of 
being a welder. Whereas because business was smaller here and contracts were smaller and you were 
doing more personalised types of machinery and equipment and work, you had to have more skill in 
doing all sorts of forms of welding. Whether it was fitting and turning or any of these things, you 
naturally generated a much greater sophistication of personal skill than people who had worked on 
huge plants and ships and that type of thing that we didn't do here in those days. So we did have to 
have upgrading classes here for welders. I think they were run at Leederville Technical School, and I 
think they could go there on a Saturday morning, again where we had classes with some of our "gun" 
welders. They [the "gun" welders] got paid, of course, which is fair enough on a Saturday. They 
could upgrade these fellows. If a fellow was basically a metal tradesman of one type and he only had 
to be smartened up in any particular aspect of it, well then it was quite easy to do it. 

I remember the main problem was with welders; to get people who had more versatility than a lot of 
them who came out here, especially the ones that came from the shipbuilding industry. I remember 
one tradesman saying to me that he'd only welded on the port side of a ship. [laughs] I couldn't 
believe it. Then one of his mates said, "Well that's right. They were building so many ships at that 
time" (you know, in the postwar period and so on) "that he probably stayed on that part of the 
shipyard and it's probably true that he only welded on the port side." That didn't have any special 
significance to me, but that was the sort of thing we had to cope with. 

And that was a very interesting part of this very exciting time that was going on and I am forever 
grateful that I was in the middle of it all. So there was never a dull moment. When you got on top of 
one thing you started another one, but you can imagine the influence of all these people. Like the 
"Blue" Robertson influence, the Albert Monk influence, the migration influence. I don't know if 
we've dealt with how we used to defeat the migration intake system. 

RJ No we haven't. 

COURT I should tell you how we used to defeat the system so far as migrants were concerned. 
We couldn't do it today when they all come by air, but in those days they all came by sea. You'd get a 



TAPE 71 SIDE A COURT 909 

whole shipload of migrants; ship names that became synonymous with migration. Well a lot of these 
were coming from southern Europe, Italy and other southern European countries, and our problem 
was to beat the system because we didn't want them getting over to the Eastern States. We, of course, 
had migrants that were destined for Western Australia so they were no problem. All we had to do 
was make sure that they were properly met and they got off the ship and somebody didn't induce 
them to go on to the Eastern States. But the problem was to try and intercept these people that were 
bound for Melbourne, bound for Sydney. 

Well by this time Transfield and EPT had established sizeable systems in Western Australia. They 
were both Italian firms. EPT was the one that came out on the original electric power transmission 
contracts for the Snowy Mountains, and so they had a good communication with migrants from 
southern Europe, not only Italians but southern Europe. Transfield grew out of EPT within Australia 
because Belgiorno-Nettis and his partner [Franco], they were brought out by EPT originally but they 
decided this was such a good country and there was so much to be done that they'd go out on their 
own and so they formed Transfield within Australia to do virtually the same work as EPT did, both 
Italian origin. Well when they started to get contracts over here they both established works in the 
metropolitan area because all their engineering in preparation for shifting equipment up to the 
mining industry in Kalgoorlie and other places, and then up to the iron ore industry and the like, it all 
had to be started in the West so they had sizeable engineering establishments. 

Transfield built a reception centre in the Spearwood area. EPT built a reception area down at 
Kwinana and this is one of the few times I ran foul of officialdom. I thought the idea was great. The 
idea was that you could bring the migrants straight off the ship and you'd have a place, quite a 
sizeable place, with good, clean beds; toilet and other facilities; plenty of good cooking facilities. 
Everything was clean, basic and, of course, cheap. I thought they were absolute brainwaves. They 
consulted me about it and I went and inspected them both and I thought they were jolly good; 
couldn't imagine anything better. The idea was that they could intercept migrants that were coming 
out because most of them used to come out on their own [i.e. single men]. Even if they were married 
people, they'd still come out as single people and then bring their families out later, you see. So you 
didn't have to worry about a lot of families in most cases with these tradesmen type that we were 
after. So because they [EPT and Transfield] had so many people who spoke the language of the 
southern Europeans they could go on board ship and say: "Why do you want to go over to 
Melbourne? It's miserable, it's wet, the climate changes four times a day and there's not a lot of work 
over there. Look, we've got accommodation just down the road here and you can start work 
tomorrow." And when they told them what wages they were going to get it was unbelievable 
compared with what they'd come from. It wouldn't apply today, by the way, but in those days it was 
like heaven. And because they [EPT and Transfield] were able to give proper accreditation, they 
were able to get proper people to establish that they were people of repute. 

They used to take lots and lots of people off these ships and they'd put them in these staging places 
and then they'd get a job next day. None of them stayed very long [in the staging places]. Down 
Spearwood and all around that way there were plenty of southern Europeans through there. 
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Whether they were Portuguese, whether they were Yugoslays, or whether they were Italians, there 
were plenty of them all around there. Before very long they'd have a private family they were staying 
with or they'd get their own digs or something of that kind, and the next ship would come in, you 
see, and the new migrants would get in there. 

Well this was working like a charm. The next thing from the Premier's Department I get a blast 
saying, "Look, you'd better come fast! You know these places [the staging camps] are operating 
down there and no-one's consulted the Health Department." [laughs] Oh God! I thought, who the 
hell to pay. The Health Department! We want migrants. So Dave [Brand] said, "Well you'd better 
have a look at it because you know there are a few rules around the place." I said, "They're 
MAGNIFICENT, these places. You know, you'd almost think it was a well-run Army barracks and 
the food's good, the beds are good and clean and all that sort of stuff." Anyhow he said, "Well you'd 
better go and have a look at it" and so I went down there and we got all the people together. The 
local authority was the least of my worries (the Health Department was the big problem) because the 
local authority could see what was in it for them, plus the fact that the Italian and Yugoslav and other 
influence on those local authorities was pretty strong anyhow. 

Anyhow it was about a three or four day bubble and under the "one stop shop" system we managed 
to fix that and it went on and for a long time. I never knew when it was cancelled because it got to a 
stage when it was no longer necessary. But it was one of those little colourful incidents along the 
road, and thank God for Transfield and EPT! A bit of initiative and it worked! It wasn't as though 
they were slummy type things. The food was superb, plenty of it; the facilities were quite good. I 
used to pop in there and just keep my own unofficial eye on it because they had to keep the standard 
up. That probably gave us hundreds and hundreds of migrants that otherwise we wouldn't have got. 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library Building on 
12th February 1992. 

This is taking up the interview series that was interrupted in August last year because of the absence 
of the interviewer overseas. 

Sir Charles, at our last interview session we finished by talking about migration and the way that 
Transfield and EPT managed to snaffle some of the migrants who were actually destined for other 
places. David Black has also written of this time and the great increase in the West Australian 
population and that this was nearly all due to migration and not natural increase. He's given the 
figures to show the comparison between the period before your government and at the end of the 
Brand Government and I will take these figures in as a footnote.' But he also goes on to say, 
"Between 1965 and 1971 the non-Labor parties lost ground at both federal and state elections in 

1 According to Black: "In twelve years the population of the state rose from less than three-quarters of a million to over a 
million or as a percentage of the Australian population from 7.1 per cent in 1961 to 8.1 per cent in 1971. Between 1966 and 
1971 the annual average rate of population increase of 4 per cent was over twice that in any other state, mainly due to 
migration. Thus in 1967 alone the net increase by migration was three times the national average and for the five-year period 
was nearly as great as the net natural increase: by contrast between 1954 and 1961 natural increase had been five times greater 
than net migration." Black in Stannage, op. cit., p462. 
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Western Australia. It is ironical to say the least that to a large extent this was due to pressures 
resulting from government-sponsored development, more especially from the effects of the influx of 
migrants on the supply of land, housing and educational facilities."' Would you agree with that 
assessment or not? 

COURT There are two sides to that. One is the commonsense side which you'd think would 
prevail, but when you're dealing with the public it doesn't work like that. Strangely enough people 
get tired of success even, and don't forget by this time our success was starting to show through. The 
fact that we had to bring in so many migrants, the fact we couldn't supply the work force without the 
migrants and things of that kind, is evidence of the fact we had been successful. I should also remind 
you that I had resisted the temptation of bringing in contract work forces. I'd said no to those. That 
was one of the reasons why I was able to enlist the support of Albert Monk: the fact that we were 
prepared to resist the pressure for contract work forces, forces that would come, do a job and go 
home. Other countries have used it. It has advantages, but we weren't prepared to do it. We were 
desperate for people; we were desperate for growth. So we understood that we were going to have 
problems from migrants. 

RJ So you're meaning contractors from other countries coming to do a job? 

COURT Some countries have, as a matter of policy - and they're still doing it - they will let a 
contract for a dam or a power station or an airport development or something of that kind, and the 
contractor will supply his own labour. You see this a lot in the Middle East, they bring people from 
Sri Lanka. At one stage they were bringing people from Taiwan, from [South] Korea, and places like 
that, when they [Taiwan and South Korea] were struggling to get established and they were 
desperate for overseas hard currency and the like. It was a good move because their tradesmen learnt 
things from British, German, others, and at the same time they earned hard currency for their 
countries. 

Well we could have brought contractors in, for instance, to build the great iron ore projects, to 
develop the ports and the railways and that sort of thing, who would have brought in their own 
labour. Now just imagine what would have happened in Australia if we'd have done that. They'd 
have said, "We're going back to the old Chinese indentured labour," and all that sort of thing. We 
weren't, but still. In any case it would have defeated my own plan because this great dream we had of 
getting Western Australia off the ground was not just to build a few things and send the people 
home, but to have a work force which progressively got more sophisticated, more technically 
competent and got bigger and was able to take on bigger things. It was the start of what we hoped 
would be a grand and glorious future; completely change the nature of Western Australia. So we said 
no, we wouldn't take the easy way. We wanted migrants to come and help us. 

You'll understand this was the reason why there was such great emphasis on trade training and 
tradesmen. It was part of the Monk plan that I implemented, that we had representatives of the trade 
unions going to Britain with Lonnie's little team because they were going to test these people for 

Ibid.. p.463. 
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trades efficiency and thus stop arguments back in Australia, whether they were plumbers, whether 
they were welders, whether they were fitters and turners and all that sort of thing. So it's all part of 
the whole. 

We knew that absorbing these people here was going to be difficult. Don't forget David Brand and I 
were old enough to have been through the time of the misunderstandings and the unfortunate build-
up to the Kalgoorlie riots through bringing in Southern Europeans, so we weren't unconscious of that 
sort of thing. We discussed these things quite openly. But you had to be prepared to take the 
calculated risk. 

Now the question of housing was also very real, because don't forget David Brand had been in the 
McLarty Government with all the problems of postwar housing shortages. That wasn't to do with a 
mass immigration, that was just the sorting out of Australia after a great war and getting people 
housed and the baby boom and all that sort of thing. You know it so well. But that was only child's 
play compared with what we were inheriting here. So we were conscious of that. 

I think I have explained to you that we did allow this land thing to get out of control. 

RJ No. 

COURT I thought I had explained to you how we set up this committee under me, although it 
was nothing to do with my portfolios, to break the impasse that had developed over a shortage of 
land which was skyrocketing prices and so on. That was the sort of thing that we had to do. While I 
was pressing on with my "one stop shop" thing, some of the normal things of running the State that 
weren't directly related to say, Kambalda, Pilbara, and other areas like that, were naturally taking 
their normal course. Whilst I was accused of being the "Minister for Everything", I couldn't be giving 
attention to these things, which were the responsibility of the Premier working with his ministers to 
make sure that the health services, the education services and the other services in the metropolitan 
area particularly were keeping up with the need. 

I have explained at some stage during our talks about the consequential growth. That's the most 
dramatic and the most exciting thing about this sort of development. You open up a new mine in the 
Pilbara; you get the construction work force, then you get the operating work force, but while you're 
asleep at night the worms are working away there and there's this consequential growth; the services 
[education, health, etc.] that have to be provided for more people. More people have their hair cut, 
and more people have to be entertained, and more people drink beer and do all these things. It's a 
never-ending thing. That's where you get your economic strength from. It's much, much bigger in the 
final analysis and much more diversified that the actual projects themselves, important though they 
are. They are always a means to an end, they're not the end in itself. You've got to keep this in your 
mind. 

Now, we did fall down at one stage in not anticipating the need for land in the metropolitan area. We 
had no problem in the mining areas. All we had to do was to give the company access to a big slice 
of virgin land. They had to go through the expenses of subdivision on approved plans and building 
the houses and putting in the infrastructure. But in the metropolitan area it's different. You couldn't 
get Hamersley Iron, for instance, to pay for a subdivision and all the infrastructure north of 
Inglewood, or some place like that, because that's part of the normal job of government. 



TAPE 71 SIDE A COURT 913 

Now this is where we did have a problem because the town planners got excessive control, rather 
like the environmental people and the Aboriginal activists have got now in a different form. They 
theorised about the fact that we had plenty of land. The only thing I knew was if there was plenty of 
land where was it, and it wasn't on the market. So it became very serious from my point of view 
because the whole of our work was going to be frustrated by this force and the people were getting 
disturbed. The media, of course, played it up. The land [prices] were skyrocketing because of 
shortage; not because of genuine value, but just a scarcity value. Nothing will send a price up 
quicker than scarcity, even if it's ice-creams. If you finish up in an area where they haven't got 
enough ice-cream, well the price of ice-cream is going to go up, obviously. Sheer scarcity even if it's 
black market. 

So we had to look at this very carefully, and that was given to me to solve, because I was desperate 
to break this thing. We solved it, solved it amazingly quickly, purely by getting rid of the red tape. 
We upset a few people, including the then Town Planning Commissioner.' We just had to press on. 
But it was a fact that there was this very big pressure. Of course you've only got to get one issue like 
that and it doesn't matter how successful you are, if people haven't got a roof over their head and 
they've got sick of living with Mum and Dad, or uncle and aunty, and they want to have a family, 
they don't turn around and say, "This is a good government. They've produced all this economic 
growth. I've got a job. I'm getting good pay," and that. They don't think like that. The problem in 
their mind is that they haven't got a house, or they can't see a prospect of a house. They don't mind if 
they're going to live on Mum's front verandah for another three months, or another six months. As 
long as they know it's going to end, it's amazing what people will endure. However, I don't know 
whether it's the time to tell you how we broke that problem, but it was a very, very serious problem, 
this question of land. It was becoming an all-embracing thing. 

Ri Deal with it now, I think that's best. 

COURT I had to go to David Brand and say: "Look all our great plans are going to break down if 
our schools are not keeping up in the metropolitan area where the population is." This is where your 
consequential growth takes place. Not up alongside the mines, but down in your metropolitan area. 
Your professions are expanding, even the lawyers and the engineers that are consulting, your 
banking system's expanding [and a host of other things are expanding]. So all of these people have 
human beings at the end of the trail. You've got to remember everything you do by way of economic 
growth is finally measured in people: people's happiness, people's education, their competence, their 
security, and all of these things that go with it, the health care, the cultural actitivies. That's the end 
result of economic development. Forget that and you've got no soul. 

1 The Town Planning Commissioner was John Lloyd, who was appointed in 1959 and died in office in 1973 (CC). 
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So it was decided that we'd put together a committee, which comprised myself, the Minister for 
Lands, the Minister for Housing, naturally, and the Minister for Town Planning, and the Minister for 
Works [and Water Supply]. I'm speaking from memory now, going back a long way, but I'm pretty 
sure I've got it right. They would be logical anyhow. Well the first thing we wanted to know was 
where all this land was. We found that the Town Planning Commissioner in saying: "Look what are 
you griping about, here's all this land available?" - it was there in theory, but it was blocks all over 
the place. It included all vacant blocks such as there were, left in places like Nedlands for instance, 
and Dalkeith, and all of these suburbs. If you added them all up there was a lot of land, but a big 
proportion we were able to quickly identify as land where, for instance, parents would have bought 
some land when it was cheap. It was not an unusual practice. If they had three children they bought 
three blocks of land which they kept and gave them as a wedding present to build their house, or to 
sell it to get the money for a block, because it was one thing that appreciated in value. 

So we found a great proportion of this land that they had identified was this sort of land. It was not 
on the market and when it did come on the market it would be bespoken, and therefore you couldn't 
take it into account in determining the availability of land for a great upsurge of population. The 
figures you've quoted there indicated we were growing dramatically. By national standards we were 
growing dramatically. At one stage in absolute numbers we brought in more people into Western 
Australia than any other State, even New South Wales, and that's a pretty dramatic measurement. 
They could absorb that number much easier amongst their very big State population compared with 
us with our comparatively few people. 

Therefore we had to get hold of the private sector; we had to get hold of the Housing Commission, 
and look at the possibility of land [for houses] if we could get rid of the red tape. Now we knew that 
people like General Agency and a number of other names that I don't recall at the moment, but 
household names at the time, had lots of land [awaiting development]. They were still playing 
around with handfuls of land that were skyrocketing in value, but they wanted to get into a bigger 
field. They didn't want to see the land going up like it was. Maybe some of them got a lot of 
commission out of that land, but they would much rather have a growing supply of land. 

The first thing we did was to talk to some of these people and say: "Now tell us how quickly you can 
put land on the market if we get rid of all the nonsense. How well can you cooperate with us if we 
put up a system that will get rid of the red tape." Well it's quite enlightening the amount of land that 
they did have just awaiting development. Some of that land today is well developed suburbs. Some 
of the land that they held was more than.... one agency had more than one suburb in it; just couldn't 
get on with the job. Bearing in mind under the new system most of the infrastructure costs had to be 
paid by them anyhow, as part of the development. So it wasn't going to put undue strain on our loan 
resources. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 71 



TAPE 71 SIDE B COURT 915 

COURT It wasn't going to put undue pressure on our loan resources [i.e. for the private 
developments]. The main thing was to have it available and let these people go to work. 

Now against that we'd had a policy of buying in advance broad acres of land for State housing, 
knowing that when we bought some of that land it was going to include land that was going to 
change in its character. When we bought it, we bought broad acres. We didn't sit down and say: 
"Well this land's not suitable for cheap housing," and so on. You just bought it on a broad acre basis, 
knowing that some of it would be suitable for housing, State Housing Commission-type homes, and 
some would be better suited for exploitation for high quality homes because it might have views of 
the hills or it might have views of the ocean, and might have other advantages. That was good sense 
to use your land to the best advantage. 

So we had a very clear-cut policy about Housing Commission land. When the development 
eventually caught up with it, by the growth of the metropolitan area, we knew that some of that land 
would not be normally usable or it would be quite incongruous to use it for ordinary State Housing 
Commission [purposes]. Then we'd identify that and then put that on the market, not to develop it 
ourselves for high quality homes because that just defeated our purpose as a housing commission, 
but to get it to people who could turn it to its best advantage. We had a strict rule that whatever we 
got from that land, which would be a very handsome profit as you can imagine - we'd bought the 
land as broad acres, on a very cheap price, no development, no subdivision planning and no water, 
sewerage, drainage, and that sort of thing, so you can imagine we bought it at the very bottom of the 
market. Well some of this land, this better quality land, earned a lot of money, so we put that straight 
back into housing. That took pressure off the loan funds, and it was a good, sensible thing. I hope 
they're still doing it. I notice that they're trying to buy some land for State Housing purposes today 
down in prestige places which is quite incongruous when, if it is government land, they should be 
turning it into money to put into houses for the people that want just ordinary decent houses that the 
average working man would be very, very happy about. So you can put [the proceeds from land] into 
estates where you're going to be able to put in sewerage and drainage and water and power and all of 
the things that go with it [for Commission housing]. 

So we identified that the Housing Commission itself had some land that was due for development, 
ripe for development as prestige land, which could be put on the market for that purpose [i.e. 
produce funds for housing]. They had other land that if they could overcome the planning problems 
it was available for their legitimate purpose. These other people, like General Agency and one other 
(I just forget at the moment) but they had very large sums of land, pieces of land, and they adjoined. 
These particular people adjoined one another. They said to us quite frankly: "Look if you can do 
what you say, we can save you a lot of money, we can achieve things much, much quicker, and we 
can do it better. If we're forced to develop our individual piece of land, we'll have to put everything 
into there. We'll have to plan all the shopping centres and everything in that particular area to make it 
a complete area. These people have to do the same, but if we can look at them as a total thing, we 
can cooperate with the Town Planning people or whoever you nominate to oil the works. We can do 
things we've never done before. Maybe the best place for a major shopping centre (and have one big 
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prestigious type of centre), is on the boundary of both, or maybe at the northern end of one, or the 
southern end of the other, and so on. But if you let us play around with our advisers and we've got 
some cooperative people from the government, we believe that we can do things much better; we 
can do it much quicker." 

Now we didn't want to get land control, we didn't want to get land price control because that breeds a 
black market quicker than anything I know. So we were very anxious to leave the land run free in the 
market place, but to have forces that were going to stabilise the price. 

We saw a change almost immediately, once we got rid of this bottleneck, and having this ministerial 
committee with the Minister for Town Planning, the Minister for Works, the Minister for Water 
Supply, and Minister for Housing and so on, the people that were the key people there, and all with a 
will to break the system, to get the breakthrough, because it was our political existence. It was quite 
surprising how quickly it happened. 

Now we said to the people quite unashamedly (when I'm talking about the people we're talking about 
these potential developers): "We expect you to do the decent thing by us. We don't want to get 
involved in your pricing structure, but we do want to make sure that in every subdivision that takes 
place," and not only these two big ones by the way. There were plenty of others, but this was the key 
to breaking the nonsense; breaking the impasse, "we do expect you to get land on the market quickly 
at reasonable prices. In other words to break this present upsurge in prices, which is being interpreted 
as profiteering and all sorts of things, when in point of fact it's just the inevitable outcome of 
bureaucratic nonsense." So they agreed and we said, "What you charge for a block that's overlooking 
the ocean or overlooking the hills or both, we couldn't care less. If people want to pay crazy prices 
for that, that's their business, but we do want to make sure that these people who want just an 
ordinary decent home, a level above the Housing Commission-type housing, have got to be able to 
have access to that land and plenty of it." 

Now having said all that it was a very simple solution that we found; it was a very simple formula 
that we established. It's a golden rule that any government that ignores it will finish up with trouble 
just like the present government is finishing up with trouble, through not having enough land on the 
market. It's as simple as this: you've got to have plenty of land on the market of the right type, in a 
number of locations, but above all it has to be on the market. If you've got people locking up areas 
saying, "Well it will be worth more in twenty years time," you can't tolerate it. You've just got to 
keep this flow of development so that the metropolitan area can grow in a logical way. But you've 
got to have plenty of land. It's got to be of different types for everybody's needs. The people that 
wouldn't care if they paid $150 000 for a block because it had a view of the ocean, or a view of the 
hills or something, they're not your problem. There's no purpose in keeping land values down for 
them. That will find its own level. There's a limited number of those people; that will find its own 
level. But you've got to look after these people who want just an ordinary decent home. It's going to 
be better than a State Housing place, and at the same time it's going to lend itself for improvement. 
As the area develops so the value goes up and so on. Then you get another strata and another strata. 

But you've got to have plenty of land of the right type and it has to be varied as to the type of land 
and it has to be varied as to location. It's not everyone wants to live up on the ocean going further 
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and further north. It's not everyone who wants to live in the hills. It's not everyone who wants to live 
with a view of the hills. Some people, because of their work, they want to live within commuting 
distance of work. They've got a thousand reasons. They want to live south of the river. The big 
argument at the moment is which is better? - the south of the river or the north of the river. Well 
that's their problem, if they want to choose, but you've got to have land available, in different 
locations, different types, but above all it's got to be on the market. 

Now that was the magic of it, and we did get on top of that, but you can't just solve a problem like 
that in two minutes because even after you remove the red tape, the planning's got to be completed. 
We had to change the plans for two very big estates so that they could sensibly plan the two together. 
Then they developed in competition. It wasn't a question of collusion, but it was a question of doing 
the sensible thing. It was quite magic. I found chairing that meeting (we had amazingly few 
meetings) after a few months it was in full swing because we'd broken the bottleneck of some 
bureaucrats that had their own idea of what was enough land and you could dole it out as they felt fit. 
You've got to have plenty of land on the market of different sorts, different locations, and above all 
on the market NOW. 

Now I'll give you an example. I don't know whether it was at that time or later on, but we developed 
an estate out at Westfield. This was done with a purpose so that we'd have land that was ideal for 
working people, near transport, near shopping centres, near schools, power, water, sewerage, 
drainage, everything there, but not Mount Lawley or Dalkeith, let's face it. It was to be put on the 
market at the lowest possible price [claps hands], no frills. Well we used to put that land on the 
market - that was developed by the government by the way, which was against our policy, but we 
wanted to be seen to be doing things as well as encouraging the private sector. I remember the first 
hundred blocks we put on the market, there was an auction on the Saturday morning, and I think we 
only sold six blocks because it wasn't attractive land. It was a good, good buy. Anyone that bought 
that land at a very low price, sewered, roads, power, near bus services, near shopping centres, near 
schools, it was a very, very good buy. 

Now it was publicised that you could walk into the department (I forget which department, but it 
didn't matter; probably the Lands Department) and you could buy a block over the counter at that 
price. We'd established the price at auction, you see. The press rang me up that weekend and said, 
"Aren't you worried about the bottom's fallen out the market?" I said, "Wait a minute. We've had 
months of hammering on the fact that land prices are taking off, and we've said they weren't as bad 
as they were and we've announced what we've done. Here's a working family, say working in 
Welshpool or somewhere around that, they could walk in there, over the counter tomorrow and take 
their pick of blocks at a very, very reasonable price, fully serviced." They'd shake their head and get 
the message. 1 said, "That's the best news I've had because that will go right through the market. 'At 
last there's land on the market!' That will bring the price down to a sensible level." 

Well it was surprising how quickly the rest of those blocks went when people could go over the 
counter. You didn't pay any agent's fees at all, you just went straight over and got a block. Then we 
put another lot on. We'd never sell many when we put them up for auction, but we did it on purpose 
so as to publicise the fact that this land was there and it was at the cheap price, and there was no 
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great rush for it. People, of course, are always wanting to lift their station a bit, and they were 
looking at some of this other land. I don't blame them for that. So we had this upsurge of land 
availability. 

Now we also did something else, and I'm not quite sure of my sequence in it, but about the time we 
had this big consultation with the private sector and with the Housing Commission, we wanted to 
introduce another element. It was against our policy, but people who get purist about policy can 
often miss the main chance. You don't ever lose your objective, you don't ever lose that goal that's 
down there, but sometimes you can't go straight down the footie field, you have to go around. So we 
copped a bit of criticism from the private sector because we used the R & I Bank to undertake some 
of the development with this land, this better class land, that the Housing Commission had. I'm 
speaking from memory, but I'm fairly certain it was some of this better quality land that had been 
identified after we'd held the broad acres. I think I've explained how that happens. So we got them to 
undertake some development of this better quality land. They did it very well. It was all under proper 
planning, releasing so many blocks at a time so as not to swamp the market, but at the same time 
have a meaningful number of blocks. 
Quite unashamedly, I have to tell you, that we did that so as to demonstrate that we were genuinely 
in command of the situation which we'd let get out of hand, let's face it. We were genuinely in 
command of the situation, and the fact that it was going to be developed by the R & I Bank as a 
special land development scheme, indicated to the people that they wouldn't profiteer out of it, and 
that they'd be a foil to some of these other developers. The other developers screamed blue murder 
for a while, but we had to say: "Now look, just take the broader view. This gets some of the pressure 
off you. If they don't want to deal with you they can go and deal at auction with R & I Bank at their 
subdivisions. It's not going to get out of hand because they're going to be sensible. They've got to 
service their money. They've got to show a profit out of it. If we sell it by auction it's going to be a 
publicly fixed value, so it's not going to be give-away prices where people can come and profiteer 
out of the government's land and so on, but there's going to be certain restrictions that you've got to 
build within a certain time, you've got to build a house of a certain value, and all sensible stuff." 

That found its level and R & I did well out of it and it introduced a new dimension. Some of this 
other land that we had we were selling through the land authority by whatever name it was known, 
and this R & I Bank stuff. Then, of course, the private sector got into full swing and from then 
onward I don't think until recently, you've never heard this question of land shortage raise its ugly 
head. But the last three or four years I could see it coming. All of these protests about the 
development of land like Hepburn Heights and that sort of thing, of course, are going to make it 
wellnigh impossible for governments to press on and always have land available ahead of need. The 
only way you'll keep land values at a sensible levels is to come back to the theory of having plenty of 
land, of the right type, in the right locations, on the market. 

I think I've run over time. 



TAPE 71 SIDE B COURT 919 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library Building on 
9th March 1992. 

Sir Charles, you were telling me last time about the committee and its work in making land available 
in the metropolitan area as speedily as possible. You kept saying that that committee cut red tape to 
make this possible. Just exactly what did you mean by that? 

COURT First and foremost you had all the ministers directly concerned in this committee, so that 
when we were confronted with problems from potential developers there was no retreat; they were 
all there. They had their officers where necessary. Some of the ministers were rather like myself. 
They didn't need to have their officers there; they were in command of their departments. Others 
were very much captive to their officers, so they usually brought them along. But the fact is the 
minister was there, and where necessary the officer concerned was there, so that when the problem 
was raised by a potential developer we were able to deal with it right on the spot. It wasn't a question 
of being referred for further consideration. It wasn't a question of one minister referring it to another 
minister and then to another minister and by the time the machinery had gone all around, losing days 
here and days there and then weeks. The poor old developer was stymied, and that meant money to 
him; it meant loss of efficiency to him and so on. So if you can imagine you've got all of the 
ministers vitally concerned, whether it was water supplies, whether it was main roads, electricity, 
local government, the lot, all there. We were then able to lay these right on the table and then when 
we met, if any outstanding ones hadn't been resolved the previous time they were at the top of the 
agenda, so you were reducing literally to days what was previously taking months. 

But that wasn't the end of it. You were cutting red tape in another way. You were getting decisions. 
You were getting positive decisions. You were getting realistic decisions. I take you back to the 
beginning of this story. We were told by the town planners that we had tons of land. They gave us 
statistics about the number of vacant blocks of land in the metropolitan area. What they didn't tell us 
was many of those blocks had been held for generations in some cases, certainly for years in other 
cases, and were not available for development in the ordinary community way. 

So I think that summarises exactly how we did it. It wasn't because of taking any short cuts, breaking 
any laws, rules, regulations at all, it was purely making sure that the decision-makers made 
decisions. 

RI Over the period of our interviews you have spoken more than once of what you call "prima 
donnas" in government departments, and I wondered what your definition was of a prima donna? 

COURT These are ministers or senior bureaucrats who had an idea that the government revolved 
around them instead of them being part of a total team. One of the jobs of a leader is to identify these 
people. They're very real; often quite sincere people and often very jealous of the reputation of their 
department. 
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One of the biggest problems we had was with the Lands Department at that time. They had carried 
on from one generation to another with the idea that they were the senior government department. 
When I traced it back I found the reason had a certain amount of logic in it, namely that they were 
the first department. As you can imagine the first thing that Stirling, Roe and all of these people had 
to do was to give access to land. That meant titles; that meant a department. I don't know whether 
they were called Lands Department or not then. Probably were; it seems the sensible name.' 
Somehow or other this had come along generation by generation and I found that they were really 
conscious of this. So we had to break this down and get them to understand they were part of a team. 
I won't go into the detail or the circumstances and the way it operated, but it was very frustrating. 

Don't forget in those days also under the Minister for Lands you had the Surveyor-General. Now you 
can understand the Surveyor-General thinking that he was pretty important because again it was part 
and parcel of the original land administration. If you were going to give a title you had to have a 
survey. I can quite understand the Surveyor-General almost felt he was rather like the Pope. He was 
the reincarnation of Saint Peter, you see. 

So this is the sort of thing. You might laugh at it, but it was very, very real. In some ways it was 
rather quaint. In some ways it was rather nice to think that they had this touch with colonialism and 
the foundation of the State. They were all very decent people and people of great integrity. But it 
took us quite a few years to get on top of that. That's when I was the Minister for Industrial 
Development and all of this I might add, with the complete concurrence of David Brand. 

It resurfaced again when I became Premier. Apparently that three year break while we were in 
opposition, they were "born-again Lands Department Christians" for want of a better name. So we 
found this again when we came back into office. We had to do a very modest little exercise that was 
nothing like the exercise we did in the sixties. We had to do that again to break open the land and 
make sure they got back to the very simple philosophy of having plenty of land, properly developed 
in various locations, and above all on the market. The key words were BLOCKS ON THE 
MARKET. You can see the problems the present government's running into because they left it too 
late and they're now caught up in this again. They're caught up with another factor we didn't have, 
and that was the environmentalists and a number of other factors like the Aboriginal factor which is 
raising its head in the metropolitan area. As I read the paper daily I sympathise with a government 
that's trying to get ahead of this. The only way to be on top of your land thing is to be ahead of it with 
government land and with private land. You have the two moving along nicely together and you'll 
always keep ahead of it. Other factors are intruding now, but that's not for discussion here. There's a 
question of closer settlement in the metropolitan area. You're touching a raw nerve with Australians 
with that one. 

1 The Department was one of the first government agencies established in the new colony of Western Australia in 1829, 
under the name of the Survey Office. The Office became the Surveyor-General's Department in 1870; Crown Lands and 
Surveys Dept in 1873; Dept of Lands and Surveys 1890; and the Dept of Land Administration 1986 (State Archives of WA, 
Agency Registration Sheet WAA42) - RJ. 
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RJ Sir Charles, you said to me on a previous occasion, "If you remind me I'll tell you a 
rather humorous story how the government eventually coordinated some collusion to get some work 
for Western Australia, but so I can get that off my conscience, you'd better remind me about it later 
on.111  I now remind you. 

COURT Well it is an interesting story and it has a moral in it. When you talk about collusion, of 
course, that is a very serious offence unless it is properly condoned and within proper confines of 
government support and that sort of thing. 

We were struggling very hard to get our engineering industry built up. We had some very good 
firms: J & E Ledger, we had Tomlinson's, we had Vickers Hoskins', and a few other people that 
weren't so well-known in those days. There was the State Engineering Works. So collectively they 
were pretty good at doing fairly modest engineering things. High technology, no. They weren't ready 
for that at that stage. 

Well, I could see this great breakthrough that was going to occur in terms of engineering 
requirements. In this Dumas was very good because he had a practical understanding of these things. 
Brisbane had a practical understanding [as an industrialist and merchant]. Our communication with 
the Chamber of Commerce, the Chamber of Manufactures, the Employers' Federation (as they were 
known then; three separate bodies) was very good. I was trying to get them to believe me that we 
were going to have this breakthrough. Now it's one thing to talk about this and have a gleam in your 
eye and get these hard-headed fellows who had been very conservative in their outlook towards 
business to embrace what you believe in. In other words capitalise their plants ahead of the work. I 
can understand their concern because even when we'd signed contracts they'd come to me: "Where is 
all this work you were talking about?" Well it takes time to marshall the capital, marshall the 
projects, get the stuff in place on the ground, all the basic engineering and surveying and that type of 
thing. It just doesn't pour into their works as they thought it would. 

So I was very anxious to get them to embrace the vision of the future and to get their engineering 
places, at least in their mind, oriented towards what we were going to do. Get bigger areas, get 
bigger lifts, because when you get into this heavy engineering stuff, your capacity to do heavy lifts 
can often dictate whether you get a job or not. At that stage a lot of firms had ability in their 
foundries and some of their other general engineering like J & E Ledger. Vickers Hoskins was ahead 
of all of them in terms of its technology and its lifting capacity and that type of thing. You can 
imagine the height of their buildings and the cranes they've got, and the skill of the people that 
they've got affects whether they can get this job or that job. There's a lot of smaller work that firms 
like Vickers Hoskins wouldn't be bothered with. 

END OF TAPE 71 SIDE B 
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COURT There's a lot of work that firms like Vickers Hoskins just wouldn't be bothered with. The 
run-off would be too small (that is the number of pieces to be made) not sufficiently repetitive and 
all that type of thing, whereas a small engineering firm could do that superbly. There's a place for all 
of them. But you must realise at that stage our engineering capacity was very small by [international 
and] Eastern States standards. So the idea was to get them to talk about it, think about it, plan about 
it, to get ready for the day when these great projects were going to burst upon us so that we didn't 
have masses of stuff unnecessarily coming in from Germany, coming in from Japan, coming in from 
the Eastern States, but we were going to be able to get it done here. I, at the same time, was talking 
to some of the Eastern States firms to get them to come over here in anticipation of what we were 
going to do. 

I realised then that we had prima donnas in industry like we had them in government and you have 
them on the stage; it's part of human nature. It's a good thing to recognise this. You had people like 
Tom meson at Vickers Hoskins. He believed he was the king of the engineering industry. He had 
better equipment, better capitalisation. I've mentioned his name to you once before. A nice man 
really, but very much an individualist who lived for his firm and lived for his work. Then you had 
Frank Ledger who was in love with J & E Ledger; and that's fair enough. He'd inherited the business 
together with his brother from his father and his uncle. You went to Tomlinson's. Ernie Tomlinson 
had his own idea how Tomlinson's was the greatest. One could go around all of them. 

So my problem was to get them to talk to one another and trust one another and trust me that we 
were going to get this great breakthrough, that we were going to have to have a different engineering 
industry.' They had to start talking about greater lifting capacity; greater heights in their construction 
works and all that type of thing; better machines. I remember in my days when I was auditor for J & 
E Ledger and when they took over their business from their father because J Ledger had died but 
Edson was still around. So I realise that in those days buying a lathe of modest proportions was a 
board decision. Later on they would be buying those [and more sophisticated ones] as though they 
were just another replacement piece of equipment. So you had to get this mentality changed. 

Well up comes the Ord diversion dam with its flood gates, these radial gates. They're quite massive; 
they're very impressive. When you see them in position they don't look quite as impressive, but when 
you stand alongside one of them the height of them and the size of them and the weight of them, you 
can imagine the hydraulics that were necessary to open them up, and they open up in degree. You 
want a little water to flow under one of them, or you want a lot of water, you eventually finish up 
with them completely opened and the water flooding through. You can have it through one gate. You 
can have it for the whole lot, whichever you want. You can understand very simply that's why it's a 
diversion dam. You have to stop it overflowing and the way you stop it overflowing is you build up 

Some progress had been made during the war when sheer necessity forced engineering firms in WA into munitions 
and wartime products and projects. But it wasn't enough (CC). 



TAPE 72 SIDE A COURT 923 

the water you want behind the dam and then when you get to that point you have to open the gates 
and let the water go on down the Ord, down to the sea. 

Well this was a mighty piece of work for our little engineering industry here. A firm in Queensland 
had actually made radial gates almost the same size as these. In other words they'd had the 
experience. They understood the lifting capacity that was necessary and they understood all of these 
things. They were assuming they were going to get this job merely for the asking because they would 
be the only people able to do it. So we had a meeting and it was quite an experience bringing all of 
these WA prima donnas together and explaining how we were going to get those radial gates for 
Western Australia. We'd got all this big stuff coming along the road and this was our chance to 
demonstrate that we can discipline and harness our resources and have some cooperation. 

So they said, "Well, it sounds all right. We'll have a look at it." We sent them away to have a talk 
because the thought of J & E Ledger's for instance and Tomlinson's and others e.g. State 
Engineering, being subcontractors to say Vickers Hoskins, who would have to be the main 
contractors because of their capacity to handle big lifts and having the height to do it, you see. It was 
a bit hard to swallow for these people. So eventually we worked out a deal whereby they had to win 
on merit. They wanted us to give them the contract and then they would carve it up amongst 
themselves. We said, "No, we can't do it that way. That's no good for you because that's cost-plus. 
You're not going to get it that way, and you're not going to get work in the future by direction." 

I have to say they wanted us to direct that the mining companies would give them the work if they 
could demonstrate they could do it. I had to take a very firm stand, not always the popular stand. But 
they accepted it in the finish; it was the sensible thing to do. So good was our communication with 
them that it never boiled over into a public argument because we were always talking to them, going 
down to the board room of the Chamber of Manufactures or Employers' Federation, wherever it was. 
That's the way to do it, otherwise emotiveness would creep into it and you'd get the unions coming 
out and saying: "Of course they've got to get the work." Then they'd know they [the unions] would 
get a killing out of it. 

I'd had a fair bit of experience in sorting out some of the munition contracts when I came back from 
the war that.... You can imagine there were a lot of wartime cost-plus contracts that hadn't been 
finalised. I think we were still sorting them out on behalf of some of our clients up to two years after 
the war was over, long after the work had been done. But I saw then some of the evils of cost-plus 
and how much you can be conned with this thing if you haven't got reputable people. So there was 
going to be no directed work and therefore we made it clear that we were going to be parties to this 
collusion between all of these people (if you can call it collusion; and it was) but with 'Big Brother', 
the government, making sure that it was fair play. But they had to win the contract. 

It was a very interesting exercise. It did me a lot of good. It did them a lot of good, bearing in mind 
we were getting ready for the great breakthrough, you see. I was probably still the only one that 
believed it, but still there it was. Dumas and I worked very closely with these people and he was a 
very good negotiator. He was an old man and had their confidence. I'll have to admit that he sat in on 
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most things and it became accepted. When he wasn't sitting in he would be doing a lot of quiet work 
with the Tom Inesons and the Frank Ledgers and the Ernie Tomlinsons and others. He seemed to 
know them all and had their confidence. So between the two of us we were busy boys. But we were 
doing it with an eye to the bigger picture. 

Well it's now history, of course, they won the contract. That's why the dam gates, radial gates, were 
built in Western Australia. It was a very useful exercise. I tell you it made friends within the industry 
and it created a trust within the industry that was not there before. They all told me separately and 
collectively that they were glad that they'd done the exercise because it had broken a barrier that 
existed. To do this they had to have more to do with one another's plants. Admittedly they learnt 
more about the other people's capacities, but that was a good thing because a firm would know that 
that sort of work can be done best there. As a result their reaction would be, I don't want to waste my 
time on that, and I want to concentrate on something I do best. 

So that's the story of collusion and how we got the gates. The Queensland firm wasn't amused, but 
they had a jump start on us because they'd done it once. So we had to go from scratch and coordinate 
all of these things. I think because of the coordination, which in the main, if I remember rightly, was 
coordinated mainly by Tom meson (and it's I N E S 0 N, I think is the spelling of it). He was at his 
best. He loved every minute of it. The others cooperated. He had the good sense not to try and be the 
big brother in the deal. I don't know whether they all made money. I know those that I was closest to, 
they said that they made money out of the deal, although they would have been happy if they'd 
broken even on the deal. But the fact that they were having to cooperate meant they had to be 
efficient too. They had to deliver on time, so that they all fitted in, their part of the contract into the 
total picture. 

This was developed later on, I should mention because it is of a general nature. We might as well 
clean it up now if you don't mind. But when the big contracts, the big projects started to become real, 
they were going to actually be done and people started to believe, we still didn't have the capacity. 
My great fear was that if the companies got used to importing too much of their equipment then it 
would become harder and harder for our companies to break in. We had to be there as big as we 
could at the start. So following this Ord radial gates exercise, we had to start to think about the 
bigger picture. 

It was very interesting when the first of these major contracts started to loom up as being real and 
months down the track instead of years, we still had not got the capacity developed here, therefore 
we were having to talk to the companies and tell them very forcibly that we wanted the maximum 
done in Western Australia. If it couldn't be done in Western Australia, we wanted it done in 
Australia, but we accepted that it had to be competitive. We assured them that we would tell the 
companies both in the Eastern States and in Western Australia that they had to win the contracts. We 
expected a little bit of tolerance by the companies so as to enable them to offset some of the inbuilt 
advantages that other countries had. But allowing for duties, import duties and all that sort of thing, 
our people would have to sharpen their pencil and make sure that they were competitive, otherwise 
they'd get into a very lazy cost-plus situation. 
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This again showed up the leadership in the various companies. meson, of course, with the backing of 
Vickers was able to see the big picture and his own people in the UK, of course, were used to this. 
They'd been through it all so often. So he had a great reservoir of skills and experience to call on. A 
firm like J & E Ledger by this time had expanded greatly because of the wartime and then Sir Frank 
Ledger was nosing around in the Eastern States, very wisely trying to find work over there in the 
mining industry of New South Wales and Queensland. Not getting big jobs, but getting jobs; that 
was the important thing. Doing castings to go all that way across there. And winning. That was the 
important thing: winning, in spite of all this disability of distance. Other firms the same. Tomlinson's 
and State Engineering in their own way, they were always a bit different to the rest. But there were 
quite a few fairly small companies that were starting to flex their muscles and get slightly bigger 
premises. We were helping them as much as we could. So we were gradually building up. Above all 
we were getting conscious of what was coming. 

Then we ran into a hurdle that we had to jump. That was when the companies knew that they were 
about to talk seriously about contracts. They wanted to get near the engineering industry and talk 
about indicative tenders. Now an indicative tender, as its name implies, is not a firm bid. You haven't 
got a firm commitment to get the job. The important thing is you've got your foot in the door and you 
know all about it. You've had to see blueprints and all that sort of thing. So the wise people, they 
grabbed the opportunity, because in most cases they get the final bid anyhow. But some of our 
people were not experienced and they refused to give indicative tenders and they soon found out that 
they weren't going to be in the hunt, but they got over that. They soon learnt when you're in Rome 
you've got to do what Rome does, and the sensible thing there to do was with the projects. I think 
I've told you most of this detail before. 

RJ Yes you have. 

COURT So we can leave it at that. 

RJ Yes. Right. 

COURT However, the important thing that I wanted to get across is that we were going through a 
growing process and it was not always easy to get people to believe that something was going to 
happen. Some of those firms today, of course, bear no resemblance to what they were then. They 
were almost backyarders compared with what they are today, and that's one of the pluses we've got 
out of the great developments. 

RJ Sir Charles, before we get on to a major discussion of your period as Minister for 
Industrial Development and the very many things that happened in that time, to just get rid of a small 
point. You were Minister for Transport from March '65 to August '65, following Craig and preceding 
O'Connor. How did that come about? 

COURT There was a reshuffle at the time and Jim Craig went on to other portfolios. At that time 
Sir David Brand brought in some honorary ministers and one of them was Ray O'Connor. An 
honorary minister is only just what the name implies. There has to be a substantive minister. I was 
the substantive Minister for Transport. He operated under me in this transport portfolio. I was still in 
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full flight with Railways, and Transport was very much part of the exercise. In fact we'd already 
committed ourselves to try and put the two portfolios together. So I was the substantive minister and 
quite active in it at the time because we had a few problems with transport at the time and it was very 
convenient for the Minister for Railways to be involved. So that's what happened there, and you'll 
notice that then subsequently Ray O'Connor became a substantive minister. It was only just to cope 
with the legal requirements, but I did run the portfolio with him virtually as an assistant. 

Ri Anything happen in your time as Minister worth noting? Probably unfair to ask you 
straight off-the-cuff. 

COURT Oh, I think that's a bit hard to mention. There was quite a bit happened with Transport. It 
was always a very touchy point between us and the Country Party. Railways and Transport, they 
were always very sensitive portfolios for any Premier because the Country Party, as it was then, was 
always very conscious of anything that affected their members. On the one hand they wanted the 
railways to run at the lowest possible freights, and on the other hand they wanted the sky to be the 
limit as far as [the right to use] road transport was concerned. So we had to constantly fight this 
battle to point out that you couldn't have it that way. You just had to either give the railways a viable 
share of the traffic with certain predetermined conditions, or get rid of the railways. On the one hand 
they'd hold their hands up in horror if you talked about getting rid of railways or shutting railways 
down [that were hopelessly uneconomic], and on the other hand they didn't want them to have the 
protection that was necessary for them to function sensibly. 

Somehow or other we used to work it out pretty well. When we were wanting to put freights up and 
change road conditions, it was always a fairly tense period, but that's what leadership was all about, 
and getting it sorted out. Charlie Perkins, when he was Minister for Transport, set a pattern that was 
first-class. Being a Country Party minister he could handle the matter much better than we could 
because he was strong and he could go into his own party and explain that they just had to be 
sensible about it. If they wanted unlimited road transport they had to accept that either the rail 
freights would be very high, or the railways would shut down. 

I can't recall any specific nation-shattering things [while I was Minister for Transport]. I know it was 
a very, very sensitive time for transport at that time. It suited me for a short while to have both 
portfolios. 

RJ That experience of working with Ray O'Connor as your assistant, how did he show up in 
that role? 

COURT Oh, he was very diligent and very eager. I knew him, of course, because of wartime 
service. He came to us in Bougainville as a reinforcement soldier; a very young boy I think, nineteen. 
A very thin, tall, young soldier. I remember the first time I met him was the southern part of our 
campaign, down past Motupena. I was taken over to meet a band of new Western Australian 
reinforcement soldiers that had arrived because they knew of my interest in the West. I remember 
Ray looking very nervous. I'll always remember him (a) because he was so thin and (b) because he 
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was so pallid looking. For some reason or other he looked almost nervous. He was very young, you 
see. I'm not sure, I think he'd be nineteen. 

Ri O'Connor was born on 6th March, 1926, and according to the Biographical Register of 
Members he joined up in the AIF in April 1944. So if he came to New Guinea at the end of '44, early 
'45, he was in fact, only eighteen. 

COURT Yes, came to Bougainville actually. 

RJ So he was very young. 

COURT Very young at the time and very tall and very thin. 

RI Any other impressions of him as you got to know him better? 

COURT Well, I didn't have much to do with him down there because he was serving with the 
infantry. Then, of course, being so young and having so few points, when the war ended he would 
have been one of those that were kept on while those with a lot of points because of overseas service, 
age, family [were sent home]. There was a system of points that you could build up. They were the 
ones that naturally went back first, so you gradually worked your way through. Those that had to go 
and do other garrison duties, like over at New Britain and places like that, and then, in some cases go 
on to Japan, they were the ones with the lowest points unless they had compassionate grounds. 

I never met up with Ray again until he stood for Parliament in 1956 as an independent for the Upper 
House in the seat that was held by Keith Watson, later Sir Keith Watson. He stood for that seat right 
out of the blue. We'd never heard of him apart from that. Of course, then when I got to know him, I 
think it was at the actual count, Keith Watson said to me, "We better have a talk to this young chap. 
I've suggested to him that it would be wise for him to come along to the count." He said, "He 
obviously knows nothing about politics." It was a fairly immature thing that he did in standing for a 
seat like this. He [Keith Watson] said, "I think we'd better have a talk with him because he must be 
interested." Then I realised that it was the same man that I'd seen as a "boy" up in Bougainville. In 
fact he reminded me of it; not the other way round. 

We had a talk to him then and said, "If you want to get into politics this is no way to go, stand as an 
independent in a seat that's completely unwinnable with an established member like Keith Watson 
there," especially in the Legislative Council as it was in those days. So I said, "Why don't you join 
the Liberal Party and get to know something about it? You realise it's a fairly complex thing and if 
you're that keen, well we recommend that you join." So he did, and eventually, of course, was 
elected as member for Mount Lawley. I'm not sure whether it was called Mount Lawley or North 
Perth when he was first elected, but in that general area there. Then he went on and eventually 
became a minister in the Brand Government and then a minister in my government and went on to 
be the Premier after I retired. 

He was always a fairly eager beaver, but you had to impose certain restraints on him because he had 
a habit of acting first and thinking afterwards and you had to explain to him (that was one of the 
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reasons for having honorary ministers under a substantive minister) that you didn't always adopt 
what the Commissioner told you or somebody else told you. The object of a minister being there was 
to assess the government policies in respect of matters because some of these departmental heads 
were always trying to push their own ideas across. That's the job of the minister to say, "Hey hold it. 
This is not the government policy. We're elected to do this, this and this". 

So you'd have to explain to him before he accepted any of these pieces of advice and 
recommendations that he'd have to analyse and do his own assessment of them, and then authorise it. 
This didn't mean to say that you ran the department on a day by day basis, but you had control of it 
all the time. The heads of a department or the heads of an instrumentality like the Railways, they 
soon got to know whether you knew your business or not and what your policies were. They'd then 
help you to implement them. But they're only human and if they could squeeze in a little bit of their 
own ambitions and their own ideas they did it. 

So that was my main memory of Ray in those first few months when he was under me as a 
substantive minister with him being an honorary minister. See an honorary minister cannot sign 
anything that commits the government at all. He has to be very careful when he signs letters that he 
signs as an honorary minister assisting the Minister for Railways or the Minister for Transport. We 
often had problems with members who were brought in as honorary ministers, who weren't prepared 
to accept the discipline and the legal reasons for being an honorary minister as distinct from a 
substantive minister. 

One of them in my day, while I was Premier, I went very close to having to get rid of him because he 
just wouldn't accept that the substantive minister was the minister responsible for the decisions that 
were made and any contractual things had to be done by him. In the signing of the letters he [the 
honorary minister] had to sign it as honorary minister, not Hon Minister: Honorary Minister assisting 
the substantive minister. There was a very clear code of conduct laid down. That had to be enforced 
out of fairness to the substantive minister because in the final analysis the buck stopped at him. I'm 
not talking about Ray O'Connor now, but this particular minister, he found it irksome that he was 
subservient to this substantive minister and he started signing his letters as Hon Minister. He said, 
"That stands for 'Honorary'." I said, "Well you'll have to do what you're told and understand what 
you're told otherwise you can't remain." 

RJ Because it also stands for 'Honourable' doesn't it? 

COURT Yes. 

END OF TAPE 72 SIDE A 
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COURT In that particular case he wanted 'Hon' to stand for 'Honorary' when I had to explain that 
in everyday usage for ministers it was 'Honourable': the Honourable the Minister for So-and-So. He 
still transgressed and I had got to a point when I had made up my mind that he was going to go and 
he then got the message. From then onward I had no trouble with him. He used to toe the line, not 
out of deference to me, but out of fairness to the minister that was the substantive minister and who 
was finding that he was committed to things that he wouldn't agree to had he been approached in the 
proper way. It was all right for an honorary minister to sign all the routine correspondence and all 
that type of thing. He does relieve the substantive minister of a lot of things, but he has to be careful 
to observe that very clear line. 

I didn't have any problems like that with Ray O'Connor. He fitted in very completely into the system. 
He had very busy things to do, but the only problem I remember having was that he was inclined to 
be a bit too trusting with the people around him, not only within the departments, but also outside. 
He was a "hail fellow, well met", and that was a problem until he got used to the fact that you had to 
do your own assessment and make your own judgment of the advice given to you, otherwise you 
didn't need a minister. 

RJ Whose idea was it for him to be an honorary minister? 

COURT Well that was in David Brand's day. 

RJ Yes, but you also had a say in things. Whose idea was it? 

COURT In that particular case David did discuss it. I think you'll find there was another brought 
in with him at the same time.' He'd made up his mind that it was good thing to expose these 
ministers. The honorary minister system is a very good one to expose people to the responsibility 
and the workings of the ministerial system. Before you get too far down the track you can make up 
your mind whether they would be suitable to be substantive ministers. Usually when you bring them 
in, let's face it, you've got in mind that one day when another vacancy occurs that they will be a 
substantive minister. 

RJ Just for the record, because we have discussed it before as far as the growth in the 
Department of Industrial Development is concerned, according to the Public Service List, when you 
took over as minister there were eighteen positions within the Department. By 1971 at the time of 
the election which saw the Brand Government defeated there were 80 positions, including the 
ministerial office staff of six.2  That represented, without the ministerial staff, a growth in the 
Department of Industrial Development of 400 per cent in 12 years. Did you feel that was (a) justified 
or (b) adequate? Two different views. [laughs] 

1 Graham MacKinnon was Honorary Minister for Health, Fisheries and Fauna for the same period as Ray O'Connor was 
Honorary Minister for Railways and Transport. Parliamentary Handbook 17th ed. WA Parliament. 1986. 

2Public Service List. 1958-75. 
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COURT Well it was certainly justified because the growth was a logical one in view of the sheer 
volume of things, bearing in mind the active files were in an attaché case when I took over in 1959. 
When we went out in '71 you're looking at a pulsating machine that was the envy of Australia. Also 
we were doing a lot of trade promotion work with that as well because that was very much in my 
book. When you look at it there wasn't too much fat around the place. 

Also the department was very much under surveillance, not only from me, but also from the advisers 
we had. They were from industry themselves and always assumed that there were too many public 
servants anyhow. Also we were well blessed with some heads of departments who themselves were 
fairly mean in their attitude towards manpower. So I was quite relaxed with it at the time in view of 
the added services we gave. It was no longer a department that could hand over its files in an attaché 

It was a pulsating department covering a tremendous range of things. Also don't forget the 
negotiations. A lot of the mechanical stuff had to be supplied by the department, and furthermore the 
policing of the agreements. So you're looking at a completely different animal then, bearing in mind 
I was never keen on having an empire. I can tell you we'd have had worse if we'd had that Bill 
through. 

RJ You're referring to the Bill to set up an industrial development authority? 

COURT That's right, yes. 

Ri Sir Charles, with all the competing interests though of various ministers, just how easy 
was it for you to get agreement to have the amount of growth that you did have in that department? 

COURT Oh no problem at all because the work was being done. It was quite obvious. When 
you're performing you don't have any problems. If you're building up an empire and you've got no 
performance, well then you don't deserve to get the people. But you must realise that I also worked 
very closely with the Treasury. I had to because of the sort of thing we were doing. They needed the 
income that we were earning through royalties from these negotiations and the like and the 
consequential growth. So they had to be very close to me and me to them. So you can bet your 
bottom dollar they didn't let too much go through. However you can't have that sort of dramatic 
growth. I wish you could have a look at the figures today. You'd get a shock from some figures I 
heard the other day. I couldn't believe it, but still. This is because you've got a new system altogether 
and you've got individual ministers exercising individual responsibilities and rights with bureaucrats 
built up all around them, whereas we had our own special system of shortcutting these things; not by 
skimping the legal requirements but by just the same sort of thing as I illustrated when we did the 
lands deal. 

Ri Sir Charles, you've also spoken of the advisory committee that worked with you in 
industrial development matters, chiefly Dumas and Brisbane initially, Rushton and Ledger coming 
into it. You've told us the background and the different personalities of those people, but Dumas 

1 1t would be interesting to show the comparable list today running into several hundred! - and still not achieving! (CC). 
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and Brisbane wanted to drop out and hand over, and you asked them to stay because you valued 
them so much and you were a little disappointed in Rushton and Ledger. How long did Dumas and 
Brisbane stay around? 

COURT I couldn't be precise about it. They naturally drifted away but they gradually unburdened 
themselves because they realised that they were both getting on in years. As good as they were, they 
didn't want to stay too long. But I couldn't be precise as to the exact date. I can tell you that even 
after they were officially gone they were still there. [chuckles] Now I know that's Irish, but I was still 
talking to them and they in fact would be talking to Ledger and Rushton. But there was quite a 
different order. You've got to realise we had a different thing altogether. The one set-up, I don't think 
they ever kept minutes. They just did things. We'd have meeting, meeting, meeting, and we'd clean 
up A thing. We'd have A project on the agenda; negotiating a tyre plant or something of that kind. 
Then the problems of the engineering capacity for the iron ore development, all that sort of thing. 
But we didn't have a lot of formal procedures. It was performance all the time, whereas the others 
wanted to have a staff and directors keeping proper minutes and all that sort of stuff. Well the fact is 
it didn't produce the same results. 

Ri But then once Dumas and Brisbane started to fade out of it, did you continue to operate 
with Ledger and Rushton as a committee, or did you bring anyone else in? 

COURT Oh yes we did. We did operate, but it was quite different. It was quite different. They 
wanted a more formal-type of position. They wanted to be acknowledged formally when we had 
openings and all that sort of thing. They were very sensitive about being acknowledged, and there 
was nothing wrong with that. We hadn't operated that way previously. I know it might seem strange 
to you, but it was a very loose, but very effective arrangement before. When we met we talked about 
a specific. It would be a negotiation for this industry or that industry and things of that kind, or 
problems of a real nature that we had to overcome. It's very hard to explain but it works, because I 
was the minister and I was the one that had to get things done. I was the one that had to get it through 
government. Quite often we'd have a meeting after Cabinet with Dumas and Brisbane because we 
hadn't done too well over some particular issue, and lick our wounds and find out where I hadn't 
managed to win the day on a thing. Then we'd get ready for the next time. So it was a very lively 
arrangement, and I can understand why they were able to go on so long because every day was 
another day. 

When the others came along they had other responsibilities and Sir Frank Ledger had his own 
business and Cyril Rushton had his interests. So we were putting a more formal-type of machinery 
together. I could have functioned frankly without it just by calling in people when I had a special 
need. It could have been Ledger, it could have been Rushton, it could have been meson, it could 
have been anyone. It might have been a banking thing, or something of that kind. But industry too, 
they wanted a formal body, bearing in mind both those people, Rushton and Sir Frank Ledger, were 
very much part of the establishment. I think they felt that if they had this committee there that they'd 
be the ears and eyes of industry generally and could report back to industry, within discreet levels of 
course, that everything was going well. But we really didn't need it. We didn't really have the same 
need for that sort of thing. 
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However, it didn't cause me any embarrassment, let me make it clear. It was very easy for me to 
acknowledge them. I didn't attend all their meetings, because they were convening their own 
meetings and dealing with the officers of the department. That in itself had some advantages because 
as we got bigger it was not a bad thing to have two people like them who were industry oriented to 
be watching the operations of the department. 

RJ So the committee didn't grow as Dumas and Brisbane took a lesser role? 

COURT Oh no, Brisbane and Dumas, don't forget, were part of them, for a while, until they 
dropped out. 

RJ Yes, yes, but I was just thinking by the end of the period. So that committee operated 
right through when you were minister? 

COURT It had very little practical function. Can I make it clear: they did not do any hardline 
eyeball to eyeball type of negotiations with the major projects at all. They did seek out some possible 
industries. They were able to go, maybe to the Eastern States or locally and seek out industries, but 
they weren't involved in the negotiations for the big agreements. They'd know about them because of 
the impact on industry, but they were never in the negotiating room on those things. 

Neither were Brisbane and Dumas for most of that time. Dumas and Brisbane were always in the 
background. They had a capacity to talk to some of these people, BHP and the like, and that was 
very helpful because they were talking about realities, practicalities and so on. It made it that bit 
easier for me when I was talking to these people. They were out moving in amongst industry and 
working out capacities and potentials and so on. For instance it was Dumas in the early iron ore 
negotiations that tried to get the companies (that's the resource development companies) to do a deal 
with the engineering firms to commit themselves to take so much of their capacity. 

Just to explain that. Maybe if, say, the Hamersley iron project was coming along, they know roughly 
- or more than roughly, they know fairly precisely the total engineering concept. It's going to need so 
many days, hours, weeks, as the case may be, of machining capacity, of moulding capacity, that type 
of thing. It's not a bad thing for their sake to have an implied commitment for a certain proportion of 
the capacity say of Tomlinson's or Ledger's or Vickers Hoskins'. That doesn't mean to say they've got 
a contract, but somehow or other they're going to ensure a workload into that place to absorb that 
capacity. 

That's a two-way thing. It gives the developer some assurance of capacity. I don't know whether they 
use that system today, I very much doubt it, but in those days it was a fairly intimate arrangement. 
We had this very severe limitation on our capacity, so we had to do this sort of thing to encourage 
expansion. You realise that the departmental involvement, the ministerial involvement, the advisers' 
involvement was a very lively thing, and a very exciting thing too. Never a dull moment. But as we 
settled down and got more skilled and we got more projects established, of course, the need for a 
Dumas and a Brisbane wasn't as great. Therefore the other system, the more formal type of advisers, 
gradually lessened in capacity, so when we dropped out in '71 I doubt whether the process was 
continued at all. 
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RJ The role of that committee initially at least was to advise you on ways to encourage 
industry for Western Australia. One of the first manifestations of that work was H C Sleigh, the first 
one after a long time: tyre manufacturer. Anything in that story? 

COURT Well Dumas was very heavily involved in that one. That was before Rushton and Ledger 
became the [members of the advisory committee]. They might have been established by then but... I 
mean it was Dumas and Brisbane [who were involved with the H C Sleigh negotiations]. It was 
over that industry when they were at my place on a Sunday night and I've told you about my wife 
intervening at ten o'clock, giving us about our umpteenth cup of tea. She said, "This is the last cup of 
tea you're going to get, I'm going to go to bed." Then she chastised me for working these two old 
men so hard. I think I've told you that story. 

RI I don't think you have, Sir Charles. 

COURT That was part of that tyre negotiation. 

RJ Just finish that story first though. 

COURT It was nothing for Dumas and Brisbane to be at my home two or three times a week. We 
were negotiating for this tyre industry to try and get conditions whereby we could get them to come. 
We were desperate to try and get a spread of industry, not only the big ones. I didn't want to be 
accused of only being interested in industries of a hundred million dollars and that sort of thing as 
the West Australian managing editor, Jim Macartney, accused me of being only involved in that 
segment. But we were always pushing for smaller industries because in terms of the amount of 
capital invested, for every million dollars worth of capital they employ many more people than a 
huge development. It also gives you diversity of opportunity. Not everyone wants to work in a huge 
factory; not everyone wants to work in a mine. So we were always conscious of our need to develop 
this great breadth of industry. 

The tyre one, it really haunted me. In 1960 Lance Brisbane and I went pretty close to getting 
Michelin. I think I've told you the story of Michelin. 

RJ No, you haven't. 

COURT With the cooperation of Dave Bell, who then had the sole agency in Australia for 
Michelin Tyres, we had the necessary introductions. We were very happy to go for them because, as 
you know, I've told you about our policy. We selected the best. We had a number one and we 
hammered that until they rejected us, or we couldn't do a deal, and then we started again. We didn't 
try and have one against the other. 

RJ Yes, you did say that. 

COURT So anyhow we went.... I thought I'd told you about this. We went to France [during my 
1960 overseas visit] and went to the address where the Paris office - not the head office, but the Paris 
office of Michelin was. We were dropped by the taximan at a chateau on the outskirts of Paris, a 
very modest sort of a place and we thought we'd been misled. So when we went up (and kept the 
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taximan waiting I might add) and read the sign there (there was a small sign, could have been 
eighteen inches by six inches) a brass plate on the side of the wall saying that it was the Michelin 
Paris office. So we then knocked at the door and we were admitted by a very different lady to what 
we expected. She could have very easily been the keeper of a boarding house. She was all fussed 
about the fact that we'd come and she made us very welcome and took us into a room half the size of 
this room with one light globe hanging from the ceiling. Again we thought we'd been set up. There 
was a kitchen-type of table there with some ordinary kitchen-type chairs around. So we didn't know 
what to do. We said, "Well, this is where we were told to come." 

All of a sudden, in bursts three or four typical Frenchmen. They made themselves known and 
explained who they were and said, "No doubt you're surprised that we haven't got palatial offices." 
We said, "We were rather surprised." They said, "Oh well, we don't waste any money here. All our 
money is invested in our plant. If you come up and see our plant you'll see the world's greatest plant." 

We were trying to get the radial tyres, steel radial tyres because Michelin were ahead of the field. 
Dave Bell had explained to us that they were dearer, but they were cheaper; if you can follow the 
reasoning. There were less changes. If you've got big trucks operating out in the wild and they even 
have one less change on a trip from Perth to Kimberley or something like that, it's a lot of money 
saved. He gave us a lot of statistics. We had an arrangement with him that if we got them to make 
them in Australia that he would be protected for his distribution franchise, which presented no 
problems. 

Anyhow we put our formula to them. We were going to make land available to them and assist them 
in other ways, and we explained why Western Australia was the place to come to, even though it was 
1960. They were very receptive. The details were worked out, as far as you could at the time, bearing 
in mind that this was May, 1960. They were to come to Australia within the next month. 

This next part's rather delicate to record, but before I get down to that we explained to them that they 
were the number one target. They were the masters of steel radial tyres. The rest of the world was 
still trying and having terrible troubles, having more failures than enough and they were still trying to 
get through to the Michelin secrets. Then they told us, they said, "We could give our competitors, 
free of charge, our technology in steel radials, and we have so much R and D (research and 
development) done, that the things we've got on the drawing board for the next thirty years would 
send our competitors broke while we'd given them for free this technology." It was a very telling 
point and I believe it to be true because they have always been very famous for their technology and 
their research and development. But it was a very bold assertion to make. Don't forget you're 
thinking about Goodrich; you're thinking about Dunlop; you're thinking about all of the great names 
of the world. They said that, "Our technology is so good that by bringing on our R and D that we've 
got ready to go into production we'd send them all broke while they thought they were favoured by 
having our technology in steel radials." That made a point with me, made an indelible impression 
with me, of what R and D is all about internationally. We're just starting to see this sort of thing in 
Australia with the Sarich experience and so on, this "intellectual property". 



TAPE 72 SIDE B COURT 935 

Plans were all made for them to come out. I was very pleased. They even authorised me to make an 
announcement that they were coming out. All of a sudden I got a cable, and this is the rather 
sensitive part. I'll tell it to you, but you'll have to make up your mind how far we use it. They said, 
"Regret we are not able to come," or words to this effect. "One of the Michelin family has murdered 
a chorus girl and we've got to find a judge who will get him off." [laughs] This was actually in a 
cable. I don't know whether we should record it really, but it was there in this cable. I took it to 
David Brand and showed him and neither of us could believe it and, of course, Lance Brisbane who 
was with me when we had our talks in Paris. 

So we waited for a while. A month became two months, and two months became three months and 
so on. They had to keep putting it off. The upshot was they never came to consummate these 
discussions we'd had. Two years later I read in a newspaper when I was travelling that this person 
had been acquitted by a judge in some obscure part of France, and the charge was that he'd murdered 
a chorus girl. 

That's one of the little side stories that I don't think we should record. But I've told you and you'll 
have to use your discretion on it.]  

But that's the story of Michelin. Now we had approached Goodyear, we'd approached Goodrich, and 
could not get anywhere with them at all. The volume in Western Australia, the volume in Australia, 
was not good enough. I then became very conscious of what world volumes are. This question of 
volume, volume, volume; they were all obsessed with it. We tried to sell them on the fact that they 
could come here and establish the Greenfields plant, establish their own technology. We could 
negotiate industrial conditions for them and so on, and they could use it for export as well as get the 
Australian market. We could give them a local preference and so on. It got us nowhere. We had been 
to Dunlop in Australia and got nowhere. So we then tried hard. Olympic were making tyres at that 
time. That was Beaurepaire, and I knew Beaurepaire. That's Beaurepaire, I think was the first 
Australian gold medallist in Olympic swimming.2  I knew him well and he was a great supporter. But 
that came to nothing. But then H C Sleigh (that's the oil company), they had developed a tyre. I'm 
trying to think of the make of it. I'm not sure whether they'd taken over Olympic or what it was. I can 
easily find that out for you.3  They'd taken over this tyre and they were interested in expanding, so we 
set up a deal with them for them to come to Western Australia. 

END OF TAPE 72 SIDE B 

I 
Sir Charles Court later agreed that the story could remain on the record (Ri). 

2The first Australian swimming gold medal was won by F Lane in 1900. F E Beaurepaire was the second Australian 
swimmer to win a medal, winning silver and bronze in 1908, 1920 and 1924. (Macquarie Book of Events. NSW, Macquarie 
Library, 1983, p  598)- Ri. 

3The tyre was made by Hardie Rubber, a subsidiary of H C Sleigh. 
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COURT They eventually agreed to come. H C Sleigh was a nice man and very much an 
Australian in his outlook. He could see the advantages of getting into Western Australia. He could 
see that we were on the march and it was a good thing to establish a local market. We believed that 
we could develop a local loyalty for the main sizes that the average user used. We agreed on the 
sizes that were going to be made initially, and generally everything was set up. 

Well you've no idea what consternation this started. We had to agree that they were going to get 
certain government preferences, which was fair enough, to get them established, because no-one else 
would come. We had to say to these people when they complained: "Look you just wouldn't come 
and help us and we've just got to get people who will back us; who will come here and be part of our 
growth." Well we'd no sooner negotiated this and then Dunlop decided they'd make certain popular 
sizes here. They'd said before it couldn't possibly be done, but they just couldn't afford to let these 
people establish without them at least having a modest plant here. 

It was over all these tyre negotiations that Dumas and Brisbane were at my place, I think, for the 
third time that week. (I'm talking about home now, not my office.) Rita came in about ten o'clock 
and brought in a cup of tea. She said, "Now look Chas I've brought this - I think this is the fourth cup 
of tea you people have had tonight and this is the last. I'm going to bed." She said, "You're quite 
unfair to Russell and to Lance." She was very fond of them both. She said, "They're old men and you 
keep them here at all sorts of hours and they do all sorts of things for you. You should be grateful for 
what they do, but it's not fair, and they don't get paid for it." [chuckles] Ifs the only time I've ever 
known Rita to get really steamed up about something. She usually kept right out of these things, but 
she apparently felt that I was asking too much of these two dear gentlemen. 

So, of course, it's at times like that that you've got to go on the offensive to be defensive, you see. So 
I said, "Look there's no gratitude in this world." I might add that both Lance and Russell had agreed 
with Rita in a light-hearted way and said, "Thank you Rita. He works us to death and he never 
knows when to stop." That's when I thought this is the time you go on the offensive. I said, "Look 
there's no gratitude in this world." They intervened with, "What do you mean there's no gratitude?" I 
said, "Look here are you, two old blokes. You could be on the scrap heap playing a bit of bowls and 
going down to the club and doing a bit of gardening and that sort of thing, and you'd have no purpose 
in life. Here I give you all these opportunities to do all these exciting things and turn the State 
around, and there's no gratitude. Here you are complaining!" I remember old Russell said, "You win; 
let's get on and finish the business." I remember that Sunday night ever so well, but it was typical of 
what was going on. 

That night was special because I had to get their advice about how far we could go with H C Sleigh 
for Cabinet the next day, because we were going to have to make a decision to bite the bullet on the 
agreement with Sleighs. So that's how Sleighs came into it. They produced here for quite a while. 

Then I ran into another problem, of course. The "poison" within the industry, trying to create the 
impression that they couldn't possibly be good tyres. They hadn't got the equipment; they hadn't got 
the expertise; they hadn't got the quality control that Dunlop and Goodyear and other people had. 
There were several makers of tyres in Australia at that time and they really spread the poison. I was 
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getting questions in Parliament constantly about the quality of the tyres and whether the government 
cars using these tyres were having more than the normal number of punctures and all that sort of 
thing. Fortunately the records came out extremely well. So these vicious questions backfired because 
when you give an answer from professional drivers and a department that is running a department 
professionally and using the tyres and they're reporting favourably on mileage and the standard of 
tyres, of course, it boomerangs against the people who had obviously inspired the questions. 

I can tell you it's not easy negotiating this sort of industry when they are in competition with well-
established people who have got the money to come in and compete. It goes back to the days ofjam. 
When I was a boy, Rayner's used to make famous fig jam in Perth. Their great problem was not the 
quality of their product, or not the market for it locally here, but the fact that the Eastern States 
producers found them a pain in the neck. It was common knowledge that they'd do anything they 
could to try and push them out of business by unfair competition. 

Also while I was a minister we had trouble over the meters; that's the water meters. We had a firm 
called Dobbie Dico that made them here. They were moulded brass if I remember rightly. I think 
they were made of brass; something that was durable in the soil. We had never-ending public 
controversy, people asking questions in Parliament and so on, about the price at which these meters 
could be bought in the Eastern States. We protected this industry for years - all the time I was 
minister anyhow. I don't know about later on, but we protected them for years, because we were so 
angry about the dumping that was taking place. These people were quoting us prices for meters, to 
try and put Dobbie Dico out of business. They were quoting us prices for the Western Australian 
meters miles below the prices for any of the other states where they had the market, where they had 
the control of the production. Even ignoring freight they were quoting prices miles below them [i.e. 
their Eastern States normal selling prices]. In other words it was straight out dumping. In some ways 
I suppose had we been challenged under the constitution we wouldn't have been able to uphold it, 
but we wanted to keep this little local show going.1  We kept it going for years, not by subsidies but 
by insisting that they weren't going to be defeated by dumping. This was forever with you. 

Cable making was another thing. We managed to get an industry here, one of the great cable makers 
of Australia. I just forget their name, but I can easily find that out for you.2  Their plant was down at 
O'Connor. To the best of my knowledge it's still going. Now that was a difficult one to negotiate, but 
we had to get SEC and others to agree that they would take a certain amount of their output. We also 
had to have a formula about pricing so that they weren't paying unnecessarily high prices for it. But 
on the other hand we had to protect the company against dumping. You've no idea how much of 
your time this used to take up. But it was all part of the 

1 The Dobbie Dico Meter Co (WA) Pty Ltd was still listed in the 1991 edition of the Perth White Pages (RJ). 

2 The firm was Metal Manufacturers Ltd which operated in Western Australia as Metal Manufacturers (WA) Pty Ltd. and 
Cable Makers Australia (WA) Pty Ltd (CC). 
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game of winning and we did this concurrently with negotiating the big industries. You can imagine 
we were pretty busy boys. 

That cable plant, I was very proud of that. That expanded subsequently. They came in on the basis of 
doing a certain amount of cable making and certain types, with an undertaking that they would 
expand into more sophisticated types later on. The plant is still going under the name of MM Cables. 
I know subsequently they modernised it and expanded the production so they were keeping up with 
the times, but that's the sort of thing you had to do. 

Bringing APM [Australian Paper Manufacturers] here, down that Spearwood area, that was a thing 
that went on for months and months and months, but eventually we got them to establish that plant 
down there. They've never gone into the sort of papermaking that was originally envisaged, but 
which was tied into the availability of raw materials. But you've no idea what a tough time the West 
Australian gave me over that, not so much the paper, but Jim Macartney, he got a bit of a thing about 
it. That was a very harrowing experience because he developed this thing about APM. He carried on, 
or the newspaper carried on, a crusade about it, but we got the industry and it's still going down 
there. 

RJ We should find out more about that, but just finish the H C Sleigh story. Did Dunlop 
establish here? 

COURT They did establish a plant here, but only for limited sizes. 

RJ Did you then get pressure from them about favouring Sleigh in contracts? 

COURT Oh yes. I forget how we worked it out, but we had to explain that they weren't prepared 
to come. They said no. I was able to go to Cabinet and say - and they authorised me to go to Cabinet 
and say, they weren't prepared to come, and so we had to look for somebody else. 

RJ Yes, but did Dunlop accept that though because that usually....? 

COURT Well they had no alternative but to accept that. They did come and make some popular 
sizes. I could not answer with accuracy from memory whether they got any government business. I 
know we had no commitment for it because the other people had done the deal with us and fair 
enough; you stay with it. I emphasise by the way that giving some preferment to the Sleigh people 
didn't cost the government any more money. It wasn't as though we were giving them a subsidy. We 
were just giving them assured business and at an agreed basis of pricing. 

RJ In the case of Australian Paper Manufacturers the government assisted them with a loan 
of 300 000 dollars per year, ]  and they agreed to establish a mill at Spearwood. Tell us the story of 
that. What did Macartney focus on that....? 

1 nore Layman Continuity and Change, 1947-1965 in David Black (ed), Vie House on the Hill, 1991, p.  176. 
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COURT Well we were very anxious to get a mass of industries here, a variety of industries. APM 
were the number one, and so we set our sights on them, which is quite normal. So we entered into 
negotiations with them and they were pretty tough people to negotiate with. The ultimate objective 
was to get a paper mill here to go into full-scale paper production. I became very conscious of the 
fact that the economies of scale were against us at that stage, bearing in mind you're going back into 
the early sixties when we were a very small State and very small population. We weren't very well 
endowed with things like a major grid system for our power. Our water supply was still a little bit 
tentative at that time. So we had a lot against us. 

However we negotiated very hard with them and drew up an agreement which eventually went to 
Parliament, because that was the way we did it. The paper mill, of course, was in the distance. There 
was no set timetable for that. That explains why they've got such a huge piece of land down there 
because there were effluent problems and a number of other problems. We had to make sure that 
they had the availability of land, which was all set out in the agreement. For some reason or other the 
West really decided, or at least Jim Macartney decided, that we could do without the industry. On the 
one hand he supported all our efforts to try and develop industrial development, but the moment we 
did something like this we were fighting on another front. 

RJ But was that for environmental reasons at all at that stage? 

COURT His gripe wasn't about environmental matters. Some people were very conscious of that, 
but a different group of people to what you get today. We could cope with the people then because 
they were based on more technical grounds that if you could answer the questions they were 
satisfied. So you've never heard a gripe about that place since. When you get into paper 
manufacturing and the full-scale paper manufacturing, of course, you're in a different thing 
altogether. Today you have a different process. At that time you had that peculiar odour that went 
with paper-making plants. As soon as you got into the district the whole town, the whole district, had 
this sort of smell about it, but that's all changed today. You're talking about early 1960s; now we're in 
'92. 

We wanted to try and set the industry up so that they had the land and they were able to, at the right 
time, develop into a full-scale industry. In the meantime they started off with a modest type of 
project, very, very efficient. It was as modem as today when they first went there. Part of the raw 
material, of course, was waste paper from here. We had to make it worth their while to come, and it's 
as simple as that. It was a very difficult negotiation. I had some troubles within the Cabinet because I 
had to sell them on the idea that we would have to give them this assistance if we wanted certain 
basic industries, and paper was one of them. 

The real reason for the West's opposition, of course, was another factor altogether. Don't forget, if I 
recall correctly at that time, they had an interest in the other major paper producer because of their 
newsprint. Therefore they took a more critical interest in this one. All newspapers have to have a 
critical interest in their suppliers of paper; it's their lifeblood, paper and ink. Then the journalists' 
side, of course, is another side of it. The editorial likewise. But he had a real thing about this. I must 
admit that he acted as the unofficial auditor of my activities. Not a thing I could do at all escaped his 
surveillance. Although we'd grown up together and on the surface you'd have thought we were pretty 
good friends, he seemed to be the self-appointed custodian of the political and negotiating morals of 
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one Charles Court. It mightn't have been a bad thing because I always had in mind that when it hit 
the fan that it had to stand up to a more rigorous study than the opposition, because he had more 
facilities than the opposition. 

I remember the Alcoa agreement had a bad, bad time from him. The journalists would come to me 
and they'd be almost embarrassed because they'd have to admit: "Look, well, Jim wants these 
answers." I knew that many of them wouldn't be bothered to go into that depth, but we had to answer 
these things. I got a very, very bad time for months and months and months over Alcoa. 

However, the APM was one that I was always pleased that we concentrated on. I make no bones 
about it, we were learning; we were in a learning curve. We had to negotiate on many fronts, on 
many types of industries, but every time you learnt something. When you get to later on in your 
career and you've got to negotiate an industry as sophisticated as North West Shelf Natural Gas 
Project, all of this experience you've accumulated, this twelve years as a Minister for Industrial 
Development and the North West, and your subsequent experience, plus your business experience, 
plus your professional experience, it all comes to the surface. You're not overawed by some of these 
industrial giants, these international giants that you're confronted with. 

Some of the little ones were the hardest to negotiate and often the best practice because you got 
exposed down to the utmost detail, whereas when you're dealing with a project that's a hundred 
million dollars, five hundred million dollars, a lot of the detail is further down the track and you're 
more concerned about the broad concepts, the broad principles. When you get down to a little 
industry that's going to employ a man and his wife and build up from there, or you've got an industry 
like the die makers that we attracted out to Kewdale, which is a highly sophisticated industry, 
probably the elite of their trade in the engineering metalworking industries, you're exposed to the 
utmost detail, and that's good. You never lose your touch, your common touch, with the people that 
have got to worry about how they're going to pay their wages next week. 

So the tyre experience, around the world, finishing up with little H C Sleigh's effort, and the side 
issue that came out of Dunlop, your APM, your cable makers, all of these things are all part of a 
learning curve and a very necessary curve. Perhaps I was quite unique that I had twelve solid years 
without a break on it, and was able to follow the learning curve right from tiny ones right through to 
the giants. 

Ri But that loan that was offered to Australian Paper Manufacturers of $300 000 was not an 
inconsiderable sum in 1960. 

COURT It was pounds too; it was pounds in those days. 

RI The quote is in dollars, so I assume it has been converted. Did you very often have to get 
involved in offering loans like that, and did you have much opposition to that loan? 

COURT We did not have very many loans that we gave, when you look at what we attracted, and 
there's a reason for that. But there were some where we did have to. For instance, when John Tonkin 
took his mission abroad before 1959, when he took Frank Ledger and R Goyne Miller: Frank Ledger 
from the Chamber of Manufactures, Goyne Miller from the Chamber of Commerce. They went 
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around the world and they were offering inducements there that were ridiculous really, because any 
one of them would have sent the State broke. But in all good faith they were desperate and they 
offered free land unlimited to acreage; and then a certain percentage of capital costs as a gift; and 
then a certain percentage of capital costs free of interest for ten years and that type of thing. If any of 
those great companies had taken it up, we wouldn't have been able to meet it, because it would have 
swamped our little budget completely at that time. 

Only one industry came out of that and it was quite a small one. Their name escapes me; it's on the 
south of the river.' They came along some time after we had become the government, could have 
been a year, two years later on, and said that they had this understanding with the previous 
government, did it still stand? I said, "Well whatever they agreed to, we'll honour." It was quite a 
small one. I think it involved probably 100 000 pounds as the capital contribution and the free land, 
and we honoured that. The industry was established. To the best of my knowledge it's still going; not 
a big one, but a nice one. In those days we just wanted more and more industries. It was a fairly 
sophisticated one, brought new technology. 

But the number of people that we actually assisted with capital was not very great for a good reason, 
we didn't have much money. I learnt a lesson as I went around the world in 1960 and onwards, when 
I went back to renew acquaintance with these people that John Tonkin had made contact with, just to 
pick up the trail and see whether there was anything that we might be able to carry on with. They 
were things like chemical companies, international chemical companies of great repute, and a 
number of others. I learned then something that I never forgot. Without exception they said, "Look 
we couldn't take those subsidies, free land, capital gift, part capital interest free, and certain other 
concessions, because companies like ours can't afford to take that sort of subsidy, either by way of 
capital or operating costs. You become captive to the government. It might be all right while we're 
dealing with the people we negotiated with, and we would have a certain rapport with them, but 
governments change in democracies. The new people mightn't feel as friendly towards us as the old 
people; the mere fact that they were negotiated by the opposition and so on." Therefore they made it 
very clear that they daren't be committed to these things. There were circumstances when they might 
take a one-off type of assistance, but that would be very, very rare because they had to preserve their 
independence. I understood this; it became very clear to me. 

Let's face it, say Dow Chemical or one of these big companies had come here and they'd got free 
land: "unlimited as to acreage" was the wording. They got ten per cent of their capital as a gift. They 
got ten per cent of their capital interest free for ten years, and they got some other things. For ever 
and a day the political opposition, the media and the unions would always assume that they were 
beholden to the government. Therefore they could extract something from them. They'd be under a 
form of price surveillance that mightn't apply to other people. They'd be under industrial conditions 
that mightn't apply to other people. Whereas if they were completely independent they could pick up 
and go if they found the going was not manageable. 

1 Richard Klinger Pty Ltd (CC). 
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For that reason I never ever thought of offering the sort of inducement that the Hawke Government 
offered and you see there was good reason for that. But it's different when you're trying to get a 
specific industry. For instance later on, a long way down the track when Holmes a Court came along 
with Albany Woollen Mills. That was a case where a government had got locked into an industry 
over 30 years. Well we did a deal with him which went to Parliament. To get that industry viable and 
to get it modernised we made some arrangements about foregoing interests, which we weren't going 
to get anyhow. We were giving half of nothing, but it had to be legalised. We gave him some relief 
in connection with payroll tax and sorts of things like that. But they were all done very publicly. That 
was the subject of an agreement before Parliament. 

In the main it was surprisingly little that we had to give to industry. You'll realise that as the iron ore 
and the nickel and the alumina developed, those industries had their camp followers. There were 
certain industries that followed those industries. They always wanted to be where they were. So we 
didn't have to go and work very hard on them. We might have to assist them in getting land, like 
Kewdale industrial land and that type of thing, again not as a gift, but make sure they had access to 
land. But they would come along and say, "Look we want to establish here," and you know that they 
were wanting to be ready to service the iron ore industry, the nickel industry, the alumina industry, as 
the case may be. As you got geared up it got easier because a lot of these people literally followed 
success. They were part of the consequential growth that came. 

END OF TAPE 73 SIDE  



TAPE 73 SIDE B COURT 943 

RJ You've talked about actively pursuing a tyre manufacturer and a paper manufacturer. 
Why did you go in those directions? Were you sitting down and saying these are the industries we 
want in this State, how can we achieve them, or was someone giving you a clue? Why those 
particular industries and not others? 

COURT They weren't exclusive. We were after anything that could be justified. 

RJ Yes, but the fact is that you went and chased particular ones. 

COURT Well because we heard that APM were in the mood to expand, and we heard about the 
cable people. Don't forget we were ferreting around all the time. I think I've told you how we 
exhibited in Sydney at their international fair in 1960. 

RJ No. 

COURT Well they had an international trade fair. 

RJ Who's they? 

COURT In New South Wales. I don't think it was a government thing. I think it was one of these 
trade promotion things, but it was an international thing. I could find out for you, but I'm not quite 
sure whether there was some government backing. There probably was New South Wales 
Government backing for it. But you can be assured it was one of these professional arrangers of 
international trade fairs that was doing the machinery of it. Well we were so anxious to get our 
message across in the Eastern States, we literally were the Cinderella. We were the wild colonials in 
the West, the poorer cousins and so on. It was real; it was very real. They liked us and felt sorry for 
us, and so on. Don't forget we were mendicants. We were known to be mendicants. 

So I decided, in one of those inspired moments, that we'd exhibit there. Now we actually exhibited 
twice in New South Wales, that year and a later year, as a foreign country! The extraordinary thing 
about it was no-one thought it was strange. Here we were alongside - the first one we were there it 
was the Americans (they had a huge exhibit there of their space developments and all that sort of 
thing) and other countries. The whole of Sydney showground was taken up. It was a fairly good 
exhibition, bearing in mind we [Australians] didn't have the sort of trade facilities we've got today. 
Your showgrounds, as in time of war you use them for recruitment depots so in peace time they were 
lay down misere for trade exhibitions. 

So we, in a very cheeky way, decided to exhibit there in this international exhibition. We were the 
only State. We went over and did a bit of reconnaissance, had a couple of good people with me and 
we had some very friendly people in the display side. I had John Marks over there, who was a 
wartime mate of mine, later Sir John Marks, who was helping me in all my contacts. I've already 
mentioned how he virtually organised my first 1960 trip around the world on behalf of the 
government because he, after the war, had set out to change the international reputation of Australia 
in the finance world. He invested all he had, he and his wife, and set up a remarkable organisation; 
he eventually became a very wealthy man as a result. With his help and the whole of his organisation 
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in Sydney known as Development Finance Corporation, he made all of those facilities available to us 
as a sort of a headquarters for our effort, and gave us contact with people who otherwise we wouldn't 
have been able to contact. 

We set ourselves up with the Western Australian exhibition. Now we didn't have much money. My 
promotional vote then under the eagle eye of the Treasury was pretty poor. The Premier wouldn't 
give me much more, although he did give me a bit of help. He was supporting what I was doing. So 
the best thing we could do on the advice of some of the local people over there, the design people 
(the people running the fair seemed to take us under their wing and help us quite a bit) we took over 
a cowshed. It literally was a cowshed used in show time over there. That was our exhibition 
headquarters. We'd worked it out, because we knew from the plan where the American exhibition 
was and the next time we went there was the Russian exhibition. They would be the key, especially 
the Americans having a lot of space stuff there, you see; they'd be the key. If we could put ourselves 
so that you either had to go through us to go there, or come through us to get away from it, that was 
the clever thing to do. 

We hired this and it had a fairly generous amount of space around it. So we got the design people in 
Sydney and locally (they had a link-up together) and we came back and I put a team together from 
the WA Tourist Bureau, with the consent of their minister and my own little department. We decided 
there must be a way. When you've got no money you have to think, bearing in mind the famous 
scientist Rutherford. I'll always remember when he was knocked back on his budget for his great 
project and went to his scientists and said, "Gentlemen we have no money so now we've got to 
think." I've always remembered that; there's a lot of truth in it. We sat down, and you've no idea how 
much imagination there is amongst a team of people that have previously never done anything like 
this, but when they've got their teeth into it and they're all fired up.... 

So with the local display people and the Sydney display people where there was a link-up 
fortunately, we worked out an ingenious device whereby we used up all the space around our 
cowshed for exhibits. We'd have a very ingenious use of the space in the cowshed, and you walked 
through on an elevated platform. It's a bit complicated to explain, but it was really very simple. 
When it was all set up you didn't realise it was a cowshed;1  it was rather attractive. But you had to go 
through it to get anywhere. We'd filled up all the ground around us with exhibits, including 
Chamberlain's and things like that, so that you couldn't walk around except to look at the exhibits, 
and then you went on your way to the big one. This worked like a charm. 

I forget how many people we had through, but it was over a quarter of a million people went through 
this little cowshed. We didn't have much to sell I might add, but we made a lot of noise about it. 
You've never seen such a dedicated team. Some of the people who were from the Tourist Bureau 
that I borrowed at the time, they still stop me and talk about it. They really had a gleam in their eye. 
The hours they worked were unbelievable. We'd have a little party every now and again. I went over 
there not for all of the time, but at the start and at the finish; it went for over a week. That's a long 
time to sustain this sort of effort. 

I 
It was reasonably big as it would hold a fair number of cattle under exhibition conditions but it was very basic (CC). 
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But with our literature and our enthusiasm, and we got an extraordinary amount of publicity from the 
newspapers. No-one saw it strange that WA was exhibiting as a foreign country. Extraordinary! 
Even the second time, when we came back the next time, again with the help of John Marks and his 
Development Finance Corporation, which cost us nothing. We could entertain visitors at their board 
room and do all that sort of thing and it cost us nothing at all. That sort of voluntary help, it's worth 
more than money can buy because there's a spirit about it. His whole staff was steamed up about it. 
Anyhow we went back and we did the same thing again in the same cowshed with the same strategy 
of people having to go through us to get to the big one or vice versa. 

That was all developing our name, thanks to John Marks and one or two others, but particularly John 
Marks. We entertained a lot of top business people. Some of them mightn't have gone to our exhibit, 
but the fact we were able to get them together in the atmosphere of the exhibit in, say, John Marks' 
board room or at the Australia Hotel, which was then in full flight in Sydney. We were able to get 
them there in groups of.... I didn't believe in too big a group, you lose touch with them, but we used 
to try and keep it down below twenty. We could keep putting the needle in. You've no idea how 
many people came over to see us [in WA] and went up North and had a look at where we were 
trying to develop "potential into reality"; this theme that we had. 

You ask how we got on to these things. It was from this sort of constant dripping away at the stone. 

We did the same thing in Melbourne, but we didn't have the same success. They were a bit snooty. 
They didn't sort of succumb to our cowboy style. The Sydney people seemed to be more attuned to 
this. They thought it was clever that we wild colonials had done what we had done, and the fact that 
we'd done it on a shoestring impressed them, because we were really getting value for money. 

I think it was the start of the real spirit of the Department of Industrial Development. The people that 
went through that, they were the veterans, they were the shock troops. They more or less used to say, 
"Were you there?" sort of thing. But my word they worked. I'm just trying to think of the man that.... 
I think his name was [Andy] Milne at the Tourist Bureau. He was the greatest chatterer I ever struck. 
Great enthusiast, and he could go there at eight o'clock in the morning and still be full of enthusiasm 
at ten o'clock at night. Everyone else would respond to this sort of thing. 

But we learnt a lot. I have to say this is how we kept on going. You'd smell something; you'd just get 
a lead on something. That's why I make this statement that I've been thrown out of more board rooms 
than anyone else in Australia, and because you gave it a go, working on the principle if you wanted 
an industry you went to what you thought was number one. Then if that failed, well then you went to 
the next best and so on. 
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Ri A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library Building on 
19th March 1992. 

Sir Charles, another story that's worth recording is your negotiations with the Bata Company. 

COURT I'd made up my mind that if we wanted to get a major shoe manufacturing company in 
Western Australia, who better than Bata. I wasn't thinking about the Australian market, I was 
thinking about their capacity to export because they have a great history of not only making the 
shoes and the boots that are required for a particular type of community, but they are very efficient 
manufacturers. They understand the international market. 

1, for instance, had experience with them in India when I went over there about [railway] sleepers. I 
saw what they were doing there at a place called Bata Narga [Bata Village], just out of Calcutta. I 
found that fascinating the way they'd gone about it, to adapt to the customs and to the requirements 
of India. 

It reminded me of the old story I was told in my student days about the need to have the capacity to 
see things differently to other people. You've probably heard it a thousand times, the story of the two 
English shoe companies. They thought it was time they had a factory in Africa. One sent a man 
down there. He was ultra conservative, took a look at the various places he visited, found that they 
were all running around in bare feet so he sent a message back: 'Cancel project, no opportunities 
here, no-one wears shoes.' The other man was sent down quite independently and looked around and 
he couldn't get his message back fast enough: 'Double the size of the plant. The opportunities here 
are limitless; no-one wears shoes.' It's purely a question of looking at a thing in proper perspective. 

When I saw what the Bata family had done in India I realised here were some people who knew 
what they were doing. They were marketing their product having regard for the customs of the land. 
For instance they decided that there would be one price for a particular shoe, sandal, boot, whatever 
it was, for the whole of India. They would rather market their boots and shoes around the whole of 
India, rather on the same basis as Dunlop used to market tyres with the one price throughout the 
whole of Australia regardless of freight. To achieve this they actually incorporated the retail selling 
price into the boot, into the sole of the boot, quite a unique device, having regard for the 
manipulations, for the want of a better word, that used to go on within India. So whether you bought 
one up in the Himalayas, or you brought it down in Calcutta, Bombay, anywhere else at all, that was 
the price for the public to see. A very clever piece of merchandising; wasn't popular locally because 
it upset a lot of people who had their own ideas of merchandising. 

They also refused to acknowledge the caste system when they set up Bata Narga out of Calcutta. I 
was very impressed. I didn't know as much about the Bata family then as I subsequently did. So 
when I went to England I made it my business to see one of the Bata family. It's very interesting to 
know their history because they were in Czechoslovakia and their headquarters were in Prague. They 
were driven out of the country, I'm not quite sure whether by the Nazis or the Communists or both. 
The fact is that they virtually became exiles and they set up in London. Today the Mr Bata that I 
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interviewed now lives in Canada, but I think virtually commutes to London. A nice man. I was 
pleased that I met him for a number of reasons. 

I worked very hard on this because I was trying to convince him that Perth was the place to come not 
only to sell Bata shoes in Australia, made in Australia, but to achieve that part of the deal on an 
Australia-wide basis, and at the same time go after the Asian market. It's very interesting because 
today, of course, most of the shoemakers, whether it's sports shoes or any other shoes, are now 
getting their boots and shoes made in other countries like South Korea and Taiwan and these places 
where they've got huge mass production programs. Don't forget we're going back to 1959, 1960. So I 
thought Bata was my target. This was in keeping with the John Marks philosophy of pick your mark, 
pick the best and then give it all you've got. 

I spent a good two days of discussions with Mr T Bata and his colleagues in London. They were very 
courteous, gave me a lot of time. We gave them a lot of information, tried to demonstrate how they 
could manufacture in Australia and export as well as go after the Australian market. They were very, 
very lukewarm at the start. They seemed to warm a bit by the time we had our second meeting with 
them; that's the second day of the meetings. I had hoped that we might just crack it because they 
were the sort of people that were big enough. 

I tell you how good they are that when they went to India they went at a time when India was 
desperate for hard currency, really struggling, and the economy was in bad shape. They virtually said 
to them: "Look if you want to import machinery, you want to import raw materials, the answer is no, 
because we haven't got the hard currency." Well Bata sat down with them and worked out that for 
every dollar they had to use to bring in machinery, they would generate export income to hard 
currency areas to not only cover that, but to cover it several times over. If they had to import certain 
materials that India didn't produce when they got into production, they would cover that with hard 
currency several times over. 

I saw the system under which they worked where their buyers from around the world would come to 
India and would work out a program so that a certain proportion of their production was not for India 
at all, it was for export. Here they brought together experts from different countries representing their 
firm who knew what they could sell. Bata in India was going to be making these for these other 
countries, not with the price in the sole, I might add, because you're dealing in different merchandise 
and a different merchandising culture. 

But all that impressed me greatly as you can imagine. So I was working mighty hard. Anyhow at the 
end of the second day, about our fourth meeting it would be, Mr Bata said, "I'm terribly sorry," he 
said, "we've had a good look about this and we're very impressed with the submission you made. We 
feel a little bit awful about it that we've had to spend so much time with you because we did warm to 
it and we thought it might be worthwhile having a base in Australia to handle the Asian market, 
maybe others, but," he said, "we've decided at a meeting of the board that we can't do it." Then I 
went through my usual spiel: "Well can you tell me why?" I think I told you we used to use this bit 
of a tearjerker when you knew they were wanting to be nice to you because they were going to kick 
you out and say, not on. That was the time to strike and find out the real reasons why they couldn't 
come. 
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Mr Bata and his colleagues were very good, they gave us a lot of information. I had to admit in my 
heart that they were right. The economic and the industrial factors were against us. It would have 
been impossible for us to negotiate a deal with the Australian unions and that sort of thing. Maybe if 
we'd have had the challenge we would have found a way around it, but there were other things that 
made it impossible. I was rather sad about that because we wanted this diversity. I could see that if 
we were going to go overboard on minerals and metals that we weren't going to have the balance. It 
was one thing to have agriculture as one leg of the economy, it was another thing to introduce 
another leg through minerals, but we had to have more legs to make it a solid economy. This was 
foremost in our minds all the time. 

He then said, "We've now completed these, and we're sorry that we can't come but," he said, "we'd 
now like to have a private talk to you." So I said, "Well okay." He said, "Are you committed to this 
parliamentary business?" I said, "Well I don't know whether you know anything or not, but I wasn't a 
very willing recruit to the parliamentary system. I've had six years in opposition and now we're just 
getting geared up for greater things in government, so I've got to commit myself for a few more years 
there. I've only just started in this ministerial business and therefore I would feel bound [for at least a 
few years]. But why do you ask?" He said, "Well we're very impressed with this submission you've 
made. We'd like to offer you a position as one of our senior executives." I saw the humour of it, of 
course, and naturally had to say no,' but it was quite flattering to think that after this two solid days 
of discussion that they would then seek to make this private proposal to me. [Lance Brisbane was 
privy to all this.] 

I've remained friendly with Mr Bata. Whenever I went to England or I went to North America I 
always tried to see them. It wasn't always possible because he travels a lot, as you can imagine. He 
was a nice man. We always hear from one another at least once a year. He and his wife always send 
me a nice card and a nice message from Canada and we respond. He sent me a very clever Christmas 
card this time. It took me a while to work it out, but when you opened it, it had a plastic, transparent 
plastic sheet with gold outline on it of a building. Then when you opened it up further there was a 
picture underneath it. It was of THE building. The wording was different on the gold flyleaf type of 
transparency compared with the picture underneath it. It was a picture of their original building when 
they had to leave Prague and an outline of the same building, the same location, where they were 
going to reopen. It's only recently that I saw by chance a news item of Mr Bata cutting the ribbon for 
the reopening of their premises in Prague. It must have been a great moment for them because it was 
literally coming home where their original foundation was and from which they radiated so far and 
so well. I'm going to drop him a note to just say that I did see the television, because I'd already 
responded to his Christmas card which foreshadowed what was going to happen. 

RJ Leaving the mineral side of things apart, are there any other negotiations with companies 
that we should have on the record? 

1 Discussed further, seep. 957, this transcript (RJ). 
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COURT I think we've been over the Laporte experience. 

Ri No, we haven't. 

COURT Are you sure, because.... 

Ri I know we haven't. 

COURT Because that was the first successful time when I used this ploy of saying: "Well you've 
got to knock us back. We know that, we accept it, that's your right, but will you do me a favour? Tell 
me the real reasons why you're not coming." 

You have to understand, of course, that the Hawke Government had negotiated with Laporte 
unsuccessfully to get them to come to Bunbury. It was only a long shot on my part that we decided 
when I went there in May 1960 that we'd give it another try. I just wanted to find out for my own 
satisfaction what sort of people they were and why the negotiations had not been successful. 
Admittedly we put up a better prepared case. Some of us had learnt a little bit from the files as to 
why the previous government hadn't put it up as strongly as they should have done. So I decided 
we'd have another try. Also it was going to give me a look behind the curtain into the chemical 
industry. We negotiated very, very hard on the thing. I had a feeling that they wanted to come. Here 
was a source of raw material. We knew there was an effluent problem and that the alternative 
method was a long way ahead. I'd established all that. The chlorine process was a long way down the 
road, in spite of all the talk about it. 

Well to skip all the detail, after a long, hard series of discussions they eventually came back and gave 
us the answer (Lance Brisbane was with me) and they said, "We're sorry, we'd like to come. We 
appreciate what you've done and the way you've presented your case," and so on. So I said, "We 
accept that, it's your decision, but will you do me a favour?" Naturally they wanted to be nice to us. I 
said, "Will you tell me the real reasons why you're not coming?" And they did. They said, "Would 
you like to look at our records and reports and so on? We've got nothing to hide and no problems." 
So they got me to go up to their place where they had one of their plants at Immingham. I think it 
was Immingham. I know it was on the sea and they had a man that used to fish there under contract 
to submit the fish to analysis so as to be able to establish with the local authorities (the equivalent of 
our environmental authority) that they were not causing any harm to the fishing and other living 
things within the harbour and the river. 

END OF TAPE 73 SIDE B 
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COURT What stood me in good stead was the fact that I was a chartered accountant and I used to 
specialise in business analysis, taking accounts and analysing them and that sort of thing. I thought it 
was my strength in my professional activities, plus the fact that I'd had business activities. So I 
understood not only the professional side, but the practical side of business and finance, which 
served me well, and it served the State well. 

So they were very good. They went beyond the call of duty you might say, in what they made 
available. They gave me full facilities, office and the like. Lance Brisbane was very helpful on the 
engineering report side; not so much the finance side, but the engineering report side. Now we came 
up with the news that the engineering advice had been based on a Sydney consultant, and his 
estimates for construction in Western Australia were hopeless. Not just 10 per cent, 20 per cent, 30 
per cent out, but they were hopelessly out, and hopelessly excessive. So I noted all this and Lance 
and I put it all together. You couldn't fault their accounting side because good accountants would 
have arrived at the same result: estimates of construction costs based on the engineering advice. 
Then, of course, the operating costs. They'd had fairly good information on that. They would be 
factual things like the Water Board and from the transport system and from the electricity supply, 
that type of thing. There weren't any great errors there, but on this engineering side there was very 
serious errors. 

So we duly made our notes, bearing in mind we were going to use this for the next people we were 
going to attack, number two on our list, not realising that when we went back to number one, which 
was Laporte, they were going to react as they did. So we said, "Thanks very much. The information 
is a great help to us. We realise you've made your decision so we don't want to push the matter, but it 
is a pity that you didn't get somebody with local knowledge to advise you on the engineering side." 
They said, "What do you mean?" I said, "Well if you'd have had somebody that understood 
construction in Western Australia you'd have had a completely different picture on first of all the 
methods of construction, secondly the cost of construction, and the time for construction." Lance 
Brisbane was able to give me very good information on that. Also he had a fair amount of 
knowledge of Cockburn Cement because he was very much in tow with Sir Halford Reddish. 
[Brisbane's own business activities were also pertinent]. 

So the chairman of Laporte said, "Well is this real?" I said, "Oh yes, but we're not pushing the 
matter. It's a pity from your point of view, and a pity from our point of view that you hadn't got 
somebody that had more local knowledge. Lance Brisbane will explain to you that there are serious 
discrepancies." So they said, "Well, we'd like to know more. Have you got anyone in England that 
knows anything about this construction in Australia and the things that you're mentioning here?" We 
said, "Oh yes, we've got several, but the main one which has constructed the type of equipment that 
you're going to have is Rugby Cement, which is a well-known name in England. Sir Halford Reddish 
has taken a personal interest in it. He comes out to Western Australia at least twice a year, and he's 
the best man we know, because they have kilns, these huge kilns in their cement production, just like 
you have in your ilmenite processing, so basically the engineering's the same." They said, "Well do 
you think that our people could have a talk to his people?" I said, "I'm sure they could, but I want to 
make it clear we're accepting your decision." They said, "Oh well, we want to know more because if 
this could happen once, it could happen again." 



TAPE 74 SIDE A COURT 951 

Anyhow to skip the detail, I couldn't get to a phone fast enough to get on to Halford Reddish. I found 
that he was in Switzerland. The poor man had a chest complaint and he had to go to Montreux about 
every three months. A combination of medical treatment and the air of Montreux worked miracles 
for him. In fact I didn't find out till later on that he actually owned the hotel where he stayed: 
Montreux Palace. This is where I gained enough knowledge to suggest to him later that he do the 
same thing and build a hotel in Perth. That's how we got Parmelia built by him and Lord McAlpine. 
That's the father of the McAlpine you know,1  although the young man came out here to do all the 
property deals and buy Adelphi and so on, but that's another story. So I knew that he went to this 
Swiss hotel (I didn't know at the time that he owned it) so that he had his own suite always available 
whenever he wanted to go there. So he said, "Can you come down and see me?" This is Friday. So 
we scrubbed everything and off on Saturday morning, down to Montreux in Switzerland, and went 
to his hotel, Lance Brisbane and I. We spent the rest of the day with him and the night-time and hot-
footed it back to London next morning with a complete understanding on his part what his job was 
and complete understanding on our part how far we could go. 

He undertook to make the whole of his engineering staff available to Laporte to demonstrate their 
experience in building these kilns and similar construction in Western Australia and also to 
exchange information about the engineering aspects such as foundations and the like, as distinct 
from the cost structure. At the same time to also demonstrate the cost structure, industrial problems, 
that sort of thing, all the practicalities of building a plant. 

You now know the story. By the end of that year we had put the Act through Parliament for Laporte  
to come to Bunbury. So it was a classic example of how our ploy, for want of a better name, paid 
off; that we did the research. They let us have access to the books. They were the only people that 
did by the way. They gave us complete access to their reports and to their books. Through having 
access to that, to find out why they really wouldn't come, we found out the real reason and it was a 
reason that could be answered. We were lucky, of course. They were curious about it. They wanted 
to check up on the misinformation they'd had, so that we were able to start again. Their man came 
out very soon after and got down to the nitty-gritty of it. 

You now know, of course, we've had Laporte, a certain amount of contention about the effluent side 
of it, but if it hadn't have been for that I can tell you there wouldn't be the chlorine process plant at 
Kemerton today. You wouldn't have had the second one if we hadn't have had the first, and we knew 
that. Some of these critics of today, they want to go back and do their homework and find out why 
things were done, and they wouldn't be as stupid in some of the remarks they make. But you 
wouldn't have the plant at Kemerton which, of course, is now owned by a different company, SCM; 
no longer Laporte. But they were able to use Laporte as the basis for establishing the more modern 
type of plant, and away from Australind. We always refer to 

'Sir Charles means the Lord McAlpine with property and interests known to Western Australians, not to me personally (RJ). 

2The Laporte Titanium (Australia) Ltd Oxide plant cost 4 million pounds (West, 2 Nov 1963- RD. 
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Bunbury, but in point of fact Laporte was never in the boundaries of Bunbury, it was always in the 
Harvey Shire. 

Perhaps I should leave it there because the negotiations to get Laporte established in Bunbury, 
Australind, call it what you will, is quite a story in itself. It was a classic example of proper 
negotiation with a local authority and a local community. But that flowed down the road, but it was a 
flow-on from this very simple ploy that we used: "Will you tell us the real reasons why you're not 
coming?" That was one that paid off in a practical way within a matter of less than a week. 

U Do tell me about those negotiations. 

COURT We sat down with the Laporte people. They sent senior people out and we negotiated. 
They were very good people, very knowledgeable people; a little bit pedantic, but still that didn't do 
us any harm. With pedantic people like that, when you've got a deal I've found that it stays put. 
They're not always coming back and saying, "Oh we thought it was this," or "we thought it was that," 
or "we didn't go into enough detail here, and enough detail there." But when you've got these people 
that cross the t's and dot the i's, like BHP for example (they were the most pedantic of all people), 
when the deal was over you could forget the agreement because first of all they knew it, and 
secondly they stood by it. They didn't come back and say, "We forgot this, we forgot that." 

We eventually got it signed, and then it went to Parliament for ratification. At one stage Dumas, who 
was very, very heavily involved in these negotiations, he knew Laporte well, he knew their industry 
well, he knew the chemistry well, and he warned me. He said, "You realise that under the process 
they're using," (sulphuric process I think it is; I'll just have to check that for you, but I think it's the 
sulphuric process),' "it does have an effluent problem." I'd seen it at Immingham, and they seemed to 
have it under control. The local community didn't seem at all upset about it, as I've mentioned this 
man doing his fishing there. He had a contract to fish regularly and his fish had to be submitted to 
this authority that examined the fish. At that stage I had the good sense to go and check with them 
[Immingham], and they said, "No problem at all. No problem." This chap, his catch varied according 
to the normal seasons. There wasn't a falling off of fish and there wasn't an upsurge of fish, because 
an upsurge of fish could be just as bad as a falling off because there was an artificial factor that had 
been introduced. But they had methodically kept records of this chap and his fishing, the types of 
fish and so on. So I learnt something from that, these simple little checks and balances. 

Dumas and I decided that the best thing to do was to have a "tell all" session with all the local 
authorities in a radius of 70 miles from Bunbury. Don't forget they were desperate for industry, so we 
couldn't have had a better time, and there'd been a lot of publicity about the Hawke Government 
trying to get Laporte and it failed. Therefore they were conditioned to hear about this industry. It was 
also an industry that didn't need to have big ships at that time, so you could get by with the second-
rate port that Bunbury had. It was very limited because no-one up to that stage had found a way of 

It is a sulphuric process (CC). 
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giving them a deep-water harbour. You were probably having ships like 10 000, 12 000 tons, 
according to the shape of the ship and so on. Useful ports, but Laporte weren't talking about sending 
out 50, 60, 70, 100 000 tons of product in any particular ship. 

So we had this famous meeting down at Bunbury when all of the shire presidents and appropriate 
people came in for this meeting. I gave them what I thought was a pretty factual, frank run-down on 
what Laporte was all about, what the industry was going to look like, where it was going to be and 
the like. Dumas, on one of the few occasions he got involved (because he always liked to leave it to 
me to do the talking), he did get involved. As an engineer and as a very respected one that they knew 
from his Public Works days, his Coordinator of Development days, he really laid it on the line about 
this effluent problem and the possible odours from the plant operating where it was going to operate. 
Bear in mind you're looking at a different Bunbuty and a different Australind to what you are today. 
So he was very anxious to really make sure that there were no misunderstandings about what the 
industry looked like, smelt like, and how it functioned. They knew from me exactly the value of it in 
terms of employment, local purchasing. All that type of thing had been well canvassed. 

Well they were then given time to make their mind up. We retired, because there's nothing worse 
than staying there because everyone's inhibited in what they say. We retired and said, "Righto, well 
let us know when you want us. If you want any questions answered, well we're here." When the time 
came we went back into the meeting and they said the unanimous decision was to go ahead. Now 
that was the best briefing of a local community I've ever known because Dumas went too far. [In 
retrospect it is as well he did.] I reckon that he really went too far in painting the horrors and rarely 
mentioning any of the benefits. He relied on what I'd said to cover all that, and the general 
understanding. So they made the decision. 

The one reservation they made was that in view of the fact that this was going to be in the Harvey 
Shire (I think it was Harvey Road Board at that time), that the president or the chairman of the Road 
Board was entitled to go back and see his Council - Road Board - whichever it was at the time, and 
explain to them exactly what the meeting had been told, and what the decision was, and that out of 
courtesy for them they should be given the right to say yes or no, or to have further discussions. 
Dumas and 1 offered to go back with him, but he said, "No," he said, "I've got it clear. I'm quite sure 
that I know what it's all about and," he said, "if you come along they might think it's a bit high-
powered." He went back and he had convened a meeting in anticipation. By the time Dumas and I 
got back to Perth that night he phoned me at home and said, "Go ahead. I've had my meeting. 
Unanimous support from the Harvey Road Board," - Harvey Shire, whatever it was. So I was able to 
announce that we had this unanimous support and go ahead and introduce the legislation and get on 
with the job. 

In that regard I always felt that was the perfect negotiation. Not only was the agreement submitted to 
Parliament, which was a public document, but also the local community, through their elected shires, 
were consulted in a very, very proper public way. Although it was only open to the presidents and 
other people from the shires and the roads boards, it was open to the public. I mean the press were 
there and so there were no closed door meetings. So I get very disappointed when I.... Well I used to 
get rather disappointed, is a better way of saying it, when I got this continual sniping at this industry. 
The conditions that we accepted were spelt out in the agreement, they were made public, they were 
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in the document that went to Parliament. There was nothing clandestine about it. It was supported by 
the Labor Party, because don't forget they'd tried to negotiate the identical industry unsuccessfully, so 
they couldn't very well run away from it at this time. But there was this continual sniping. I know it 
had problems, but they were problems that we accepted: publicly enunciated, and publicly accepted. 

Well when the new industry [at Kemerton] was negotiated, which was a flow-on from the first, of 
course, they threw up the fact that the present negotiators had been so much cleverer than we were 
and inferred that we could have had the chlorine process, which we couldn't have. We checked the 
world and we knew that there was a chlorine process at the research stage, but we were told that 
there were so many problems with it that first of all it was doubtful whether it would be eventually 
proven. Secondly, it would be so long that we should grab the industry you can get and then you've 
got a better chance of the new processes being superimposed, because the company will be used to 
operating in your area, used to using your local raw materials and all of these things, and it will be 
much easier to achieve a conversion than to start off de novo. There was a very good reason for that 
because I'd already been tipped off by some of the experts in UK that the economies of scale were 
going to escalate very quickly in the chemistry industry; as in other industries, but particularly in 
chemistry. What was economic today in a remote country like Australia would not necessarily be 
economic in ten, fifteen, twenty years time. 

We put all that together and decided to go along with any disabilities, making it clear to Laporte that 
whenever they achieved success with another process that there would be a negotiation to change 
over, not overnight, but in a sensible timetable. 

So what's happened is really a flow-on from what we negotiated, any problems they've had in the 
meantime, and today they have the modem technology and the plant that presumably doesn't cause 
anyone any problem at all, operating at Kemerton, using a new process, and with a new company, 
because Laporte was taken over by SCM. 

The official opening was a great anti-climax for me, because I'd worked very hard to get this 
industry. I think Bob Ainslie QC of Stone James and Co. as it was then, was either their local 
director, or local adviser, or something of that kind. He was their sort of key man in Western 
Australia, Bob; a very brilliant lawyer, but he could be a little bit irascible on occasions. We went 
down on a special train. It was a great party going down and a great party coming back, bearing in 
mind I was the Minister for Railways at the time. So we turned it into a fun thing and all these 
visitors from UK and other parts of Australia, they joined into the spirit of this great excursion down, 
and excursion back. 

Anyhow, when we got to Bunbury, we were acquainted with the news that the unions had called a 
strike. Everybody had been geared up, as you can imagine. It meant a lot to Bunbury and so on. 
Instead of us getting big headlines, you know, about this great industry establishing, all we're going 
to get in the newspaper is strike. It so happens that Bob Ainslie was the solicitor for the West 
Australian. He was an expert on defamation, so he had a very close communication with the then 
managing director, Jim Macartney. So he said, "Oh I'll fix this," he said, "I'll ring Jim up and tell him 
that in the interests of the State we've got to get this off to a good start, and we don't want the front 
page 'Strike at Laporte' before the darn place has been opened." So I said, "I know how far you'll get 
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Bob, but it's worth a try." He came back to me after I'd made a telephone available to him. He came 
back in a few minutes, he said, "I see what you mean." Of course, Bob was a fairly irascible sort of a 
fellow. I said, "Now you know what I've got to put up with all the time." I think it probably broke the 
headlines down a little bit because Ainslie was very important to the West and very important to 
Macartney.1  He often had to give instant decisions on defamation things if they were doubtful about 
publishing something. So I suppose he did have a good communication that none of us had, but it 
didn't stop us getting a fair amount of publicity. It was a saddening moment to think that they would 
have, in the interests of getting more investment there, that they would have had more sense than to 
stage this strike over some tinpot thing. 

Anyhow, when we got there with all these directors from England and a lot of other important 
people too on the bus (we all went by buses from the train; that was one of the advantages when you 
go like that, you can keep everybody together, you see), these yahoos (and I really mean that), they 
were there with their chants. I forget what the phrase was, but you know how they get these phrases 
and they repeat it. You see them marching around the town, "What do we want?" sort of thing, and 
that sort of nonsense. Anyhow I've learnt from my long experience that offence for defence. So we 
were stopped there [near the entrance]. 

I opened the bus door and got out and went to the leader of these fellows and I said - I knew it was 
no good trying to reason with him and I said, "You know you're making a real botch of this." I said, 
"These fellows are used to being held up by experts. They come from England, the home of the 
union agitators and all that sort of thing." The fellow was so taken aback. I said, "Why don't you give 
them a real heave-ho? This is only kids' stuff." The bloke didn't know whether to take me seriously 
or not. [chuckles] Fortunately they'd never been confronted with anything like this before. The 
Bunbury Band had been engaged for the day for the opening. Of course, I knew the Bunbury Band 
very well because I'd trained them for one of their competitions a few years before this one. It pays to 
be a "Jack of All Trades" and be involved in a few things. You never know when you're going to 
need a few friends. Anyhow this so-called protest completely dissolved and we drove in without let 
or hindrance from then on. Had we got out and said, "You're a so-and-so lot of so-and-so's, you're 
ruining the State. How are we going to go negotiating?" That would have been just up their alley, 
you see. But to have somebody say, "Look you're not doing this very well. Why don't you really give 
it a good old heave-ho?" I turned it right around and said, "These fellows come from England where 
all these union agitators are. They're the best in the world over there," and so on. This fellow's 
mouth, I remember, it was wide open. All the people standing around him they didn't know whether 
to laugh or to cry, you see; whether to be wild and angry or to really treat it as it was. 

So all the buses went in and the ceremony went on without any further protest. In the words of a 
well-known old saying, "The band played Annie Laurie and a good time was had by all." There were 
no protests when we left to go back to the train. 

1 The West headline read: 300 Jeer Premier at Laporte Works'. On the same page was an article headed: "A Boost for South-West". 
The protest was over the government's Industrial Arbitration Bill (West, 2 Nov 1963 - Rfl. 
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So I'll never forget that opening, because within me I was feeling completely deflated. We'd worked 
so hard and this was going to be one of the first major processing industries, converting a product 
that wasn't worth very much into a product that multiplied its value many, many times. As you know 
the product they produced down there was very necessary in paints and had a big national and 
international market, and the sort of industry that we wanted. Instead of just exporting our ilmenite 
for virtually the price of good quality sand, we were able to send it out as a highly refined value 
added product. [Synthetic rutile came later from our mineral sands as an important added value.] 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 74 
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Ri Sir Charles, when you were talking about Bata, and I meant to pick it up straight away, 
when you said they offered you a position with the company you said, "Naturally I had to say 'no'." 
Why? 

COURT Well, because I hadn't long been a minister. I only became a minister early 1959 and I 
had committed myself in my own mind to at least see David Brand through the next couple of 
Parliaments; that's three year terms as it was. I felt that having been involved so heavily in the 
programmes that we were elected on, and having got myself into the midst of implementing those 
programmes, that it would have been morally wrong of me to then seize the first opportunity that 
came. Plus the fact that I was certainly not ready to up sticks and leave Perth and go and live in 
London or some other place at that time. So it really wasn't any great decision to make. The moral 
commitment was back home. I never bothered to even discuss what they wanted of me and what 
salary I'd get or what conditions of employment and so on. Lance used to tell the story - he was a 
great one for dining out on stories - sometimes he used to embarrass me a bit with his stories. His 
story when we went to Moss Bros [London] used to always tickle his fancy and always brought a 
great cheer from the mob, because that was all part of this intense period we had in London in May 
1960. 

Ri Well, tell us the story. 

COURT Oh, Moss Bros. Everyone says Moss Bros, but Moss Brothers is this famous firm there 
where you can hire anything. You can dress up as an admiral or you can go and get a modern outfit 
to go sailing next weekend. I think they'd even fit you out to go and play footie. They profess they 
can give you anything. If you wanted to go as a Turkish potentate, nothing would cause them 
embarrassment. 

While we were there in London an invitation came to the Agent General, who was then E K (Ernie) 
Hoar. He was still continuing his tour of duty, having been appointed by a Labor government and we 
hadn't changed it at that time. We'd given him notice, but we hadn't changed it. He'd received an 
invitation to go to a function that the Queen was putting on for the Prime Ministers of the British 
Commonwealth. He very dutifully came to me and said, "Well you're the senior representative of the 
government here, so automatically the invitation will be to you." So I said, "Well, Ernie, you've been 
here long enough, surely you've got enough friends down there at the palace to get an invitation for 
your wife and yourself. I certainly can't go and take Mrs Brisbane (as she was before he was Sir 
Lance) and leave Lance in lonely state at his hotel. So I think what you better do is to go and get 
yourself an invitation for you and Mrs Hoar and get an invitation for Lance and his wife and I'll go 
on the main invitation because I would like to go." As you can imagine for me it was a new 
experience. 

So Ernie didn't think that was a very good idea. He said, "I wouldn't dare ask." He said, "The 
invitation's for you and your wife, and your wife's not here, so you'll just have to go and take Mrs 
Brisbane." I said, "Well, Ernie, my advice to you is to get busy, and you've no idea what you can do 
if you go and tell them the true story, they'll find a way." So eventually the next day he said, "Oh you 
were right, and it works. I've got an invitation for my wife and I and there's one for Lance Brisbane 
and his wife and then one for you and you alone," you see. 
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The next thing was it said on the invitation "white tie, decorations or national costume". You know 
how fussy they are in UK about these things. When they say white tie and tails and decorations or 
national costume, they mean it, and I wasn't going to go wearing a kangaroo skin, or something like 
that! But they allow for people from some of the countries where they have a different form of dress 
and so on, but it had to be the equivalent of white tie and tails. Also, I don't know about now, but 
then they used to have these functions at ten o'clock at night so that it didn't interfere with the day's 
work. It was the first time I saw an invitation where it says ten o'clock, ten pm. "Her Majesty will 
arrive at ten pm, and carriages at eleven." That meant eleven! Not the good old Aussie style, if you're 
enjoying the beer you carried on for a while. They're all gone at eleven. I learnt the lesson there, that 
night, in a big way. [What's more everyone was well in position before 10.00 pm.] 

So off we go to Moss Bros to get equipped: tails and so on. Lance was an immaculate dresser. He 
was a handsome man. He was an immaculate dresser. You can imagine his tails, they were actually 
made in England, but they fitted him like a glove. I was pretty proud of the ones I had back in Perth 
too. They were made by a lady who was a specialist in tails, used to work for a firm called Berry 
Brothers down in Barrack Street. In fact she was brought back especially from retirement to make 
my tails which were for the Queen's visit when the polio epidemic was here. 

Ri 1954. 

COURT Yes. So she was brought out of retirement to make those and they were the best set of 
tails I ever had. I used to wear them a lot. In my lifetime I've worn out three sets of tails, which today 
I wouldn't wear one set out because you don't use them. 

But Lance was finding great difficulty to be fitted to his satisfaction. I wasn't so fussy. So we 
eventually got the best we could do. The young chap fitting us out wasn't all that bright and so on. 
But eventually I got a set I was prepared to wear. I knew I'd have to keep pulling it up at the neck all 
the time. Lance was not very happy about it, but he'd got the best he could. So then the young chap 
said to us, "What about decorations?" So I gave him my list. I didn't have any knighthoods or 
anything at that time. My OBE military division was the highest of them. I gave him the list of my 
wartime medals. He seemed to be happy about that. Then Lance gave him his list, which was three 
First World War service medals. The young chap said to him, "Not much is it. Would you like a few 
more?" Well poor old Lance, he was the great traditionalist, he nearly expired. This young fellow 
saying, "Would you like a few more?" Lance was very, very angry. So anyhow he eventually gave 
him the three that he was entitled to and as was proper and off we went. [We later complained to the 
management. We felt they should know this.] 

That night we go to this reception, I forget where it was being held. It was a memorable experience. 
You can imagine a young minister - I wasn't that young, but I was a new minister, and this was a 
great experience, and all of the big names were around: Nehru, Montgomery, Alexander, Portal, the 
South African man. 

Ri Smuts. 
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COURT Smuts. They were like people stepping out of history, all there in person. Lance, who 
had a great sense of humour, I was bewildered looking at all of these real people. Alexander was my 
great favourite and here he was in person. Montgomery I never had a lot of time for, but he was 
there; the whole lot, you name it. The Queen looked absolutely superb when she arrived and they 
always seemed to have the lights right in UK and so on. She moved around amongst all of these 
people, these great names of history, especially World War Two history. So they would go by. 
Montgomery was a great one for wearing everything he could find, and Alexander and all. You can 
imagine the decorations; the sashes and other decorations that they were legitimately wearing, when 
they went by. Old Lance would give me a nudge and he'd say, "Moss Bros!" The more they had, 
"Two Moss Bros." He got a lot of fun out of this. He used to tell this story to his mates when he was 
dining out anywhere. He used to laugh and used to shake with laughing; he used to enjoy it. I think 
in all his life this is the one that really impressed him most. Having got over his anger about this 
young man, he then used the occasion as these great men walked by with their decorations and their 
sashes and their breast badges and so on to see the funny side of it. 

RJ Lovely. Tell me about the story behind the Parmelia. 

COURT Well, Sir Halford Reddish was a fairly irascible man. He was only a little chap and very 
conscious of the fact that he was a little chap. A very peppery chap. A man who would stand on a 
principle almost to a point of stupidity, if that's possible. I always used to say he'd take you to court 
over threepence and then turn around and pay all your legal costs. There were two sides to the man. 
He ran a company in a way that no-one else has ever run it. I think he had 28 years consecutive 
increases in sales and profits. He used to print his company accounts on the cheapest paper you can 
imagine. No pretty pictures or anything. He worked on the simple proposition that if he was making 
record sales, record profits, the shareholders didn't want to know much anyhow; they were getting 
everything. 

He also had an arrangement, although he was an arch-conservative, looked on as the ultimate in 
Tories, he had a very generous staff scheme, so that when you were an employee you did have an 
interest in the profits. When his accounts used to come out, they were very, very simple. The report 
to the shareholders was very brief. The report to the employees was bigger, was longer than the 
report to the shareholders. It used to be headed: "To my fellow workers". He'd say, "We...." Not I, 
not the company, but, "WE are having trouble with the local authority" over a gravel pit or a clay pit, 
or a source of raw material supplied. "We are having trouble with".... they didn't call them greenies 
in those days, but people like that. It was always, "we are having these troubles" and so on. It was a 
very effective way, bearing in mind these people had an interest in the company's results. Not only 
year by year, but when they retired. If the company shares were up and up and up, which they were 
when the profits and the sales were up and up and up, their retirement was that much more lucrative. 
He used to make a thing about giving these retirement amounts in whatever form they took (I never 
really found out, but whatever they were) personally. He'd go along and say thank you, and they'd 
have a function to hand these things out when people retired. 

Well, he used to come here a couple of times a year, sometimes more, but a couple of times a year 
when they were establishing Cockburn and he was, at one stage, having a real war with Bert Hawke 
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and threatening legal action against Bert Hawke for something he said about him. Bert Hawke pulled 
back very quickly when he found that he was not dealing with an ordinary person. He was dealing 
with a man who would stand and fight on a principle, even to a point of shutting the place down. 
Hawke brought down some ill-advised legislation about unfair trading or something of that kind, 
which would have got at the very heart of Cockburn Cement and most businesses. He taught the 
local businessmen, and the businessmen of Australia, how to stand and fight on an issue against a 
government, a hostile government. We need more of them. Unfortunately he's a rarity. He didn't care 
how much abuse he got from Hawke and the Labor Party and the unions, he had a principle to 
establish, and he was greatly respected in this community. He was known as a peppery old boy, and 
"an old Tory", they [the Labor Party] used to refer to him. 

In fact, Australians have a great habit of distorting names. So he was always known amongst people 
in the street as 'Horse Radish'. His name was Halford Reddish, but he was, typical Australian, always 
known as Horse Radish. It got abbreviated, and people would say, "Horse is in town." So you knew 
it was Horse Radish, Halford Reddish, if you can follow what I mean. At that time there was a 
cartoon about a horse called Radish. You probably can't recall it. A bag of bones is this horse, in the 
cartoons, and used to mysteriously win races, but it was a cartoon about this horse called Radish. So 
that's how the name Halford Reddish became Horse Radish and then down to Horse. 

Well, he was a great Anglican; a great churchman. In fact he spent a fortune of his own money in 
restoring the Norman Church that was virtually in his back yard. He used to go from his garden at 
the back of his house, open the gate and you went straight into the local church grounds and into the 
church. A dingy old church like those old Norman churches were, but he spent a fortune on getting it 
restored in a genuine way. Also he was something of an organist. He loved to have a play on the 
organ. His wife confided in me once, she said, "Halford sends the organist away for three weeks 
leave, and he makes sure that he's in England at that time, for no other reason than so he can play the 
organ. He's the assistant organist and he just loves this time when the organist's away and he can get 
in there and play the organ." So you can imagine that church was fairly well financed. He'd insist on 
having something to say about the rector and a few other things. 

So while he was here he got to know that I was very active in St Lawrence in Dalkeith. He said, 
"You know, I'd like to come to church." Rita had met him by this time. So the idea was that he'd 
come out and have an evening meal with us on the Sunday and then, boys and all, we'd all go down 
to church. It was quite interesting because he had no family. It was quite interesting to hear Halford 
and our boys. They were at that stage when they were a bit cheeky. He held no fears for them and 
they'd been used to meeting a lot of people by this time. The discussion at mealtime was quite 
interesting. He was able to cope with them extremely well. 

I then found out for the first time that he had a great sense of humour, so much so that he used to 
start coming down earlier. Instead of coming down just in time for Sunday tea and then on down to 
church, when you usually have a cold meal or something of that kind, he used to come down a bit 
earlier in the afternoon and I think he got a lot of pleasure out of being with the boys. I used to have 



TAPE 74 SIDE B COURT 961 

to watch so they didn't get over the mark and get a bit too free with the old chap because I knew that 
being an Englishman like he was, there was a point beyond which he wouldn't go. But up until then 
it was very good fun. So they used to enjoy his visits. 

Being what he was, he said he'd like to read the lesson and would I tell the rector that in his church 
he always read both lessons because they're both related and he likes to read both lessons. He doesn't 
like reading one, it's not complete. So I had to go to Barney Blain and, "What's the score?" Barney 
said, "No trouble at all. Not with what he puts in the plate!" [laughs] I had to send to England before 
he arrived here, what the lessons were to be, because he used to take it seriously, and he used to read 
them beautifully. Obviously he'd thought them out and he understood their origin and their 
background and their significance. So he used to be quite a figure at church. When it was known that 
he was going to be coming, it used to improve the congregation a bit because we had quite a lot of 
industrialists around there that didn't go to church too often but they used to feel it was not a bad 
thing to go if Halford was there. 

Well one day, one Sunday, I had to pick him up. It was raining cats and dogs. He was at the Adelphi, 
you see. He'd had a row with Elsie Plowman down at the Esplanade and so by mutual consent he 
didn't stay there any more. I don't know if you know the story of Elsie, but she either loved you or 
hated you. If she loved you it was the best place in the world to stay, but if she didn't, well you'd 
better pack up and go somewhere else. So they'd had the inevitable dust-up because he was a 
demanding sort of a person. He'd transferred his patronage to the Adelphi. 

He said, "Charles when are you going to do something about these hotels?" He said, "None of your 
hotels have air-conditioning and heating in the bathroom. They seem to think it doesn't get hot and it 
doesn't get cold in there. The heating here is just a joke." And so on. He was really in a bad, bad way. 
He'd had a bad day and he was pretty peppery. So, offence for defence, and knowing that he had a 
permanent suite at the Dorchester [London], which was owned by McAlpine, that's the Lord 
McAlpine you know's father, a nice man and I was quite friendly with him by this time. So I said to 
old Halford, "Why don't you and your mate McAlpine build us an international standard hotel in 
Perth. We haven't got one." Believe it or not, apart from the Adelphi, the best place to stay then was 
the old Riverside Motel. We were very, very badly off, and it was a great embarrassment when you 
had bankers and all sorts of people coming and you had to sell them on the idea they were coming to 
a frontier town, you see. You almost had to boast about the accommodation you've got because this 
was frontier stuff. If you weren't onside with Elsie down at the Esplanade, you were hard-pressed. 
Many important visitors we've put into Riverside Motel. 

There's a very interesting story I can give you about the Japanese, one of the senior Japanese who 
came here before we'd got really experienced in our negotiation that we had to put into the Riverside 
Lodge because it was the best we could get, but that will keep for another day. 

Anyhow I said, "Why don't you get your mate McAlpine to join with you and build us an 
international hotel? Then you can do what you do in Montreux. You can have a suite, call it the 
Royal Suite, call it the Reddish Suite, call it anything at all, so that whenever you come, you and 
your wife, or your chief executives, are going to have it ready-made like you have at Montreux 
Palace, in Montreux, Switzerland." He said, "I will." So before we went to church that night I had 
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this nice warm feeling, knowing the old boy was such a man of principle. He said, "I will"; that 
means he was going to do it. 

Within a few weeks out comes young McAlpine, the one that Western Australia knows best. I had to 
join with him while he bought the Adelphi and he bought some other properties around there that we 
were able to introduce him to. Out of that came Parmelia, and the big Hamersley building on the 
corner. The ownership has changed a lot, of course, since then, but they were as good as their word 
and they sent a man out [to manage it]. I think he had run the St Regis Hotel in New York. I'm not 
sure, but I think it was. That was a hotel that had a great reputation, prestigious thing. Not like most 
of the American capital city hotels. Even the old ones are inclined to be a bit brash by the standards 
we had learned to expect in UK, for instance. The man they sent out, his name escapes me, he set a 
standard in furniture, furnishings, conduct. He ran foul of the West Australian because he insisted on 
dress, he insisted on certain standards. What's more the newspaper never moved him. Reddish and 
McAlpine supported him. He established the standards which are there today. Some of the tapestries, 
some of the sculpture, and some of the other things that were put in there probably wouldn't have 
been put in had the directors had a direct link with it, but the man concerned had a free hand and he 
did it well. 

So all of a sudden going from the dear old Esplanade, Adelphi, Palace and Riverside Lodge Motel (it 
wasn't a hotel then, but a motel) we finished up with this superb hotel. The only thing that I ever 
regret about it was that the then Commissioner of Town Planning, who had much more power than 
he should have had - I've already dealt with him when we were talking about the land debacle, the 
same man, he overrode certain requirements in respect of parking. 

I've always regretted that we didn't take a greater interest in it, and so did David Brand, and we 
would have given a direction that the parking facilities had to be adequate. They've never been 
adequate at the Parmelia and your car gets taken away, or you have to go and park your car down the 
foot of the hill there. For a hotel of that class there should be better facilities there. The then Town 
Planning Commissioner had an obsession about people having their own parking facilities built in to 
your establishment. A hotel has to have some of that to do things properly, even if they are used by 
other people. I believe they've got to have readily available parking facilities that connect with the 
hotel. You see it in other parts of the world and we made a mistake there. But the hotel we couldn't 
fault. 

That's the story of how we got Parmelia Hotel and from then on, of course, we had other hotels came 
along. You had Sheraton, and later on you had the Merlin which now is Hyatt, and others. But we've 
gradually built up new hotels of various levels from one star to five star. 

The interesting and sad story about Parmelia is that Reddish only spent one night in it. He landed 
here very distressed because his wife had died while he was in transit from London to here. She 
wasn't all that well but the doctors had told him that there was no problem and that he was quite safe 
to go. By the time he landed in Perth his wife had died. She was a lovely person. Valerie her name 
was. She was the only person who could have tolerated old Halford. They married fairly late in life 
and didn't have any children. But he was very distressed. So I had him on my hands to really help 
him through the night until we could get a plane for him to go straight back to England. He spent the 
one night in this - I don't know what they call it, but it's the equivalent of the Royal Suite, or the 
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Presidential Suite, or something of that kind. That was designed to meet his requirements and it was 
always to be available to him when required, and the poor man only spent one night and it was very 
traumatic having to look after him that night. Rita and I did our best for him, and others, of course, 
rallied around, and then got him back on to the plane on his way home. 

RJ Why didn't he come again? 

COURT Well his own health deteriorated and he never came back again. He died. His retirement 
from Rugby Cement was another sad episode, an episode of a man who stayed just one term too 
long. So that was a very sad thing. It was sad for the people who had to take the action they did and, 
of course, very sad for him and sad for his friends. So he never came back here again and duly died. 
He left very generous bequests for hospitals. When I say generous, I mean huge in size. I don't know 
what happened to his estate, I think most of it would have gone into hospitals and worthy causes. 

END OF TAPE 74 SIDE B 
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RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held at the Alexander Library Building on 
2nd April 1992. 

Sir Charles at our interview last time you said, "There's a very interesting story I can give you about 
the Japanese, one of the senior Japanese... that we had to put into the Riverside Lodge."' Please give 
it to us. 

COURT Well, we got a message from Japan to say that a gentleman (whose name I'll find for you 
and get it to you before we meet again)2  was coming to Perth for the first time. In fact he was coming 
to Australia for the first time. It was explained that he was a very senior man, a very important man, 
a very influential man, and that he was 80 years of age, but nevertheless fairly alert and active. He'd 
be bringing a wife with him and, of course, the usual Japanese retinue. Apart from being the 
chairman of the Japan Chamber of Commerce and Industry or the equivalent thereof (which in Japan 
is a very, very important position in industry and commerce), he was also the head of the major radio 
and TV company in Japan, again a very important position. 

You'll recall that at this stage we were in the process of trying to do everything right as far as Japan 
was concerned. We were still at a delicate stage in negotiating iron ore projects and other projects 
and going through that very delicate stage of establishing a peacetime relationship with Japan. Not 
easy. I've told you before of some of the old chaps like Nagano and others who came here and had to 
accept a lot of rebuffs, a lot of criticism - much of it unfair, but nevertheless understandable in the 
light of wartime experience. 

Well, I duly decided that my wife and I had best go out and meet this important gentleman, so we 
went out to the airport. We were still using a Quonset hut as the main terminal at Guildford. Hard to 
believe, but we still had these old wartime American things that had these huge spans right across so 
they could put planes in. Also, of course, they made wonderful places for your munitions' stores and 
for other purposes. They were easy to construct and also, incidentally, easy to demolish. So we were 
still using one of these from wartime. At that stage you could still go out to the aeroplane and meet 
people if you had a permit. Anyone very special coming, you were able to go out and meet them. Say 
the Prime Minister was coming or somebody like that, you would negotiate with the airport 
manager. No trouble at all to go out there. Sometimes we used to actually take our cars out on to the 
tarmac near the base of the steps when they came down. Nothing flash. As the chap says on the 
advertisement: 'We're not fancy, but we're cheap.' That's what we looked like out there. You can 
imagine some of these people, the Rockefellers and others when they saw the facilities we had. 

Lfl115 transcript. p. 961. 

2  n gentleman was Tadashi Adachi who was the Chairman of both the Tokyo and Japan Chambers of Commerce and 
Industry, and Chairman of the Toyko Broadcasting System Inc. at the time (Ri). 
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I should also remind you at that time we were still using propeller driven aircraft. The DC613 was the 
plane then, and the last civilised aircraft there was as far as seating was concerned because they 
didn't try and put too many people in it. They had lovely seats you could recline in and so on. 

Well that's the background. We looked around for a place that would be suitable and quite frankly 
there was no place in Perth that we could put this chap into other than Riverside Lodge, which was 
still a motel. It wasn't a hotel then, it was a motel. We saw the management and explained how 
important this was, as we used to with all of these people. We'd go to the hotel proprietors; we'd go 
to dear old Elsie Plowman at the Esplanade and say: "Your country needs you," and explain what it 
was all about - "No tantrums this time," and that sort of thing. All humorous to think back on, but 
deadly earnest at that time. 

We went and drove our cars by permission out and met this gentleman and his wife and his retinue at 
the steps of the plane. We drove them into Riverside Lodge. We took the man and his wife in too, 
carried their bags in. My wife looked after the lady and we made them a cup of tea and my wife even 
turned down the bed. Then they decided they didn't like the room. Well this was a real disaster 
because there wasn't much to choose between, but they had the best. So I went and got the manager 
who was standing by and said, "We've got a problem. What can you do?" He said, "Oh I've got a few 
ideas, we'll try them out," so they all rallied around. Everybody was marvellous in those days; 
everyone had a purpose. They were all involved, you see. Tell them what was going on and they felt 
important. 

We eventually got them bedded down with a cup of tea and all that sort of thing and left them. By 
this time it was midnight. I had a meeting with him at ten o'clock the next morning up in my office. 
In fact I didn't have a suitable office, so we'd borrowed one up in the Premier's Department. That also 
gave me an opportunity to introduce him to the Premier, Sir David Brand. 

When I got there his personal assistant said - incidentally we hadn't worried about them. They just 
accepted the accommodation that was given to them and that was all right. They didn't complain. He 
said that he wanted to have a private talk with me before the official meeting took place, which I 
duly obliged. He said, "I owe you an apology." I said, "Well what for? I don't know of any." He said, 
"Well, you don't know how close you were last night to getting a tip!" He said, "I said to my wife I've 
never known a hotel manager to be so obliging and come all the way out to the airport, car up to the 
steps of the plane, drive us off like we're royalty. Almost thought it was the Emperor had arrived. 
Then they make us a cup of tea. They get us a new bedroom and then almost tuck us in!" The old 
chap - he was having to do this through an interpreter, of course - but he was quite humorous and he 
was at one moment very serious and worried, the other moment he was laughing, you see. I, of 
course, saw the humour of it, and of course it never occurred to me like that. 

Then, of course, I realised that in Japan for a minister to go out and meet anyone at the airport like 
that, short of royalty or something like that, the president of another country, and to take him in, 
carry his bags, for the minister to carry his bags, it would never be heard of' We do this in Australia 
and just take it for granted and got him another room and sorted him all out. So when next morning 
he found out that I was the Minister for Industrial Development and the North West and the man that 
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he'd come to talk to about Japan and the future of our relationship (although he wasn't a steel man he 
was very interested in the future industrial, commercial and financial relationships with his country) 
it was just too much for the old chap. I must admit he was a fairly spritely sort of 80. 

He no doubt dined out on the story, as I did, for a long, long time because when I got to Japan with 
Rita not long after that I heard the story from my friends there because he was a very important chap 
and wherever he went naturally he'd tell this story. Being as important as he was it was tremendous 
publicity for Western Australia. It was part of the reasons why the name of Charles Court became so 
well-known in so many ways. There were the wartime stories that carried on and then the other 
negotiating stories of the yes/no man, who didn't discuss things in the oriental way and just gave you 
an answer, yes or no, and that was the end of it sort of thing, which stood me in good stead. I think 
I've probably told you the story about that. 

RJ No you haven't.' 

COURT So this must have been 1965 because Rita was with me when I went up there to return 
the visit. He acted as our host on quite a few occasions. In fact it was he that gave Rita the first of the 
bag hangers, you know that ladies have when they go out to dinner. They can put them on the table 
and [hang their bags from them]. He gave her a very, very nice one, which she had for years and 
years. We found this gentleman very, very gentlemanly, and we found him very understanding. We 
found him a very good ambassador for his country, quite apart from his efficiency and his high 
standing in industry, commerce and finance. On top of that, of course, he had this great influence 
through this radio/television company. It might have been the company that we know as NKK in 
Japan, which is very powerful in the media. Also, of course, it was the company that owned the 
symphony orchestra that came down here for the 150th anniversary; a superb combination. But I can 
understand this gentleman having an interest in those things. 

However, that's the story of that man. The poor old Riverside, they used to respond marvellously 
with very little because let's face it, they were still a motel. They did it well and they were very much 
part of the exercise. 

A bit before that a dear friend of mine, Kamail Singh, who was the Commissioner of Indian 
Railways, came down here over railway sleepers when we were negotiating. The only place we 
could get to put him up was at Riverside. He was a very handsome sikh, very tall, a very handsome 
man, a very impressive man. The mere stance of the man was impressive. I know when he used to 
come to our home for dinner the boys (who were only boys then, of course; it was a long time ago), 
they used to live in awe of old Karnail Singh. He used to tell them stories. Some of them were 
wonderful stories about family and respect for parents and the mistake he made about his mother and 
all this sort of thing. The boys used to sit there in awe, with this man with this great turban and very 
strong looking hair and beard. 

1 The matter was raised later in the interview, see pp.  1035-1039. 
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Anyhow Kamail used to tell a story back in India about Riverside Lodge. One Saturday the time had 
come when he had to wash his hair. Some of his clothes had to be washed and so on. He used to tell 
this story back in India about one of the girls, when she saw that he was going to wash his hair and 
take it out of the turban - you can imagine what it was like. You'd understand being a woman. You 
can imagine how much hair he had. She said, "Would you like me to do it for you, Sir?" He'd never 
had this at a hotel before and it was a sunny day, so he sat out in the open. He said she did it 
beautifully, and it had never been done as well before. He said she seemed to know what to do to put 
it back into the turban. He was absolutely thrilled about this being done; never experiencing such 
service. By the time he got back to his room after all this treatment, all his clothes had been washed 
and ironed and pressed. 

These little things, I want to tell you, they meant a lot. When people are doing that sort of thing it 
feeds back to you. You've got to feel that the people know what you're doing, they understand what 
you're doing, and they know they've got something to do. They feel that they've made their 
contribution. I could give you many cases of waitresses who even to this day come to me and relate 
stories. Somebody even saw me in Karratha on Tuesday night. She said, "I used to work with Fay." 
Fay wouldn't mean much to most people, but when anyone says Fay, she was one of the original 
waitresses at the Sheraton in Perth when it first opened. My wife and I had a lot to do with the staff 
down there because they were learning and they were getting established. We used to have a lot of 
functions, some for the government, and some, of course, we were invited to. Fay used to always 
look after our table. She was the one who woke up to the fact that I wanted hot water before I spoke 
and not cold water. So she always made sure that there was a nice glass of warm water when she 
could see the programme was getting around to the time when Charles Court was going to have to 
speak. 

Well I only mention this lady who worked with her. We had quite an hilarious few minutes up at 
Karratha the other night going over the various incidents when Sheraton first started and particularly 
Fay because she's still there [at the Sheraton, Perth]. I don't think she's there full-time, but she must 
come in to wait on the table for special occasions. These little things were part of the life. 

It was just like the yachtsmen and others. Alf Curlewis had a team of people so that if they [the 
visitors] wanted to play bowls, they wanted to play golf, they wanted to go yachting, they wanted to 
go fishing, we had people that could, with just a flick of the finger, you could turn it on, and quality 
stuff. You could leave those people to look after them, you knew they were going to get the message 
about WA. You weren't on tenterhooks that they were going to spin a personal line, or try and pursue 
their own personal interests. It was a tremendous feeling to have a whole community like that. 

This question of the Japanese man that I've told you about, Karnail Singh from India, and a host of 
others like that. I've told you about Elsie Plowman and the Oppenheimers and that. These things 
mightn't seem much, some people will laugh at them today, but that's how the battle was won. 
Bearing in mind we had to win. We had to win against the Eastern States. Some of them were quite 
derogatory about the West. See what Greiner had to say the other day about the West, we've got no 
future, and that's the present Liberal Premier of New South Wales! If he only stopped to think, our 
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export income is carrying him and Victoria on our back. You relive some of these things in terms of 
people, and the way they reacted. 

However that's the story of the Japanese man and the friendship that developed out of that, and we 
kept in touch until he died. 

RJ Can you name some of the people who you used to be golf partners and yachting 
partners etc? 

COURT Well, I wouldn't have known many of them, but originally Brisbane and Dumas [helped 
me put the idea together]. Brisbane in particular had a lot of connections. Alf Curlewis had a never-
ending supply of these people. But even the WA Newspapers were very good making Hiawatha 
available, which was a lovely launch. They had staff on it, and although they used to give me a bad 
time when I'd ring up Jim Macartney and say, "Look this is important. Can you give them a run to 
Rottnest and a bit of fishing for these people, we're trying to toss them?" he'd always cooperate. The 
chairman of WA Newspapers at the time was very cooperative, but we didn't deal with him so much. 
The brewery manager.... 

RJ Zampatti? 

COURT No, no, before him. I'll think of his name in a moment. [Geof Cohen.] He died not all 
that long ago. He was inclined to be a very difficult man, but when you confronted him with 
something like this where he could personally make a contribution with his launch to make sure 
these people got the VIP treatment, he was absolutely superb. I just can't name some of the golfers, 
but another family that was very good was Roly Smith and his brother. Of course, they were the 
kings of Rottnest and they knew exactly where to go, or who to send with them if they couldn't go 
themselves, making their launch available. A lot of these people, they'd want to go for a trip to 
Rottnest, or they'd want to fish. Tanabe, that's Saburo Tanabe, he was a key man (that's T A N A B 
E, Saburo, S A B U R 0). Died very recently. He was the key negotiator in the iron ore business and 
in anything to do with steel materials like coal and so on. He was a great fisherman. Garrick Agnew 
was also a very accomplished deep-sea fisherman and game fisherman. He would always rally 
around. If he couldn't do it himself, he'd get somebody with a suitable boat, suitable equipment, and 
take Tanabe off on to the continental shelf where they'd get these game fish. 

It was on all the time. Some people might just want to go to the hills. Some people might just want 
to go to Kings Park. We had a never-ending supply of these people. They never sought prominence, 
they never sought reward. I think they got a lot of pleasure out of it. They themselves probably 
developed friendships that when they were travelling abroad themselves I'd be surprised if they didn't 
make their own contacts with these people. I'd be surprised if they didn't and I wouldn't blame them 
if they did because they did everything so nicely. I never got one adverse report. 

We had some of the younger ones were yachtsmen. Bill Lucas, who just died recently, he used to be 
able to turn on suitable sailing for them on the river. You realise now this is why we got a reputation 
for always being available in a weekend. In most places where they went to the weekend was a dead 
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loss, but whether it was a weekend or a Monday holiday they always knew they could work in 
Western Australia. The minister was always there to work, weekend or the holiday, whereas in the 
other states they couldn't, or there was nothing to do. Some of these younger executives, who were 
on the way up, they'd be more active, more athletic, of course, than some of the presidents and the 
like, and Bill Lucas was very good and Neil McAlistair. It's not every racing yachtsman that will let 
anyone come into his crew that is a foreigner, that's a stranger, but if they knew that these people had 
a record as racing yachtsmen and that's what they wanted to do, they'd be pretty good in fitting them 
in, if not with them with somebody else. Again I repeat, I cannot remember any one of these people 
who didn't come away with a very warm feeling of having been looked after in a very genuine way. I 
can never remember one of them ever complaining that somebody took advantage of them. 

RI You just said that none of the people who were used in this way sought any reward, but 
did they ever claim expenses? 

COURT Never a cent. Never a cent. They were also the perfect hosts. They'd pick them up at the 
hotel or where they were staying. They'd take them back there, probably take them to dinner. Some 
of the younger ones would probably soldier on at the Royal Perth, or Royal Fresh' when they'd 
finished their races and so on. Again, they'd have a thoroughly enjoyable time. 

I should mention when you're dealing with this it's important to understand - and I doubt whether 
many people do today. It's rather sad. I find it's difficult to accept that they don't understand, but I 
don't think they realise how hard you've got to work. The only way you can bring yourself to do it is 
to believe in it and to throw yourself into it completely. Accept it completely. The number of people 
who have been to our place for meals, weekends in particular, when they'd otherwise be a dead loss. 
Rita was absolutely marvellous with these people, the Japanese in particular. They don't often invite 
you into their homes because a lot of their homes are not all that pretentious, they're not all that big. 
If you invite them to your home they regard that as being the ultimate in hospitality. Rita seemed to 
have a knack of being able to cope. Well she coped with five boys, plus her mother, plus her auntie, 
plus me, for years and years. So I suppose having the odd visitor for what would be a cold tea on a 
Sunday evening or something of that kind, or one of her specialties in the wintertime, wouldn't be 
much of a chore for her. She'd take it in her stride. 

They used to thoroughly enjoy this. You can imagine it was a wonderful way to get to know these 
people, and also to pave the way when you had some of the more difficult things to deal with, maybe 
on the Monday or the Tuesday. So it was a never-ending thing, whether it was taking Sir Halford 
Reddish to church or having Tanabe out, or the head of Mitsui, or Mitsubishi, or whoever it might 
be. 

I say to young politicians how much of this they've got to do when I hear them complaining about a 
little bit of extra pressure. I have to tell them very, very firmly that if that's worrying them now, God 
help us if they ever get the responsibility of a full ministry and they're trying to negotiate some of 

Royal Freshwater Bay Yacht Club. 
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these in-depth things that involve international implications, where you've got to be on top of your 
bureaucrats as well as on top of the people you're negotiating with. I fear for some of these people. I 
don't think they really understand, or their wives understand, what it's all about. My boys do because 
they've lived through it and they've seen the burden that is necessary. That's why Rita and I could 
never understand why Richard went into Parliament. He's seen so much of it over the years. 

RJ You've just used the expression 'the burden' that was necessary. Was it a burden to you? 

COURT Well it's not a burden if you've got a clear objective and you understand that this is one 
of the nice parts of it. It's not a chore. If on the other hand you say, "Oh shucks, we've got old So-
and-So from Japan here next weekend and we're going to have to have him out here on Saturday 
night, or going to have to take him to somewhere." If you look at it that way, it's a hell of a time. I've 
seen some ministers' wives and some ministers themselves just look bored as well as being bored. 
But if you believe in it, you're fired up in it, you realise that these people are a means to an end. 
They're going to be the people that are going to help you get the right decisions. Well then you don't 
get tired, you don't get bored. 

Dear old Watanabe when he got stranded here one weekend (it happened to be the Anzac Day 
weekend) 1 had to look after him as his English wasn't as good as his interpreter man, Nango. So I 
had to take an extra interest in him, and also he was very nervous, it being Anzac Day. It came right 
in the middle. 

RJ You have covered that, Sir Charles. 

COURT Yes. I think I told you at the time how impressed he was at spending, not an hour, but 
nearly two days with our boys. All I can say to young ministers coming on, whether they be leaders 
or just ministers, that if they really want to leave a mark in this sort of work, I don't care whether 
they're in agriculture, whether they're in health, whether in education, whether they're in resource 
development, or energy, it doesn't matter, they've got to accept it 100 per cent and get joy out of it, 
get satisfaction out of it. You get disappointments, but they're unimportant. 

RJ Sir Charles, what would be one of Lady Court's typical winter specials? 

COURT Oh she used to have a salmon dish. Oh gosh you test my memory a bit! She used to 
make this dish which was very much appreciated by the Japanese. I know salmon was the main basis 
of it. 

RJ Amornay sort of. ... ? 

COURT It was a momay sort of a thing, but it was a hot dish. That's the famous time when 
Shilna, the head of Sumitomo was out for Sunday evening meal and Rita went out to prepare the 
next course, I happened to come back into the room unexpectedly and Shiina said to his two 
assistants that he'd brought out with him: "You want to take full advantage of this," he said, "you'll 
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never again have a ministers wife do your cooking for you and a minister to wait on you." I just 
happened to stop in time while Shiina was giving this message to these two young fellows. I think 
they were duly impressed. 

END OF TAPE 75 SIDE  
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RJ Sir Charles, in speaking of negotiations you had with various firms to come to Western 
Australia, another one is C!aas, the German farm machinery company. 

COURT Well Claas machinery was in fairly general use throughout Australia. It wasn't anything 
like some of the other makes of machines, but it was fairly well-known throughout Australia and had 
a good reputation. They weren't actively seeking international trade to the extent that some people 
were. I'd been told by farmers that had used the equipment when we were canvassing for ideas to 
pursue that it might be worthwhile having a look at them. They were rather impressed with the 
quality of their production, although it was a bit lightweight for our normal type of farming. So 
whilst we were in England for the May 1960 visit with [Sir Lance] Brisbane, we decided that we'd 
take a punt on having a talk to them. So we wrote to them and duly set up appointments, apart from 
any others we had [on the continent] about chemicals and other things. 

We went and saw them. I know it was a weekend. We found it was a family concern; it wasn't a big 
public company. It might have been what we'd call a listed company, it might have been on the stock 
exchange, I'm not sure. But by our standards it was quite sizeable. We'd regard it as being a fairly big 
company. We were very well-informed by research on their products and we then set out to 
negotiate with the father and the son. We found them quite delightful people. The father seemed to 
be very attracted to the idea on the conditions that we offered him of land, a few other conditions. 
Not extravagant, but a few other conditions to make it attractive. We also were able to offer him a 
good reception from farmers because the farmers' organisations had discussed it with us and they 
would like to see this firm established if for no other reason than introducing some competition, give 
them alternatives. 

They were also very frank about the fact that they would probably have to have another look at some 
of their designs. European farming, of course, is quite different to Australian farming. Australian 
farmers expect machines that will dig out rocks and roots and so on, and keep on digging them out 
until they've been farming it for about 50 years, whereas most of your European and British farms 
have been farmed for hundreds and hundreds of years and you don't have to deal with these things, 
like rocks and roots and other things. So you can understand that you need different equipment. 

We were well-prepared and I think the old chap was very impressed with the preparation we did. He 
was rather attracted to the idea, bearing in mind it wasn't so long after the war when you boil it 
down: 1960. The war ended in '45. They were still thinking that maybe it wouldn't be a bad idea to 
be in another country for fear they had another war. The old chap, you can imagine, had been 
through two world wars, you see. We were doing pretty well and the son seemed to be enthusiastic. 
It was arranged that we would have a visit by the father and the son, but most probably by the son. 
The reasoning was good that if he was going to go out there to pursue the adventure he wanted to see 
what he was going to. So that was all worked out nicely and I was very impressed with the way they 
went about it. 

We were impressed with their plant. We were impressed with the obvious German efficiency about 
it and planning. 
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I was rather impressed that we'd made so much progress so quickly. I thought the best we could 
expect was a show of interest; the young chap would come and that would be that. Then it was up to 
us to get them committed. They'd be very reluctant, very conservative, and they were. They were 
obviously in a position where they didn't have a lot of financial problems. They weren't overgeared 
or anything like that. I reckon they'd be - well as a rough punt, they'd be good Lutherans and would 
be very conservative in their approach to their gearing of their enterprise and so on. In other words 
they had a lot to commend themselves. 

Well the old chap said, "Well you realise that this is a family thing. We'll have a meeting of the 
family and see whether we can be more firm about it. We'd like you to come and have a light meal 
with us tomorrow night," tomorrow night being Sunday. Well Lance and I were saying [rubs hands 
together]: "It looks as though we've done pretty well." Lance was saying, "I don't think I'd overplay 
my hand. I think you've done pretty well. You haven't over-sold the idea. You haven't been 
extravagant in promises and all that sort of thing. They're conservative people, you'll just have to let 
your case rest now. You've obviously got your message across to the old chap." A very intense 
interrogation by the old chap and by the son. I don't know whether they had any staff with them that 
night. I don't think they did in the intense negotiating periods. 

Anyhow when we went there for the evening meal it was all very pleasant, at their home, and that 
part of it was good. When that was out of the way we then got down to the business. Then I realised 
that the Germans don't get their toughness from their men. [laughs] I'd been warned about this, but I 
didn't take it seriously. But boy oh boy, dealing with mother was something that I'd never 
encountered before or since [laughs]. She just couldn't accept the fact that they were going to invest 
all this money, no matter how good the conditions were, 12 000 miles away, you see. Don't forget 
you didn't have the telephone services you've got today. You didn't have the satellites like you've got 
today. You didn't have FAX like you've got today. You didn't have the air services that you've got 
today. So it was a different world. We were still using 613's to go from London to Munich, and then 
to fly around Europe. Whilst we had jets on the long run from Australia, they were 707s, not 747s. 
Then going across to America were 707s, not 747s. So you realise you've got a long way to go. 

Anyhow she'd made up her mind that that was far too risky a business, and they'd stay with what 
they'd got. If they could sell things overseas from their German production, well that's the way to do 
it. Then if things didn't work out too well it was very quick to retreat and all you'd lost was a bit of 
stock and so on. I got a real lesson from her. She wasn't just being a member of the family 
acquiescing in the deal, she had very, very strong views. 

We came away that night both of us shaking our heads and saying, "Well we've learnt our lesson. 
We thought that we had this one sewn up." But that's where the decision was made and so that's why 
we never had Claas here. I don't think they've ever come to Australia, but they did impress me. I'm 
quite convinced had they come they would have been a great success, their very thoroughness, and 
they would have adapted to Australian markets. I could see that after ten, twenty years, this would 
become their big operation because we had a different type of farming. We're much more rugged 
with our equipment. We use up our equipment much more than they do because they've got land that 
is not so severe on the equipment and they don't have such big farms, you see. 
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RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held at the Alexander Library Building on 
16th September, 1992. It should be noted that it is five months since the previous interview session 
with Sir Charles. 

Sir Charles, at our last interview session you told me about Kamail Singh and the very pleasant 
experience he had at the Riverside Lodge. You mentioned that he came to negotiate over railway 
sleepers and you didn't actually tell me the story of those negotiations. What happened out of that? 

COURT Kamail Singh was originally an engineer in the Indian Railways, and subsequently 
became the Commissioner (or the equivalent thereof); in other words, next to the minister he was the 
railways' head and chief for all practical purposes. We were anxious to sell them railway sleepers. 
India had a very fine railway system which they inherited from the British, including some 
magnificent railway workshops. They could virtually build anything there. When the British left they 
left them a very fine system, but as happened to so many other things they [the Indians] didn't keep it 
up to that standard, and we needn't go into the details of that. But Karnail Singh was a person who 
was very much western-oriented and would have wanted to keep things up to the required standard. 

Their railways were getting into a state of disrepair and, of course, the basis of safe operation in any 
railway system is its permanent way, its railway tracks, sleepers, and the signal system and all of that 
sort of thing. Any true-blue railway man wants to keep that in good order because that's the safety of 
the whole system. You can get by with mediocre rolling stock as long as it's getting reasonable 
maintenance and so on, but if your permament way is in a bad state, well then your railway is going 
to be unsafe. 

They wanted to get a lot of sleepers - you're talking about two million sleepers. With a railway 
system as big as the Indian system, of course, that then puts things into its proper perspective. It 
sounds a lot of sleepers, but he was just as anxious as I was to get them acquired under what was 
then known as the Colombo Plan. 

I think I've told you before that Menzies and Casey were absolutely fanatical about it, that you 
mustn't tell the recipient countries what they could select. We actually had a crazy situation not so 
long ago in Australia where one country used its Colombo Plan money to buy Yugoslav tractors. 
Other countries have no inhibitions about it all, but the British have always been very circumspect 
about this, that you mustn't tell other countries what to do with what becomes their money, although 
you're giving them money. That changed, I might add. I put a lot of pressure on in my day to get 
them to allow us to say, "Here's your shopping list." Canada had no compunction about it and they 
presented them with a shopping list. In other words, "This is what you can get for your money. We're 
glad to give it to you," but they would always be things made in Canada. 

Well I wanted permission from the Australian Government to go over there and say, "Right, we'll 
give you your ten million pounds" (or whatever it was at the time) "in sleepers and you can use 
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them for your railway system," something that we knew was going to be for the benefit of India. I 
had been over there. Kamail Singh had been here. Bunnings were very active in the matter, they 
were very knowledgeable about the matter, both Charles and Tom Bunning, bearing in mind that 
they were one of the companies - not the only company, but they were one of the companies that 
were going to supply the sleepers. We cultivated Karnail Singh, so that's why he was over here to go 
through the forests, go through the timber mills and generally to bring himself up-to-date. He knew 
Australia and he was no stranger here, but just to bring himself right up-to-date and discuss things 
like quality, size and the things that go with sleepers. 

These are wooden sleepers - jarrah, and could be wandoo and blackbutt and that type of sleeper, 
because they have to be very careful. If the sleeper is not fundamentally good and sound when you 
buy it, it never will get any better, and they cost a lot of money to ship, so you might as well make 
sure that they're quality. It's like sending vegetables by air. It costs as much to send quality vegetables 
as it does to send bad vegetables and vice versa; so you want to send quality. That's why he was over 
here for a series of discussions with the timber millers and myself. 

I went to India to try and get the Minister for Railways on side. We knew we had Karnail anxious 
to buy these sleepers. He knew our sleepers, he trusted our sleepers, he trusted our saw-millers, and 
that was all fair and above board. He had to convince his minister. So when I went over there I saw 
not only the minister but some other officials, and when I left there I felt that we'd got them to agree 
to take sleepers as part of their Colombo Plan money. The Commonwealth were quite happy that we 
should supply the sleepers but the Indians had to ask for them. 

I came back feeling very, very successful and very buoyed up as a result of this very delicate 
negotiation. It was very, very tiring and frustrating negotiating this, but Kamail Singh helped me a 
lot. He showed me how to do it. We had a trade commissioner there by the name of Gullick, if I 
remember rightly G U L L I C K; a superb public servant, one of the top trade commissioners I met. 
He also did a lot of work on the protocol side because the then ambassador didn't seem to want to get 
involved in some of the social things that are very necessary if you want to get the name of Australia 
up front. 

It was Gullick that got me to set up a very intricate system of getting our wildflowers in ice to the 
President of India's trophy competition, which had always been won by the Dutch with their tulips, 
and they were very anxious that we find some way of bumping off the Dutch. So we worked the 
oracle with the cooperation of the ship's owners and Gullick set up a series of refrigerated trucks at 
Calcutta, and everybody cooperated, as they did in those days. The ice companies here thought it was 
great. I don't know if you remember when we used to have lots of exhibitions of wildflowers in ice 
and they were quite a thing, and had to be specially done. Not everybody could do it because it was 
no good having ice that wasn't clear, so that you could see the flowers through it, especially those 
brilliant colours of kangaroo paws. We set that up with the cooperation of the ice companies and the 
shipping companies, and I might add it didn't cost us any money. Everyone donated all this as a part 
of the spirit of the times. You know there was a passion for the State in those days and you'd go to 
somebody about this.... They got a bit of publicity out of it, of course. 
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Now Gullick had problems with the Indian government because they were very tough on road 
transport up there. They were very short of foreign currency and they didn't want to use imported 
fuel which they could avoid if they could use their trains. It was no good putting these on a train. 
You had to have a split-second timing so when they came off the ship they went into a refrigerated 
truck and with good timing they got to this annual flower exhibition, the key part of which, and the 
most important trophy, was the President's trophy. We made history. We took off the President's Cup 
that year and that got us unbelievable publicity. Being the champion rose in Australia, or the 
champion flower in Australia, wouldn't get you very far; you certainly wouldn't be on the front page, 
but winning this trophy, especially as we'd bumped off the Dutch with their tulips with this quite 
unique display, gave us the front page. 

The interesting thing about that was, of course, you had to have a series of backup exhibits especially 
in that climate and with very little air-conditioning in those days. You could only get one day out of 
each block of exhibits, and so you had to have enough backup exhibits to replace them every day to 
cover the full week, or whatever it was, of the President's trophy competition. But Gullick was that 
sort of man and he was able to signal back and say we took off the prize. 

[A certain amount of plumbing was required to drain off the water from the melting ice so the public 
did not see it.] 

However, between Gullick and myself we really worked hard on this [the railway sleepers], and I 
went back to Australia with a commitment from the minister to say that Cabinet was meeting and he 
was going to recommend that they ask for the sleepers because Karnail Singh wanted the sleepers. 

Well, by the time I got back to Australia other forces got to work. You realise when you get involved 
in these things as I did, that the idea of commercial morality and goverment reality in India was 
quite different to what we're used to. Things that we would be horrified at they would take as 
commonplace. Somebody from Australia had got under our guard and you'll find that that particular 
year they took a lot of their Colombo Plan money in powdered milk. Now you don't have to have a 
PhD to realise that there's no blackmarket in railway sleepers. If they're not used for railway sleepers 
when they get unloaded from a ship, they'd be used for firewood. They're very easy to control right to 
the railway point of use and so on. But with powdered milk it's a perfect product for blackmarketing 
or selling in less than official ways, and that sort of thing. So I learnt a lot from that little exercise. 
That wasn't Kamail Singh's fault because he'd done his job and done it well. 

India finished up buying sleepers with their hard currency subsequently. I don't think they ever 
bought as many as they would have under the Colombo PLan because they'd have got them for free. 
They'd probably have had enough sleepers under that Colombo Plan to completely restore the bulk 
of their system. At least they would have been able to take care of the worst parts of it that needed 
replacement. 

I learnt my lesson then, and poor old Gullick, I felt sorry for him because he'd worked hard, but he 
was quite philosophical about it. He said, "That's India." At that time. Don't get me wrong, it could 
be different today, but at that time he explained that there were people who would find that a seven 
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pound bag of powdered milk, or a fourteen pound bag of powdered milk, or a hundredweight of 
powdered milk would be quite big money [on the black market], and in fact some of the public 
servants I understand, were so poorly paid that that was part of their income. 

However they tell me things have changed quite markedly since then and I hope they have, but that's 
how we came to help them the first time. The other time I think I've told you about, when we tried to 
help them to supply, from their railway workshop, some rolling stock for our iron ore industry in 
Pilbara. 

RJ No, you haven't told me that. 

COURT That was quite a sad experience because we were asked by Canberra to see if we could 
do something to help the Indians. At that time they were struggling and they were looking for 
assistance and they always felt that they weren't getting their share of sympathy around the world. 

Incidentally Canberra, through the Foreign Affairs, and it was the time when Paul Hasluck was the 
minister, they were rather critical of us wanting to develop our iron ore industry in such an efficient 
way because we were going to disadvantage India which was still using the most primitive means 
you can possibly imagine; still loading ships with wheelbarrows. Pushing wheelbarrows up planks 
and tipping it over the side of an iron ore carrier which would probably be a ten thousand ton ship. 
You can imagine what Brazil and us would do to them. They [India] didn't want anyone to 
modernise their iron ore export system. I went and had a look at what they were doing, and when I 
told them what we were doing they said, "Oh well, it wouldn't suit us because you probably load a 
ship with about ten or twelve men." I didn't tell them we didn't even use that many! I didn't tell them 
we loaded them up to seven/eight/nine thousand tons an hour. We had to, to be competitive with 
Brazil and other places, but particularly Brazil. They said, "We don't want it. What are we going to 
do with all these people wheeling those wheelbarrows up?" 

They had a train system [to bring the ore to the ship] that was pathetic; it really was pathetic. But 
again they said, "What are we going to do with the people that we need to manually handle all this 
stuff?" I could see their point of view but they were very shortsighted. That has changed now 
because India is able to supply on a reasonable basis, not as efficient as ourselves, or Brazil, or South 
Africa, but at least they have changed very considerably. 

However, coming back to Mr Gullick and the sleepers and Karnail Singh, that's the general story of 
it, how I got involved with him. I kept in touch with him because he was a man I liked. He had an 
extraordinary family. He had a brother who was an elected member of parliament in America. He 
had a daughter who married an Indonesian, and I forget what the other member of the family did, but 
he always used to say that they were the most international family in the world, and he was quite 
happy about it. He seemed to think it was a great thing. 

I think I did tell you that when he used to come to our home he used to have our boys absolutely 
enthralled - this man, this very handsome big Sikh with his turban. They used to listen to him 
enthralled, and he always had a moral message to get across to them. I think I told you about the 
story about his mother and it was one of the many stories he told the boys that they never forgot. 
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Just to bring you up to date on it, he said his mother lived in a far part of India away from where he 
worked and his brother was in fairly close contact and would let him know that his mother was not 
too well. He'd drop everything and go and see her because he loved her dearly, and then everytime he 
went she recovered and it was a false alarm. So after a while he didn't take it quite as seriously as he 
used to and he went sometimes and he didn't go others. The one time when he decided not to go, you 
know he'd been so many times before on a false alarm and he was very busy, heavily committed with 
his railway commission work, he didn't go and that was the time she died. He never forgave himself. 
Just because he'd had a few false alarms he'd signed off. I used to sit at the end of the table listening 
to him talk to the boys and they were quite enthralled; a man like that they'd take a lot of notice of 
him. He always had a little moral story when he talked to them. 

Anyhow I think I've dealt enough with Kamail Singh. He's the man that used to tell the story that 
there was no place in the world where he got the service that he did in Australia. 

Ri Sir Charles, when India did buy railway sleepers, where did they buy them from? 

COURT Oh they did buy some from us. 

RJ Some from us, yes. 

COURT I don't know where they got ALL of their sleepers, but my guess is they wouldn't have 
bought them all from us, but they did eventually have to buy them because of the sheer safety factor 
in their railways. But when they did buy them, they had to buy them on a commercial basis for which 
they would have to use hard-earned currency that they could ill afford. 

END OF TAPE 75 SIDE B 
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RJ Sir Charles, we don't have the story of the rolling stock and the negotiations. Could 
we have that, please? 

COURT We were getting along very satisfactorily with our iron ore developments. We had 
projects in operation and we had projects building, and we had increasing demands for equipment 
and rolling stock. I received a message from Canberra to see if we could do anything to try and help 
the Indians. It was a reasonable request and a good one, the fact that our people were so concerned to 
try and demonstrate practical help; not handouts, but practical help. So I got in touch with the iron 
ore companies and said, "Look, our engineering workshops are under excessive pressure and when 
they get excessive pressure, of course, you always get industrial problems, and we've got all this 
rolling stock coming up. They have got the capacity over there [in India] to build rolling stock [in 
India]. Wouldn't it be a good idea if we gave them the opportunity to tender?" The companies 
agreed. I forget which one it was; it could have been Newman, it could have been Hamersley, it 
could have been any of them. They said, "Yes, that's fair enough if that's what you wish," and also, 
don't forget, they were wanting to get the pressure off the engineering shops. 

So they called a group of tenders at that time and naturally they had to throw them open to the world 
because we had to keep our own tenderers honest. I think I've told you about this before about where 
the unions and the engineering shops wanted us to direct work to WA companies, and I said, "Not on 
your life. We don't want cost plus. You've got to have the right to compete but you're not going to 
have a predetermined right to get the contracts regardless." 

RJ We have covered that. 

COURT Yes, we've covered all that. So at that time in accordance with our practice the iron 
ore companies called tenders. The Germans tendered I know, the Japanese tendered, the Australians 
tendered, and there were a number of conditions in it. One was, of course, the normal condition that 
the buyer would have their inspectors there watching the construction. That was quite normal with a 
big plant order or a big equipment order of any sort. They have people there and it saves a lot of 
argument down the track, especially if there's any modifications of design or something like that. In 
the course of construction you can determine the extra cost or different cost as the case may be. That 
was one condition. The other one was delivery within a prescribed time. I think the maximum time 
for delivery was nine months but I'm not sure of that, but it's something like that. It had to be 
competitive and the buyer who was paying the money (in this case the iron ore company) would 
determine the successful bidder: the quality of work, workshop capacity to deliver and all that sort of 
thing; quite normal. 

Well, I arranged with the then Indian Ambassador that he could send somebody over here and the 
company would give them preferred treatment, not in the final tender, but preferred treatment in 
helping them to tender, if you can follow what I mean, because that was important that they knew the 
conditions of tender. They weren't used to doing competitive work for private enterprise out of these 
workshops. Well, then I found out that the workshops weren't anything like the quality and the 
efficiency that was there when the British ran them, and they weren't operating to be competitive. So 
that had to be overcome. 
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Then the tenders started to materialise because there's a lot of discussion goes on. If you're wanting 
to bid for a big contract (and this was a big contract) you've got to be tick-tacking all the time to 
clarify specifications and a number of technical matters. Often a tenderer will know something about 
the rolling stock in this case, where he could show the buyer that there's a weakness, an inherent 
weakness in his design, whereas that can easily be corrected. So this tick-tacking is going on. The 
Indians weren't very good at that and they weren't very willing to do that sort of thing, partly because 
they hadn't got the experience, but the companies were superb. They really put people on in response 
to our request and the federal government's request to do it. 

Then they [the Indians] kept coming back to me through the ambassador. First of all they objected to 
inspection during construction. "That's an insult to us. We will produce up to specification and the 
quality will be there." We said, "The Germans accept inspection, the Japanese accept inspection, our 
people accept inspection. It's in their own interest because when the stuff is delivered it's very hard 
for the buyer to dispute their own inspectors." They regarded that as an insult. 

Then they objected to the nine months' provision for delivery with penalties for non-delivery, and 
they said, "We can't accept this." I was pretty worried about it. We were trying to do the right thing 
and we had all these objections and we couldn't ask the companies to make these exceptions. Now 
they eventually tendered and their price was so high that it was out of court anyhow, bearing in mind 
that they were in an ideal place to transport the rolling stock from Calcutta to Port Hedland and using 
Indian ships they should have had a very low freight, but they were miles above everybody, and they 
wouldn't accept the time factor. Then their embassy complained that they were being differentiated 
against, in other words we were prejudiced against the Indians, which was just the reverse, so I made 
facilities available in the Department of Industrial Development for them to send men there and set 
up there, and the companies agreed to show them the details of the tenders, so that they could know 
what to do next time. Well, instead of them being grateful for it, they were very, very unpleasant 
about it all. 

Sometime after that Mr J R D Tata, who is the head of the Tata family (T A T A) (they are the great 
industrial family of India, have been for generations) the head of the family at that time, who died 
recently and who I kept in touch with over the years, he happened to come to Australia. He was a 
great Rotarian and he talked to me about this tender, and I gave him the files. I gave him the whole 
story because I wanted him to go back to India and tell the government that we had acted honourably 
and we'd acted more than fairly; generously in fact. I said, "In return for all of this all we've got is 
quite frankly, rudeness." 

So he gave a lecture to the Bombay Chamber of Commerce' which he had printed and circulated 
around India and to us, of course. It was quite a paper. I think the heading.... I'm not sure of this but it 
was to this effect: "Rudeness for the man that tried to help," and he had all the facts right. He sent a 
copy to the embassy too, because he was so angry that somebody had tried hard to help them and 
they'd been rebuffed. It was significant to him too, because don't forget this was a government 

It may have been the Bombay Rotary Club (CC). 
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workshop trying to tender in a highly competitive position. At that time the Indian Government was 
giving him and his enterprises a bad time because it was a hardline socialist type of government, and 
his empire was greatly reduced at that time because it became difficult to operate. He was a very 
community-minded man. He became chairman of Air India as a public duty. Not as a remunerated 
thing, but as a public duty, and built it up into a fine airline in his day. It was one of the very good 
airlines of the world and J R D Tata with his background was the man to do it. But he was appalled 
at the way we'd been treated and he was very grateful for what we did to try and help them. 

Things have changed in India. You must realise that people like Tata and [other private enterprises] 
would be much more welcome in the whole administration of India today as would the private 
enterprise system and so on, because in the last few years that's changed markedly and you're not 
looking at the same India as I'm talking about. 

RJ There was another small comment last time when you were talking about Fay at the 
Sheraton Hotel, and you said that she learnt that you needed a glass of warm water before making a 
speech and not cold water. Why? 

COURT Well because cold water plays havoc with my throat, and speaking as much as I do 
(too much some people would say) you become very sensitive to it, but warm water gives me 
tremendous relief. So when she woke up to the fact that I needed warm water she would watch the 
programme, and when she could see that I was about to be called on, she would put this glass of 
VERY hot water there, so that it could cool off enough for me to use it, and it relaxes your throat. Icy 
water does the reverse. 

There was one humorous experience there where she put this very hot glass of water there and the 
chairman of this particular dinner meeting was very, very nervous. I remember the poor chap, he was 
very nervous, and he grabbed this glass of water there and, of course, expecting it to be ordinary cold 
water that you'd get on the dinner table - he couldn't see the steam coming out of it apparently - but 
he grabbed this and he got one mouthful of it and the poor man let out the most mighty scream 
because he just couldn't believe what had happened. I had to explain to him, "That was just Fay 
doing her duty." [laughs] She put it there nice and hot, knowing that by the time I was introduced 
that would have been down to the right temperature and I'd have a last minute drink of it before I 
went up to make my splurge. 

That was only one of the many things. She still does work at the Sheraton. She was waiting on our 
table a few weeks ago. 

RJ You also have a story to tell about Sir Russell Dumas who you've spoken of on 
several occasions: "Dumas' folly". 

COURT Oh, when he was engineer in the Public Works' Department, I don't know whether it 
was at the stage when he was Director of Engineering or when he was one of the senior engineers, 
but he was given the job of erecting a tower (call it what you like; an edifice would be the best way 
to describe it) the design of which he was rather proud of. It's in East Perth somewhere. I don't know 
if it's still there but you could see it for years and years and years. This was for the effluent from part 
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of the sewerage system, I presume, of those days, for it to be sent up what must have been a chimney 
inside it, and then be dispersed in the air, and hopefully it would not cause any embarrassment to the 
local people. 

Well, it was an absolute disaster. When it was turned on this great solution proved to be an absolute 
disaster for the people around. So Dumas did his homework and found that if you went up higher.... 
you see the plume that comes out of the top (I think they call it the plume that comes out of the top) 
got dispersed wider and therefore its concentration would be much, much less - and that was the 
answer. All his textbook study of this sort of thing led him to believe this was the solution so he told 
his minister he had the answer, which he promptly was given authority to implement. What he did 
find out of that was that all he did was to annoy more people! It might have been less concentrated 
around the point of discharge and over the whole lot, but it was still more than the public would 
bear, and so that edifice remained there for.... I remember the last time Dumas talked to me and we 
were talking about this thing, about "Dumas' folly", he still used to laugh about it. He had a great 
habit of talking about his failures as well as his successes, you see. He was always very - I don't 
know what the word is really, but he was always very humorous about it as being a 'disaster', and 
hence it was called by his colleagues as "Dumas' folly", you see. That's the story of that. 

I don't know whether that edifice is still there but it was not far from Perth Oval, so it might still be 
there. It was a very well-built edifice. It was quite a thing actually, especially when they made it 
bigger. [laughs] The moral in the story he used to say was, "Don't rely on the textbooks and technical 
advice because it's the practical application that works, and if the public won't accept it, well that's 
that." So his minister overcame that by not letting it work. It's a bit dangerous when you don't know 
all the facts, but I have an idea that after the second attempt it was never allowed to operate. What 
they did to overcome it I don't know. Don't forget things were fairly crude in some of those early 
days when Burswood Island was used as a sewerage farm, or the equivalent thereof. The trots, which 
are just over the river from it, sometimes on a hot night it would be so bad they'd almost have to 
cancel the trots from nine o'clock onwards; it was terrible, but we've improved a bit since then!' 

RI Sir Charles, we have spoken from time to time about the selling off.... 

COURT I'm sorry I said sewerage farm. I should have said sewerage treatment works because 
sewerage farm is what they had in Victoria - very big farms that they actually used as farms using the 
effluent [treated sewage] there, but this was a sewerage treatment plant on Burswood Island. 

RJ Good. We have talked from time to time about selling off of state enterprises and 
there's an article in the West in July '59, quoting David Brand as he was then, as saying in Parliament 

1 Sir Charles added further information about "Dumas folly, see attached pp.  2344-2345 (Ri). 
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that should the government get a satisfactory offer for the State Shipping Service, it would consider 
selling it.' What was your attitude as minister? 

COURT Well, I would have been agreeable to that provided we were able to supply a service 
that was suitable for the North. I think you said 1959. 

RJ Yes, I did. 

COURT You have to realise at that stage we had a fairly limited air service, still petrol driven 
planes, still propellor driven planes, you know you were still doing.... and a DC3 was a very 
advanced plane by North West standards; a real workhorse (a wonderful plane but you couldn't have 
pressurisation or anything of that kind with them) and the roads were bad. We were just starting on 
the program to get the road system right. Therefore the shipping service had a very special character. 
It was run at an unbearable loss. It was also a public service in a way because people going north in 
those days were still using the service. We had passenger/freight ships, a combination of passengers 
and freight. The freight side wasn't so bad; the passenger side was a disaster because when you're 
servicing people under the awards that you have in Australia, it was a very, very expensive business. 
In fact it was very hard to justify it, except as a public service to the few people that lived in the 
North at that time. 

It was very convenient for the public service because while they were travelling from, say, Fremantle 
to Derby, or Fremantle to Wyndham, or Fremantle to Port Hedland, that didn't count as part of their 
annual leave. So if you had your annual leave to come south you got the complete leave from when 
you got to Fremantle to when you left, so the week (well the three or four or five days as the case 
may be) to get down and then to get back, wasn't part of your holiday leave time, but it was a very 
pleasant way of travelling. Some of those stateships were quite pleasant. They weren't five star but 
they were very comfortable, very pleasant. It was before the days of air-conditioning on ships, of 
course, and these ships had to be built so that when they went into Derby they could sit on the 
bottom, when they went into Broome they could sit on the bottom. So for ever and a day they were 
carrying lots and lots of metal around with them that was built in to strengthen them so they could sit 
on the bottom in ports like Broome and Derby. [This produced a problem when ships were air-
conditioned. With the tide out there was no water to circulate through the system.] 

So it was a pretty grim outlook for a few people, but on the other hand if you wanted to keep the 
North open, you had to provide a service like that. At that time it was inescapable. 

So my only reservation about it as the Minister for the North West was to make sure that we had 
somebody operating it who would accept the social requirements as well as the physical 
requirements. The clever thing at that time would have been to get rid of all the passengers, but even 
that was premature because you didn't have a good enough air service, you didn't have a good 
enough road service to cope with that. So I had to be very emphatic in Cabinet that yes, by all means 
lets sell all the state enterprises because I was the fellow entrusted to do it, but we've GOT to have 

West, 3 July 1959,  p. 2. 
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replacements that will give an equivalent service or better, and ensure that the people are going to 
have the basic facilities; not lavish, but the basic facilities. 

So we persevered with the State ships for a long time. When the economic breakthrough occurred 
we ran into a problem because the State ships were not equipped for this - either the purely freight 
ships like the Dorrigo and ships like that, or the passenger-cum-freight ships like Kangaroo; one of 
the later ones we brought in which was a lovely little ship for passengers and for freight. They 
weren't ever intended to carry the sort of stuff that the iron ore industry needed, for instance, when 
you're getting great big lumps of equipment and supplies you want a service that operated when you 
wanted it, not when the State Shipping Service timetable operated. Also the State Shipping Service 
had a timetable that they could spend so much time in Gascoyne (that's in Carnarvon) then in Port 
Hedland, Samson - very primitive conditions. Then they got to Broome, Derby, Yampi and then to 
Wyndham, then they used to go on around to Darwin; they were equipped to handle certain things, 
the stores like groceries and the like, beer and station requirements. The clever thing to do, of 
course, was always put the beer at the bottom, then you could get the ship unloaded quicker, 
especially in Darwin. If you didn't have the beer at the bottom you'd never get a ship unloaded in 
Darwin. But you learnt all these tricks. 

So the type of ship we had, the type of transport we had, was quite different to what the iron ore 
companies needed, and so a lot of their stuff had to come in direct, either from the Eastern States or 
from overseas, and as the roads got better, naturally they learnt to transport more and more of their 
equipment on the roads. Today you'll see a whole locomotive coming down for a complete overhaul 
in Perth from the Pilbara. Coming down the road they have to take special precautions, of course, 
and so the roads and the bridges have had to be built for this. This was all part of our programme; 
some of the thousand and one things that go on all the time. The public don't know what you get 
involved in; what ministers, if they're doing their job, have to get involved in because you're talking 
to the companies all the time. They want bigger trucks up there today than they had when we started. 
Seventy ton trucks (ore trucks) in those days for haulage from the mine face to the plant was 
considered big. Today they're over 200 tons and they're real giants, and all of these things are going 
up. Well it [this heavy equipment] has to be maintained. You can do some of it up there but some 
you have to bring back to more sophisticated facilities. So the road gradually took over. The air got 
better. You got into jets. You got into turbos first and then into jets. 

The State Shipping Service still operates there and the present government has extended it to operate 
overseas as well, but they're still battling to make it even pay its keep. The big question now is 
whether the North needs it like they needed it before. All the produce coming out of Kununurra 
today, all the horticultural stuff, the melons and other high quality stuff that's coming out of there, 
whether it's going to Sydney, Melbourne or whether it's coming down to Perth, it's all done by 
backloading trucks (very modern trucks) and they wouldn't dream of sending that down by ship. It 
would take too long and be too expensive to load it anyway if you saw how they operated in 
Wyndham. So I think that's the history of the State ships. 

I had to be responsible for the North West and I had to be conscious of my responsibilities to the 
people of the North as the population grew. We had efficient trucks that could operate, these very big 
refrigerated trucks, for instance, that go up for Coles Stores in some of these places, for Wesfarmers 
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in others, a transport system operated by people like Gascoyne Traders and so on. The State ships 
would have no chance of competing with that sort of thing either for speed or for quality of service. 

Ri But at the stage where you said if you got a good enough price you'd consider it, were 
there ever any serious negotiations with anybody? 

COURT Not really, not really. When David Brand made that comment he would be conscious 
of the fact that we said that where we could get private enterprise to do it as part of our policy we'd 
do it, and it was quite a proper statement for him to make. I remember at the time it upset a few 
people. The people of Derby and Broome in particular got pretty toey about it because they'd been 
used to having their lovely State Shipping Service with their passenger/freight vessels, of which we 
had a few, and we had others that were just purely freight. They would have seen a threat to their 
way of life, and their traditional way of coming down for Christmas when the wool barons and the 
beef barons used to take over Perth. Things change. 

Ri Did you ever aggressively promote the sale? Did you go looking for a customer? 

COURT In talking to people like Blue Funnel that had experience on our coast from Penang, 
Singapore, Jakarta, Fremantle, yes. I asked them whether they could give us a proposition. People 
forget that for many years these private enterprise services operated and used to go from Penang to 
Singapore down to Java and then actually used to go into Derby and Broome, and those ships were 
not only passenger ships but they also used to carry livestock. So they would take sheep, goats and 
horses - not so much cattle - but sheep, goats and horses back to those markets, as well as other 
produce. For instance, at that time, using those Blue Funnel-type ships which were usually a 
combination of passengers and freight bigger than our State Shipping Service, but the same 
principle; ships like Centaur - that's the old Centaur not the new one, not the postwar one - we were 
the main, if not the only supplier of flour, to Java. It was a very big part of our export business and it 
was all carried on those ships. They were the only people that I thought would ever have a chance of 
understanding our coast and being prepared to look at it and have ships that would sit on the bottom. 

END OF TAPE 76 SIDE A 
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RJ But none were interested obviously. 

COURT They weren't interested. I managed to get the Blue Funnel to build a second Centaur 
which replaced two ships (smaller ships) the names of which escape me ]  and which did a great job 
during the War. They were used as troop carriers and all sorts of things. But when Ronnie Swayne 
(later Sir Ronald Swayne) was here at one time, I asked him what we were going to do when they 
got these two smaller ships off the run. I was very worried about them. They were very popular ships 
as you can imagine: some passenger, some freight, some livestock. They were very popular with 
people who wanted to travel from here to Java, to Singapore and Penang. [They were also popular 
for children coming to school in Perth.] At the time he said, "I don't think there's a chance in hell. I 
mean things have changed." He told me then - he was a brilliant man - he said, "Look, you'll get to a 
stage when everything will be containerised. You've no idea what's going to come in the future, and 
we'll start to make money out of shipping when we get things containerised. It will be quicker, it will 
be more efficient, it will be more secure, you won't get the same amount of pilfering," and all of this 
sort of thing. This was long before they'd started to become big business like they are today, and 
dominating the shipping world. I said, "Well you know we feel pretty strongly about it because we've 
got this inbuilt link between Penang, Singapore, Java and Perth. For generations their children have 
come to schools down here and they felt they could put them on a ship and they'd be safe and there'd 
be people there to look after them until they got down, the same thing going back" (it was before the 
days of jet travel, of course) "and we'd like to feel that this connection that we've got that gives us an 
advantage with meat and all that sort of stuff over the Eastern States and New Zealand, we'd like this 
kept going." He said, "I'll think about it," and I knew he wasn't, at the time, very excited about it. 

But when I went to England the next time I saw him again and we had dinner in a restaurant, his 
favourite little restaurant (I forget the name of it but he seemed to know all these places around town; 
it was in London) and we got on to the subject again. He said, "Well, I've been giving it a lot of 
thought." He said, "Instead of having two ships because these have finished their life and they've 
been through a war, and they're uneconomic, they're too small," he said, "I think we could probably 
have one ship that would do the work of two, and do it better. It would be faster, it would be bigger, 
it would be more comfortable." Sitting at the table, on the back of the menu he drew the ship of his 
dreams for this particular service. That was the second Centaur, a very popular ship that came in. 

It operated between Singapore and Fremantle for many years and became a very well-known ship; 
no longer operating. It eventually became uneconomic in itself and they had to take it off because 
you've got containerisation, you've got vegetables (high quality vegetables) and fruit and chilled meat 
as distinct from frozen meat, and you've got seafood (some of it live in the case of crustaceans) being 
flown in. There's fish that comes from Carnarvon with a little operator up there that's been very, very 
efficient. They have a system by arrangement with the better class restaurants in Tokyo, where from 
the moment it's taken out of the sea until it's put through their plant in Carnarvon and brought down 
here in special-type trucks, packed in a special way, and off it goes using Cathay, Singapore Airlines, 

1 Sir Charles checked on the names of the ships and gathered other information, see attached pp.  2346-2347 (Ri). 
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Qantas, British Airways, I think. But every day one of those planes takes some of this chilled, not 
frozen, fish from Carnarvon via Perth, up to Tokyo. It's a great credit to the people concerned. Every 
day the people who get that fish in Tokyo report back to Carnarvon the quality in which it arrived, 
bearing in mind it's not frozen, you see, it's a special pack, a special degree of chilling as distinct 
from freezing, so that fish is, in season, as it comes out of the sea, is marketed like that. 

Well this [containerised ships, modem air travel] is making inroads into ships like the old Centaur 
because they couldn't compete with this sort of thing, and that's life. If you want freight taken, well 
you'll get freight ships that will do it; you'll get container ships that can divert and take in these ports 
if it's worthwhile, so you're looking at a completely different ball game. But I always remember that 
memorable night in London when Ronnie Swayne sketched the second Centaur, and told me the size 
it would be, the speed it would have. It was so much faster than the old ships, and its carrying 
capacity was so much greater that it could do more than the other two ships put together - do it better 
and more efficiently and bearing in mind it was a brand new ship. 

A further interview with Sir Charles Court, held in the Alexander Library Building on 20 September, 
1992. 

Ri Sir Charles, we were talking last time about your investigations of selling off the 
State Shipping Service which came to nothing, but during your period as Minister, you set up a West 
Australian Consultative Shipping Commission; why did you see that as necessary? 

COURT We were trying to make sure that the State ships were being run as well as they 
could. In any government enterprise you do have a problem of getting management as tight as you 
can in private enterprise for a number of reasons. One of the exceptions to this would have been the 
Robb's Jetty meatworks at one stage. 

RJ Which we have covered. 

COURT Yes, we have covered. The man, I think I mentioned, that man running it (who's still 
alive) he used to run that as though it was his own; it was a private enterprise thing. In fact I think he 
taught the Treasury a thing or two. But he would be the exception in all my experience. Plenty of 
them had the desire to run it efficiently but they weren't allowed to do it. I'm not saying the 
government wouldn't allow them, but the forces at work in the trade union movement and within the 
civil service are such that they have their own peculiar system of "coping" with these things. 

So I thought if we set up a body such as I eventually formed, we might have a chance of getting to 
know the real inside workings of the State ships and see if there were any ways we could devise to 
reorganise it; maybe concentrate on certain types of freight and certain places. Even then I 
contemplated we might be able to extend the service say to New Guinea or something like that, that 
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was close, and complement the tonnages and get better value out of the ships. I felt we could set up a 
body which would give us a more detached view. 

I arranged for General Garrett, who by then had retired, to be the first chairman, as I felt that he had 
that sort of mind (having seen him in action) that wouldn't be influenced by people that had an 
emotive involvement with the North West and the Kimberley and the State Shipping Service; 
bearing in mind that for generations that had been part of their life, going up to a new posting as a 
civil servant for instance, in Derby, Broome, Samson, Wyndham, or coming back on leave, because 
the shipping time didn't count as part of your leave. All of these things had become institutionalised. 
So I felt that he would be a good man and he had that integrity of a serviceman; a professional 
serviceman. They have a certain integrity about them. They've got to see that two plus two equals 
four, and one equals five. We needed that and no-one would fool him. 

It didn't work out as I hoped because you had conflicting forces all the time at work. There's no 
doubt about it if you did a straightout exercise on dollars and cents (or pounds, shillings and pence as 
it was) you would get rid of the service. If you just looked at it ruthlessly as an enterprise you could 
rack your brains, you could do all sorts of things, but you couldn't come up with a bottom line that 
was acceptable. 

There were two reasons for that. One was the basic nature of the area. It was such a small population 
and basically an efficient infrastructure, and at the same time an entrenched union system that was 
quite diabolical. If you look at the manning of those ships compared with say, overseas manned 
ships, you'd have to realise that they were just ridiculous; but you try and touch one person on that 
and you've got a real crisis on your hands. 

Maybe we could have attacked that more vigorously but we had other things on our hands. We were 
basically committed to getting the State off the ground, to make it a contributing rather than a 
mendicant state, and the things like iron ore projects were so big that the State Shipping Service 
could only handle a very limited part of their requirements. At the same time we were spending a 
fortune in upgrading the roads. So all the forces that we were undertaking were working against us 
rather than for us. 

Some people would have thought that with all this great development going on in Pilbara for 
instance, that we were creating a demand for the shipping services that we'd have to get bigger ships 
and better ships and get into a commercial operation where you'd have the economies of scale. It 
didn't work out like that because when these big projects were undertaken they had to have the stuff 
when they wanted it, not when the State Shipping Service thought they could get it there and they 
couldn't tolerate the threat of strikes and that sort of thing. So a lot of their stuff was coming in by 
direct shipping where it came from overseas. 

There was the famous case of the Beasley-built houses at Paraburdoo, where all the building 
materials came from New Zealand. Well that could come by trampers straight into Pilbara and at 
such a low freight that Beasley's won the contract by the difference in freight. It was so much less to 
bring the stuff - bricks and timber - (crazy I know) from New Zealand, all the way around to Pilbara, 
than it was to bring it from Fremantle up to Pilbara on State ships, plus the fact it wouldn't have got 
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there on time. With that many bricks and that much timber and metal and so on to be brought up, it 
would have overloaded the system. 

So it was inevitable that the State ships would have to eventually either be a political decision to get 
rid of them, or a political decision to operate them as best they could to minimise the loss. 

Today they operate them on a different system altogether. They've got different type ships. The first 
of those ships was brought in while I was still around, in the hope that you can have a versatile ship 
that could do a bit of drive-on/drive-off, as well as containers and that type of thing. If I recall 
correctly the first one came from Denmark. We had it under lease and I think Rita went over to 
Denmark to christen it, and that was to be a new order, a new era of shipping, trying to cope with a 
very strange set-up, when you look at those ports all the way up there, and at the same time hopefully 
make some inroad into the union side of it. 

We had quite a bit of trouble with some people in the unions but in the main they realised that at 
least we were going to keep a system running and they were wise to cooperate with it. Even then I 
remember when the first ship came in I went down and I was met by a fairly hostile deputation (if 
you can call it as such; it was more of a protest than a deputation) and I had to be quite frank with 
them talking to them on the wharf there. I said, "If you don't like what we've done, we've got a very 
easy decision to make. We get rid of the lot! That will be the easy decision from my point of view, 
but I don't think it's the right one, so you'd better get used to it. This is what we're going to do, and 
we're going to have more of this. But this is an experiment to see how this rather versatile type of 
ship will work. They're also bigger than the ones we originally had." 

But when you look back at some of those ships under the methods they operated, there was no way 
anyone could have made them break even and charge freights that the people in the North could 
absorb; to that extent the service was a subsidised service entirely directed at people living in remote 
areas. 

However, the service is still operating but for how long I don't know, and with what success I don't 
know. 

Ri You said that there were the two options: to try to make it run in as viable a way as 
possible, or to get rid of if. In your period did you contemplate closing it altogether? 

COURT If Treasury had had its way we would have shut it down because they could see there 
was no way we were going to break even bearing in mind the conflicting forces of roads. Here am I 
demanding more and more money from State and federal finances to build better roads, wherever 
possible all-weather roads, and at the same time trying to make a shipping service pay, running 
parallel. Well there's no comparison in the type of service and when you got bigger and the towns 
got bigger, and you had stores like Coles and Woolworths operating top class stores that had to have 
refrigerated cargoes coming in spot-on for time, to give fresh vegetables and fruit and a host of 
things that are necessary, well then you're building in a very efficient form of transport which was 
making it more and more difficult for the ships to compete, because previously a lot of that stuff 
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would have gone up by State ships. They weren't all that good at handling the more perishable type 
of things because they're too slow [and not adequately equipped]. 

There has been a service operating since then, of course, as you're probably aware (that's since my 
day) where some of the heavy trucks go up by ship on a specially programmed arrangement and I 
gather with a special arrangement with the unions, so that they can compete. Instead of having to 
flog these huge trucks up those roads for hundreds and hundreds of miles, they can do part of the leg 
by sea and then go on and spread out into the North where they have to go. I'm not sure of how that's 
operating and to what extent, but the last report I heard was that it was managing to operate 
successfully. 

There's also been talk since then of bringing in a combination of passengers-cum-trucks-cum-
vehicles, so that people can do part of that trip up as far as Pilbara and then they go on their way by 
road, either as transport trucks or ordinary tourist vehicles. That I don't know. We did have a look at 
it. We couldn't, under the THEN union arrangements, work out anything that had a chance of being 
successful. 

I have to say that the Treasury was always for shutting down the service, but don't forget they don't 
run the government. They don't have to be elected. They have a right to state their piece. They're 
specialists, they're professionals. They were very good. We had a remarkably good Treasury in the 
whole of my time as a minister and then as a Premier, and so you had to take note of their work 
because they were always under pressure to try and balance our budget. They were under pressure 
from the Commonwealth government which felt that if we operated unnecessarily an unprofitable 
service that they were expected to come to the party and take it into account when they were making 
the annual allocations. But I had to be very calculating, I think would be the right word, about the 
thing, because when you're in a government you have a responsibility to people in remote areas. 

Now there's a lot of criticism about the amount of subsidy, for instance, that is carried by the SEC at 
the expense of the other consumers for power supplied to remote areas. Now I was Premier at the 
time when the decision was made to have a uniform tariff and it was the right decision because in a 
State as vast as this you've just got to try and get people out into these areas. If you want to clobber 
them with power costs that would be two, three, four times more than they would be in the city, well 
you're not going to get people there - and neither you should. So I made that decision deliberately 
after proper study of it, and I believe it was a cost that we could absorb. The time will come when 
these people will develop their own economies of scale and they won't need that sort of thing. I'm 
wrong there; they will need it but they won't have to be subsidised by other consumers. There's 
nothing new about cross-subsidisation of these things and I do believe it's a legitimate cost of 
government. Maybe we should have put it in as a separate budget item and given the SEC that 
amount of reimbursement, but my experience with that sort of thing is it makes them lazy. They 
don't sharpen their pencils as much as they do if they've got to carry it as part of their total operating 
cost, and so it became a built-in factor that SEC has absorbed - up till now. 

As a result of the Carnegie Report that's just out, well there might be pressure on us to either break 
that down, and I hope they will not do that hurriedly because I do believe in decentralisation in a 
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State as vast as ours. But running the State ships at a loss, as long as the State Shipping Service was 
not being uneconomic in terms of inefficiencies and pork barrelling and crazy work practices, then I 
think you have to accept some of the cost. But I have to say in all honesty that the State ships never 
operated as efficiently as they could have operated; not because of the management (we had some 
top class managers there) and not because of the captains (we had some first class captains there) but 
because of the in-built attitude of the unions of Australia towards shipping and waterfront activities, 
and some of that's coming to light now. 

In the days when WWF [Waterside Workers' Federation] wasn't in some of these ports I can tell you 
they were much more economic to operate than they were when the WWF came. The classic 
example is Wyndham. You've seen some figures in recent days about how few hours they worked a 
week for full pay, as though they're working a full week. I can tell you that at one stage when I was 
having a real blitz on the internal inefficiencies of the service and trying to find the cause of it all, I 
had some figures run out that demonstrated the amount of cargo that was handled in Fremantle with 
all the devices, all the mechanical aids they had there, compared with some of these ports like 
Samson and other places where they had manually operated winches to get the stuff out of the hold 
and using local labour. At one stage there was permission given for public servants and policemen 
and schoolteachers and the like to be registered to do this work on the wharf. It wasn't then WWF, as 
you can imagine. Now they were allowed to do this work. Des O'Neil, when he was headmaster at 
Roeboume, would have done his days of work on the ships, and the local chaplain, the local parson, 
he'd be in it too. They got paid for it, of course, but this was part of the local scene. 

When I had this survey undertaken, using these primitive handwinches and that type of thing (you've 
probably seen some of these on the ports, these huge wheels and they wind them around. They're 
very slow, and the hook goes down and the cargo comes back). They were handling more tons per 
man than Fremantle with all the mechanised aids. That put the thing in proper perspective to me. But 
there was very little you could do about it at the time, and we had a federal government (or a series 
of federal governments) who were always afraid of having a showdown with the waterfront. We, on 
the other hand, were pushing for a showdown because if you solve the problem on the waterfront, 
you've got a much better chance of solving the problem on the ships; and so it was a frustrating 
programme. We were having great success with our development programmes and getting 
developers to build great projects like iron ore and nickel, bauxite alumina, and so on, but we never 
really got on top of that waterfront and the State ships. 

END OF TAPE 76 SIDE B 
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An interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library building on 5th October 1992. 

RJ Sir Charles, if we could move now to some of what went on after you became 
Minister for Industrial Development and the North West, with regard to iron ore in the first instance 
and there will be other things we will look at later. In that Liberal and Country League State platform 
of January 1959, there is a clause that says, "1-laying regard to the shortage of iron ore reserves 
readily accessible in Australia," and I'm no longer quoting, part of your policy was, quote, "to 
immediately implement a survey to establish the situation, quality and extent of iron ore deposits in 
order that a Commonwealth decision can be made so as to permit the export of iron ore from WA if 
considered desirable; make more practicable the establishment of a steel industry in Western 
Australia, and enable the government to review the present 'freezing' of iron ore deposits." 

Now you've already told us in this interview about the committee that looked at these questions and 
who were responsible for that then part of the platform, and that committee consisted of Sir Russell 
Dumas, Bill Butcher (pastoralist), Hugh Guthrie who was an MLA and lawyer, Lang Hancock, and 
yourself as chairman. Once you became the government, how much contact did you continue to have 
with Hancock and was the survey initiated that is referred to in that platform? 

COURT Well firstly, the moment we became the government Lang Hancock himself, and 
through him the partnership of Hancock and Wright, were never off our doorstep. I think in their 
mind they felt well now we've been part of the policy-making, the time has come for us to virtually 
take over the Mines Department. It was as blatant as that, and I had to remind Lang that governments 
had to observe certain laws and procedures. You had to not only do the right thing but you had to be 
seen to do the right thing. I had to very tactfully remind him that he wasn't the only person interested 
in iron ore; he wasn't the only person interested in mining; he wasn't the only person in the North; he 
wasn't the only person that had a great love of the State and Australia and wanted to see all these 
things happen. That's where he reacted rather sharply and accused us of being like all other 
governments and public servants and the like because he had an absolute obsession about 
bureaucrats.1 told you of the objection he took to Dumas in that committee because he had been a 
public servant. The fact that he was a public servant par excellence didn't seem to make any 
difference because Dumas was a man of performance and achievement. But he, and quite rightly, 
kept reminding us of the policies we had and the promises that we'd made, and I in turn had to say, 
"Well, you've got a government now that's going to implement these policies. We BELIEVE in what 
we've said, potential into reality and so on." 

So it was a rather difficult period because from one of being very supportive and very much in tune 
with what we were trying to do, all of a sudden we found we had somebody that was not only going 
to be very demanding, but demanding in a way that we couldn't possibly meet. 

1 LCL of WA State Platform', Jan. 1959, P. 14. 
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I also should explain another problem: that is that we had a Minister for Mines. We had ministers for 
all sorts of things, as governments have, and we hadn't then got to a stage when we had established 
the 'one stop shop', so Lang and his partner weren't only harassing me, but they were harassing the 
Minister for Mines, who was then Arthur Griffith, who was at the same time the Leader of the 
Government in the Upper House. He in turn would complain to the Premier, David Brand, because 
he found it very difficult to handle Lang Hancock. 

So it was a very strange period. We were trying to get to grips with our responsibilities in a sensible 
way. Don't forget I had Industrial Development in toto, I had the North West in toto, and there are 
only so many hours in a day. I don't complain about that but you had to look at everything at the one 
time. We had to not only be seeking new industry but to be seen to be seeking new industry and be 
readily available to anyone that wanted to talk to us because they hadn't had that service in the past. 
Again I don't complain about that. I welcomed it. I felt good about it, the fact that all of a sudden 
people wanted to talk to us - some established people in business and some seeking to be 
established. So we had to cope with all of these things. 

It was out of this that David Brand made the decision that with all the conflicting demands that we 
were receiving for mining titles, that things were getting out of hand. There was a new management 
and naturally people going to try you out, not only Lang Hancock by the way. There was a new wave 
of people taking an interest in the State because of the media references day in, day out, to the 
argument going on with the Commonwealth government about lifting the embargo. Many people 
claimed that they had deposits, they knew of deposits, and they wanted titles to areas - and I'm 
talking now specifically about iron ore. You've no idea how many people around the world all of a 
sudden found out where Western Australia was and had this burning desire to be involved in iron 
ore. 

Lang, on the other hand, tried to establish that he was the person who had triggered off this great 
interest in iron ore and the fact that we had so much iron ore - which is not correct. No-one ever took 
away from him the role that he played, but on the other hand he couldn't have the whole of the 
Pilbara. If he'd have had his way he would have had the whole of the Pilbara and given everybody 
what he didn't want. That might sound an exaggeration but it wasn't. That's the attitude that he 
adopted. In the midst of all this he became very angry with the Minister for Mines who he claimed 
was being unduly influenced by the Under Secretary for Mines, Bert Telfer. 

Now when he criticised Bert Telfer, he was making a big mistake because there had been no-one in 
the public service in Western Australia (no-one in Australia for that matter) who was more respected 
by the mining industry and all who knew him than Bert Telfer. He was one of the old school. As you 
know, we operated a public service as it should be operated. We just didn't go and sack all the 
traditional public servants and bring in our mates. We believed in the public service, we believed in 
the continuity of the public service, we believed in training the public service and building up people 
of special expertise and bringing them to the top. Bert Telfer therefore was of great importance, not 
only to the Minister for Mines but also to the mining industry. They trusted him and that's very 
important in mining because there's no area of titles where there can be so much contention and so 
much suspicion cast as in the field of mining tenements. But the mining industry, except for Lang 
and his partner, Peter Wright, they accepted that in the straight out administration, Telfer would be 
100 per cent reliable. His integrity was never in question. 
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We had a number of public servants like that and that was a great thing to have. You haven't got it 
today, sadly, and it will take a long time to restore that, but we did have people like that. Some of 
them mightn't have been as personable as Bert Telfer who could talk to anybody and could give them 
a sensible answer without going beyond his capabilities or responsibilities. It was not very long 
before Lang was very, very critical and very outspoken about Telfer, implying all sorts of things. His 
minister had to defend him, and the rest of the mining industry also was very much supportive of 
Telfer. 

It got to a point when the Minister for Mines was letting it eat into his very heart. He was a 
conscientious chap and an honest man and this huge responsibility all of a sudden because of the 
iron ore demands and controversy was starting to worry him very considerably. It was out of that that 
David Brand made the decision that we'd set up this "one stop shop" and he rightly assessed that I 
wasn't going to stay awake at night because Lang was upset about something, or somebody else was 
upset about something. We'd deal with them all properly, we'd establish this one stop shop. It didn't 
mean to say it was a one-man band, let me make that clear. I think my greatest success during that 
twelve years from '59 to '71 was the fact that I was able to keep all ministers onside. Very rarely did 
we have any problems in Cabinet because they felt they were being by-passed or uninformed, or that 
their staff was being by-passed and uninformed. It was my job to make sure that everybody was fully 
informed about what we were doing. It was good for me. 

I think I have explained to you that I spent many, many hours and weekends with David Brand at his 
home, going over plans that were being put forward; going over negotiations, the progress with 
negotiations, so that when we went to Cabinet he was fully informed. Many months down the track 
when something would arise fortunately he was a person who seemed to have a very retentive 
memory for the principles (not the details, the principles) and so if queries were being raised, I can't 
recall one case when he didn't say, "Charlie's right, that's what we decided." That happened 
especially when things got a bit rough: a bit of criticism, a bit of crossfire, and it was good to know 
that you could keep pressing on. 

Now I always retained a very good relationship with Arthur Griffith but he accepted the fact that I 
was going to be doing all the negotiations. Now let me explain why this was possible. Negotiations 
with potential developers (including Hancock) were a different thing to administering a department. 
I was negotiating the basic principles of what we wanted out of these people, the amount of 
infrastructure they would have to develop, how they were going to operate their railways, how they 
were going to operate their ports, and all of this in close consultation with the minister concerned. 
For instance all the clauses in the agreements that eventually went to Parliament that concerned the 
Mines Department, would have been drafted.... Primarily, let me put it in the correct order, 
negotiated and then drafted and then incorporated into the statute in consultation with the Mines 
Department, because they were the dominant people. They made it all possible. They were the key to 
the whole thing. If you had no mining title to give, there was no project. Likewise you'd have the 
ports to be dealt with, things like transport, railways, water, sewerage, drainage, education. There 
wasn't a thing that wasn't involved, but it was my job to deal with those ministers, and my officers to 
deal with their departments when necessary. 

While the decision to set up the "one stop shop' was Brand's. it was Charles Courts idea and came out of discussions 
between Court, Brisbane and Dumas (RJ). 
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I think it was to the credit of Dave Brand as the leader, and myself and others, who made sure that 
we didn't bypass anybody. It was much better to have the irritation of having to spend a little extra 
time and make sure that ministers knew. When you reported to Cabinet on Mondays you gave them 
the picture so that nothing came out in the paper that they weren't ready for. I think it's because of 
that that we had this charmed run for that twelve years. I emphasise that it didn't only apply to 
mining but mining had to be a focal point with all of these things whether it was iron ore, bauxite, 
salt, nickel, any of these things at all. Things like gold and that, I never had much to do with them at 
all because they were dealt with by the Mines Department. There was a well-established procedure 
and they - especially in Telfer's day - they went on without any involvement with me. But where we 
had to have these major agreements somebody had to put it all together and this is how "Parker's 
Parliament" grew, which I explained to you one time before. 

See when John Parker became not only the Director of the Department of Works, but also the 
coordinator of all of these developments, I set up [the consultative machinery which became known 
as "Parker's Parliament"] with the concurrence of all the ministers; it was established with a proper 
Cabinet minute. Again it was no good trying to do these things behind the curtain. If you don't do 
them openly you're going to run into trouble,. You'll get some puffed-up head of a department who 
goes and complains to his minister that, "I've been summoned to go to a meeting," wherever it might 
be. Well you don't get anywhere. But we established it with proper authority, and Parker was the 
logical man to do it. I used engineers a lot because I found that they were more adapted to the sort of 
work that I wanted to do than people with, say, a clerical background or an ordinary public service 
background. They're used to working in the field, they're used to working in outlandish places, 
they're used to estimates, they're used to getting things done on time and that sort of thing. So I found 
that people like Parker were ideal people for the sort of work I wanted done. 

Parker's Parliament - that was its nickname I might add but it was always known as Parker's 
Parliament because he presided over it - he had the authority to bring together, as required, the heads 
of all the departments, or where they weren't appropriate it might be a technical man rather than the 
head of the department, because some departments were headed by public servants in the normal 
conventional way who might not be technical men, but they'd have technical men on their staff. So 
he would have this meeting of these heads of the departments. What made it a great success was 
instead of meeting up in Dumas House in the boardroom there with everybody coming to a meeting 
at say nine o'clock and going to stay there all day, he very cleverly worked out with all of them what 
they would attend - they could attend the whole time if they wanted to, but who wants to sit there for 
most of the day and be bored stiff because you're talking about a road out from Port Hedland or 
something of that kind which has got nothing to do with you; and your business, something to do 
with education, something to do with health or something of that kind, might only take half an hour. 
It might take twenty minutes, it might take two hours, as the case may be. So he prepared proper 
notice papers and agendas very efficiently and by mutual arrangement you would only attend the 
times you wanted to. That made them effective. When you were there you were interested in what 
was going on. 

So he became quite famous and very highly respected for these meetings where you only had 
appropriate people there - there might only be three or four there. Another time there could be up to 
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twenty, and that was the way the thing worked. I was always fully informed. Their agenda before 
they had their meeting was worked out with me although I wasn't going to attend except for selected 
items. When the meetings had been held there would be a proper record which everybody had. I 
emphasise again there was no underhand backroom sort of stuff, and this was how I got informed. 
Also I used to have an arrangement with Parker. He just didn't send me the minutes because they can 
be meaningless and you put them aside because you're busy and the phone's going and that sort of 
thing. He used to come and sit down with me and we'd go through it; again, good communication. 
You get something of the feeling. He could indicate, "I think he might be having a bit of trouble with 
this minister, or that minister. You'd better go and put some ointment on the wounds over something 
or other." When you're dealing with things as big as this you had to expect this sort of thing. So we 
very quickly sorted out this arrangement. 

I had complete confidence in Parker and I'd like to feel that he had complete confidence in me. He 
had some excellent people working with him, like Don Munro and others, and the different 
departments - I knew them all. I used to meet them occasionally when we had something that had to 
have the minister's intervention. It might be to get advice and get reactions from the appropriate 
representatives of ministers so I could go and negotiate. Then when you've come up with the 
agreement you knew that that particular head of the department was telling his minister the same 
story as you were going to tell him. You were singing the same song. 

So when you have regard for the size of the things and you have regard for the fact that we went 
from a standing start, it was amazing how well it worked, and I put it down not only to the fact that 
Dave Brand was very clearcut in the fact that we were going to have a 'one stop shop', we were going 
to make it easy for people to negotiate, and on the other hand that the ministers so readily and 
smoothly accepted this. 

Now the Minister for Mines could very easily have been hurt and upset and been a bit cranky, but he 
accepted the fact that when it came to these negotiations that was to be me. It was not uncommon for 
him to attend some of the negotiating sessions, although as we got further down the road and we 
became more established in our system, he attended less and less. But I was glad when he used to 
attend a lot at the start so he knew what was going on, the methods we used, and could more readily 
respond when we had to go to him about a purely mining matter that wanted resolution. 

RJ Was the fact that you didn't have trouble over creating the set-up you described a 
tribute to the ministers concerned because they could see the advantages, or a tribute to David 
Brand's skill in handling people? 

COURT Well everyone has to take some credit for it. I had the key job of making sure that my 
officers and their officers were always properly informed, and we did communicate. 

RJ But selling the idea originally? 

COURT Well the idea was mine. 

RJ Who sold it to the masses? Who sold it to the ministers and other people involved? 
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COURT Well I got the Premier to accept it and that was number one; that was the most 
important thing. He, you must realise, had an advantage over the rest of them because he had been in 
McLarty's Government, and he had worked with Dumas, and he knew how Dumas went about 
negotiating. He had some very valuable experience under Dumas which he retained, and when I was 
putting my proposition to him I didn't have to sell him on the idea. It was so much bigger of course, 
in our day, in 1959 to '71, because you're dealing with industries of international size, and there were 
many of them. They were coming fast and furious. But the fact that they were bigger and there were 
more of them, that didn't matter. He'd been through it all before in terms of the BP original 
negotiations - not that he was there in the original one but during part of that period he was there 
alongside Dumas and he was in government with Dumas doing those negotiations; and there was 
Cockburn Cement, there was the BHP rolling mill. All of these things were being negotiated by the 
McLarty Government. So David had that experience and this was his mark as a leader because he 
not only had the ability to identify people who knew how to do it, but he was prepared to trust them 
to do it, and so we could get on with the job. 

If I had had a Premier who was nervous about his own position, well, I would never have been 
allowed to do this and so it was quite unique. It's quite the reverse of what you see today with a State 
department with hundreds and hundreds and hundreds of people there, and the poor old minister in 
charge of it can't get projects off the ground that were approved by Parliament in 1977. That's what 
happens when you let everyone do their thing. You've got to have somebody that is able to negotiate 
these things and can respond with good sense. 

Now don't get it wrong. Parker and his parliament, they weren't calling the shots as far as the 
government was concerned. We called the shots on what we wanted done. They were the people that 
had the technical expertise and the administrative skills to tell us how it could be done within the 
Westminister system framework because we all believed in that. That protects the Parliament, it 
protects the government, it protects the Queen, it protects the governor, it protects the members of 
Parliament, it protects the government itself if that system is working properly - which we believed 
in and we made it work. So it's not all that clever in itself. It's simple. Like all good things it's simple. 
The success of it was due to the good sense of the people concerned. 

Now you might say why didn't other governments just carry on with that? Well they didn't, and you 
now see the result. I also have to say that as they brought in people who were not traditional public 
servants because they thought they were going to bring in smarter people, and slicker people and so 
on, the last thing they wanted was the system that we had going. It worked quickly and it worked 
smoothly, it was economic of manpower, but they couldn't see the value of that system. No doubt if 
they could go back with hindsight now, they'd say well don't let's upset the system. At the WA 
Chamber of Commerce and Industry annual meeting before last, when they had their centenary 
meeting, the deputy Premier [Ian Taylor] who was Minister for Development, came to that meeting 
and openly said as he opened their conference, "We've tried everything and it hasn't worked and 
we're going back to the Charles Court system." Now they haven't, because the present bureaucracy 
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that you've got, and the present people that you've got there, would not tolerate the system that we 
had unless there was a very strong Premier and a very strong minister who just said, "Now look, 
we're the elected people and this is how it's going to be done. We'll listen to you but we've got to 
make the final decisions and we're going to make the decisions NOW." 

END OF TAPE 77 SIDE A 
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COURT You knew what you wanted to do; you had to declare that and get on with the job. 
The other saving grace we had was that all of our major agreements, of course, were ratified by 
Parliament. I think I've told you already that that was initially resented by some of the people because 
they'd been used to dealing in countries around the world where you didn't do that sort of thing; you 
made your own private arrangements. Well, we had to explain that it's better to have any upheaval 
before the marriage rather than after. Once we got the system working they found, of course, it was a 
bankable document, being able to go to your shareholders, go to your finance people, bankers and 
others, and say, "Here's an agreement not only with the government but ratified by the Parliament, so 
all of the statutory requirements have automatically been approved by the Parliament." For a banker 
that's a lot of comfort and for your shareholders a lot of comfort, for your customers it's a lot of 
comfort. They know that people have got the security of tenure, the conditions under which they're 
going to operate and things like that. So it was in that regard a very smooth system, and I think it's 
fair enough to say that not one of those agreements has ever been challenged - and that's a long time 
ago. That's the test. 

RJ Let's look specifically at the lifting of the iron ore embargo. Many people have 
written of this time and there are several different versions of what actually occurred. In some of the 
versions the WA government itself doesn't rate a mention as having a role at all. In other versions 
you get Duffield in Rogue Bull. He claims that after the work of the committee that we've already 
talked about, you went to Canberra, to quote: 

on a ministerial mission and made certain statements which intentionally or not, gave the Press the 
idea that the lifting of the iron ore export embargo was now the national policy of the Liberal 
Party. Sir Robert Menzies and his Cabinet were furious, for they had made no such decision. 
Once the cat was out of the bag, however, they had to ... Menzies could not just ignore the 
arguments of these two boys from the Wild West, Court and Hancock, that lifting the ore 
embargo could save the Australian economy. So he lifted it. Hancock can't take all the credit 
for that, and nor can Court, although as a team they can probably take most of it.1  

Now what is your side of what has been stated there? 

COURT It's not quite as simple as that. We were committed to getting the embargo lifted 
before the election, during the election and after the election, and we were the government. This is 
something that poor old Lang wouldn't accept, that we were the elected government and as such we 
had certain responsibilities, not only to him but to thousands of others. He would never accept this. 
Until the day he died he never accepted this. There were many times when he'd be in Brand's office 
and my office and sometimes with both of us (that's David Brand and myself) there with people that 
he brought along like Ludwig and others. We'd have to explain that this was a democratic country 
with an elected government. I won't go into the Ludwig experience at the moment, but just to deal 
with this particular one. We as a government were very heavily committed to getting this embargo 
lifted. 

'Robert Duffield 1979, Rogue Bull, Fontana/Collins, p. 159. 
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It was a series of things. No-one can take the credit, Charles Court or Lang Hancock or anyone. I was 
working with the minister, Spooner, in the Federal sphere, and others - but they used to make me 
mad. They'd all say, "I'm on your side," but then when the whips were cracking they'd disappear. 
Menzies and McEwen were very sensitive about this thing. Their bureaucrats were very powerful 
people and more so than they should have been. If they had been doing their job as ministers they 
would have taken the bit in their teeth long before they did and said, "Right. This is crazy. We're 
going to lift the embargo," and told their people, "Get on and get it fixed." But they weren't. They 
were hanging on to this power and my arguments with the Menzies Government and subsequent 
governments (both Liberal and Labor) were always around this question of them wanting to keep 
power. They had this export licensing power which they abused just like the government today in 
Canberra's abusing the external affairs' power. It's to the detriment of Australia. But in those days the 
Commonwealth government used to use the export licensing power as a way of getting control over 
things going on in the States. That applied to Liberal governments as well as Labor governments. It 
was the basis of all of our behind the scenes very, very acrimonious discussion, and this was no 
exception. 

I think I've told you about how we said to Menzies - don't forget David Brand was involved with this 
too because he was the Premier and I worked with him and through him. The Minister for Mines had 
an interest because it was his department, but I was the one that was usually up-front with the thing, 
because I was committed to getting the North opened up - turning potential into reality. 

I'm not sure but I think I've told you about the proposition we put to Prime Minister Menzies that 
we'd put a circle around all of the areas that had been designated as ministerial reserves, which were 
the basis of the embargo, which claimed that there were less than 500 million tons of suitable iron 
ore in Western Australia and that had to be protected for the steel industry. We said, "Right, we'll put 
circles around all those. We've accepted they're ministerial reserves and they won't be touched. But 
we want an understanding that if this great mass of people are prepared to go out and spend their 
money to find and identify additional deposits, we want the right to know that we can export one ton 
out of every three we identify - additional tonnage. We don't touch your reserves so they're intact, but 
we want the right to export one ton in every three we find. In other words if somebody identifies to 
our satisfaction 300 million tons of additional ore, we want the right to be able to go into the market 
and get developers to develop the mines and then we can export 100 million tons." 

I remember the day we put the proposition to the Prime Minister, Menzies, and we said, "Sir, it's as 
simple as this. We find an extra 300." (300 million tons was the figure used for some extraordinary 
reason) "We haven't got it now. You've got the circles around your areas that you now have. We're 
not going to touch them, that's okay. Now we've identified another 300 million tons and we can 
export 100 million, so we've given you 200 million tons of something and we're exporting 100 
million tons of nothing." He said, "It sounds Irish to me but I understand what you mean." It was true 
you see, because they didn't know they had it. They wouldn't admit they had it, but we were going to 
PROVE they had it. So out of nothing it became 300 million tons of ore; 200 million tons were 
reserved and 100 million tons we could export. 
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We didn't like that proposition because it was to us quite stupid and would have made for a very 
distorted lot of developments. For instance, say Hamersley had been developing on the basis of for 
every 300 million tons extra they found they could export 100. How were they going to handle it? 
They were going to have a mine, a big mine, and they'd just have to plod along exporting 100 million 
tons. Say when they'd exported all that which they could do within maybe five years, six years, seven 
at the most, then they'd have to walk away from it. It was a crazy idea really, but it was one of the 
many methods we used to try and convince the Commonwealth government that there should be an 
abandonment of this embargo business. 

The stupidity of it all was behind our very audacious effort to call world tenders for Goldsworthy. 
We had some exploratory drill holes put into that very quickly to prove that it had at least the 
tonnage that we thought it had, bearing in mind that you're dealing with something that was only a 
pimple by today's standards - you're talking of something that might be 48 million tons, it might be 
50, it might be a little less, as the case may be, but we wanted to say it was of that magnitude, so we 
called world tenders, and there were ten tenders. That gave us the key to our future negotiating 
position for iron ore. It was one of these things that you do that all seem so easy when it's over, but it 
turned out to be a masterstroke because from these tenders, bearing in mind at that time it was a 
seller's market (and I can come back to that in a minute, but it was a seller's market) and therefore, 
we estimated we would get a pretty honest reaction especially if we could make sure that people 
from several countries were tendering. 

That's exactly what happened. We got these tenders and they varied but out of that we saw clearly 
what the industry was prepared to pay for infrastructure, and what they were prepared to pay on top 
of that for royalties to help us get rid of the Grants Commission and that type of thing. So we really 
wouldn't have known how much we could have got. We'd have been guessing. It would have been 
trial and error. If we hadn't have had those tenders which we put a lot of time in analysing them and 
we came up with a fairly clear idea of what we could get. Naturally we didn't tell the companies what 
our formula was. We asked them to submit what they were prepared to do, but we had this basis of 
these tenders to use for our negotiations at least for the Goldsworthy agreement. 

Out of that we learnt how much infrastructure we could get and how much royalties we could get. 
You also have to realise that we had no money to build a railway, a town, ports and things like that, 
especially of that style. Goldsworthy was the smallest of them, of course, but even that was far 
beyond our means. A 70 mile railway and a port to take reasonable sized ships. We weren't talking 
200 000 tonners, we weren't talking 100 000 tonners at that time, but even the lesser port to be 
developed in Port Hedland or in Finucane Island, which is the other side of Port Hedland, was 
beyond our means, and by the time we'd been to Canberra and argued this, well the thing would have 
passed us by. 

This is where we did incur their wrath because all of a sudden they were able to read when the 
embargo had been lifted that we were in business and these were the conditions. It was then they 
started to flex their muscles and remind us about this export licensing power they had, and as I say it 
was a fairly acrimonious situation between us and them because they kept raising this point, 
especially McEwen. Menzies never came into it directly except on very rare occasions. He never had 
any great feel for the industrial development side of things. He regarded that as the rather vulgar side 
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of politics; but McEwen was very heavily involved in it, bearing in mind that some of the 
bureaucrats made no secret of the fact that they were pretty much offside by the fact that we'd found 
a way to do all these things without their assistance - these negotiations about the development of 
infrastructure which was beyond our means, and we would never have got the money out of the 
Commonwealth government. This is where they use the power of the purse to defeat the Federal 
system, something that I never ever forgave either them or the Labor governments for because I 
believe it was never the intention of the Constitution that this would be done; just like the abuse of 
export licensing, the abuse of the external affairs' power. 

I give you this at some length because this is the atmosphere. Now Lang was in there for his three 
penn'orth and others were in there. The mining companies weren't quiet on this thing, those that had 
a potential interest. So there were a lot of pressures on the Commonwealth government. Spooner 
was the man that we mainly dealt with. I was always satisfied in my own mind that Spooner was on 
our side and could see the stupidity of it all, especially after we'd demonstrated the potential. In all of 
this discussion we reminded them, of course, of Woodward who, going back into the last century, 
had identified Pilbara as being a province of iron. This is one thing which - now is probably not the 
time - but one of the things where Hancock and Wright were at cross-purposes with the government 
was that we identified Pilbara as a province of iron. They wanted to identify it as a number of 
deposits to which they would have access and virtually write the rules. It was as simple as that. All of 
this nonsense the press used to write up was all around this theory. We just had to stand by, whether 
they saw Dave Brand, whether they saw Arthur Griffith, whether they saw me, and they'd circulate 
members (the whole of the members) and tell them what a terrible government they had and so on. 
But we had to keep reminding them that the government had to govern, the government had to make 
the decisions. So I ask you to accept with a grain of salt some of these things that have been written. 

One of the worries we had was the fact that the squeaky wheel gets the grease often and the people 
who make the most complaints against the government get the most press. The media were - not all 
of them but some of the media - were more interested in reporting an aggressive critical story than 
they were in getting the facts. You could rarely ever get the real story told about these things - plus 
the fact sometimes we didn't want it told because we didn't want the world to know what we were 
doing, where we were at, because we were trying to get the best deal we could for the people of the 
State. 

RJ But is there any truth in Duffield's claim that you embarrassed or attempted to 
embarrass the federal government into lifting that embargo by claiming it had become the national 
policy of the Liberal Party? 

COURT Look I wouldn't remember that particular incident, but I wouldn't think it would be 
true. Lang tried to do this sort of thing. This was his tactic, but whilst I might be very bitter and very 
aggressive in my discussions with the federal government and with their advisers, I think I had a 
reputation in the main for keeping it within the conference or discussion group itself. I very 
vehemently claimed publicly, as others did, that the embargo should be lifted, so there was nothing 
wrong about that. I don't know why they make this story that is around that I came and claimed that 
the embargo was going to be lifted and that the federal government objected. I might have gone 
pretty close to it and Menzies didn't react very kindly to that sort of thing, but I don't think I ever 
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went that far as to come out and say that it had been lifted. I'd have been constant in claiming that it 
HAD to be lifted as distinct from had been lifted, but in the light of history I don't think it's all that 
important. 

Ri But how do you see the eventual lifting coming about? You're talking about Spooner 
being onside and all the rest of it, how did it really come about? 

COURT It came about through a lot of work done to establish the facts, and not only by us, by 
the way, not only Hancock, but you had a lot of other people, mining people who were very highly 
regarded, who were demonstrating the true position. Now we couldn't say, "There's 10 000 million 
tons of high-grade ore there." No-one could have. You could just as easily have said 100 000 million 
tons of high-grade iron ore, because you've got to actually get in and spend a lot of money in drilling 
and assessing. For instance, you can have a lovely looking mountain of haematite and it's not until 
you get to know the anatomy of that particular deposit whether you know it's a big percentage of 
lump ore or a big percentage of fines or whether it's high in contaminates of phosphorus and these 
things that are the enemies of the steelmaker. You don't know the characteristics of the ore, the 
chemistry of it; and so these are things that people spend a lot of money to find out. They've got to 
know them before they can do contracts to sell continuing tonnages of that particular type of ore, and 
they all vary. 

That's why the Pilbara has to be regarded as a province. It's got, I suppose, every known type of iron 
ore there is in the world, somewhere up there. Initially it was haematites and then it was the 
limonites that were used for the Robe River project. You have Marra Mamba, you have some ores 
that have been beneficiated, and this is all part of the process. It's one of the reasons why we made 
such a strenuous effort to develop Robe River. No-one else was talking about exporting limonites at 
that time. It was a lower grade and a different constituency of ore. We put a lot of work into helping 
Robe River get developed because they were going to export limonites. If you weren't careful you'd 
finish up with a series of deposits which were our high-grade haematites and belting the hell out of 
them exporting them and no-one doing anything about the more difficult ores. Here was Robe 
alongside the BHP` Deepdale limonite deposits in huge quantities prepared to do something to export 
these tonnages and they've been a great success story. 

They had that industrial upheaval that put them back on the track again and they've been a 
tremendous success. Every time I look at their figures 1 look at them with a lot of satisfaction 
because it's a few more million tons of a different sort of ore that wasn't very popular. With the 
change of technology in steelmaking they can accommodate more of these ores. New processes 
coming along and direct reduction and some of the things that were not acceptable to steelmakers, 
today are. In fact some of them that were not accepted before are now sought after. That's how things 
change and it's to the credit of some of the companies that they have introduced beneficiation plants 
where still within a competitive cost structure they can take ore that otherwise would remain on a 
stockpile; it's turned into a saleable commodity. This is all part of a pattern that we laid down early in 
the piece and a lot more work's got to be done. 

Even today when we've seen some of these things successfully developed that you know that 
tomorrow will be another ball game, and you not only have government, government advisers, 
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government specialists within the different departments looking at these things all of the time - and 
working with the companies, because they want to be part of this changing scene. 

END OF TAPE 77 SIDE B 
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An interview with Sir Charles Court held at the Alexander Library Building on 14th of October 
1992. 

Ri Last time you were talking about Hancock's view of Bert Telfer from the Department 
of Mines, and you referred to him [Hancock] being critical of him [Telfer]. You said the Minister for 
Mines in Hancock's opinion, to quote you, "was being unduly influenced by the Under Secretary for 
Mines, Bert Telfer." What was the actual complaint? 

COURT The problem with Lang was he had a 'thing' about all public servants. He resented 
Russell Dumas being on that committee, that I've mentioned to you before, with people like Butcher 
and Guthrie and myself. The fact that Dumas was such a capable engineer and such a capable person 
who would have succeeded in private enterprise didn't seem to register with him [Hancock]. The fact 
was he [Telfer] was a public servant, bureaucrat, call it what you will, and in his mind people like 
Telfer, although he had a unique reputation in the mining industry from one end of Australia to the 
other, he still regarded him as being a public servant and therefore obstructionist with an obsession 
about hindering Lang's empire-building ambitions and so on. It was no more or less than that. You 
would never get him to make a statement that whatever he might think about Telfer's position, he 
was an honest, honourable, capable person. 

We were well-blessed and the mining industry were well-blessed and the community was 
well-blessed in having a person like Telfer who had so much knowledge of the background of the 
Mining Act and its operation and its administration, that we had a flying start. We could determine 
government policy knowing that we had a capable person there who would be able to advise whether 
he felt we were going off the rails, whether we were outside the statute, or whether that was a 
sensible way to do it. 

You must also remember that there is a mining culture. It's a different culture today in some respects 
because so many of the big companies dominate the scene when you talk about coal, and you talk 
about iron ore, and you talk about bauxite, and you talk about nickel and so on. But Telfer came 
from the era when the little people, the prospectors and the real battlers, were terribly important, and 
in most cases they were the only people around. 

I well remember having many discussions with Telfer because he also was in my electorate and he 
was the president, I think, of the Nedlands Tennis Club of which I was the patron, so I was always 
having chats with him about trophies for the club and so on. We'd inevitably get around to the work 
that I was doing. I felt always comfortable with Telfer in telling him exactly what I was trying to do, 
what the government was trying to do. In some ways I probably had more discussions with Telfer of 
a detailed nature about our programmes for these different industries than I did with his minister. I 
would suggest in retrospect that I probably had more talks with Telfer than his minister had with 
him. I give that at length as a background to the man because Telfer was unique. As you know 
there's a famous mine now named after Telfer and I've told you the story I think, about the man that 
went out and found that gold. 

Ri No, you haven't. 

1 This transcript, p. 993. 
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COURT It's rather an important story because it taught me a lesson. But it was named after 
Telfer and it was very fitting that what was and still is one of Australia's big goidmining projects was 
named after the man. I believe he deserved something even more than that because goldmines come 
and goldmines go, and that's in a very remote area, and when all the gold's gone I can't imagine that 
anything will survive there. 

That's the man that Lang was so angry about. Whether in his heart he realised he would do more 
good by talking to Telfer and realising that Telfer had a responsible position and was above all an 
honourable man and a very realistic man, a very practical man. Other people accepted that without 
question and they were completely relaxed in talking to Telfer. 

RJ Tell me the story about the gold and Telfer, because we haven't got that I don't think, 
on tape. 

COURT Well, early in my ministerial career quite a few people both in the private sector and 
in the government would seek me out to have discussions with me about the programmes that I was 
deliberately spelling out in fairly bold terms. I was warned that it wasn't a good thing for a clever 
politician to do because if you're too specific in what you're trying to do people have a bad habit of 
coming along and saying, "This is what you said you were going to do. You were going to do this by 
1970" (or 1980 or whatever it is) "and that date's passed," and so on. People do have a bad habit of 
doing this. But I was very clear in what I wanted to do and what I believed we could do. As you 
know I'm a great believer in setting goals. 

Just to tell you the politician's attitude towards this. When I first got appointed to the position for 
Minister for Industrial Development and the North West and started to get very active, especially in 
the North West, the then Harry Strickland, who was a Member of the Legislative Council for the 
North province, and who was a minister in the previous Labor governments, he had a talk to me. 
You might think that's rather strange, but you must realise that I grew up as a boy in Shenton Park 
and he knew me from those days, and he knew my mother and my father. We always had a very 
relaxed friendly relationship even though we might have disagreed violently on some of the Labor 
Party policies and so on. He said, "You know I've watched you over the years, Charlie, and I know 
you'll work hard and I know you mean what you say but," he said, "I just want to warn you in this 
cold hard world of politics," he said, "if you just accepted the position of Minister for Industrial 
Development and the North West, and just went along turning the handle and didn't get too excited 
about it and too involved about it," he said, "you'll get by. That's par for the course." He said, "But I 
want to tell you, if you go at it like you are," (and he repeated) "I know you mean it - you are in for 
some bitter disappointments because people will be very quick to remind you that this didn't happen 
and that didn't happen, and you said it was going to happen and so on." 

I thought it was rather sad at the time. I accepted it from Harry Strickland because both he and his 
wife were always very friendly and as the years went by and he still remained a member and I 
remained the Minister for the North West, he was the sort of person that I relied on for a lot of 
support. I always knew that when the Bills dealing with these iron ore projects, for instance, went to 
the Legislative Council there was one person who would look at them on their merits and be looking 
at them on the basis of what do they mean for the North, for Pilbara, for Kimberley and so on. I was 
always very comforted with that. On more than one occasion he indicated to me privately when the 
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Labor Party were letting off a lot of steam, he said, "Don't worry, Charlie," he said, "when it gets up 
to us we'll stroke it and put it through," and you'll find that that's exactly what happened. 

But the sad thing about that is he was saying to me, "Don't go too far out on a limb. Don't commit 
yourself too far because the people won't turn around and say, 'He did his best or he tried or he did a 
good job,' or something like that. They'll only nitpick at the things that didn't quite turn out the way 
you said." 

Coming back to the story of Telfer. Quite a few senior public servants, who I learnt to respect 
greatly, including some from the minerals' portfolio, would seek in a very discreet way an 
opportunity to have a chat. I remember one lot in particular based on the minerals' side, said, "Look, 
we've been reading what you've been saying, we've been listening to what you say, and we've 
decided that you really intend to give it a go. We want to tell you that anything we've got we'll give 
because it's a breath of fresh air to have somebody that's looking in terms of these bigger concepts, 
bigger projects, and not just doing the 'fetch and carry' type of stuff." They understood by then that it 
was quite obvious that the negotiations were going to be done by me and not so much by their own 
minister. They spelt out very clearly a number of things about the mineralisation of Western 
Australia. 

I for my part was very anxious not to get involved in a lot of technical detail because the worse thing 
a minister can do is to get involved in a lot of technical detail which he never really understands, and 
he never really learns, and neither he should. He's trying to get the broad picture. He's trying to get 
the total concept. He knows then that he has these specialist people and if they're not good enough he 
should get others to do all that sort of thing for him, because he makes a fool of himself if he stands 
up in public trying to talk as though he understands the technical terms. 

So this particular meeting took place and they explained the mineralisation of the State, and in a way 
which I appreciated because it was very simple and something that I could quickly identify with. But 
one thing they did say was, "There's no mineralisation east of Woody Woody." You've seen Woody 
Woody's name in the paper in recent times in connection with manganese. Well at that time it was 
used to export manganese and if I recall correctly it was the famous Dave Bell's organisation that 
was transporting manganese over some very, very rough roads into Port Fledland and exporting it in 
small ships because at that time the biggest ship you could get in there was not much above 3 000 
tons. There was a very severe limitation on the length of the ship because of an S-bend in the then 
harbour; all that's gone. They actually exported that over the wharf in kibbles, that's how primitive it 
was; only one step more advanced than the Indians with their iron ore being transported up the 
planks to the ship in wheelbarrows. So it was a very modest and very primitive organisation but it 
was known to have a lot of manganese. This was before BHP got their big manganese deposit up in 
the northern part of Australia which was one of the world's great manganese deposits and a total 
operation which temporally killed this one. It's now being reworked on a different basis. Well, I 
understood Woody well. 
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Incidentally these trucks used to always spend the night at Nullagine. There was a famous Mrs 
Thelma Howard there. I might have mentioned her to you, but she was one of these remarkable 
women you get in remote areas. She ran the post office, she ran the store, she ran the service station, 
she ran the hotel (such as it was), she refilled the DC3s of MacRobertson Miller that used to land 
there; and at the same time she was the Shire president and everything. She was a woman that you 
leamt to respect because she ran things very well. She had a special part set up for these truckies 
where they could get plenty of hot water and they could get a good wholesome meal at a reasonable 
price and have a decent bed and then go on their way next day. A wonderful service in keeping with 
the times. She was a person that - to use a colloquial expression - she scrubbed up pretty well. I 
know the Kyles had her to dinner at Government House one night when she was in Perth. They used 
to invite all these people they met on their travels to come and have dinner with them down there. 
She held her own with the best of them when she presented herself at Government House. 

Back to Woody Woody. They said, "There's no mineralisation east of that so don't waste your time 
there." Well not so long down the track, a man turned up at the mines office wanting mining leases 
and all the necessary legal rights to establish a goldmine at what is now known as Telfer. It's hard to 
believe just talking about it as we are today and without a map in front of us, just how far out this is 
in the wilderness and how far out from Nullagine and from Woody Woody and these places - right 
out in the desert. This fellow came in with his samples and wanting to get his title for this and they 
said to him, "Look, this can't be." He said, "Well, what about this?" This was the ore, the samples he 
had and his own work as a prospector. 

Out of that, of course, is what today is Telfer, and it goes on and on and on. It's not an easy place to 
supply because it's a long way by road out there and going out to nowhere you might say. They have 
an airstrip there that's quite unique because the plane goes up so close to the buildings that you can 
get out and walk over either to the hotel or the company's office. 

But I only mention that because this great mine was named after Telfer when it was established as 
being a very important goldmine. It was a lesson to me and to others that you don't write off any 
area. In all good faith that advice was given to me but I don't write off anything. If you could come 
back in 100 years time goodness only knows what will have happened. I mean some of the areas 
look so forbidding, so arid, so desert-like, and when you know what we now know, you've got huge 
aquifers of water under these areas, and so you never write off any areas as being worthless and 
useless. But that's the story of Telfer. 

Ri Thank you. 

COURT When we officially opened the town up there, which has a long history of defying the 
unions, when they were building it they actually had a post at the beginning of the road out to the 
mine which virtually forbade the union officials to go in there. This wasn't the company so much as 
it was the employees themselves. They'd had enough of union domination and they were rightly 
reading the fact that this was an enterprise in faith by somebody to establish a town out there and a 
mine out there. So the place was built AGAINST the opposition and in defiance of the attempted 
interference by the unions. This carried on into the mine when it was operating because they knew 
they had to get their costs down to the minimum for a number of reasons. You wanted the minimum 
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workforce there because the more people you had there the more you've got to feed and provide 
amenities for and so on. They had it right and all sorts of things were done there like the method of 
producing their electricity with unmanned stations and all that sort of thing. It was quite innovative. 

Anyhow, when we eventually opened this place they planted three trees: one was by me, and one 
was the chairman, if I recall correctly, and the other was the manager. I mightn't be quite right but I 
think that's approximately the position of the three people. Well, these three trees prospered and I 
don't know whether by a quirk of fate or.... their height was in direct ratio to the positions held by the 
three people that planted them. Mine was the tallest [chuckles], the chairman's was the next and the 
manager's was next. Well these trees became a bit of a joke. I used to drop in there whenever I was 
flying to Kimberley and I could divert to fly into there, like when I went up to Noonkanbah. Peter 
Jones and I popped in there on the way back to have a chat with them. They used to like people to 
call on them. It was quite unique when your plane could motor up so you just got out and walked 
almost into the door of the hotel or whatever it was. 

But they got a "white ant" in there at one stage, and he started to try and - not into my tree [laughs] I 
see you laughing - but they got a white ant into the workforce and you know, somebody snuck in 
there without being detected, and then he started to do the smoothie stuff of raising these little issues. 
You know they start on little issues that are sort of indisputable and don't mean a button off your 
shirt - but it starts people getting toey and divisions start to occur and the message is, "If we had a 
union this wouldn't happen." 

Well, we introduced some legislation dealing with industrial matters. It was pretty tough and this 
fellow, true to his union instructions, started to use this up there in that community. He started to talk 
all sorts of things which weren't very well received by the local people because they were basically 
pretty sensible, and they wanted the project to succeed. If the project was profitable they were going 
to look for some more ore. They were going to have longer jobs. The project was going to get bigger, 
not less, and it was being very successful. So the next thing I receive a fairly rugged sort of a 
telegram. They weren't sending FAXs in those days. It was probably a telegram or a telex, I'm not 
sure which but it's the same effect. It was pretty tough wording and so on about the attitude of the 
work force - allegedly the work force. In point of fact it didn't sound like them at all. The next thing I 
got a message that if I didn't withdraw this legislation they were going to chop down Charles Court's 
tree. [laughs] I knew that wouldn't have a very good reception up there because this was always a bit 
of a thing; whenever I went I had to go and inspect this tree, you see. 

So I sent back some appropriate messages. I'd like to read them again today but that person didn't get 
very far, and I received a word of assurance that "the tree is in good order and he will go before your 
tree goes!" [laughs] That was the message I got and I think that's what happened. But those trees, 
those three trees, I don't know if they're still there but somebody must have looked after them when 
they were planted because it's a very, very dry, harsh area. 

But they were always a very happy community whenever I used to call in. You almost felt like 
Father Christmas when you went in there, because the little community.... you've only got to blow a 
whistle and they're all there, you see. 
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RJ Sir Charles, if we could look now at the integrated iron and steel industry. We've 
already covered the lifting of the iron ore embargo. We have in November, 1960, the announcement 
that an industry would be established and BHP were to build at Kwinana, and the government was to 
grant a lease of iron ore deposits at Koolyanobbing which BHP would develop, and we have the 
standard gauge railway decision which you have already covered in a previous interview. It is said at 
that time in an editorial in the West: "The State Government negotiators seemed to have done well in 
hard bargaining with B.H.P. building on the 1952 agreement." Was it hard bargaining? 

COURT It was very tough. No agreement I've ever negotiated was as hard to negotiate as that 
one. You have to realise that in the back of my mind I always had Pilbara looming up. I believed that 
Pilbara was an iron province and that one day it would be developed as just that, and here are we 
negotiating a comparatively minor deposit, and not all that good quality, at Koolyanobbing. We 
knew what was in it because iron ore had been drawn from there for Wundowie - very small 
quantities and didn't require any special rail facilities. But that was going to now be the basis of an 
industry at Kwinana. To me, of course, it was also the means of getting standard gauge, not only 
from Kalgoorlie to Fremantle and Kwinana, but from the Pacific Ocean to the Indian Ocean. So it 
was a very important piece of negotiation. 

Now BHP negotiations were led by Sir Ian McLennan. He then wasn't the chairman, he wasn't the 
chief executive (I think he had the title of general manager) and he had these negotiators with him, 
including James McNeil, who later became Sir James McNeil and later became the chief executive 
and then the chairman of BHP - now deceased. He had a man named Rowell who was the chief 
geologist of BHP, and another man whose name I'll remember in a minute [Norgard] who eventually 
was involved as chairman of decimal currency changeover and that sort of thing. So that was the 
team we were up against. 

I would have to go over on a Thursday night after Parliament rose and then we'd negotiate all day 
Friday from say nine in the morning, and sometimes overlap on the Saturday morning (not with all 
of them but with some of them) and then come back and get on with my work ready for Cabinet on 
Monday. Now that wasn't as bad as it sounds because in those days we had the DC613 which was the 
last civilised aircraft. It was not even a turbo jet, it was a propeller-driven gasoline-type of plane - I 
forget the exact definition of it. But it was a very powerful plane and it used to take six-and-a-quarter 
hours for the journey from Perth non-stop to Melbourne. So I used to get more sleep on that than I 
used to get at home. That is why I said it was the last civilised plane. They had beautiful seats, and 
they didn't try to put too many people in. So you could get on board the plane, get yourself 
comfortable, get the odd blanket (of course they weren't pressurised like the later aircraft) and settle 
down for a night's sleep. 

END OF TAPE 78 SIDE  

1 West, 19 Nov. 1960, p. 6. 
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COURT It was a comfortable plane, comfortable seats, and it took long enough to have a 
decent sleep. The jets, one of the problems with them is the fact that they get there so fast that's it's 
neither one thing nor the other. You just wonder whether you should go to sleep or just read or work 
and so on. So it's much more trying to go over on the 'midnight horror' today than it was back in 
those days, in 1960. 

So we had to not only negotiate hard, we also had to negotiate as quickly as we could because I had 
this Pilbara potential looming up in my mind. I was dead scared that the real significance of Pilbara 
would dawn on BHP before we'd negotiated this deal because obviously a comparatively small 
deposit like Koolyanobbing was no prize compared with what I thought existed in Pilbara. I don't 
know if I've told you the story how we failed in our first effort with BHP in 1959? 

RJ Yes, I'm sure you did. 

COURT Then Essington Lewis came into the picture. 

RJ Yes, yes. 

COURT He told me to concentrate on McLennan because he's the developer, and he explained 
how he'd appointed him as a young man to be a developer, and that proved to be ever so good. So 
this time around we were negotiating with a pretty tough, but very capable, realistic, practical type of 
team. 

RJ But you keep saying 'hard' bargaining. What was it that was making it tough? 

COURT Well, first of all we had to assure them that we were going to get a standard gauge 
railway. The whole agreement was contingent on that. The other thing was that they kept making the 
point that they were taking all the risks and the economics were not all that good. Coal would have 
to be brought in to make the iron initially, and then, of course, the iron eventually would be made 
into steel later on down the track. We never got to that phase. The question of costs were very, very 
crucial, and so we got down to a lot of very detailed figuring that normally a minister wouldn't have 
got down to, but somebody had to do it. 

The other problem I had was that one half of the Cabinet was not in favour of the agreement, 
including A F Watts. They had some strange political notion that BHP weren't very popular 
electorally and if we did a deal with them we'd be seen as giving them too much. They were the 'big 
Australian' that would be tough and so on. It was quite wrong because we were trying to develop a 
marginal deposit with a blast furnace and eventually, hopefully anyhow, steel at Kwinana, which 
would add another dimension to the Kwinana refinery. So BHP, bearing in mind that their board had 
once rejected this proposition, so the team that was negotiating for BHP, they had to demonstrate to 
their people that it was worthy of their investment and further studies and so on. So they had a 
problem as well as us. Obviously somebody had been told by Essington Lewis behind the scenes that 
he thought we'd got a proposition and they should have a good hard look at it. 
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We were really trying to give them conditions that would make it sellable to their board. Now this is 
what the present government in WA hasn't got the ability to do. They don't seem to have this 
capacity to sit down and say, "Look these people have got to demonstrate to their shareholders 
they're going to make some money out of this, otherwise they needn't bother." It doesn't have to be 
over-generous but it's got to be at least sensible because they're taking risks. These things don't work 
out exactly as the original graphs and predictions turn out. As you can see the world commodity 
price at the present time, they're staying in the doldrums for much, much longer than they normally 
do. So they've got to take these things into account and you've got to have the ability to make a 
judgment, as we did with the North West Shelf, as to what point you're prepared to lose the project 
or what point you're prepared to make a decision to enable you to get the project. 

The negotiations which went on, for instance, on rail freights, were classic. Eventually we hammered 
out something that the Commissioner of Railways was happy to go along with, which gave them 
access to standard gauge railway and all that sort of thing. So I had that battle to fight, wearing my 
other hat, to convince the Commissioner of Railways that what I was doing was good for the 
railways. Old Cyril Wayne, he was a tough old boy, and he didn't want to get any more things pushed 
on to the railways that were uneconomic because of appeasing the country voters or something like 
that. So it was harder than usual. In fact I know of no other operation that was negotiated in such 
detail, again with this fear of Pilbara looming up because if this wasn't signed up before Pilbara 
became a reality there was no way you could get anybody, least of all BHP, to face up to this 
commitment to build a blast furnace and then go on and build a steel plant at Kwinana. It's now 
history, of course, that they built the blast furnace and they never went on with the steelmaking. They 
were able to justify to us and subsequent governments that it was not realistic to go on and do what 
they had originally contracted to do. So they did other things. Don't forget all of the time they had the 
rolling mill there that was negotiated back in McLarty's days. But that was a rolling mill. 

I could never work out why Watts was so antagonistic towards BHP. He had very much the same 
mentality as Bert Hawke did about BI-IP. When it was eventually negotiated to a point that I believed 
Cabinet could have endorsed the agreement ready for ratification by Parliament, I ran into trouble 
that took months and months. One day I'd get people assembled in the Cabinet who I thought had got 
the message and understood what I was trying to do, and when we got there, more queries would be 
raised by Arthur Watts and others and back it would go to the drawing board again. 

I think I've probably told you that Dave Brand got sick of this after months and months of this, and 
he could see the clock ticking away. Eventually he said to the Cabinet, "I believe that this is a good 
agreement and I can't really understand why we've got so much difficulty in getting a Cabinet 
endorsement," because he didn't like taking votes. Even then if he had taken votes he would probably 
have had six to six, or maybe seven to five or something like that, which was no good because we 
did everything by resolution, not by counting heads. Most things, practically everything, was done on 
that basis. 

He then made a quite remarkable decision, and it was typical of the man. He said, "I'm not prepared 
to let this project be lost unless I'm satisfied that our members, our backbench members, have had a 
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look at it and they are prepared to let us know whether our concern about BHP, and the reaction of 
the public to BHP is such that we should let it be such a consideration. The project is either good or 
it's not." So he said, "At the next party meeting I'm going to let Charlie explain to the members what 
he's on about, what the agreement is all about, and let them have the responsibility of saying we 
should introduce this Bill or not." It had never been done that I knew of. It was a most extraordinary 
thing to virtually say, "The Cabinet can't make up its mind, will you tell us what to do?" A very risky 
thing I might add. 

So I had to be extremely careful in the time given to me that I made sure that all the minuses were 
emphasised even more than the pluses because I knew at the end of my presentation, as he had 
promised the Cabinet, that he would then ask whether there was any Cabinet minister who felt that I 
hadn't presented the case fairly. They were forewarned and I was forewarned. Naturally I had to be a 
little bit careful to emphasise the minus things and not overdo the plus things. 

Well, when I finished, to my great amazement and great joy, as you can imagine, bearing in mind 
that we used to meet in a very uncomfortable room then.... It used to be too cold in the winter and 
too hot in the summer. It was one way of getting the meetings over quickly anyhow. When we got 
more comfort it wasn't so easy. I well remember that Jimmy Mann, who you mentioned earlier in our 
interviews and who was always a good supporter of mine, got up and said, "What in the hell are we 
waiting for? I'll move that we request the government to finalise the agreement and introduce the Bill 
forthwith." He was supported by a Country Party man in Norm Baxter, who with equal spontaneity 
got off his seat and supported it, and again said, "I don't know what the he!l we're waiting for!" I 
might add Dave had already said to the ministers, "Now has Charlie stated the position fairly or do 
you want to add anything?" and so on, and no-one did - so that pleased me greatly. 

So there was no more discussion and there was a bit of murmuring around the room, "What the hell 
are we waiting for?" You can sense a meeting. So we passed there and then that the project proceed. 
I thought they'd at least put it to a committee and I'd have to stand up and justify this, that and the 
other, but no, they were thoroughly happy about it - and that was that. It was quite unique. It 
happened on another matter later on when the same sort of situation arose, but that's not pertinent to 
this. 

But then Arthur Watts, realising that this was a unanimous endorsement by the backbenchers, then 
asked for the right for me to have to justify this to the Country Party State Council - or whatever it is 
they have - on the basis that it would change the pattern of grain transport by rail down this spine 
railway from Southern Cross down through where there's a lot of wheat which feeds into this 
railway and goes down to the ports. I felt it was a rearguard action that he was fighting but needless 
to say I went along there with the same preparedness as I did to the backbench members. 

It was quite a big meeting. I thought it would probably be 20 or 30, but there must have been 60 or 
70 there, and I went through my stuff. I was a bit disappointed because I felt like Gracie Fields, 'I 
took my harp to the party and no-one asked me to play,' because I wanted to show [laughs] how 
much I knew about it and how I'd got the grain transference system worked out and how the rail 
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freight system was being protected and all that sort of thing. Anyhow I stated my case and 
somebody, I forget who it was, moved - there were one or two questions but they were very 
perfunctory sort of questions - moved that we proceed with the deal. Somebody seconded it, and they 
couldn't muster up any enthusiasm and any sort of controversy about it, so next thing I found myself 
on my way with complete endorsement of the lay Country Party's decision-making body. 

So when I talk about it being tough it was really tough, not only the actual negotiations but the 
politics of it. Of course, I knew that we'd have a rough time when it got into Parliament because 
Hawke had this bit of a thing about BHP. As it happened it was a good agreement because it gave us 
the railway and we'd only just got well into that when the Pilbara started to come out and show up as 
being what it was and what it would be. Of course, one has to acknowledge that if we'd been 
negotiating this agreement two years later we would NEVER have got that agreement out of BHP. 

RJ Did they ever hold that against you? 

COURT Oh no. BHP are the hardest people I've ever known to negotiate with, but they are the 
best. You have all the problems before the marriage and when the thing is signed I can tell you, in 
my experience BHP will always do better, and that's not a bad way to be. So they never came back 
and said, "You know that was a smart trick you pulled on us getting us to sign that sort of thing when 
you must have known that Pilbara had all these goodies up there." But they never ever did that, and 
that was typical of BHP. 

Ri But it's almost unfair, isn't it, on your part? 

COURT Not really. Don't forget you are dealing with the most knowledgeable company in 
Australia and the only steelmaker, and a company which had big coal as well as other interests. Don't 
forget they were the company that had first access to Yampi. So you're not dealing with people who 
didn't know their way about. The people who could have been at a disadvantage were us. 

You might ask why was Dumas there all the time? Well, this was at the stage of the Brisbane/Dumas 
era, with the three of us, the triangle or trio whichever way you work it, because don't forget when 
we got back to Perth I then had to have talks with Dumas and Brisbane, trying them out, mainly 
because I had such a tough time in Cabinet with this thing. I could never understand why these 
people were so difficult, even when Dave Brand made it clear that he personally thought it was a 
good agreement, and he [and Watts] had had experience with the BHP rolling mill negotiations with 
McLarty. 

RI Sir Charles, to try to trace the steps that took place. You've got the lifting of the iron 
ore embargo in December 1960, and then according to Trengove, the government maintained its 
controls over all iron ore found until the 28th of March 1961 when Brand announced significant 
changes in policy. Iron ore deposits were divided into three categories: known high-grade, known 
deposits medium and low-grade requiring investment, and deposits awaiting discovery. Now you 
called tenders about the known high-grade and you covered the business of calling tenders last time, 
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and you called applications for exploration for the second and the third categories.' What had gone 
on that you knew by then as much about the Pilbara's potential that you had got these categories and 
you were able to call tenders on the known high-grade? 

COURT Yes. You must realise, when you're talking about calling tenders, the one we called 
tenders on was a comparatively small deposit, and that was one of these ministerial-type things. 
There were various deposits that went to make up this figure that the Commonwealth claimed was 
the total known high grade iron ore suitable for the Australian steel industry. Now it was a very 
naughty thing that we did when we called tenders for Goldsworthy. We had to get some drilling 
done to prove that at least there were the tonnages that we said there were, and we called those 
tenders - I think we had ten responses - we called them on a world basis and we wanted just to see 
how interested the world was in iron ore. 

You have to realise that at that time there hadn't been the great developments of iron ore that you've 
had since. India was very primitive, as I've explained, still loading ships with wheelbarrows. You 
had Brazil. Although it had been in business for a long time it was still surprisingly small. The 
Japanese had used up all of the tonnage on the east coast of Malaysia; if not all of it, most of it. As 
you can imagine they made full use of that during the War because they had access to it during the 
War but it was a very primitive type of operation, and was very seasonal. They didn't have proper 
harbours like we have. In any case the total of it wasn't all that much and the Japanese at that time 
were consciously making a decision to become the world's great steelmaker. I think they consciously 
made up their mind they were going to be the world's biggest and the world's best. To do that you've 
got to have access to two commodities on an assured basis: one's iron ore, the other's coal. Coal for 
coking and the iron ore, of course, for the extraction of the iron. So they were looking around the 
world, not only at us, and we had to attract them, not necessarily directly but through developers. 

So we called these tenders and we were surprised at what we got. They were a tremendous asset to 
this State because it gave us a look behind the curtain as to what they were prepared to pay by way of 
infrastructure, and what they were prepared to pay by way of royalties on top of that. It was out of 
that that we were able to make our own assessment of the amount we could get for towns, railways, 
ports and all the associated work, plus a royalty on top of that. 

It was not altogether a masterstroke. It was a very simple thing we did in calling tenders, not a bad 
way to find out the value of anything, whether it's a picture, or whether it's a farm, or whether it's a 
factory or whatever it is. If you call tenders at least you start to get a revelation of what people are 
prepared to pay, whether there's interest, whether there's no interest and so on, so we learnt a lot out 
of that. 

You'll find that that pattern went through not only in negotiations for Goldsworthy, but also all the 
subsequent agreements. You'll also find that Goldsworthy got another area, or areas, because they 
felt that the people who came, after they'd been the guinea pig, got huge areas, whereas they were 
rather restricted to these little areas like Goldsworthy, Shay Gap. One of those areas which one day 

1 Trengove, 1976. p. 27. 
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will be developed is Area C for instance. When they got down to doing more work on that, they 
found that it did have huge tonnages but it was a different type of ore, and this is going to be the 
history of Pilbara. 

Now this is what we as a government had to take into account. This is what Hancock and his partner, 
Wright, would not accept, that we had a responsibility to look at Pilbara as a whole. They adopted 
the attitude, quite rudely and quite ruthlessly, that it was none of our business. We said, "It is our 
business." You'll find all the decisions that were made - not by Charles Court but by the government 
with the best advice we had and after a lot of study and soul-searching - were made on the basis of 
what was good for the State, what was good for the nation, and above all what was good for the 
development of Pilbara as a province of iron, not just some people who might have their own ideas 
that they wanted a mine here or a mine there and to hell with the rest. No-one was more critical of 
the Robe River negotiations than Hancock and Wright, and here were we trying to do something 
that was quite hard and that was to sell some limonite instead of all our high-grade haematites going 
out, that we would be able to sell some other ores. This wasn't an isolated thing, it was part of a 
pattern to demonstrate to the iron ore companies and to the steelmakers of the world that if they 
wanted access to the Pilbara they'd have to have regard for the total pattern to achieve a logical [and 
sustained] development. 

Now today you have the Robe project which celebrates its 20th anniversary IN production, not 
negotiation but in production, tomorrow and the next day, and look what a tremendous asset that has 
been to the nation after their industrial problems were sorted out by Charles Copeman. Their 
tonnages have now gone up, their efficiency has gone up, their productivity has gone up, their 
amount of export income for the nation has gone up, the security of employment has gone up, and all 
of this done on limonite ores. That's being fed into the blast furnaces of the world as it should be. 

Now other companies in the meantime have seen the merit of this and so you get companies that 
have beneficiation schemes. Those beneficiation schemes are tremendously important not only to the 
longevity of those particular projects, say Mount Newman and the like, but they're also important to 
this total picture of TOTAL development of iron ore. 

Now in the early stages we made an announcement (or I made the announcement) that we weren't 
going to make the mistake with iron ore that had been made in the early days with gold. Now when I 
was a boy there was a saying about goldmining, "You took the best and left the rest." In other words 
the little prospectors and the little miners, probably a mate or two, operating down a very hazardous 
shaft would go looking for seams that gave them high-grade gold. They weren't interested in the rest. 
Now we said that those days of mining are finished. You've got to take the total resource out so that 
when you mine it, you mine it for once and for all. Look at the number of goldmines you've got 
today where people are still going back over old mines and taking out payable gold; the treatment of 
dumps with better processes, better technology, the method of mining in open cut or in deep mine as 
the case may be, of taking out the total resource so that another generation coming along won't be 
finding the residue of gold in some of these once worked projects that we found in this generation. 
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So we declared very early in the piece, and the companies accepted it, the world accepted it, that we 
wanted total development. We weren't going to have people taking the best and leaving the rest. 
Now I know when you're talking iron ore, you're talking hundreds of millions of tons, thousands of 
millions of tons. When you're talking gold you're talking ounces and few tons - a completely 
different dimension, but the principle is the same. That's why we worked so hard to get the Robe 
project, in spite of a lot of criticism. The companies would say, "What do you want to worry about 
this mob for?" We weren't worrying about 'this mob' at all, we were worrying about our State's 
program to get a total development of a province. I think if people accept that policy and that 
commitment, they'll understand better why people like Hancock and others didn't get all they wanted. 

END OF TAPE 78 SIDE B 
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An interview with Sir Charles Court held at the Alexander Library Building on 4 November 1992. 

Ri We'll just identify, to explain the voice, that Sir Charles is just getting over a very bad 
cold and we hope his voice lasts out. 

Sir Charles, you were talking last time about the iron ore agreements that came out of the lifting of 
the embargo and you made the statement, "We declared very early in the piece and the companies 
accepted it, the world accepted it, that we wanted total development."' You've explained in previous 
interviews what you meant by that in terms of towns and railways and all of these sorts of things, but 
just how did you go about achieving that sort of agreement, and how easy was it to persuade 
companies to accept those sorts of condition. 

COURT Well let's take the last part first. It wasn't easy to persuade because they were very 
anxious to get the government to supply all the infrastructure which in most countries would have 
been the norm anyhow. Let's face it, if we'd have had the money for another reason altogether we 
would have supplied the infrastructure, the railways and the towns and the ports, the schools, the 
hospitals, water supply, sewerage, drainage. 

I said for another reason altogether, and that would have been first of all because governments 
traditionally had done it in Australia, even though they did it rather badly. Secondly, they got a 
certain amount of power out of it. If the government owned the railway it would become a political 
plaything: the question of what freight you charged, all that sort of thing. The unions also have an 
extraordinary attitude towards anything government; you know, there's a bottomless pit. You've seen 
the trouble over the years, the historic troubles that the WA Government Railways had until we in 
1960 set about trying to clean it up, and they're getting some benefits from that today. It takes a long 
time, but when you get involved with a government thing it's not just as easy as saying,"What's the 
right thing to do?" 

Many governments, if they'd have had the money, including ourselves, would have built the 
railways, would have provided the water supplies, the sewerage, the drainage, the ports and all that 
sort of thing, and then would have tried to get what they could out of the companies by way of 
royalties, freights and charges. But you never get enough [when the government runs it]. There is a 
point at which the project ceases to be viable. At that point no matter what they've invested 
somebody's got to walk away from it. So I'd like you to get yourself into the picture, into the mind of 
the government of the day, and myself in particular. 

You have to realise that we were one of the few governments in Australian history that really 
understood private enterprise. I'm not saying every minister did. I'm not saying every member of the 
Liberal Party or the Country Party in government at that time did. But I was committed to it. I was 
brought up in that system in spite of my background with a union oriented father and mother, but all 
my professional training had been in private enterprise. My wartime experience if anything oriented 

This transcript, p. 1017. 
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me more to the right than I was beforehand, and for good reason. So I had a very clear picture that 
under the old system in Australia, and the old role of government, there was no future. 

Now if you can get that into your mind you'll understand that that was my approach: that at the end 
of the day, if there wasn't a good solid fat profit in this thing for the companies they weren't going to 
come. If you start with that attitude you adopt a completely different attitude to the negotiations. One 
of the problems you've got with the present governments, federal and State is they cannot adopt that 
attitude. They say they can, but they can't because their masters are always gnawing at them, fearful 
somebody might make some money. Well my great fear was that the companies wouldn't make 
enough. 

Having been in business, even in a small way, I understood that when you're making money you look 
for more investment, you want more of the same. Therefore when we approached this thing, bearing 
in mind I was doing the across-the-table negotiations, that I wanted to get projects that were going to 
be not only profitable for today but hopefully we could have agreements that were going to carry into 
the future and as far as we could to bind Labor governments. We had to assume, whether it was three 
years, five years, ten years, or even twenty years, there's going to be a change of government in 
Australia, whether it be at State or federal level and therefore you've got to try and legislate, try and 
negotiate, try and have agreements which will protect the project against people with quite radical 
ideas later on, people who might not want to even honour an agreement, want to have a unilateral 
breaking of an agreement. So if you can get yourself into that frame of mind, that was the way I went 
into the negotiations. 

My colleagues knew about this. I had had good reason for going over this with my colleagues, 
because some of them, the Country Party in particular, had other ideas. For instance, Arthur Watts 
wouldn't have been thinking the way I was thinking; at least he wasn't at the start of things. He would 
probably be thinking if they made eight per cent on their money they should be happy. That was the 
famous answer to an interjection by Herbie Graham when he was a minister in the Tonkin 
Government, when he was pressed, when he referred to what was a fair thing. We said, "What's a 
fair thing?" You'll find it in Hansard. I put him under pressure and eventually he said, "Eight per 
cent." So we knew then that they'd never attract investment on that basis, because it's not six, seven, 
eight per cent, it's nothing like that at all, it's a different concept altogether, bearing in mind that 
you've got your capital that you've invested, you've got inflation eating away at that. You've got to 
adjust your values all the way along the road; you've got to allow for the fact that the world demand 
is not consistent. Some years you might have to make thirty per cent. Some years you might be lucky 
if you made any per cent, so it's a different philosophy altogether. Now that was my mental attitude 
when we went into the discussions. 

Side by side was the fact that we had no money. We were a claimant State, we had no money. If we 
were going to build a fowl house up there we'd have to go to the Grants' Commission to get some 
money and they wouldn't give you any because they had this peculiar formula they had of drawing a 
parallel between New South Wales and Victoria and then try to make us fit into a formula related to 
a rough assessment of those two populated States. I knew that we wouldn't get a cent out of the 
Grants' Commission for another reason also and that is that the Commonwealth government and 
their bureaucrats in particular didn't believe that a mob of wild colonials over in the West could 
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handle a thing like this. They just couldn't believe it when it all happened. We bypassed them by 
going to private enterprise. 

So having made it clear to the companies that I accepted the fact that they had to have a financiable 
project and it was not financiable unless it had security, unless it had a margin of profit to service 
their capital (equity and borrowed) and to provide capital for future development... It was all 
worked out as frankly as that with the Japanese and with the companies themselves. You might think 
it rather strange that this sort of discussion went on between a minister and the potential developer 
and their potential customers, and often their bankers. It's through that that I became so well-known 
in banks like City Bank and Chase Manhattan, Bank of America and to a lesser extent in Britain 
because they adopted a different attitude, much more conservative. Consolidated Goldfields for 
instance, they weren't like some of the American companies where they love you to go and talk to 
their bankers. They always used to feel that that was their prerogative to talk to their bankers, they 
alone could do that sort of thing. They were much more stuffy to deal with. RTZ, don't forget, had an 
English background and their office was in England and their administration was oriented towards 
the English system all the time, but they were a little more flexible in their attitude to, say, 
Consolidated Goldfields. Nevertheless they predominantly thought as English people, as an English 
corporation. 

So we had this conditioning period. Quite apart from the fact that I was idealogically oriented 
towards what was necessary for success, we had the masterstroke of calling tenders for Goldsworthy. 
I don't think the companies really woke up to that for some years, as to what a masterstroke it was, 
because we had, if I remember rightly, ten responses to those tenders. I knew at the time that we 
couldn't be doing it at a better time. 

I'd been to Malaysia and with cooperation from Tunku Abdul Rahman I'd spent some time on the 
east coast where the Japanese got their iron ore for their wartime needs; maybe other places as well, 
but that was one of their sources. I'd never seen anything as primitive in all my life. It became very 
apparent to me that there wasn't that much ore left anyhow. It was a real Heath Robinson type of 
thing, the light gauge railway and the small equipment that was used. The first time I went there the 
terrorists were still in that area and they were a little bit reluctant for us to ride down on the iron ore 
train without the normal military escort that went down. But that didn't appeal to me very much, 
because if you're going to get shot, you get shot military escort or no escort. You're pretty exposed 
sitting up in a little iron ore truck [chuckles] that hasn't got much height anyhow because they were 
very primitive, really they were. By our vision of what we were going to have they were primitive. 
As for loading them out at sea and having to get it out in lighters out to a ship and then transfer to the 
ship, it was quite foreign to anything that we'd thought about, having highly sophisticated bulk 
loading, fast loading and big bulk carriers, which were all part of our total concept. 

So I had a good look at that for a purpose and I got busy around the world at getting information 
about various sources of supply. For instance I had a good look at what the Germans did. It was all 
part of the process of being ready to negotiate, find out our weaknesses and our strengths. During the 
war a name that was very much in the news was a Swedish name, Narvik. (I hope I've got the 
pronunciation right.) But that was a port through which huge quantities of iron ore had been 
exported. Germany was very dependent on that for a long, long time. So we made a check out of all 
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of these places. We made a check out of Brazil as best we could without going there. I was surprised 
at how small their industry was after being in business so long and having so much iron ore. All that 
was to change, and we really became the pacesetters when it became known that we had this great 
vision and that we were thinking big and we were getting private enterprise to come in and do these 
things. 

Now I hope I've set the scene as we sat down for the first discussions, not only armed with the 
research that we'd done. I was greatly aided and abetted in this approach by Dumas. You might think 
he comes into it a lot and he does, because he was the one man alongside of Brisbane that I could sit 
down and talk to without anyone laughing at you. You'd portray a picture of how you thought it 
could be done, and should be done, and he might say.... I never remember him, by the way, laughing 
once. He might have said, "Look I think there might be another way," or something like that, but he 
never ridiculed ever, and neither did Brisbane, any of the ideas that were put forward. So together 
we'd sit down and hone it up a bit and that was wonderful stuff because there was no minister I could 
talk to that could think at that dimension. It was wonderful to have two people who had no axe to 
grind whatsoever, just a genuine desire to see the State prosper. Alongside of that, of course, we had 
the information from these tenders. 

Those tenders disclosed what buyers in a sellers' market (and that's the important thing; it was a 
sellers' market) were prepared to pay by way of royalties as well as infrastructure. Because don't 
forget when we called those tenders we had to make it clear that we wanted a statement from them 
as to what they were prepared to pay by way of royalties AND infrastructure. We had to make it 
clear we had no money. We had to make it clear that we were not prepared to build the railways, we 
were not prepared to build the port, for one very good reason, we had no money. We didn't tell them 
that the Grants' Commission, if they deliberated on it for five years, still wouldn't have given us any 
money, and the Commonwealth government wouldn't have given us any money. They'd want to take 
the things over themselves. So it was now or never. It had to be provided by private enterprise or the 
project didn't go. 

That, I think, was the key to our attitude, not only our commitment that it had to be profitable, and it 
had to be continuing, it had to reach out into the future. Not only that but the fact that we were just so 
starved with funds that we'd have to get the companies to pay. 

It was a bit of a shock to some of them, firstly that they were going to have to pay everything and 
then pay a royalty on top of it, and secondly that they were going to have to have these very detailed 
agreements which in turn were going to be made public. A lot of these companies dealing 
internationally, at that stage they had a very, what you would call a loose idea of handling these 
things. They all seemed to feel well, you know, there's always somebody in the land, in some of 
these strange countries they dealt with who's got more power than anyone else and if he's part of your 
outfit somehow or other you'll get by. But that wasn't good enough for us. We weren't a third world 
country. We weren't a banana republic. It all had to be done fair and above board or we didn't want a 
project. 

We also had accepted by this time that it had to be big or not at all. At this point it will surprise you 
to know that our thinking was much, much bigger than the companies. The comparatively small 
tonnages per annum that were the initial targets of the companies, it frightened me. I thought they'd 
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be the ones thinking big and we'd be the ones that would be tagging along and saying, "That's too big 
for us." Perhaps I could afford to be bold because we weren't paying. I also believe that you can only 
build a railway once, basically. You can only build a port once. You can always build another one, 
you can always enlarge the one you've got, but it never happens. If you build it right the first time, 
well then you're going to get a good one. If you build it wrong the first time it will be a long, long 
time, and a very expensive business trying to upgrade it or to do it as it should have been done the 
first time. 

So that's the picture when we fronted up for the first lot of negotiations. Some of them threw their 
hands up in horror and said, "That's not on." But I knew we had one thing in our favour and that was 
we were in a sellers' market. If we were doing that today our attitude would have to be quite 
different. We would be providing a lot of the infrastructure (if we had the money, of course) and 
we'd be having to agree to things that at that time we had no intention of agreeing to. So we really 
didn't have to make any great decisions because we knew we either got that or we got nothing. 

RJ But you've still got to persuade the companies to accept that. They weren't used to it. 
It's all very well to say it's a sellers' market, but they also would know that they had you over a barrel 
to some extent because you were wanting development. With that first tender process that you 
called, did you negotiate with the best tenderer only? 

COURT The one that we thought was the best, we negotiated. 

RI Right, so you exclusively negotiated with the one. 

COURT Well we gave them the first right of negotiation because if you tender and your tender 
system means anything and has any integrity internationally - that's one thing we were trying to 
establish, internationally the integrity of our approach. Even the disgruntled ones that might have 
tendered differently had they known how to tender, even they never questioned the fact that we 
selected what was obviously the best tender and sat down and negotiated with the partners 
concerned, or the joint venturers concerned. So it was clearly understood and would have been 
accepted that if the first people hadn't have been able to do a deal, well the next one would have 
come along and we would have been then freer to negotiate. But we did what was right and proper 
and that's how the Goldsworthy agreement was written. 

Now the comings and goings were many so I wouldn't like you to think that we just went in big and 
brave and said, "This is our condition, sign here." Getting the basic principles agreed was quite 
difficult. They had to get over the shock of what they were going to pay and then they had to get over 
the problem of financing it, because something happened at that time internationally which was very 
much related to the timing of our development. It represents a period in financing history where the 
balance sheets of the companies had less significance than the ability to finance a debt, or their 
capital, through cash flow. At that time, for the first time I think, you didn't really need to look at the 
company's balance sheet. You knew, for instance, that Consolidated Goldfields, Cyprus and people 
like that were good people and were internationally regarded as being not only technically, but 
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financially capable and strong. But in the old days you'd have got their balance sheet out and you'd 
have been working out the financial wealth and worth of the company itself. 

But on this occasion - and here again I got a lot of help from my friend John Marks, later Sir John 
Marks, and I think I mentioned how he virtually took me by the hand and let me retrace his steps 
around the world in financial circles. I learnt a lot from those circles. I learnt particularly the 
emphasis being placed on cash flow as distinct from their balance sheet. I've explained to you that 
Marks and I were chartered accountants pre-war. We were away at the war together. Our careers 
were almost identical in terms of when we got qualified and when we set up in practice on our own. 
Our army careers were almost parallel and then after the war the same. But he decided after the war 
not to concentrate so much on chartered accountancy, but to try and give Australia a new look as far 
as international finance was concerned. In his own way, with his wife, they did wonders. Above all 
he was able to lead me into some of these places where I could get the most up-to-date international 
thinking on finance. 

It became very obvious to me that the ability to finance through cash flow was the key to it, not so 
much whether Company 'X' or Company 'Y'.... I mean you knew that BHP had a strong balance 
sheet, you knew that people like Consolidated Goldfields had a strong balance sheet. You knew that 
RTZ and these people had strong balance sheets. But that in itself was not enough. You were going 
into unprecedented capital expenditure, especially by Australian standards that the servicing of that 
debt whether it be the equity part of it or whether it be the loan funds part of it was the key. This is 
where the Japanese and the Germans came into it. 

I got involved in this fairly quickly. Not only had I done a lot of research helped by Marks, but I had 
established my own contacts and built up my own experience and I became very conscious of the 
fact that unless they had long-term contracts they wouldn't have a chance in hell of financing the 
railways, the towns, the ports. Therefore the Goldsworthy one was the guinea pig. We were 
fortunate. We had reputable people like Consolidated Goldfields and like Cyprus Mines who were 
very experienced and quite big. But I don't think they'd ever handled anything that was going to 
involve such a major dependence on a cash flow from one mineral. 

So you can see how the Japanese started to come up in the picture. The Germans to a lesser extent. 
In our minds I think we all relate Germany to steel. It's almost automatic that we think of the 
Germans and steel, in their wartime activities and so on. So I was very anxious to find out what 
Europe was going to do about iron ore. The Japanese, I knew that they were hungry for iron ore and I 
knew their new plans for dramatic growth of their steel industry; quite unconcealed ambition to 
become the world's biggest steel maker. That needs coal, that needs iron ore. I knew the state of their 
Malaysian deposits and all the other sources of supply they had, and their need to get long-term 
contracts instead of doing spot buying, which is no way to have any industry based. So I don't think I 
need to labour it any more. 

We then laid it on the table what we wanted and it was very clear. I mean you could do it as well as I 
could. You need a railway once you've got a mine. It's no good having a mine unless you've got some 
way of transporting it. You need a port. So if you start on that concept, you're going to have a mine, 
you're going to have a railway, you're going to have a port, and that means you're going to have a 
town for people to live in. It's as simple as that. 
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The other thing that we laid on the table right at the start was the fact that those towns had to have a 
degree of permanence and standard that previous mining towns didn't have. 

END OF TAPE 79 SIDE A 
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COURT Now in my early boyhood and youth, initially through music, which might make you 
laugh as to what it has got to do with this, but it was amazing where music took you. The goldfields 
was very strong when I was a boy in terms of music, particularly bands, and if you were observant it 
is amazing how much you pick up. But the one thing that impressed me in all those days was the 
very poor standard of infrastructure; the poor standard of housing. Galvanised iron seemed to be the 
only thing they knew. They didn't seem to worry much about paint and those sort of things. I used to 
listen to some of the old blokes. I was always fascinated as a boy listening to these old chaps talking 
and so on. Then I learnt that every mining town that had been established in those earlier days was 
on the basis that it wasn't going to be there long. Okay you want something to keep the rain out. Let's 
get in and take it [the ore] out and we'll move on. Who wants to build these great edifices? It's to the 
great credit of some of the founding fathers of these places like Coolgardie, Kalgoorlie, Boulder, 
Cue, and places like that, the beautiful buildings they built. The basic buildings, usually the court 
and post offices, the Mines Department offices, the mining registrar's place, the warden's place, all 
of these basic things that were necessary, it's surprising how well they built using indigenous 
materials, the design of them and the appearance of them. Some of them are being restored today, 
they're a tremendous credit. But basically the general living standards of the workforce was pretty 
poor and in a very hostile climate. 

Well, I believed that if the concept of Pilbara was valid as a province of iron there should be 
something better than a lot of galvanised shacks around the place that were going to be either left or 
shifted to the next place every few years. I have to say the companies responded very well. They 
could have referred us to some of the accommodation you see in Brazil and some of the 
accommodation you see in other places like India, and said, "Look, why are you different?" Well we 
had to lay down a standard. I do believe that the eventual standard of housing was higher than we 
had hoped for; not higher than we would have liked to have, but higher than we hoped for. To have 
these permanent-type homes built out of conventional materials and so on in very remote areas was 
really imposing a very big burden on the companies. But they eventually accepted the philosophy 
that if you were going to retain a workforce and you were going to give a project a long life that 
you'd have to have something better than the old mining standards on the basis that it was temporary, 
and I didn't want people to think of this as temporary. 

So you look at these places and it makes you feel good when you look at the standard of housing in 
places like Mount Newman, Tom Price, these other places. Many of those people there are living in 
houses better than they have had before, or better than they'll have when they come back to the city. 
That's open to some criticism by the companies that they were burdened with too much, but 
eventually they accepted it, because they had to do the paying don't forget. They used to complain to 
me that the Education Department and the Police and the Health Department when they had to put 
facilities into places like Tom Price and Mount Newman and other places, that the departments 
wanted gold knobs on everything. They pointed out how those standards were better than they had in 
places where we built the facility, such as say Derby, Broome, Port Hedland, under the old order, 
when we were building government facilities in the old style Nor'West and Kimberley. They were a 
bit hard to answer on occasions, but we used to argue that it must be in their interests to have schools 
and hospitals and other facilities which would attract people there. The fact is they did it and went on 
doing it. All of these things were the basis of a lot of very detailed discussion on principles for the 
first project. 
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It was not very long, of course, before we were discussing the same thing with people like 
Hamersley and predominantly the RTZ, eventually CRA type of people. So there wasn't a great big 
gap. It suited me, of course, to be talking to them simultaneously because we wanted them to be 
conditioned to what was expected of them. I know there was a certain amount of dismay expressed 
and a certain amount of opposition and criticism and some mild threats at the time, but to their credit 
the companies in the main accepted the basic philosophies we'd laid down. [Lang Hancock was 
critical of the high standards we demanded.] 

It was probably here that our vision of tonnages for the future and the size and the continuity started 
to become a little bit infectious and started to be absorbed. Sir Ian McLennan, when he was the 
chairman of BHP, I told him what tonnages I had envisaged for Pilbara. He bet me the best dinner 
that I could nominate in Melbourne for he and his wife and me and my wife, if we could sign up 
contracts, I think the figure was ten million tons a year (and I'm talking about the total now, not just 
one company) by St Patrick's Day 1965. Why it had to be St Patrick's Day I don't know, but that 
became the day. Well, of course, you now know that we wouldn't have settled for ten million tons, 
wouldn't settle for fifteen million tons. The project wouldn't have started with that sort of tonnage for 
Pilbara. When you get some of these companies thinking of three million tons, five million tons, it's 
quite ludicrous today because when it got to the crunch, let's face it they wouldn't have been able to 
get off the ground. 

If you're going to build a railway say like Mount Newman, 426 kilometres, by anybody's standards 
that's a mighty project to build a heavy standard gauge railway. Now you're not going to build half a 
railway, you're not going to build it to half a standard, so when you're building it you've got to build 
it on the basis that you're going to carry a tonnage that will for ever and a day justify that 
expenditure. In this regard we were pretty tough with our specifications because these things were all 
spelled out. You'd have people like John Parker and he in turn would bring in railway people, but we 
didn't want WA Government Railways involved. I laid it down: "No government railways". 

The Treasury said to me privately (I'm talking now about the public servants in the Treasury, people 
like Townsing and others): "Don't you give us any more government railways. Give them anything 
as long as the companies will build the railways," because once the government stroke gets into them 
there's no future. Here we were financing deficits with the WA Government Railways and there 
seemed to be no end in sight, although at that stage I'd made some progress in improving them. So 
they were very anxious and it was very interesting this sort of thinking from public servants who 
normally get accused of being socialists and having a mentality for government ownership. So they 
were most emphatic that we kept governments out of it. That applied particularly to railways and the 
ports. That helped me greatly in my negotiations. 

The rest, of course, is history. We then had to get down to the clause by clause type of negotiation 
when you've agreed on the basic principles. I used to be very, very sceptical about anything that had 
been agreed in principle. In my long experience when you've agreed to anything in principle that's 
when all the arguments start! Then people start to produce all their real inner thoughts about how 
much they're going to try and chisel off. So I used to hate that expression, "We'll agree in principle." 
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Incidentally that term is more loosely used in Australia than any other country. I was horrified some 
years down the track when I found that Australian bankers, Australian governments, Australian 
business people, when they agree in principle they don't accept any serious moral commitment at all. 
I found in Europe and in America it's quite the reverse. Even with the Japanese I found it's quite the 
reverse. When they say we've agreed in principle on this they mean that they're a fair way down the 
track to achieving a proper settlement and they would have to have a complete change of 
circumstances before they'd walk out on that deal. It didn't reflect well on Australians. In fact it 
shocked me when I first heard a prominent Australian banker saying, "Oh we don't have to worry 
much about that, we've only agreed in principle," whereas the American banker was worried stiff 
because he had agreed in principle, and unless there was a complete change of circumstances he 
considered himself bound. However, I just got sidetracked a bit there. 

The method of negotiation was quite unique. I laid down the condition that we would have to use 
Western Australian lawyers. Probably that was a bit selfish on my part. Perhaps it was a bit 
narrow-minded, because don't forget all of the people who were then practising, like Bob Ainslie at 
what was then Stone James and Co, and George Wright at Jackson McDonald and Phil Adams at 
Stone James, and people of that ilk, were people who I had grown up with. When I was office boy at 
McLarens, they were articled clerks, most of them. I could write a book about that but that's not what 
we're here for. But you learn to respect these people and you knew them to be people of 
commonsense. Also people that I'd learnt professionally as I got qualified and then got into practice 
and then got into business and had dealings with them, that they had a capacity to put words together 
in language that people like myself could understand. So we made it a condition that there had to be 
a recognised Western Australian lawyer. 

Now if the people wanted to bring in - say the other side wanted to bring in one of the stars from the 
Eastern States that was their business, but we had to have a person there we knew, that understood 
us, doing the work with them. So we had to make an issue of this. Some of the people on the other 
side of the deal, that's the companies, wanted to bring in lawyers from England, or they wanted to 
bring in lawyers from America. The American ones used to frighten me. So we said, "If you want to 
bring them in, okay that's your business, you're paying, but there's got to be somebody there we know 
that's going to be the person we can talk to." 

This worked like a charm; probably a little unorthodox. We would sit around the table having listed 
all the points - and I've given you a rough idea of the areas that had to be covered - having listed all 
the points. We'd then go through laboriously each one, whether it was the railway part of the contract 
or whether it was the port part of the contract, or housing part of the contract. The mining part was 
always a special part, of course, setting out their titles and all that sort of thing. So we'd then, around 
the table, agree on that particular clause or group of clauses. Don't laugh at this, but I used to 
longhand what we'd decided while all the lawyers sat around there and the other negotiating parties 
on the other side of the table. I used to longhand it, and say, "Now this is what I think we've agreed 
on," just like we used to in Cabinet. It was just in plain English. Too simplistic, of course, to be 
adopted in that form, but just in plain English: "This is what I think we've agreed on." Everyone 
would say, "Yes," or "No," as the case may be. You'd go back to the drawing board if you hadn't got 
it right. 
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Then when we'd agreed that that was the plain English of what we wanted, we'd then hand that over 
to whoever was acting for us; the Crown Solicitor who was Syd Good in those days, a very 
conscientious man. Just to let you know how small this town was at the time, Syd Good was an 
articled clerk at Robinson Cox and Wheatley when I was the office boy; my first job. Here he is 
now, by this time he'd become the Crown Solicitor and eventually became a judge. So it was a cosy 
arrangement and a lot of trust around the place. Don't forget we were all excited about things, even 
Bob Ainslie who was inclined to be a rather severe sort of a fellow and could very easily get upset 
about something, and Phil Adams, George Wright, to name some of them. They were anxious for 
this thing to succeed. At this stage we still would often have Dumas at the negotiating table sitting 
there, as always unpaid, tax free [chuckles] as a result. 

When I look back on it, the simplicity of it all and the sincerity of it all and the plain decency of it all 
made it much easier than would have been the case otherwise. So having agreed on the plain English 
of this we'd then hand that to our lawyer. His job then was to go away when we finished that 
negotiating session and with his colleagues from both sides transform that into legal language. 
Eventually they'd present a draft to us, often in between, or at the next sitting and ask us what we 
thought about it. In many cases we'd refer it back again for them to try again to get it more simple so 
that you could understand what you read. So we went through this. Goodness only knows how many 
of these little bits of paper eventually found their way into the final legal form. But it worked that we 
had this simplistic plain English thing. 

Now from this you'll gather I always sat in at the negotiations. Now it was very time consuming. 
Sometimes you'd go on for hours and hours and hours. I couldn't always sit there, but when 
something had to be resolved then I could do that and then clear off and they might be working for a 
couple of days trying to sort this out between the lawyers. The American ones were the very devil. 
There was only one worse and that was one of the Melbourne lawyers who'd spend two hours 
arguing to get a word changed and then when you agreed to it he'd spend two hours telling you you 
shouldn't have agreed to it! He was regarded as quite brilliant, but I found him too pedantic. You'd 
argue over something that really didn't matter. However that's not what we're here about. 

So we'd work our way through until one day we got to the point when we had a draft agreement. 
Then that would have to go to Cabinet and all the departments would have to have a look at that. So 
eventually we finished up with these agreements. 

Now sometimes I might have to bring one of my ministerial colleagues along if we had a bit of a 
bottleneck over some issue, but very rarely. I used to prefer to go to them and say, "Look we've got a 
problem, how do we resolve this one when next we meet? What are your problems?" and work that 
out ourselves and then go back. When I knew I'd got to the bottom line I could go back with 
confidence and say to them, "Look don't waste my time. I can't do better than this for you. Do you 
want it or don't you want it?" 

Now there came a time when we were negotiating an agreement with Alcoa and I couldn't sit in on 
this basis. The man who was then acting for the Crown Law because Syd Good had moved on to 
other activities, he was supposed to be brilliant and understand all about these things. You know I 
never had any confidence in that man from the start. I don't like smart alecs. He'd be saying to me 
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how we could squeeze this a bit and squeeze that a bit. I'd say, "I'm not here to do any squeezing. 
We're here to get what we want, a decent deal that's going to last." Anyhow circumstances arose - I'm 
not sure, it could have been pressure in Parliament or it could have been a host of things. I had to 
allow the departmental people with this chap, do negotiations to a point of a draft agreement. 

Well that eventually went to the company concerned, and the company concerned in fact was Alcoa. 
This is bauxite/alumina; we've moved down the track a bit. I had a very irate Australian manager, 
general manager, on the phone from Melbourne early next morning. I knew the man, he was a nice 
man and I had a very good relationship with him. He started off by saying, "I thought we could do 
business with your government and believe what we were told," and all that sort of thing. I could 
realise the poor man was beside himself, so I said, "Well just a minute." He said, "Have you read that 
draft agreement?" I said, "I haven't. My copy has just come on my desk and I told them they could let 
you have a copy and it might speed things up a bit, but I have to say I haven't read it." He said, "Well 
look at clause so-and-so. That's not what we agreed. Then look at clause so-and-so." I said, 'Well 
you can hear me now tearing my copy up, because that's not what we agreed and just calm down and 
forget it. I'll have the new draft done under the old system and it will be what you and I have agreed." 

I forbade that particular lawyer to ever be on any negotiation while I was in the ministry. When he 
was pulled up about it he was even boastful. He said, "It was worth a try." That was the first and only 
time in my long experience as a minister that we had anyone like that, either from the private lawyers 
acting for us or from the Crown Law acting for us. I was very angry over that because it took us quite 
a while to get that out of our system. Fortunately the man we were dealing with knew me well 
enough to accept my word that this was somebody that had been smart. As I say, I said to him, 
"You're hearing me over the telephone tear up my copy." I never even bothered to read any more of 
it. Looking at two paragraphs alone I knew that somebody had been fiddling the words. I was very 
angry to think that we had someone in our system who would try that on. That will give you some 
idea of the atmosphere in which all of these things were negotiated. 

Now I did initially highlight the Goldsworthy negotiations because in terms of Pilbara that was the 
one that came first. We called tenders for it, but it wasn't the only one at that time, because the 
pressures were building up all the time. A man named Heine [H E I N E], a German name, from 
Melbourne, Walter P Heine, he was very, very confident that in the present world market at that 
time, and the sellers' market for iron ore, that a lower grade type of iron ore product down at Scott 
River, down in the south of the State, could be made viable. I had some serious reservations about it 
because although we were entering into a new era of steel production which would involve much 
more coal and iron ore than had ever been used before, I realised that quality would be an important 
factor, costs would be an important factor, continuity would be important factors. 

Also I was very conscious of the fact that my philosophy about Pilbara as a province would be 
undermined if we were taking ore from other places. Don't get me wrong, it didn't mean to say we 
wouldn't take that one day, or we wouldn't fit it into the stream of things, but I didn't want anything 
to happen which would mitigate against the orderly development of Pilbara because we had a whole 
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heap of people screaming their heads off, including Hancock, of course, to get access to the Pilbara 
deposits. However, in keeping with our policy you could not be talking on one hand that everyone 
was going to get a fair go and then refuse to negotiate with somebody else that was prepared to go to 
the cost of bringing in experts and so on. So we entered into a negotiation with Scott River. 

I realised that even if Scott River proved economic and could be negotiated by Heine and others, it 
was going to be a very difficult one to get off the ground, because you were playing with a very 
sensitive area of the State down there. When you get down into that Augusta area down there, to be 
putting ports and other facilities in there would be a very, very delicate operation. Furthermore the 
engineers told me that the construction of a port down there would be not only costly, but very, very 
difficult technically. You realise, of course, you're down there, off that part of the coast which has 
probably got the most dangerous waters and the most subject to violent storms and so on. When you 
get down around that Leeuwin area you're in some fairly wild seas. So there was always a very big 
reservation about that project. 

However, it was negotiated and the agreement went to Parliament. So that was another - not exactly 
a hiccup, that wouldn't be fair to refer to it as such, but it was another incident along the road of 
trying to get iron ore off the ground. 

Now alongside of all of that, of course, Western Mining being the busy beavers that they are, they'd 
found iron ore in small quantities, and not all that good grade, just out of Morawa. They worked out 
that they could use Geraldton as their port which wouldn't be very far away, using an existing 
railway system, so therefore they would have much lower infrastructure costs. Furthermore they had 
some other operations in the area that would fit in with it. They also worked out that they could 
overcome the limitations of the Port of Geraldton, which had horrendous problems if we were going 
to try and deepen it, on a basis where it could take decent sorts of ships that you need for bulk 
loading. It was all right for wheat, but they don't take the monstrous ships that you get for iron ore 
and coal and those things, and oil. 

END OF TAPE 79 SIDE B 
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COURT We were rather sceptical about the Morawa deposit, that's Tallering Peak, because we 
couldn't see the Japanese ever being prepared to take ore out in say 10 000 ton, 11 000 ton, ships. 
But Western Mining to their credit came along and the ship designers were able to construct ships, or 
at least to design ships, which could ride high, because having a wider beam they probably would 
have been very uncomfortable to ride in. But they would ride high. Actually I think the record 
tonnage they took out of Geraldton eventually when Tallering Peak was opened up would be about 
28 000 tons. I couldn't believe it, but they demonstrated how they could have these ships with a 
much greater width and they'd float much higher in the sea, and using the right tides, right timings 
and everything they could take 27, 28 000 tons. They might have even got it slightly more than 28 
000 tons, but it was pretty dicey. However, once they got over 25 000 tons it completely changed the 
economics of a comparatively small deposit when you didn't have to build a brand new railway, and 
you didn't have to provide a lot of infrastructure, you already had a port there. So they were able to 
put a deal together and they exported that. 

It's very interesting people are now talking about reopening it. How and why I don't know. I've been 
trying to get some information just out of sheer curiosity. But they had a very efficient little 
operation. It was good for Morawa while it lasted, but it was made very clear to everybody it wasn't 
going to last long and that's how it worked out. 

They had two ships operating exclusively from Geraldton to Japan and back. One was the Margaret 
Maru, and the other one was Geraldton Maru. The Margaret Maru was named after the wife of Mr 
Morgan - I forget his initials, but he was the father of Hugh Morgan who is now the chief executive 
of Western Mining, and Margaret Maru was named after Hugh's mother. Geraldton Maru, of 
course, got its name from Geraldton itself. What those ships did later on I don't know, but during the 
whole of the economic life of Tallering Peak they did nothing but go backwards and forwards 
between Geraldton and Japan. So that's the history of that project. So you can imagine we had to be 
careful that that became a bit of a side-play and not the main show, although they can rightly claim to 
the first iron ore exported. They actually got into business because they had so little infrastructure to 
provide. They got into business before Pilbara, but everyone understood it was comparatively small. 

RJ Where did you have your dinner with Sir Ian McLennan? 

COURT Oh, we had that at the Atheneum Club, [Melbourne] and he invited a few of the 
executives and their wives from BHP and Rita and I made it convenient to be there. We had quite an 
hilarious night, because although they were tough negotiators they were basically very nice people. 

Ian McLennan was a great man, he really was. People don't realise that after he got his degree, I 
think his first job in mining was as an underground boss at Kalgoorlie. That experience is 
tremendous when a person eventually gets to the top job. He enjoyed it. He used to be a very keen 
tennis player. He was very proud of the fact that I think he played in the final of the Easter 
Tournament at King's Park tennis court. We always used to get this story from Ian; he was very 
proud of this. He apparently did fairly well on the goldfields and then came down for one of the 
tournaments here. To go to his home was a very pleasant, relaxing experience. They had a little farm 
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place about 40 miles out of Melbourne in the Dandenongs. Rita and I went there a couple of times. 
She was always attracted because they had this beautiful walnut tree. She'd never actually got 
walnuts off a walnut tree before. He had another nice place in Melbourne. He and his wife were 
always lovely hosts and Rita and I went there quite often if we were in Melbourne. 

In fact our son, Kenneth, he went with us one Sunday and he always boasts that his prowess as a 
barbecue cook is because of the personal tuition he got from Sir Ian McLennan. On this particular 
Sunday when we were going to have a barbecue there, he said to Ken, "Now come on I'll show you 
how to do it properly." Everything that Ian did had to be done the McLennan way, you see. So he 
was very thorough in getting Ken and everything including the fire and preparing the meat and all 
that sort of thing. So Ken remembers that - he was only a boy at the time - he remembers it to this 
day, and he always boasts, "I was taught barbecuing by none other than Sir Ian McLennan." 

RJ In writing of this negotiation process, Trengove says of you in talking about Court: 
"He was Brand's most tireless Minister, prepared if need be to spend half the night negotiating with 
foreign businessmen, or spreading the State's story to journalists at breakfast interviews. There was 
no greater apostle of private enterprise in the nation." Were you prepared to spend "half the night" 
negotiating? 

COURT Not only prepared to, but I did. I used to work on the principle they were busy people. 
These senior people used to flog themselves pretty hard with the amount of flying they did, bearing 
in mind that they didn't have quite the facilities they have today. Air travel wasn't quite as easy as it 
is today. Once they showed an interest, the important thing from our point of view was to lock it up 
as quick as we could. Furthermore I believed that if you showed willing that they in turn talked about 
it. I quickly heard back from overseas about their experiences. Some of them were a bit exaggerated: 
they'd swear blind I never slept. That didn't matter because it was all part of our great campaign to 
get people to understand we were different. 

For instance, it was generally known to these people who used to think of Australia as being the 
country of the long weekend, that it didn't matter in Perth even if it was a long weekend. There was 
one place where not only the minister but his officers would be prepared to negotiate and continue to 
work. So these things got around and they didn't do us any harm. They were laughed at by some 
people. They were jeered at by Canberra because they thought it was not the done thing. But it 
worked in our case. We just had to hit where we saw a head, and whenever we saw a head. I used to 
like to get alongside the big shots too, because influence is like water, it gravitates down. If the 
chairman of directors went back or the chief executive went back saying how well it was done, or 
how enthusiastic it was and how they were helped because of their itinerary, or something of that 
kind, it all adds up and the message gets across. So I have to say that I did it cheerfully, I did it with a 
purpose. We were men in a hurry. 

Ri I also found it interesting in the light of what you have said about the way you liked 
to operate, taking over a lot of the responsibility from Griffith and so on, that Trengove quotes 
Straun Anderson of Hamersley Iron talking about you. He said, "Charles Court often did not 

Trengove, 1976, p. 53. 
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delegate, which we believed gave us an advantage, as well as speeding up progress, as we could 
discuss tactics in our motel each evening, write up the minutes of the day's meeting and prepare an 
agenda for the next. He, poor man, had many other jobs on his plate. Charles occasionally would 
protest that we had slanted the minutes our way, but agreement was always quickly established. We 
tried to keep one step ahead of him. He was always right on the ball."1  He says that you did not 
delegate - did you delegate at times? 

COURT Not that part of the work. There was a lot of delegation. I've told you already my 
experience in delegating once and once only about the negotiating process. I had to accept the 
responsibility of going back to my colleagues, going to Cabinet and then going to Parliament with 
these things. I wasn't prepared to take a risk, as proved to be right, because the one time when I did 
because of pressure of other things, allow somebody to do what I would normally have done myself, 
it was a near disaster. Fortunately we found out quickly and were able to put that right. 

I well remember Straun Anderson and his minutes because I accused them on one occasion of doing 
exactly what this fellow of mine did some years down the track. If you can colour it a little bit maybe 
the man on the other side won't notice it. Well, I used to keep good minutes too. I used to pride 
myself on minute taking. More often than not I'd go straight back to my office and put it on to a tape, 
my understanding of the meeting, plus my little bits of paper, of course; they were pretty valuable. 
So none of those pieces of paper were destroyed until the negotiations were finished. They always 
remained there in a little clip and they'd become prized possessions. 

Now you mention it, I can never remember us having to go back to them once. I think the fact that 
they were there was enough. The lawyers understood that they had to translate that from plain 
English into legal language. But I wasn't prepared to negotiate. Sometimes they used to even 
mention, "Don't you think we could talk to So-and-So, X, Y or Z?" I'd said, "No, no." 

The classic example of Straun Anderson (I don't know if he tells the story in the book) was how he 
and I were pushing very hard.... By the way Straun's a nice man, a very, very conscientious man, a 
very highly-strung man. It eventually expedited his end, I think. He was a very highly strung man 
and didn't always see a joke. He didn't have the knack of all of a sudden bursting into laughter over 
some crazy situation that had got to silly proportions and then all of a sudden you've got to see the 
funny side of this thing. Then you can start again when you get to that situation. But to Straun life 
was real, life was earnest. I can imagine him sitting back in those hotel rooms saying, "Now how do 
we deal with this bloke tomorrow?" and recapitulating on the day. 

He and I were very anxious to get the all clear for the construction to start, or at least on-site work to 
start. It couldn't get to that point until a certain stage had been reached, certain mechanisms had 
worked and certain approvals were given. Those approvals had to be given by me before they could 
go on to the site and undertake works. I forget the particular works, but I have an idea it was work at 
what was then called King's Bay, now referred to as Dampier. It was pretty tense and we had been 
negotiating most nights. Part of that time I was in Melbourne. I know we finished there one night, it 

1Thid. 
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could have been two, three, in the morning. The arrangement was that he would sort out his 
problems with his own people. I said, "You've got no problem with me, you sort it out with your 
own people. You ring me in the morning." I remember I was staying at the Windsor Hotel and he 
phoned me at seven in the morning and said, "It's fixed." 

So we were then able to proceed to the next phase and I went back. I know our Christmas family 
dinner had to be held up that day until I could sign this piece of paper for Straun. The legal details 
had to be cleaned up and I had to get an all clear. So he used to dine out on this story, how the Court 
family's Christmas lunch was held up. When I spoke to him on the phone the family were in the 
background waiting to get on with their dinner, their Christmas dinner while this thing was signed 
and completed and the man took it away so they could get on with the job. 

Straun was a very conscientious man. He, as happens so often in some of these big corporations, I 
think became something of a scapegoat for certain people. They're pretty ruthless when somebody's 
got to be held responsible. Knowing what I did of Straun Anderson's dedication to the company I felt 
very sad about it because no-one would have known as well as I did how hard he worked for that 
company and how well he negotiated for them, to a point of almost driving me up the wall 
sometimes in chasing things that I didn't regard as big things, dotting 'i's', crossing Ts'. That was 
mainly due to the lawyer they had acting for them in Melbourne, John Rodd, a very capable highly-
respected man. He was the sort of fellow that would spend a terrible lot of time over nothing, at least 
I thought it was nothing. They told me he was something of a purist in drafting and that type of 
thing. Well I was more concerned about the sense that it made. I well remember he came into that 
virtual all-night negotiating session in Melbourne, that I eventually finished up not having to satisfy 
Straun Anderson so much as I was trying to satisfy the lawyer bloke. That wasn't my way of doing 
business. The lawyer did as he was told as far as we were concerned. We took his advice on the legal 
side of it but the principles of what we were negotiating were our decision, hence the scraps of paper 
in plain English. 

RJ There's also relevant comment in light of what we've been talking about today, about 
the infrastructure agreement rather than royalties that Trengove refers to, again quoting Anderson. 
Apparently the agreement with Hamersley Iron came under criticism after it was completed and 
there were some who thought the government had given away too much, and to quote, "and others 
within the Hamersley organisation who were worried by the company's costly obligation to 
contribute most of the facilities and services usually provided by government. Anderson himself 
believed the agreement was sound and fair. If the government had not conceded long-term rights, 
then the marketing and financing arrangements would not have been feasible, and that would have 
been an end to the affair."1  

COURT That's a correct summary of it. By this time I had been completely wedded to the 
concept of cash flow. What is often forgotten by the Hancocks and others is that at a certain stage, 
1965 to be precise, a stalemate had been reached with the Japanese. Now their nine steel mills 
subsequently became eight, and eventually the companies, one of the few things they did in concert 

I 
Ibid p. 55. 
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was to come to me - and Pm talking about all of the then projects that were in negotiating: Robe, 
Hamersley, Newman, Goldsworthy, the whole lot of them, all of those Pilbara projects. They were 
having great difficulty in getting that last commitment from the Japanese. In the process I had been 
made very much aware of the importance of a long-term and then a not so long-term agreement from 
the Japanese, without which there was not the cash flow to finance the agreements. 

It was because of that that this famous [Tokyo] meeting took place in March 1965 when I had to go 
up and front up with the nine steel presidents. I think I've told you the story before about the 
reputation I had of being "yes; no". 

RJ Yes, you've referred to the reputation, but you haven't given us the full story behind 
it. 

COURT So we put it to the test that day and it worked. 

The origin of this "yes; no" business was that the Japanese some months before that sent down two 
people, one by the name of Watanabe and the other one Nango. Nango was the interpreter: an 
excellent command of the language, lived fifteen years in England where he got his engineering 
degree before the war, so he could think in English as well as speak in English. A nice man too. He 
was the right hand man to Watanabe, then called Chief Secretary of their raw materials section. So 
they were sent down and they had three questions they wanted answers to. So Arthur Griffith and I 
saw them because they were said to be matters of important principle. 

We sat down and I was heading up our side of the negotiations and Nango kept coming back with 
more and more and more comments. It was all talk. We weren't getting to grips with anything. I've 
got a simple mind and I've got to have something that I can identify. This round and round and round 
sort of negotiation not only drives me up the wall, but I'm always afraid I'll get lost in the 
conversation and forget what I am there for. So eventually I said to Nango, "Mochi" (that was his 
nickname) "give us the shiny bit." So he said, "What do you mean the shiny bit?" I said, "Well, that's 
what you've come for. You tell us what you're here for, the answers you want and we'll give you the 
answers quickly, but until you give us the shiny bit, the little bit that matters, we can't put it on the 
table and polish it up." [Imitates polishing with hands.] 

He'd never heard of this expression before so he went into a huddle with Watanabe. I remember this 
in the old Treasury Building. He said, "Oh, Watanabe here doesn't feel that the time's right yet to 
give you the precise things. We just wanted to discuss the general picture." I said, "We know the 
general picture. You know we want to sell you iron ore, we know you want to buy iron ore. We've 
got companies that want to mine it and ship it and that sort of thing. We're only here today to remove 
a high level policy blockage. That was the reason for you coming here on behalf of your nine steel 
mills to get three basic questions answered. So you give us the questions and you'll be surprised how 
quick we are at answering them." I had a rough idea what they were heading for, because I'd been 
tipped off by somebody. So he said, "Watanabe doesn't think it's time." I said, "Well I think we've 
got to get to grips with it, because this is the way we do business. We want to know what you want 
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answered and we can probably give you the answer straight away.!?  So eventually they had a meeting 
and they laid the three questions on the table. I'll always remember it was three questions. 

I already had anticipated with Arthur Griffith that this was what we thought they'd be up to, and if 
they did want these three questions answered that this was how we're going to respond. So I said, 
"Well that's easy, you can tell Mr Watanabe the answer to number one is yes, the answer to number 
two is no, the answer to number three is yes. Let's have lunch." [claps hands] There was 
consternation, "Oh," he said, "we've got to talk about them all." I said, "Well there's no need to. You 
can tell your boss you've got two out of three, that's not bad, and the second one you never thought 
you'd get anyhow. You only put it in there for numbers. You know you never expected to get a yes 
answer on that one, but the other two that mattered you've got yes. What more do you want?" So I 
said, "Let's have lunch." 

So we had lunch, having been the whole morning on this dither, dither, dither basis. So when we'd 
had lunch down at the old Esplanade, down at Elsie's old place, a nice pleasant lunch, Nango took 
me aside. He said, "Are we going to meet again this afternoon?" I said, "No need. You've got your 
answers. One, yes; three's yes; number two is no. You know that you never expected to get that one 
anyhow. Why don't you tell your boss what a good job you've done." "Oh," he said, "that's not what 
it's all about." He said, "Watanabe would like to have another meeting." I said, "Well there's nothing 
to meet about. Is he unhappy? Does he think we might change on question 2? You can't do better 
than yes, yes, for one and three. It doesn't matter what we talk about, you can't do better than that. I 
wouldn't waste my time and I wouldn't waste your time on number two. The answer to that's no, and 
that's that." "Oh," he said, "we don't do business like that." I said, "Well I'm quite prepared to talk to 
you later in the week, but there's nothing.... we certainly can't talk about this." I wanted to cultivate 
Watanabe, because Watanabe was a very influential man up there. 

Mochi, said, "Oh," he said, "can I tell you a secret?" So I said, "Yes that's all right." So he said, 
"Watanabe and I are very enthusiastic golfers." He told me what his handicap was, what Mochi's 
handicap was; it was pretty impressive. He said, "We thought these negotiations would take a week 
and we're booked to go home next Saturday." So I said, "All right Mochi, I've got the message. We'll 
meet at four o'clock next Friday afternoon and we'll tell you what you already know!" [chuckles] So 
they were very happy. They were able to say that they were still negotiating and they were going to 
meet again on Friday afternoon at 4 pm and they'd get the answer then and they thought it would be 
favourable." I said, "You can add that bit." 

So that's exactly what happened. We made sure they were well looked after and that was easy at that 
time because there were always plenty of people who would make sure they were well looked after, 
especially as we wanted to get Watanabe feeling good about us, because he was an oldish man, but I 
found out he had a lot of influence with the steel presidents. So that's our first experience of a 
negotiation at the top level. 

So when I went up there in March '65, a man named Yamada, who was the Chief Counsellor for the 
steel mills, a nice man... He's over 90 now and still the world president of the World Trade Centres. 
We always used to refer to him as the Japanese Yul Brynner, because he was completely bald like 
Yul Brynner, but he had a superb command of English. He had spent many years in America and 
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used to think, obviously think, like a European, as well as speak good English, as often happens with 
these fellows that become very expert. So I'd learnt to trust this fellow. I'd had quite a bit of 
experience with him and he always seemed a nice man and sometimes you have to take a risk and 
you have to make a judgment on somebody. My judgment about Tad Yamada has never been shaken 
in all that period since 1965 till now. We still correspond regularly. 

He said to me privately, he said, "You've got a reputation in this country for being the 'yes; no' man. 
It's either yes or it's no, and you don't want to discuss it any more." He said, "Nango and Watanabe 
came back and said, 'Don't expect to spend a lot of time negotiating with this chap." So he said, 
"Why don't you try it out. You've got the nine presidents here today. After lunch they're going to put 
the nine questions which you already know, they're going to put them up on a board. Well they're 
already there, and they just take the cover off." He said, "It would give them an awful shock if you 
just go up to the board and put your answers down the side." 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 80 
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COURT I remember the tenseness of this particular moment because I'm not good at bluffing 
things out and I do get extremely nervous in spite of what people think. Here you've got the nine 
steel presidents there and these questions that had to be answered. I don't know why nine questions 
and nine steel presidents, whether there had to be a question for each one or not, but I don't think it 
was that at all, because it was not long after that that Yawata and Fuji Steel became what is now 
known as Nippon Steel; they amalgamated. 

So I did just what my friend Tad Yamada suggested I do. I went up to the nine questions and I know 
three of them were "no", six were "yes", and then sat down. So there was a sort of gasp and a look of 
amazement, because they were going to go down question by question. You'd probably come back 
tomorrow and the next day and so on, whereas there were six I was going to say "yes", so they might 
as well get them out of the way. The other three we were going to say "no". So I took a deep breath 
and that's what came up. 

Then Mr Nagano, who was the senior one apparently of them by arrangement between them, he then 
said through the interpreter, who by the way was Yamada, "We'd like to discuss these things more." I 
said, "Well, there's no need to discuss the six yes's because you've got what you wanted and we're 
happy with that." They were all sensible things that had to be clarified. 

They wanted it from the government and there was good reason why they wanted it from the 
government. The companies couldn't speak for the government. The Japanese had it right. If the 
government was prepared to incorporate these into an agreement and incorporate these into 
commitments from one country to another as well as from the government to the companies, that 
gave them added security, because don't forget if it hadn't been for the Japanese signing those long-
term agreements, there would have been no Pilbara today. That provided the cash flow for the great 
railways, the great towns, and the great ports, the huge sums. Goodness only knows what it would be 
in today's dollars; you'd be talking billions. But if they hadn't have been prepared to sign those long-
term contracts those projects would never get off the ground. I'll remind you what I told you earlier 
that we were now in the era of cash flow as distinct from their balance sheets. Having all the assets 
in the world didn't mean a darn thing. You could own a whole street in New York and it wouldn't 
have meant a thing if you didn't have this cash flow. This could only come from long term contracts 
starting with the Japanese and if you've got something from the Dutch and the Germans and a few 
others that was all the icing on the cake. 

So we sat down about these others. Two of them I realised were bluff questions and they didn't put 
up much resistance, but the last one was the one that was the sticking point. They said, "Will you not 
take this back to your Cabinet?" I said, "No, if I took that back to my Cabinet, my Premier would say 
to me, 'You don't deserve to be a minister.' So I wouldn't take it back to the Cabinet because I'd be 
virtually saying to my colleagues that I hadn't got the capacity to see the danger of that particular 
question to you and the danger to me." You'd be interested to know what it was. 

RJ Yes. 

COURT The other two were of no great significance, really they weren't. I just felt they'd 
made weight a bit, but I got them out of the way and my judgment was right, they weren't going to 
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push them. But the third one was interesting. They wanted us to enter into a special commitment 
between the steel mills of Japan and the Western Australian government in view of the fact that they 
were going to be the means of getting Pilbara off the ground with the railways and the towns and the 
ports and all of these things, by their underwriting of these huge costs through long-term agreements. 
They believed they were entitled to some priority. They wanted a commitment from us that we 
would not sell any iron ore to another country without consulting them. Originally they had it even 
worse, namely without their approval. 

From the first answer I gave them they realised that that was a bit rough. They then modified that too 
without first consulting with them. I said, "You realise that it's not all that long after the war and you 
know it's a sensitive issue, this whole question of doing such a major deal with the Japanese. We 
have no compunction about it at all, you know that. David Brand has been tested on it, I've been 
tested on it. We've taken certain action. Your people have been acknowledged by the RSL and so on 
and attend the wreath laying and so on." I said, "These things are all part of this build-up that's being 
going on with these things. We haven't missed a beat on that, so you know where we stand on the 
issue. But you must remember there's still this feeling. Just imagine if I went back to Australia and I 
said that we had undertaken that we would not sell any iron ore to countries other than Japan without 
first consulting Japan. From our point of view it would be disastrous, people would say the Japanese 
have achieved commercially and industrially what they couldn't achieve militarily. That's number 
one, that's the reaction in our country. But put yourself in your own position. You would be 
identifying yourself to the rest of the world as wanting to get into this imperialistic situation. Don't 
forget you're asking for it, not us. So if you just stop to think about the reaction of the world to this. 
So for those reasons, both from our point of view and your point of view, I just wouldn't take it back 
to Cabinet." 

The interesting thing is by 3.15 that afternoon - we had lunch, and by 3.15 that afternoon we'd all 
said our farewells and they had said, "We will now tell the companies that we've cleared the nine 
points and that negotiations can be finalised." It was a memorable meeting at the Okura Hotel in 
Japan and it's an afternoon I'll never forget. I was quite relieved to go back to my bedroom and ring 
up David Brand and say, "It's all fixed, all clear now." That was the last stumbling block, and then, 
of course, the negotiations could go on from there. 

RJ Did you really manage to get the RSL to acknowledge the Japanese? 

COURT Yes. You see you'll find there was a time at which the Japanese were invited to attend 
the Anzac Day service. Now up until then they'd let the Germans come, in between the wars, then 
after the Second World War. They let the Turks come after the First World War and they were part 
of the scenery. Everyone took that for granted. But there was this - because of the prisoner-of-war 
thing.... Don't forget the Germans had a lot of prisoners-of-war, we seem to forget about that. But 
because of the prisoner-of-war problems there is still a lot of sensitivity in Australia, as there should 
be, and there still is too. But you don't let that go to a point when you defeat your own purposes. 

So Dave Brand and I, both being RSL people and very actively associated with the RSL, we were 
able to talk to the people then in office and say, "Look there comes a time when these people are 
going to have to be allowed to do what you let the Germans do and what you let the Turks do. 
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Germans and Turks after the First War, now the Germans again after the Second World War, and 
goodness only knows that was horrific what they did to the world. We've already swallowed hard on 
that one. So it's time the Japanese came." 

Now they extended an invitation to the dawn service. The then consul - I forget his name - it wasn't 
the best one they've had I might add. He wasn't a good man to handle the situation. But he was 
scared stiff. I said to him, "I'll be laying the wreath for the government." I was representing David 
Brand in my capacity as Minister for Industrial Development and the North West. I used to go to the 
dawn service because I'd been playing the bugle up there ever since I was twelve, so I'm no stranger 
to the RSL and no stranger to the dawn service. I said, "I'll pick you up and take you and you come 
up and lay your wreath with me." That put the poor man's mind at rest. It overcame that situation. 
Whether the Japanese attend today or not I wouldn't know. 

But that was the one time and I, by arrangement with Dave Brand, I actually took the consul there. 
He would have done the same if! hadn't have been available. This was also to help the RSL because 
if they'd have had some trouble from some hotheads or someone it was much easier for them to 
handle if I was, as representing the government, looking after this fellow than if they were looking 
after him. As it happened it went without any incident. 

Also another interesting thing that weekend. Watanabe was stranded in Perth, the Watanabe I talked 
to you about earlier. It just happened that Watanabe was in Perth and he was very nervous because of 
what he read in the paper, that he being Japanese somebody might object to his presence around the 
place on that day. So that's why we came to take him to our home for the day which I've already told 
you about. So that overcame any problem with him. He had a thoroughly enjoyable and relaxed day, 
instead of a day of tension. 

RI An interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library Building on 12 
November 1992. 

Sir Charles, last time we were discussing the various iron ore agreements and I quoted you from 
Trengove what he had to say about Straun Anderson's comments on the agreements being sound and 
fair and you have commented on that quote for me. But I wondered, if you recall part of that quote 
was, "If the government had not conceded long-term rights, then the marketing and financing 
arrangements would not have been feasible and that would have been an end to the affair." To what 
extent did you have to concede long-term rights and in retrospect with the advantage of hindsight, if 
the State had had the money to provide the infrastructure would you still see the way you went about 
negotiating being the right way to go? 

COURT I can answer both questions with confidence based on hindsight, as well as my 
judgment at the time. If we hadn't have been prepared to give long term access to those deposits I can 
tell you now, we'd have been fiddling around with isolated little pockets of exports like the Hawke 
Government was talking about, a million tons and that sort of stupid nonsense, which was nothing. 
We wanted to have a great industry. We wanted to have an industry which was committed to growth. 
We were talking 200 years, 300 years, 400 years. 
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These were the sorts of things that were used by me in talking to the companies and in talking to the 
Japanese and the Germans. 

Ironically the companies were harder to toss on long-term big scale operations than the foreigners, 
like the potential buyers and so on, and the government. So it was basic to our concept if we were 
going to develop Pilbara as a province that there had to be long term. In this regard (I make no 
apology at all) the agreements are quite unique. They just go on and on if the companies are doing 
what they committed themselves to do. There are certain review provisions that are necessary, but 
basically if the companies are behaving themselves, they're performing as they should do, then they 
can go all the time there is iron ore there to be mined. 

There's another side to the story that I was talking very actively to the potential customers, which 
was quite unique for a government. I was talking very actively to them to assure them that they could 
with impunity sign long-term agreements because of these pieces of paper that we had negotiated 
and which had gone to the Parliament, been ratified by the Parliament and had become statutes in 
their own right. In other words there was no dispute about operating a railway, there was no dispute 
about operating a port, there was no dispute about the rights to towns and all that type of thing. That 
was very impressive when you're talking to people like the Japanese in particular. 

Let's face it, if the Japanese hadn't have signed those long-term contracts there would have been no 
iron ore projects. As big as companies like Consolidated Goldfields, BHP, RTZ and the like were, 
they haven't got bottomless pits. People don't seem to understand that they are subject to the audit of 
bankers. They have to think of their shareholders. They have to think of their balance sheet debt-to-
equity ratios; all of these things. I've already told you that these negotiations were quite unique 
because on a global scale they came at a time when the emphasis was on cash flow rather than 
balance sheet figures. You didn't assume that BHP was rich or able to meet its debt. You didn't 
assume that RTZ or Consolidated Goldfields or the Anglo-Americans, or any of these people could 
meet their commitments because they had strong balance sheets. Very properly the financial world 
decided that the main test would be the cash flow. Are they going to have the income to meet their 
debts as well as pay their operating costs? 

Therefore it was quite fortuitous that we had a minister at the time that not only had the professional 
training that I had, but had also had some business experience. Although it was in very small form 
compared with these multinational, international style and sized projects the basic principles were 
there. 

I often reflect on what the position would have been if David Brand hadn't had a minister who had 
this background. I've told you that he was quite unique as a leader, that he was able to identify people 
that knew more about things than he did and he was prepared to let you do it. Now at no point in the 
negotiations, at no point in the State's history was this more important than at that time. The 
companies felt very comfortable in dealing with somebody who might be quite tough in what he was 
demanding, but at least understood that there had to be a profit in it. If there was no profit at the end 
of the road there was no project. 
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So it was a very intense period of negotiation, and Hancock and people like that had no role in it at 
all. They weren't putting any money into it, except a few dollars they might have put into a bit of 
superficial exploration at that stage, trying to get people like RTZ and others to do the major 
exploration jobs. So people like that never came into the reckoning of financing these projects, cash 
flow, at the Japanese, German and other levels. 

It's quite interesting as we sit here in 1992 to reflect back on those times, where here's a little State 
that had no money to do these things, was facing up to these things with a degree of realism, 
knowing that if we couldn't get a private sector at both Australian and international level to provide 
the funds the projects weren't going to go. We had no chance of getting any money from the federal 
government. They would have taken so long to make up their mind and then they would have done it 
on a half-baked basis that we would have lost the momentum. 

The proofs in the eating. We are today one of, if not THE greatest iron ore exporting complex in the 
world. We're known to have the deposits. We're known to have the technology. We're known to have 
the experience in making these projects work at not five, ten, fifteen million tons a year, but anything 
up to a hundred million tons a year; more if needed. 

Now I move on to the second part of your question. I hope I've established it with you that without 
those long-term contracts, without the long term commitment, the buyers would not have been 
prepared to sign. A lot of work was done by the government, not interfering with the commerciality 
of contracts, but to assure them about the political stability of the government and the fact that they 
were long term, they were intended to be long term. They were publicly known to be long term. 
Nothing more public than the Parliament, when anyone could go and buy a copy of the agreement in 
those days for a shilling. 

There's another factor that I should register now because it's very pertinent. In our talks with the 
Japanese, and others, but particularly the Japanese, I sensed that they wanted to become great 
steelmakers. They weren't in the big league at that stage. You realise that during the war they were 
scratching to get iron ore and coal anywhere they could get it. China was important to them, but it 
was all very primitive by our standards. Their Malaysian iron ore source was crude by our standards 
and there wasn't much of it and the quality wasn't that good. So here was a nation that was obviously 
going places and knew where it was going. They wanted security of supply, they weren't going to be 
dependent on us completely. I was sufficient of the realist to know that. They were going to want 
diversity. Brazil was one obvious place. India was another. South Africa another and one or two 
other places. But they were going to go for diversity, and we'd have been stupid not to accept this. 

But the one thing that kept coming up in my discussions with the Japanese was the fact that they 
wanted security not only of supply in the ordinary sense, but they wanted security of supply on the 
basis that the companies were committed to expansion. 

This really drove home to me the quality of the Japanese planning and thinking and the close 
consultation between government and private enterprise. They can afford it up there because they 
don't have the same political inhibitions as we've got in this country. They are substantially a 
homogenous people. They don't have multi-racism and all that sort of stuff to worry about. So they 
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were very clear in the fact that they wanted to not only see supplies coming from Australia on an 
ever increasing basis in the immediate 10, 20, 30 years, but they wanted to make sure that 100 years 
down the track that our projects would grow. 

This makes our agreements all the more important and makes our agreements all the more realistic 
and desirable, once you accept and understand this. We therefore had to say to the companies, "Look 
we're not looking for companies that are here just to get rid of a mountain. We're wanting companies 
that are going to be investing in growth all the time. Absorption of different types of ore, blending of 
different types of ore, beneficiation, and hopefully eventually, of course, to add value. But we're 
looking for people who are here for keeps, not just to get rid of a mountain like Mount Goldsworthy, 
and then pack up and go home." There's no future in that for us; there's no future for them. 

Just as an aside, that explains why Goldsworthy were given some additional areas, so that having 
pioneered the Pilbara with Goldsworthy, that they would have other areas to go into and become one 
of the major producers, if that was their wish. But there was an understanding that all of these people 
would be looking for growth. You can see it. You can see how Mount Newman's growing. Different 
types of ores, beneficiation, new deposits. You can see Hamersley, how they're growing. It's sad that 
they've run into trouble with Marandoo, an agreement approved by Parliament in my day in 1977, 
and they're still not out of trouble with it because the government's stopped governing. They're 
letting unelected people govern. 

Robe is expanding. They've absorbed Deepdale from BHP. They're now going out into a new area, 
which I saw the other day when I went there for their twentieth anniversary. So that's all moving 
according to plan; not by accident. I tell you this for a reason because I hope it will give you a 
different idea of how we approached this question of Pilbara as a province rather than the folklore 
stories you get from certain people, as though we were holding these things back, as though we were 
carrying on personal feuds and vendettas and all that sort of nonsense, which was quite wrong. 

But somebody in government has to take this responsibility. If we'd have been stifling development, 
then of course, we would have been reprehensible. But we were the ones who were setting the pace. 
We were the ones who were dictating to the Mount Newmans and the Hamersleys and the Robes 
and the Goldsworthys how they had to grow. Subsequent events demonstrated the merit of this. 

I'd better not get diverted into how the Japanese reminded me of this some years back, when we were 
having a lot of industrial trouble. But in due course it's not a bad thing to record that the Japanese, 
many years down the track, asked me to discuss with them this very, very question, because they 
could see with the industrial record we had in Pilbara it could be that the companies wouldn't be able 
to go on and expand. Those companies can only develop out of the profits they make. Some of that 
profit has to be ploughed back. 

Now coming to the second part of your question. Looking at it in hindsight, if we'd have had the 
money would we have done it differently? Had I been the minister the answer is no. We'd have done 
it exactly the same. I used to say a little prayer privately that we had no money. If we had some 
money, whether we were there, or a Labor government was there, there'd always be people wanting 
the government to provide the infrastructure. When you've got no money it's easy. You've got no 
money, full stop, and you can say to people, "Now do you want to exchange long-term security for 
added capital investment in infrastructure?" Then they make that decision. It's an easy trade, it's an 



TAPE 80 SIDE COURT 1044 

easy thing for you to work out, for them to work out. There was no hocus pocus about it. We didn't 
do a dirty trick like they did in Queensland and New South Wales over rail freights. 

So we were quite emphatic that we wanted to be at arm's length from the railways in particular. We 
didn't want to provide the ports and the towns. We didn't want to provide the sewerage and the 
drainage and the power and all those sorts of things. We were prepared to provide the staff for 
education, for police, and for health, and that type of service, but we weren't prepared, or able, to 
provide the capital costs. So the battle lines were drawn very clearly. 

END OF TAPE 80 SIDE B 
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COURT There's another reason why we didn't want to get involved in railways and all of the 
associated problems of infrastructure and ports. The moment the government becomes the builder 
and the operator, the unions say, "Ah, this is for us." You don't have to have the same efficiency. 
You don't have to have the same productivity. You don't have to have the same urgency of 
timetables and so on. One of the great crimes in Australia is that capital works have been allowed to 
become far too costly compared with other countries. When we did a study of this, we were horrified 
at the cost of building things in Australia compared with other countries. I had a lot of study done on 
this. It was unbelievable, the difference in cost, not only when it was government work. The union 
attitude, and to a certain extent the employers, they seemed to regard capital expenditure as being 
provided by Father Christmas or some such source. It was very difficult to get some of the 
employers, and certainly no possibility at all of getting the unions, to understand that it was a cost. If 
you build a plant costing a hundred million, two hundred million, five hundred million, in the life of 
that plant that has to be recovered. Every ton, every million cubic feet, every barrel of oil, whatever it 
might be, has to make a contribution to that capital. Now if you've got capital costs that are two, 
three and more times than building it in another country, somewhere along the line the products that 
come out of that plant have got to carry that burden. 

Even today you can't get this message across to trade unions. The average person in the street seems 
to regard that as 'slips no-go'. While I was Minister for Railways the unions were always on to me 
wanting us to take the debt from the Railways. Then the railway performance would look better 
because they wouldn't have to have any amortisation, and they wouldn't have to pay any interest. I 
said, "Well look the taxpayers have got to pay it, and why do they incur the expense? Because of the 
railways. Because the railways are so inefficient, they're so low in productivity and high in labour 
and other costs." 

So it's a mentality that doesn't exist quite as much as it did, but it's still around. So the last thing we 
wanted to do was to be the proprietor of the railways and the towns and the ports. The Treasury, I 
remember in Ken (later Sir Kenneth) Townsing's day, he came to me at the time and he said, "You 
know," he said, "we'd like to knight you." I said, "What's this for Ken?" He said, "Insisting that those 
railways be private." He said "We knew the moment the railways were built by the government up 
there not only would the costs be high, but they'd forever and a day be in our budget for a deficit." 
And he said, "We know it to be true." I know public servants normally are assumed, quite wrongly 
by the public, that they are socialists in their thinking, which is quite untrue, but, he said, "We knew 
the moment that port was going to be built by the government, or the railways were going to be built 
by the government, or the town was going to be built, the poor old Treasury would be battling to find 
millions every year." 

Now all of those things were built at no cost to us. So that was another factor that even if we'd had 
the money in the bank I would have still opposed them being built by the government, because they'd 
have become government railways, government power stations, government everything. So it was a 
well thought out, deliberate plan. It was fortuitous we had no money and that forced us into finding 
another means. 

Now the proof of the pudding is in the eating. I'm assured wherever I go in the world that the Pilbara 
iron ore railways are the most efficient and the most low cost per kilometre-ton of transportation in 
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the world. Just imagine us trying to run a three kilometre train, and you have got trains up there, one 
project has a three kilometre train with all the most modern technology, communication, you can 
possibly imagine. It's efficiently operated, safely operated. I'd better cross fingers, because you might 
pick up the paper in the morning, there's a train crash. But it's a long time since you've heard of any 
major train problems in Pilbara. You've heard of less problems in the Pilbara in the last 20 years in 
rail operations in spite of the fact they're handling huge tonnages, huge tonnages, than you've heard 
about our little metropolitan system. They're always running into somebody, or somebody's always 
running into them, or something's going on. But it's because they're able to look at it as a single 
product-type operation and the only thing I'd like to see up there is for that line to be electrified 
instead of operated by diesel; but that's another issue. 

However, the ports were slightly different. You cannot say, "Here's Port Hedland, or here's Dampier, 
or here's Samson, and everyone else has got to get the hell out of it and it's yours." You do have to 
allow for the fact that those ports sooner or later are going to be used by more and more people, plus 
the fact that you have general purpose cargo coming and going. But I think we worked out a very 
good scheme there, whereby the ports initially were very much under the control of the providers of 
the capital and the builders of the ports. You get a problem arise, such as at Dampier, where you've 
got a huge world-size petroleum project superimposed on iron ore and salt exports. So you can't say 
that the iron ore only has got the sole rights to that port. So you've got Burrup Peninsular which had 
to be developed, superimposed on the other operations up there, and that's been done sensibly. Again 
there's a dominance of private enterprise operation there, with proper facilities for the projects 
themselves. That's the iron ore, the salt, and the gas and the condensates in the oil, and at the same 
time provision for general purpose cargoes coming in. 

That's as briefly as I can state why we did it the way we did, and why with hindsight we wouldn't do 
it any differently. Some people say, "You didn't get enough of this and you didn't get enough of that." 
When you think of these projects having to compete internationally I think we did pretty well. The 
fact that we are one of the great iron ore producers of the world, one of the most efficient, speaks for 
itself. The projects are growing. The only thing that's stopping them is unelected people and weak 
governments. But the basic program that we laid out is being adhered to. 

Perhaps I'd better get it out of my hair at the moment and tell you about the Japanese asking to talk to 
me about this program of expansion, natural growth, so that we would be opening up Pilbara as a 
province and not just a series of mines that would get worked out. We were having a lot of industrial 
trouble. I blame the companies for being prima donnas, not working together enough, not working 
with the government enough, refusing to cooperate and have a showdown which would give us a 
once and for all knock-down, drag-out type of thing, and get a set of conditions for Pilbara that 
would be fair to everybody and enable us to get on with the job. 

RJ What era are we talking about? 

COURT We're talking about almost immediately after the projects got into production: not 
construction now, we're talking about production. 



TAPE 81 SIDE A COURT 1047 

RJ So it would be the mid-1960s? 

COURT No they came in production a bit later than that. Don't forget the big clearance never 
came until March 1965, and then it was all stops out and off we went. But we went on into the 
seventies and, of course, into the eighties, with varying degrees of industrial trouble. But at one stage 
it was particularly bad. The Japanese produced a graph to me. It was all done very nicely and very 
properly. They said, "Now you're the Premier now and you were the minister that negotiated all this. 
The concept of growth to meet the world needs, whether it was Europe, Asia, or other parts was very 
much part of the basic philosophy. We embraced it. Now we find that due to this industrial history 
that you've got which gives us very little joy, we have to demonstrate to you that if this industrial 
situation continues there will be no future for that area." They were nice about it, there was no threat 
about it, it was up to us, because plenty of other places in the world have got iron ore. 

They produced this graph which showed every price adjustment since the project started, the 
industrial demands that had been met by the companies under industrial pressure, and how long it 
took for the price increase that had been given by the Japanese to be eroded by the unions. It was a 
very enlightening document. They acknowledged the companies had to be profitable in the interests 
of the customer because if they're not able to be profitable, pay taxes and all of the other things that 
go with it, pay dividends and put some money into development, they can't go on expanding. So 
they're realists about it. They know people have got to make a profit, and those components have to 
be allowed for: the taxes, legitimate taxes, and dividends, reserves, and provision for amortisation of 
plants, so that you can be investing in another plant, bearing in mind the new plant invariably costs 
more than the old one. More sophisticated, higher capital costs and so on. So they pointed out very 
properly in this graph that the shortest time that the unions had taken to eliminate the gain from the 
price adjustment by the Japanese was less than 90 days, and the longest was fifteen months. Now 
that's pretty frightening, and here's our customer telling us that! 

So it was given to me to go and talk to the companies, which was fair enough, because no two 
companies were talking to one another, were working at some sort of common basis. No-one to the 
best of my knowledge, was pointing out to the unions the dangers of this from their point of view. 
There would be no projects. So it was my job to discuss the matter with the companies and they were 
aware of it; it was no surprise to them. I think it did have an impact on them because anyone with 
any sense is very sensitive to your customer reaction. The Japanese didn't want a series of mines that 
were going to be worked out and then everyone pack up and go home. As far as the unions were 
concerned I don't think they had a sound thought in the whole of their minds. They couldn't have 
cared less. They probably never stopped to think about it. 

I've already told you of the time when we had the president of West Germany there with his retinue 
at Mount Newman. Here we wanted to show off our great project in the field to him and his retinue 
that were travelling with him, senior business people, trade union people, farming people. It was a 
very comprehensive group of about 22 people, as they normally have. We wanted to show him a 
mine which was then one of our show places. We wanted to take him down to Hamersley Port at 
Dampier and show him a very efficient port. Well for our trouble not a thing moved at Mount 
Newman the day he was there; pickets over his lunch. Not a thing moved down at Hamersley. You 
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can imagine the embarrassment. Now when I went up to the union steward in charge of the picket at 
lunch and asked him straight out in the hearing of his men what he thought he was achieving: "Do 
you realise that these people are your meal ticket, these people are our customers, and we wanted 
them to see a great project." He said, "Mister, you've got to get it right. My job here is not to make 
this place profitable, my job is to send it broke, and then the State will have to take it over." 

This was in the full hearing of the men in that picket there, and it's to the credit of most of the men 
on that picket they sought a private meeting with me subsequent to that lunch picket and asked to be 
dissociated with it. Thank God they'd heard what the man said. They were shocked and they got the 
message that if the Germans thought good of this that they're more likely to up their tonnage. But 
just imagine when they went away from there. There were some pretty tough fellows there that I'd 
cultivated early in the piece and they felt sorry for me, because instead of the great project being on 
show for the whole of this crowd of 22, I think it was, including their president, not a thing moved. 
In fact the unions even protested about the staff driving the president and the rest of us around this 
day. 

However, I mention that for a purpose because the Japanese were reminding me of the basic 
philosophy behind this development, that it wasn't just a mine that was going to be worked out and 
then shut down, as happens in so many places, it was a province that was going to developed and 
maybe 200, maybe 300, maybe 400 years of operation. Is that enough? 

There has been some improvement in the general industrial situation in the North, but not enough. 
The whole of Pilbara should have responded as Robe did. They should have all done it together. 
With all his faults, you can say he did it too quickly, he did it too ruthlessly and that, I don't think he 
did. If Copeman hadn't have done what he did, the Robe project wouldn't have been saved. So today 
you've got an expanding Robe project which is finding more and more markets for ore which is 
limonite ore, not the top ore of the Pilbara, but they're able to supply more and more and get more 
and more customers because they are reliable and because they've demonstrated that they've got the 
right idea, that they do run the place, they do manage the place, and that the workforce is responding 
accordingly. 

Now in spite of any improvements that have been made there's still a lot to be done in Pilbara and 
they'll have to get this whole thing sorted out. The unions will have to accept it. If they were worth 
their salt they would be encouraging it. They would be sitting down saying, "Look, how can we get 
this thing on to a competitive basis so that we'll be here forever, that the expansion will be 
automatic?" 

RJ Over these negotiations that you've covered very fully, Bolton also makes comment 
in the book On This Side, and he raises what were the alternatives that you had: "One strategy little 
canvassed at the time was the practice chosen by some Canadian provinces of levying a resource rent 
assessed at a flat percentage of total productivity. The proceeds of such a resource rent would have 
been diverted into the State's coffers and could have been deployed to reduce taxation, initiate major 
public works, and generally to improve the quality of life for Western Australians. The difficulty 
which probably stuck in the minds of Brand, Court and their Treasury advisers was that any sudden 
access of wealth to Western Australia would have been promptly followed by substantial cuts in 
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federal funding, so that instead of becoming better off Western Australia would largely remain 
where she was and the rest of Australia would share the benefits. Besides, by keeping royalties 
comparatively low Western Australia would attract outside investors against its competitors".' Has 
Bolton got any valid point there? Was that ever a consideration, the Canadian style of operating? 

COURT The Canadian style was represented to us, but we dismissed it and for good reason. In 
Geoffrey Bolton's summary there of the alternatives, he hasn't done a bad job of looking behind the 
curtain. Without consulting me or anybody like that, he seems to have got it fairly right. 

Now if you had a Treasury that is starved, a claimant State, a mendicant State, a begging bowl type 
of mentality, trying to take every little trick you can to get an extra few thousand - not millions, a few 
thousand. If all of a sudden you find that you've got infrastructure being done, you've got 
consequential growth flowing, you've got royalties that you never dreamt of. You've got all sorts of 
other income because your payroll goes up, you get more payroll tax, there's more stamp duty, there's 
all of these things you see, the consequential growth is tremendous. That starts to flow into the little 
Treasury that's still a mendicant State. Well it would have just been crazy. The Commonwealth 
would have just said, "Thanks very much." The Grants Commission would have been giving us a 
bill instead of giving us a cheque! 

We were very well blessed. Not sufficient credit is given to people like Townsing and McCarrey for 
the way they used to read the signs. Don't forget I used to talk to them. They weren't my officers 
when I was minister, they were part of the Premier's Department, and with that the Treasury. But I 
was always talking to them. If you haven't got those fellows on side you've got no chance. If they 
know what you're doing they can be your greatest friends. For instance they almost threw a party 
when they found that I wouldn't have a bar of State railways for Pilbara, because the railways have 
been a pain in the neck to them ever since we'd had State railways, so they wanted to throw their hat 
in the air and say, "Hurrah for this!" Same with the ports, same with the towns, water supply, 
sewerage, drainage; all of those things were done by the companies. So you can understand their 
reaction. I understood it very well. They talked to me, I talked to them. Also you don't have to be 
very smart to realise that if all of these things are done by private enterprise without any government 
money, it doesn't have to be accounted for by us. All we do is take the royalties by way of income, 
the nation takes the export income, and we don't have to immediately suffer the Grants Commission 
just bleeding it away and leaving us as a mendicant State with standards of education that we 
couldn't tolerate, standards of health we couldn't tolerate, other standards we couldn't tolerate. 

So we came at it another way. As these monies started to flow and the economy started to pick up 
and we got more payroll tax, we got more stamp duties, we got more of all these things that went 
with it, we were then able to fight another battle with at least a chance of winning at the Premiers' 
Conference, Loan Council levels. You've probably picked up quickly now the fact that we didn't 
have to get all those millions and hundreds of millions of loan funds to build railways, towns and 

1 Bolton, 1985, p. 219. 
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ports, the Commonwealth couldn't get their hands on us. We had to tell them you'd better be quiet 
because you're going to get all this export income from us. You're going to get all this income tax, 
because all the workers up there were paying PAYE [Pay as You Earn tax], you see. The companies 
were all paying income tax. We were generating this at no cost to the Commonwealth at all, so we 
were able to bluff our way through there. 

But I have to say that Fraser did a terrible thing to us, that when we had sorted ourselves out and 
gone from mendicancy to virtual independence and an aggressive contributor to the nation, he then 
decided that he would put the Grants Commission back in again. You realise we'd got rid of the 
Grants Commission. We'd got our way out of that crazy system. Then we find we go to a Premiers' 
Conference and he announces he's going to put the Grants Commission back because we were doing 
so well, to take something away from us. He was talking about 120 million dollars a year. Well you 
can imagine, I went berserk. I was Premier at the time, and I just couldn't believe that a Liberal Prime 
Minister would defy one of the basic rules of liberalism, namely that you enourage the people that 
are helping themselves. Here we were going to be punished for helping ourselves. 

Now if I can come back to this question. 

Incidentally I was very effective in warning Fraser off the course, but I'd only been out of the way 
five minutes before he told my successor that they were going to have a formula to take money off 
them. 

But this brings me back to a point that Bolton raised, namely that if we had all this income, and we'd 
had this peculiar form of tax that I've always opposed, but which is very popular in some federal 
circles and particularly amongst the Labor Party, if we'd have had that money there, quite apart from 
what the Commonwealth would have done to us, I can tell you we wouldn't have spent it wisely. It's 
like somebody who's been struggling to earn the basic wage, and all of a sudden they win a million 
dollar lottery. In most cases give them three years if they're lucky and they haven't got a cent left, 
because they've got all the friends and the relations in the world, every shypoo agent comes along 
and has got a thirty per cent per annum return investment for them and they fall for it. The next thing 
is that, you know the old saying 'a fool and his money are soon parted' is ever so true. Governments 
are no different, because you've got people there. Just imagine the pressure from our members if we 
were coming into Parliament with surpluses, we'd been coming into Parliament with lots of money 
in the bank, getting rid of all past debts. Just imagine the pressure. Imagine the Labor government 
taking over from us. The extravagance, the inefficiency of spending that would have taken place. So 
there was another side to what Bolton puts forward. In theory what he says is quite right, but it 
doesn't work that way. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 81 
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COURT Just in case you think these things weren't taken into account, I have to tell you that 
they were and the more I look back on that period, the more admiration I have for people like 
Townsing and McCarrey and others who had a very sensible approach to the whole question. Whilst 
they wanted me to negotiate the maximum we could get for royalties, all that type of thing, get as 
much infrastructure built by the developers as we could, on the other hand they were very realistic 
about it. They had a complete acceptance, without question at all, about the importance of a private 
enterprise being profitable, and that it had consequential benefits for the Treasury and for the State, 
of course. People got the idea that we might have just been lucky, or it might have been that 
everything fell our way. I want to tell you there was a lot of traumatic discussion went on at the time 
and these assessments were made. We were blessed with Treasury officers at the time who were 
quite emphatic that you didn't kill the goose that laid the golden egg. If we'd have had different sorts 
of officers, say we'd had some left wing, strange "plants" from the Labor Party, or something of that 
kind, we might have been in a different situation because these people can make it very difficult for 
you. If you've got a Treasury that's offside with you, it's very easy for them to get messages into 
Cabinet, because the Premier and the Treasurer own them, so it's very easy. But if you're working 
with them and when your propositions go up they just have their blessing, it makes life so much 
easier. 

RJ Another thing about these negotiations that has struck me, you spoke last time, as we 
know, about going to Japan and negotiating with the nine heads of the steel companies there. You 
had the confidence of David Brand obviously which gave you a confidence and an autonomy. Did 
you also have that freedom from Cabinet? Was there any resistance in Cabinet to Charles Court 
operating as freely as he seems to have been able to do? 

COURT Not really. Again it comes back to leadership. The thing was established openly. It 
became very apparent that somebody would have to be the number one negotiator. But at the same 
time it was made very clear that you had to communicate. You would not find one of those ministers 
(and there are still some of them alive) who would say to you that he was bulldozed, that he was 
brushed aside, that he wasn't consulted. There was probably more consultation than under the normal 
system, because if we had the crazy system they've got now where a developer has to go and 
negotiate with this department, that department, another department, another department, and you 
get the situation that Western Mining were able to demonstrate over their uranium in South 
Australia, where at one stage they'd already negotiated with 70 government instrumentalities, federal 
and State with more to follow. Relate that to a system where you've got a 'one stop shop', but not a 
one man band system. 

There's a big difference. I can honestly say that we didn't have a one man band system. That might 
have been the impression the public got, but it wasn't like that, because you couldn't have got a 
dozen or more ministers to go along for years and years. Don't forget it was twelve years all this 
period of intense negotiation. Preparation for a start, then the actual negotiation, then construction, 
then production. You couldn't have got a government that would have worked harmoniously 
together all that time if the ministers had been bypassed, if the ministers had not been informed. 
Communication was the name of the game. 

I've given you the details of when we had the problem with the town planning people over land, and 
we finished up with urban land being in chaos, temporarily. That was because we'd had one 
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department that had operated as a department independent of the rest of the government, doing what 
they would normally do in government, and look at the disaster that came out of it. It had to be 
corrected by having the 'one stop shop' treatment. Once we got back to that situation the whole 
problem was over in a matter of months. We were pointed in the right direction, and once you were 
pointed in the right direction the pressure goes off. You mightn't have solved it, but you're in the 
right direction and the pressure goes off as if by magic. 

But I've got to remind you of the circumstances under which I took over the negotiation. I made it 
clear to you at the time that I didn't take over the running of the Mines Department. They had the 
Minister for Mines, who was Arthur Griffith. He had the Under Secretary, who was Bert Telfer. 
They did all of the things, the statutes that had to be honoured, the regulations that had to be 
honoured. They were all done by them without any interference from me or John Parker, or any of 
these people at all, as it should be. 

But in the negotiating period their minister would have been fully informed and in many cases 
actually sat in on the negotiations so that he could assure them that within the Act it could be done. 
Bert Telfer often sat in without his minister to assure me that I hadn't gone beyond the powers in the 
statute or where necessary to bring amendments into the ratified agreement to cover a situation. So it 
was a very smooth operation, specially with 'Parker's Parliament', when you got down to things like 
water supply, railway operation, port operation. 

So I'd like you to believe me when I tell you that it was a very harmonious relationship. Twelve years 
is a long time for a government to stay together, and it's also a long time for one minister to have 
such a dominant role. I wouldn't have got away with that for twelve DAYS let alone twelve years if 
there hadn't have been first of all confidence you could do it, and secondly you hadn't had the good 
sense to communicate. I can never remember one time in Cabinet where anyone's coming along with 
a droopy lip and saying, "I'm being bypassed and the Minister for Industrial Development and the 
North West is running a de facto government," or something like that. I can never remember one 
occasion. Perhaps I should get a little bit of credit for having the good sense to overdo it in 
communication. 

RJ Well now to be very specific, you have said that the companies were responsible for 
the towns and the ports and the railways. What, if anything, did the government contribute? 

COURT We contributed stability of government. We contributed a government that 
understood what private enterprise needs to trade profitably and to grow. We made sure that an 
agreement that was ratified could be implemented. They weren't going to be frustrated by unelected 
people. They're tremendous things to companies. You've no idea what they can absorb if they can go 
forward knowing that they're going to be protected against these unelected obstructors and they're 
going to have petty little local authorities that either haven't been party to, or don't accept the 
agreements and that sort of thing. Now you would not find one company in that time that had to go 
and fight its battles with the local authority, or with the Canberra people, or with any department. 
That, I believe, was the key to our success. Today it doesn't apply. Now those things mean money. It 
would be interesting to work out how many tens of millions of dollars the delay of Marandoo has 
cost CRA. Somebody's got to pay, somebody's got to pay, and that sort of thing didn't happen. Of 
course we insisted that they did their rightful thing. They did what they had to do. 
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But they knew they weren't going to get clobbered like they were in Queensland and New South 
Wales where government railways carried their coal, and all of a sudden they find that unilaterally 
the government has gone and changed the freight rates. Not only did they change the freight rates to 
cover changing costs, but they made it a taxing medium and imposed freights there unilaterally that 
weren't intended just to cover costs. They were intended to be taxing measures, and in some cases 
punitive taxing measures. In our case that didn't apply. So I think you'd have to allow for the fact that 
that created a climate in which the companies could operate. They didn't get away with anything. 
They had to meet their commitments. We got our share of the cake. The whole economy of the State 
was turned upside down, so that we became contributors instead of mendicants and the nation all of 
a sudden found itself getting income that it never dreamt it would ever get. 

RJ But it still boils down to the fact that you didn't contribute a school, or a water supply 
or anything, the company was entirely responsible. 

COURT Well they had to be. 

RJ But would you have provided schoolteachers? 

COURT We provided the schoolteachers. As I mentioned earlier, we provided staff: police, 
schoolteachers, health services and naturally we had to put all the essential government people into 
those towns. 

RJ But the company would have had to build the buildings they worked in. 

COURT The police stations, the hospitals, the schools. I well remember the companies 
coming to me at one stage and they said, "We've had a look at the schools that we're building in 
these towns like Mount Newman and Tom Price, and what you build in a country town in the south, 
and ours have got gold knobs on them, because your people know that they're not being built by the 
government and so they're literally demanding gold knobs that they've never seen in these schools 
before." I had a check up and I had to tell our people, "Look you've got to be fair. This is part of a 
total project. Just because the company's providing the school and the hospital, you just can't go mad 
and specify things that are out of all proportion. A bit better yes, but not crazy because I'm not going 
to stand for it." That worked out pretty well. 

Just to give you an example of how well these things worked. Towards the end of his time with BHP 
as the.... I forget whether it was chief executive or chairman, or both,' Sir Ian McLennan, who used 
to visit these places and like Mawby and George Fisher and all of these great names in mining, when 
they visited these places it was always an event. It did your heart good to see the Big White Chief 
going there, and even the schoolchildren would be involved and they'd know about it. Well, Ian 

1 FIe was Chairman, having been Chief Executive (CC). 
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McLennan rang me up one day from Mount Newman. He said, "We've had a bit of a look around 
here today and we've discovered that people are leaving here and taking their children away from 
here a year earlier than we bargained on. We thought they'd take them away at the Christmas when 
they were going to start in high school, senior high school down in the metropolitan area the next 
February," you see. But they were taking them away twelve months before that because they'd found 
that unless the children got positioned to go into a high school down there they seemed to lose 
something going straight from Pilbara down to a metropolitan senior high school. "These are the 
people we want to keep here. These are the people with families and the best of all the workforce." 
So he said, "1 think we should go up to senior high school straight away." He said, "We'll build a 
school if you'll provide the teachers". Well I said, "Okay, done." It probably took ten minutes. 

All that happened, a minute went out to the ministers concerned that this had been arranged as from 
next year. When you put in a new high school you don't have to put all the rooms there at the start 
because, say you've got another three years, it takes you anything up to two and a half to three years 
for the numbers to fit into it. But that was done as quickly as that. It was consistent with the original 
agreement, whereby they provided the buildings, we provided the teachers. 

RI When it came to decisions about where railways ran and where ports were 
established and where towns were established, who had what say? 

COURT It was company and government. This is where 'Parker's Parliament' came into it, 
because there was a ready pool of top-line people. If it was Main Roads, if it was anything to do with 
railway operation, we naturally used the WA Government Railways for their technical advice. 
Heaven forbid we use them for their financial advice! But the technical advice. Where you build the 
perfect railway and so on. Things like Water Supply, Harbours and so on. So the companies were 
building virtually to a standard that was set by the government. What's more they had to submit the 
designs and the specifications to us. 

Don't get the idea that they got a piece of paper from Parliament and then just went and built 
railways, towns and ports all over the place. The Act ratifying the agreement gave them the authority 
to run a railway. For instance the problems of drawing water, the problems of running roads, the 
problems of putting a railway across a highway, or a main road, or any road for that matter, is quite 
horrendous if you haven't got statutory approval. So every one of these had to be done to a standard. 

You can imagine the middle of Pilbara, all of a sudden you find yourself with railway flashing lights. 
Some poor chap who hadn't read about the agreements and that sort of thing, all of a sudden finds 
himself confronted with a set of flashing lights. Well these are the sort of things that gradually unfold 
themselves with the passage of time. But they all have to be provided for, and you have to have 
experts. 

Do you know when they brought in the plans for approval, and the specifications for approval for 
Hamersley, they actually brought them in in two great hand trolleys; you know these big hand 
trolleys, you see them in warehouses and all that sort of thing. Well these things were stacked up on 
two of these. The amazing thing was that by next day they'd all been signed with our approval for 
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them to proceed. The reason for that was they had all been done progressively, sensibly, so that when 
it came to the final approval thing all the gremlins were gone, they'd all been worked out, whether 
there was a bridge over a particular creek, or a river. Imagine the number of bridges a 426 kilometre 
railway had to have over creeks. Well all of these things have got to be done to a tight specification 
so that you don't create an environmental hazard, or even a physical hazard. But every one of those 
had been approved so that the final documentation took place in an extraordinarily short time. 

The Hamersley one took a bit longer because we were feeling our way a bit there, but when the 
Newman one came along I don't think even the companies could believe how quickly it was 
approved. But it wasn't that there were any concessions made or any slipshod type of approvals. The 
companies had been working so closely with the specialists that it was only a matter of putting the 
final seal on it. So it was an exemplary operation. Any of the companies will confirm this for you. 

Imagine a port which is going to be changed from a funny little port that could take say 3000 ton 
ships at Port Hedland (and they couldn't exceed a certain length because it had an '5' bend) and all of 
a sudden you're going to step that up so it will first of all take 70 000 ton ships and then take 200 000 
ton ships. You can imagine the amount of material that's got to be moved. The two most powerful 
dredges in the world had to move into there to undertake that work. The Kokuei Maru, and I forget 
the name of the other one. ]  It was a combination of Japanese and American capital, but with a lot of 
experience in heavy, deep dredging. They moved in there to do that work. Well we had to know 
what they were doing, or what they were going to do. It's not as easy as just digging a trench in the 
sea, with all the complexities of that. You've got to get rid of the spoil, and it's got to be put where 
the governments want it to go, and not where the companies want it to go. So all that magnificent 
reclamation, which is now the Mount Newman iron ore stockpiling areas and reclaiming areas, that 
was all dirty, stinky swamps. That is now made into this magnificent hard-standing area of great 
size, capable of taking huge tonnages from the spoil that came out of the sea. So as these two very 
powerful dredges pumped their stuff into these areas, predetermined by the government and agreed 
with the company, it was all finishing up in its final resting place to do a job. That's stuff being 
churned out of the sea, specially that hard stuff that these dredges were capable of dredging. It made 
superb fill for those areas. It wasn't as though there was a lot of mud and stuff that didn't settle down 
well; it was superb. 

So, in short, what I'm trying to tell you is that every one of these things, whether it was building a 
school, whether it was a water supply in a town, whether it was a power station, or whether it was a 
harbour, or whether it was a great railway system, the bridges on the railways, the crossing of roads, 
all that sort of thing, it was all done strictly in accordance with the ratified agreements, and approved 
by the government specialists. 

Parker had the overall responsibility, but within the government departments you have the specialists 
that all did their things. I think they enjoyed it, because just imagine coming from a mendicant State, 
when if you build a bridge it would probably be the event of the year, and you get something like this 

I 
It was the Alameda (CC). 
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at world level all happening in a dramatically short time. So our best young engineers, they were 
given opportunities to be involved with some of the world's best brains. The companies would use 
the best consultants they could get in the world. So our people who were approving these things 
were working alongside some of the world's best people. Sometimes the project was so big and so 
complex that we had to engage consultants ourselves to assist in making sure that we were getting 
the standards that we wanted. 

Ri And you can never remember a time of conflict and having to arbitrate, where your 
specialists were disagreeing with the company over....? 

COURT Oh there were times, there were times, but they were healthy. If we hadn't have had 
any of those times I'd have been worried. But the fact that periodically you'd be called in to arbitrate 
or to get a Cabinet decision over some particular thing was good. If we hadn't have had these coming 
up regularly I'd have been talking to Parker for fear that people were letting them go through too 
quickly, mesmerised by the size of things. But I can't remember any that were problematic. There 
were a few times when I would have to attend 'Parker's Parliament' and take over the chair. But it 
was all well organised. He would have given me a proper briefing on it and the points that had to be 
resolved and we'd meet and the particular departments would give their point of view. I can never 
remember one being acrimonious. I can remember them being pretty direct and very well presented, 
which is a good thing. But we never had any problems that we couldn't cope with within a 
reasonable time. 

Some of the worst problems we had came from outside of the government. For instance when it was 
apparent that we were going to be successful in getting Mount Newman off the ground, Hancock and 
Wright saw in this a threat, or yet another threat as they used to represent it, to their own interests, 
because Mount Newman deposits had nothing to do with them at all. That's where the deposits were 
discovered by Hilditch; Hilditch and Warman, but Hilditch was the prospector in the traditional old 
style. They [Hancock and Wright] actually went to the Japanese and told them that Port Hedland 
would never be able to take ships of more than 40 000 tons. Well that's pretty devastating when 
somebody who has a proposition they're trying to sell to the Japanese goes and behind the scenes 
sows these doubts. Well the Japanese, being the Japanese, they immediately said, "What's this all 
about?" We had no alternative with this great Mount Newman project coming up behind the 
Goldsworthy project at Port Hedland but sitting down with the Japanese. 

Here again you've got to admire the way they go about these things. Some countries would have 
responded emotively and they might have said, "Oh well let's forget that one. Somebody says you 
can't build it bigger than 40 000 tons, which has got no future with us, let's forget it." But no, they 
said, "What's it all about?" We said, "Well look you've got to realise that the people that are 
misrepresenting this have got a vested interest. The best brains we can get in the world say that it can 
be developed, not only to 70 000 tons, but to bigger tons as we need it. What's more we can 
incorporate the two operations. The Finucane Island operation and the Port Hedland town side of the 
port, we can incorporate those into a total port operation if we need to, later on. Let's sit down and 
make sure that it will work." 

END OF SIDE B TAPE 81 
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COURT John Parker, Don Munro and others had long meetings with me because they knew 
that we had set our heart on having the two major ports separated by 100 miles because of the 
cyclonic situation. Port Hedland was one. They knew what it meant to us in this total concept of 
Pilbara development, and how important the Mount Newman project was to it. They realised that 
here was an entrepreneur trying to kill one operation so that his own operation hopefully, from his 
point of view, would take its place. 

So we sat down and they gave me a number of alternatives. Eventually the plan that was adopted 
was for us to engage an international firm to represent us at the study and the Japanese would engage 
their firm, because don't forget they're going to be the end users as a customer, the biggest customer, 
and they were supposed to sign these long-term contracts. So you can imagine they had a vested 
interest. They never panicked; they were quite nice about it. They never got emotional about it at all. 
They nominated their people, of which they had many because, of course, they're a great seagoing 
nation. You can imagine Japan's got some magnificent ports. They have, in post-war years, of 
course, undertaken a remarkable amount of reclamation. They've expanded the size of Japan. I know 
one friend of mine had the contract to reclaim 100 000 acres himself, just the one firm. That's adding 
a little bit on to Japan, because you go and dredge and fill and create not only a completely new 
harbour with deep water approaches, but also you create some very, very good hard-standing for new 
industries. There's one whole steel industry up there that is a huge works, that is completely on 
reclaimed land. So they had a lot of experience. They didn't have any problem. 

We then had to get people who were used to port operation. Fortunately we had people like Geoffery 
Monks who had been the harbourmaster during the very critical stage when Goldsworthy was first 
started and a very sensible man, eventually honoured for his work up there in the early stages. 
Became quite a legendary figure. We had people like that to call on. Then the Japanese included in 
their panel ships' captains. These were purely ships' captains that had commanded big bulk carriers; 
could have been oil carriers, they could have been coal, they could have been iron ore. But these 
were practical seagoing highly experienced sea captains. They set themselves up in Perth to study the 
end result of all the detailed technical work that had been done. I was very impressed with them. I 
had to go to some of their sittings. As they got closer to the end I had to go and sit in and satisfy 
myself about how they were doing it. The Japanese were first class. Our own people were jolly good. 
You had people like Munro and Parker. We had a couple of people who were part of the Harbours 
and Lights (I think they used to call themselves that, I forget their name). Some quite remarkable 
men there that had a lifetime's experience in these cyclonic and tidal ports. Port Hedland, I think 
you've got about 22-foot tides, so it's not a job for boys. So I'm just trying to think of the man who 
died a few years ago who became quite a legend as an engineer in all of these ports up there. He 
knew the lot. From Esperance right through to Wyndham, he knew the lot. He knew all their 
idiosyncracies and so on. People like that were involved. 

I well remember the day when the Japanese and our own people signed a report which said Port 
Hedland could not only go up to the tonnages that we were seeking to, but could go beyond it. 
Everything they decided then has been proved in actual practice. 
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That was different to the query you raised. This was an outside interest for their [Hancock and 
Wright] own selfish interest in trying to put a spanner into the works so far as Mount Newman 
project was concerned, suggesting to the potential customers that the port wouldn't work, but for no 
other reason than wanting to kill that project and then put their own up front. They were the sort of 
crosses you had to bear and you were supposed to be cheerful throughout all of this. I think you'll 
find most people will tell you that even though I had reason to be provoked, I always kept pretty cool 
about it because I couldn't afford to give the impression of a government that was warring with 
everybody. We wanted to give the impression of a government that made things happen, made 
things work, so we had to be fairly circumspect about it. But that was a classic case. It cost us quite a 
bit of money. You don't engage these international consultants for nothing. It took a lot of time. I 
know it held up Parker and some of his engineers for a long time preparing for it, and then the actual 
hearings that took place and out came the report. So in a way they did us a kindness because the 
Japanese having been involved with it.... and that was a masterstroke on our part, to make sure they 
were involved in it, their consultants, and also their captains. 

It was the Japanese idea, by the way, of sending the captains down, it wasn't ours, but it proved to be 
a masterstroke, because they were the men that were going to have to bring in these ships down 
some of these channels that go out fifteen miles. You come down a channel at low tide, as against 
high tide, you're looking at a different animal altogether. But they gave it a clean bill of health and, 
of course, history now records that.... I can't think of a mishap we've had, because of the port being 
inadequate. We've had cyclones, you name it, we've had everything. We actually dredged the harbour 
and thanks to Geoffeiy Monks we managed to keep the place operating while we were still dredging 
the place. You could regulate the flow of ships. 

RJ Sir Charles, with this early negotiating process and the company that you were 
operating with and all the rest of it, you would be well aware that one of your greatest critics is Lang 
Hancock, who went so far as to publish his own comments on the situation in the The Great Claim 
Robbery.' This has also been discussed by other people, people like Trengove in his book 
[Adventure in Iron] and Phillipson in his book, Man of Iron. One thing that Hancock is claiming is 
that you misunderstood the nature of what he calls the Duncan proposals, which had come from the 
head of Conzinc Riotinto and they contained provision for a steel mill. Phillipson has covered the 
situation with Hancock and with yourself in his book, Man of Iron, pages 104 to 113.2  I specifically 
asked you to read those for me because Phillipson seemed to have taken the time to delve and try to 
find out the real story. Without making you go through that whole process, without referring to what 
Hancock has said because people can read it for themselves, what was your view of how Phillipson 
covered the situation? 

COURT Phillipson obviously tried to get behind the scenes and to assume, unlike most 
journalists, that there was another side to the story. It is a fact of life when you're in a public position 
that the media love to take the word of a complainant as being factual and work on the assumption 

1Lang Hancock [?1972], The Great Claim Robbery. 

2Phillipson, Man of Iron, 1974, pp. 104-113. 
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that if it's not right the government will fight their way out of it some way or other, they'll justify 
their stand and so on. It's not a good way of doing business. It's not, for instance, the way that people 
like Don Smith used to do it. They used to make it pretty tough for me. When I made an 
announcement, they wanted proof. I couldn't object to their approach, but in the main most 
journalists, they'd find a story from somebody like Hancock or other people was more colourful. It 
had more drama about it and would have a better headline. Unfortunately a lot of those are locked 
into the folklore of this country. I don't know how you'll ever get rid of them, but most of them are 
untrue or the most generous thing you can say about them is that they're very colourful. You don't 
mind a bit of colour around the place, everybody's entitled to dramatise their efforts, whether it's 
recounting their heroism at the war or the days when they played grand final football or something 
like that. But that's another story altogether. 

But I think it would have to be said that Phillipson tried to get behind the scenes and to represent the 
fact that the government had a responsibility not to a trader, not to an entrepreneur, not to any 
individual or corporation, but to the State. When you take such a stand you're going to upset a few 
people, especially somebody who really believed that he owned Pilbara, that he'd learned how to 
smell iron. He was quite scornful of what people like Woodward and others had said 100 years 
before. So I mean you've got to take these things in proper perspective. I was more concerned about 
getting results than we were about having dramatic newspaper arguments about these things. I 
wanted to get on with the job. 

Now Phillipson, had he gone further in his research, would have come down even more supportive 
of the attitude the government adopted. You realise that Lang, as I've explained before, anyone that 
got in his way had to be wrong in his opinion. He had an absolute detestation of public servants, 
even good, constructive, helpful people like Telfer. They were people who had to be ridiculed and 
should be sacked; should never have been allowed to live. It's now legendary his attitude towards 
these people. Partially he had the same attitude to journalists where they didn't support him, but if 
they supported him they were all good fellows. But it was a very difficult time for David Brand. He 
was under attack. It was even more difficult for Arthur Griffith who was a very sensitive person; a 
very honourable person, but very, very sensitive about his reputation. I probably assessed the 
position better and I didn't allow it to get under my skin. 

But had he [Phillipson] pursued the matter he would have realised that at one stage there Lang was 
not only derogatory about the Australian people within CRA and the representatives of RTZ, but he 
was also very derogatory about Duncan and Duncan's London men. Because they wouldn't respond 
immediately to his entreaties and they wanted to have a look for themselves, he got very, very 
derogatory about them. I remember some of the abusive terms he used in talking to me about these 
fuddy-duddies and others. All sorts of terms he used to use, some of them quite crude. So you've got 
to take this into account when you're reporting on a thing like this. 

The other thing that Phillipson and others have missed, in talking about this so-called steelworks, 
which Duncan himself, if I recall correctly has acknowledged, is that it wasn't really a serious bid for 
a steelworks. I think Lang himself was putting it up, as he often used to, as a sort of a facade, on the 
assumption that it would never work anyhow. But it was called a steelworks, so what did it matter. 
But they would have been conscious of a number of things. For instance, the Goldsworthy tenders 
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were real. They were public. We'd given certain undertakings with them. People were entitled to 
tender internationally on the assumption that we were genuine, bearing in mind we were looking for 
some inside information, a look behind the curtain as to what we could get out of the development, 
how much royalty, how much infrastructure. So we were very, very dependent on those tenders, first 
of all being received and secondly being effective. We never dreamt that we'd get as many as we did, 
but we did, and we've got to get a few marks for that. It wasn't popular with Canberra. But we did 
specify that it was subject to export licencing, so we didn't fool anybody. 

We got these tenders which gave us a very clear indication for a comparatively small deposit, how 
much infrastructure we could get, towns, railways, ports; how much royalty we could get. In return 
the honourable thing to do was to insist that those tenders had to be dealt with. In other words there 
had to be a decision on them. The companies concerned, once we'd hammered out the detail of it, 
they had to be given the right to profit by their initiative in putting in a tender. 

Now that was number one and the mining industry accepted that. The world banking industry and all 
other people involved accepted that as being a plus for the government. It was our first test as to 
whether we were going to demonstrate that we were going to be people of honour, people of decent 
commercial practices. Not like most governments that seemed to think they had one set of rules and 
everyone else had another. Most governments make everyone else obey the law, but don't want to 
obey it themselves. Well we were quite unique. There was no problem with David Brand or Arthur 
Griffith, and certainly not myself, because I was insistent that we'd called those tenders for a 
purpose. It was the brainchild of Dumas and myself, the government had accepted it as being good 
sense, and it proved to be a tremendous investment. 

At the same time I remind you, and we've been through quite a bit of detail on this regarding the 
1960 BHP agreement, which was responsible for the ultimate standardization of the rail gauge from 
Sydney to Fremantle and Kwinana, and it was also responsible for the taking of the iron ore from 
Koolyanobbing and subsequently the development of a blast furnace at Kwinana, which 
unfortunately didn't survive. But at least it opened up all that area. You'll realise that very much part 
of that negotiation, that BHP 1960 negotiation - I emphasise 1960 because here we're talking about 
1961, '62, '63, times like that. That was very much around getting a lesser deposit like 
Koolyanobbing harnessed to put a blast furnace, and ultimately hopefully a steel industry into 
Kwinana. 

You can't walk away from this sort of thing, if you've got any decency. Whether you're a government 
or just a trader, you can't walk away from these things. So all of these balls were in the air. There's 
the Tallering Peak agreement, there's the Scott River which I never placed any great reliance on, but 
we had to honour the commitment that we had. If somebody had a proposition, well it was put to the 
Parliament and the Parliament approved it, but I think I told you once before that I never had any 
great hopes that Scott River would develop because it had a number of very, very serious problems 
with it. However it was done properly and publicly. Tallering Peak was always intended to be a short 
term one going through Morawa. I've explained to you how they adapted ships to be able to shift that 
deposit through Geraldton. 
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You can't ignore these things, but if Lang had had his way we'd have torn all them up and said, 
"What do you want Lang, and where do you want to put it, and how do you want to put it? Where do 
we sign?" Well we had it the other way round, "We'll tell you the conditions. We want you to 
develop, but you've got to develop on the same conditions as everybody else.' 

One of the problems that he had was that we insisted that everybody had to go through a certain 
routine. Most of the writers, either commissioned by Hancock or commissioned from some other 
source failed to understand and to enquire as to what everyone was subjected to when you approved 
an agreement. Even after you had a ratified agreement you then had to come up with all the 
mechanics of doing it, and you had to demonstrate first of all that you had the money. We didn't 
want to have percentage men all around the place who got approval for a project and then went and 
hocked it. You've seen enough in the days of WA Incorporated through a government giving 
feasibility rights to people like Dempster and Connell and people like that, and the disaster of those. 
Well we were smarter than I thought we were. I must admit I used to live in fear of these percentage 
men. But we insisted that you had to demonstrate that you had the money. 

When you're talking about hundreds, two hundreds, three hundreds of millions of dollars, and that 
would be a thousand million dollars today, they don't grow on trees and bankers are pretty cautious. 
So we said, "Right we want to see the colour of your money. The other thing is we want you to 
demonstrate your ability to do it. It's no good having a gleam in your eye. You don't have to do it 
yourself." People like BHP have got the in-house capacity. Hamersley have got the in-house 
capacity. But even they bring in outside people like your Bechtels and others, because they want to 
superimpose that on their own organisation. "So you don't have to do it yourself, but if you bring in 
somebody that's done this sort of thing before, Morrison Knutson and people like that," well then 
you're quite happy to go along with that as long as they've been properly engaged and there is the 
money and then there is the technology. 

The third thing which was terribly important, and this is what used to get Hancock and Wright so 
angry, you have to demonstrate you have your own tonnage. Now they were arrogant enough and 
cheeky enough to, on occasions, ask us to transfer tonnage from other projects to them. Well you can 
imagine how that went down, because we were a private enterprise government, and you went and 
won your own tonnage. They were very angry about the Robe River project, especially being 
limonites and they could have taken over those tonnages and supplied hematites. We had other 
plans. I've demonstrated to you the fact that we were trying to look at the area as a province. It's to 
our credit that we stuck out for so long to get Robe off the ground. 

All of this was going on like a tin of worms during this period. They were pretty busy times you 
know, and pretty exciting times. Somebody had to preserve a degree of balance and sense in the 
whole thing. I think we did a pretty good job. I was aided and abetted by the fact that I had a Premier 
who might not have had a lot of practical experience in this sort of thing, but he had integrity and he 
had a lot of comrnonsense. He was, don't forget, in the middle of all this. It wasn't as though Charles 
Court or somebody else was running the government. These things went to Parliament because Lang 
was going to all the ministers directly. It was nothing for him to send a minute that he'd sent to a 
minister, confidential, send a copy to every member of Parliament. He thought that was smart stuff. 
In point of fact it was unprincipled and no way to do negotiations. But we just ignored all that and 
pressed on. Naturally some of the members raised queries with us and we made sure they got the 
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explanation. I can't remember any of them not being satisfied about it, although they were under a lot 
of pressure. 

So if you take the combination of all of these things, that's why I don't think Phillipson went as far as 
he could have done. I think he went further than most of them did. He tried to look behind the 
curtain and realised that we weren't just doing this because we were nasties, we were trying to do it 
because we had a responsibility. If you take the 1960 BI-IP agreement, a mighty important 
agreement, and you had the Tallering Peak, and you had the tenders for Goldsworthy, they can't be 
ignored. 

In the meantime we had pressures from everybody. Every man and his wife was wanting to be 
considered for iron ore deposits. Also don't forget we had a few other things going. Nickel was 
coming up on the horizon, bauxite alumina coming up on the horizon, and a few other things that 
had to be pressed on. So somebody had to keep their cool. 

I have no regrets at all about the way we handled the situation. Any fair assessment of it, anyone that 
took an overview of the whole situation would probably be amazed looking at it in proper 
perspective as to why we were so patient with these people when they were so rude to us. They were 
quite prepared to destroy other projects, as I've explained over the Mount Newman project and the 
Port Hedland harbour. They [Hancock and Wright] went to extreme limits to try and destroy my own 
personal reputation, things like getting a psychiatric report done in.... some fellow attending all my 
speeches I gave and watching me on television and all that sort of thing.' But we went through all of 
that and finished up with what is, I think, the world's greatest iron ore complex. So we must have 
done something right. In fact we must have done more things right than we did wrong. If somebody 
didn't get all the fat out of it they wanted to, well that's too bad. But I don't think anyone gets very 
excited when they think of the few millions that Lang got out of it without starting a single mine. 

He always used to get the press in by saying, "My great ambition is to own a mine, operate a mine." I 
have to remind you that he was given many chances to operate a mine, on that very simple test that 
everybody had, by the way, everybody had to face, whether it was Robe, whether it was 
Goldsworthy, whether it was Mount Newman, whether it was Hamersley, whether it was Tallering 
Peak: "Show the colour of your money, your expertise, and your contracts that you've got in your 
own right for that particular project." 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 82 

Discussed further, see pp. 1396-1399. 
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COURT The other thing that seems to be glossed over is the fact that Hancock supported the 
Tonkin administration when they were in opposition in the run up to '71 election, and it's now been 
made public how heavily they supported them for that. By that time he'd become very publicly 
critical and quite bitter, and many times we could have issued writs against him, but we decided not 
to bother. 

The Tonkin Government duly came into office in '71. Well it's a very interesting piece of Hansard if 
you go back and read where John Tonkin had to come to David Brand and I in opposition and get us 
to agree to the passing of a special motion so that he could take action, legislative action within the 
Parliament, to frustrate action that Hancock was taking against the Tonkin Government. Now I 
noticed in one of Hancock's commissioned books - I forget which one it is and I never used to read 
them very carefully anyhow - but he tries to say that John Tonkin wasn't a party to that. He tries to 
say he wasn't in the House the day the bill was discussed. Well that's pretty weak reasoning because 
he was the Premier and no legislation could be introduced without him. Also it is a fact of life that 
John Tonkin came to David Brand and myself and Arthur Griffith who was in the Upper House and 
explained the predicament they were in over this man and he had some pretty strong things to say 
about Hancock, as did the then Minister for Mines, Don May. They said, "We've got to get this 
legislation in." They couldn't give notice of a Bill you see, so that it came up the next day and then 
the usual procedures. You had to have an absolute majority of the House to be able to introduce this 
legislation and to get it through in the time that was required. We cooperated with that, but don't 
forget the initiative came from the Tonkin Government. It wasn't us at all, it was the Tonkin 
Government that brought that in. This was the man that they [the Labor Party] were saying was 
being so hard done by Liberal governments and Charles Court in particular. 

One of Lang Hancock's great champions was Herbie Graham. Don't forget he was also party to this 
legislation. People seem to conveniently forget these things and so all I ask them is to have a look at 
the whole history of these things, and I think in the light of it we were pretty patient, we were pretty 
tolerant. I know it used to worry Dave [Brand] quite a bit, because he liked to be friendly with 
everybody. But when we had to sign one of the agreements with Hancock and Wright, David Brand 
felt so strongly about it that he actually wasn't in the room when Hancock and Wright signed the 
document. That's how strongly he felt about it. Dave Brand was a patient, tolerant, forgiving sort of a 
chap, but he found it a bit hard to even be present when they signed, so he signed it and left the room 
and they came in and signed it after. 

Hamersley could also add to that. They had an experience where they wanted us to agree to them 
taking over what they thought was a controlling interest - I forget which agreement it was. For this 
particular agreement you would pick up the paper and you would find that Hancock had been up to 
Tokyo saying things that were detrimental to the State, detrimental to the industry as a whole, trying 
to give the impression that his project would do it better; or overseas, in America, in Europe. It was 
very damaging to the State. We said to Hamersley at that time, "Look we can't go along with this 
because a government has to govern and the people who have got rights from the government have 
to be protected. If you're stupid enough to sign this I'll be amazed because you have no assurance that 
you will actually be the managers." Russ Madigan, now Sir Russell Madigan, he said, "We've 
protected ourselves. We've got a complete agreement and it's all tied up that if you'll agree to this, 
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these people fade right out, you'll never hear from them again about this particular agreement." On 
that basis the government agreed to what Hamersley wanted. 

It was less than 48 hours before they [Hamersley] were coming to me and saying, "What do you do 
with these people [Hancock and Wright]?" They were speaking around the world as though they still 
owned this thing. They felt they could promote it better than Hamersley, because once Hamersley 
started to get contracts and produced from it they got royalties. So we just shrugged our shoulders 
and said, "Oh well now you know what we told you. You assured us, and we assured Cabinet that 
you had this sewn up so that they would disappear from the promotion of this project altogether and 
you'd get on with the job of developing it in conjunction with us." Poor old Russ, he was terribly 
upset about that one, because he felt that he'd not only been let down himself, but he'd let us down 
very, very badly. 

The poor old people that had to administer these agreements they'd had enough anyhow. They're 
only human beings, the Parkers and the Munros and the host of other people that have to administer 
these agreements. Don't forget every department is affected in some way or other. 

RJ Just to be very sure that we get it clear, the nature of the people involved in all of this. 
Hancock and you initially had worked together as we've heard in that committee looking at the 
development of the North. Hancock dates the falling out with you as late 1961 or early '62, over this 
deal. He actually says that details were given to the Labor Party, there was an article in the Western 
Sun, and leaked to the West and Hancock was rung by the West. It was referred to Riotinto for 
comment. In that, of course, the claim is made that you were offered a steel mill and you are saying, 
no you were not. The West turned "to Brand and Court both of whom denied they had had the offer 
of a steel mill, and continued to do so under subsequent pressure from the Labor Opposition." 
Riotinto produced a report which confirmed talks with the State Government over the mill. "Charles 
Court, the arch advocate of a steel mill for W.A., and indeed the whole Government, were politically 
embarrassed and could even have been electorally defeated. Hancock thinks that Court believes that 
Hanwright set him up for that embarrassment, and has never forgiven him." Are you the sort of 
person who never forgives, and did you feel you'd been set up? 

COURT That was a lot of rot and we said so at the time. I mean these things recorded only a 
fraction of what went on at the time. The journalists would come to me and I'd give them the answer 
right on the spot. That was a lot of rot and Duncan himself would be the first to admit that that was 
not a steel mill that a government could settle for. It was one of these sort of best endeavours types of 
things, as I think in one particular outburst Hancock himself admitted it was only intended to be a 
steel mill in name. Look, we had bigger fish to fry than this. Don't forget all of these agreements had 
provision for steelmaking or for added value in one form or another. 

What people overlook is that at the time when these things were negotiated in the early sixties, a one 
million ton a year steel plant was economic. Today no-one in their right mind would build a 
conventional steel mill of one million tons. If you have one million ton steel mills in future they'll be 

1 DuffieId, 1979, p. 161. 
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under the new processes that are being developed; none of them to my mind yet proved 
commercially. There's pilot plants, there's all sorts of things, and a lot of progress has been made. 
You've got the Hi-smelt research going on down in Kwinana by Hamersley Iron [CRA] in 
conjunction with the Japanese. That's another technology. You've got this Compact Steel project 
they're talking about down in Bunbury; another technology. But the only known reliable form of 
steel production today is still the basic oxygen process which replaced the Bessemer process 
donkeys' years ago. 

It's also a fact of life that you wouldn't build one of those for less than three million tons and you'd 
only build it for three million tons if you knew you were going to step it up to five, seven, or eight 
million tons pretty quickly. In other words another BHP. So today the whole thing has changed. It's 
changed with everything. Petrochemicals when I was Minister, before I became Premier, an 
economic plant was thirty thousand tons a year. Within two or three years, because of new 
technology, anything under a quarter of a million tons was not on. So that's how dramatically it 
changes. So with all the goodwill in the world on the part of the government and the part of the 
companies themselves the commitments made for added value were defeated by the passage of 
time.' The two that did actually perform temporarily were Hamersley when they put in their pellet 
plant and Robe River put in their pellet plant. The energy crisis that hit the world, of course, spelt the 
death knell of pellet plants. They'll come back again by the way, especially if you've got an on-site 
fuel; you don't have to import fuel like they did at Pilbara. You've got natural gas up there now they 
should be able to do a deal on. 

One could go on forever talking about this. For instance when the natural gas came up on the 
horizon, Sir Ian McGregor, who was the head of AMAX for years, he tried to get the iron ore 
companies to get together and take over all of those processing commitments and put them into one 
conglomerate group and do a deal with the government using natural gas. They would produce 'x' 
million tons of whatever product was agreed to, in Pilbara. It would be done on behalf of the whole 
of the iron ore industry, not one particular company. It was a jolly good idea too because that's the 
sort of thinking you got used to with Sir Ian McGregor. You might remember him. He's the man 
who solved Maggie Thatcher's steel and then their coal problems. I think the only man in the world 
that could have done it. But he was the head of AMAX before that. He's an Englishman who was 
lent to the Americans for the war effort and then became an American citizen and then subsequently 
went back to Britain and thought he owed something to his old country. He did the steel and then the 
coal thing for Margaret Thatcher. That's how they were able to knight him, because by that time he'd 
become a British citizen again. 

However, he tried hard to acknowledge that there had to be added value. Because of the energy 
crisis, the two pellet plants had not been a success, so he wanted to go further than that and have an 
added value project which could grow and grow and grow as the Pilbara capacity expanded and the 
availability of energy improved. He couldn't get a supporter, he couldn't get a taker amongst all of 
the companies. They were very foolish not to listen to him and sit down and get rid of the prima 
donnas and say, "Right, we're going to have to do it one day, let's put it all together." If you made it 
big enough it would be economic. Even if they hadn't have made any money they wouldn't have lost 

I 
This did not mean the processing commitment automatically ceased (CC). 
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any money. It was a master move on his part, but he tried. He had to come back to me and say that 
he couldn't get anyone to listen to him, let alone negotiate with him. But that will come fairly soon, I 
think. I think companies will have to accept the fact that it's got to happen. 

But coming back to this steel plant that was made so much fuss of. It ignores the commitments we 
had with Goldsworthy. It ignores the commitments we had with Tallering. It ignores the negotiations 
we'd already had with BHP for the 1960 agreement. It ignores the commitments that we were writing 
into all of the other agreements. However, it made good headlines at the time and gave the 
opposition of the day something to play about with and curry favour for which it's now been exposed 
that they got a lot of financial support for their 1971 election. It also demonstrates, of course, that not 
far down the line they had to take some legislative action to protect themselves [the Tonkin 
Government] anyhow. I think it says its own story. 

RJ You have covered the problems when it came to the start in allocating iron ore areas 
initially and your calling tenders and all the rest of it. But again in Hancock's publication The Great 
Claim Robbery, in referring to this time he said, "The only mistake - if it was a mistake - made by 
the Brand government" (and this is supposed to be quoting you) "was in being too human and not 
sufficiently legal in its approach. Had we been strictly legal we would not have had half the 
problems. Whatever may be said to the contrary by Hancock and Wright, every attempt was made to 
arrive at something that would be fair and equitable." ]  

COURT I think it must go down to the credit of the Brand Government that in spite of the 
provocation we suffered and the unfair comment and the unfair reporting, and the fact that the media 
would report anything that was said by people like Hancock, that we kept our cool in the whole 
thing. We had one objective and that was to press on and demonstrate to the world that we were a 
responsible government, we weren't a ratbag type of government. We weren't going to get in the 
gutter with these people, and that a fair and equitable situation would be devised. Things were 
worked out with the best advice we could get. People like Bert Telfer, whose integrity was 
absolutely beyond doubt, his practical experience was unequalled. We eventually had to take a look 
at the total Pilbara with all the conflicting claims and eventually arrive at something that we felt was 
reasonable and sensible. I know of no-one other than Hancock that criticised the outcome of that. 
Most people were quite amazed that we found a way around it. The extraordinary thing about it was 
knowing how volatile the mining industry is, how sensitive they are to claims, that no one saw fit to 
take action against the government for handling the matter wrongly either in respect of the letter of 
the law with the Mining Act itself or with the general fairness of what we did. So I know I never lost 
any sleep about it at all in spite of all the war of words that was going on. I think we acquitted 
ourselves pretty well in not allowing ourselves to be sidetracked from producing the world's number 
one iron producing project. 

RJ But were there things in hindsight that you would have handled more legally, as has 
been quoted here? 

1 Hancock [?1972], p. 12. 
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COURT Well I think we might have been tougher on Hancock and a couple of times when we 
might have issued writs against him to just at least bring him up with a jerk so that he had to account 
publicly for the things that he'd said. But we decided against it. Not only the costs and so on, but the 
distraction from the main theme. After all we did achieve our purpose on behalf of the people and on 
behalf of Australia. It's there for all to see: if not the world's greatest, it must be darn nearly the best 
iron ore complex in the whole world. 

I think one thing that stands out apart from anything else is that there's never been any suggestion of 
a breath of scandal on the part of anybody, whether it be a departmental officer, whether it be a 
minister, or whether it be the government itself. Knowing the iron ore industry, and the mining 
industry generally as I do, had there been any chance of proving or even claiming things like that, it 
would have been done. I think that was the acid test that we were able to go through the whole of 
that period. 

Don't forget the Royal Commission that's just been held has further demonstrated that the methods 
by which we did business were straight down-the-line. They were within the Westminster system. 
There again, in spite of a government spending a fortune on trying to pin something on to a Liberal 
government's administration in connection with the North West Shelf, the Commission had to say 
there wasn't a tittle of evidence. ]  

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library Building on 
2nd December 1992. 

Shortly after Riotinto started operations, apparently the Federal government refused to issue an 
export permit for contracts with the Japanese worth $87 million and to quote Trengove, "on the 
ground that the price was too low ... Hamersley was especially embarrassed because all along the 
company had assured Japanese steelmakers they need have no apprehension of Government 
interference. The company was supported by Charles Court, who said, 'One of Japan's reasons for 
buying from us was that they considered Australia a stable country where contracts were honoured. 
After this experience they will have their doubts."2  Tell me about that. 

COURT I'd like to know more about the particular contract that's referred to there because it 
seems to be a specific contract. There were many of these when there were quite serious differences 
of opinion between the Commonwealth government and the WA government over these issues. But 
I'll deal with it in a general way. 

You must understand, even if you find it hard to believe, that there was a lot of resentment in 
Canberra about our success in finding a way to undertake all of this major development without the 
federal government holding our hand. We had abandoned the idea of going to them for money 
because the first overtures we made they just laughed at us about making money available for 

1 Discussed further, see pp. 1702-1713. 

2Trengove, 1976, p.  100. 
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railways, towns, ports. Thank goodness they did, because we had to go and find somebody else who 
would do it; do it better, do it quicker, higher standards and all that sort of thing, plus the fact we 
didn't have any responsibility to operate the railways and the ports. So they did us a kindness at the 
time, but at least we had to go and ask them if they would like to join with us. 

Now all of a sudden they found that we had done these deals, we'd been abroad, as well as canvassed 
in Australia, ways and means of undertaking the projects at an international standard previously not 
achieved, and without any demand on the State government for infrastructure money. People find it 
hard to believe that in your own country, and within your own party by the way, in power, that there 
was this resentment. But they can scream until they're blue in the face, I'm going to say there was 
resentment. You know: "How did these wild colonials over there manage to do this without us 
helping them, without us holding their hand?" Thank goodness we were able to bypass them, 
because we would never have got them [the iron ore projects] off the ground in the fantastically 
short times that we did, if we'd had to keep going back to them [Canberra]. 

Every time we had to get involved with them because it was a matter that came within 
Commonwealth jurisdiction it was pathetic, the amount of bureaucracy. I speak with some feeling 
because they were involved very heavily in the standard gauge project where BHP made it a 
condition in the 1960 agreement that we had to have standard gauge from Kalgoorlie down to the 
coast. We got plenty of experience then of dealing with a bureaucracy at the federal level. 

However, it did colour their judgment quite a bit. They woke up to the fact that through the export 
licences they had a power that was quite important from their point of view. It was never intended 
the export licensing was going to be used as a Commonwealth government weapon to bypass or to 
override the States, but they used it. I say that quite unashamedly although it was our people in 
power at the time. 

McEwen was the Deputy Prime Minister, and he was also the Minister for Trade and Commerce (I 
think that was his title). He loved to have control over these things. He would claim to be a 
conservative. He would claim to be private enterprise, but nevertheless I found in all of these things 
he had this control mentality. I think it came from the fact that being Country Party, and they being 
so committed to organised marketing, statutory marketing, various forms of marketing, that it flowed 
on in his attitude towards some of these mineral projects, which were not in the same boat at all. So 
the pressure went on and they had their experts doing their studies and making up their mind in our 
projects as to what they felt the companies should get for their product. 

Now we had a very firm policy. We laid down the clear-cut rules by which they got their long term 
project agreements. We laid down all the rules by which they would operate, so that part of it was 
fully under control, but the one thing I refused to get involved in was commercial things. This will 
probably start to show up in your mind the difference between us, say, and the 
Burke/Dowding/Lawrence Governments, where they're always putting their sticky fingers into these 
things. Once you start to get involved in these commercial things you inherit some responsibility. I 
used to argue with McEwen, and to a lesser extent Menzies, because he didn't get involved in these 
things very much. He didn't want to get involved in the rather vulgar side of life, which was 
industry, 
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commerce, mining and that sort of stuff. I think I've told you that before. But I used to argue with 
them and say, "Why do you want to get involved? If these people don't do proper deals in connection 
with freight and their sales' contracts and that type of thing, it's their money they're risking. It's their 
money they're going to lose. They won't sell for anything less than they can get." 

However, they seemed to have this extraordinary arrogance that they knew more about it than the 
companies. They would then get involved in these discussions. Don't forget we were competing with 
the world. My judgment was that companies like Hamersley, with people like Val Duncan, who 
were trading internationally through their Riotinto interests and people like BHP and people like 
AMAX who were the original negotiators in connection with Mt Newman, together with CSR, 
people of that ilk, they weren't going to be giving their stuff away for anything less than they could 
get. It also happened on the freight side. We weren't prepared to get involved on the type of ships 
that were used, the freights and that type of thing. We preferred to sell FOB' so getting it to the 
market was their problem. 

END OF SIDE B TAPE 82 

FOB is Free on Board. The alternative was FOD, Free on Delivery (RJ). 
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COURT Getting it to the market was the problem of the iron ore companies and the Japanese 
or Germans, whoever it was. Governments are not intended to get mixed up in that, but for some 
extraordinary reason the federal people were always wanting to put their sticky fingers into these 
things. Time and time again I said, "If you get involved in these negotiations you accept some 
responsibility." 

Now if it could be demonstrated that people were giving their product away at a price that was too 
low or something of that kind and doing it deliberately because of an interlocking interest, that's 
another matter. For instance this came up in the case of the sale of alumina by companies like Alcoa 
when they were selling their alumina around the world. Quite a lot of that would be sold to their own 
companies, when they were going to convert the alumina into aluminium metal. I accepted without 
question that the Commonwealth government and us had to be careful that they weren't doing a bit 
of internal pricing to minimise the tax in one place and minimise the royalty and perhaps minimise 
the income tax they paid in Australia and maximising the profit in a country where it might be more 
suitable to them, more convenient to them, more advantageous. I accept all that; we didn't take a 
stupid attitude. 

But when you came to this straight-out question of selling (we adopted what I believe was the right 
attitude) the transactions were to be at arms' length. Now that was the one test that I imposed, that 
the transactions had to be at arms' length otherwise I would have been involved. We wouldn't have 
had to wait for the Commonwealth government, because don't forget we were getting royalties and 
they're very much related to what the company gets for its product. But if they were at arms' length in 
a world competitive situation, the less the government had to do with that the better. 

Now it was quite acrimonious and it carried on, not only in those days, but it carried on, of course, 
into the Whitlam Government, and when R F X Connor came along he wanted us out of the way 
altogether. So the only difference between the arguments then and in the days when there was the 
Menzies Government, the Holt Government and the Gorton Government and then the McMahon 
Government - the only difference was it was much more bitter and much more public when the 
Whitlam Government came in. But it still went on in Fraser's day. Substitute Anthony for McEwen, 
you had the same thing all over again. 

I well remember one real brawl at the Lodge after dinner one night when Job Bjelke-Petersen and I 
were down there on the same subject. We'd been invited to dinner and by some mysterious means 
after we'd had dinner and we were just starting to discuss the matter, up turns Doug Anthony; one of 
these, "Just passing by," sort of things. Like hell it was! It was very acrimonious, but Fraser brought 
him in purposely. It was on this question of the government putting their sticky fingers into these 
transactions which we believed were commercial and the nation was getting its share of the cake. 

Now to bring you down to a specific example. It will help you to understand why it's a stupid thing 
for governments to get involved in a field they only THINK they know. You can bring in all the 
experts, the PhD's by the thousand, and they can't live with the cut and thrust of the marketplace. 
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Now one particular thing that concerned Hamersley, and I don't know whether that's the contract 
referred to in the quote that you've given me, it related to the pellet contract. For some reason or 
other the Federal government never seemed to understand what a triumph it was for us to get two 
pellet plants built, neither of them operating today, of course, unfortunately. But it was an absolute 
triumph for us to get these two major pellet plants. Boy did I work hard for those. But the question of 
pricing the product, I believed was essentially a matter for the companies. They'd provided this huge 
capital investment. They took all the risks. So my belief was that as long as they were arms' length 
negotiations - and you understand what I mean by that, that if, for instance, they were trying to sell to 
a Japanese company that they had an interest in or vice versa, well then you had to be a bit careful, 
because you do get this internal pricing structure which plays tunes on the tax and other systems. As 
long as they had arms' length transactions we didn't want to get involved. 

Now we naturally kept a weather eye on the thing. We weren't stupid. We were travelling the world 
all the time, we were getting information about world markets, because don't forget Brazil was a big 
competitor and our number one competitor, and we used to watch them pretty closely, like they 
watched us. There were other suppliers. Some of the little suppliers used to worry me more because 
they were more likely to undercut. If they can get an "opportunity" [or "spot"] sale they'll take 
advantage of it. 

Now all of a sudden when CRA and Hamersley had assured the Japanese, as we had, that we were a 
country that honoured our contracts, Hamersley - I think I said CRA, but Hamersley you realise was 
a subsidiary of CRA - had entered into a negotiation and they checked with me how I felt about it. I 
made it clear, "If you feel it's all right for you, it's your risk not mine, it's your capital, it's your 
project, and it looks all right to me," based on what the world was paying. 

They entered into this deal and they felt that they had a contract. True it was subject to export 
licencing, but export licencing wasn't meant for the purposes that the Commonwealth used it. All of 
a sudden we get a demand from Canberra that this contract was not to proceed. You can imagine our 
embarrassment, you can imagine Hamersley Iron embarrassment, having to go back to the Japanese 
and say, "Hold it!" because this was the first of the big contracts for our great pellet plant. We'd 
worked mighty hard to get the Japanese involved in pellets. They weren't all that excited about it 
anyhow. I had to work mighty hard to keep them in the game because they could very easily have 
said, "All right finish," and we would have been battling to find other markets of that size. 

Now McEwen got involved in this personally for some reason or other and went public on the thing, 
which made us pretty angry. We had some pretty strong things to say about the whole thing. 
Eventually Arthur Griffith, the Minister for Mines, and I, by arrangement with David Brand, we had 
a meeting with McEwen. We tried to sort the thing out privately. He had other ideas and wanted to 
give the impression that the Commonwealth government was fighting to get the maximum return for 
the nation and so on. The fact that we'd done all the work to get the damn things off the ground in 
the first place, which wouldn't have gone for years if the Commonwealth had been involved in it, 
that didn't seem to have any weight with him [McEwen] at all. 
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They came up with a price that they were prepared to accept. The difference was quite crazy really. 
To have all this trouble over this thing, and damage our reputation with the Japanese, giving the 
impression that we weren't a private enterprise government as we claimed we were, that we were 
only private enterprise when it suited us at the federal level. We then took this price and had a look 
at it. We were anxious to press on. The Japanese agreed to stay in the negotiations, although they 
would have been quite within their rights at walking away from it and leaving us with a beautiful 
pellet plant and nowhere to go. 

Eventually we worked out a formula. When I say 'we' that's not quite right, Hamersley did all the 
work on it and came up with an alternative. The exact details of that alternative I wish I could 
remember because it's crucial to the whole thing, but they came up with this alternative which on the 
surface gave the price that the Commonwealth wanted, but because of a change in the specification 
the Japanese made a profit. We went to McEwen and said, "This is the deal that the Japanese are 
prepared to agree to." "Oh," he said, "that's good, that's good," because he could say, "We got our 
price." But I said, "You realise the Japanese are laughing all the way to the bank for the rest of this 
contract and it will carry on into future contracts, because you're getting at the very heart of the thing, 
you're getting at the specification of the product." In the final analysis the iron ore in the one case, or 
an iron ore pellet on the other hand, it's the iron in it and the nature of the contaminants and other 
things that are in that product that dictate the value you're getting. If you're getting say 62.5 per cent 
iron ore with very little phosphorus and very little other contaminants like, for instance, the 
Brazilians at that stage could deliver, well you can afford to pay for it and still make a profit out of it, 
because there's less energy in production. All of these things, they're all factors, because iron ore is 
not iron ore [i.e. all iron ore is not the same]. There's so many different types of it. Even if you're 
talking about limonites, there can be many types of limonites. If you're talking about haematites, 
you've got the same problem. 

Anyhow the specification was worked out and although it was a tiny fraction (it could have been part 
of a cent for every iron unit in the final product) the fact is that the Japanese showed a profit out of 
the revised contract that McEwen publicly claimed to have been negotiated upward. Now to the 
layman it had, but to the expert it was a farce and it was a joke. 

This only exemplifies the stupidity of governments getting involved in a field that they don't really 
understand and nor do their bureaucrats. What would they know about this industry? I emphasise 
what I said before, I'm now talking about arms' length negotiations, so that the two parties are quite 
independent of one another, the buyer and the seller. I've dealt with the question that arises where 
you have a common party in both the buyer and the seller, then you do have to have some 
arrangements. That was very amicably worked out, because the Commonwealth government had 
access to all of the records, tax and otherwise. We had access to all the records for royalty purposes 
and that sort of thing, so that there was never any problem in dealing with reputable people like 
Alcoa and the other aluminium companies. 

Any internal pricing was always adjusted for two reasons. One was to make sure they paid the right 
amount of tax in Australia, both royalties and income tax, and the other one, of course, was to ensure 
that the Australian hard currency wasn't being fleeced. There's no problem about that. These 
companies, they didn't balk about that at all. That was only a matter of arithmetic anyhow. 
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But I think you'll gather from this that it was fairly acrimonious situation. It was never-ending and it 
got nowhere. The Japanese were going to pay so much in competition and they were going to pay no 
more. There were plenty of other places for them to go to. It was only our own personal contacts in 
Japan that saved us from losing lots and lots of orders, because there were so many places for them 
to go to at the time. 

However we did have this very strong personal liaison which we worked very hard on. It just 
demonstrates that even at that magnitude and even at that international level that the personal 
equation is still important, really it is. That's what we're lacking at the moment. We're still inclined to 
be very arrogant in Australia and assume that people are lucky to be able to get the product from us. 
We've got to get out of this. I still believe we could be doing much better in Japan and Korea and 
other places if we got back to this factor, [personal trust and understanding]. 

But always lurking there, ever since then, is this Commonwealth government; there's always 
Canberra in the background. Mr [Brian] Burke didn't help with his attitude and some of the things he 
said about the Japanese, again assuming that they had to buy the product when they didn't have to 
anyhow. I hope I've covered that one. 

RJ This process of fighting with the Commonwealth, and you've referred to various 
personalities and Anthony and McEwen, how many of the battles did you lose? 

COURT None. They might think they won some battles, but if they only knew what went on 
behind the scenes they'd know that it was a pyrrhic victory. Sometimes you just humoured them by 
letting that go, but picked it up somewhere else. 

I had this rather unique relationship between the companies, our own Australian operators and the 
buyers, not only in Japan by the way. I think that's the job of government, if you can oil the works 
and get these things to go. We didn't have any axe to grind except prosperous projects. 

I think you've already mentioned this morning what we discussed previously, the graph that the 
Japanese showed me about how the unions were fleecing the projects and not enabling them to 
achieve their purpose that I had set down as a matter of policy. I've told you about the policy that we 
had to have a total pattern for the Pilbara so that the buyers could know that they were going to get 
ore, not for ten years, twenty years or thirty years, but for 200 years. 

You'd be interested if you've read this morning's paper. You'll find an interesting article there about 
the Japanese recession and the argument about price, and the admission by the Japanese that there 
was this basic understanding that the companies had to be profitable so that they could have the 
reserves to go on and expand. I thought it was rather providential that that would be in the paper this 
morning in view of what I've told you about this design. You're now going back to the mid-sixties, 
so it's not something new. It wasn't an afterthought, it was basic to the whole of our strategy. It was 
some of this strategy that, of course, caused so much annoyance to people like Hancock and Wright. 
But it was the only way to approach this province of iron. 

If we'd have been dealing with a known area of iron ore which maybe would have had 1000, 2000 
million tons in it, or something, and that was that, our tactics would have been quite different. We'd 
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have gone to get the maximum quick return out of that, knowing that it was going to end in a short 
time. But when you're looking at something where you're laying a pattern down for a 100, 200 years, 
you've got to adopt a different attitude. 

It was very interesting to read that article in this morning's paper' which, whilst it didn't say so in 
those words, it was reflecting right back to the early negotiations and subsequent negotiations, 
because quite often I would go to the Japanese and I'd say, "Now don't you be too tough, because you 
know what profit's all about, you're a private enterprise country, and you know that if a company 
doesn't make profits, it can't have reserves; it's got to service its capital. If it's borrowed money it 
pays interest. If it's shareholder money it pays dividends, and that's got to be the first charge on the 
profits." Then you like to think that they've got a nice bit of fat left that they can put into reserves. 
Those reserves are the BEST capital they can have, the cheapest capital they can have, to undertake 
exploration and future development. They understand that language; it's basic to the private 
enterprise system if it's working properly. So it's very interesting just reading behind the lines in this 
morning's paper, because it's a reflection of that policy. 

I just sense the Japanese were buttering up the iron ore companies and the media to realise that 
things are a bit tough up there, and they're going to be negotiating a bit harder. If our people were 
smart they'd welcome it and pinch a few more tons off other countries as a bargaining stick for 
giving a more competitive price, because there's no doubt about it, our geographic location is such 
and our variety of ores is such that we could land stuff profitably in Japan cheaper than anyone else. 
When you think of where it has to come from Brazil to get there, and other places, we're superbly 
located. Iron ore this side, coal on the other side of Australia. 

RJ So when you talk about this overall plan, and you obviously put a lot of time into 
thinking through from a long term point of view as well, John Mcllwraith has written a book on the 
Mt Newman story called, The First Five Hundred Million, and he refers to a conversation with you 
in which you were talking about the four major iron ore projects being built in some sort of 
sequence. You pointed out, "that he and his government had attempted to plan their launching so that 
there was some logical sequence, and that the appropriate types of labour and services necessary for 
each became available as they were needed. The plan did not work perfectly, but when one looks 
back at the sequential completion of Goldsworthy, Hamersley Iron, Mt Newman and Cliffs Robe 
River, the marvel is that all four were launched, and launched on time and within budget."2  

COURT Well that's a fair comment. It was partly due to the system that we had operating and 
the efficiency of the 'Parker Parliament', in addition to the involvement of the minister. But it also 
meant that the companies themselves cooperated. They had to have a sensible approach to what was 
going on. 

"Iron ore companies to fight for future at Japanese talks", West, 2 Dec. 1992, p.  49. 

2 John Mcllwraith 1988, The First 500 Million, Iron Ore BHP-Utah Minerals International, Perth, p.  28. 
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For instance if you had an overcrowding of these projects, you could run into terrible troubles and 
none of them would get finished on time, and none of them would get finished within a reasonable 
cost. You've got to realise you're dealing with a pretty ruthless lot of unions. They were more 
concerned about what they could milk out of the project, not what it meant for Australia in the longer 
term. It's sad to relate, but they are the facts. So the companies themselves would see that if there 
could be a phasing in of these things it would be beneficial to all concerned. There was no collusion 
about it in that sense that we drew up official timetables, but it was all a loose arrangement. 

You don't have to be very smart to realise why it was good, because of the type of equipment you use 
for instance when you're opening up a mine, and the roads and all this very heavy earthmoving stuff, 
and getting the towns ready, and getting the mines ready, getting the overburden out of the way. 
You're dealing with a completely different animal to what you are when you've got a mine that's 
operating and a railway that's operating, a town that's operating. You've got a different attitude 
altogether. It affects not only the type of equipment, but it also affects the type of operators. They're 
as different as chalk and cheese. 

So if you can be moving from one of these groundbreaking things to another it means that that 
equipment can be moved across, the tendering is going to be that much more competitive. For 
instance the housing you use. When you first go into one of these projects you have skid-mounted 
air-conditioned cabins, that's what they virtually amount to. They're quite good by earlier standards, 
say the old goldfields standards, but nevertheless by today's standards they haven't got the 
permanency about them. So you have all this equipment which disappears. You won't find them 
around any more because permanent houses and barracks and that sort of thing have taken their 
place. So if you can make sure that when that part of the job's finished that they're going to be 
switched over say from Goldsworthy to Hamersley, and Hamersley to Robe, and Robe to Mount 
Newman, or the other way around, it means that you're going to get much more competitive bids. 

The only hiccup that we had was the delay in Mount Newman getting off the ground. They all 
worked out pretty well, because you don't want to get the idea you have a military program that 
Hamersley finishes at a certain time, and the equipment moves over to Robe, or it moves over to 
Mount Newman; it's not quite like that. They like a little break in between, because many of those 
people would have worked long, long hours under very, very hard conditions. I mentioned they're a 
different sort of people to those that are going to operate the plant, or even build the more 
sophisticated parts of the plant. 
For instance when young Richard, that's my son Richard, went and worked up in Mount Newman 
during their construction days, when he'd finished his university degree and he was waiting to go 
abroad to do postgraduate work, he got himself a job up there. They had a truck - it looked like a 
Heath Robinson thing - it had all the ingredients you wanted in it for keeping equipment moving up 
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in the field, in the construction stage. It had to have air for tyres, it would have spare tyres, it had to 
have oil, it had to have diesel. You name it, it had everything. This monster of a thing would follow 
up behind this equipment, so they never had to come back a yard further than was necessary. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 83 
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COURT He worked twelve hour shifts and somebody else did exactly the same thing for 
another twelve hours and they did that without a break seven days a week. It was an effective way, 
an efficient way during that construction stage. You can imagine a lot of other workmen were doing 
the same thing and making a lot of money. 

Well you can only keep that up for a certain time. When they finished that part they all disappeared. 
You can imagine they'd like a break after that, so they didn't want to go straight into another job. In 
those days, I don't know about today, but in those days a lot of university graduates and 
undergraduates were working up there in their holidays. They were after the big money. Richard was 
one case. When he went abroad and did his postgraduate work in America, to this day he never 
asked me for a cent. Good for him; he did it all out of the money that he earned up there. 

When I used to go through there [Mount Newman] as minister I purposely didn't get too close to 
him. Not that it mattered much, because usually when I said, "How's Richard going?" I'd ask one of 
the people, who'd say, "Oh he's asleep at the moment," because the moment he came off, they had to 
have special arrangements, these fellows, to get fed and watered and get sleep, so that they were 
ready to go on and do the next shift. These young fit fellows, you can imagine, they were intelligent. 
They were either undergraduates or graduates, as the case may be. 

It not only applied to them, but the workmen, the men who normally did this sort of thing, when 
they'd finished a job like that they'd probably want a bit of a break and they'd earned a break 
physically and they'd earned it financially too. So if you can get this picture, it was a very rough 
schedule of moving from one project to the other. 

Now when we had this hiccup about Mount Newman getting off the ground, for the first time it 
upset our schedule, and three months or four months or five months can make a tremendous 
difference. As I say you want a bit of a break between two projects, but you don't want a break as 
long as that one. You've no idea how it threw the system into a bit of disorder for a while. The 
workforce gets dispersed and goes doing other work and so on, and you've got to bring it all together 
again when the whistle is blown for the project to start. Even after the approval was given Bert 
Rogers was one of these chaps who liked to organise things in advance. He took longer than most 
and the companies got a bit restless because he wasn't giving orders, but he knew what he was doing, 
so when he eventually got going the whole thing went like rolling out a carpet. 

That, I think, explains this question of the sequence from one project to the other. The ideal would 
be to go from one to the other to the other. It doesn't work out too badly. These workforces by the 
way are pretty mobile. It's amazing how mobile they are. A few hundred miles is nothing. 

I think the man that indoctrinated me into that type of thing was old Dave Bell in his heyday. He was 
a tremendous operator. They tell me he never kept a plant register, it used to all be in his head. If 
they wanted a quote he'd know that a job was just being finished at Tennant Creek and that 
equipment would become available in a month's time or a fortnight's time, and another job up in the 
Ord or something like that. They tell me he was quite fantastic. He carried all this idea of his 
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equipment in his head. It wasn't a good system, because as it got bigger and bigger, you can imagine 
it became dangerous to be in the mind of one man. But these other people they used to have very 
good records and with computers today that's no problem. 

RI Sir Charles, another problem you had with the Commonwealth government in these 
various plans, etc, that you were making over the iron ore projects, was over the division of railway 
and port facilities. According to Mcllwraith you clashed with McEwen who wanted the Mount 
Newman project to use the port and railway being built by Hamersley, or to be built by Hamersley, 
and actually offered a reduction in capital costs. "Sir Charles argued vigorously against this proposal, 
pointing out that a cyclone, or for that matter a strike, could close down two iron ore projects if they 
were using common railway and port systems." Now, for a start, tell me more of your ideas of that 
division of the railways and ports and then go on to talk about that clash with McEwen and how you 
got around it. 

COURT I think I've already touched on this. 

RJ You did touch on it briefly, talking about the cyclones. 

COURT The Japanese being what they are naturally looked at the place in great detail and 
they kept coming back and asking all the questions. They were putting 'the worst side to London' all 
the time, of course, because they're bargainers and they wanted to create a position that we had a lot 
of hurdles to either jump or to take down, as the case may be. I don't blame them for that because 
they were doing us a good turn at the same time. They were putting our engineers, they were putting 
the companies, they were putting me under test, because we had to answer these questions. 

One of them was this question of cyclones. Industrial problems hadn't raised their ugly head at that 
stage, because the projects hadn't been completed and they didn't have that experience. We had to 
take very seriously this question of the cyclones. They thought of them in terms of typhoons. I can 
never get very excited about whether it's a typhoon or cyclone; both of them are pretty devastating. 
We'll leave the technical details to somebody else. But we had a lot of experience with cyclones. It 
was a very earthy experience. We'd been dealing with installations, be they ports or be they towns or 
anything, which were very poor standard [in earlier days]. So they could very easily get devastated 
by a cyclone because the type of construction in those days was such that it was never built to resist 
this. It didn't have to in those days. There was nothing very big behind it and you could easily 
overcome it in a matter of weeks, sometimes months. But when you're dealing with something as 
important as iron ore supply to a steel mill, continuity of supply is important. You can have 
stockpiles at both ends, but even they can't overcome sustained problems, which we found, of 
course, subsequently, applied also to industrial stoppages. 

So we told them that our method of overcoming it (it was our initiative in the matter because I had to 
destroy their argument) was that there would be at least two ports. By this time we knew enough 
about the projects that were coming up to know that there would be at least two "goers". These ports 

' Ibid. p. 25. 
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would be separated by at least 100 miles. You say, "Why 100 miles?" Well the history of the 
cyclones and the records we had showed that you didn't get devastation at two places from the one 
cyclone, or even succeeding cyclones, if you were separated by 100 miles. It was an arbitrary figure 
and people could argue against that, but that seemed a pretty safe figure to me. Once the cyclones 
crossed the sea on to the land they then very quickly became rainbearing depressions and out of that, 
of course, we get the great river flows of your great river systems up there. So we were very 
knowledgeable about that. There was nothing clever about it. The idea was to have two ports 
separated by 100 miles. 

As it happens, of course, we've got Port Hedland, we've got Samson, we've got Dampier, so we've 
got three that virtually qualify in that requirement. But we were thinking mainly about Dampier, 
what was then called Kings Bay, and Port Hedland. 

The next thing arises about the railways into the ports. Here again they had to follow different routes. 
We didn't want them running closely parallel or the same route. Once you get that port separation 
you automatically get separation of your rail systems. When you look at it today it's not a bad 
separation we've got. There is another problem that we didn't find out until we got into construction 
and that was the standard of construction has to be extremely high not only for the ports but for the 
railways. 

The ports have been an absolute credit to the engineering profession because I can.... well I know of 
no serious stoppage of a port due to cyclonic damage but we did have one upset with the railway, 
which demonstrated the merit of having two railways. Hamersley thought they had built their railway 
to a very high specification, which they had, but they didn't bargain on the ferocity of the winds 
blowing across shallow water. If you know rivers like the Fortescue, they flood their banks huge 
distances; not yards, but miles, many miles. I think the Fortescue at one place floods its banks up to 
30 miles. Now it's shallow water and you can imagine a wind of about 120 miles an hour blowing 
across that shallow water. Don't laugh at this, but in that and land you get waves. If you've got a 
railway that's been built up to give it security and very well engineered against normal factors, all of 
a sudden you find you've got waves. People laugh: waves in the desert, it's not on. But when you see 
this type of thing, because the railway itself acts as something of a dam and so you get this terrific 
force. Not for long, but it can do tremendous damage. 

So Hamersley incurred a huge bill running into millions to overcome their first experience of a 
severe cyclone with the winds blowing across these shallow waters. If they'd only been for a short 
distance, of course, it wouldn't have been so bad, but when they go for miles and miles and miles 
you can imagine that the waves that came up against that [claps hands] railway embankment were 
pretty terrific. So if you see groins along that railway there and you say to somebody in summertime, 
"Oh that's to break the waves," they laugh at you. But they were put in afterwards when they had this 
experience [during a severe cyclone]. 

Everybody learned from others' mistakes. The engineering industry and the engineering profession is 
pretty good at passing on these things. They don't keep it to themselves and say, "Ha, ha, let them 
learn the hard way like we do." They pass this information on; it's moving all the time, right around 
the world. Everyone else had the benefit of this information. Hamersley had to pay very heavily, of 
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course, for it. No doubt they had insurance. But it demonstrates the very point that I was making that 
the ferocity of these things is such that you can't ignore it. 

Now I doubt whether there's been any serious stoppage on the railways since that experience. They 
quickly got on top of it. It was the risk the company had taken and they got on top of that. Other 
people would have engineered against it. I cannot recall any serious stoppages there in the system. 
That's an argument against me having two railway systems, but if I had to do it all over again I'd do it 
the same way. I'd have this strategy of having the two separated ports and the two separate railways. 

As it happens now you've got three railways, of course. You've got the Robe going into Samson. 
You've going Hamersley going into Dampier. You've got both Goldsworthy and Newman going into 
Port Hedland. It's a very nice separation and it's worked. You're not talking about a theoretical thing 
now. If you allow a point from the mid-1960s up until now it's a long time. I think all the bugs have 
been ironed out of that system. As I say if I had to do it all over again I wouldn't do it differently. 

As you build up, of course, and you get new projects, the railway system will be varied from time to 
time. You might use the same system and feed into it, or you might even have to divert some of the 
old system as its prime use diminishes and some other mine takes its place. But that's a matter of 
detail that the future will look after. 

RJ But what was involved with your fight with McEwen? 

COURT Oh well, coming back to McEwen, having explained to you why we had to have at 
least two ports and two railways, he was very anxious to try and minimise the demands on CSR. As 
a Country Party Minister he was very heavily involved in sugar, as you can imagine. I don't know if 
you are aware of it but the sugar industry used to receive a lot of subsidy from the Australian people, 
the price we paid for our sugar and all that type of thing, right throughout Australia. People got used 
to it and they stopped grizzling about it. But it really underpinned the price for the industry. You can 
imagine CSR were fairly close to McEwen because of this. He saw in their entry into mining, in 
spite of their disastrous Wittenoom experience, he saw in their entry a chance to give them another 
dimension and hopefully get off his back with sugar. He made no bones about it that he wanted to 
see CSR go into Mount Newman. They originally had a 50 per cent interest with AMAX. We 
couldn't get anywhere with them. I'll come back to that in a minute. 

But he came to me and said, "Look it's silly having two railway systems. Why can't they go down the 
Hamersley? If they link in there, it will reduce the capital costs, and so on." I said, "Well, look, I've 
got to tell you why we're having two systems. Whether it's CSR or anybody else I couldn't care less, 
but there's going to be two major systems," (bearing in mind that Goldsworthy was a comparatively 
small project) "so the next one, the big one to offset Hamersley has got to be part of a two 
railway-two port system." So he argued against it and said, "Well, I want to keep the Australian 
company in there." I said, "Well so do I, but I'm not going to sacrifice the principle. On top of that 
I've given the Japanese an undertaking that the security to overcome their objection about cyclones is 
going to be two ports, two railways." So we won on that one, because he couldn't make an issue in 
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any case. This is one thing where the Commonwealth couldn't direct us anyhow. So we said, 
"They've got to find a way of building this railway." 

It's now history, of course, that instead of CSR and AMAX having a 50 per cent interest in a total 
project, it had to get watered down, but we finished up instead of having a 50 per cent Australian 
interest in it, we eventually finished up having a 66-and-two-thirds Australian interest. This is where 
McEwen couldn't argue that one. For a while he was threatening to use their powers over the foreign 
ownership thing. 

But when I negotiated for BHP to come in and be the managers, it solved two problems. It increased 
the Australian component up to about 66 maybe a little higher. It's even higher still today, of course, 
but at that time it was up to about 66 per cent. It also was the signal for the institutions to invest, 
because up until then, as I had to explain to McEwen, the institutions when I approached them to 
support the project said, "Look, we're not going to invest in an iron ore project run by a sugar 
company." That's a language I understood. Whether we liked it or not it was pretty realistic at the 
time, because don't forget CSR had no mining experience except the disastrous experience at 
Wittenoom and that didn't give a lot ofjoy to the institutions. 

Now the moment BHP came into it the institutions said, "Right this is for us." That was fair enough. 
Here's a very experienced mining company going to be the managers for construction and the 
managers for operation. That was the big turning point there, but that's another story. It does show 
though the extent to which the Commonwealth kept trying to put their sticky fingers into these 
things. 

Today, with the way the Labor governments work, especially in Canberra, and I think to a certain 
extent the way our Federal people would work, they'd probably succeed [in interfering]. I'd just ask 
you to think of Pilbara. Had McEwen got his way we'd have never got to the tonnages we've got 
today, because as I explained to him at the time, the analogy I used was if you put two plants in a 
pot, neither succeeds; put them in two separate pots and they both succeed. I think that convinced 
them. 

RJ Just a small point just to finish off on 'Parker's Parliament' which you referred to 
again this morning, and you have referred to from time to time throughout our discussions. One 
thing I didn't realise until I was looking at Trengove is that Commonwealth departments became 
involved. He refers to the bringing together of the representatives of many government departments 
and the authority being given considerable power to cut through red tape, which you've explained to 
us before. "The group became so effective that several Commonwealth departments such as Civil 
Aviation and the PMG agreed to join it."' How did that come about? 

COURT It's inevitable when you're undertaking projects of that magnitude and especially in 
the isolated areas like Pilbara, that some of these services that we don't provide come into it. It was 
part of Parker's negotiating ability that he could get on with most people and he had a team around 

Trengove 1976, p. 71. 
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him that got on with people pretty well. That was their brief and that's how they worked. If you had a 
thing like telecommunications, which was essentially a Commonwealth thing, it wasn't corporatised 
as much then as it is today, so it was always very much a government thing, it made good sense for 
them to be working with you right from the start. Initially, if I recall correctly, we only dealt with 
them as the need arose and we'd whistle them in and say, "What about this, what about that?" But we 
very quickly realised, specially with a thing like telecommunications and with Civil Aviation that if 
they were in at the start you avoided a lot of misunderstandings. 

They didn't become part of the organisation in the same way as the State departments were, where 
you had them as permanent members. I explained to you how Parker was very clever in drawing up 
the agenda, so that you wouldn't have senior people like a Commissioner of Main Roads sitting 
around all day when he'd probably have half an hour's involvement or he mightn't have any at all that 
day. So that was different with the State departments. They were all permanent members and could 
attend the whole time if they wanted to, but they had the good sense not to. 

But these others usually had a very specific involvement. I remember the telecommunications one. 
We ran into trouble very quickly up there [i.e. in Pilbara] once the companies started to get going. 
They realised that although the PMG (I think the PMG ran the lot in those days) had done their best 
and a certain amount of forward planning had been done, it wasn't good enough. The companies 
soon started to scream about not having good enough communication, not only with their head 
offices, by the way, and with their contractors and their suppliers and with their customers, but also 
with world information about markets and that type of thing. So the pressure came on. Out of that 
lesson I think Parker saw the benefit of having a more formal arrangement. 

I can tell you that whilst we did observe the courtesies of contacting the ministers, the federal 
ministers, we really had the old boy network going. Parker had these people working and I had them 
working on a basis that their ministers really didn't know how far they were part of our team. It was 
wonderful because these people got as excited about it as we did. 

I can tell you a story about how good it was. When the blowup first occurred to demonstrate that the 
communications were hopeless, if we were going to be as big as we said we were going to be, and 
we were going to have these two railways and two ports and all this sort of thing, and getting bigger 
all the time, the man who was the new head of the telecommunications section, he'd previously been 
the head of OTC and he'd been used to having a lot of autonomy there. I just forget his name. It's 
rather important I get it to you for historic purposes, because he was wonderful. The people who 
wanted to supply the right equipment, who knew that our equipment was inadequate, but they had 
the world's best available to put in there, so that they could give top-line communications to Mount 
Newman, to Hamersley and all of these people [were frustrated]. He, this man (I'll get his name for 
you, because it's rather important)' had quite recently taken over his role in charge of the 
telecommunications section. 

'TA Housley, Director-General PMG. 1965-1967 (CC). 
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The equipment suppliers, who knew the place backwards and one of them in particular, he was a 
wonderful chap (he was not only a top-line technician for his company, his technology was right up 
with the world) but he was also a superb salesman, not only for his company's products but 
telecommunication services generally. 

END OF TAPE 83 SIDE B 
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COURT This chap was quite unique in that he was genuinely interested on the basis of the 
whole of the industry and the whole of the technology being known and available. He was after more 
than his share, of course, don't get me wrong, he was no philanthropist, but he was a breath of fresh 
air, and he could make it all sound so simple; even I could understand it. 

I remember this particular weekend we flew up there, up to the Pilbara and we had a good look 
around and discussions with the companies and back again. He [Trevor Housley] there and then, 
agreed to this new coaxial system going in. Well you can imagine, I couldn't believe it. Here's a man, 
a public servant, the head of an authority like this, and he'd seen the problem, he'd accepted the 
problem, he'd accepted the solution, and he says, "Right we'll fix it," and there and then worked out 
what was to be done, the timetable and everything, again not costing us anything; the companies 
were going to have to pay. So we then worked out a press release and I said, "Now wait a minute, 
you'd better consult your minister about this." I put myself in the position of the minister. If I read in 
Monday's paper that we were going to have this coaxial all the way up there and so on and so on, and 
a timetable and everything for it, bearing in mind the companies were paying a big share of it, but 
they had the government share of it - rather the Telecom share of it - PMG - whoever it was that ran 
the thing at the time. They were putting up the lion's share and they were giving it a priority too, 
because this chap had got the message. He was a breath of fresh air this fellow. "Oh," he said, "no, if 
you tell him about it, it'll be held up for months. It will have to go through the system." He said, 
"You announce it and he wouldn't have the hide to stop it." 

I mentioned it to David Brand and he said, "Oh," he said, "as long as he knows what he's doing let's 
get it out." So we issued this thing and the press didn't understand the importance of it; just another 
telephone - telex in those days. (It was before the days of FAX, you see.) One of the problems of the 
mining companies was to get constant communication because under the system that existed you can 
imagine if you were at the far end of the line, out on a mine like Hamersley, Tom Price, you'd go for 
days, when we were having electric storms and all that sort of thing, and it wouldn't work. They were 
using radio and all sorts of things to try and overcome it. So anyhow we announced that and the 
media, they didn't see the significance of it. It was revolutionary. 

I remained in close touch with this chap, but my conscience got the better of me and we'd announced 
it and that was that. He wasn't the least bit concerned. He said, "Well they couldn't sack me in the 
previous job and they can't sack me in this one!" [laughs] To hear a man talking like this.... He was 
so wrapped up in his project and, of course, they were going to make a killing out of it. You can 
imagine the amount of use that was going to come out of it. Not only the companies, but once you 
put this sort of telephone system and telegram system and telex system into these towns, all the 
people are going to be using it too, so he was no fool this fellow. I bet they made a killing out of this 
thing, but still we got communication. 

So my conscience got the better of me, and on Monday I rang up the minister and I made a 
confession of all my guilt. He said, "Oh," he said, "1 read about it," he said, "but I know So-and-So," 
(whatever the man's name was), "and," he said, "I knew it would be all right if he did it." He said, 
"We should have done it differently but," he said, "good luck to you anyhow. I'll see that it goes 
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through." So it all happened very, very quickly and from my memory there was no attempt made to 
frustrate it. But it was a classic example. 

Even John Parker gave me full marks for that one, but I really have to give credit to the man that had 
the technical knowledge and had the confidence of these people.' He had the confidence of the 
mining companies and he had the confidence of the authority, whether it was Telecom or PMG, I 
forget which. They change their name so often these things, but today it would be Telecom. 

Ri Sir Charles, you said to me today about the pellet plants, "Boy did I work hard for 
those."2  Now I know you were working hard on negotiations all the time and in all sorts of ways, and 
we're not going to go into every one of them, but just give us a brief overview of what was involved 
in getting that off the ground. 

COURT Well, you will understand that this was one of the commitments written into the 
original agreements, and you can imagine that when they were entered into it seemed a fair way 
down the track, but time marches on. At that time pellet plants were quite the thing around the 
world. It had other advantages apart from the fact that it added value to the product. It also meant 
that if you made the pellets properly and you were careful about the selection of materials and so on 
that you could finish up with a product that made a better use of the original deposits; that's the iron 
ore deposits themselves. So that part of it made good sense, both in the use of your raw materials and 
in the adding of value. Therefore I was very insistent that these things be built as quickly as they 
could. In fact we were trying to beat the timetables there. 

Now both Hamersley and Robe were very cooperative in the matter. They didn't try and avoid any 
responsibilities. It was therefore a question of not only getting them to build the plant, but also to 
make sure they had customers. That's why the argument with McEwen became so serious, because 
the Japanese had entered into these negotiations. You can't imagine Hamersley going on with an 
investment like that if they hadn't already got a contract or at least an understanding with the 
Japanese. Take away the Japanese and it was going to be very hard to sell the output of one of those 
plants. 

So between the Japanese and the companies (that's ignoring the intrusion of the Commonwealth, 
who should have been applauding what we were doing, but ignore that for the time being) you can 
imagine that I had to do a lot of work with the boards of the companies. It wasn't just a question of 
the local management, or the local administration wanting to do these things. These things were so 
big and the capital expenditure was so great that it had to be decided at the top level. For that reason 
I did put in a lot of work to try and make sure that these things went forward on this timetable, and 
they did. They were both very fine plants. 

1 This man is separate from the Telecom man, Trevor Housley. He was the equipment and technology 
person I referred to earlier. I have been unable to ascertain his name and company (CC). 

2 
This transcript p. 1071. 
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The thing that killed them, of course, was energy costs. When the world energy pattern changed so 
dramatically, well then the last thing that you'd want to produce would be pellets, which was quite 
sad. You would have continued to produce pellets if you'd had a steelmaking plant or a blast furnace 
nearby because you could have got the benefit of having the pellets [on the spot]. The other things 
took their place. Sinter became very much more in demand, but most of the plants - steelmakers that 
is - put their sinter plants alongside their steelworks, so you fed straight into the steelworks, and that 
made good sense. That didn't help us. So whilst it was sad that they [the pellet plants] had to be shut 
it was quite a triumph that we got them built as quickly as we did, and as efficiently and as big as 
they were. 

Hamersley were in a different position to Robe. Robe, because of their Cleveland Cliffs management 
and background, they had a lot of experience with pellet making. They mine ore from the Mesabi 
Ranges in their own State [Minnesota], and we wouldn't touch that grade of ore at this stage; 
probably wouldn't in 200 years time it's so low grade. But they had the big advantage that not far 
away were the steel users - or the steelmakers and the steel users. They had both, because they're not 
that far away from the big motor industry, amongst other things. So they could afford to accept costs 
of upgrading that lower grade material and processing it into pellets or putting it straight into a blast 
furnace that we couldn't have tolerated. 

So they had this wealth of experience, and that's why I concentrated on Cleveland Cliffs. Bill Dohnal 
(that's D 0 H N A L - he was out here by the way for the twentieth anniversary of the Robe Project, 
so you can imagine like me he's getting on a bit) was a great champion of it [Robe River Project and 
pellets]. I used to have to make many visits to Cleveland. He'd send out an SOS. You know, he was 
having a bit of bother with some of the board. His chairman stuck with him pretty well, a man 
named Stu Harrison (S T U) he stuck with him pretty well, but occasionally I'd have to go over there 
and reinforce things a bit. I can't imagine they ever regretted it although, of course, today they're no 
longer in the project which is a little bit sad because they did so much under Bill Dohnal's guidance 
to get into the project initially and to stay in it until it got into production. 

RJ Why isn't there a steelworks in the Pilbara? 

COURT A number of reasons. One is, of course, the straight out economics of it. I'll come 
back to that in a minute. But the one that always worried me greatly was the industrial side. You 
know we had stoppages there of weeks and weeks; ten weeks one of them. These things just went on 
and on, this arrogance of Australia that believes it can still do these stupid things and expect the 
world to pay. I've told you about the graph the Japanese gave me showing how quickly the iron ore 
unions could get the money, the equivalent of the price rises off the companies through their militant 
tactics. Then everyone would go back to Japan, they'd want them to pay some more. They got a bit 
sick of this. That won't apply any more I can tell you, as you can see from the negotiations today and 
the statement in today's paper. 

But can you imagine the world's steel industry (and it had to be the world's steel industry) wanting to 
go into Pilbara with that sort of industrial background. You have all this trouble with a handful of 
people you've got to use to get iron ore out of the ground, transport it by rail to port and then put it 
into ships. Just how much more trouble are you going to have when you come to making steel with 
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all the extra men that are required. There's so many more men involved, or workers involved in 
converting a million tons of ore into steel than there is in producing a million tons of ore out of the 
ground. The factors escalate at quite a fantastic level. You don't just double, you probably go up by 
ten; ten times the number. Then when you get into fabricating, of course, it gets more and more and 
more. The more sophisticated the product the more people per million tons of ore equivalent you 
use. 

That's why the Japanese a few years ago decided to get out of the big chunky lumps of steel, let 
somebody else make that like the Koreans or the Taiwanese, while they [the Japanese] adopted this 
slogan, "small and expensive". They always get it down to a slogan: "small and expensive". In other 
words the smaller the steel article, the more it was going to earn per ton of product, if you follow. If 
you made a great big steel girder, which would be very easy to make with automated means, the 
amount you get per ton of that would be quite different to what you'd get for, say, a knife or a fork, to 
use extreme examples. So they came out with this slogan a few years ago that it had to be small and 
expensive, meaning that it had to be more sophisticated and therefore per million tons of product 
was going to earn infinitely more money. At the same time, of course, the work force gets bigger and 
bigger as you get into the more sophisticated products, and again this small and expensive thing. 

If we were going to have that much trouble with just a raw product, which was virtually the crudest 
of mining and handling big tonnages, mainly mechanical handling and all that type of thing, their 
reaction to me was, "Just how much trouble are we going to have making steel, let alone fabricating 
it, but making steel?" You can argue until you are blue in the face, you'll never be able to answer that 
one effectively. You remember the incident of the man who said, "My job's to send this company 
broke," the union man. Well with that sort of mentality, and don't forget the Germans were there at 
that place when that incident happened, you can imagine the way this goes down into the little black 
book. So whether they like it or not, they've got to take a big, big responsibility for the difficulty we 
had in negotiating added value. 

Now there were other reasons, and they were economic, which have to be coped with as to how 
you're going to produce steel in a remote area like that and a hot area like that, which will be 
competitive. They're not going to make steel in Australia for fun, they're not going to make it for 
charity, it's got to be economic. That's why the negotiations that I helped with a couple of years ago 
regarding the suggestion that Taiwan might establish a steel industry in Australia for their expanded 
tonnage, why we relied very heavily on talking to the FIA (Federated Ironworkers Association) about 
their attitude towards a steel mill. I must say they performed right spot-on. Steve Harrison was their 
secretary and I couldn't fault the way he was prepared to face up to those negotiations, if it was a 
green fields industry, of course, not adding it on to something else and I could see his point. So I 
can't fault the negotiations at that time. It's a pity that one didn't go on. 

But coming back to the situation that existed in the Pilbara. I was pushing, pushing, pushing, because 
in the agreements it provided that they each had to at a certain time make a million tons of steel, or 
some alternatives. You could have equivalents that were all set out clearly in the agreement, but it 
was adding value and the alternatives were intended to produce the same overall practical result. It 
became very obvious that the agreements in the light of a changed world scene were unrealistic. The 
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world all of a sudden changed the economies of scale. For instance when we went out of office in 
1971 we had virtually completed negotiations for a petrochemical industry at Kwinana by Mitsubishi 
Chemicals which would have been about a 30 000 tons a year production. That was the going rate at 
the time. Within a very short time (and I'm talking about a year or two) 30 000 tons a year was a 
joke. Anything under 250 000 tons a year was just not on. The dimension in steel changed quite 
dramatically. Instead of a million you had to talk a minimum of three, preferably five million tons, 
using the blast furnace method, of course. There are other methods being developed today with 
direct reduction and the like, if they're successful, where you could have smaller components and 
you could have little building blocks and add smaller tonnages, but we're now talking about the 
sixties and the seventies, and the time when I was there. (I was gone at '82).1  We realised then that 
the million tons a year was not on, so we had to find an alternative. 

Now in 1974 I got the iron ore and the steelmakers together. I said, "Look we've got to plan for 
steelmaking in Australia. We've got to overcome the industrial situation, but let's get our own plan 
right then we can confront the unions and say, "If you can meet these conditions we can have this 
industry, but if you can't meet the conditions, no industry." Also we were talking in terms of bringing 
all the processing commitments of all the several agreements together, because I couldn't care less 
whether we produced it from one great big efficient steel industry or whether we produced in a lot of 
little ones which would be uneconomic. Let's face it, they would never have gone if they were 
uneconomic. People would never have put that sort of money in. But if you could bring them 
together, there was a very big inducement for the companies to get rid of their processing 
commitments, come up with an efficient operation. It didn't have to be one, it could be more than 
one, but say, an efficient operation or operations. They were all off the hook for their processing 
commitment and we would go on growing and growing on a competitive basis. 

I also had another belief that the northern hemisphere couldn't go on indefinitely smelting minerals 
into metals, the space they need, the environmental factors, because don't forget they've got most of 
the population in the northern hemisphere. They've got all the industry and they've got all the money 
up there compared with the southern hemisphere. It follows that sooner or later they will have to get 
out of some of this smelting operation that they undertake. It doesn't work quite like that, but in 
round terms that was not a bad argument to use. 

Anyhow just to skip all the detail there, we weren't going to get too much progress with the prima 
donnas, who were the iron ore companies of WA. They couldn't even agree on a decent industrial 
pattern. That's why we had such bad industrial experiences, because they were all prima donnas and 
the union used to pick one off after the other. They'd go the rounds and come back. It was like 
painting the Sydney Harbour Bridge, when you've finished you start again. The unions have the time 
of their life, hence the Japanese graph I referred to. 

We decided that the best thing we could do was to try and get international cooperation. Now you 
might wonder why we needed international cooperation; it's very simple. If you're going to produce 

1 Sir Charles resigned as Premier on 25 Jan. 1982 (RJ). 
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the amount of steel that you've got to and what we then referred to as the jumbo steel project, you're 
going to have to produce huge quantities to get the economies of scale. It's got to be the most 
efficient production that the world's ever seen. You'll start off at a figure bigger than BHP has 
achieved in all of these years. It's too much to assume that any steel mill, even if it started at three 
million tons, five million tons (but we were aiming at more than that, and I'm referring per annum) - 
it was unrealistic to assume that you could dump all that into one country, or one market at the time. 
It made good sense to have a number of countries involved. Now don't get confused between 
countries and companies. The purpose was to have a number of companies within a number of 
countries, so that you had a number of economies. If one of them got a bit sick, the others would be 
able to take up the slack. That was the theory of it. 

Well to my great joy they agreed to meet. So in 1974 (and I'll have to check that date, but I'm pretty 
sure it's 1974) they met and we had countries, the names of which, if you'd like to pause for a while I 
can get them for you. The initial listing of people who agreed to participate involved five countries 
[USA, UK, Japan, Holland, Australia] and thirteen steelmaking corporations, you follow what I 
mean? We were trying to tap as many markets as we could and then the companies within those 
countries, within those markets were important. They met for their first meeting on 2nd May 1974. 
BHP took a leading role in the matter. Sir James McNeill was very bullish about the idea. This is 
contrary to what people say about BHP in that era of BHP, which was very much traditional. 

Sir Ian McLennan and Sir James McNeill, they realised that the time had come when Australia had 
to have another steelmaker, and it would be oriented mainly towards export. They were smart 
enough to realise that if there was another steelmaker it took the heat off BHP. Everybody gripes 
about any company that is virtually a monopoly. Even though they might be giving a cheaper 
product and a better product and a good service, there's always somebody that's got a gripe. If they 
can walk down the road and order from somebody else all the gripes disappear. They probably then 
think the original person with a monopoly is beaut anyhow. They've realised all of a sudden they're 
probably better than they thought they were. But McNeill was very good about this thing and they 
approached it in a national, truly national way. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 84 
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COURT I met the main parties by arrangement with McNeill and had a very interesting talk to 
them. Naturally I gave them a fairly enthusiastic picture as you can imagine because it was a great 
ambition that I had to bring off something. I believed by this stage that jumbo was the way to go, 
making semi-finished steel, not talking at that stage about processing of the steel and all that sort of 
thing; that's the fabrication of it where you make all the money eventually. That will look after itself 
once you've got into the basic industry. When it was being talked about as export of.... that's this 
semi-finished steel, it didn't have the same inherent problems for some of these people. You realise 
that they had their problems politically because the countries that have made steel traditionally, even 
like Germany and so on, they find it very hard to take plants out of production, even though the 
environmentalists might be screaming and people might want to get rid of them, once you try to 
touch them there's this immediate reaction. 

So they had a problem, but I firmly believed that as their plants got obsolete, that that was the time to 
take them out of production and replace it with our production. There's so much obsolete plant, or 
there was at that time, that it was not hard to nominate the actual blast furnaces and other plants that 
would be going out of production from sheer obsolescence. What we wanted them to do was not 
build them, not to build the replacement plants. So that was the theory behind it and we worked 
mighty hard on that scheme. 

Now by September 1975 they produced their first report. It was a very comprehensive study that they 
undertook. Don't forget you've got some of the best steelmaking brains in the world. So by 
September 1975 they produced their first report, which was sufficiently encouraging for them to 
want to study it further. Unfortunately, of course, at that time the great slump occurred and you 
couldn't get anyone to touch it with the proverbial barge pole. It's never been revived since. My view 
is that it's the way to go in the future. 

It's out of this concept that I made my entry into the potential South American steelmaking industry 
to try and convince them that just as we were trying to do this, South Africa and the South Americas 
should be moving together with us because I could see further ahead that if we were successful in 
becoming a very big semi-finished steel producer, some of these people who were taking plants out 
of production in the northern hemisphere would say, "Hey hang on. Say these Australians gang up on 
us, what are we going to do for supply?" You can't put up steelworks in a hurry, they take a long, 
long time. So I anticipated this and I went to see the South Africans and the South Americans. The 
South Americans were a difficult group to deal with because you've got Peru, Chile, Venezuela and 
Brazil. Some have got coal, some haven't, [some have got iron ore and some haven't] and you've got 
varying degrees of efficiency and so on. 

I don't want to get sidetracked on this, but I had a rather sobering experience when I went to a 
conference with all of these people in Caracas in Venezuela because they couldn't understand why an 
Australian would be trying to get South Africa and the South Americas to go and do something of 
this nature which would be in competition with one another. But I had to explain to them (and I 
didn't have a lot of success I might add, especially when you're talking in a foreign language, some 
using Portuguese, some using Spanish) that it was in our mutual interests. If this northern 
hemisphere could see three, at least three sources of supply, diversified sources of supply, it would 
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give them a feeling of security that they wouldn't get if it was only Australia that was going forward 
on this basis of the jumbo steel concept. 

I don't know if I've told you the story, but I gave my address early in the day and then we got down to 
the more detailed discussions in the afternoon and then at night. About ten o'clock at night the lady 
interpreter apparently had reached the end of her tether and she put her pencil down and really got 
very angry. Of course she was doing it in Spanish so I couldn't understand what she was on about, 
but you could tell she was mighty angry. So my friend quietly interpreted to me and he said, "She got 
very angry with them. She said, 'Here's a man come half way around the world to tell you something 
in your mutual interest and all you're doing is being rude to him." [chuckles] I thought that was 
pretty brave for her, because South American women weren't all that such high standing at the time 
and I was amazed they had a woman interpreter anyhow in those days. Today it would be different. I 
must say the meeting was much more amicable and we had a much more pleasant gathering after 
that. 

I didn't get what I wanted, because they still were very suspicious about this bloke from Australia 
trying to sell them on something, which would be in competition with us. But I explained, "It's not in 
competition at all. We're trying to give the stability, the diversity of markets." Or put it the other way, 
we were giving the stability that can only come from diversity of markets, and therefore it was in our 
mutual interests that we all went forward together. For my pains I didn't get very far. 

However, that [the Jumbo Steel study] was a well-intentioned and well rehearsed, well prepared 
study that never went beyond that, because at that stage the world steel went into an absolute spin 
and there was no chance. But it will have to be revived, and when it is revived it will have to be on 
the basis that the industrial conditions will have to be underwritten by the unions before a cent is 
invested in it. They won't tolerate the situation that we've got even today, when they had that protest 
on Monday up there.' Why they had to get out with the rest of Australia goodness only knows, and 
now you've got the flow-on problems with Robe, that they're now using this to stir up the trouble 
again with Robe. Imagine what our customers think when they're in the process of negotiating in an 
oversupplied market. 

But that's the story of steel. I received quite a bit of support from different angles. Sir Ian McGregor, 
who was the head of AMAX at the time, he was a very far-seeing man, and he tried to get the iron 
ore companies to get together and concentrate their processing commitments in a mutual 
arrangement where they could do better because of the economies of scale. This was later down the 
track when it became apparent that we were going to have lots of gas. His idea was to do a good deal 
with the gas people and use gas in Australia for a processing purpose. You wouldn't use the blast 
furnace system under that situation. 

You realise, of course, that one of the problems of making jumbo steel by the blast furnace method 
in Pilbara is you've got to bring the coal from the East. The reverse applies: if you'd put this plant in 

'A reference to a rally organised to protest against industrial changes taking place in Victoria under the 
new Liberal government of Jeff Kennett (RJ). 
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the Eastern States, you'd have to take the iron ore around. So I put up a proposition that calmed 
everybody down, that we might go for two jumbo plants, one on each side, you see. Then you could 
use the empty iron ore ships to bring the coal back and vice versa. They wouldn't be completely 
balanced, but it would go a long way towards the economics of transportation. But that's something 
that's got to be tackled. We'll have to make steel in Australia before long and we can only do it with 
a revised industrial attitude. 

Steve Harrison and his FIA people, they really impressed the Taiwanese and they impressed me too, 
the way they were prepared to face up to that, as long as it was a green fields project. They could 
then start off and have the one union, one negotiating body and they didn't have all these 
demarcation and other things that have bedevilled Australian industry. So they could work out what 
would be a revolutionary pattern of steelmaking. 

There was another thing that came out of those discussions that is worth recording. A lot of people in 
the steel industry in Australia particularly, who were coloured by the old BHP experience back in the 
older methods of steelmaking and then the modern methods, their cry was (and some of the unions, 
by the way), "Oh you'll never make steel in Pilbara because it's too hot." I was pretty savage with 
some of the union people, and obviously they were trying to get it into the Eastern States, where 
admittedly you'd have a more congenial climate. But I got some good support from people like Sir 
James McNeill over this. They said, "Look this steel mill won't look like any other steel mill. The 
work force will be reduced because of new technology and mechanical aids, down to the barest 
minimum. Therefore the cost per employee doesn't become such a critical factor. You can have 
facilities, the type of clothing, the type of conditions, at the worst parts of steelmaking, the most 
uncomfortable and most dangerous parts of steelmaking, they'll be minimised these days. Any extra 
costs of handling those situations will be unimportant because you will have got the whole of the 
work force into a much more sensible pattern using the most modern mechanisation and technology 
you can." It was very interesting, I was getting support from those people. One of them reminded me, 
I think it was one of the foreigners reminded me, that, "You don't want to worry too much about 
Pilbara being hot," he said, "because making steel's a hot business". [chuckles] It put it into 
perspective. So these are the knockers you get. 

It's a breath of fresh air if you've got somebody that comes along with the solution. There always is a 
solution. How we're going to get there I don't know. There's all sorts of talks about different types of 
steelmaking. There's the compact process, there's the "Hismelt" down at Kwinana being developed 
by CRA and a Japanese partner. There's a number of processes going on in the world to try and do 
what they haven't been very successful in for the whole of my lifetime, that is to produce steel by 
direct reduction. Lower costs, less dependence on coking coal, and an ability to have smaller 
building blocks, instead of having to build five, seven, ten million tons in one hit under the blast 
furnace system. You could have little building blocks, say a million tons and you keep adding to 
them and produce whatever tons you want. I've always had a reservation about them because a lot of 
them have been very good in the laboratory stage and then in the pilot stage, but they're very suspect 
when you get out to the extensions of the scale, out to commercial production. 
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RJ Sir Charles, just which companies were involved in that earlier negotiation you spoke 
of? 

COURT There were many more companies in the initial discussions than actually came out in 
the list of those that undertook the serious study. I mention that for a purpose because we were trying 
to get about seven countries and many more companies, of course. But the idea was to have like 
Japan, France, Germany, Holland, Italy, UK, USA, into the project. At that time Korea and Taiwan 
weren't the force in steelmaking that they are today. Don't forget you're talking about the first half of 
the 1970s. 

Quite a few of them responded. I was very anxious to have the Germans in, because they seemed to 
be synonymous with steelmaking in Europe. There are equally good steelmakers. The French and the 
Dutch are very good steelmakers, and others; Belgians. But somehow or other in the world eye (and 
that was important from the bankers point of view) the Germans were always regarded as leaders. 
They were in the initial discussions and I'd canvassed them very heavily, but when the final meeting 
took place in May 1974 they weren't all there. They all continued to express their interest in it, but I 
would have been much happier if they'd been part of the total study. But they've all got their prima 
donnas and they were wanting to have a look at what came out of it. 

But the list that lined up in the final analysis on 2nd May 1974 to undertake the study was AMAX 
Iron Ore Corporation; British Steel Corporation; Guest, Keen & Nettlefold; Jones and Laughlin Steel 
Corporation; Kawasaki Steel Corporation; Kobe Steel Ltd; Estel N V Hoesch-Hoogovens (that's a 
very famous Dutch firm); National Steel Corporation; Nippon Kokan K K; Nippon Steel 
Corporation; Pilbara Iron Ltd; Sumitomo Metal Industries Ltd; and BHP. Now there's thirteen 
companies there. A couple of them were not steelmakers at that time, but they were very much a part 
of this study. 

Now the object of the feasibility study was to determine whether it was economically viable to set up 
and operate an integrated steelworks to produce slabs and/or billets, and possibly hot coil in Western 
Australia for use by the participants. It would have gone beyond the participants but that was the 
initial study and it wasn't a bad list because you'll see it covers five countries: thirteen corporations, 
but five countries [USA, UK, Japan, Holland and Australia]. Those countries were important 
because they each have their own market, they each have their own economy. Now the products 
mentioned there, of course, fall within this definition of semi-finished steel. We were very careful 
not to go beyond that. 

Now they wanted to ascertain the economic viability of the various levels of production, because this 
could determine the feasibility of the project and also the optimum levels of development of a 
project if it was found to be viable. So the terms of reference were established and these are the 
terms of reference that were given to the steering committee. It was to study such things as: 

location 
production plan 
operations schedule 
plant layout 
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plant schedule 
manning (that comes back to the point I was discussing with you earlier, the question of the 

climatic conditions and so on) 
capital costs 
production costs 
shipping 
transport costs 
infrastructure 
raw materials 
costs and prices 

Now they got to a point when a study was presented to the steering committee. It was always done 
on the basis of a very preliminary plan, of course, a conceptual-type plan as understood at the time 
and a lot more studies would be involved. But it's interesting that they were looking at an envisaged 
output often million tons a year. That was a very, very bold concept, but I don't think too bold. You 
wouldn't have started at ten million tons, but that was to be the plan so that you would have had a 
program, had this been successful, which would have maybe started at seven and built up to ten, or 
might have started at five and built up to ten. That's unimportant, once your nose is pointed in the 
right direction. 

The report was reviewed by the steering committee in Melbourne in September 1975 and they 
agreed to the printing of the report and its circulation. Of course you now know the sad news that 
they were not able to proceed because of this sudden and dramatic turndown in the steel industry of 
the world. So it was a pity that we were not able to revive it again. Once these things go cold, to get a 
group like that together I can tell you is not funny. 

Had we got past the first hurdle we would have finished up with at least seven countries and at least 
twenty corporations. You couldn't have missed from then on, because you'd have the diversity of 
markets to be able to ensure that if one had a downturn the others could take up the slack. It will 
come one day. 

RJ In your talking about the coal in the East and the iron ore in the West, does Collie 
coal not come into this? 

COURT It couldn't at that stage, because don't forget you were talking about the basic oxygen 
process and blast furnaces. That's the conventional blast furnace using the basic oxygen process, 
which is the most efficient as at now with the modem technologies incorporated. That uses coking 
coal and Collie coal is not an economic proposition for coking. There might be some of it that you 
could, I suppose, in theory get it to a form when you might be able to use some of it for coking coal, 
but I doubt it. But it's generally regarded as a coal only suitable as a fuel for things like power 
generation. It has got a use in cement making, a few other things, but mainly for energy generation. 
Also Collie coal, most of it is very volatile from the transport point of view. They've now overcome 
a lot of that if they had to. It has some other characteristics by the way that are advantageous, but not 
in steelmaking. 
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So you have this problem of having to bring the coal from the Eastern States around to the iron ore, 
or take the iron ore around to the Eastern States. As I mentioned earlier, one of my schemes was to 
be big-hearted and let them have a typical industry of this kind, a jumbo steel on both sides of 
Australia, and then you took the iron ore to one and the coal to the other using those ships. I 
understand that that doesn't quite work out as nicely as that might sound because the volume of iron 
ore and the weight of iron ore as against coal is quite, quite different. 

But I put that up as an idea appeasing the people in the Eastern States, because you've no idea how 
selfish they are. Even when this was discussed with the federal government, all the emphasis 
immediately was, "Why wouldn't it be better to bring it around to the coal? Why wouldn't it be better 
to bring the iron ore around where the people are, where the established industry is?" Well quite 
frankly that's the reason why we wanted to keep it away from there, established industry and all their 
bad practices. But that was not to be at the time. 

But some of the new processes, by the way, that are being talked about like compact steel and so on, 
they can use any sort of coal. They're a different system altogether. They don't have to have coking 
coal. That's why if they succeed they will revolutionise steelmaking in more ways than one. But for 
the time being the only proven process for large volume steel production is the basic oxygen blast 
furnace. 

That particular group there is very blast furnace oriented. BHP in those days (not today but in those 
days) if you talked about anything but a blast furnace it was sacrilege. You know if Ian McLennan 
my dear friend had had his way they'd have had a little bit in the Lord's Prayer: "May God bless all 
those who love blast furnaces and destroy those that talk about direct reduction." But that's a long 
time ago. 

END OF TAPE 84 SIDE B 
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RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library Building on 
10 December 1992. 

Sir Charles, we referred last time to some of the problems that you had with McEwen and Anthony 
and federal governments about export licences and the like. David Black says, "Between 1965 and 
1967 the Commonwealth made various attempts to impose controls in a bid to counter 'cartel' buying 
of iron ore by the Japanese and ensure an adequate Australian equity in the industry." What's the 
story behind that one? 

COURT McEwen had something of an obsession about cartels and the possibility of cartels. 
It's a point at which I differed with him greatly. I think it was a basic philosophical difference 
because he had this old-style Country Party distrust of business. It goes back to the agrarian socialist 
type of thinking. It was an unhealthy attitude he had at a time when we were desperate to break the 
bonds and get a new concept of development and become part of the world. 

Don't forget, getting into the iron ore and steel business was a completely new dimension for 
Australia. You're talking about something like wheat and wool in dimension. You're in a different 
culture, a different world altogether. With farmers, you've got masses of farmers each with their own 
little problems, each with their own ambitions and together making up a very powerful industry, 
because we haven't had the big corporation-type farming that you have in America, at least to the 
same extent. But when you're dealing with minerals and when you get away from the old little gold 
producers that we had for years you're into a new industry altogether, a new dimension, a new 
culture. If you don't have big corporations they can't live, they can't get the economies of scale to go 
out and compete with the rest of the world. 

So we were really ahead of them in our thinking. My great ambition was to get the industry 
established. When you've got an industry strongly established and you become part of the total user 
industry, in this case the steelmakers, in due course you can sort things out if you have gone a little 
too far one way, or too far another way. 

Now they didn't adopt that attitude. They were all influenced by their bureaucrats who'd sit up half 
the night, I'm sure, trying to work out how we wouldn't know what we were talking about. We were 
just the wild colonials over there and we would get done like a dinner by these big industries in 
Germany and Japan and so on. 

They kept bringing up this question of a possible cartel between the nine steel mills of Japan, later to 
become eight steel mills of Japan. Strangely enough they never raised it in connection with the 
Germans or people of that kind. They had a bit of a thing about the Japanese. So I fought it bitterly, 
because I believed that the companies that were going to sell the iron ore, who had invested huge 
sums of money in the development of their mines and with it the towns and the ports and the like, 
they weren't going to sell their iron ore for a cent less than they could get for it. We also had the 
yardstick of other countries, the American market which was a different market altogether at that 
stage, because they were mainly dependent on internal sources of coal and ore. But you had the 

1 BIack in Stannage 1981, p. 461. 
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European market where you had Britain, Germany, Belgium, France, Italy, all great steelmakers, and 
for the first time starting to buy their ore from new sources, including us. 

The combination of all of these things gave you a window into what was the real value in that day's 
market. There was another factor, that we were in a seller's market at the time. They [the 
Commonwealth government] kept wanting to come along with this demand because of export 
licensing to virtually take over a commercial role, which governments are never good at. You can 
theorise until you're blue in the face with these things, but you can't substitute for the trader. 

The other thing they didn't recognise was that there was competition within Japan anyhow. They 
don't trade like ordinary countries do. They would have, for instance, a trading company which 
would be very much involved in the commercial side of these deals. They had people all around the 
world. Admittedly we didn't have that sort of organisation as governments, but the companies we 
had were all knowledgeable people. 

Let's have a look at Hamersley. One of its parents was RTZ which would be one of the tough traders 
in minerals. They've never been great traders in metals but they're great traders in minerals. They're 
not prone to selling under what they can get for it. We had a whole host of people: Consolidated 
Goldfields, just to name a couple of these people with great international experience. 

So I reasoned with them that they should want to get the projects going with the minimum 
interference. I'd held out to them when we were doing the preliminary negotiations and breaking the 
resistance culminating in that March, 1965 meeting that I've told you about, the 'yes/no minister'. 
We'd done all that work and we'd said to them [the Japanese], "Look, you can invest in us with 
confidence because you've got a government that's proved that we believe in private enterprise. 
We've given you security of tenure and the minimum of government interference," because I had 
refused to get involved in the commercial side. 

This was another very irritating thing which I tried to explain to them in Canberra. We had said, 
"Look this is a commercial deal. We'll lay down the rules about the way the tenements are operated" 
(in other words how mining takes place), "all of the other safety and other factors. A thousand and 
one of those things have to be done. But we're not going to get involved in the question of shipping, 
we're not going to get involved in the question of pricing. That's between the two parties: the buyer 
and the seller." 

Because don't forget if Canberra had had its way they'd have got involved in the shipping. They'd 
have been directing Australian National Line. Now Australian National Line at that time was a 
weight around Australia's neck. Later on when there was trouble over getting tonnages for the 
Australian National Line the Japanese said to me, "We don't mind paying them double, one of the 
better shippers, like the Norwegians or the Japanese themselves, but," they said, "look you select 
another European country," and they named Norway which was a very big shipper of bulk cargoes. 
"We don't mind paying double to let some of this tonnage go by ANL, but there comes a point when 
we've got to say enough's enough." I agreed with them too. This overmanning of Australian ships, 
the inefficiency of operation; crazy arrangements about swapping of crews and all that sort of thing. 
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This changeover system they had wherever the ship might be. It was unbelievable. That has been 
largely corrected now, but at that time it was rampant. 

So behind all of this you'd have found that the Commonwealth people would have been looking for 
tonnages for this shipping line, not for them to compete for them, but to get directed tonnage, which 
we weren't prepared to have a bar of. Okay we'd love to see ANL shipping, any Australian shipping 
going in there, but we weren't prepared to allow our project to become uncompetitive internationally 
by being forced to use Australian ships regardless of cost. I won't go into it now, but it was quite 
diabolical what was still going on even in Fraser's day when ANL ships would turn up without a 
cargo and then create an industrial crisis unless the companies gave them a cargo. This was a Liberal 
government that should have known better. But don't let me get involved in that. 

But on this question of this cartel, they kept using this phrase and I objected to it strongly. We 
wanted to get the project going. We wanted to let the companies get into a negotiating situation. Bear 
in mind you had Mount Newman, you had Goldsworthy, you had Hamersley, you had Robe, all 
negotiating. They'd know better what Brazil was up to than any one Commonwealth government 
would. They'd know better what India was up to and South Africa was up to and that sort of thing. 
We did object to them [the Commonwealth government], first of all being involved at all, and then 
continually bringing up as a last resort this question of a possible cartel. 

Now it never materialised, but they still kept their sticky fingers in. We went right through the 
Whitlam Government. We went right through the Fraser Government, and we were still on the same 
thing, and gaining nothing out of it, except resentment, because the Japanese and others could 
always say, "I thought yours was a free-trading country, and here we run into things like this." They 
weren't even polite in their negotiations. It was their means of getting control over us. It applied with 
Liberal governments, it applied with Labor governments and that's what I was very resentful of. I 
could understand Labor wanting to put their sticky fingers into it, but I could never understand 
Liberal governments. 

Now if the thing got out of hand and we were being taken for a ride, well then there's always time to 
intervene then. But when you're getting a young industry established you don't give the impression 
there's a big brother sitting over you all the time. That was the impression. 

Furthermore, they used to irritate me greatly because they'd go up and talk direct to the Japanese, but 
what they didn't understand was the very close personal relationship that we had developed. Don't 
forget that it was that personal relationship that saved our industry here because even in the darkest 
days of R F X Connor and Whitlam, the Japanese would still keep talking to me. Even when I was in 
opposition, by the way, from 1971 to '74, they still kept talking to me to size up how much of this 
rudeness they had to accept from Canberra, because it got worse in the days of the Whitlam/R F X 
Connor period. This arrogance of Australia never ceases to amaze me. We've still got this arrogance 
as though people have got to buy what we produce, and they don't. 

So it was a very tense period. In my experience the Canberra people in the final analysis didn't 
influence the position very much because of the very strong personal equation that existed from our 
side and the fact that we were also very closely in touch with the companies. They in turn had the 
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good sense to keep closely in touch with the Japanese. So we treated Canberra as an irritant that we 
all had to share. 

RI The impression you gain from reading some of the literature is that Japan were your 
only customers. Was that correct? 

COURT It was quite wrong. I've told you about the March 1965 final negotiations which 
cleared the policy decks, and that famous meeting I had with what was then nine presidents of the 
steel industry. One of the things there that we objected to, and I had no compunction at all about 
rejecting it, was their request that before we sold any iron ore to any other countries that they would 
have to be consulted. Now I've told you the reason why that was not on, and for their sake as well as 
ours. 

So with that out of the way there was no doubt in their mind, but even before then we were 
negotiating with the Germans, the Belgians, the French, the Italians, the British; they being the only 
obvious markets. We wanted to break into the German market in particular because in Europe when 
you talk steel they think of Germans, prewar, postwar, and they are great steelmakers, but they're not 
the only ones. But we particularly wanted to get a foot in the door there, because it was a bargaining 
point with the Japanese, it wouldn't matter how small the tonnage. In the final analysis the first tons 
that we wrote in Europe were with the Belgians. If my memory serves me right it was a fairly small 
contract of about 400 000 tons a year, which compared with later business, of course, was quite 
small. But it was the key. You've always got to get an order, get your foot in the door, then you can 
talk to the others and you can blow it out, but the important thing is to get that first order, to establish 
a market that you can ship all this way and still win. 

I know when I first started to negotiate there the Norwegians got very uptight. They came out to 
Perth and saw me. They couldn't believe we were serious because they had been traditional suppliers 
to Germany in particular; I suppose for the rest of Europe too. But we happened to know the quality 
of their ore. We happened to know it was high in phosphorous. In the days of the Bessemer process 
that was no problem, but when you get into the basic oxygen process it automatically became a quite 
serious problem; the same problem we've got when we've got ore with high phosphorous. 

A number of other things too. I think they had a very cosy arrangement and all of a sudden these 
people in the southern hemisphere and halfway around the world are talking about trading into 
Germany, France, Belgium, Holland, Italy. So they came out and literally asked me to leave that 
market to them. Well I had to say, very politely of course, but very firmly, that the world was our 
oyster and anyone that wanted our iron ore it was our job to get it there. We might have to sacrifice 
the actual ore price because of freight, but I didn't think that would apply very much when you got 
into bigger ships. But we might have to perhaps accept a little less for the actual ore because of the 
freight factor than with Japan, which was very close to us. 

They didn't give up easily. They went to work on the Germans. I didn't hear of them going to work 
on the French or the Belgians or the Dutch, but I know from my visits to Germany and my contacts 
with German steelmakers that they were working on them. Of course they were laughing their heads 
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off because they were saying quite openly, "Why should we want to reduce competition? They've 
had it too easy for too long." We got to know a lot about how they received ore into Europe, because 
after all once you got to the port in Europe you're on exactly the same basis as the Norwegians. The 
fact they were so close gave them a flying start there. But once you got to the transport system on the 
Rhine, you were level-pegging from then onwards, because you're going to use the same equipment, 
the same distances and everything. 

The Germans were quite supportive. They were pretty hard to crack. But don't get the wrong 
impression that I was there negotiating commercial deals. I was clearing the decks from the 
government's point of view, the policy point of view, and often giving assurances that the companies 
wanted us to give about titles and security of tenure, all that sort of thing, while the companies were 
in there battling to prove the quality of their ore and the commercial viability of their contracts 
allowing for the longer shipping haul. 

See we went into Japan against other countries, and we lose in Japan as well against countries that 
have a much longer shipping haul than we've got. Take Brazil's shipping compared with Pilbara, and 
they still get business. A lot of other countries still get business because the Japanese are too smart to 
give you too big a share of their market. I know if I was in office I'd be pushing for a bigger share 
now, but that's for other reasons. But when we established that first substantial share between 48 and 
52 per cent, it was a pretty big slice of their business. They were putting themselves very much into 
our hands. 

You'll understand why the Japanese were a bit worried about us selling to other countries; that was 
the fact that it was their long-term contracts that made Pilbara possible. Without those long-term big 
tonnage contracts there would have been no Pilbara because that generated the cash flow for people 
like Hamersley, Goldsworthy, Newman, Robe, to build their plants, to service their capital. I have 
explained to you that that was a very important part in financial negotiations in the world. There was 
a changed emphasis away from balance sheets to cash flow, and cash flow can only come from sales 
contracts. 

So the Japanese knew that their long-term contracts were being used as very much a part of the 
bargaining tool, and also part of the means whereby these companies were going to be able to 
finance our projects. You can understand their request. It was worth a try, but they didn't get 
anywhere. 

In considering this question of who we sold to, or who we negotiated to sell to, you also have to 
consider the world supply situation. I have told you of the primitive facilities that existed in India. 
Now we received representations from the then Minister for Foreign Affairs in Canberra to go quiet 
on this question of aggressive selling. It was pointed out that we were going to be so efficient - this is 
before we got into operations by the way, but it became very clear that we were going to be using big 
ships, fast loading, big trains - it was pointed out that the Indians wouldn't be able to live with this 
and they were going through a bad period. 

I had to take a very hard line on this one. I had to explain to him, and hopefully he explained to his 
Prime Minister, that we just couldn't adopt a line that we were going to make our whole industry 
inefficient so that we wouldn't be competitive with the Indians. If the Japanese, the Germans or 
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anyone else, wanted to allow a niche for the Indian ore on foreign aid grounds, something like the 
Colombo Plan, something of that kind, well that was another matter altogether, but we could not 
start off being inefficient. Therefore we just rejected out of hand the representations that we were 
going to disadvantage countries like India and any other less developed countries and less efficient 
countries who might want to be in the iron ore business. Where does it end? Was it going to interfere 
in our nickel? Was it going to interfere in our bauxite and alumina? So we had to take a very firm 
stand. 

You can understand my irritation with the Commonwealth government even raising a matter like 
that. We had looked at the Indians and we were appalled at what they expected the world to accept 
from them and how they resented other people being more efficient. They seemed to think that they 
were special. I think I've also told you the problem we had when we tried to help them another way. I 
said to the minister concerned, "Wouldn't it be better if we helped them to get contracts to supply 
rolling stock and engineering things?" They'd got some facilities there that were good when the 
British left, and they had the capabilities for instance of making rolling stock. I've explained to you 
already how inept they were at that, and how Mr J R D Tata wrote a paper about how rude they were 
to the man that tried to help them get some contracts. 

So we did put up an alternative. It would have been much better for them to participate in the 
engineering side of the iron ore projects, than for us to have some crazy artificial system of 
developing our iron ore, which would have made us both disasters and left us wide open to the 
Brazilians. You must realise that the Brazilians were pretty inefficient too. They had very inefficient 
mining, very inefficient rail transport, and a very inefficient port at a place called Vittoria near 
Tubarao (where they eventually developed on a very modern basis). They had the good sense to 
realise the world had changed and they'd have to get into highly mechanised, highly automated type 
of operations. They became as modem as today and turned their back on the old inefficient-type 
operations. In the meantime I might add that India, of course, has had to become much more efficient 
so they are competitors now. South Africa, they were also potential competitive suppliers of iron ore. 

So in addition to trying to sell on all fronts.... and I remind you we did sell on all fronts. We not only 
negotiated, but we did sell on all fronts and very wisely, just as had happened in the coal on the 
eastern side of Australia where they were in the market to sell to the world. They just didn't confine 
themselves to Japan. 

END OF TAPE 85 SIDE  
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COURT Out of it all came a much bigger and much more efficient iron ore industry for the 
world. I'd like to think that we were the pacesetters. We got off on the right foot. We didn't take any 
notice of the Minister for External Affairs [Sir Paul Hasluck]. To this day I can't understand what he 
expected us to do. He said, "You musn't crush these people." That was the phrase he used. "They're 
struggling people and we don't want on our conscience that Australians pushed them out of 
business." I don't know what we were supposed to do: just step aside, abandon our developments, 
get into a wheelbarrow type of situation and maybe export a couple of million tons a year very 
inefficiently and never be a real force in the world. 

But the simple answer to the original query you raised is that we sold on many fronts, we insisted on 
the companies getting out and selling on as many fronts as they could, and we also kept a pretty 
careful eye on our competitors to make sure that our projects were developed in a way that they 
could win. 

You hear a lot these days about going into Eastern Europe and so on. You'd think that was new. I 
think I've already told you about efforts to go into Czechoslovakia when Dubcek decided to try and 
case himself away from the Russian yoke. He objected to buying rubbish from USSR and paying 
world prices for it. The Czechs were very good steelmakers. As you know they virtually had three 
parts in their country, two of which were very industrialised and very efficient. The third part, the 
Slays were still in that peasant mentality and the Russians wanted to keep them that way. This is 
where they clashed. If Dubcek had had his way they would have progressively become highly 
industrialised and part of a much more prosperous scene. 

Now it was my job, and I thought I'd told you this, to go over to Czechoslovakia at the invitation of 
Dubcek, who you'll notice recently died. 

RJ Yes. I don't recall you telling me this, Sir Charles. 

COURT Well he sent out this SOS, which we received, to come and talk to them about 
finding ways and means of selling them iron ore. They'd obviously done their research and found 
that we were selling ore to France and Holland and Belgium, Germany. So the distance problem 
wasn't a factor. He wanted to get access to a part of his iron ore requirements which would be quality 
ore. On the one hand it would make competition for the USSR and hopefully they would respond 
both in terms of price and in quality, because when you're using rubbishy ore it puts up your costs of 
production. But I remind you that the Czechs were very efficient steelmakers and in spite of all their 
disabilities, at the time I went into Czechoslovakia they were already producing a ton of steel per 
year per head of population. The equivalent in Australia would be seventeen million tons. I think 
they were up (and I'm guessing now) about the ten million tons, which meant that they must have 
been pretty efficient in spite of the problems they had. 

But he asked for somebody to come and talk to them and I was in England at the time doing 
negotiations on the Continent and in Britain. So I went down with the concurrence of the 
Commonwealth government because it was one of the things where good sense dictated that you 
contacted the federal government in case there was any complication of a western minister going 
into a communist country like that. It was eventually thought it would be a good idea for me to go, so 
I duly made arrangements to fly over. I went through Nuremberg so I got a look at Prague for the 
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first time in my life. I'd love to go back now, because that, don't forget, was the original home of the 
Bata shoe people. So going there was quite a thing. 

I'd been told when you go to these countries never demand rights, like on a diplomatic passport or 
anything like that. Don't ask for any special treatment, but just line up with the troops and you'll 
probably go straight through without any questions being asked or anything, but if you ask for rights 
you'll get the rights, but probably an hour or two later. 

So I got off a turbojet plane. It seemed as though all of the people coming back were almost peasant 
types. Under a system that they had they could go for holidays into the neighbouring countries and 
the people coming back on that plane, with the exception of myself, mainly looked like people at that 
level. As it transpired they had very little baggage. They were carrying everything in hand things and 
not necessarily in cases. 

Anyhow I'll always remember going through because of the trade commissioner that had been sent 
by the Commonwealth government from Vienna to come down because he spoke German. He was a 
former Dutch citizen. He met me there and he demanded his rights and he wanted me to have my 
rights from my diplomatic passport. I said, "No forget it. I've been told the best thing is just line up 
with the troops and go straight through." Well they never even opened my bags, and just put a chalk 
mark on it, the usual thing, and went right through. I had to wait an hour and twenty minutes for him. 
He was getting the diplomatic treatment. [chuckles] So Ijust proved my point. 

But the interesting thing is that I was going to be there for several days and just work out how we'd 
handle it - if we could sell them ore how we'd handle it, because there was no obvious shipping point 
and so on. But there would have to be a way to do it. There were very pleasant meetings. I landed on 
the Saturday morning and we had quick meetings. Then we had lunch and then we had a quick run 
around the city. It must have been a beautiful city in its heyday. You go to King Wenceslas Square 
and all that sort of thing. I saw the great hall where they meet at a time of crisis. At that time the 
tourist people - not so much the tourist but the local people were everywhere, who by the way had a 
long weekend. The long weekend in those days was two days on the one weekend. Normally they 
had twelve working days in the fortnight, one day a week off, but they had this system whereby 
periodically they got two days in the weekend and this happened to be one. 

It was very ominous that the people were going to have to be out of that place [the Great Hall] later 
that day because there was going to be a meeting in this great hall where all of the political figures 
would meet. The idea was that when they met there they never left until they had a resolution of a 
problem (put it another way, a decision as to how a problem was going to be handled) and there were 
no seats in the place. They explained that this was part of the tradition; you don't make it too 
comfortable. It wouldn't be a bad idea for Parliament! It was a part of their parliamentary structure. It 
was quite historic, the place. It's the first time in my life that I've seen a couple of million people sad. 
It was ominous what was about to happen. These people, they were pretty well dressed and going 
around, but there was no happiness at all anywhere, in the parks or in the big Wenceslas Square or 
any of these places at all. 
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The ministers who were looking after me, they explained that there was a great foreboding. I couldn't 
have picked a worse time to come because it had already been announced that the Russians were 
going to undertake some big exercises on the border. 

Well we negotiated again in the afternoon to try and work out whether there was common ground. I 
could see there were no problems from our point of view. They claimed that they could pay. It might 
have to be a little unorthodox, but they could pay. They didn't want to buy too much because they 
didn't want to irritate the USSR too much, but they'd probably want to start maybe buying a million 
tons a year or something of that kind of high grade ore. The prospect of coal was discussed, but that 
didn't concern us directly, but when you're there as an Australian you naturally think of other parts of 
Australia and other products. But they didn't seem to have the same concern about coal as they did 
about iron ore. 

Well while we were having our dinner (it was very nicely done in a rather extraordinary but pleasant 
cafe) the message came that the government had decided that the Russian announcement of an 
exercise on the border was only a blind and that it was in fact going to be the invasion. So they said, 
"We're sorry to do this to you, but we will have enough problems as it is without having a western 
minister" (that is a minister from the western world) "here, explaining who he is. So we think it 
would be better for you.... "that is for me and for them, if I went back to Germany through the other 
side of Czechoslovakia; in other words back to Nuremberg. So they suggested I have a couple of 
hours sleep, which I did, and that they would wake me up just before midnight. They had a driver 
who couldn't speak English unfortunately, but was thoroughly reliable, "and he will deliver you to 
the border at daybreak, where the guards have been alerted." 

So that was the end of our discussion. They gave me a nice piece of crystal for which 
Czechoslovakia is very famous, of course. It was quite sad and I always have the memory of those 
people that day, and those that were moving in the great hall and the others I saw around the streets 
and the parks. There were no children laughing and playing at all. It was just a whole city, a big city, 
sad. 

I was a little bit alarmed during the night because as we drove I couldn't talk to the driver. He 
couldn't even say good morning or good evening in English. I could do a bit better than that in 
German, but not enough to carry on a conversation. But he drove well and the car was in quite good 
order and there were no problems there, but the Czech army was moving out of its barracks. 
Everywhere we went we saw these huge columns of their own vehicles although they were no match 
for the USSR and they knew there was no use confronting the USSR. Most of the confrontations, of 
course, were individuals who knew they were sacrificing their lives. 

When we got to the border of Germany it brought it home to me. The guards there were waiting for 
us. They then went out and manually turned a wheel that lifted a huge pine beam. If you can imagine 
a young pine tree that was actually stripped to make it into a beam. They laboriously turned this. 
Their uniforms weren't all that good. But they got that up. Then there's a space of about 100 yards 
until you got to the guardhouse of the Germans, you see. The difference - this was obviously a very 
modem metallic structure across there and beautifully marked so that people wouldn't run into it and 
that sort of thing. They'd also been alerted. So after they [the Czechs] had wound this thing up and.... 
I felt terrible. I couldn't even say thank you to them, because they were very courteous, but you can 
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only do it by smiles and gestures and so on. Then I crossed this no-man's land and, of course, the 
German guard just pressed a button and up goes the arm, you see. When you'd gone through, down 
went the thing just by pressing a button, the guards all superbly turned out, and they received me in 
proper style. I went on to the airport and caught the plane from Nuremberg back to London. That's 
when the invasion did take place, so it's just as well I left. 

But I always resented missing that extra couple of days there because I could have learnt a lot about 
their country and maybe learnt a lot about other eastern European countries. But I've always longed 
to go back and have a look at it again. 

Some of the funny incidents that occurred. I went to this old hotel in the morning where I was going 
to stay for two or three days. It must have been a really beautiful hotel in its day. You know, a rather 
baroque type of architecture, but looking very shabby, because those buildings unless they're 
maintained all the time they get very shabby. So when we went up to the counter I was quite struck 
by the fact that all the staff seemed to be old. Their uniforms weren't all that good, but they were in 
the old style. Concierge, with a long coat and all that sort of thing, but they were pretty tatty. 
Anyhow I said to the trade commissioner chap, I said, "This is a communist country," I said, "I 
suppose it would be wrong to offer them tips." The dear old chap behind the counter said, "You try 
us and see," in English. [chuckles] So then I knew that I was amongst friends: "You try us and see!" 
So it was my first lesson about keeping my mouth shut. 

The other dear old chap who took us to our rooms, whenever I went up and whenever I came down 
(they used to drive the lifts; they didn't have the automatic things) he always used to stop the lift in 
between floors and have a chat. His English was very, very good. Of course he was one of the old 
order and used to dealing with tourists and probably fairly influential people too with a hotel like 
that. I would be surprised if in addition to German he didn't probably speak French as well as 
English. But it was quite humorous. I became very friendly with this chap in the few hours that I was 
there, because he always used to stop in between floors and we'd have a little chat about what was 
going on, where I came from and so on. He was very intrigued that I'd come from Australia. That's 
the story of our attempts to get into that country. 

Of course you now know that Dubcek was deposed. I was amazed that when they got their freedom 
that he was still alive, because it wasn't usual for USSR to tolerate people like that. They found a 
way to either make life so unpleasant that they faded away or they killed them or assassinated them 
in one way or another because they'd regard him as a continuing threat. A man in that atmosphere 
who was prepared to take a stand, no matter how small, against the USSR was a pretty brave man. 
So it's very tragic that he became a popular figure when he was produced out of nowhere (that was 
understandable that he would be a hero) but wasn't able to achieve the full benefit [of the new found 
freedom]. But he was still there as a very respected figure. 

In fact he came to Australia not so long ago. I tried to see him while he was in Australia but I [could 
not make it to Sydney]. Through a friend I sent him a nice note and just reminded him of the times 
[to which I refer]. He wrote a very nice letter to me. I wanted to get something from him just to 
acknowledge this connection that we had at that time. Very sad that he died recently, not very old - 
not when you get to my age. I think he was only about 70; died through a car accident. Must have 
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had a horrendous car accident and never recovered from it. But he was very much part of their 
history and I think history will probably record him as being one of the saviours of Czechoslovakia, 
because history has a habit of recording those fellows in the most kindly light, because they deserve 
it too. They might not have succeeded, but at least they tried. He had the support of the people, but 
that was no good once the USSR had decided to come in with their tanks and troops. 

I've taken a long time to tell you about selling ore to another country. 

I was sorry that we couldn't carry on with that because from the enquiries I made, I couldn't find 
anyone that could take up the running. You can imagine the ministers that I dealt with wouldn't have 
been in office after the invasion. They'd have all been replaced. I don't think there was any chance at 
all that the Russians would have allowed us to trade here [i.e. for iron ore]. 

RJ Well now, just to pin you down specifically though. You rattled off a few names of 
people who you had contracts with, but let's just sum it up: besides Japan, Germany you mentioned, 
and you mentioned other countries, but just name them for me. Who else did you negotiate with? 

COURT Just dealing with Germany. Looking at the whole of the European scene, there were 
Germans, Dutch (great steelmakers), Belgians (equally great), French and Italians. There might have 
been one or two others, but they were the ones that were mainly in our sights, always with the 
Germans up front. It was ironic that when I went to Belgium in later years they reminded me that 
they were the first European customers. I'm pretty sure I got my figure right of 400 000 tons. A 
tremendous contract because of the significance of getting a foot in the door. But the Germans 
became our second biggest customer and what they are today I wouldn't know. 

You must realise that there's a very, very difficult equation the companies have to do. That is the ore 
they sell in Australia, which has got to be shipped by Australian ships around to BHP, the ore they 
sell to the Japanese and the ore they sell to Korea, Taiwan and any other countries in this area that 
wants it [can go in foreign ships]. 

Then, of course, when you get trading over in Europe you're dealing with a completely different 
transport problem. The beauty of Europe is they have a port like Rotterdam that can take huge ships. 
They probably have planned their ports better than anybody. They were always ahead in the huge 
giant-sized tankers and so on, because they've got such a wonderful distribution system, not only rail 
but you've got the rivers like the Rhine itself and then the canal system. It's unbelievable how they 
can get ore at such low cost up into the Ruhr. See they're getting better and better at it all the time 
with different forms of propulsion. But that's changed dramatically since 1960 when I first looked at 
it, and then again in 1963-65, it's changed dramatically the efficiency of the river transport. 

When I first went there you'd see a tug out in front with a string of quite big barges. Now, of course, 
they have a completely different system where you have a [pusher type of propulsion]. It's rather like 
a prime mover [claps hands] that can clamp on to the barge and hey presto. You've got much greater 
control. Some of them are quite big ships now; purely barges but they can take big tonnages. They're 
much more manoeuvrable and what happens, see one of these barges will go up to one of these 
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major bulk-handling ports up the river Rhine like at places like Essen, Dusseldorf and Dusberg and 
those places and all they do is leave the loaded barge there and take the prime mover away and put it 
on to an empty and take it back. It's very, very efficient. Their transport costs per ton up the Rhine 
are amazingly small, so you can afford to have a port like Rotterdam which can take the giant ships 
and then break their cargoes down from there. That would be one of the ways where we could get 
our freight costs fairly low. That's why we need to have ports that can take big ships. 

All of this was very much in our thinking at the time. It all seemed to be so logical at the time. There 
was nothing clever about it. Don't get me wrong, this wasn't A man or A department doing this. 
There was this tremendous partnership between the operators, the companies that had to operate the 
mines and sell the ore and the government so that there was complete harmony all the time. The 
buyers knew there was this complete harmony, unlike the federal government, because don't forget 
these people were subject to export licensing like the others. 

We've only mentioned Europe and Japan at the moment, but the big growth in recent years, of 
course, has been Taiwan and South Korea, both very efficient steelmakers and both better equipped 
now to produce the big chunky steel because the Japanese made a conscious decision not so long ago 
to get out of the big lumps of steel and to try and get into the more costly and more profitable forms 
of steelmaking. Hence their saying, "Small and expensive," and let somebody else do the big stuff. 

END OF TAPE 85 SIDE  
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Ri But Sir Charles, in your time as minister were you involved at all in South Korea and 
Taiwan, or is that later? 

COURT Yes, I was involved with Taiwan more than Korea. But we identified them as growth 
economies. Of course, in more recent times, even since my retirement from Parliament, I've been 
very heavily involved with Taiwan, even to a point of trying hard to get them to establish a brand 
new greenfields steel industry in Australia. 

But one had to be conscious that these people were going to develop. They've grown dramatically in 
recent years; that's since my retirement. They were still big companies that we had to take account 
of. In fact one of my last negotiations with the Japanese when I was Premier, when they were 
indicating to us that they'd be producing less total tons of steel but it would be worth more. That 
didn't help us because you still would use less iron ore to produce their tons of steel. But they were 
having to get away from some of the chunky stuff and to get back to this slogan of 'small but 
expensive'. It was their peculiar way of saying they're going to get more per million tons of steel by 
making items that call for more expertise or more technology and so on. 

But at that time I remember conferring with the head of Nippon Steel and also later the head of 
Keidanran [Eishiro Saito] about the people who were going to take over their steelmaking from 
them, because Australia wasn't going to do it, which made me rather sad. We weren't going to take 
over much, if anything, of that. So I wanted to identify where they were going to encourage this 
steelmaking to take place. It was quite obvious it was going to be Taiwan and South Korea. Now 
they did give an undertaking, for what it was worth, that they would endeavour to influence the iron 
ore business that we lost as they came down in their total tonnages to get the people who were going 
to take over the type of steel that they previously had made to buy their iron ore and coal from 
Australia. 

I think you'll find that that's been more than honoured. Taiwan is a very big customer now and South 
Korea's a big customer. They've got to be worked on. South Koreans before I went out of office were 
taking a very large proportion of their iron ore from Australia. Again I speak from memory, but I 
think it was a higher percentage than Japan. Then all of a sudden we had a ten or twelve week strike 
up in Pilbara. Now the South Koreans were in a different situation to the Japanese. The Japanese 
have huge stockpiles. They not only have huge stockpiles in Japan, but they have stockpiles in other 
places where even some of the Australian ore is staged through those places into Japan. But you can 
see their thinking that if things go bad in Brazil or Australia or somewhere else, they've got plenty of 
backup to keep them going for a period of several months, not only for weeks. 

Now the Japanese in that period have always been all right because they've got big storage in Japan 
and they've got this other storage out of Japan. But the Koreans and the Taiwanese, of course, haven't 
developed that. They didn't see the reason to develop all that. So it wasn't very long before the 
Koreans ran into trouble. They then had to go and spot buy. When you go to spot buy, the people you 
spot buy from say, "Where are you going to get your next lot next year?" You're over a barrel to do a 
reasonable deal. So the percentage of Australian ore to Korea went down with a wallop, and I don't 
think we've ever recovered it. Maybe we could get back there if we could get away from these things 
like we've had at Hamersley and like we're now having at Robe. The Japanese will always be cagey 
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about industrial problems in Australia. It doesn't matter how much we like to protest. It'll take us 
years to correct that. 

They were customers in my day, both Korea and Taiwan, but they're both growing so fast that they 
become more and more important. 

RJ Sir Charles, from reading Mcllwraith there seems to be a story behind the opening of 
the shiploading facilities at Port Hedland for the Mount Newman project.' You were asked to open 
that on 1st April 1969, but it would appear that not everything went smoothly. 

COURT I think I've told you enough about Bert Rogers in the past for you to realise that he 
was a great organiser. Didn't always move quickly or appear to move quickly because he was more 
concerned about laying down the pattern and the program and the availability of supplies and all that 
sort of thing. Then he'd move. As Ian McLennan predicted, it would be like rolling out a carpet. I 
had great admiration for Rogers. He upset some of the suppliers because he wasn't letting contracts 
as quickly as they thought he should and that sort of thing, but I explained to them that he knew his 
business. What they wanted to do was keep alongside of him, give indicative quotes, all that sort of 
stuff, so that when the whistle blew they'd get their share. 

Well he was a great man for planning ahead. For instance the opening of the mine by Sir Paul 
Hasluck, then the Governor General, was a classic. It had to be planned a long, long, long way 
ahead, the time of the day as well as the day, because that was done by satellite. They had dinners all 
around the world that were enjoying that occasion, because it was a tremendous occasion, and it was 
good publicity because they could entertain their friends and customers in many countries much 
cheaper than bringing them to the Pilbara. It was a great occasion. He got away with that; everything 
went superbly. 

But then he said to me about the opening of the harbour, that's the shiploading facilities. Don't forget 
this was not weeks before or months before, it was a long, long time before. So I said, "You're a bit 
optimistic Bert." So I said, "When do you propose?" He said, "I I a.m. on 1st April, 1969." I laughed 
at the time and I said, "Bert you're not going to do it then are you? - because just imagine 11 o'clock 
on April Fool's Day. Some wag will pull a stunt, Australians being what they are." He said, "No they 
won't," he said, "I'll have that under control." I said, "Why not make it half past twelve, because once 
you go past midday you're past the foolery time?" He said, "No, maximum tide at eleven, and that's 
when the ship sails, because we're going to load it right up to the gunnels." So I said, "All right, well 
I'll do it, but I want to tell you I had better start preparing a speech." So it was ironical, I said, "You 
know, say something does go wrong?" He said, "You'll just have to keep talking." So I thought, 
anyway, well that's a bit of a challenge, knowing what Australians are like. 

So we duly had the assembled multitude, customers and everybody, the usual things they have at 
these things, the suppliers and the people they're trying to have as customers, as well as those they've 
got as customers to show them their great facility, and it looked superb. 

1 Mdflwraith 1988, p. 28. 
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But I had this apprehension. So the time duly arrived and I said to Bert, "Now you know what I 
warned you about, and I'm still worried about." He said, "We've got people everywhere," he said, 
"there'll be no problem." Typical Bert Rogers, "There'll be no problem." So he said, "I've even got 
people at every point where they can pull a fuse. I've got somebody standing there with a fuse in his 
pocket, and," he said, "we've rehearsed it." So I said, "Well okay, good luck to you, but I'm the bloke 
that's got to make the speech." 

Well we duly got to the stage when I had to give the signal for the final loading. What they usually 
do is have the ship loaded and they just want to put in another maybe 100 tons, which you can put in 
in seconds, you see, just to finish it off. Then the hatches come down, they're all mechanical; in fact 
all the hatches were shut except one. Then the ship's ready for cast off and blow their whistles and 
everybody cheers by numbers and on your way. 

Sure enough nothing happened when the signal was given. I'm not sure whether I pressed a button or 
what I did but whatever it was. Well then I had to keep talking as instructed. Well if you've ever seen 
those movies, the TV of the royal weddings, I always thought of a royal wedding or royal occasion 
like that. You know the poor man from the BBC (he's always a BBC man naturally) he says, "You 
know any moment now Her Royal Highness will come around the corner looking like a fairy 
princess in the royal coach," or "the Queen's going to come," or "the Queen Mother," what she's 
going to be wearing and they go on and on. Then, of course, no coach appears and then they go on 
with the patter. Eventually that coach appears and then they wait for the next one and he says, "Any 
minute now the Queen Mother," or "the Prince," or somebody will come around the corner. These 
poor chaps, they go on and on and on and they seem to talk forever. 

I felt exactly like one of those BBC fellows because I was racking my brains as to what I could say, 
you see, until I saw this stupid thing start to flow with the ore on it, just to finish the loading. I just 
talked. It seemed like an etemity. It probably wasn't all that long. Somebody had got into the system, 
but it wasn't very long. As I say it sounded like an age, like it does when you're listening to these 
people waiting for the members of the royal party to come around the corner, while they're to come 
up to St Paul's Cathedral. Well this is going through my mind all the time, that poor chap having to 
say.... and here am I in that situation now. Anyhow I don't think I did too bad ajob because I knew 
all about the project and I could keep talking about it, about where it was going to, the mills it was 
going to, so you could talk about plenty of things that were relevant. 

I'm not sure whether the bulk of the audience realised the predicament we were in. The officials did, 
of course, but I don't know whether the bulk did. They probably thought, I wish Charlie Court would 
shut up [chuckles] and let's get the ship away. Sure enough it started to flow. You could see the dust. 
We were about 100 yards away from it - see the dust and very soon the ship was loaded and the 
hatches were down and the captain stood at the bow of the ship and saluted the crowd as they pulled 
away and the dramatic moment that it always is. I always cursed Bert Rogers for insisting on his own 
planning. Of course he had it right that eleven o'clock was the peak of the tide, you see and the ship 
was going to be loaded right up to the top. It was a big ship and it was going to be loaded right up to 
the teeth. 
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RI But what exactly had happened to hold it up? What had been done? 

COURT I'm just trying to think. Somebody had got at one of the fuses, I think. The number of 
fuses, your circuit breakers you get along these things that they have for safety's sake and also, of 
course, if anything goes wrong it's not too far to the next one. When you're loading a ship at 9000 
tons an hour I can tell you, you've got to be able to cut it off pretty quickly, otherwise you can take 
somebody with it. Even if you're loading at 3000 tons an hour, and they've now got them up to 9000, 
I think, tons an hour. That's a lot of material moving. It mightn't appear that fast, but it's going much 
faster than you think. I can easily get the detail if you want it, but I just can't recall the exact 
mechanical or electrical failure. 

Ri But it was certainly human interference? 

COURT Oh yes, yes. It was an April Fool thing. But it wasn't all that serious. 

RI There is a claim in Duffield that Rupert Murdoch wanted to get into mining here and 
Hancock said he could not sell Murdoch anything "because the Government won't negotiate with 
us." Murdoch said if he could get you to negotiate, would Hancock sell him "a piece of the cake?" 
Hancock agreed. Murdoch then saw you, according to Duffield, and obtained your approval. When 
Hancock asked how, Murdoch replied: "I went to Court and told him: "Look, you can have a 
headline a day or a bucket of shit every day. What's it to be?"" 

COURT That is completely untrue and you can understand why I get very sad and not exactly 
angry, just disappointed that they went to this sort of limit all the time trying to give this false 
impression that they were the poor little local boys that couldn't get a go.2  

Now it's true we were having the usual problems with Hancock and Wright about a project. They 
always wanted it on their rules. They weren't prepared to accept what everyone else had to accept, 
whether they were Australian or international. Murdoch, who I knew well and had a very friendly 
relationship with him - there were no problems at all. He could see me on 1000 things and nothing to 
do with this. But he did explain that he wanted to see me about this and I saw him. So he explained 
that they'd told him an horrendous story about how the poor little local boys couldn't get anywhere 
and so on. So he asked me whether he would do as a partner. I said, "Of course you will, as long as 
you understand that there's not one lot of rules for everybody else except Hancock and Wright and 
their partners. If you are prepared to undertake a deal with them, why not bring them in and we'll 
work out a deal. You've got to understand it will be the same rules as everybody else." 

That duly took place. Murdoch, I think, was quite amazed at the way we negotiated, the way we did 
things. It was no different to what we'd done. It was exactly what I'd explained to him, what we do 

Duffield 1979, p.  173. 

2Sir Charles wrote to Rupert Murdoch to confirm that the Duffield version of negotiations with the WA Government 
were untrue, see attached copies of correspondence, pp. 2348-2352 (Ri). 
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with people like Hamersley or anybody like that at all. So he, I think, was quite impressed and 
amazed. 

Now they went away. It then became a matter between them; nothing to do with me. It wasn't for me 
to write their partnership agreement or their joint venture. So they went away. I'm not quite sure 
whether we had another meeting or meetings together with them, but finally it was Murdoch who got 
in touch with me and said, "You'll never have any more criticism from my paper the way you handle 
these things." He said, "I'm going to have to walk away from this thing, because what was agreed in 
your office and what I subsequently agreed has now been completely changed. Now that they've got 
this far they now want to bring in some new rules which I'm not prepared to accept. So I just want to 
let you know that I'm walking away from the deal, but I also want to say that I've been very 
impressed with the promptness with which you negotiated and the way you negotiated." He said, "I 
couldn't fault it; it was quite fair and quite acceptable to me. But I just wanted to tell you personally 
that the deal is all off and it's nothing to do with you because," he said, "I can't expect you to go and 
negotiate my deal with them, because that's between Hancock and Wright and Murdoch." 

Now he was very upset about that, because he did feel that the government side had been handled 
meticulously, but wouldn't acknowledge that it had on the other side. Now I wouldn't know to this 
day what was the difference between them, and it was none of my business. I purposely never even 
asked him. He just indicated that and that was where it ended as far as Rupert Murdoch was 
concerned. But he never ever said to me, "If you don't do this we'll rubbish you," or anything like 
that at all. I never found him like that, then or since. 

RJ Of course we don't know if this is correct either, but Duffield does say that the deal 
fell through because Murdoch wanted tax benefits that weren't acceptable.1  

COURT I don't think that would be right. Murdoch, after he heard the rules that we laid down 
and the method of negotiation that we do, which was very straightforward, had no qualms at all 
about how we did it and how we wanted to do it. There was never any suggestion with me that we 
change the rule so as to make it a tax haven, joint venture or something like that. 

Don't forget it was a basic rule in all our negotiations, I didn't care who it was, that all contracts with 
us, all agreements with us, ratified by the Parliament, had to be under Western Australian law, 
because I didn't want to be even chasing them into Canberra. All sorts of countries were produced, 
tax haven countries - countries I'd never heard of I used to have to go and get the atlas. But we said, 
"No, if there's going to be any action taken at all, it's got to be in Western Australia, whether it's 
against the government, or on behalf of the government." 

1 Duffie1d 1979, pp. 173-174. 
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RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library Building on 
23 December 1992. 

Sir Charles, it would appear from a Sunday Times article in 1975 about Lang Hancock and 
Marandoo1  that there were times when he tried to negotiate direct with the Commonwealth 
government. You are actually quoted as saying about Texagulf and Hanwright, that they would find 
in the final analysis "that they will have to work out development details with the state government. 
This strange and incongruous friendship with the Commonwealth Government will prove to be a 
temporary one." What was the background to that? 

COURT Lang being Lang was always wanting to try and find a way around things, bypass 
anybody at all who he felt just wasn't going to do his bidding. It was very foolish on his part. All the 
people who were successful knew that you go along with the system. You don't allow the system to 
bulldoze you or to intimidate you or anything like that, but you have to realise somebody has to 
govern the country. They're elected to do that. We don't get enough of it today; that's why Australia 
and WA are in such a mess. 

So he was not prepared to accept that. He'd run to the newspaper and build up some phoney story 
that we were frustrating him and so on. They would never do the decent thing and come to us and 
say, "Look what's this all about? Are you stopping development and the like?" I think in their heart 
they knew I'd be the last person who wanted to stop bona fide development. 

However, the efforts to get into the Commonwealth government - don't forget between 1972 and '75 
you had the Whitlam Government and they had that man R F X Connor, who eventually had to be 
sacked, but in the meantime had done a tremendous lot of damage. Now if Lang thought that he 
could curry favour with the Whitlam Government, which in effect meant R F X Connor, it would 
have been a very temporary arrangement purely to suit the political convenience of Whitlam, but 
more particularly to suit the political convenience of R F X Connor, who'd love to go into print and 
say, "Look here's a miner who wants to deal with us. He's got the message that we're the people who 
own Australia, we're the people who are going to dictate the tune in future." 

But there were some problems about that so far as the federal government were concerned and I 
think I've already told you some of them, where I had to say to Whitlam, "You might be able to 
develop a petroleum project out in the sea, but you're going to look funny when you want to get a 
harbour or you want to get access to water and all of the essential [land based access and] services 
because you'll find that whether you like it or not we control those." It was very well understood by 
all except those who didn't want to understand that we as a State controlled all the land and all the 
minerals and the like. 

What he [Lang] thought he would gain from it is beyond me, because R F X Connor was a nasty 
man to deal with, a very uncouth, coarse sort of a man who just loved to be abrasive and bullying 
and that type of thing, so Lang would have got nowhere with him. The fact that he tried to deal with 

1 Sundmj Times, 17 August 1975, p. 7. 
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the Commonwealth government, whether it was in the days of the Whitlam Government or the early 
days of the Liberal Government it was quite incongruous, it was quite silly. It amazed me that a 
person like him would spend so much time and I was amazed that so many people would listen to 
him when it was quite obvious there was no future. Even the Liberal Government back in McEwen's 
days found that they couldn't push us around when he tried to get us to absorb the Mount Newman 
project into the Hamersley railway. Our plan for Pilbara prevailed. 

It wasn't only to the Commonwealth government that Lang went, you know. He was always going 
into the overseas steelworks, into the Japanese scene and other places, pushing deposits that didn't 
exist so far as real development was concerned. They were potentially projects, but at that time they 
weren't projects because they hadn't yet been through the final test, a simple test that prevailed for 
everybody. All he did was to upset the people up there and to do us a lot of harm. When I say us, I 
mean WA, a lot of harm, because they wondered what sort of a place they were dealing with, when 
they acknowledged the government and here was somebody up there telling them what terrible 
people we were and how incompetent we were. They immediately would get on the telephone to me 
or send a telex to me and want to know what it was all about. [After a while they didn't even refer 
them back to me.] 

I've already told you the incident about Port Hedland and the efforts that he made to try and convince 
the potential buyers of ore that Port Hedland could never be developed to the right size. That happily 
was all proved to be wrong because we mounted a very professional top-level study of that and 
demonstrated that Port Hedland was capable of development. You've seen what's happened at Port 
Hedland, what an efficient place it is today and further expansion can take place if they want it. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 86 
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COURT It was also part of his technique to go to members of Parliament direct, both 
opposition and government, but particularly government members. As you know if you search out 
you'll always find some disgruntled backbenchers or even disgruntled ministers. He would work on 
them, send them copies of minutes that he'd sent to me, sent to David Brand, or both. You can 
imagine either a minister at the next Cabinet meeting or a backbencher would see me privately, or 
see David Brand privately, or bring it up at the next party meeting. We had no trouble in dealing 
with those things, because if you take an isolated minute, you can make it sound very impressive on 
its own, especially if you build a story around it: "This man doesn't like me", or "David Brand 
doesn't like me," or "the government doesn't like me," and build this hard luck story. You've no idea 
how often it went on. 

So you'd have to deal with these people in all sincerity, in all courtesy, because your backbench 
members would be a bit nonplussed. They'd get the idea that here was a man who wanted to do 
things for Western Australia who was being denied the opportunity. It was a bit galling I might say 
when you're working so jolly hard and so successfully and this man could have joined into the 
stream of it, but he just didn't seem to want to. There's nothing I could do about that. We just pressed 
on, kept our nose clean, went on about the job and made sure that everything we did was 
accountable. 

I think that's one thing about our government, both between '59 and '71 and then from '74 to '82, 
which has come out in the Royal Commission is that not only did we record our decisions, but we 
recorded the reasons. Now that's a big, big difference. If you just have a minute that says so and so 
was resolved and that was that, after five years, ten years, fifteen, twenty years you can't work out 
why they made the decision. You found that over the North West Shelf, every decision that was 
made the reason for making the decision was there. 

It was the same in our day. I will provide for you in the new year a number of minutes that were part 
of the record that have been found amongst the papers that I treated with such disrespect and which 
you forced me into retrieving. But it's quite staggering the amount of detail that went to ministers. 
They weren't just read out at Cabinet, they were sent to the ministers well ahead of the meeting, so 
that they'd know exactly what we were doing, because they were being bombarded all the time. 
Backbench members, ministers, even the Liberal Party itself was being bombarded; these stories fed 
in. 

So it's this sort of stuff that's come up in these books and in the newspapers. It's sad that no-one 
bothered to get the real story and clean it up at the time. Now it's gone into the folklore and I suppose 
in 100 years time they will be telling these terrible stories about one by the name of Charles Court, or 
David Brand, or their government! 

I think I've covered that point that you raised, which came out in that Sunday Times article. That was 
only one of many. We'd think we got it all silenced because we dealt with it so effectively, we'd 
explained it in such detail, and then another journalist would bob up. Lang seemed to be able to 
smell them out when they were new boys in the class and they'd fall for this story how they were 
going to be able to write their names in the headlines. To a newcomer in the class it would be rather 
attractive to come along and take a big swipe at a government. 
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RJ Sir Charles, I don't remember on tape what were the reasons for Hancock trying to 
prove that Port Hedland was not suitable for development. What was that about? 

COURT Well, he had another project, that he felt if Mount Newman went that it would further 
injure his prospects of getting one of his projects financed by somebody else and take precedence. It 
was laid down very clearly by us that you had to demonstrate that you had the money to develop it 
for a start. It didn't say whose money, but you had got the money to develop it; money that we could 
believe in. So we just didn't take anybody's word. They had to prove that if they didn't have the 
equity capital to do it, they had the borrowed money from bankers and others. That's fair enough 
because there's nothing worse than a project like this - and you've seen a few of them in the recent 
years - get going, and look what a mess they get into. So we knew that they had the money before 
they started for these big, big projects. Also that it was good money. There's good and bad money 
around the world; one of the reasons why we insisted that all our agreements were subject to the 
laws of Western Australia. Sometimes I had to go and get my atlas to find out where some of these 
countries were that they put up, usually tax-haven people, but we wouldn't have anything to do with 
it. They had to be subject to the laws of Western Australia. We were mighty parochial; we wouldn't 
even accept the laws of Australia. It had to be the laws of Western Australia, except for some things 
that were subject to the Commonwealth law. 

Coming back to this point. I thought I had explained in great detail that he actually went to the 
potential buyers of iron ore and said, "Don't have anything to do with this Mount Newman project 
based on Port Hedland, because it will never take ships beyond 40 000 tons." 

RJ Now you say that, I think you did cover that, yes. 

COURT I thought I had covered it in considerable detail, because we had to bring this great 
big gathering of highly-skilled people and I think I told you how the Japanese.... 

RJ Brought their captains. 

COURT .... were marvellous. They brought their captains. 

RJ Yes, yes, now you say that, I'm sorry yes, that's all clear to me. 

COURT They impressed me when they turned up not only with their technical engineers, but 
with their top captains who had commanded ships up to 300 000 tons; that was tankers and that sort 
of thing. So I felt good about it. Not only did we get the technical approval, but we also got the 
practical. 

You can understand why Lang was very toey about Mount Newman. It was a big project based on 
the Whaleback deposit, which was the favoured deposit by the Japanese steel mills. Their men had 
been all over it for weeks and weeks and weeks. This was the one that they regarded rightly or 
wrongly as being the best of all the deposits, so they were anxious to go on this one. But Lang had no 
input into it. He's tried on occasions to give the impression that he had some prior knowledge or 
prior involvement in it, but it's not true. It's Hilditch's find, and no-one will ever take away from 
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Hilditch the fact as an ordinary decent prospector going about his business, staked by a man named 
Warman, he actually found that deposit, staked that deposit. 

Now he [Hancock] could see that this would be a great deposit. There was no secret about the fact 
that the Japanese were more in favour of Whaleback than any other deposit. Not a bad start when 
you're trying to get the Japanese to not only buy the ore, but to provide the finance that's going to 
give you the cash flow that you want. So you'll see that there were ulterior motives in his desire to 
poison the mind of the Japanese in particular. 

He never even stopped at the Japanese, by the way, because at that time don't forget we were very 
heavy into Europe and Germany in particular, because I was always anxious to have this extra string 
to our bow. That was the reason why we refused in 1965 to agree to that requirement of the Japanese 
that we had to go to them for consultation before we could sell ore to other countries. It's as well to 
bear this in mind, however. It's now history. The inquiry was held, the approval was given, the port 
was effectively built and it's even being improved further now. 

RJ Sir Charles, these last few months have been extremely hectic for you and it's been 
added to with the death of Lady Court, so I know there are things about the iron ore side that you 
will review and we could well come back to later, but could we move now to alumina/bauxite. You 
have in 1961 the Alumina Refinery Agreement Bill going through the House. Tell us the story from 
the beginning. 

COURT Sir Lindesay Clark, who was the sort of father figure in Western Mining Corporation 
- he came after W S Robinson, but Sir Lindesay was the one I had the most to do with. A nice man 
and rather gave the impression of being quite a shy, gentle man; a very, very courteous man he was. 
He came to me one day and said, "Look we believe that we've got a great project." This bauxite 
looked to be valueless. They'd been using it for gravel to make the roads down in that Jandakot area 
and fortunately somebody had the good sense to have it examined at a very high technical level. 
"We've discovered that although the percentage of alumina in the bauxite is low, it yields its alumina 
at less energy cost and less processing cost than some of the other bauxite of the world and 
particularly the bauxite that CRA are using in the north of Australia." [Weipa] 

They had huge reserves there and still have, but the characteristics of it were such that apparently it 
took more energy to get the alumina out of the bauxite. That's not unusual. You get some minerals 
that will pass up their metals out of the mineral easier than others. It's all a question of energy costs. 
The easier it is the less energy costs and less other costs, so it's very important. 

They had done a lot of work on this and had at that time established this connection with Alcoa, who 
were the oldest and the biggest in the aluminium business. As you know you start with bauxite, you 
have alumina, then you go on to aluminium. 

So he said they were very anxious to get it off the ground and they'd run into some problems. I said, 
"Well I've heard of your problems, because apparently you've discussed it with David Brand and he's 
discussed it with me." I'm not quite sure how it happened but there seemed to be some hesitancy on 
the part of the Minister for Mines about the whole concept of the thing. I don't think he could see that 
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gravel (as we used to call it) had such a tremendous potential value. It was arranged by David Brand 
that he [Sir Lindesay] would come and talk to me. 

That's how our talks started. I had already heard about it. I'd already done some studies on it. I'd 
already made myself acquainted with the basic processes that went with producing alumina from 
bauxite and then producing aluminium after that: not the technical side of it, but the broad concept of 
how it was done. So I was really more ready than Sir Lindesay Clark thought and that started things 
off pretty well. 

He came to me a little bit disheartened because apparently he had been quite discouraged in the 
reception that he'd had. He couldn't get anyone to talk to him. That was not unusual for him to be 
talking to the Mines Department and not to me, because don't forget I only came into it as the 
'one-stop shop' when there was a project to be developed. This was a case where the Mines 
Department were doing their normal proper thing. However, they were not responding the way that 
Sir Lindesay wanted them to. It was because of that he'd mentioned the matter to David Brand and 
David said, "We'll get Charlie to take it over." It was as simple as that. It was the sort of thing that 
happened. So he said to Arthur Griffiths, "Look I've arranged for Charlie to talk this over with 
Western Mining and see whether it's a goer or whether it's not." 

Well I got quite enthused about it. Here we were taking something that was gravel - by American 
standards, by the rest of Australia's standards, a pathetically low percentage of alumina. It was easy 
to mine and it gave up its alumina easily according to the laboratory tests and the pilot plant tests. 
They were quite confident (when I say 'they', that's Alcoa and Western Mining) that it would stand 
up to commercial tests which is often quite different from laboratory and then pilot plant and then 
the commercial full-scale plant. In any case they were going to be taking the risks, not us. 

So we proceeded and then I went to have a look at the areas and find out what we were up against. 
Then I realised that we had a problem that hadn't been put up-front before. The Mines Department 
hadn't bucked on this one. I never worked out why there was this hesitancy, why there was the 
reticence, because normally if anyone said, "Look we're going to take some of this road building 
material and we're going to turn it into a great export industry," we'd have rubbed our hands with joy 
and said, "Lead us to it." But for some reason or other this one bogged down for several months 
before it came to me. So then we put our 'one-stop shop' machinery into work. 

I found then that we did have a problem that we hadn't encountered before and that was the fact that 
the best bauxite was under the jarrah. There was a reason for it, a scientific reason for it. Jarrah, of 
course, is such a slow growing timber. How do you handle a problem like this? You're going to be 
proceeding faster than the normal harvesting of the jarrah forests. So that became a consideration. 
People get the idea that we just bulldozed where we saw something to bulldoze for the heck of it, 
that we enjoyed ourselves. Even the Duke of Edinburgh said that he'd heard I was bulldozer happy. 
But it was quite unfair really as I explained to him and he accepted when we went along with the 
various things we were doing. 
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But we wanted to make sure that we could handle the problem (the environmental problem, the 
forestry problem) because this brought another minister into it then, because he was very jealous of 
his forests and we were going to have a new dimension that I'd never had before. We'd had 
sawmilling for forestry purposes. That didn't come under me. But here we were going to have forests 
which were an impediment to getting at a very valuable mineral. 

So you can imagine the amount of negotiation that went on and the talking that went on, mainly to 
satisfy ourselves what was going to be done, how it was going to be done, and how we were going to 
answer the environmental problems, because we weren't prepared to sacrifice the whole of our jarrah 
forests (and any other hardwood forest for that matter) unless there was a good reason for it. 
Normally we worked on a very viable and internationally accepted sawmilling programme, a forestry 
programme, very scientifically done. We'd had some very good foresters. Whilst they were practical 
men who wanted the forests to be put to work, on the other hand they wanted them to be put to work 
on a properly coordinated basis. The average forester, contrary to the popular belief, is in fact at heart 
a conservationist. Trees mean something to him. He lives with them and he understands them 
probably better than anyone else. 

So we set about devising a programme whereby we could undertake the mining and the 
rehabilitation, on a programme that would be acceptable to mines and would be acceptable to the 
Forestry Department. No mean task. 

Lindesay Clark, for the first and only time I saw him in his life, was upset about the frustration that 
he'd experienced temporarily from a government department. But I'd like to feel from that moment 
onward we had no more problem. We negotiated an agreement. We were in a completely different 
field. The big thing that appealed to me was that we were going to take a raw material, which in 
itself had no value; as I say, was previously used in that Jandakot area there and around Mundijong, 
for roadbuilding material. We were going to extract something from it in the form of alumina, and 
then hopefully one day we'd go on and produce aluminium. 

The big disappointment to this day is, of course, we haven't produced aluminium. We have produced 
aluminium within Australia in big, big quantities. CPA and their project on the east and northern 
part of Australia (that's Queensland and the northern part of Australia) they produce very big 
quantities of aluminium in addition to alumina, and Alcoa produce aluminium in Victoria in two 
plants [each with different ownership]. 

We were very, very disappointed when we missed out on the last occasion, but that was due to our 
costs of power and what is more (and some people never seem to learn this lesson) the availability of 
power. Technically we had enough power, but the thing about power for aluminium is that you have 
to be able to guarantee uninterruptible power. The pots that are used in the production line are very 
critical. I don't know how long the permitted interruption factor is, but it's very short before you've 
completely ruined not only the product but the pots. It costs a lot of money to put the plant back into 
business again if you have a power failure and you can't maintain the continuity of production. 
Hence this term 'uninterruptible power'. 

Now in planning ahead, because naturally from the day we started to talk and when I got to know 
something about it, I wasn't prepared to settle for alumina, good though it was. I wanted to start to 
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talk about how we were going to produce aluminium. This question of the power stations, 
uninterruptible power and at a cheap price, became very, very important in our discussions. It 
became almost an obsession on my part to try and expand our grid quickly so that we could 
demonstrate that not only could we produce power economically and competitively for the 
production of aluminium, but we could also guarantee uninterruptible power. 

We'll catch up with the rest of that story later, because I had got to the stage when I retired that Alcoa 
had actually acquired the piece of land, which is now known as Kemerton, for the aluminium site: 
that's the aluminium smelter, where you take the alumina that's been refined from the bauxite and 
then you smelt it into aluminium metal. But we'll deal with that in its proper sequence further down 
the track, but it was a very severe blow to me that Burke fluffed that negotiation when it was 
virtually handed to him on a plate, but unfortunately neither he nor his minister knew enough about 
this sort of negotiation to be able to turn a potential into a reality. But sufficient unto the day, we'll 
come back to that. 

The first alumina plant was designed for Kwinana, which made good sense. It was an industrial area, 
it was on the waterfront for shipping. Facilities were in place there and it made a good place for a 
refinery. So all the planning was around Kwinana. I won't go into a lot of detail about it, but all the 
normal problems were raised. They get alumina confused with aluminium. They don't seem to 
understand alumina, for instance, makes very little demand on the electricity system because it 
generates a lot of power of its own. 

Had our SEC been more imaginative they could have been buying back power in those early days 
from the alumina refinery. But don't forget our SEC was trying to find its feet. They were just getting 
away from the time when they used to have a lot of putt-putt machines around the place and getting 
into decent sized plants and trying to think in terms of energy as distinct from electricity. So one has 
to be a little bit tolerant there. But it took quite a while before I could talk to people in SEC who 
would think in terms of expansion, think in terms of anticipating need, and be planning their 
programme around what our customers would need, instead of telling our customers what they could 
have. It was pretty tough going in those early times. In fact it wasn't until Kirkwood came along that 
we really had anyone who could think this way. 

So we settled on this first alumina plant, bearing in mind it wasn't going to make any great demands 
on our SEC. In fact it was going to be a nett generator of electricity. It had a process that was quite 
unique, that you had a secondary use of energy. That's why you could afford to use gas in this 
process because you had a secondary use for the energy. Normally a straight-out use of gas, 
especially under the old system for power generation, wasn't on. 

END OF TAPE 86 SIDE B 
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COURT In the case of alumina, it was quite unique. Because of this secondary use of energy 
you could justify using gas. That was very important. It's still important today, because Alcoa is such 
a big user of gas, natural gas, and without them, and without their contract, the pipeline wouldn't 
have been possible. So they really made domestic gas as part of the North West Shelf project viable, 
because of the very big quantity they were prepared to underwrite, which in turn meant they virtually 
underwrote the pipeline to carry the gas from North West Shelf down to the south. 

There were no extraordinary things in the negotiation except the red mud. You'll understand that a 
minister, if he was any good, he had to keep up with the running. If he was wise he never knew all 
about the technical side of it, but he had to know what a plant looked like, how big it was, whether it 
had a smell about it, whether it made a lot of noise, whether at night-time it had a light that disturbed 
the neighbourhood and all that sort of stuff. Everything you had to take into account. They were very 
much the human factors. 

Well, the one thing that I learnt about the alumina production was this huge quantity of red mud. 
That's what's left after you've extracted the alumina. Within the red mud, of course, there are some 
chemicals in there too that have been reused in the production of alumina. The companies don't want 
to lose too much of that so they are their own disciplinarians in that matter because they want to get 
as much of their chemicals back as they can and then only the residue goes into their red mud ponds. 

Well these storage ponds were obviously going to be big and they were obviously going to be 
troublesome unless they were properly controlled. Fortunately you're dealing with decent people, and 
you're also dealing with knowledgeable people. No-one in the world would know more than them 
about the disposal of red mud. 

At this point, I might add, we progressively dealt less and less with Western Mining and more and 
more with Alcoa because Western Mining were the Australian partner in it; not quite 50 per cent, but 
they were the Australian partner in it. Alcoa were the main partner. They had the know-how, they 
had the money, they had the markets. So it was an ideal combination to have a substantial Australian 
interest and all this expertise from the world's biggest and oldest company. There was a bit of trouble 
in trying to get the Commonwealth to agree to this slightly in excess of 50 per cent in the hands of 
the Americans, but they couldn't possibly resist it for long, because without that we wouldn't have 
had the project. You've got to have the know-how, you've got to have the markets, and what's more 
you've got to be prepared to keep on improving in your technology. You've no idea the changes that 
have taken place in say 30 years or more. 

So it was an ideal combination to have the world's biggest and oldest holding hands with one of 
Australia's most reputable and most successful mining companies. 

I'm just trying to keep in sequence with the thing. There were some problems along the road with the 
Commonwealth, because export licensing was crucial. They were very worried that the end product 
(that's the alumina) would substantially but not completely be sold to one of Alcoa's own companies. 
In other words the question was: are the transactions at arms' length? If they're at arms' length you 
can almost be assured that there will be complete integrity in the pricing from one party to the other. 
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But when the buyer is probably the owner or part-owner of the producer, the big query goes up, 
especially in the bureaucratic mind, as to whether they're doing a fiddle of the books, selling it to 
themselves too cheaply, which means that Australia doesn't get enough of the hard currency out of it, 
and we don't get enough of the profit made in Australia for them to pay the right tax. 

In the case of Alcoa that was not a serious consideration. It was raised, it was the subject of a lot of 
argument, but I only had a superficial interest in it mainly to make sure that the Commonwealth 
weren't being unreasonable, but I was quickly satisfied that the Alcoa people were international, truly 
international. They'd been used to doing this sort of thing and all they wanted to do was do the 
proper thing. Bear in mind a lot of their stuff they sell, a lot of the alumina they sell, is at arms' 
length. It's to companies that are in no way controlled by Alcoa. That in itself, of course, if you stop 
to think, it gives you a yardstick, it gives you a reference point, because if they're selling it to a 
company that has no relationship, no interlocking shareholdings and all that sort of thing, a company 
that is in competition with them for the end products (that's the aluminium product) you can bet your 
bottom dollar that that buyer is going to buy competitively, but on the other hand Alcoa is going to 
make them pay all they can get out of them. So you've got a number of yardsticks to measure this. 

But when the Commonwealth approach it, the bureaucrats approach it, boy oh boy they assume 
everybody's a crook. They don't seem to be able to say, "Look these are decent people we're dealing 
with on this occasion, and they're in business to stay, and we've got a couple of checks and 
balances." But no, they always did it the hard way. So at one stage Alcoa were pretty testy about the 
thing and justifiably so. They wanted to do the right thing, they wanted to pay all their tax. They 
wanted to earn through the book entries the full hard currency, through export income. They didn't 
want the income to be depleted beyond the proper commercial thing because of a fiddle between two 
subsidiaries. 

But these were all things along the road. They [the Commonwealth government] used to make me a 
bit angry, but I suppose somebody had to be the watchdog. As long as we were able to sort it out in 
the final analysis. One of the problems you have with governments, of course, people change, and a 
new generation comes along and they assume that the previous mob were a lot of dills, just as the 
previous mob had assumed they were dealing with a lot of crooks. So [chuckles] you've got to go all 
over it again. That bloke wants to be convinced that his predecessor in that particular department, be 
it Treasury or some other department, was not being fooled. However, that's not of great relevance to 
what you want to know. 

We eventually established the agreement which was passed by Parliament. Then they got on with the 
job of construction. Then the first refinery went into Kwinana. 

Now I come back to the red mud. It haunts you after a while because you can't produce alumina 
without producing red mud. It has a physical as well as some other characteristics. A lot of work's 
been done on red mud and you'll find that it's not the problem that it was either with the residue of 
chemicals or the actual sterility of the area. I don't know what they're doing at the moment, but they 
were doing all sorts of things even in my day to alleviate the problems of red mud. 
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But it does bring me to the next point that I could see that we were going to run into a problem with 
the red mud that was going to be even more serious than the forestry problem, because the red mud 
was close enough to Kwinana and Rockingham and such places for it to be seen and, of course the 
more and more that was pumped into there the less became your potential to hold it, unless you 
could find a use for the red mud. I don't want to hazard a guess, but I know that there has been a lot 
of work done to use the red mud for other products. But that will come; they're at it all the time. If 
they can take a waste and turn it into an economic product they naturally do it. 

So it gave me the reason (not the excuse, the reason) to go to Alcoa both in Australia and in 
Pittsburgh and say, "Look I think you should get away from Kwinana." At that time I was stepping 
up my efforts to develop Bunbury into an international port. Bunbury was a pain in the neck as a 
port. You could never seem to get to grips with it, to be able to take decent size ships. In the early 
days you didn't need very big ships to take wheat and phosphate rock and that type of thing. But it 
was quite obvious that as in all other things the size of these ships was going to increase so as to 
improve the economies of transport. 

We tried as hard as we could, but trying to blow up the bottom of the Bunbury harbour I tell you is a 
nightmare. It's got some of the toughest material you can imagine. I forget the name of the material. I 
know when we eventually found a way through and they opened up a new harbour, they gave me a 
piece of this stone mounted on a nice little piece of wood as a souvenir of the opening of the 
harbour. A very fitting thing to give me, but every time I look at it I think there can't be anything in 
the world that is as hard as that. Not that I've tried to bite it, but it just looks plain hard and I can 
imagine trying to get through it. 

One of the problems we had with Bunbury harbour was to blast, even using the most modem 
techniques that we'd learnt in other places including up in the North, without damaging the power 
station at Bunbury. Also you've got a town that you've got to have some regard for. So we pondered 
over this for a long, long time because I wanted to get an international port developed at Bunbury so 
that we could say to Alcoa, "Look, don't look at Kwinana any more. You've got to put some 
refineries further down south and look towards Bunbury." 

They were very good and very cooperative about it. Also they could understand that it was going to 
be easier for them to deal with the red mud at places like Pinjarra and Wagerup than it was at 
Kwinana. So we persevered and one day John Parker came to me and said, "We've found it! We've 
found a way to have an international standard harbour at Bunbury." He said, "Don't laugh at this," he 
said, "but we're going to make a harbour out of the land." I said, "Well, tell me more." He said, 
"Well, we've found that we can get into an area where it is going to be very easy to dredge the sand. 
It's part of the land, you follow me, but we can chew into this without any problem at all and make as 
many berths as we like." 

So when you're down there next time and you look at the Port of Bunbury that takes the big ships, 
that's where the woodchip ships go and the alumina ships go, and ships of that kind, you'll find that 
that actually starts where the land used to be. So they devised this technique. I think they can put in 
twenty berths there eventually if they want to. We had to divert a river. As you come into Bunbury, 
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we had to divert that river so as to make the necessary land available for harbour use, because it's not 
only a question of having berths, you've got to have land to back up a harbour. 

I hear all sorts of rumours that some of this land's going to be used for other purposes. I hope they 
haven't been stupid about it because you can only do that once [i.e. acquire land for a port in a town 
like Bunbury]. If you don't hang on to that land until you've finally developed the South West to its 
potential, you're going to rue it forever. At that time we were able to do it very cheaply. The land 
didn't have a high value so we were able to take all of that land over knowing that we could dig into 
it any time we wanted to expand the number of berths. 

So the berths you see there today are where there used to be the land. We overcame the problem of 
excessive blasting. You can't overcome it altogether, but they did find a channel in that bypassed the 
old harbour altogether and went straight into this area where we've dredged out all this dirt. 

I must admit I had some misgivings about it because when John Parker came to me and said, 
"Look," he said, "we've found out how to build your harbour for you." I said, "How all of a sudden 
can we avoid all that blasting?" you know, that was going to damage the power station and upset the 
town. "Oh," he said, "well, if you keep looking you find something." He showed to me how they 
could get into this area, get the depth of water for this channel through there. He dismissed it rather 
lightly. He said, "Oh, there's a few bumps along the road." I said, "How are we going to get rid of the 
bumps?" "Oh," he said, "we'll find a way," he said, "we'll find a way." I had a shrewd suspicion the 
we were going to have exactly the same material there as we had in the main harbour. 

It's now history, of course, that Hyundai got the contract and much gnashing of teeth by the 
Australian companies and the Australian unions, but they really put in a competitive bid. They were 
trying to establish themselves in Australia as construction engineers and harbour engineers. They 
were very good in their own country and in other countries and they wanted to establish themselves 
in Australia. They ran into some difficulties towards the end of this contract, but the important thing 
is we got Bunbury Harbour. I won't go into all the details of the trauma that went on but, of course, 
everyone was watching and waiting and hoping that they would fail so they could say, "We told you 
so." But the fact is we got the harbour and we opened it in due course. A certain amount of trauma 
after, when a young man tried to blow the place up, you remember, because he was opposed to 
woodchipping. But that was another issue. 

The fact is that we could with confidence say to Alcoa (that's Alcoa Australia, which is part Western 
Mining Corporation): "You've got to go in future down to Bunbury. We've got a good railway line 
which we'll reinforce and we'll negotiate the freight rates and all that sort of thing," which we did, 
"the type of rolling stock," which we did. 

From then onward the Kwinana export remained only that from the refinery and in fact I think you 
might find that some of that might have gone south, but that's another story. But it did also provide 
that if there was any trouble down at Bunbury, say with the railway line between Wagerup and 
Bunbury, you could always turn around and shunt it back to Kwinana. So you had another string to 
your bow. It had strategic as well as tactical advantages there. 
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The story now, of course, at Pinjarra, flowed from that, and then Wagerup after that flowed from 
that. 

RJ But the fact still remains you had this red mud. You might have taken it further south 
and it may have been easier, but how was that disposed of? 

COURT Oh, it had to be disposed of within the permitted areas, and within the permitted 
technology of the time, which is always being refined. Don't forget the refineries themselves are 
being refined all the time. We were very fortunate at Kwinana in having a series of American 
engineers who were sent out there in charge of the plant, who were very research oriented. It might 
surprise you to know that in the early years of the plant under one of their managers, who was a 
research oriented man (I think his name was Kalt Waser), he, in accordance with the company's 
established practice, carried on with experimentation in the actual working plant. We had, in my 
time as Minister for Industrial Development, the satisfaction of a team of Western Australians going 
over to American plants to install the technology that had been developed in Perth, or at Kwinana. 
He was oriented that way. Wherever he was going to work, this man, he was going to always be 
trying to find a way to do it better, only in this case he actually used Western Australians in the 
course of improving the technology they had to work on. They were actually used to go over to 
America and implement the technology. 

We also later on, and this shows you how you get an export out of these things in addition to what 
you expected, we also had some of our young engineers who went over to other countries, including 
South America, to actually, if not build, but to participate in the building of new Alcoa plants. So the 
Australian influence, and the Western Australian influence in particular, became very real in the 
Alcoa world organisation because of these young engineers of ours bobbing up because of the skills 
they'd developed here. 

Now every time you build a plant like this you try and build it better. So Pinjarra would have been 
much better than Kwinana, although they're always tizzying up the Kwinana plant. It's like owning a 
vintage car; it's probably in better condition now than when you bought the thing. But they're always 
working at it, trying to cut the costs and overcome emissions and overcome the chemical problems, 
and overcome your red mud problems; it's on all the time. So Pinjarra was no exception. 

Pinjarra was an interesting exercise because Pinjarra had been a very conservative rural town. You 
go back to the McLarty background down there. You could almost see it written all over the place 
down there: lovely people and they made a great contribution as rural people. Now you can imagine 
me having to go down and confront the Pinjarra Shire and say: "We want to give you one of the 
world's great industries. We want to establish an alumina refinery here, because there are huge 
quantities of bauxite in the hills behind Pinjarra." So the shock was a bit great, but we had to explain 
to them what it was all about. We could demonstrate to them what Kwinana looked like and it was 
getting better all the time. We could demonstrate the forestry side of it, but when it came to actually 
putting the plant it had to be where there was currently rural land. Just imagine touching the grazing 
land or the farming land or the land that had traditionally had sheep and cattle on it and never the 
twain would meet, you see. 
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But they were pretty good about it. You could sense that they were saying we thought it had to come, 
and must it have to come? This sort of thing. Then the question arose where are we going to put the 
people? They said, "The company will have to build a town." So that little town that's just before you 
get into Pinjarra was the product, so as to assure them that we wouldn't be swamping the town with 
people wanting houses to live in to work at the refinery and pushing all the land values up to glory 
and the old faithful couldn't get a house to live in and all this sort of thing. So we said, "Right, well 
you've got no worries." 

This was one of Charlie's mistakes this one. I thought it was going to be lovely to superimpose a nice 
modem town there. They'd bring all the amenities they wanted to. If you remind me next time I'll get 
you the name of the little town; it was given its own name [Carcoola], but it's just before you get to 
Pinjarra and it's just before the road that goes out to the refinery. The town's on the right as you're 
going south. There's a road that goes out to the refinery on the left. It's in that area there, a nice 
suburb. But they said, "Oh well, that takes the pressure off us, and you've got to build all that," 
sewerage, drainage and any additional school accommodation needed in Pinjarra that had to be 
provided. There was no problem; we were able to answer all those questions. 

So we went ahead - at least the company had to go ahead and build that little town there. As it 
happens we'd underestimated the amount of labour there is in an area 30 miles around Pinjarra. 
Driving from Mandurah to Pinjarra is only like going from Perth to Fremantle anyhow. To country 
people that's only next-door neighbour stuff. So we overlooked the fact that in this farm area there is 
so much labour in there that would regard working at a refinery with all the mechanisation and 
automation there, pushing valves here, twisting things there, and all this sort of stuff, they'd regard 
that as a giggle compared with working on a farm, especially on dairy farms, or any sort of farm 
when work never stops. So right out of the blue they found that they had this pool of healthy strong 
labour that would regard eight hours work there as just purely an intermission during the daytime, 
and still probably be able to go back and do all they had to on their farms - or the family would. 

So that explains why that town never expanded. What I thought was going to be a great triumph and 
we had a huge amount of land so the town could grow, and grow, and grow, we never had to go 
beyond the original development. It was very nice. That explains why it's rather isolated from the 
town of Pinjarra because we had acquired all the land, or the company had acquired all the land in 
conjunction with us so that they could expand, double, treble, quadruple the place if they had to, and 
have their own schools and everything there. In fact the fear was Pinjarra would become more or 
less the little poor relation in the centre. 

However, every time I drive past there [Carcoola] and every time I drive in there - for sentimental 
reasons I drive in there occasionally just around the houses - just to remind me how we misjudged 
that one and didn't understand the amount of good labour. Now, of course, more and more people are 
going to live in Mandurah which doesn't cost the company anything at all. They don't provide any 
infrastructure there, but people want to go and live there right on the sea, and they've got commuting 
distance to Pinjarra. 
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I suppose the Alcoa refinery at Pinjarra changed the character of Mandurah more than any other 
single thing. It used to be regarded as something of a retirement village, and then weekend places 
and all that type of thing. It was a fairly prosperous little place, but had this reputation as being a 
retirement village. All of a sudden that changed because you've got these people who can live at 
Mandurah and work at Pinjarra very comfortably. They probably think that this is the ideal. "We're 
right on the sea," and you're working in a pleasant place in Pinjarra. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 87 
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COURT This brings me to the next phase of our negotiations with the Pinjarra people. I 
naturally took John Parker with me because he was used to this sort of thing, but don't forget most of 
our dealings here had been up on the goldfields or up in the Pilbara or up in the Kimberley and all of 
a sudden we find ourselves negotiating for a great mining and processing industry right slap-bang in 
a very conservative old historic town. Not easy. But we went and talked to them quite often. 

I explained the role of Parker and I explained the role of the government. It was then when I made 
my famous statement. I said, "Now how do you want to do this? Do you want to do this according to 
the book, or do you want to do it according to the old boy network?" I explained the old boy 
network, which was Charles Court and John Parker working in a very loose but proper way using 
people and personalities rather than getting the rule book out. "You can have it either way; we're 
good at both. But my advice to you is have a look at the old boy network and you'll find that you get 
an awful lot done and you get it done quickly and at less cost to you because people don't get so 
fussy about how much we can make the shire pay." That worked extremely well. It settled down 
after three rather abrasive months, but it settled down pretty quickly. 

That brought us to the location of the refinery. They had got all sorts of hairy stories and most of 
them had been fed to them by uninformed environmentalists. The environmentalists weren't so bad, 
but there's always some fringe operators who just love making trouble. They had got their facts 
mixed, because they thought we were going to put a smelter there. Well, the environmental and other 
problems of a smelter are ever so different to an alumina refinery. One is refining and the other one 
is smelting; two different things altogether. So we had to go all over that again and explain that all to 
them. 

But then I realised that there was always going to be this lingering doubt and as soon as the sheep got 
scabs on them or the cows got the rickets or something like that, it was alumina: Court's refinery! I 
could hear the words ringing in my ears before that ever happened. So I took a bold step and 
negotiated, or discussed rather, with the company in view of the fact they weren't going into an 
industrial area, they were going into a lovely peaceful, historic, farming and grazing area, couldn't we 
do something to be our own neighbour? 

Now I think I've told you about the problem with Armadale Brickworks. I learnt a lesson there, and 
you never stop learning. We turned that one to profit when we acquired all the dairy farms around 
the brickworks; then we became our own neighbour. The farmers still leased the farms but under a 
lease so they didn't have any action against us. 

So bearing this in mind, I suggested to the company that we select an area that was big enough that 
they could be their own neighbour. The other thing was that in view of the fact we were taking over 
farmlands and the cry went up, "You're taking all this food and fibre production away from the State 
and from the world," even though the product we were going to get in its place was much more 
valuable in terms of export. If you can overcome these things so much the better. So it's part of their 
agreement that they have to farm that area. I'm not quite sure but I think it's 12 000 acres. It's a lot of 
farmland. In Pinjarra it's not like buying land in a station up in the North somewhere, but buying 
where you've got intense agriculture it's a lot of land to acquire. They're all established, traditional 
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farms and some of them quite famous. So we had this very delicate operation of acquiring these 
lands without making any song about it. 

It's now history, of course, but a very reputable firm was selected and they were given the job to go 
in there and buy that land, not be fussy about the price. We didn't want long, knock-down, drag-out 
arguments, but there is a price at which people say: "Well, let me grab it. It's better than I thought I 
was going to get." Don't forget there wasn't any capital gains tax in those days. 

So in surprisingly quick time and with surprising secrecy the whole farming area was acquired. 
Then, of course, it came out that Alcoa had bought it, or somebody had bought it on their behalf and 
also that they had to be farmers. They had a proper farm manager and everything. My instructions to 
them were that you've got to produce the best grain, the best sheep and the best cattle for everybody 
to see so that they know that the alumina doesn't give the cows the rickets, nor does the sheeps' wool 
grow inwards instead of outwards because of "these stupid plants around the place." 

I also learnt something about this from France. There was one place there where they erected a 
nuclear plant and the French, of course, just press on regardless. I think getting up to 80 per cent of 
their power generation today is from nuclear. They are the biggest percentage in the whole world. 
They find it's the best and the cheapest so they just pressed on. But this particular plant I visited at 
one stage, they had to divert the river to go through the plant for cooling water. There was a great 
outcry about this. They were very cunning when they were building it, they had display places 
around showing you what was happening, what was going in, how it would work when it was 
finished. Very, very clever; they spent a lot of money on it. Then when it was finished, where the 
men sat to have their lunch, the tourists going through had to be able to see them and they saw they 
were ordinary people. They didn't have two heads and they were eating sandwiches out of a 
lunchbox like everybody else. It was very good psychology. 

Anyhow this particular place where all the fuss was on, they disclosed after twelve months that the 
plant hadn't been working. [laughs] So they'd just been playing games. No-one was ever prepared to 
criticise that station again for fear he'd be made look stupid, you see. Of course, in the meantime 
people had blown their mouths off about the cattle and the sheep and other things, the crops had 
been ruined and so on. So I learnt a little bit from that. 

However, today if you drive through Pinjarra, one of the world's great refineries is there and the only 
time you see it is at night-time, because it works 24 hours a day, so it's got to be very brightly lit up, 
so when you drive through the main road you can see the lights, but in the normal day time you drive 
through more times than enough and you'd never even notice it. It's tucked in there under the hills 
and the farms are all around it. 

I don't know whether they still have the same farm manager there. He was not only a first-class farm 
manager, and a successful one, but he also had a wife who used to be a soprano singer in J C 
Williamson's, one of the stars. Of course, when she went down there, this is another gain. My wife 
and I used to go down to some of their shows. They used to put on things like King and I and do it 
superbly, probably at a cost that Alcoa didn't know, because I think all the stage fittings used to come 
out of their workshops, [chuckles] but that was another little community service. She was top-class. 
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She not only was a great performer herself, but she also had a great capacity to get truck drivers, 
everybody, enthusiastic in this thing, including the king. He was a truck driver, had never been on 
the stage before. He became so impossible after he'd played this part, [chuckles] rehearsed this part 
and then played it for the season. I think they did it ten consecutive nights because the hall was so 
small they had to do it so often to get everybody in. Of course, then people wanted to come from all 
over the place; they did it superbly. But this chap strutted the stage and they tell me they had ajob in 
unwinding him [chuckles] after it was over. 

You know you get one person in a town like that it can make a tremendous difference. She did quite 
a few of these things and she loved it and she had the ability to do it. You've only got to get one 
person that has the standard and the ability. 

However, that's the story of Pinjarra: very efficient, and was at that time the most efficient and most 
cost effective refinery in the world. Then they had to have another one so they went down to 
Wagerup and did exactly the same thing, although they don't farm down there. They'd made the 
point. No-one ever raises the issue. They still are their own neighbour. That's an even more efficient 
plant; just been further expanded. 

The plant down at Collie, near Collie (that's Worsley; that's not an Alcoa plant) the expertise for that, 
the aluminium, alumina and bauxite expertise for that comes from Virginia in America: the 
Reynolds people. Originally a tobacco company and went into aluminium because their competitors 
tried to stop them getting aluminium foil for their cigarettes. So they became a great aluminium 
producer. Old man Reynolds of the day said, "Well if they won't sell it to me I'll make it myself." So 
they became quite an important aluminium complex throughout the world. This is a plant of theirs. 
They're one of the big shareholders in it. They have others, but they're one of the big ones in it at 
Worsley. 

So that's the story of how it developed, in the meantime always improving in efficiency, the plants 
becoming more cost effective. 

Now there's another side to the Alcoa story which is as important as anything that I've told you. 
When it was first established I had a pretty bad time with the environmentalists and the WA 
Newspaper. Poor old Charlie, he was really getting a hammering almost daily on this thing, because 
they weren't telling the truth about it. When I say 'they' I'm talking about the critics not the company. 
The company was telling the truth. So eventually I had to say to them, "Look this is all very well 
from your point of view, for me to be fighting this battle and some people believe what they hear. It's 
not good for you, it's not good for me. I won't always be here. The next minister who comes along 
mightn't be as prepared as I am to take the bowling. He might say, 'Well I want to sleep at night and 
I'm not going to be bothered with this sort of stuff-, the company better fight its own battles." 

They were very sensible about it, as Alcoa always is in these things. I found them a good neighbour. 
Some companies, some corporations, are not good neighbours. They have a very selfish approach, 
but I always found Alcoa to be good neighbours. They sat down with a number of experts and 
worked out a plan for the handling of their environmental problem. Part of that plan, of course, 
meant getting the public informed. You couldn't expect the newspapers to do it, you couldn't expect 
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radio and TV to do it for you, because they're usually on the side of the agitators. So they had to 
devise a new technique and they then started bringing into the mining operations as well as the 
refinery (particularly the mining operations) a never-ending stream of people. 

I know my wife organised the Church Ladies' Guild, and the local Liberal ladies: the local women's 
section they had. Other people found it to be a good way to entertain their members. They'd take you 
down in a bus. They'd give you morning tea. An intelligent young man would take you around and 
show you the battlefield after they'd done the small area of clear-felling. Then they'd show you what 
it looked like six weeks after. They could then by that time show you six years and even ten years 
later. It was a pretty impressive story. So all of a sudden you had a body of informed public opinion, 
not from the tycoons and so on, but ordinary decent people, young and old. If some dear lady comes 
up when somebody's holding forth about the carnage that's going on down there and this terrible 
company called Alcoa and so on, it only wants some little lady to say, "Have you been in there? 
Have you seen it? It's not quite like that," to stop the whole thing in its tracks. 

After two years from then I never answered a question again on Alcoa's environment problems. It 
was there for everybody to see: the improvements that they'd made, the accessibility and the work 
they were doing in connection with dieback, the work they were doing in connection with 
reafforestation. Of course today Alcoa's a very important part of the supply of trees, suitable trees to 
go on to farms for the rehabilitation of land, not measured in thousands, but tens and tens and 
hundreds of thousands of these things. So they have now projected themselves from their immediate 
area of need in themselves, out to helping other people, and are now known to be experts in the 
matter. 

I think that covers the Alcoa story and the bauxite story with two exceptions. One relates to 
aluminium. I have been very, very sad to think that we haven't got an aluminium smelter here. 
There's only the Burke Government to blame because when I left the ingredients were all there. I had 
occasion to research this when I was getting evidence ready for the Royal Commission on the North 
West Shelf. An aluminium smelter was one of the keys to increasing consumption of natural gas by 
one means or another. It didn't have to be straight into an aluminium plant where you're using mainly 
electricity. But it was a use for the natural gas in the form of energy in one way or another, which 
meant that other forms of energy had to be roped in to provide for your power generation. 

In those days - it's slightly changed now - in those days you wouldn't dream of using gas for power 
generation unless you had flare gas. In other words, that's gas that otherwise would be flared off. 
You'd always use coal or oil in preference. But that is changing because as invariably happens they 
learn new technology and they're able to produce electricity from gas using a completely different 
technology which changes the economics of this energy use. 

But we actually arranged for Alcoa to acquire a piece of land. The reason why Kemerton is so big 
was that we were following this principle of "be your own neighbour". They'd already been through 
it once with me with Pinjarra, and then again with Wagerup, so they didn't have to be sold on this. 
So it was intended that they would be in the middle of Kemerton and they'd be their own neighbour. 
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I had a reaction from local farmers, but we actually took some farmers to America to show them an 
old plant and show them a modem plant. The difference is unbelievable. I think June Craig either 
went with one of those parties because it was in her area down the South West, or she went about the 
same time. I wanted to get members of Parliament as well as local farmers, people other than me to 
see for themselves and hear from the local USA farmers, because the transformation in a period of 
30 years in America alone was quite fantastic. One of the newer plants you went to you just couldn't 
believe it was a smelter any more. With one of the older ones you wondered how they used to 
tolerate it; but that's the change that takes place. 

Now right out of the blue, not only did the Burke Government make a mess of those negotiations 
and they got too heavily involved with the South Koreans. I won't go into that detail, but they really 
made a mess of it. I had to look at the whole of it when I was doing the papers for the Royal 
Commission. It made you want to SCREAM when this thing had been prepared so carefully over a 
period of years. So he encouraged Alcoa to sell the land, and that's what is now available for other 
industry down there. You saw the SCM, which is the new form of titanium dioxide production that 
used to be at Australind. That's now there. You've got the plant that's been the subject of so much 
controversy in the last few weeks, almost few days, where the government subsidised its production. 
I'm just trying to think - oh silicon, the silicon plant. I think if there's not a third one there, there's 
another one being negotiated. 

Now I'm all for those industries, don't get me wrong, but when you look at it, what a perfect place it 
is, or would have been, to have an aluminium smelter with all the huge quantities of alumina 
available, just diverting a bit of the export into a Kemerton plant using the same railway system that 
was going to take it down to the port anyhow. It was all worked out very, very carefully. Even the 
power stations that were going to supply it were worked out in my day. We still haven't got an 
aluminium plant and Alcoa would have been entitled to say: "Well, if Mr Burke wants us to sell it, 
we've done our best. Thank God Court's off our back, but there can't be the same urgency about 
having an aluminium smelter." If you want to start an aluminium smelter now you've got to rethink it 
all over again and get a big piece of land so as to be your own neighbour. 

Now we're exporting alumina to Victoria, which makes me screaming mad. It was bad enough with 
the first one at Geelong. When they put the second one in that was more than I could bear. However, 
that ran into a lot of troubles. One of the problems about that is, it might surprise you to know that 
using Australian shipping in those days, it cost more to take alumina from Kwinana around to 
Geelong than it would have cost you to send the alumina anywhere in the world in foreign ships. In 
fact somebody did a sum (it sounds crazy, but it's true) that you could put it in one foreign ship and 
take it to Japan, put it into another foreign ship and bring it back to Geelong and it would still be 
cheaper than sending it in an Australian ship from Kwinana around there. 

Now I know I'm talking about a period some years ago and there has been a lot of progress made 
with coastal shipping in Australia and I'd be amazed if that absurdity still applies, but I'd still be 
amazed if we couldn't transport it a lot cheaper if we let foreign ships pick it up on their way past. 
Now I'm all for the Australian ships carrying it, but I would also insist that they certainly couldn't 
charge more than 50 per cent more than a competitive overseas company could do it. If they wanted 
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to charge more, okay, in comes the competitor. I'm all for them getting some protection on our coast, 
because we do need a merchant fleet [but not open ended]. In a time of war a merchant fleet is 
almost as important as your navy. People forget that. 

But that's that part of it. I think I've covered the two parts that I left. 

Ri No, one was the refinery. 

COURT No, one was the smelter. 

RJ Oh right. I'm sorry, the smelter, yes. 

COURT And the other one was the transport of the alumina to Geelong. 

Ri Ah, so that's the second part, yes. 

COURT I think that's given it a fair coverage, unless you've got some more points. 

RI Well there's just small things like you said that you'd managed to come to an 
agreement over forests, but did you really satisfy all sides? 

COURT Oh, you never will; you never will. That's what governments are about. The 'stop 
everything' brigade. There comes a point when you listen to them and you try to reach common 
ground with them and then you have to say, "Look you're going beyond a joke. We're going to have 
an industry, unless it's an objectionable one that any sensible government wouldn't tolerate it 
anyhow, but we're going to have this industry because it's a good one." The world won't let you lock 
up your resources anyhow. As long as the company does what is fair and proper and is prepared to 
accept the costs that go with that, well we're going to go on. Don't forget this company [Alcoa] that 
was so vilified, without any logic at all. People just wouldn't listen to logic, you couldn't reason with 
these people. That's where they defeat their case; that's where they become discredited. 

I notice even Mr Keating today was saying in effect, "We've had you blokes, you're not fair. You're 
not prepared to accept a fair thing." It was very interesting that he should say this about the people 
who put Hawke into government last time. It just shows you get so far down the track and you can't 
keep on giving in to these people. 

Now we had that situation, except we were probably stronger. We knew what we wanted to do; we 
knew what was fair. We weren't oblivious to it. I think I've told you enough things today to realise 
long before the greenies became headlines, we were talking conservation and the environment. I can 
give you some more about that relating to nickel up in Kambalda. This is before there was anything 
on the statute book even, we were still talking conservation; the companies were talking 
conservation. 

So I have no qualms about what happened there [Alcoa] at all. I just remind you that last year the 
Alcoa people received an international award. Now it wasn't just a tuppenny halfpenny thing you get 
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from some crowd that could have been financed by industry to give awards. This was a United 
Nations organisation. It decided to give an international award to a mining company for 
commendable practice. Now the people who had been so vehement about this, objected to them 
getting an award. I think that was the LAST straw. Rather like somebody was a poor surgeon and 
wasn't doing an operation very well and then he worked hard on it and he learnt how to do it 
properly! So you're not going to let him work any more because he wasn't too good when he was an 
apprentice. I think Sir Ninian Stephen made it very clear, because he was the one that had to make 
the presentation. It was after he was Governor General, of course. He heads up some environmental 
ambassadorship or something of the kind for the federal government. He just wouldn't be deterred 
from it. I know he said to me at the time, "Here's somebody that's done the right thing and no-one 
says thank you." So he said, "I'm going to make the presentation, although they're objecting that there 
shouldn't be a presentation." Now that's how crazy the thing is. I think that's the complete answer to 
what you asked me earlier. 

END OF TAPE 87 SIDE B 
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RJ The fact still remains no matter how well a company carries out reafforestation and 
rehabilitation, that our jarrah forests, as you have identified, are slow growing and have become very 
fragile with dieback and all the rest of it. How do you feel yourself about the scar on the Darling 
Range? 

COURT What scar? 

RJ That huge area of.... 

COURT Where is it? 

RJ On the Darling Scarp. 

COURT You're talking about the granite pits for road material. Well, I just remind you that 
because of all the research we did - and bearing in mind those things have been there since I was a 
boy; not as big as they've become. 

RI And they're growing and growing, and growing. 

COURT Well, are they? Well, they'd have to be growing if you're going to have roads anyhow. 
You try not having roads. But I just remind you that the techniques of development have changed so 
dramatically that it's a quite different thing when you're talking about a quarry today to what it was 
when you were a girl. 

RJ But does it affect you personally when you see something like that, or doesn't that 
worry you? 

COURT Look, I take a pretty sensible view about it. If it was completely uncontrolled and 
largely as it was in the early days, that they just got it out as quickly as they could as cheaply as they 
could regardless of what it looked like, then I would be concerned. Don't forget I was involved in 
governments in twelve years in one stretch, eight in another, that were always dealing with this 
question of trying to find a way to improve, and also to improve the areas that had been damaged. 
There's a lot of changes made there, you know. 

I just also remind you about how, with a bit of foresight, you can turn quarrying into an asset. Before 
you were around, when Mundaring was built, and I doubt whether you'd even be about when 
Canning was built, no-one worried about the environment then. A dam was to go there and they had 
to get material from near there, full stop. What it was going to look like later didn't matter. That's 
why in the early days (they might have improved it now) there weren't any real nice picnicking areas 
at Mundaring or Canning. You could go there - and lots of people went - especially when they used 
to overflow regularly. People would find a way. 

But I just remind you when they put the Wellington Dam in, look at the beautiful use of what could 
have been an eyesore, and they turned that into a great asset. It's almost as though it was sculptured. 
It probably didn't cost very much to do it, because you've got to get rid of the stuff anyhow and when 
you take the selected stone out you're going to use it in the dam. But to leave it finished off nicely as 



TAPE 88 SIDE A COURT 1136 

it was down there, that was a new look. Somebody cared all of a sudden. These things are evolving 
all the time. 

The scars in the hills, you're going to have them in one form or another, but you can provide that the 
way areas are quarried that they won't be so much to view as they've been. Also then, if you are very 
farseeing in the planting of trees and the like, even the revised system, the modified system, the 
reduced scar, will not be as obvious as it would otherwise be. 

So the answer is you've got to keep finding a better way. But no-one's yet invented a way to build 
roads decently without proper materials. If you didn't have proper materials, I'll tell you you'd have 
more people on your back about the bad roads than you would about the scar on the hill. So that's 
what government's all about. You can't always do the nice, sweet, easy things. One thing I learnt was 
the sooner you do the nasties the better. You can demonstrate that you had it right. 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library Building on 12th 
January 1993. 

Sir Charles, we were discussing bauxite/alumina last time and there are other aspects like Mitchell 
Plateau and Upper Swan that we will talk about further later when there's time for you to do a review 
of various papers etc. Let's move now, for the time being, to solar salt. You had in 1966 the Leslie 
Solar Salt Industry Agreement Bill going through the Parliament in August of that year. What was 
the background to that agreement? 

COURT You've heard a lot of talk about solar energy. When people get on to me, as they used 
to in those days and still do, about the use of solar energy I remind them that we're using solar energy 
and have for donkey's years in a huge, huge way. Somebody did make a measurement of the energy 
that goes off the salt crystallising ponds every day. It's an unbelievable figure of energy. But still 
that's beside the point. The fact is we have a remarkable climate in the Pilbara for the production of 
salt. When you bring in sea water and using solar energy at its best you produce all this salt for 
export. 

So I was always interested in how we could harness the particular attributes of an area. You're 
inclined to look at some areas and say minerals, yes, but otherwise they're too arid, they're too dry 
and too remote and a thousand other things as to why they can't develop. But if you look a bit deeper 
and compare that part of Australia with some other country that has similar terrain you do get some 
ideas, possibly not for the immediate present, but for the future. So your mind's going around like a 
tin of worms with these things all the time. You become very conscious of the fact that you're not 
going to live all that long. You know you're not going to be able to do all the things that you want to 
do, but you can at least give it a try. 

One day when I was flying in to San Francisco, I became conscious of the salt industry they have 
there. I'd already made some enquiries from a previous trip when it had been pointed out to me that 
they were there. It seemed rather odd to me that in a country like that and in a city like that where 
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they had such huge populations compared with ours and they were always looking for land, that they 
should be using this piece of real estate to produce salt. 

On that particular occasion I made some enquiries and found out the role of Leslie Salt. I also found 
out that there was pressure for them to get out of that production there. It was real estate that could 
have been used more profitably, more appropriately. After all there were so many places in the world 
that could produce salt given the right climate and the right terrain and so on. I duly made contact 
with Leslie Salt and found that they were quite receptive to the idea of producing salt in Pilbara 
because they would be producing that salt to export to the chemical markets of the world. 

I must admit in all my ignorance I'd always thought of salt as being salt on the table. I was quickly 
disillusioned on that; the amount of salt you'd want for table salt would come from more refined and 
much more easily handled production. 

However, enquiries soon revealed that the chemical industries of the world use these huge quantities 
of salt, plus the fact, of course, you need the salt if you're going to produce chlorine. The salt 
approximately divides into two main portions, one of which is easily transportable and storable and 
the other one is not. So that immediately whetted my appetite because by this time we had the big 
demands of Alcoa within our own State for one half of the salt component [caustic], and we still had 
the other one that you could only handle through a petrochemical plant. You have your caustic and 
your chlorine. You roughly split it in two. One we desperately needed and we could easily export it 
because it was transportable, it was storable. The other one was a problem unless you had a 
petrochemical plant on the spot. It was not transportable except in small quantities with very special 
arrangements which made it uneconomic. Therefore you had to have a use on the spot if you're going 
to use big quantities. 

However, having equipped myself with that knowledge I was able to talk more intelligently with the 
Leslie Salt people. I found them good people and they really were the pioneers of this large scale 
production. They would have liked to have the sole rights, but we had to say: the sun's for 
everybody, the sea's for everybody, and there were the two main constituents - salt water from the 
sea and the sun. The only other requirement really is a piece of suitable land on to which you can 
bring the salt water and have a series of crystallizing ponds. 

There is another source, of course, such as you have at Carnarvon. That's where you have salt lakes 
that are themselves suitable for the production of, and the harvesting of, salt. So we had the two 
distinct possibilities. 

However, Leslie Salt were the people that really made us face up to the realities of it: what was 
involved, how it could be done and so on. 

We ran into some problems subsequently that I'd overlooked. If we were going to export this through 
Port Hedland, we had this problem of the iron ore which is notorious for its dust. Subsequently, of 
course, we learnt ways to control the dust. That was long after Angus Richardson's favourite aside: 
"We'll start to complain about the dust when it clogs the cash registers." But for good reason, both 
for the work force as well as for any people nearby and for other reasons we had to find a way of 
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controlling the iron ore. They've done that very, very successfully compared with what it was in the 
early days. 

But it did mean that if we were going to bring the salt to Port 1-ledland, we were going to run into a 
problem of conflict of interest because the last thing the salt people wanted was not only the 
contamination and the deterioration in appearance of the salt when it got covered in iron dust, but it 
also, of course, had a metal content that they didn't want. When you're selling something like that 
and you've got to explain something away, such as a coating of dust, iron dust in particular, you're 
behind scratch with your customer. So it did bring a rather nasty confrontation there for a while. But 
I'm getting off the track a bit because that's further down. 

When we negotiated with Leslie Salt that was not thought to be a factor, was not known to be a 
factor. So we negotiated over a fairly long period, by the way, because they weren't quite ready and 
they had to readjust themselves to an overseas operation to produce salt. However, they came and 
they faced up to all their commitments. 

At the end of it all I have to say that we had our eyes on something other than salt. Salt was to be a 
key industry in its own right, but bearing in mind it was a low-priced commodity at that time; not the 
most attractive from a profit making point of view. You had to think of some other dimension and 
that was the potential chemical industry from the bitterns. I found it a bit harder to catch up with the 
complexities of salt than I did any other industry, because you get into this chemical world with the 
processing of the bitterns as distinct from the production of huge volumes of salt. The bitterns are 
something you've got left and in most cases just runs into the sea, or is allowed to go back into the 
sea. We made a number of attempts to harness the bitterns, but up until the time I went out of office 
we hadn't been very successful. 

There was another case at Carnarvon where we had an industry [Texada Potash] which not only 
provided for the harvesting of salt (bearing in mind that was not salt from sea water, that was salt 
from salt lakes), but it was supposed to have some characteristics which made it ideal for the 
production of potash. Now to the credit of the man who was mainly involved with that, he did try 
hard and I think invested and lost quite a bit of his own money in producing potash, but that didn't 
become a commercial proposition. The export of salt, yes, but not the actual chemical process. It 
would have been a wonderful thing if you could have produced this by-product of potash, 
particularly in a country like ours that uses a lot of potash. 

But I just mention this in passing because we weren't just thinking about producing salt. When you 
looked at salt, how much you could produce, how much you could sell, and how much you could get 
for it, it wasn't a very exciting type of industry. If you could add to that another dimension, the 
chemicals out of the bitterns, or the potash out of the Camarvon project, you were looking at a 
completely different animal. 

Ri Do you remember why the potash wasn't viable? 

COURT Purely a question of economics. It wasn't because of the technical question of 
producing it. I have to say one day all of these things will be done. I know for instance Richard, as 
part of his policies, is working on these, but you've got to get people, private enterprise people, who 
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will come and do these things. Governments tinkering around with them are only wasting their time. 
You might do laboratory work and some research work and be able to come up with some good 
ideas. But the conversion of those ideas from laboratories and from research work into reality is a 
very tricky business. If governments are doing it you can bet you're going to lose a packet, but if 
private enterprise is doing it they will find a way because they no doubt have had experience in other 
countries. They've been through a lot of these problems. If they haven't one of their contemporaries 
have been through it all. Somehow or other this knowledge seeps through to various countries and 
various industries of the world. 

So one day the salt industry will be more than just producing salt; it will get down to a point where 
they do get a major industry out of the bitterns. You can realise that a comparatively small tonnage 
of that sort of chemical would be worth more than all of the huge tonnages of salt. 

However, we did negotiate with Leslie Salt. The agreement was completed and they went on and 
developed their project. 

Now we subsequently had overtures from a number of places. There was CRA, who already had 
their establishment at Dampier and at Karratha with their iron ore project. They saw in this another 
industry where they could hitch it on to their existing main corporation structure. So they made 
overtures to go into the salt business; hence you have Dampier Salt. There was also Lake Lefroy 
exported through Esperance. Again you were not producing salt from the sea, you were producing it 
from lakes that are famous for their salt content. There was Lake McLeod out of Carnarvon. 

So all of a sudden we had a rash of salt projects and each one with its own characteristic. 

Ri Who was responsible for Lake McLeod? 

COURT Lake McLeod, the gentleman's name I'll think of because he was very closely 
associated with the iron ore development and other development in Western Australia. He was an 
American, who headed up, not as the proprietor, but as the chief executive, one of the major 
American construction companies. He died not so long ago. He came and lived in Western Australia 
subsequently. In later years he was a very sick man, but he became a patron of the arts and made 
some rather important gifts. Apart from having a very valuable collection of paintings, he also made 
some very generous contributions of art and in addition privately and very quietly he supported some 
very worthy charitable foundations. I'll get his name for you. I should know it, but it's a long time 
since I had intimate dealings with him. But by the time I see the transcript I hopefully will have his 
name. 

He was the man who was the brains and the motive power behind Lake McLeod. In fact I'm quite 
certain without a man of his dynamic characteristics, rather aggressive type of characteristics, 
McLeod would never have got off the ground. There were so many things that were against it. Even 
the port construction at Cape Cuvier had tremendous challenges to produce a port there that could 
resist the cyclones and would be a safe berthing for ships coming in there. But he was determined 
about it, and it wasn't our money. 
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It had a number of problems. Transport from Carnarvon out to where the salt was produced. It was a 
fascinating exercise. I almost got to know the lake as though it was my own. If you're going to have 
any success in negotiating these things, you've got to get yourself into the mind of these people, the 
great enthusiasts they are. Although you don't understand the chemistry of it, and you don't 
understand the terrific hydraulic forces that are at work, at least you've got to get a comprehension of 
the magnitude of what's going on. It becomes quite fascinating. 

This man in particular was a fellow you had to hold back. You didn't have to kick him or push him 
to get him to go. You had to hold him back all the time, for his own sake. I felt that he was being a 
bit rash in the way he was undertaking it, and was investing in it. Don't get me wrong, I wasn't there 
to tell him how to spend his own money, but we didn't want failures. You've only got to get one 
failure in twenty projects and the whole of your State gets remembered around the world by that one 
failure. 

That's why we had to get rid of the Midland Railway Company. I think I've probably told you about 
that at the time, because we had this strange little company on the London Stock Exchange quoted at 
some ridiculous price. I forget how much; could have been a penny a share or something. This thing 
bobbed up as I think the only WA public company on the whole of the London Stock Exchange. The 
only way to get rid of it was for the government to take it over, incorporate the railway into ours and 
wind that old company up and get it off that stock exchange. That was just as much a driving force in 
my mind at that time, as getting it incorporated into a railway system so as to have it part of a more 
comprehensive and a better railway system. But you can imagine when we're pushing Western 
Australia and some investor or some banker would look up to see what London quoted public 
companies were there in Western Australia that he could look at as a guide and there's this one 
company that hadn't paid a dividend and had no nett assets that mattered and so on. 

However, I only mention that because we were very anxious that everybody be successful. If people 
have been successful you have no problem, it attracts other people; it's like a magnet. People want 
more of the same. 

So you can imagine all of these projects in the area of salt. We went from nothing to [four or five 
projects]. I suppose that would be wrong to be concerned. Some purists would challenge me. There 
was a time when we used to produce certain quantities of salt at Rottnest. There would have been 
other people that produced salt at some stage, but only in bagfuls. We're talking now about millions 
of tons. So we had to study all of these proposals. 

At this point Leslie Salt got rather testy about the whole thing. They said, "Look we believed that we 
would be the only salt producers here. All of these people are going to be competing in the same 
markets as we're in." Mainly in the chemical field, of course, the glass industry and the chemical 
industry generally and so on. So I had to appease them and make sure they understood that we could 
not give anyone exclusive rights to anything like this. Especially when you're dealing with things like 
sea water and sun. To say that only one company could have access to those would have been 
political suicide and it would have been stupid anyhow. So they got used to it. I must admit we had 
to stroke them fairly gently for a while. 
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I wouldn't know the relationship between the present owners of Leslie Salt and the people we 
originally dealt with, because a lot of changes take place, especially in America. You're talking to 
one lot of owners one day and you get a takeover, so I'd be surprised if the original people are there. 
But that was always in my mind, the pioneer of major large scale salt production. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 88 
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COURT Now CRA approached their project much more professionally, for the want of a 
better word. They were a major mining company and they had a major engineering facility. They 
went about theirs on a different basis - the same principle, of course: taking sea water and converting 
it into salt. The geography of the project gave them a different project altogether. 

There was a very famous area where the sea water comes into the project. You have this huge 
collection of fish all swimming around in this area. It's unbelievable. A lot of them come in when the 
water comes into the scheme through the very limited entry, as you can imagine, because they have 
to keep all the rubbish out, or they try to keep all the rubbish out, but some fish get through there. 
Then, of course, they grow there so you get huge fish in this pond, just milling around in this area. 
They seem to live together. I've never worked out how they survive. It's always part of the showplace 
to go and see this area. Whether it's still there I wouldn't know because I haven't been over to the salt 
works for the last couple of years. But it was always one of the fascinations for tourists to go and 
have a look at this collection of fish; all sorts of shapes and sizes and colours. They all seemed to 
learn to live together. 

They didn't have that sort of thing at Leslie Salt. It was a different system of intake. But as you can 
imagine this water comes in and then it progressively works its way through the different ponds. The 
technique at Leslie Salt is different because they stretch over something like a 25 mile area from 
where their water is taken in from the sea. It works its way through these ponds on a fairly narrow 
strip of land right through until it gets to the final crystallizing ponds at the Port Hedland end of the 
project. It works its way through there with the sun doing its work progressively. 

Dampier is a much more compact area, a bigger tonnage. I would say that it's probably much more 
skilfully designed than the Leslie one, but their technique was different, so I don't say that by way of 
any criticism at all. I've got no reason to believe that Leslie Salt was any less efficient because after 
all in the final analysis it's the sun doing the work, and they're using the same sun. 

But you'll be interested to know that by this time we were a little better informed and I'd become 
interested in bitterns. So the question arose about what we were going to do with the bitterns. Could 
we store them? How soon could CRA, through their Dampier Salt, undertake research, either 
themselves or get somebody else to process the bitterns. We devised the idea of storing them. If you 
know the area there, there's a causeway goes through from the road to the airport, near where the 
railway marshalling yard and workshops are for Hamersley Iron and it goes across some low-lying 
land there. That's the way you get across to what is Dampier. In my early days up there there was no 
causeway and we used to go around by fishing boat we used to borrow from Miller around at 
Samson. A clapped out old boat it was too, but it was the only way to get around there. Subsequently 
the causeway was put in. So it formed a natural barrier between the Dampier Salt and where they 
were going to store the bitterns. 

Don't laugh at this, but this is where I had to do some study on the sex life of the prawns because the 
EPA people and the Fishery people, who we consulted with all of these things to see if there was any 
problems, they said, "Look you've got to be very careful because this is a very important prawning 
area." All that area, the bays around there, Nickol Bay and all those places near there, they're great 
prawning areas: king prawns, tiger prawns, [banana prawns and other marine life]. Apparently the 
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breeding grounds were in these mangrove swamps there. It's very crucial. So I couldn't understand; 
we weren't going to touch the mangrove swamps. But they said, "If you let these bitterns just be 
discharged there you could upset the whole cycle." So we had to work out a system whereby the 
bitterns were diverted somewhere to an area that wasn't going to interfere with this breeding ground. 

I know it was explained by the scientist in very simple terms so that I could understand, that 
apparently the breeding cycle goes on well below the actual bed where the water is in these 
mangrove swamps. When the rains came and the rivers come down, the fresh water causes some sort 
of irritation when it gets into those areas which are normally tidal and salt. That triggers off some 
sort of a cycle and wonder of wonders the next thing is that you've started the cycle to make sure that 
you're going to have a good prawning season down the line. That's in very, very simple terms. So I 
realised immediately the one thing we mustn't do was to injure those breeding grounds. 

So the whole of the construction was undertaken by CRA for their Dampier Salt project to protect 
that. They accepted that. I don't know what the position is today because a lot of things have 
happened, a lot of seasons have come and gone, but we've never yet developed an industry to use the 
bitterns. There's been a lot of experimentation and there's quite a few people who have devoted a lot 
of effort both in respect of the Dampier ones and the bitterns from Leslie Salt. But I know of no 
commercial industry yet established. 

I couldn't tell you the actual products that you get from the bitterns, but they are quite valuable and 
saleable. But again like all of these things there is a market for them and you can very easily saturate 
that market. However, I hope people don't give up looking for these things. One day you'll find 
somebody in the world who knows how to do it, wants to do it, and will do it, and 'hey presto' you've 
got another industry. It's the sort of industry that might not employ a lot of people, but it employs 
people with special qualifications and that leads to something else. 

Now Lake Lefroy was a tricky exercise because you've got to export the salt through Esperance and 
that brought with it an involvement for a railway. One of the Japanese were heavily involved in that - 
if I remember rightly, C Itoh. They must have put a lot of money into that project, which they would 
not have had any return on. It was persevered with by the people concerned, again not with State 
government money. But I was a bit worried that between all of them we were going to finish up 
having so much salt that we'd ruin the markets for everybody, but somehow or other they sorted 
themselves out. 

Now years down the track when the man who was the brains and the energy behind the Lake 
McLeod project, he dropped out of it and sold his interests to CRA. To the best of my knowledge, 
they operate on a different basis, on a more restricted but more effective basis today, but purely as a 
salt project. The talk of the potash plant, I think died with the previous man. That's as I understand it, 
the salt situation. 

The Dampier people ran into a problem with their salt, but that was within house, because don't 
forget the iron ore shipping facilities at Dampier are those of Hamersley Iron. That is a subsidiary of 
CRA. Dampier Salt was owned by CRA. So their problem was one in-house as to whether the salt 
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shipments on a special wharf that was created in Dampier would get contaminated by the iron ore, 
because when the wind blows it's amazing how much that fine dust can blow. Iron ore, of course, 
being fairly heavy, it doesn't blow as much as some, but there's a dust there that's not iron, of course, 
and that's like any other dust and just gets into everything and will carry big distances. But they had 
to sort that one out amongst themselves. That wasn't for us. If they wanted to export through there, if 
they wanted to produce salt, they had to learn to live with one another and they've done that for years 
now and they are a very big and very efficient producer of salt. 

They used to have all of their accommodation at the salt project, but they subsequently decided it 
was much better to build accommodation in the Karratha residential area. They put up very nice 
accommodation there, and would have minimal people, if any, living at the actual salt operation; 
people working there, but not necessarily living there. I think that's as much as I can give you from 
memory on the salt. 

RJ Well that's marvellous as usual, Sir Charles. Also mentioned though, through tracing 
the Bills going through Parliament, is Exmouth Gulf Solar Salt in 1969, and Shark Bay Salt 
Proprietary Limited in '69. 

COURT Yes, I'm sorry I've had a serious omission there. The one that came before all of them 
was Shark Bay Salt. Shark Bay Salt was one of Garrick Agnew's projects. When I first heard of it, it 
seemed to me to be quite crazy. It seemed to be so remote. I couldn't see how you could turn it into a 
commercial exercise. But Garrick, being Garrick, he'd worked it all out pretty well. So I had to go up 
there and have a good look at the whole thing to see how we were going to accommodate it, bearing 
in mind that the moment you start to do anything up there you ran into, in those days anyhow, a very 
small group of people who were fearful of anybody who came along, particularly the fishermen. Not 
the easiest lot of people to deal with, although I usually managed to get along with them pretty well. 
But they had a very valuable fishing ground there and they liked to feel that it was theirs. They also 
had a very difficult marketing problem. There was no-one locally to sell fish to, because don't forget 
you didn't have any iron ore industry, you didn't have Karratha, you didn't have a big population like 
Port Hedland is today, and that sort of thing. There was none of that at all. 

So selling their fish was a very, very tricky marketing exercise. I'm not here to talk about the 
marketing of their fish, because that really caused me a lot of anguish up there. They wanted to sell 
their fish, naturally, in the best market they could. But on the other hand they weren't prepared to 
enter into business-like negotiations to get continuity of outlets. If you're going to get somebody 
that's going to give you continuity of outlets, you've got to be prepared to take the rough with the 
smooth. You can't go for, say, the premium prices for a short season for somebody who's smart 
enough to fly in and get your best whiting for a short season, then expect somebody to plod along 
and take all of your fish, your trash fish, everything, for the whole year, at a reasonable price. In other 
words you've got to have an equalizing factor and that wasn't easy. 

I got a group to come up from Fremantle, a good group to come up, but the fishermen were always 
suspicious of them. I was thoroughly convinced from my own research that they were good people, 
that's why we selected them, and that they were treating everybody fairly. But they had to make a 
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profit in the finish. They had to provide a reliable transport system. They had the problem of getting 
the fish to markets and so on, on a constant basis. You didn't get these prime whiting all the year 
round, you only got them at short periods. These fishermen then would want to sell them to some 
fellow who was smart enough to fly in a light aircraft and take them out because he could get a 
premium price for them for a short while. 

However, let's get off the fish, but that was another little episode that all arose out of getting involved 
with Agnew, because they were very suspicious of Agnew. The fact that he wanted to produce salt 
meant that he had to have crystallizing ponds. You had to bring in the sea water and you had to 
convert that into salt. The climate and the terrain, everything was superb for it. He never set out to be 
on a big basis. 

Then, of course, he had the problem of shipping, so he had to build wharves so that he could take 
ships; not big ships, but ships that could come in there. You were having to bring in whatever ships 
you could get for the particular cargo, bearing in mind it wasn't a big enough operation to have a 
fleet of ships that just came and went, came and went, like you could get with, say, a major iron ore 
operation. So he showed great ingenuity in putting all that together. It was what he was best at. He 
had to build this wharf and the only way to do that was to build it alongside a little island that you 
could have a link to. I forget now whether it was a bridge or a causeway out to the mainland. It was 
quite close. 

So I duly negotiated all of this and we approved everything and construction duly took place. I think 
there was some dredging that had to be done, but not much, because he wasn't going to bring in big 
ships. I'm guessing when I refer to the tonnage of them, but I doubt whether he brought in anything 
over 20 000 tons. I'd be surprised it if was 20 000; more like 15 000. They'd come into this place that 
rejoiced in the name of Useless Loop. 

You see some funny names up there, going right back to Dampier's day. Some of these got their 
name because of the local experiences. You know, they probably sailed their ships in to find a 
channel through or something like that, and they'd give it a name appropriate to the occasion, and 
this one was Useless Loop. It was a terrible name for people. People would say: "Where do you live? 
Where do you work?" "Oh, I'm at Useless Loop." Quite a few times the wives up there used to make 
overtures to me. Rita and I went there. I went there quite often, but Rita went there a couple of times. 
She used to enjoy it, it used to be wonderful, and she could have an afternoon with these ladies there. 
They used to produce the most extraordinary and most beautiful cakes I've ever struck. I never had 
time to eat them all! The one thing they used to talk about until they got used to it: "Can't we get a 
better name? Useless Loop! People laugh at it." 

However, this was distinct from Denham, which we know as the headquarters of Shark Bay. So this 
was all duly constructed and then there's all hell let loose. I think every bird lover in the world must 
have descended on David Brand and wanted Charles Court sacked. Don't push me for the name of 
the bird, but apparently there was an island there that was the haven of this particular bird. I know it 
was quite a small bird. I'd done the unforgivable: I'd allowed Agnew to build his wharf structures on 
this particular island. That meant, of course, you had to level some of it so as to make it workable 
and so on. When we did our research we found that they were correct, with one problem; that the 
islands on the map were wrongly named. I'd meticulously protected the island that had been given to 
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me as not useable, and thought I was a big chap in protecting that. It was no problem because we 
didn't want it. But in fact the island that I'd given to Agnew was THE island, had it had the right 
name on it. This is the one with the bird on it. 

Well, what could we do? David said to me, "Well, you're in trouble this time, boy. You'd better work 
out something pretty fast about this one." He said, "When you're dealing with a bird [chuckles] 
you're in more trouble than you are in dealing with a thousand people. It could be a thousand 
children and they still wouldn't cause you as much trouble as A bird. 

So we went to work on it and we found that it had been a genuine mistake. Anyhow some of the 
people were quite rational about it. I saw them and we explained how it had happened. It was quite 
honest, the mistake that had been made. That's not unusual. Don't forget Samson, when I first 
became the Minister, was spelt with a 'P' [Sampson]. In Freddie Samson's mind that was even a 
bigger crime than taking up this island with this bird on it. But these things happen. 

However, what did happen was that because of the habitation, and because of the fact that the 
seamen used to, while they were loading the ship (it was a fairly slow loading; it wasn't all that 
efficient; they would be there for several days), while they were there they'd throw their scraps to 
these birds, and so the birds multiplied. I came back to Dave and I said, "I think we've got the 
answer." I said, "I've just been up to Useless Loop and there's birds everywhere. [laughs] They think 
it's wonderful, and they've got used to people and, of course, they're getting more food, they're 
getting more water than they ever got." So we thought this was good, so we thought we'd convey this 
to the bird lovers. 

Well, the next assault on us was greater than the first. "You ignorant people," you see, "you've upset 
the balance of nature," because nature looked after it before and they kept their numbers controlled 
because it was a very harsh place and limited water and all that sort of thing. "What you don't 
understand, you morons, is that nature looks after these things and they sort themselves out, and they 
balance their own population and all that. You've UPSET all this. You've fed them, and goodness 
only knows what bad things, genetic things, are now going to be in them, because you have gone and 
upset them with kindness." 

After that I gave up. I realised you couldn't win, unless you were leaving the place as a desert, and 
then we'll go off and find some other place to live, but that was my experience over Useless Loop. 

But that project persevered in a modest way right through all that time and I suppose in some ways it 
was the project that sewed the seed in my mind about taking sea water, or the water out of a salt lake 
and turning it into money, turning it into a product. 

The Exmouth one Ijust couldn't off the top of my head give you an answer, but we were subject to a 
lot of pressure for that one. I forget the date of the legislation for that one. 

RJ That was August '69. 
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COURT Yes. I think we resisted trying to get too many of these things, in a nice way. There's 
only so much salt that the world can absorb and we're mighty big suppliers of salt, and good quality 
salt. What I was afraid of is that you'd finish up having a glut in the market and none of them would 
prosper. My understanding is that salt has only become an attractive investment in recent years. It's 
taken all that time to find its own level, and for the users of salt to pay a decent price that would 
make the projects that have survived, profitable. 

END OF SIDE B TAPE 88 
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RJ Sir Charles, to move on to the next subject in the mining scene, we have nickel and 
the first agreement Bill to go through the Parliament in your time was in August 1968, when we 
have the Nickel Refinery Western Mining Corporation Limited Agreement Bill. What was the 
background to nickel? 

COURT Well, nickel is a remarkable factor. When I was quite a young man and I was going 
up to the goldfields and including Marvel Loch on some mining matters for a modest client I had, I 
had to get involved in some of the jargon up there, apart from the fact I used to be fascinated with 
some of the talk in the hotels. Not so much in the big Kalgoorlie hotels, but when you got out to 
places like Marvel Loch and places of that kind, you'd have these people come in and have their few 
drinks. It used to fascinate me, the stories. Anyhow, particularly in Kalgoorlie, they used to talk 
about contaminates and I was fascinated with this question of the contaminates because everyone 
was gold, gold, gold. They'd condescend a bit to some silver, but gold was their goal. Anything else 
was a contaminate. 

I had not realised then, of course, that ore that had been rejected in those days, because it was 
contaminated with nickel, which I gather had some processing problems, today, of course, would be 
mined for the nickel, and gold would be the by-product; copper would be a by-product. There's a 
famous mine in Palabora in South Africa, which is almost the identical distance direct east of 
Johannesburg as Kalgoorlie is east of Perth. Palabora is famous for a number of reasons, but it 
probably at one stage was the most efficient mine in the whole world for extracting various metals 
out of the mineral. I think they had fifteen proven different constituents in that ore and at the time I 
was there they were extracting economically something like eight or nine of those. They said that 
sooner or later they'd extract the lot. 

They used to boast about the fact that by the time they'd finished with that ore, the only thing that 
went down the road on a conveyer belt was the residue, which was like a very fine - not sand, but a 
very fine remains of what had been through the crushers and all that sort of thing. You can imagine a 
very fine, uniformly fine material. It was superb for concrete making. So that probably made some of 
the best concrete, because it was uniform texture, and the nature of the materials in it, you see. That 
used to go down the road to a cement works down there, or concrete works. 

But that came long after [i.e. after my early goldfields experience], but it just does demonstrate today 
how they will take an ore and treat it for what's in it, no matter how complex, as long as it's 
economic, of course. So many things that have been thrown on scrap heaps, dumps and the like 
today, probably have a mineral or a metal in them that one day will be reprocessed, as we've seen 
with our gold dumps. Many of those gold dumps have been reprocessed today for the gold that was 
in them, whereas by the process they knew at the time they had got as good a recovery as they could 
get. You won't get much out of those gold dumps now, they've been retreated, because they have 
new processes, chemical processes. You get the advent of that new process they're using in gold 
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processing. I'm just trying to think of the name of it now; something in pulp.' I'll think of it in a 
minute, but it's a new process, which has revolutionised the extraction of gold, so you're not leaving 
much for the next generation in the dumps. 

But I only mention that at some length because in all of these ores they have their complexities and 
that ore in Palabora was mined predominantly as a nickel ore, but it had copper, it had palladium, it 
had silver, it had gold. You name it, it was there, but they were able to extract them in the main 
economically. 

Well, in those early days, of course, nickel was spoken about as a contaminant. There's always been 
known to be nickel there after they developed the fields. I can't imagine that Paddy Hannan would be 
very interested in it. He was after gold. They were all after gold, gold, gold. So later on you get more 
science applied to these things. You get better technology in terms of treating and processing. So all 
of a sudden people used to talk about nickel; they've found nickel. The fact that you get gold out of it 
(you might get copper, you might get other things out of that host ore) was regarded as quite 
extraordinary. 

So if you can start with that premise you'll understand why we're now talking about a completely 
new mining industry; or a completely new product within the mining industry. I'm not quite sure 
whether Western Mining Corporation themselves, through their own geological staff, found these 
deposits where they were predominantly nickel and not gold, or whether it was some outside 
prospector. I'm not quite sure on that; it's easy to find out though. 

But as far as we were concerned it was Western Mining that came to us and said, "We want to mine 
nickel." So we then set about putting this deal together, because they'd done all the work as was the 
custom, the private companies, the little prospectors who found something. They probably sold it to 
some bigger company that in turn might have sold it to somebody else. But eventually they came 
along with a project quite different to, say, the old gold mining days where they wouldn't have 
needed an agreement, because everything was so well established for the mining of gold under the 
Mining Act. 

That explains why you don't get the sort of agreements that we had for iron ore, we had for nickel, 
and we had for bauxite/alumina, for gold. They've been doing that ever since the beginning of the 
gold rush. But this was something new and, of course, it didn't have the magic of gold about it. 
Somehow or other when you talk gold they all seem to understand what the law is and they all 
understand how far they can go within the law. That's why they operate very much within the Mining 
Act. 

But bauxite was a different kettle of fish and so they wanted to have a special agreement. It was also 
different to the North West, in the Pilbara area where we were dealing with iron ore, because with 
nickel you were in an area which was very much established and had a mining tradition. It's a 
completely different ball game to, say, starting in Pilbara where you didn't have this great mining 

1Carbon in pulp is the name of the process (CC). 
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tradition as distinct from a little bit of tin they used to find in the Pilbara, a little bit of gold they used 
to find in Pilbara, a little bit of manganese. But it didn't have a great mining tradition like Kalgoorlie. 

So it was quite unique negotiating an industry such as the nickel industry within an area which was 
steeped in mining tradition. So we had to do the negotiations then in this setting. Keith Parry was 
one of the real stars within Western Mining; unfortunately a man who lived not all that long. His 
passing was a tremendous loss to Western Mining. He had great responsibilities, both in Western 
Australia and in South Australia. A wonderful man; a real miner. His whole life and his attitude, 
everything, all surrounded mining. So he was one of the main negotiators at that time. 

In fact it was he who gave a talk some time before he died to a group of mining people and 
government officials. I well remember this because I was intrigued. I was no longer in office so I 
went down to the Sheraton Hotel, where I knew this wind-up talk was going to take place at the end 
of this seminar, and I just snuck into the back of the hall just to have a listen. Keith Parry did his 
summing up on behalf of the mining industry. They had on the platform sixteen departmental 
representatives, all from different departments; sixteen of them on the platform. No minister. I had to 
laugh and say, "If that had been my day there would have been none of those departmental heads and 
there would have been the minister." The departmental heads would be sitting in the crowd, but we 
wouldn't have had sixteen in those days. Probably had Bert Telfer and maybe somebody else from 
his department, or you'd have had maybe some of the engineering people, but only specialists in a 
very limited way there; in limited numbers, that is. 

So I sat in the back and Keith really summed the thing up, the result of their day seminar. He said, 
"When we" (that's Western Mining) "negotiated Kambalda Nickel Project," he said, "we dealt with 
one man. We were able to actually start exporting a product, admittedly only concentrates" (not 
smelted products or refined products, but concentrates as they're called) "within ten months." He 
instanced the fact that the Olympic Dam in the uranium project in South Australia, at that day they 
had already exceeded 70 departments and instrumentalities that they had to negotiate with, with 
more to follow! He gave the example, he said, "Now what chance have we got?" Admittedly in my 
case it was a 'one stop shop'. It was my job to go and deal with all of these people, but they [WMC] 
didn't have that problem. It was my job to solve all those problems, bring in a minister if I had to, 
bring up a departmental head if I had to. This is the difference, and the difference in Australia. 

You don't have to be any less discerning about matters to do with the environment and protection of 
the land and that sort of thing. That doesn't mean to say that you're any less vigilant at all, but you've 
got to do it and do it NOW. If something shouldn't be done, make sure people understand it shouldn't 
be done, instead of having the experience that CRA had over that coal mine recently, encouraged by 
the government to do more and more work and probably spend anything up to 30 million dollars and 
then the moment the unelected people started to work on them, the EPA people started to work on 
them [the project was vetoed]. They don't get any compensation, they're just told, "Sorry old boy, 
we're not going to develop that coal mine." Well that sort of thing should never happen. If they're 
going to be stopped, they should be stopped at the start before they spend a lot of money. It leaves a 
bad, bad taste in people's mouths. 



TAPE 89SIDEA COURT 1151 

Anyhow we settled down to negotiate this thing. Sir Laurence Brodie-Hall was then Mr Brodie-Hall 
at the time and he was still very active. He was a very good negotiator, but we had people like Keith 
Parry and others. Arvi Parbo don't forget wasn't far from the scene. Sir Lindesay Clark was still 
around. The negotiations went fairly smoothly, except we had a problem. See, up in the North, in 
Pilbara, where we were going to develop the iron ore, the companies provided everything. There 
were no rail services, there were no roads, no power, no water, no schools, no anything. So they 
provided the lot. It was a green fields start. 

In Kalgoorlie it was different because you already had the Kalgoorlie/Perth railway; you already had 
the railway from Kalgoorlie down to Esperance; you already had the Kalgoorlie Water Supply; you 
already had some forms of electricity going into Kalgoorlie. So you had to try and work out a deal to 
superimpose the nickel project on these things. For instance, it was obvious that there would have to 
be some boosters on the water supply. Now in the North they'd had to provide the water, full stop, 
but in this case the water's already there, but not enough. So negotiation had to be, at the expense of 
the company, Western Mining Corporation, to get the water line boosted so that they could get 
access to enough water, on an agreed basis, at an agreed price. So that took the place of negotiating a 
whole pipeline like you had in the North. The same thing with power. The same thing arose over 
rail. You were talking about extensions to lines, and not the provision of the basic line, say from 
Kalgoorlie to Perth, because it was already there. Again rail freights had to be worked out, whether it 
was going to go down to Esperance, or whether it was going to go to Perth or to Fremantle and 
Kwinana. So it was a tricky exercise. 

The one thing that was simple was the town. I used to get angry, but now I just feel sorry for some of 
these people, these environmental extremists, who won't acknowledge that people thought 
environmentally long before they ever learnt how to spell it. It's very interesting, when the contract 
was let for Kambalda township (and if you go there today you'll find out what I'm talking about) the 
houses there are not in straight rows like you normally do; you just put a chain along and have them 
all alike as two peas, you see. You're going to have 60 foot frontages, or whatever you're going to 
have, and that's the block, full stop. The contract provided there that not a single tree was to be 
touched in building these houses. The houses had to be located accordingly. Not that there were that 
many trees there, but those that are there are native and they are important. The houses there are not 
in a straight row because the contractor had to protect those trees and there was a penalty if they 
damaged them. So it's quite unique going back that far. 

The township also assumed rather an embarrassing situation because at one stage they'd found that 
they'd put some of the town on top of what proved to be a very important piece of ore reserve. So 
that part had to be relocated, but these things happen, don't forget at no cost to the government, you 
see. That's when the government's not doing it, and the companies have to do it: they're mighty 
careful and they're very frugal about it; they don't waste money. 

So I give you that as an example. There was a very nice town established, a very good town spirit. 
Some real old timers who were used to mining towns were there. You can imagine the quality of 
houses there compared with what had been traditional in Coolgardie, Kalgoorlie and Boulder. In my 
earlier days the standard material was corrugated iron. All of a sudden you've got Kambalda built, 40 
miles out of Kalgoorlie, with a lovely new idiom in housing. Not only its location, pleasant location, 
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but a very nice style of house, built for the climate and built to stay; not just for ten, twenty years, but 
looking into the future. The shopping facilities, the education facilities, they were all very much an 
improvement on what had been done before. 

In fact it caused a little bit of resentment because Kambalda's pretty close to Kalgoorlie and a lot of 
the old-timers who had accepted Kalgoorlie, Boulder and Coolgardie and around about there, all 
those towns, for what they were, all of a sudden they find this high quality housing and 
air-conditioning and all that sort of thing up in Pilbara and now down in Kambalda. They were rather 
resentful of what they had. It settled down pretty quickly because people in those old established 
gold mining towns, they're a pretty hardy lot and they've got used to a way of life, whereas these 
other people starting off they had to be started off at a new level, new quality of housing, new quality 
of education, hospitals, all that sort of stuff. Every other show that was developed, by the way, 
followed the same pattern. 

Now having got Kambalda established, the next thing was about processing. You know they're 
talking about adding value today, and it could make me angry, but it makes me smile when you think 
that somebody's just invented it. The first thing we were talking about at the start was how do we 
process that nickel? The concentrate is the first form of putting the ore into a form that is saleable. It 
goes through the processes of crushing and treating it, but it's only a concentrate. Then you can either 
smelt it or you can refine it or you can go through the different stages, or you can go direct. 

So the next thing was to get a smelter. Now Western Mining were very receptive to our idea of 
adding value by a smelter. That smelter's about eight miles out of Boulder and Kalgoorlie. You've no 
idea by this time how people had started to spell the word environment and environmental impact 
studies and all of these things, you know new phrases that started to occur. Everyone once they read 
it in a book they said, "We want one of those." You can imagine the way people reacted in 
Kalgoorlie with the thing eight miles out of the town and what they [EPA] wanted done there before 
the environmental protection people would approve it. So I had to buy into that one in a big way. 
They [EPA] were suggesting a very high stack. I forget the height of it. It was ridiculous, it was like 
Jack and the Beanstalk, it would disappear in the clouds and you'd wonder what it was all about. I 
know Brodie-Hall came to see me about it. He was pretty ropeable about it and so was I when I 
heard about it. I don't know how we'd have ever built the dam thing, how you get people to go up 
that high to build the dam thing. Anyhow we arrived at a sensible compromise and got on with the 
job. 

Now if you'd lived in Kalgoorlie all your life, and Boulder and those places around there, you'd be 
lonely without some sulphur around the place, but all of a sudden people started to talk about sulphur 
and everyone started to get interested and excited about sulphur. This is how the whole scene 
changed. If you don't have a government there that has a bit of sense about these things nothing 
proceeds. Of course you don't want to pollute, of course you don't want to do things that are 
dangerous for health. But you've got to be realistic about it in getting something to work on a 
competitive basis. 

We ran into another problem. It would have been much more economic to put that smelter at Port 
Pine: not at Kwinana but Port Pine. There were three alternatives in the finish: one was Kwinana, 
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one was Port Pine, one was Kalgoorlie. You'll be surprised to know the order of priority in terms of 
economic operation was Port Pine, Kwinana and last was Kalgoorlie. 

We had to explain this to the people that if we put that smelter where it should go, it would be Port 
Pine, because they're used to smelting, copper smelting, you see, in a big way. We could get a very 
attractive freight rate to take the ore - the concentrates - not the ore itself but the concentrates - back 
to Port Pine as backloading on the Trans Railway. They were making very, very serious overtures 
because they don't get enough stuff going back that way. Whereas going down to Kwinana it had to 
be a prime freight. There was no backloading for that particular type of freight. 

So it was a very difficult time. Thanks to Western Mining Corporation, they were very, very loyal to 
Kalgoorlie. Brodie-Hall's influence was very strong. Keith Parry's influence was very strong. Parbo's 
influence was strong. So they eventually agreed to put the smelter there, at some economic 
disadvantage, out of sheer loyalty to Kalgoorlie. 

Side by side of this was the question of refining nickel. You can sell concentrates overseas as an 
export commodity when it's shipped to smelters and refineries, or you can take the concentrate and 
go to smelter stage when you then can sell that as another product, or you can get it refined. Now 
there is a refinery built as part of this total project at Kwinana. Now they refine nickel to about 99.9 
per cent of purity. There's been some trouble with the government over getting power costs down 
and all that sort of thing, to expand it. It will be disaster if they don't go on with that. That's the sort 
of lovely adding value you want. I laugh about all this talk about adding value, but this is the basic 
thing; this is where you start to add value. If you can take nickel ore and you can get concentrates 
then through to smelted ore, and then through to refinery you've got pure nickel that you're selling 
going up in value all the way. 

So I think if we might leave it at that point for this time, but that completes the cycle as far as 
Kambalda is concerned. We were able to negotiate concentrates, smelted ore [nickel matte], and the 
refined nickel. It's not all sent out by the way as refined nickel, but that's what we'd like to see. Next 
time I see you I'll tell you something about the extensions of the nickel industry that followed 
because of what Western Mining did. 

END OF TAPE 89 SIDE A 



TAPE 89 SIDE B COURT 1154 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library Building 
on 16th February 1993. 

Sir Charles, last time we were talking about the nickel industry and you finished with the 
comment that you would be telling us of the extensions of the nickel industry that followed 
because of Western Mining's activities. 

COURT I think it's important to remember that we owe a lot to Western Mining 
Corporation bearing in mind they were born in gold and they had some people there who believe 
in gold. They've given their life to gold, but down the track they've been wise enough (even back 
in the days of Sir Lindesay Clark) to get into other things like the bauxite/alumina, and wise 
enough also to bring in Alcoa. Without Alcoa I don't think they would have been able to find a 
way because the technology of alumina and then aluminium smelting is not possessed by all. You 
won't get the capital investment anyhow without the technology. So they were wise to do that. 

Then they got involved in nickel, bearing in mind that, as I explained last time, nickel was for 
many years regarded as a contaminant. It was rather like in the North West shelf when all those 
years of exploration and they'd say, "God, not more gas!" because they were desperate to try and 
find oil, but they kept finding more and more gas and almost looked on it as a disappointment 
when they'd found some of the world's great natural gas deposits. 

But all of a sudden the penny must have dropped and somebody realised that we must be sitting 
on a great province of nickel. That is the case. WMC at one stage were one of the great three. 
There were two American/Canadian nickel complexes that were number one and number two 
respectively. Then I always regarded Western Mining as being next. They threw some doubt on 
that the other day when they referred to the fact that when they get Mount Keith in operation they 
will be the third biggest, but I thought they were third biggest when they had some of their other 
projects working alongside of Kambalda. However, be that as it may they've always been an 
important force in nickel in the world once they got Kambalda going and got it going so 
successfully when they became not only exporters of concentrates but of nickel matte and then 
refined nickel. 

So we owe a lot to Western Mining; they've really made us important in the nickel world. But 
they were always looking for alternatives because any mining company worth its salt is always 
looking for other deposits. Minerals are finite, not like agriculture where you have a renewable 
resource. Any mineral is finite. It doesn't matter how big the deposit, you've got to assume one 
day it won't be there. Some go for hundreds of years, but you've got to assume one day they won't 
be there, so the wise companies are out looking for additional deposits, better deposits, might be 
better grades, less contaminants, all that sort of thing. 

Western Mining are a great exploration company. That's why they're a great mining company; 
they've always been great explorers. So they have been constantly searching for new nickel 
deposits. I can't give you the exact names but there have been a number of other people looking 
for nickel. There have been a number of other projects that have been started, but the one constant 
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thread in nickel has been Western Mining in Western Australia. For instance you had that Finnish 
company that I believe will be joining with Western Mining in the great Mount Keith deposits. 

But they recently had a project opened by the Premier, that's when Dr Lawrence was Premier, just 
in the last days of her ministry in the run up to the election. It must have been some 
embarrassment to her because she'd made a big, big thing about adding value and she had to open 
a wholly foreign [Finnish] owned project which was going to process nothing, just send their 
concentrates off to Finland. But that's not a long-term project. I was quite surprised that they went 
on with it because they've got this other arrangement with Western Mining. I won't try and spell 
the name, I'll send it to you.' [They have since withdrawn from Mount Keith.] 

Can I come back to this question of the Western Mining role. Now it is a fact of life that just as we 
have a province of iron in Pilbara, we have got a province of nickel in the goldfields area, starting 
maybe south of Kambalda (let's have that as the datum peg) and going right through until you get 
up to Mount Keith. It's a very interesting belt; it is a province of nickel. I believe that when we 
develop it all we will be, if not the biggest producers of nickel in the world, we'll be at least 
second. I don't think that matters much; if we're in one, two or three positions, we're pretty big. 
Maybe it's not such a bad thing of being in number three so that we go on for longer. 

But it's very important and we identified this very early. This is one of the advantages of always 
talking to people. My technical knowledge of mining would be nil. My technical knowledge of 
steelmaking and all of these things would be nil. But you do have a responsibility to understand 
what things look like, smell like, what smoke they make, what noises they make, all that sort of 
thing. In the course of talking to these people you pick up a comprehensive knowledge which 
made it clear to me that we had this great province of nickel. So it won't surprise you to know that 
in between Kambalda and Mount Keith you have a project like Agnew with the town of Leinster. 

Agnew was originally developed by a different company altogether, quite a reputable company, 
but no Western Mining. Western Mining does understand the Eastern Goldfields. That's rather 
important. They've got a superior knowledge to anyone else that I know in that area. The aridity of 
the area, the social and other problems of the area, the crankiness of the geology. They seem to be 
able to live with all that. People like Brodie-Hall who worked for them when he was the manager. 
He was the manager at Bullfinch, places like that. If there was anything to be got out of it they 
knew how to get it out. With technology improving in gold all the time and with nickel, it follows 
that they have a lot to contribute. That's why you've got to keep people like Western Mining 
happy. 

That was the sadness of Taylor, the Deputy Premier in the Lawrence Government. Because of the 
union pressures on him in Kalgoorlie where his electorate was he was not prepared to bite the 
bullet on Kambalda, which would ensure over 100 million dollars of further capital investment to 

The joint venture partner was Outokumpu Metal and Resources (CC). 
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also give security of employment to existing people and maybe a few more. They [Labor 
governments] don't seem to have this capacity to understand that it's the job of government to get 
rid of these bottlenecks. 

So I hope you've got the picture of this great province of nickel that would be probably south of 
Kambalda. People don't really know because you've got to search to find out. But say it starts at 
Kambalda and it sweeps right through up to Mount Keith and goodness only knows what's 
beyond that. But Mount Keith is very big. It mightn't have as good a grade as Kambalda and that I 
can't vouch for because as they apply new technology they often change the whole character of 
these deposits. 

So it was always my great ambition that we'd have this great belt of nickel opened, not to develop 
it in stages so that maybe in three or four hundred years time you worked your way up north of 
Mount Keith. But it's a good thing, as we have in Pilbara, to have a number of projects working 
because it can give diversity of supply to your customers. Even if you have the same companies 
operating, if they had a bad accident, a bad mining accident or they had an unexpected flood, as 
you can get in these areas. I've told you the story of the bridge that was washed away on the 
Nullarbor Plain. 

RJ We haven't got that on tape yet Sir Charles, but we will get it. 

COURT Haven't we? That demonstrates in those areas where you can have horrendous 
floods. So anyone who ignores the forces of nature is just being quite irresponsible or stupid. 

Now I used to always be on the back of these people trying to find out what they and others were 
doing. I never dreamt that we'd have Western Mining taking such a big hand in developing 
because don't forget today they operate Agnew. That's a good thing because they made a great 
success of Agnew whereas the people who started it weren't able to attack it with the same 
boldness and the same knowledge as they had. They were good people, but they weren't able to 
attack it with the same boldness as Western Mining, which is a classic example of a truly 
Australian mining company that does understand Australian mining conditions. Some of the 
English companies today don't do so well and some of the other foreign companies don't do so 
well because they haven't got this feel of Australia. 

See, look what a tremendous job that Western Mining have done in South Australia in connection 
with the Olympic Dam Uranium Project. Now their partner in that is British Petroleum. It always 
seemed a bit odd to have an oil company involved in minerals, but they and Shell and others have 
done it. Some have done well and some haven't. But it looks as though Western Mining will 
finish up owning the whole of Olympic Dam anyhow because they have pre-emptive rights to 
acquire the BP segment of Olympic Dam. However that's between them and not for me to have a 
guess about. 

But Western Mining eventually took over Agnew after it had shut down. Now I was out of 
Parliament when Agnew was shut down. I must say that behind the scenes I got involved, which I 
make no apology for because I could see how easy it was to keep the darn thing going. If you're 
going to shut down a mine because of a recession in that particular industry, or an oversupply in 
that particular mineral, well it costs a fortune to get them going again. 
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In my long experience, the engineers and the others will give you a plan to shut down a mine and 
for the reopening of it. When you come to reopening, it never works out because say it's five years 
down the track, even three years down the track, say it's ten years down the track, new 
technologies have developed. It would be stupid to reopen that mine as just a revamped version of 
what it was, when you've probably got to put a lot of money into it and look at it as a new exercise 
and make sure that when you've reopened it that you have a thoroughly modem mine that's ready 
for another ten, fifteen, twenty years of life, or more. 

So I shuddered when I heard that my beloved Leinster was going to be put in mothballs. Now you 
might wonder why Leinster? See, when we were planning Agnew the people who John Parker 
was dealing with on the day-to-day detail nuts and bolts of the thing, they were approached by 
some scientists and said, "Now look, I know the Minister doesn't think much of us blokes, but we 
think that it's about time somebody did a scientific appraisal of establishing a mining town." 

What they do, they come along and that's where the mine is, so that's got to be where the minerals 
are. So somebody says, "Now where will be a good place for the manager's house?" Okay that's 
usually not a bad sort of a place a little removed, but close enough. "Where's a good place to put 
the town?" and things like water and a few other things are sorted out. Also one of the controlling 
factors is the commuting distance for the workers. In the old days no-one used to worry much 
about a bit of noise, a bit of smell or a bit of smoke or social things. People didn't get so fussy 
about those. But those things have changed and we're rather proud of the fact that it was a Liberal 
government, it wasn't a Labor government, that negotiated to get such improved housing and 
schooling and other conditions in these towns on the basis they had some permanency. Here again 
that's why this nickel province becomes important. If you can get something that's going to go on 
and on and on for hundreds of years you can plan things like education and transport so much 
better. 

So anyhow the scientists approached the company and Parker and he thought they might find me a 
bit more receptive than they thought. So we had a chat about it and he said, "You know it 
wouldn't be a bad idea if we did let these science people have a play around a bit with their 
different disciplines and see if they can come up with a number of factors as to where to put the 
mining town. We might get a bit of a shock." 

So I said, "Right, it's a long-term mine, it's not just a Johnny-come-lately, fly-by-night type of 
thing." So they came up with an idea of putting the town about seven miles away from the mine, 
which normally would have been frowned on because they like to have a short commuting 
distance. They came up with a number of very interesting reasons; the difference in temperature in 
those two places was quite remarkable. I'm not talking about twenty degrees difference or 
anything like that, but five, seven degrees is quite important. People have got to live there for, in 
some cases, the whole of their lives. The other thing was the soil in what is now Leinster was 
much better for growing things than near the mine. It was quite different soil as you can imagine; 
the mineralogy and the geology of it was quite different. 
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So we took note of all these things and we said to the company, "You've got to provide the 
money. It means you've got to have a longer commuter road," which had to be a quality road. "It 
means you'd have the town of Leinster which would be out of sight and sound of the mine." When 
you went home you couldn't see the mine, even with the lights at night. You couldn't get the 
smell or smoke from it, or noise from it. So that was quite novel. 

So the location of Leinster was agreed on. The company accepted the extra costs. They felt that 
the social factors of climate, water, soil and the ability to grow things was quite important. 

So then they went further (it gets contagious this sort of stuff) and they brought in some proper 
town planners and it's a lovely little town. Rita and I sort of somehow or other got involved. I'm 
not sure whether they adopted us or we adopted them, but we got quite interested in it. It was quite 
remarkable because the children can go to school there on their bikes without crossing a road. It's 
a very compact town too and everything's where it should be, all the sporting facilities. It was 
quite a neat, attractive looking town and it was different. It was pointed out you could see the soil 
was different, the rocks were different. It was much easier to have sporting facilities. They had 
pony clubs. You name it and they had it down there. 

So you get sucked in with these things a bit. Rita and I were there at the time and I said, "We'll 
give you the Charles and Rita Court Garden Trophy for the best garden," just to encourage them to 
do something about it. They thought it was a good idea and it took off. So I had to produce the 
trophy, bearing in mind we had a rather strange rule that the minister had to buy those. If he was 
smart enough to offer a trophy that meant he had to buy it himself, it wasn't passed over to the 
Premier's Department because we had a pretty tough Treasury in those days. "What's the authority 
for this?" The authority for it was that I offered a prize and they said, "Well, it was the Charles and 
Rita Court prize, it wasn't the WA Government Prize." So ever since then we've paid for it. 

But why I lead up to this, this town was established and it became a lovely little town, a very 
strong social complex. Just before Christmas they used to present this Charles and Rita Court 
Trophy [for the best garden], and some of the gardens were beautiful, really they were. I was 
surprised at what they could grow because they got off on the right foot believing they could grow 
things. It wasn't just an ordinary mining town. 

I also made a rod for my own back because I said, "We won't have cups and plates and that sort of 
thing. We'll buy nice things like crystal or ceramics or something that can be used in the house, so 
when they leave the place they'll be able to take these away with them." Well, I let my head go a 
bit the first year and I've had to keep up the standard, but it works, it works very well. 

Now this went for a period. We used to try and coincide our Christmas visit with the Leinster 
presentation. We used to enjoy it. They used to have a great Christmas rally that day and have 
Father Christmas and all that sort of thing, which is all good for the local people and their 
families. This Charles and Rita Court Gardening Trophy became the feature at the end of the day. 
It was quite remarkable to get this enthusiasm over something like this that normally would be a 
bit ofajoke. So we gladly kept it going. 
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All of a sudden we heard that the company that started the town and started the mine had got into 
some difficulties because of the downturn in nickel and they decided they were going to mothball 
the whole show. Now I was no longer Premier, minister, or member and I should have kept my 
nose out of it, but I knew all the people concerned. I approached them and said, 'Look this is not 
good for you, not good for BP and it's not good for the other people who are involved in it," 
because I know from long experience that reopening a factory, reopening a mine, never works out. 
If it's closed for more than a few weeks a lot of things intervene, as I've explained. So I really got 
in touch with all the people concerned and said, "Look I've had an informal approach from the 
unions. That's the people directly involved at Leinster. They came to me - not to the Labor 
government - but they've come to me and they said, 'Look we believe that it's better for this 
show to keep going than to shut down; it might never open again and the town will never be the 
same. So can somebody get a message to them? We can't go through the normal channels, but can 
somebody get a message to them higher up that if they like to talk to us about a reasonable 
rearrangement of our awards. We know that they can't continue under the present awards. We've 
got enough sense to realise that, that we've had a damn good thing and it just can't compete with 
the rest of the world with today's prices. Now we know that, we understand that, What we're 
telling you is that if they came up with a proposition based on them not losing any money - they 
can't expect a deal to make a lot of money - but if we can do a deal whereby they don't lose any 
money, it's going to be better for them and for us to keep the employment, keep the place going, 
so that when the price does take off, it'll look after itself.' 

END OF TAPE 89 SIDE B 
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COURT I do believe that had I been talking to Western Mining Corporation instead of the 
people who were there at the time I would have had some success because I took it as something of a 
compliment that union people should be contacting me. There's always better people in these unions. 
They would have had a bit of a problem to sell it to the hardliners, but if you get a whole town like 
that that wants to protect something it's amazing what forces you can assemble. I do believe that I 
would have got much further with Western Mining. I just forget who were the partners at the time. I 
can probably fill that in by the next time. But I went to them at the top level and I was prepared to go 
overseas if necessary on the matter I felt so strongly about it, just to keep the thing going. 

I have to make a confession that Rita was a bit concerned about it too because of her dear little 
Leinster, you see. So it was the town that was sort of calling to us rather than the mine, but the two 
went together. 

So my efforts were in vain and they did put it into mothballs. Now I knew that it would never get 
back into just the same form. 

In the meantime, of course, Western Mining came in and got involved. That made me pleased 
because I knew they'd do the mining side well if it was capable of being mined and then being 
developed because the original development was not based on the longer term bigger tonnages that 
were there. It was based on getting a mine going and then hopefully as it prospered you could go and 
do the other things. That's not unusual. But with the slump that occurred it didn't permit the mine to 
get developed into an operation that would have been like other operations where you can go 
through the lean periods with internal modifications and then pick up again, but still keeping the 
main structure operating. 

Well, of course, the first thing that happened was that the town of Leinster had to go into mothballs 
too. They did have the good sense to keep it going on a caretaker basis because by this time a 
number of quite important little goldmining shows (not all that little, but by giant standards they 
were quite small) were on the perimeter of this place. They were wise enough to do a deal for some 
of those people to use Leinster as their dormitory so at least you kept the water supplies and the 
sewerage and drainage and the infrastructure, power supplies and that sort of thing, working. You 
had enough people who came in there to keep the town going, but it was nothing like having the 
people that all had the one interest of Agnew Mine. 

The place started to take off again. I'm just not quite clear now whether Western Mining had got the 
place rolling again, with the mine rolling again on a transition basis ready for a more efficient 
operation on a bigger scale, or whether the town was just surviving on the satellite goldmining 
operations in that area, some of them quite prosperous. 

However, I got involved there with another gardening prize one Christmas, which I had to take care 
of. Again we followed the same system of giving them something that was useful in a house that 
they could take away if they wanted to, if they ever left there. But I'm now reminded of the fact that 
why we got involved so heavily the first time was we let the winners pick their own prizes. We told 
them, "Look, get something nice for your house." They took us quite seriously. When it eventually 
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came through on Aherns' bill I know it was a bit more than I bargained on, [chuckles] but we coped 
with that without any problem. 

Now, of course, the town is going again and this Christmas after another break they asked me if I'd 
like to continue the prize. So I launched myself into Aherns and I saw a most beautiful piece of 
Stuart crystal, which was a vase, a lovely looking thing and you could just see it on somebody's 
table, their lounge or something of that kind, together with some of Leinster's flowers. So I really 
spent more than I bargained on, but I was pleased to do it because you develop an affinity with the 
place. So this Christmas I couldn't take it up myself, but I got Norman Moore to take it up for me. I 
got a lovely letter from the people who won the prize. They seemed to be delighted with it as it 
would be a very nice piece. It was a lovely piece of Stuart crystal. 

So that's the story of Leinster. 

But now, of course, we've got the latest announcement that Mount Keith is going ahead with 
Western Mining in joint venturing with this Finnish company. That will be an interesting exercise 
because Mount Keith is, from what I recall, unless they've been able to prove it otherwise, very big 
tonnage but low grade. In terms of the economic stability of a state a huge tonnage lower grade is a 
better economic investment than a high grade smaller tonnage project. I don't know if it's just a quirk 
of nature but if you have a high grade gold mine it's usually got a small tonnage. If you have a low 
grade it's usually a bigger tonnage. So you get a more stable and a longer term project from a low 
grade efficient operation than you do from a spectacular high grade small tonnage projects because 
they don't spread the gold or nickel, whatever it was, over a longer period. They just want it out as 
soon as they can. If it's a concentrated deposit with a higher grade, well it's human nature to want to 
take it out quickly, whether it's gold, whether it's nickel, whether it's anything at all. 

So you can see this pattern develop where nickel has become a very important long-term thing. This 
became very obvious in talking to people like Keith Parry and Arvi Parbo and others in the early 
stages of Kambalda. 

There are a number of smaller nickel projects that have been developed and by the time I see you 
again I'll try and get the name of a few of those. They're all part of the province, but they weren't the 
long-life things that are going to support a town for a generation or two. 

RJ Sir Charles, what about Poseidon and that huge take-off for a time there? 

COURT Well Poseidon was a tragedy from our point of view. It was contrary to all we 
believed in and all we'd practised. I will try and get you a list of a number of - not exactly satellite, 
but smaller nickel projects. The reason why they didn't last all that long was because I do believe 
they were basically small tonnage projects and there wasn't the exploration that went into a project 
that Western Mining would have done whereby they would have been trying to establish a greater 
life before they got involved. However, that's another issue. 
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But the Poseidon thing was an absolute tragedy from our point of view. It was foreign to all that we'd 
done and all we believed in. All of a sudden we found that Western Australia was hitting the 
headlines throughout the world because of this Poseidon nickel project. We did our best to try and 
explain to people that it was only a hole in the.... It wasn't even a hole in the ground, it was a drill 
hole, or holes that demonstrated there was nickel there. But the more we tried to warn people the 
more they seemed to smell a rat, as I'll demonstrate in a minute from my experience in London. 

We tried to talk to the man, the broker man who was involved, to point out that whilst it might be 
good fun and games for him to have this spectacular share transaction going on, that wasn't what 
Western Australia was all about. We were about real things, real people, real projects. We didn't 
want to get caught up in the share market play that went on during the [Claude] de Bernales day. 
We'd done everything we could. We wanted to have long-term projects, as I've told you before, with 
established towns. That's why we wanted high quality housing. We didn't want the old corrugated 
iron-syndrome of the goldfields. 

So we wracked our brains and we talked to other brokers. We didn't get any sympathy. They just 
said, "If people want to pay that price for it that's none of your business." But we said, "They should 
be told; told that there isn't a mine for a start, there isn't even a proper shaft. There hasn't been any 
exploration to prove that it's got 'x', 'y' or 'z' years of operation, or it's got 'a', 'b', 'c' tonnages or 
something of that kind." So no-one in the press or others could accuse us of not having done our best 
without trying to start a panic with the thing, but to try and dampen it down. 

In the middle of all this I was in London. The man, the broker man, whose name we'll probably find 
out before I come again (you'll probably find it before me)' but he was in London at the time and he 
was very, very angry with me because he'd heard that where I'd been to different bankers and people 
who were interested in Australia and where he was trying to raise money and get them to raise big, 
big money for this thing, based on a couple of drill holes, everywhere I'd been I'd expressed great 
concern, great reservation and explained a method of operation that we used. They knew how we'd 
operated with RTZ and Consolidated Goldfields and how we worked with Western Mining and 
others. 

They were very understanding and very sympathetic. There was an clement, of course, in the finance 
market of London that were just as big gamblers as some of the Australians. So they [that element] 
weren't very amused, but I think we did earn a lot of respect from some of the more conservative 
people for being so frank about the thing. 

I was billed to go on the BBC. I was a little bloke from Western Australia who was banging a drum 
pretty heavily, but still trying to talk about things that we hoped to do rather than what we were 
doing. It's not a good place to try and do that sort of thing in London because they're inclined to want 
to see the proof. But we weren't doing a bad job of convincing them that we were different and we 
did have the potential. 

1 Norm Shierlaw. 
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So I went on ostensibly to talk about the great future of Western Australia. I had my patter worked 
out pretty well because you don't get on to a 30 million audience every day for free so I was 
determined to make the most of it even if half of them switched off anyhow. But I always remember 
it because it was the days when colour television was very sensitive. The colour shirt you had, the 
colour tie you had, and all this sort of stuff, the suit you had, they weren't at a stage when they could 
take anything. There were certain basic colours that you could use and certain basic ones you 
couldn't use. 

When I turned up in what I thought would be a good suit for England, a nice dark suit and a white 
shirt and a nice tie, they were horrified. So I eventually finished up being filmed with the 
cameraman's shirt and the producer's tie and somebody else's coat. They were so uptight about the 
colour thing. Today, of course, they take it all in their stride. 

We got going with this thing. Then I realised that they'd conned me into this. They didn't really want 
to hear about Western Australia and "God's chosen land", they just wanted to hear about Poseidon. I 
realised that I'd really been trapped about this. So I let go, let fly. I said, "Look, it's not for us to tell 
people how to invest their money, but we're not used to this sort of thing. We're used to having 
proven projects." Then I was able to get in a bit about Western Australia, the big tonnage things, the 
long-term things like the other mines we were developing. We weren't interested in share speculation 
at all; that wasn't our business. We were to have major developments and the financing of it was the 
private sector's problem. But I said, "Look I want to say to people, if anyone in England wants to 
invest in Poseidon for goodness sake go to a broker who knows something about this type of 
operation, back to our early goldmining days. A broker who understands that sort of operation, the 
great risks that go with it, the prizes to be won, but the risks that are to be taken and more often than 
not it's all risk and no pay." 

I waxed eloquent about this and I said, "I've got to warn you that there is no mine." Now you can't be 
blunter than that: "There is no mine. There are some drill holes that have come up with nickel, but 
there is no mine. If the decision is to go on and mine, a lot of money, real money has to be invested 
to put down shafts or open cuts as may be. You're talking huge sums of money and the shareholders 
are the people who have got to produce it. So in addition to buying a share don't forget they'll come 
back to you to provide the capital to undertake the development." 

Now without saying, "You shouldn't invest," and without saying it was crook or anything of that 
kind, or suspect, I was as blunt as I could be knowing that I was virtually saying the same words that 
David Brand would have used, only in his own method of expression because we were just saying, 
"Go and talk to somebody who knows something about mining, who knows something about shares, 
but don't invest based on the emotions." 

Well, I thought I did a pretty good job without condemning the thing. I knew it wouldn't please the 
broker man who was behind the show because he was in London. Well, on the way out when I was 
getting my shirt back and changing my tie and a few other things, the staff gathered around and they 
said, "You're a smart fellow." I said, "What do you mean?" They said, "Oh you know, trying to keep 
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those shares down so you could buy some for yourself." [laughs] I wondered what you have to do in 
this world. I knew when I left there that those blokes were going out to buy some shares! 

For my pains, instead of keeping the shares on an even keel they shot up I think - I'm not sure, but at 
least 30 dollars overnight. I was pretty worried about it, but fortunately we had all the text of what I'd 
said and so on. We couldn't have been more cautious and conservative in our approach to it. 

The man concerned saw me at a function that night and he'd seen it and he was very, very angry: 
"Why do you have to damn an Australian project?" I said, "I didn't. We just believe that you have to 
tell the people the facts and if it's as good as you say it is it'll look after itself." It struck us as being 
very, very wrong. "There's no mine, you've yet got to prove the tonnages and if the decision is to go 
ahead the very people that have been paying these very, very extravagant over-optimistic premium 
prices will be asked to put in the money, the real money, to build a mine." 

Well, that's roughly the background of Poseidon and like all of these things there had to be a bursting 
point. It wasn't a good experience. I'm happy to say it was the only one that we had during the whole 
of our time. I think the message got around that we weren't in that sort of business. 

If people want to be in speculative share investment keep it right away from the government. The 
fact that we had agreements for all the major projects which spelt out very clearly responsibilities 
and rights, that was also a leavening force and it discouraged fly-by-nights, it discouraged people 
who were going to have rather doubtful sources of finance, rather doubtful sources of technology. 

When you boil it down it really comes back to the real problem that we had with Hancock and 
Wright; this idea of wanting to ride in on somebody else's back. However, we got out of it pretty 
lightly really. 

RI Did you really though? From a government point of view how damaging was the 
crash in Poseidon's share prices when it occurred? Did it have any.... 

COURT It didn't have any great effect on us because we'd been very frank about the whole 
thing. David Brand was a straightforward sort of a person and he didn't go out and deliberately 
decide to damn the whole thing. We had discussed it long and often in Cabinet because it was a one-
off thing. It wasn't as though we had a dozen of these things going like you did in the de Bemales' 
days. It was this one-off thing that was beyond our control. The broker was from South Australia 
[Norm Shierlaw]. So we really had our nose clean over the whole thing. I don't think you'll find in 
the financial press or the ordinary press of that time any suggestion ever that we did the wrong thing 
because we always were ultra-cautious and we warned people that if they wanted to speculate in 
shares don't relate that to our type of development, whether it's in farming, forestry, fishing or 
mining. 
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RJ But what about in the mining industry itself, did it have any effect of making people a 
little more cautious for a while? 

COURT They were very angry about the whole thing. Whilst they had done their fair share of 
speculation over the years, which they kept separate from the more long-term operators like your 
RTZs, (which became CRA in Australia), and Western Mining, MHVI, those sorts of people, they 
were in a different category altogether. They didn't like it because when they wanted to get money 
from the share market they were wanting big lots of money. But they were for well-researched, well-
prepared, well-documented types of projects. They weren't the fly-by-night share type of things. 
They'd got into a different world by then compared with, say, the de Bernales' gold period of the 
Depression where it was just a game, a money game, where the occasional mines were only 
incidental to the whole procedure. They were just a vehicle to the whole thing. But we were in a 
different era and we were rather proud of that. We didn't like being caught up in a gambling fever. It 
can happen so easily. 

Prospectors are the born optimists and the stories about them are unbelievable, but most of them are 
true. I always think the favourite story of prospectors is when St Peter found that he had an 
extraordinary number of prospectors. There must have been one of these gold rushes where they 
went ahead of the sanitation and the health services and so on. It was nothing for three or four 
hundred of these young healthy men to die because of primitive conditions. Cue is a classic case, for 
instance. 

Anyhow after one of these bursts he had a whole batch of them up there. They were making a 
terrible mess of the place. They were digging holes everywhere. A real old-timer arrived who had a 
reputation for being something of a leader amongst prospectors and a known successful prospector 
and operator. So Peter said, "Look," he said, "1 believe you're a bit good at this prospecting business 
and you've also got a good reputation for controlling these people. You're a real leader amongst these 
people." Peter said, "What do I do? God's getting in a terrible fuss about it. They're making a 
TERRIBLE mess; there's holes everywhere." He said, "I've got to do something about it." 

So the old-timer said, "Oh, very simple Peter, very simple." He said, "You just spread a rumour 
around the mess that they've found gold down in hell and then leave the gate open," and he said, 
"you won't have any left in the morning." So Peter said, "Well it's worth a try anyhow." [chuckles] 
So he spread the rumour and left the gate ajar and sure enough here they were all trekking through 
there and trying to beat one another down the road and so on. The wise old man came along and he 
said, "What did I tell you?" He said, "Oh," he said, "it's marvellous," he said, "it's marvellous." So 
they had a cup of tea and a chat. When the old bloke decides to take his leave instead of him going 
back to his quarters (whatever they have in heaven) he heads for the gate. So Peter said, "Heh, wait a 
minute, it's only a rumour." "Oh," the old-timer said, "you never know, it might be true!" [laughs] I 
think it typifies the old spirit of the prospector. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 90 
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[While I am telling stories about St Peter, there is another one I enjoyed about the pearly gates: 

[Alan Bond, Laurie Connell, Brian and Terry Burke arrived at the Pearly Gates and reported to Peter. 
They demanded that because of their importance back on Earth they should be able to see God 
personally and ahead of all the others waiting to be received into the Kingdom. 

[Peter was so impressed with their story he thought he had better report to God and get instructions. 
After some deliberation God decided that perhaps he had better see them otherwise there might be 
another Royal Commission. 

[Peter went off to report to the four newcomers, but had to rush back to God and say, "They're gone". 
God asked, "What, Bond, Connell and the two Burkes?" Peter replied, "No, the Pearly Gates!"] 

COURT Just to round off the nickel. I think over the next 30-50 years you'll find that the 
nickel scene will stabilise itself and this great province under the influence of people like Western 
Mining Corporation will develop its potential, its great stability. They'll develop a mining 
programme which won't try and take it all out too quickly and therefore depress the markets, but will 
have a very solid continuing performance because I'd like to feel that in these great mining areas that 
we spend a bit more time finding other things. 

You've got iron ore in Pilbara. Now there's a lot of other things in Pilbara and I'd feel more 
comfortable in addition to adding value that we try and find other things, other minerals, or other 
pursuits for Pilbara, so that you have a balanced commitment over a long time. We only think we 
know where the nickel reserves are. We only think we know where the gold and other reserves are. 
With a State as vast as ours we've just got to be prepared to encourage exploration and try and get a 
greater balance in some of these vast areas and gradually build up a pattern of good road 
communication and good infrastructure so that we don't think of some of these places as short term. 

If there's anything I'm proud of it's the fact that we took such a long-term view on places like 
Kambalda and the Pilbara and the bauxite/alumina, so that we didn't think of them in terms of being 
'here today, gone tomorrow'. It meant better schools, better housing, better everything. But there's a 
lot of work to be done to develop assured water supplies, assured energy supplies. 

This latest idea of Richard's' of putting that gas pipeline out into the goldfields. It's not only a 
question of getting gas to the goldfields, it's all the places in between, when you've got these huge 
reserves. 

I'd like to feel that we progressively settle down and work out the best pattern. I'm all for having a 
multiplicity of nickel developments. Not just Kambalda until it's beaten to death, and not just 

I 
Richard Court, son of Sir Charles. and Premier of Western Australia at the time of this interview (RJ). 
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Agnew until it's beaten to death, but to have them all moving along because they've all got different 
qualities, they've all got different characteristics. Furthermore, all the time you've got an operating 
mine, a successful operating mine, the history is that they keep looking around it. I know of many 
places that when I was a boy and a young man, they thought they'd taken out all of the gold. There 
are mines there that are now bigger than ever they were before and more successful than ever before. 
Technology improves, methods of search improve. They're finding ways to read the earth so much 
better. 

So I regard nickel as just one of the arrows in our quiver. Other things will develop. If you do have a 
multiplicity of developments there's more chance of fringe exploration that will make sure that we 
take the whole of the resource - and not only nickel because when you're looking for nickel 
geologists don't stop at one metal, they can find anything. 

I'd like to think we've thrown off the syndrome of "take the best and leave the rest" and that in future 
we're going to take it all out while we're there the first time and not repeat some of the shortcomings 
of the past. I don't criticise the past because they had no other technology and they had no other 
means of doing it. Today you've got a completely different type of company, major corporations that 
have got the money and got the expertise, got the technology. Look at the difference, for instance, in 
the method of extracting gold, when you've got carbon in pulp instead of the old system you had. 
Completely different. You won't come along and have dumps that have got as much left in them as 
was taken out. That's hopefully gone. I'd like to feel that it was our philosophy and our policy at the 
time that put that right up front in Western Australia. 

RJ You spoke of Richard's idea to get a pipeline to the goldfields, where did he get that 
idea from? With his background, has that been influenced by his father? 

COURT No, not by me. The fact is that we created the North West Shelf and all the things that 
go with it. You see, the huge gasfield [Gorgon] alongside of the North West Shelf Gas Project is yet 
to be harnessed. It doesn't have to be done too quickly, but as they see the North West Shelf getting 
to its optimum they'll no doubt then start to work on the other one because two of the partners are 
common in those two projects. Shell and Calasiatic are in both. 

So that's got an advantage; it's got a disadvantage. The advantage is, of course, that they can flow on 
from one success to another. That's one of the arts of development: using the successes of one to 
finance another. It's the best of all finance. It has the other disadvantage, of course, that they won't 
want to develop the second one too soon while they're still spending huge sums of money in the first 
one. But that will sort itself out. 

So he's been very busy in his own right talking to these people. He knows that I used to be in and out 
of boardrooms all the time. I'd like to think that he understands that you just keep talking. My guess, 
without him having told me, is that that idea, which he put forward with such confidence and not just 
as 'pie in the sky'/best endeavours-type of thing [is well thought out]. He seems very confident about 
it. He seems to have done his sums and he would have done those in conjunction with the people 
who have the gas and the people who are going to use the gas. It made sense to me. On purpose I've 
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never asked him whether he has the various people lined up within industry to either provide the gas 
or to use it, to operate it as well as develop it. But he seems quite confident that there is the market 
that will justify the investment and not necessarily government investment. So that's good thinking. 

You'll be surprised - it's a long pipeline - you'll be surprised if you are going to take gas over an area 
like that the number of people who will now be looking in between to find uses on the way. That's 
how development takes place. You've just got to keep at it all the time. 

RJ I'm not trying to pursue the nonsense that the media goes on with because theirs is 
quite a different agenda, but Richard Court has a father with a long involvement in mining 
development in this State and with a very great knowledge and background. Would he come to you 
and talk about those ideas that he has; use you as a sounding board? 

COURT Not as often as you think. Human beings are strange animals you know. How much 
notice did I take of my father? There's a few things that he did tell me that I remember and I've told 
you, but they weren't of any great consequence. Of course he didn't have the capacity to help me 
anyhow; he couldn't even do my sums for my homework. But human nature, human beings are such 
that they're very reluctant to learn from the past. I know as sure as you and I are sitting here that in no 
more than 30 years time, maybe 25, there'll be an even bigger crash than the last share crash. Now 
it's hard to believe, with all the education, all the computers and all the memory banks that there are 
going to be and so on, there will still be the same thing all over again. A generation down the track 
will have to reinvent the wheel. 

You look back in history, look back at the Depression, and you look back at all of these crashes that 
have taken place, they're as predictable as you and I sitting here. Somebody might say: "Why don't 
we have a series of lights that flash every 25 years, or 20 years, or 30 years?" They'd take no notice 
of you. It's like the prospector I told you about: there might be something in it. 

See, the classic case here is Bond and Connell and all of that group. They are the natural candidates 
to do these things where they get a rush of blood to the head. They think if I could do this with a few 
thousand dollars why can't I do it with a million? If I can do it with a million, why can't I do it with 
100 million, and so on. Why do I have to have the money in the bank first, why can't I go out and 
borrow? There's always somebody stupid enough to lend them the money. The thing gets its own 
momentum. Then all of a sudden, of course, there's nothing there to support it. Values get inflated. 
It's hard to believe but it's happened in the most conservative institutions in this State and in 
Australia today, and in the world. 

Take Japan with all their toughness and all their shrewdness, they've got a property market that is so 
overvalued today that it's going to take them ages to sort it out. It's rocking the whole world. The 
Japanese will be smarter at doing it than most of us because they'll ease themselves through that; 
they won't have the great crash that other countries might have. They'll have adverse effects but 
they'll be smart enough to do a government/private enterprise thing and ease their way out of it. We 
don't seem to have that capacity. 
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I'm not suggesting Richard's going to do anything stupid like that but it's human nature for people to 
want to do their own thing and to feel they're doing their own thing, to dream up their own ideas. 
Now I would like to feel that he or his colleagues who are doing these things would come along and 
say: "Now what would you do in a case like this?" or "How would you handle the next phase of 
North West Shelf?" which is a huge thing in itself. But I don't expect them to do it and I'm not going 
to be knocking on their door because that's not good. 

Of my family' the one who needs it least, but seeks my advice the most, is Ken. That's probably why 
he, in individual terms, would be the most successful. But he'd have no compunction at all, travelling 
in the car or travelling in a plane, or even come up for a very early morning cup of tea and saying: 
"How would you handle this one? Have you struck this one before?" He doesn't make a big deal 
about it, but he's got enough sense to ask. The fact that he'd ask me means he'd ask others too. That 
makes good sense. 

But in the political field it's quite different. It would be the exception for another generation to want 
to talk to the next one. To you or I it sounds sensible to do it. I'm old enough in the tooth now and 
I've seen enough of it to realise that there's a limit beyond which people won't go and they have to get 
their fingers burnt by trying to reinvent the wheel. Now don't get me wrong; often in trying to 
reinvent the wheel they do come up with something better. 

We are in a new world compared with my time. I had it fairly simple. Several of the reporters when I 
came out of Government House today said, "Aren't you worried about the fact that these people have 
got no experience? ,2  I said, "Well that's the greatest asset they've got." They've got enthusiasm, 
they've got reasonable ability. I don't think the reporters understood what I was getting at. Maybe the 
time has come for a new look at doing things. Maybe the fact that they haven't got the old textbook 
out as to where they sit in Cabinet and how they sit and a few other things might not be such a bad 
thing. The fact that they did their swearing in today differently to what we did it, who am Ito say that 
we were right and they're wrong.3  

That's a long way of answering your question, but I don't expect Richard to come and see me every 
Sunday night and say: "Dad, what do I do next?" He might come and tell me what he's doing and 
why he's doing it. Occasionally he might say, "Have you ever struck this one before?" 

'The Sons of Sir Charles (RI). 

2  Sir Charles is referring to the swearing in ceremony he had witnessed at Government House the morning of the interview 
when his son, Richard, was sworn in as the new Premier, along with his new ministry (RJ). 

3A reference to the fact that guests were invited to witness the swearing in where previously only the Ministers involved and 
officials were present (RJ). 
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LU But without saying, "Dad, what do I do next?" would he come and say: "Dad, I just 
want to use you as a sounding board; I want to talk to you about what ideas I have in mind." 

COURT Well, I would hope he would occasionally, but don't assume that that's going to be a 
routine. 

RJ And will there ever be an urge in Sir Charles Court to pick up the phone and say: 
"Richard, have you thought about....?" 

COURT I'll have to try not. You see you have to realise I came into this thing in 1953 
reluctantly, but having made up my mind that if! was going to be in it, we're going to be in it to win 
it. Then followed all the preparation we did leading up to '59 and government. You know, who was 
I? I was by world standards, even by national standards, a fairly small chartered accountant. Okay 
Hendry, Rae and Court by that time was one of the bigger three local firms in Western Australia, but 
that didn't mean to say we meant much nationally or internationally. I had business interests not very 
big, but successful. [!had no government experience.] 

But I found that doing things in a small way you had to do the whole thing. You didn't have so many 
specialists that you whistled up who did this, did that, did that, did this and that, and then in some 
ways never even talked to one another. But when you've got something that was as small as I was 
involved in you've got to do a bit of everything. If you sat on a board of one of those little companies 
you had credit, you had to oversee the technical man, make sure that he was relating his skills to 
realities, financial realities, market realities and so on. You had to keep evaluating whether you had a 
processing and manufacturing expertise that was keeping up with the times. 

Somehow or other you were getting an overview. You were doing it on a small scale, but you were 
getting an overview. The same when you were a practising chartered accountant with some success 
in WA, your clients weren't too big. In those days there weren't very many big clients here, but the 
ones you had were in the main moderately successful in their own little way, or a medium sized way. 
A firm like ours didn't have any of the big ones, but the ones we had were growing, so you were 
learning all the way. 

In some respects getting dropped in at the deep end in 1959 with these great dreams of what you're 
going to do wasn't such a bad thing. 

Don't forget there was no established organisation. I've told you what the Department of Industrial 
Development was, with the active files in an attaché case. I was not a great tycoon who had had a lot 
of success running BHP or running a bank or something like that. All my achievements, such as they 
were, were pretty modest, but they were good, they were solid, everything was growing. Above all 
you'd risked your own money. 

That's one of the advantages that Richard's got. He's been in small business and risked his own 
money. That sharpens you up. You can expand then into the bigger things. 
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I'd like to think that he will, if he feels I can help, come and discuss, but I don't expect him to be 
waiting there every Sunday night for a sort of a rehash of the week. He'll be too jolly busy out getting 
his own team going. It may be, of course, and you haven't touched on this, it may be that some of his 
own people, some of his own ministers, or even the better departmental heads that they get around 
them will come and talk to me more, which is another version of the Dumas/Brisbane combination 
which meant so much to this State. 

I often say a little prayer for them because they were so wise and so far-seeing that my brashness and 
maybe lack of experience in the bigger dimension of things was a great mix. We were able to talk 
with one another without them laughing at my ideas. We were able to get on with that added bit of 
confidence. The other thing was when you went in to negotiate you'd rehearsed it with two pretty 
wise old blokes. 

Maybe, and I can't identify anybody, but maybe somebody is there who will say: "Well the old boy 
might know a thing or two, or there might be a telephone he can pick up and talk to somebody." I 
mean even today you've only got to see the messages that come in from Japan and other parts of the 
world about Richard to me, to realise that the contacts are still there. Some of them might be old and 
they might be near retirement or might have retired, but they're still pretty influential, so those things 
could be harnessed if need be; whether it's Japan, Taiwan, UK, Germany, or America. It's amazing 
how long the melody lingers on. You get quite a shock at some of the letters and the messages that 
have come in the last ten days since the elections here. 

Ri But underlying there, is there still an urge in Charles Court to have a role, even be it 
an indirect one in the way you've described? 

COURT I've been using my experience on an Australia-wide basis much more heavily than 
people realise over the last eleven years, but it's been very difficult to use it with a Labor 
government, State and federal. They couldn't bring themselves to do anything but criticise what 
you'd done. They couldn't bring themselves to come and talk to you and say: "Well look this fellow 
might be big enough to want to do something for the State or for the nation." Now we have done 
something for the nation. Ken and I together have done a tremendous lot on this Taiwan thing. 
People don't know the extent of that: fifteen per cent per annum compounding increase in trade. It's a 
mighty big lot. That's cost the country nothing. That's the sort of thing you're good at. 

But there again I have to be a realist. I was 70 when I started that, I'm now 81, so time is marching on 
pretty quickly. You can't expect to keep on that sort of effort. But you're there if you're wanted. 
You're at your best then in passing the ideas on to somebody who can catch the ball and run with it. 
You mustn't try and run with the ball yourself because you're not as fast as you used to be. You're 
quite unreal if you don't realise that. You think you're as good as you were. You might know where 
to look for something, you might know where to contact somebody for something, but a younger 
mind and a younger brain and with the modern technology available to them could carry it to fruition 
so much better. 

I watch Ken at work and you've only got to throw him an idea and the next thing something is 
happening. You never follow it up, of course, but the next thing is something's happening. It mightn't 
be in that form, but it's happening in the form that's suitable for today. 
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RJ Sir Charles Court used to write regular letters to the editor of the West Australian 
when there was some cause that came to your attention. Will you continue to do that? 

COURT No. They've given Richard such a bad time over his father that I've had to drop right 
out of that. It's been quite sad that I haven't been able to involve myself in the election as much as I'd 
like to. But it's a matter of deliberate decision made between me and the [Liberal] Party. It was 
decided that they [the media] were going to exaggerate this so much that the only thing to do was to 
keep out. 

You saw what happened when I went to that State Women's Council of the Liberal Party function, 
which would be a normal routine thing for me to go to once a year. Well, when I went there I took no 
part in the proceedings at all, just to be there. But the reporting by The Australian, the reporting by 
the West Australian was around Charles Court more than the Leader of the Opposition, Richard, and 
that's not good. 

We kept away deliberately from most things. The only one where we decided that it was best that I 
be seen was at the launch [of the Liberal Party election policy] because there was a danger that if I 
didn't go to that one the very media that had tried to make a nonsense out of me breathing down 
Richard's neck would have said, "Even his father neglected it." So we decided that it was better to be 
condemned for being there rather than condemned for not being there because most people would 
see the fact that I was there as a natural thing to do. I might add we did ration the family. I only took 
ten in my block. That was in addition, of course, to Richard and his wife, but even that was a fairly 
impressive block to take along. If we'd have taken any more we'd have blocked out the theatre! 

END OF TAPE 90 SIDE B 
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RJ Some of the things that you've described that you will have to be circumspect about 
are things that you would have naturally wanted to have been involved in. How sad does it make 
you, this whole media attention that really distorts things today? 

COURT I feel very sad about it because there's so much one can do which would be really 
nothing to do with Richard at all, not directly; indirectly, yes. I just feel that if you have anything to 
contribute to your country you should be contributing it. I made a conscious decision that from now 
onward that if I get involved in issues they will be nothing to do with State politics at all. If they 
were direct State politics, they would be completely distorted as "the old bloke who won't lie down." 

Now against that my phone's running hot all the time. "Why don't you get involved in this issue?" 
"Why don't you get involved in that issue?" The phone is really getting a hammering at the moment 
at home; some of it quite sad. The cruel lying propaganda that the Labor Party's indulged in about 
GST, about industrial relations policy and about health, the media haven't picked it up and 
highlighted just how cruel and lying it is. I'm catching it a bit because people are ringing me up, 
mature women who would, in their earlier days, together with their husbands, have been Labor 
voters. They would have been rather in the mould of my mother and father. Now they've got children 
today - could range from one case on Saturday, 24 and 28, two married children both with their 
families, both with homes, absolutely distraught because they've been convinced by their unions 
where they work that they're going to lose their house, they're going to lose superannuation, they're 
going to lose their annual leave and their wages are going to go down by anything up to 25 to 40 per 
cent [if Hewson is PM]. 

Now this particular lady, who is only one of a number, is a very sensible, balanced woman and she's 
doing her darnedest, and she was pleading with me: "Can you give me something to say to these 
people?" For instance, they said that the union said the burning down of Robbs Jetty was connived 
by Richard Court and his party so that they would be able to shut it down when they got into office. 
Then she went on with something else. She was quite nice about it all, but she said, "This is the sort 
of thing I'm contending with." I said, "Well, first of all some of these things you've told me about 
what the union bosses have told them that Richard Court's done since Saturday week [election day 6 
Feb '93], just remind them that he's not getting swom in until Monday or Tuesday, so he's not even 
the Premier. Their beloved Carmen Lawrence is still the Premier. Perhaps if you start on that 
obvious thing, that might convince them that they've been told a pack of lies and once they're 
convinced they've been told a pack of lies, well then, of course, they're more inclined to believe the 
positives that come out." 

I even offered in one case to get somebody who I could trust and would be balanced and sensible and 
well-informed to go and talk to their children. These "children" are people in the 25 to 40 years 
bracket where they've got parents who understand what 'Fightback's' all about and understand that 
there's pluses and minuses with it if you're going to achieve the best result. 
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But these distorted, untruthful versions are getting out. There are going to be three weeks of this. I 
don't know how you're going to counter it. Its a reflection on our morals. It will, of course, be a great 
triumph for the people of Australia if they can see through it, but it's going to be very hard, with the 
media covering it the way they are, to get this message across that you've got to look at a total 
package; no good just plucking GST, industrial relations and maybe a bit of health out of it. 

Now I'd dearly love to get involved in that as an older man who's been through it all back to the 
Depression. But I wouldn't dare get involved in it because it would immediately be related back to 
Richard and his colleagues and I think they are much more comfortable if I don't become too 
prominent on the scene. 

RJ But does that hurt? 

COURT Not really. You know you've got to look at it another way. At 81 you could easily be 
dead and you wouldn't know much about it then. I look at the great joy of living, the blessing of 
having such a long life, such a busy life and a fairly healthy sort of a life. I don't sulk about it. I don't 
get upset because people don't want to listen to me, but if it gives you any comfort I want to tell you 
that a lot of people are listening. 

I'm spending a lot of time answering questions; in fact it's becoming a bit of a burden at the moment 
with the two elections and the problems at home with Rita's passing because there's some serious 
things going on in Australia - the High Court is a classic case. 

RI The Mabo case? 

COURT Not only Mabo. 

RI Right, the High Court in general. 

COURT The whole High Court. Who would have ever thought that I could in my lifetime fear 
that the rule of law is being jeopardised by the very High Court itself where we used to look to for 
our great protection. We felt so comfortable with the people like the Harry Gibbs's and the Barwicks 
and the people before them who were the great traditionalists and who believed in our constitution, 
believed in the federal system and, of course, in their day had the Privy Council, which was the great 
protector of us all. We've got no Privy Council now. Some of the decisions by the High Court and 
some of the utterances by the High Court, which have attempted to put them into a completely 
different perspective to what they were intended to have in the constitution, it scares the daylights 
out of me. 

This country could become ungovernable within a year and no-one up until recently is doing 
anything about it. You won't know it, of course, but I've been spending a lot of time over the last 
twelve months, not only to do with Mabo, but we've got some crazy loons even within the federal 
opposition at the present time who can't see further than their nose. They just want to take the 
popular line, the easy line. If you could see some of the letters that I've written to some of them to try 
and bring it down to simple terms, realistic terms from an old man that's seen it all happen, your hair 
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would stand on end. But somebody's got to do it, so that's still going on and that's something I can do 
without causing any embarrassment to Richard. It's the sort of thing that I intend to do all the time I 
have the capacity to do it, bearing in mind you can't go forever. 

But I must admit I was comforted when I went to Sir Garfield Barwick's home in North Turramurra 
in New South Wales a few weeks ago. He's nearly 90 and the man's nearly blind, but it was a very 
exhilarating afternoon to spend with him on this very question and to find that his mentality, his 
mental reflexes and things that go with it (not his physical reflexes, but his mental reflexes) were 
absolutely amazing and he sees it all so clearly. 

So we've got to get people to realise that all this nonsense that's going on over the federal election is 
unimportant compared with the threats to our country. Now I'd like to come out publicly on those. 
I'm afraid that again would be misunderstood. It would cause a distraction that Richard couldn't 
afford. But how do you handle it, you'd say? Well, you can handle it. I didn't get much publicity over 
Taiwan, but it was quite a remarkable agenda that was achieved by Ken, myself and Dr C F Koo.' 
We cleaned up the whole agenda, including a direct air link. But you never read anything about that 
in the paper, so there are things that can be done. 

RJ Has Richard ever said to you: "Dad, back off." 

COURT No, no, no. 

RJ It's come from others. 

COURT He never would either. I'm sufficient of the realist to know what's good and what's 
not so good. It's not a question of what's right or wrong because you can't argue that with the media. 
They just feel they can damage him by lampooning me. You know the big eyebrows that are peering 
over the front seat or sitting in the back seat as the back-seat driver, or breathing down his neck or 
something.2  I don't think they realise the - not so much the damage they do, but the stupidity of it and 
the unfairness of it, all because they're flexing their muscles. They think it's great. They put that 
down as one of their great journalistic triumphs, the fact that they made the old bloke back off. 

But there are some bigger issues around and Richard's got to continue to win on his own as he has 
done up to date. I think he's amazed people. It didn't amaze me and it never amazed his mother 
because we know him, what he can do. We saw him when he went to work at Mount Newman; we 
saw when he took himself off to America and postgraduate work. We saw him when he came back 
and established his little shops getting off at four in the morning and all this sort of stuff. No-one 
ever told him to. 

I 
Sir Charles has supplied further information about Dr Koo, see attached pp.  2353-2354 (RJ). 

reference to several cartoons that appeared in newspapers before the State election (RJ). 
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Ri You spoke of writing letters - you used the term loons - including "to some of the 
loons" in the coalition itself. Do you get anywhere with those? Do people take notice? 

COURT Oh, if you pick your marks. But the clever thing to do is when you write to one of 
these fellows you know is incorrigible you write to somebody who is on the ball, who you know is 
sensible and understands what you're talking about, so you build up an influence, a counterforce. 
You don't have to do these things in public. You've no idea how much goes on and the response you 
get. If you're on to something that you find is not quite what you thought it was, well your good 
sense dictates that you back off. If it's an unrealistic line you're taking, well your good sense dictates 
you get out and get out quickly. On the other hand you don't get involved very often unless you know 
what you're doing. 

Ri A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library Building on 
3rd March 1993. 

Sir Charles, as we've mentioned a few times in previous interviews there are other aspects of mining 
that we're going to come back to and that's in terms of iron ore and bauxite and that sort of thing. To 
move now to an article that appeared in the West in 1990 written by Gill Waddacor. He was talking 
about the Kwinana industrial area and he actually makes the statement: "For more than 20 years 
Kwinana Beach's population was exposed to the hazards of an ill-planned industrial strip, lax 
pollution control measures and environmentally unfriendly technology." Obviously the decision in 
selecting the Kwinana site was before your involvement in government, but he's covering a period of 
your involvement in government. What do you think of his comments? 

COURT I think it's typical of the ill-informed comment that was made without a proper regard 
for the total picture. It's very easy to come along and be wise after the event and make these profound 
statements. We've had similar statements made in respect of the Laporte industry at Australind. I've 
got sick of replying to ill-informed comments about that, comments that fail to put things in 
perspective. 

Now the fact is that when the Kwinana area was chosen as an industrial site it was a brilliant 
decision. You've got to have industry on the coast, certain types of industry. You've got to have it 
alongside ports and wherever you have a port you're on the sea; it's as simple as that. True, if you 
didn't have to have ports some areas would be left for lovely beaches and for lovely sailing areas and 
sporting areas and that sort of thing. But the fact is that if an industry is going to be established and if 
a community is going to survive economically, one thing you've got to have is ports. 

So Kwinana I think was a brilliant concept. Dumas was very much involved with that. It was in the 
days of the McLarty/Watts Government. Dumas you must remember was a very, very strong 
influence in those periods and it was a good influence. Thank goodness we had people like Dumas. 

West, 27 December 1990. 



TAPE 91 SIDE A COURT 1177 

It was he who conceived the possibility of making a bid to Iranian Oil (which we know, of course, as 
BP) when Musaddiq wanted to kick them out of the Middle East. 

You've got to put a refinery right on the waterfront. In that case you're going to be receiving the 
crudes and you're going to be then refining them. Some you're going to export maybe to another 
State, even to another part of the State. Some you're going to use within the State, but you're dealing 
with a waterfront situation. 

Now the only criticism I've ever had of the McLarty/Watts Government was the fact that they 
weren't bold enough. They should have grasped the nettle and acquired a much bigger area. If you 
have a big area backing up the port you can graduate back into the community so that you cause the 
minimum discomfort, inconvenience and prejudice to the people who are going to live in the 
dormitory areas around it. The idea would be, of course, to have your heaviest industry in the centre 
and then work back and phase out so that the industries nearest any population were the ones that 
made the least noise and didn't have noxious smells and pollutants of that kind. Very much on the 
principle that I've told you about when we got Alcoa to go down to Pinjarra, they became their own 
neighbours. Well, this is another version of this, that you phase the industry out so that the industries 
nearest the people are those that create the least noise and the least pollution and that type of thing. 

Now it's true that if you were establishing Kwinana today as a virgin site, as an industrial base, you 
would do it different in some detail. For instance, you have refineries that use different technology; 
technology that wasn't even invented in those days. But you must bear in mind when BP put the 
refinery there, they put it there with the latest technology available. They have adapted that 
technology quite a few times at huge expense, and they're still doing it, and they'll keep on doing it 
because that's the nature of the beast that as the new technology comes along it not only involves 
(usually, anyhow) improvements so far as the environment is concerned, but it also usually involves 
improvements in processing technology and in the end use of the product. 

In other words the saleable products that are taken off are either improved in the proportion that you 
can take off from the original crude product, but the quality nature of those things, from which you're 
going to get more dollars for them anyhow [e.g. the introduction of unleaded as against leaded 
petrol]. 

So it is a fact of life that most of the technological improvements so far as the environment is 
concerned are associated with parallel research which improves the economics of the operation. 
They don't like flaring off the gas in the case of, say, gas fields. They don't like flaring off the residue 
products in the cases of refineries. They'd much rather process everything including the smell if they 
had their way. So you'll notice that they keep on improving these technologies. They keep on 
improving the operation. They keep on improving the economics as well as the environmental 
aspects. 

So the writer of that article was purely trying to make a name for himself without having any regard 
for the true factors that went with it. If nothing was being done to move with the times then, of 
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course, there'd be a case. But things have been done and no-one unnecessarily exposes the people to 
any hazards and no-one unnecessarily exposes the community to any deprivation of use of areas. 

Now there's one particular area there in Kwinana where there's been a running sore about the use of 
that particular beach. I believe we made a mistake in allowing partial use of that particular area. The 
bold thing to have done at that time was to say: "Look, this is an industrial area. This is the basis of 
the economy for the whole of that Kwinana/Rockingham area. More than that, it's the basis of a very 
large part of the economy of the State. This is our number one industrial area on the coast." 
Therefore you have to make some bold decisions to make it easy to operate. I'm trying to think of the 
name of the product, but every now and again you get big headlines about having to shut down a 
particular area while cargoes come in to be transported across the waterfront into the particular 
industry concerned. Now the only way to handle that, of course, is to make sure that that is only 
going through industrial areas that are equipped to handle this situation. They present no problems. 

When you think of what goes on in some of the ports abroad like Rotterdam and places like that, 
they make Kwinana look like a little suburban backyarder almost because they're so huge and people 
look at them quite differently. They know that if they don't have the great ports of Rotterdam and the 
other great ports of Europe that there'd be no economy in the country. They're big importers as well 
as big exporters, importing raw materials, exporting finished goods and so on. So people have to 
understand that you can't have one without the other. 

I do believe that the media has to take some responsibility. They'll always publish a scandal story, 
but they don't do anything to educate the people up to the fact that they have to have industry. Now 
don't get me wrong, of course you want to use any new technology there is. If you were establishing 
today you'd establish it differently. Sadly, of course, if you were trying to establish it today you 
wouldn't be able to establish it because people would stop it and you'd just have a few more 
unemployed, or you'd have a few more people who'd want to leave the State because there was no 
future here. You've got to have an industrial base. 

Now there was a video made by the Kwinana Shire about this industrial complex down there. In fact 
they got me to do some interviews; it's a couple of years ago. They made a video explaining what the 
industrial area was all about and how it came about and what was being done to continually upgrade 
these industries. It is not as though people are just ignoring them and puffing soot all over 
everybody. Look what's been done in connection with the power station. They're always working on 
that one to try and improve the use of the fuel that goes in, to get the maximum energy use and get 
the maximum efficiency out of the plant. At the same time you can bet your bottom dollar while 
they're increasing the efficiency of the plant (I'm referring now to the power station) they're 
improving the emission factors. 

So people are working on these things, but somehow or another people seem to always be able to get 
a headline if they want to create the impression that there's some diabolical force down there, which 
there's not. 

I put it in another way when I was addressing a gathering one time. It seemed to be the end of the 
discussion. I said, "Look, stand up anyone that's prepared to say we shouldn't have the industry here, 
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we shouldn't have Kwinana." No-one was prepared to join in that chorus. Then it turned out it was 
just a lot of nitpicking all the time. Now nitpickers have a role to play, but they do become a bit 
irritating when they don't accept that good things have been done. 

I understand that BP, for instance (I'm not privy to the details of it) are spending a lot of money in 
upgrading their plant. Now what people down there have got to understand is that people like BP 
could very easily say: "Look, if we're not welcome here, there's plenty of places where we are." 
Instead of spending huge sums (and they are big sums, not just a million or two dollars, you're 
talking big money) their board in London could no doubt look at it quite differently and say: "If we're 
not welcome there, let's go somewhere where we are and put our money into a new plant which will 
have the most modern technology. It will be cheaper to build a new plant, with the most modern 
technology, than upgrading an existing one." 

So these are the factors and I don't think industry has talked enough about these things. I don't think 
they've been bold enough about them. I don't think the local authorities have been vocal enough 
about it in educating the local people and to demonstrate what's being done to improve the situation. 
Now if there's dangerous industry there that shouldn't be there well, of course, it's very easy to get rid 
of it, but I know of none that shouldn't be there. Maybe there's some that should be modernised and 
their emission and other factors, noise factors to name but a few, they should be improved, but my 
policy in office was always to undertake these things on a basis that people could live with. The 
important thing is to be pointed in the right direction. 

Now during our day we had this question of restoring the quality of the river, the Swan River. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 91 
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COURT We had this question of restoring the quality of the Swan River. Let's face it, there 
were times when no-one was really responsible for checking what went into the river and it was 
getting into a bad way. The programme was introduced, an authority was created, to progressively 
get rid of the offending effluents and so on. There may be some still left. Occasionally I read of some 
complaints, especially upstream, but in the main, I think most of the things that used to go into the 
river have been turned off. 

The last major one was the Swan Brewery, the building that's now subject to so much contention as 
to whether it's an Aboriginal sacred site or something, and being restored under that agreement with 
Multiplex that was negotiated by the Lawrence Government. Now they [the Brewery - as did the 
brewery on the corner of Spring Street and Mounts Bay Road - now demolished] had a very big 
effluent disposal problem and it took years to negotiate. I know I officiated at the inauguration of the 
plant that took that out of the river and any offending places and put it into the main deep sewerage 
system, some miles away I might add. But it had to be undertaken as a major project with the 
brewery participating. We had a great function to commemorate this because that was dealing with 
huge volumes. ljust can't recall the nature of the offending materials that were in that effluent but it 
wasn't all that bad. It was just something that had to be taken away and put into a more appropriate 
modern form of disposal. 

Since then, of course, the breweries are no longer operating so that was in vain. I'm not quite sure but 
I think both the Emu Brewery that has recently been demolished down the road from the Swan 
Brewery, and the Swan Brewery, used to discharge their effluent in a way that was not acceptable, so 
this plant would no doubt have done the two. But it was quite a major thing. 

Now the instruction to the authority that was set up, particularly in our day, was that yes, they had to 
pursue the objectives of the legislation. They had to pursue the objectives of the government's policy: 
clean up the river. But they weren't to do it on a basis that was going to unnecessarily put people out 
of business. 

Now if you go along to a small operator and you say: "How soon can you manage this without going 
broke?" Bearing in mind to him 1000, 5000, 10 000 dollars, 20 000 dollars might be a very big 
problem. To another industry half a million mightn't be any problem at all. So you've got to be 
sensible about these things. If you have the expertise and you get the goodwill of these people, with a 
bit of government assistance you can clean these things up without sending anyone broke and 
usually in the process you give them something better than they had because if you give them 
something where they're put into a bigger, more permanent system, such as the deep sewerage 
system and so on, well they can grow. Most of these people were inhibited in their growth because of 
not being able to get rid of their effluent beyond a certain point. There are gains to both parties in it. 

I recall while I was Minister for Industrial Development getting representations from people who just 
resented the fact that they were being told to do this or that (it would have been very convenient just 
to put it into the river) but it was made very clear [what had to be done] and I never relented at all. I 
never took up their case beyond getting it done on a basis they could manage. Eventually when they 
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found it had to be done, the next question was how. It was always possible to work out a way. I 
know of no case where we sent anyone broke by having an unrealistic programme. 

Now that's how these things are done if you've got good government, good local authorities - not just 
to satisfy somebody that gets themselves on to a council to be a big mouth, big-timer about these 
things. You adopt the sensible attitude of how it can be managed in a way that does not put 
somebody out of business unnecessarily. If it's such that it can't be overcome, well then, of course, 
they've got to go out of business and that's another matter. 

Coming back to this point I'd like to deal with another matter while we're on it and that is the 
periodical references to Laporte at Australind. I don't know whether we've covered this before, but 
Australind was negotiated as a result of my visit in 1960 to London. I think we've dealt with the 
detail of its establishment. 

RJ We have dealt with it, yes. 

COURT But the point was that we had to make a decision there and we consulted all of the 
local authorities within a radius of 70 miles of Bunbury. 

RJ That's right, and we've dealt with that too. 

COURT I've dealt with that in great detail, I think, the way that Dumas really painted a much 
blacker picture than he needed, but he was an old-timer. He said, "You'll never get into trouble for 
painting the picture worse than it is and then performing better. But if you try and hide something 
and you don't perform as well, you've got real trouble." So I accepted that and it worked out right. 

Now as a result of what we did then, the Australind problem no longer exists and is being 
progressively restored. It no longer exists on a continuing basis. The restoration is progressing. 
You'll probably finish up when they've worked on the areas where the effluent was disposed of in the 
sand dunes, you'll probably finish up with something much, much better than they had at the time. 
And hey presto! As a result of Laporte's deal with SCM, you've got the modern process at Kemerton. 
You wouldn't have Kemerton, you wouldn't have SCM at Kemerton, if it hadn't have been for the 
decision taken in 1960. This is what the critics, such as the one you referred to earlier, have got to 
take into account, and somebody's got to be big enough to stand up and remind them. 

I've given up reminding them down in Bunbury and Australind about that one down there. I see 
somebody had a go at it the other day and painted a "he was an ogre" picture, but without quoting the 
true story. Now Bunbury, Australind, Harvey Shire, all of those places are infinitely better off today 
because they had Laporte. Now they've got the continuing benefits of having the new and more 
modern process at Kemerton. 

Perhaps if you and I were sitting here in 50 years time, which we won't be, but if we were, they 
would have had yet another process [for producing titanium dioxide]. Just like Professor Parker, 
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John Parker's son, was working for years on the idea of avoiding smelting of copper by having a 
process of treating the ore in situ and taking the copper out by other means. Now he wasn't 
successful in achieving a commercial result, but no doubt somebody will take up the work that we 
encouraged him to do and CRA encouraged him to do, and working from there onward they'll find a 
way of doing it. 

Just like in America they've been experimenting with the injection process of mining uranium. I 
don't know what stage they're at today, but they actually had two mines operating in visual range of 
one another. One was mining uranium by the conventional means and the other one was using an 
extraction method so that they didn't have to disturb the soil at all. So this is the way things will 
develop. I won't be here and you won't be here, but thank God somebody will be pursuing these 
ideas all the time. 

See, these people don't give you any credit for encouraging the processing of our mineral sands so 
that we now produce synthetic rutile. We send out a product worth many, many times the original 
mineral sand. These are all part of the processes going on. I suppose one has to be a bit philosophical 
and say: "These people will be forever with us," and even when it's fixed somebody will write a 
book about the horrors that were. I don't think I need to enlarge on it beyond that. 

But I have talked to people down there [Kwinana], by the way, quite often since. I was only too glad 
to go back and participate in that video that the Shire made down there, to try and not only get their 
own people to understand what was there, why it was there, and what was being done, but to get 
them to understand that there's not enough there at present. They've got to use the land they've got 
and get more industry if they're going to get economic stability and the social stability that they need 
in that area. So don't get the idea that all the industry that you're going to get into Kwinana is already 
there. There'll be a lot more that will have to go in there to use that land better. [This came to light 
when there was a move fairly recently for a new port and individual area north of Yanchep and Two 
Rocks.] 

RJ Again I repeat I know that you were not involved in the decision of the choice of the 
Kwinana site, but is Kwinana too close to the city and does it sit on too choice a recreational area? 

COURT It's to my mind the perfect location. Wherever you put it you're going to interfere with 
somebody's recreation. But I remind you that when Kwinana was chosen (and let's forget who chose 
it) they showed a lot of foresight. It was an area that no-one was using to any great extent, you know. 
They'll build up all sorts of stories today, but if they used it for yachting, they're still using it for 
yachting. By world standards it's still a pretty clean, lovely piece of water, which is being improved 
all the time. 

In my day we had people working down there, even scientists who were publicly criticising us, but 
because we were told they were the best people we had them working on the Sound down there. If 
you say, "Right, Kwinana was wrong," you've then got to say: "Where was right?" because there has 
to be a waterfront. 
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RJ But further away from the city because that population growth of the city, whilst you 
can't ever estimate it accurately, could be foreseen. 

COURT Look, it couldn't be foreseen any differently to what it is. Some people, if they had 
their way they'd try and get you to talk about industry out in the desert somewhere. Well you know 
that's just not on. You've got to have some of your industry, not all of it, but some of your industry 
has to be oriented on the coast. You just can't have a harbour that is just harbour, full stop. It's got to 
have backing, even if it's only going to handle cargo and not going to handle any manufacturing and 
processing at all that's going to be related to the port. So you're still going to have a harbour and 
you're still going to have ships coming and going, and the best way to do it is to combine industry 
and the harbour. 

The change, for instance, in the form of transport is quite dramatic in the time since Kwinana was 
selected. For instance, you didn't know anything about the revolution of cargo transport in containers 
which has had a dramatic effect on all ports around the world and particularly on Fremantle, which 
has given it a different capacity altogether. You don't need so much wharf space, harbour space; for 
the time being anyhow. So you're not getting the traffic through Fremantle that you would have 
estimated say 30, 40 years ago. But that's another issue. 

I often say to people, if you accept that Kwinana was not the right place, tell me where? Now don't 
run away from this and say: "Oh further away from the city," or "Somewhere between here and 
Geraldton," or something like that. Wherever you put it there's going to be population developed 
around it and the better the industry the more population is going to develop. That's why I would 
have, had I been influential at the time, gone for a much, much bigger area around Kwinana in depth 
than they actually selected. 

I don't criticise them at all because I think they were very bold with what they did. I thought they 
were quite far-seeing with getting the area they did, but with the knowledge I subsequently had, very 
quickly after coming into office, I would have gone for much, much more area in depth. If you have 
it in its virgin state you don't have the conflict with the people that you have if you try and get rid of 
people. 

Now a classic example of this was Port Hedland, when we wanted to put the iron ore through Port 
Hedland. In retrospect we'd have been wise to buy the whole of old Port Hedland, every house, and 
given them a house twice as good two or three miles away in a much more congenial location and all 
that sort of thing, shift schools and houses, everything back there. Then we would have been able to 
develop the old town of Port Hedland as an iron ore port. We wouldn't have been worried about dust 
over a few houses and other things, noise; that's inevitable. So we would have had a completely 
different set up. 

Karratha, for instance, you could live in Karratha forever and never get any iron ore dust or even 
know that there are iron ore ships shipping out 20, 30, 40 million tons a year. The trains go direct 
there, they put it in stockpiles, and they're out of sight and sound of the town of Karratha, which is 
the dormitory town. 
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I tried to stop Dampier townsite, which is quite a small townsite but rather a beautiful townsite, 
being developed because I wanted to allow for the growth. I couldn't see how it would last us for 
more than a few years. I wanted to get into a town, hopefully have a common dormitory town for 
Samson and the Robe project as well as for the Hamersley Iron project. At that time I wasn't to know 
that we'd have the North West Shelf [at Burrup Peninsular], but as it happens, of course, Karratha is 
the dormitory town for l-lamersley Iron and for North West Shelf, but we couldn't get a suitably 
located site that could develop to 50 000 people that was, say, equidistant between Samson and what 
is now Wickham and Dampier, hence Karratha.' 

But the fact is that wherever you put that, if somebody came up with a bright idea that it should go 
up, say, past Two Rocks or some place like that, inevitably there's going to be a dormitory need 
immediately behind it. People don't like travelling far. Australians are less adapted to travelling long 
distances to regular work (that's production work as distinct from construction) than any other people 
I know. Other countries accept these distances, but Australians are always used to living up the 
backside of where they work. They don't like travelling far. They'll travel long distances for 
construction, but not for production. 

So wherever you're going to put these things, and we'll say that we found site 'X' to replace Kwinana, 
it's going to develop the same sort of dormitory need and have the same impact on the metropolitan 
area because don't forget it's not only Kwinana that gets the benefit out of that industry, the whole of 
the metropolitan area is supplying materials, rendering services, engineering services, into that area. 
So I would argue with anybody that no-one has yet shown me a better site. 

Now the beauty of Kwinana is, of course, you've got a sheltered port. We had to put the channel 
through the two sandbanks. That in itself, of course, was necessary because today you're dealing with 
bigger ships. In the days of the sailing ships when they used to go into Rockingham to take timber 
back to Europe, there was no problem because they probably didn't draw more than ten feet; it was 
an unusual ship of that type that drew more than about ten feet of water. But when you get these 
modem tankers and modem bulk carriers and even the modem container ships, the sort of ships that 
BHP would use, the sort of ships that BP use, the sort of ships that Alcoa use, you've got to have 
deep enough water to get through. The only thing to do is to put a channel right through Success and 
Parmelia sandbanks. But they'll have to put another one through. I'm surprised that the Navy hasn't 
made a bit of an issue about it, although their ships don't normally have great draft. We don't have 
the old warships of the HMS Hood and that type of ship that had more of their ship down under the 
water than on top of it. But they're all gone now. You've got little destroyers and little escort ships 
that would have more damaging firepower on them than the Hood and the Repulse had in their day, 
so it's a new world you're looking at. 

But I hope I've covered that point about it because I ask you: "Would you like to select an 
alternative?" I defy you to find a better one because of the presence of Garden Island and the 
protection that it gives to that bay and you don't deny the recreational use. 

1 At the time of the 25th anniversary of the founding of Karratha. Sir Charles gave an address which provided more detail, copy 
attached pp.  2355-2359. Copies of two newspaper articles about the founding are also attached, pp. 2360-2361 (RJ). 
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RJ But you did say earlier that you should in fact deny recreational use and then there 
would not be the complaints about pollution. 

COURT Now don't get me wrong, I'm talking about the actual beachfront for swimming. You 
know if people want to swim in front of a power station and that, I think for their own sake you've 
got to do something about that. Also areas that are being used where you've got chemicals being 
transported across and these sort of things that are inevitable. 

When I talk about recreational use I ask you to make this comparison. Compare the use of Cockburn 
Sound for recreational purposes today to the time before Kwinana became an industrial settlement. 
You'd say in those days there was very little identifiable use. Today it's a beautiful waterway and it's 
got great advantages for yachting, fishing, anything you want to do there. Now with the minor hiccup 
that you have, which is basically correctable, there's been very little interference with that area. 

You'll get the big story about sea grass. Now don't forget it was us that put scientists in there to first 
of all determine the problem and then to advise how to correct it. I come back to the scientist that 
was most vitriolic in his criticism of me personally and the government generally, we actually 
engaged him to do work there. I think we did quite a lot of that sort of thing and it used to shock 
people that we were big enough to use somebody if they had a special expertise and didn't sack them 
because they didn't like the government or they didn't agree with us. So we used to put their expertise 
to work; the best way I knew. 

But I come back to the point, and I remind you that when Kwinana was selected there was no 
development there at all. If they'd been wise they'd have grabbed all the virgin land in greater depth 
and concentrated more industry there; not less, more. But it would have been graduated from the 
heavy industries and some of the more polluting type of industries that were closer to the coast and 
graduate back to the areas closer to the dormitory areas. In can be done. 

Local authorities unfortunately have never been very helpful. They always fall for the 'three card 
trick' of allowing residential areas to go too close to industrial sites. Then they want the industry 
moved, not the people who shouldn't be there. A classic case of that was out in Queen's Park. Out in 
that area there where good industries that had to be shifted out, not because they came after the 
residential, but the residential was allowed to come on to their very borders, on the opposite side of 
the street. So it's the local authorities that should be under criticism for that. But you can phase 
industries outward, so the ones on the fringe have no adverse social effect. 

RJ Waddacor was covering a 20 year period, as I've identified, but are you content that 
in the period of your government, and that's with you as Premier, that pollution control measures 
were sufficiently good? 

COURT We never stopped. We never stopped in conjunction with the industry there. As I say 
these smart alecs that give the impression that they knew all at the time when these things were 
established, they have no sympathy from me at all because you're dealing with so many different 
factors and I think the record we had was a very commendable one. We didn't have to be prodded, 



TAPE 91 SIDE B COURT 1186 

we were always at it. Look at the negotiations and the studies that were done in connection with 
CSBP. I see some of the same problem still going on. The Labor government was there for ten years 
and it's producing the same products. We started with the company. In their original agreement, we 
had constraints in that original agreement. During my time we actually entered into negotiations with 
them to amend that on to a much severer specification. It was at their cost, don't forget. We're not 
ashamed of our record and we do not resile from it at all because we never stopped looking for better 
ways. 

The companies: with one exception the companies were always anxious to talk because you have to 
realise that many of their people that work in those places also live in the dormitory areas, so they're 
not without some pressure from within their own work force and their families. People have got the 
idea that these are just compartments with a circle around them and never the twain will meet. The 
manager himself usually lives in the dormitory area somewhere. It mightn't be right cheek-by-jowl 
with the industry, but he won't be that far away, so he's under pressure from his mates at the golf club 
and his bowls, or sailing club, wherever it might be. So it's a never-ending story and to say we did 
nothing about it is quite untrue and quite unfair. The companies were always very cooperative. They 
mightn't have rushed in to do all we wanted them to do, but I can't recall any of them, with one 
exception, that didn't respond on a reasonable timetable. 

END OF TAPE 91 SIDE B 
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RJ Are you prepared to name the one exception? 

COURT Oh, I'd prefer not to. It's only a small one actually. 

RJ And what was the excuse given? 

COURT Well he just said, "Look, I'm producing a product that your farmers need and I'm 
going to produce it the cheapest way I can." We had actually relocated him from elsewhere." He 
wasn't all that big [and did not conform]. But it was the only one and somebody else, some bigger 
people, took him over. It wasn't doing their industry any good. Takeovers can sometimes resolve a 
lot of problems. 

RJ In 1966 we have a commercial oil field declared at Barrow Island, which is near 
Onslow. What can you tell me about that? 

COURT Well that was a great breakthrough. WAPET doesn't get the credit that it's entitled to. 
When we go back and look at it, people criticise why they were given such huge areas. Well the 
simple fact was that no-one wanted it, no-one was interested. Then to think that they had that one 
hole that they put down and they struck oil (Rough Range). That was a disaster because everyone 
assumed that we were on a sea of oil. I think you probably remember the tragedy of that when people 
were buying shares and mortgaging homes on the basis that wherever you were going to put down a 
hole you were going to get oil. It was virtually unheard of that the first hole would strike oil and with 
a reasonable flow. 

So one has to realise that human nature being what it is they will always follow these emotive things. 
Poseidon was another classic case in nickel where people just got caught up in the emotions of it and 
made assumptions they shouldn't have made, but we in this State have been through it so often: gold 
in the de Bernales period, all that type of thing. So they were entitled to feel optimistic about it. 

Old Bill Walkley, who was the great personality, I have vivid recollections of him actually wearing 
his big hat and actually going up and down DC3s on the way coming back, later on DC4s, between 
Melbourne and Sydney with prospectuses - breaking the law really, but actually touting the shares of 
WAPET. "This is the thing of the future." You need characters like that who have tremendous faith. 
Whilst we used to worry a bit about him the fact is that he just had that enthusiasm, he had that great 
faith. So you can imagine what that one hole did to Bill Walkley. He assumed that heaven was on 
earth from then onward. 

But that was sad because it proved just to have that one production hole [at Rough Range]. They've 
tried and tried, even in recent times to step out from there and really resolve the riddle of that 
particular oil find. One day they'll find a very simple solution to it. It might turn out to he something 
that is quite monumental in its own way. They've tried and tried with the best brains in the world and 
somehow or other that's a freak. 

So they went on and persevered and, of course, under the system that prevails they have to discard 
areas after a certain time. You're allowed to hold the areas [only on certain conditions]. The idea is to 
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force you to do enough work to prove certain areas and then get rid of unpromising areas and let 
somebody else do it if they want to. There are quite a few companies have had some successes [on 
discarded areas] using the basic work that WAPET did. 

You understand the system that prevails that when you do this work you have to report it to the 
Mines Department so somebody else taking over a discarded area can start where you finished. That 
makes good sense; they don't have to do it all over again. So with the passage of time WAPET had 
to discard quite a lot of areas. We were overjoyed for their sake when they found oil on Barrow. We 
knew it wasn't big, but it was much bigger than we thought at the time because it's still going. 

I used to land there often when passing; back in the days of [Fokker] Friendships they could land on 
Barrow. While you were on the ground there you could get in a vehicle or even walk in some cases 
to where they were actually operating. So it was a good way of keeping in touch, although I did 
make specific visits to Barrow. 

They handled it very well. Barrow Island is a classic example of a company without having any 
prodding, push and shove, and threats from government, doing a superb job of environmental 
protection. They've done it so well, I believe, aren't they talking about putting some of the animals 
that were supposed to be rare and endangered - they've done so well with them they can put some of 
them back on the mainland in properly negotiated projects. 

But they [WAPET] had very, very strict environmental controls there, right from the very beginning. 
They not only had rules that were agreed with the authorities, but they enforced them. In my 
experience with Barrow they didn't enforce them on the basis of threatening people and having harsh 
laws of implementation. Everybody, all the workers and so on, they knew what it was all about and 
seemed to have a kindred spirit with what was trying to be done. In other words it was done in a 
great spirit of goodwill and not in a statutory, arbitrary, bureaucratic sort of away. The end result 
speaks for itself. [If I recall correctly, Harry Butler was engaged in this project.] 

We were overjoyed when it was established that they had got a field there, small though it was 
thought to be. I'm personally more than overjoyed that they're still there because it was a wonderful 
base for other projects that have stepped out from Barrow around there. If you look at a map today 
it's quite fascinating the number of projects, none of them thought to be large, that are in that general 
area. They all profit from the fact that Barrow pioneered the area and they established a base at 
Onslow, so other people get the benefit of that infrastructure and above all the experience that they 
had. 

It's a very complex area and every time somebody else finds oil or gas or both it adds to the 
knowledge of that area. Don't forget not far away, of course, is the great North West Shelf itself. In 
between those two is the Gorgon Project, which my understanding is will be as big as North West 
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Shelf when they get around to it. It's in deeper water so therefore it's going to be much more 
expensive to do. But with the infrastructure that's been established at Burrup Peninsular, with the 
experience we've got from the initial Barrow Island operation, it will come to pass.1  

Two of the partners in Gorgon are common to the joint venturers in the North West Shelf. That, 
when the time comes, will be helpful. 

But dealing more specifically with Barrow. We don't want to think of Barrow only as a breakthrough 
for WAPET. We've got to think of it as more than that. It gave people the faith to go on looking and 
it established a certain amount of infrastructure in that Onslow area. It's now been a sort of a flagship 
for all of these smaller projects, by comparison with the North West Shelf, that have developed 
around there. 

RJ You also have a decision in the 1960s to establish the woodchipping industry in 
Manjimup. What can you tell me about the background to that? 

COURT Well, it wasn't easy because there were plenty of people who were prepared to see it 
as the end of the forests and all the diabolical predictions there were. 

However, we did a lot of work on this. Again it was another example of the Minister for Industrial 
Development having to intrude into areas that weren't normally his. For instance, that was very much 
a Forestry matter because you can't touch trees without the Forestry Department. 

I was greatly impressed with people like Alan Harris, who was the Conservator of Forests earlier in 
our history, and others, who were telling me how you could do it and not why you shouldn't do it, 
bearing in mind that these people were basically conservationists at heart. Any professional forester 
is very, very much in tune with the forests. I can't recall meeting one professional forester who wasn't 
in tune with the forests. This is why they don't get enough credit for what they do. 

But they will tell you, as you've probably learnt by now, that I used to have to get these things 
explained to me in "Fourth Standard failed" language so that you could get it in a simple way that 
you could go away and talk about. It's no good going to a meeting and you don't know yourself in the 
terms that the people in the audience want to know. It's a very humbling experience when you've got 
to get it down to "Fourth Standard failed", not for their sake, but for your own sake. 

So I spent many hours with professional foresters while they explained to me that a forest has a life, 
for instance. A human being, you know, three score years and ten (some of us cheat a bit and go a bit 
longer). It's a comparatively short life and some forests have a comparatively short life. Some are in 
hundreds of years and thousands of years, but there is a cycle. They explained to me that you could 

1FuJ1 details of the North West Shelf and Gorgon Projects were given later, see pp.  1702-1713 (RJ). 
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undertake this operation. In fact my first memories of this are that it was being advocated more by 
the foresters than by me as Industrial Development. I was a means to an end. 

The Minister for Forests at the time, he was quite happy about these talks that were going on. It was 
typical of what we did. When you had this 'one stop shop' system, the Minister for Development had 
to have a feedback from the other ministers or a feedback into the other ministers as the case may be. 
It worked. This was a classic example of where I was being given the information that I needed 
because in the ultimate I was going to be negotiating with the industry, Japan or wherever it might 
be. 

But I have to say that at that time we were very anxious to establish the woodchipping as a basis for 
a paper and pulp mill. It's rather sad that we still haven't got it. We've got the APM [Australian Paper 
Manufacturers] down at Spearwood. Don't forget APM were thinking more of getting their raw 
materials if they went on to produce paper there from something other than hardwoods. They, at that 
time (and I remember their chief executive officer in Melbourne at the time) were very very sceptical 
about our hardwoods ever being used for large scale paper-making. He was a very dogmatic man. He 
was the one I did the negotiations with for APM down at Spearwood. But he envisaged us using 
plantations like pinewood plantations more than using our natural hardwood forests and was very 
cynical about our woodchips from some of our hardwood timbers. 

They, in Victoria and in other places, were using a variety of timbers, but they did have some very 
big plantations. But some of their timbers, although they were eucalypts, they were, in his opinion, 
more compatible for papermaking than our hardwoods. 

But our hope was that once we demonstrated that these woodchips were suitable for, say, Japan and 
other countries, that it would only be a matter of time and we could then encourage the paper-
making industry back to here so we got the added value and we were shipping out paper instead of 
shipping out woodchips or we were cutting down our imports of paper, as the case may be. 

So that's the background of it. Apart from the inevitable criticism that one learnt to expect from these 
things, especially when you're dealing with the forests, I think we proceeded without more than the 
average trauma. It's grown now to what it is. 

It did have another beneficial factor; it really made us sharpen our pencil on the Bunbury Harbour so 
as to get a truly international port. I've explained to you before how we devised a technique of 
dredging the area for the wharves and so on out of the land instead of having them virtually in what 
was the sea. This was one of the industries that gave us the reason, the excuse, whatever you might 
call it. When you're in government you've got to have a reason or an excuse to get on and do 
something; justify why you're going to do it. 

We did a good job there. I was surprised later on when the Labor Party criticised the fact that we 
weren't getting enough ships into Bunbury and had the inferred criticism that we'd made a mistake in 
going too far too fast with Bunbury. Ijust couldn't understand their mentality. I thought they'd have 
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been with us in making sure you get these developments. This, of course, again answers part of the 
criticism that you were on about earlier this morning in our interview about Kwinana. This was a 
classic example. Where else could you put a port but there? There were plenty of other places 
maybe, but that was the logical place to extend something that was already established and allow it 
to be the focal point through which you could export these products. 

It's had a very stormy career, this industry, and it's still on and will always be on. My only sadness is 
that we haven't got a major plant to be absorbing more of our woodchips rather than exporting them 
and reimporting as various forms of paper. 

In the process I spent a lot of time with the end-users in Japan. That was quite fascinating really. It 
was a different mentality altogether to the steel people. You almost felt as though you had to wear a 
different suit of clothes when you went down to the paper people who were going to buy the 
woodchips. [chuckles] It was a completely different atmosphere to the steel people. The steel people 
were a much tougher, very highly-disciplined industry; not only companies, but the industry. They 
would meet you as an industry, but there would always be representatives of the original nine, then 
eight, mills there. Nippon was usually the spokesman. They were a different breed of people 
altogether to talk to, to the people we met as the paper people. 

The paper people were not quite as precise in their plans and their dimensions as the steel mills were. 
They [the steel people] were always very clear where they were going. But I could understand the 
[caution of the] paper people. They were dealing with a new country and a new product. A lot of 
research work had to go on, experimentation, pilot plant work and so on. 

But in this the timber companies were really the spearhead. My work was merely to give assurances 
about government policies and government protection of the industry to ensure that they were going 
to be able to adhere to their contracts and that type of thing. It was virtually the same as for the iron 
ore industry negotiations, but a much quieter and a much less aggressive atmosphere was necessary 
for the woodchips. But the companies, particularly Bunnings, were very, very active. They always 
kept me informed. If I was going up there they used to give me a brief as to who to see and where to 
put the pressures on. So it was a very good working arrangement. 

We never interfered with the commercial side at all, that was their job. But where they wanted 
assurances about availability of supply, continuity of supply, security of supply and so on, that was 
our job and I think we did it pretty well. 

Ri We have in 1970 the discovery of the natural gas field at Dongara. 

COURT Well that was a great breakthrough. Again you're dealing with WAPET. These were 
only small fields, but they were important. Then the question came as to how we were going to use 
it. Obviously it had to be brought down to the metropolitan area. Any local use was not going to be 
that big. But it was in itself a breakthrough. Here's a new fuel altogether which we were glad to see. 
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A clean energy; different altogether to Collie coal. A different process of getting it out of the ground, 
a different process of transportation, a different process of actual conversion into any other form of 
energy, like electricity and so on. We desperately needed other forms of energy to offset the very 
strong monopoly that had developed on the part of Collie so far as indigenous fuels were concerned. 
We had other sources, which was imported oil, but it was much better to have an indigenous source. 

You also believe that once you've got the first show you're going to get others. So the plans were set 
in train to pipe that gas down to the metropolitan area. 

We ran into a strange situation there because the negotiations, unlike most other things that were 
done, were done by the Minister for Electricity and SEC. I don't want to be in any way critical of my 
colleague, but they were handling this in a very strange way. They didn't have the experience that 
we'd had in dealing with companies that had to provide infrastructure and all of this sort of thing. 
The SEC initially probably were the reason for the rather timid approach to the thing. But they then 
got very impatient with the minister, bearing in mind that he was an agriculturalist and a good man, 
but he was in a field that was quite foreign to him. He was always a little bit suspicious that these 
people had more knowledge - people like WAPET and the oil companies concerned - had more 
knowledge than he did, and were we going to get the best deal and so on. 

So it went on and on and it started to worry Dave Brand because it was in his electorate, don't forget. 
He wanted to see it developed. We'd had the great discovery which was good in itself, but then 
you've got to put it to work. What's the use of having a gas field if you're not working it and selling 
your product. 

So he started to get a bit worried and the then SEC Commissioner apparently had spoken to Dave 
Brand privately about the thing. He wasn't critical of his minister, but he was just a bit worried that 
he was getting nowhere. The ingredients were there, the company was quite happy about what they 
were prepared to sell it for, the conditions under which they were prepared to sell it. The SEC was 
satisfied with the conditions under which they were going to buy and under which they were going to 
sell. We just couldn't get this brought to a head. 

So Dave handled it very nicely, as he always used to these things, and very sensitively, bearing in 
mind you had a Country Party minister involved. Where this went wrong was that it wasn't handled 
by me from the start under the 'one stop shop' system. I can only assume that they felt this was rather 
a local thing and that the SEC was going to be the only customer. We weren't going to export it and 
therefore it could be done in the ordinary course of daily routine of SEC. 

So David Brand gave me the job of taking it over and finalising it in conjunction with the minister. It 
was a piece of cake really because the SEC had done a pretty good job both on the technical and on 
the commercial side of it, putting the deal together. The company that owned the gas, of course, they 
didn't need any help because they had the backing of some very powerful companies that had had 
experience in all parts of the world with big shows, little shows and so on. This by world standards, 
of course, was quite small. 
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I eventually got involved in it. We had one memorable Saturday morning and by lunchtime we'd 
cleaned it all up. All we had to do was go to Cabinet on Monday and it was signed, sealed and 
delivered and hey presto the thing went ahead. It was very simple really. It was no great shakes on 
my part; it was just a matter of putting all the details together and just making a judgment that we 
were getting a fair deal out of it and the SEC were getting a fair deal. The company looked after 
themselves; we didn't have to fight their battle for them. So hey presto we were in the gas business. 

This comes into the bigger picture of the North West Shelf Natural Gas Project later on because one 
of the urgencies about North West Shelf when eventually I got involved in that negotiation was the 
fact that we were running out of gas at Dongara. You might say: "But Dongara's still operating." Of 
course it is, but we're talking about huge quantities of gas and not just the comparatively little trickle 
that was coming down that pipeline, valuable though it was at the time and valuable as it still is 
because there's still gas coming [down the WANG pipeline]' from that area, into the system down 
here. But it was just another little episode in the WAPET experience. They don't get the credit they 
should. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 92 

1The pipeline was operated by WANG [WA Natural Gas] to bring gas from the Dongara field. It now 
services other natural gas finds en route such as Beharra Springs and Woodada (CC). 
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COURT Before I see you again I think I better give you the details of the present ownership of 
that field. If I recall correctly you're not dealing with the same operators as were there at the time that 
you and I are talking about. That has got into other hands. 

Also there's a little field aside from the original Dongara one and I'll give you the full details of that. 
Okay? 

RJ Great. 

A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library Building on 9 March 1993. 

Sir Charles, another industry that you looked further into whilst you were minister was the flax 
industry. 

COURT I spent a lot of time on the flax industry. The reason for that was that I was very 
worried that so much of our economic success and breakthrough was related to big industry, and it's 
very dramatic and it's very important that we have these big industries like iron ore, bauxite/alumina, 
nickel. They all have to be done. But what you have to realise is they're all finite and they're all only 
as good as the ultimate development of processing. The initial development of the mineral mining is 
important, of course it is, but if you can't go beyond that eventually, not immediately but eventually, 
then you lose the great economic value to us. But that's another story. 

It brings you face to face with the things that are harder to achieve. They are the things where you 
come face to face with agriculture or horticulture. The things where nature takes over, nature has the 
final say. If we're talking about the Ord later on I'll be able to enlarge on that because my great 
problem there was no matter how many times I said it, that the Ord would not be an instant success, 
it would not be something that went to a strict timetable and hey presto you had a magnificent new 
town a magnificent new industry and so on. It didn't matter how many times you said that, no matter 
how many times you reminded people you're dealing with nature. All the wogs and bugs and things 
that go with it and the other problems of seasons and so on. 

But it's terribly important that somebody spends time on them. This applies particularly in things like 
agriculture. I was afraid, and I'm still afraid, that Western Australia, having had such success with 
cereals like oats, barley, wheat and now with lupins, will be inclined to say: "That's farming." We've 
also been very good with sheep, we've been very good with cattle, pigs, a few other things, but I 
don't think we've been farseeing enough in our approach to these things and particularly to the 
processing. 

That's why flax appealed to me. An industry that you could have right in the centre of a rural district 
that needed an uplift and needed some industry. What better place to process a rural product than in 
the area where it's grown. I didn't know much about flax. If I was completely honest I'd say I had to 
find out the origin of flax and I had to find out what it is eventually used for. But I realised that if it 
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could be economically developed it would be a nice industry for that district. If we were successful 
and were able to produce the end product, a quality product economically, that we could probably 
open up a world market that was far beyond our expectations. 

One thing I ran into was the fact that flax had traditionally been produced by fairly primitive means. 
The retting process was the key to it. 

I realised that in Australia we didn't have much future within ourselves unless the government was 
going to get involved, to a point that we weren't prepared to be involved and then it was a very great 
risk. So I decided that it would be a good thing to find out in Europe what they were doing and what 
they thought was the future of flax. 

We spent a couple of days in a town in Holland, the name of which escapes me, but I know it was 
not easy to find. But that wasn't because of the fact they grew flax there, it was because they had a 
scientific research centre there that was doing a lot of work to see if they could have a chemical 
process to replace retting instead of having the biological type of process that was slow and messy 
and certainly not efficient that had been traditional in the industry. 

We'd heard about an institute that was doing research on this and a company, quite a big company, 
that was working with them hoping to find a chemical solution to this retting process which would 
completely transform the economics of flax. 

They were very receptive. We explained that they could come to Western Australia. With the 
cooperation of the local people, the local farmers, they'd have access to good farms, good farmers, 
farms of their own if they wanted them. In other words it was a pretty impressive package we were 
able to put up. 

Firstly they weren't very keen on international operations. They thought that Australia was a long, 
long way away. I think that frightened them a bit. On the other hand they weren't sure that they were 
going to succeed with this modern technology. We kept in touch with them and I saw after a while 
that it was going to be a no go. I had very serious reservations even while I was there whether they 
were going to achieve the breakthrough they wanted to. 

You realise it's like so many things. You can do these things on a laboratory scale; you can even go 
to a pilot scale; but when you go into the commercial scale it's a different ball game altogether. To 
the best of my knowledge that was never proceeded with. 

It would be interesting after all these years to find out whether somebody did persist with it. It's not 
unusual for somebody to undertake this type of work and run into a dead end. Then some enquiring 
mind will come along later on. 

I think I mentioned to you the work done by Professor Parker; that's the son of the late Sir John 
Parker. He came back here as a professor at Murdoch University. If I remember correctly his 
discipline was chemistry. Earlier in his career his father had mentioned to me that he was working 
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on the idea of getting copper out of the ground as copper by using a chemical process. You wouldn't 
even need to mine the ore. That was one proposition. Another one was that if you did mine the ore 
that you could then get the copper out of the mineral, out of the ore that you brought up from the 
ground, without having to have a smelter. In other words you would treat the ore with a chemical 
process and hey presto you'd have copper, pure copper, instead of having to go through the trauma of 
a smelter. 

So I was very intrigued in what young Parker was seeking to do. I saw Morrie Mawby, that's Sir 
Maurice Mawby at CRA, knowing that they and others, of course, were interested in copper and they 
had these problems of smelters wherever they went. He was very interested and they encouraged - I 
think it was Jim Parker - he wasn't professor then; I think he was Dr Parker by then. He might have 
even been doing this as his thesis for his PhD. But they did encourage him. They were interested 
because they realised if people are not working on these sorts of things you'll never find the answer. 
There are quite a few people throughout the world who are trying to find another way, a biological 
way, or a chemical way, of extracting these metals. 

I think I told you about the plant that I saw in America where they had two mines, two uranium 
mines, in the one field. One was being mined by the orthodox method and the other one was being 
mined by this extraction method. I don't know to this day what happened, but they were sufficiently 
interested to invest a lot of money in trying this other extraction process in the hope that it would 
save them mining. 

However, coming back to the flax. This was the sort of work that people one day will pick up and 
carry on. 

Why I mentioned the Parker copper thing was that I read in yesterday's paper where somebody 
believes they have a process which could avoid the problems of smelting. I've asked somebody to try 
and get the details of it for me because that was worked on copper and it had a ring of being 
something like an extension of Parker's work. It would be interesting to find out if in fact it was 
somebody who had had the brainwave that there must be a way of doing this and had had access to 
Parker's work and was prepared to carry on from there. That's how these things happen. 

The upshot of it was we weren't able to press on with this flax industry. I spent a lot of personal time 
on it because I believed that this was the sort of thing we needed. The local people were interested 
but I'm afraid they were only concerned about getting an industry to give some more employment for 
the local people [and diversity of crops]. I don't think they were looking at it in the same broad way 
as I was looking at it, getting a breakthrough that would give us a major industry that we could 
develop on an international basis. 

RJ Keeping the Ord and the vision of industries that you saw there as a separate topic 
which we're about to discuss, is there anything else like flax, whatever, that you looked at in your 
time as minister that we haven't covered? 
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COURT I was very disappointed we weren't able to do more with horticulture. The market 

here was quite small and isolated. It's quite ironical today that so much of our fruit and to a lesser 

extent vegetables, but particularly fruit, comes from other places. It breaks my heart to think you go 

into a shop and buy an orange that's come from California. 

Ri And South Australia. 

COURT And a lot of the stuff from the Eastern States, of course, a preponderance from the 

Eastern States. It doesn't make me so angry eating it from the Eastern States as it does when you find 

you're getting it from California. Now I know the Californians have got a very efficient industry, got 

a superb climate. Their transportation around the world was perfected by a man from Israel who did 

wonders for the Israelis when they set about redeveloping Israel. His great contribution was to find 

how to get their fruit and vegetables into Europe ahead of anybody else, having regard for the 

climatic advantage, the geographic advantage they had in production. 

I got this man to actually come to Perth and have a talk about the Ord in particular, if we grew these 

things up there, getting them into the Asian market. Some of this is happening now, but we could not 

get anything to take off at that time. This man would have been a wonderful man to have here now 

with the great development of horticulture in the Ord now they're getting into the Asian markets as 

well as into the other capital cities. 

But his main forte was not growing things, but transporting them. He was fascinating to talk to and, 

of course, you have a much more disciplined economy in Israel, you have a much more disciplined 

people. You can imagine mangoes and pawpaws and all sorts of fruits, citrus and other things being 

produced in the kibbutzes, that you'd have a very disciplined producer and a very disciplined 

transporter and marketer. So they were able to gain anything up to six weeks [on their competitors]. 

If you can imagine if you've put in these high quality products that Europe needs and they had 

markets that can afford to pay anything for the right thing at the right time, that it was something of a 

killing. 

He had been taken over to California because they said, "If you can do this for Israel, think of what 

you could do for us," because California would be bigger and it would be an even more sophisticated 

producer and they have a big market at home. You think they wouldn't need another market, but they 

did. So it's quite maddening when you go to Japan and go to other parts of Asia now, but until 

recently mainly in Japan, all their high quality fruit and vegetables, melons that sort of thing, it's 

coming from either California or from Honolulu. It's because they've learned to transport things. 

I remember seeing one transport operation where these huge transporters would come in bringing in 

these high quality fruits and vegetables and because of the competitive nature of the transport they 

were able to bring them in by air. They would go back with those planes full of sewing machines, 

radios, washing machines, anything at all, you see. It was the perfect transport operation. No 

passengers to worry about and grizzle about and lose their baggage and have to be fed. Just huge 
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quantities of fruit and vegetables and chilled meat on one way (not frozen meat, it's not all that 
popular, but sometimes you have to go that route) and go back full of these high-priced, high-tech 
things. 

We have an operation like that in Perth, you know, that I was rather proud of. That was when the 
Japanese brought a major interest in the malting works here out at Kewdale. We'd always known 
Union Maltings as being the people that produced all the malt here. Well the Japanese got involved 
because they do produce a lot of beer and they have to have special types of malt that they're very, 
very fussy about, as they should be. Very demanding in quality. 

Well, they actually bring in containers full of radios and the products that Japan produces so well. 
When those containers have been emptied they then go straight out to the maltings and they're filled 
with malt. It just shows how ignorant you can be all your life. I always assumed malt would be 
mushy mushy stuff but in point of fact the malt that they export is quite a dry product and it's ideal. 
So you can imagine these containers they have a very economic life full of high priced commodities 
one way and go back full of malt, which is not such a high priced commodity, on the other way. So it 
makes the economics of transport for both perfect. It's not often you get this balance, but that's what 
they're aiming at all the time. It means you can transport things by air that otherwise wouldn't be 
touchable. [These malt containers go by sea.] 

That applies to these fruits that are coming in. I suppose it's through the same system somehow or 
other that the Californians get their stuff in here. I don't know whether they come by ship or whether 
they come by air, but it makes me mad to think that down at a supermart in Nedlands, Dalkeith, 
you're buying these things which they boast about them being from California. In particular they do a 
huge trade in dates, Californian dates. They're big and they're very attractive and very juicy looking 
and so on, and they are good. They're quality fruit. But it makes me mad to think that they're coming 
all the way from California. 

Now we have to learn to produce these things. We'll go back to producing these things on a quality 
basis, just like they've demonstrated up in Kununurra, and on the vegetable side, just like you've got 
people like Sumich producing vegetables in a very scientific way. When you think of the crude 
methods that were used in Spearwood in the early days by those wonderful people down there. Now 
when you see one of these other plants in operation with computerised watering systems and 
fertilisers done on a highly scientific basis, you can understand why they've been able to sell the 
products of these places overseas either, in some cases, using air transport and other cases using 
containerised shipping. 

But this will become the order of the day. I found it rather hard to sell. You know the Manjimup 
Cannery was a sad thing really. We did our darndest to try and make that economic and to have an 
outlet for the farmers. My first problem down there frankly was to get an assurance of fruit for the 
cannery. You've no idea as Minister for Industrial Development the trauma I went through with 
meetings each year. They wanted the cannery to be there and all losses taken up by the government, 
but they didn't want to be forced to use it. They argued that if the fresh fruit market was good they 
should be able to go and get the benefit of that premium price, but if there was a slump there they 
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should be able to use the cannery. You might say: "Well that's obvious," if you were a grower that's 
what you'd want to do, but you can understand in that case there'd be no cannery. 

Places where canneries are successful the growers grow primarily for that cannery up to a contracted 
amount. Usually the species that you can are different to the species you sell in the fresh market 
anyhow. The particular type of peaches that they were growing for the cannery down in Manjimup 
were not good peaches from an eating point of view, but they were superb for canning purposes. 

Well, nevertheless they wanted the right to be able to go and market them on the fresh market if that 
was the premium market at the time and leave the poor old cannery languishing, but on the other 
hand if there was no fresh market they wanted the cannery to be operating. This argument went on 
for quite a long time. As you know the government put a lot of money into that in different ways. I 
always felt that when SPC came into it we had a chance of getting it on to a proper commercial basis 
and the government could get away from it, but these things will never work while government's got 
their sticky fingers in it. The growers think, oh what's a bit of loss, the government will make that up. 
The canning company, which is part government owned, part government financed and all that sort 
of thing, when they want to get the growers to give them their fruit at a competitive price, they'll find 
resistance because they'll say: "Oh, the government will make up the loss." 

So governments have got to get out of these things and you'll find more and more governments will 
get out of these things. The success of Kununurra, for instance, is the fact that the horticultural 
project has been predominantly done by private people, little people who grew into bigger people, 
bearing in mind that the government advisers were opposed to horticulture in the early days. 
Therefore the thing had to develop by the initiative of the growers, and that's been a success. But I 
must admit that I was always a little bit disappointed. Maybe if I'd have had more time and not had 
to concentrate so much time on things like the mining and so on which was forced on to me because 
of the 'one stop shop' business I would have found a way and a means of getting involved on the 
agriculture side more, as an industrial thing. Not to usurp the position of the Minister for Agriculture, 
but as an industrial thing and then challenge him and his department to produce what the customer 
wanted. That's the only way that it would ever have been a success. 

We have had some success. You get people like the Sumichs and others that come along and grow 
vegetables on a very efficient, highly automated and a technology-oriented basis. It's quite ajoy to go 
and watch those places. But we'll have to do much more of it. 

Now could I just conclude on this point because Tasmania hasn't done badly over the years of 
concentrating on a quality product. See they, like us, were very hurt when they lost their main 
market for their apples. I don't know how far they've been successful in selling their apples, which 
they produce so well in Europe, whether they've found other markets for them, but they've always 
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produced a quality product and they had a certain position in Europe. This is like the New Zealand 
name, which somehow or other for butter, Iamb and for fruit always had a very high profile in 
Europe, more so than did Australia. 

END OF TAPE 92 SIDE B 
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COURT They have been very skilful up to the last time I checked on the position in Tasmania 
of selling some of their fruit and other products on the mainland as a quality product: not something 
that you just sold at a going rate, but a quality product which you had to be prepared to pay a 
premium price for. I hope they continue that. I haven't been able to check on it in the last couple of 
years, but they seemed to be doing it quite well when I was down there more often. 

A classic example of where they've developed a product virtually from the ground up was in 
connection with their Atlantic salmon that they produce down there in ever-increasing quantities. 
When they learned the technique of producing this virtually on a [large-scale seawater] fish farming 
basis, these beautiful salmon (which I think they're marketed as Atlantic salmon, but produced in 
Tasmania) they very wisely went into the premium market and sold it as something that was very, 
very special. 

Now you know how people pay great prices for smoked salmon and products like that that have 
traditionally come from other parts of the world. They very wisely set about selling this as a 
premium product. You'll only get the premium price, of course, in the places where they sell 
premium foods, premium service and charge for it because only then can they afford to pay the price 
to get the premium product to serve. So they've marketed the Atlantic salmon from Tasmania very 
expertly. Now you get it in all of the major classy restaurants of Australia including in Perth. You'll 
get it put forward with the same prestige and with the same promotion by the staff as you do smoked 
salmon, and people have embraced it. 

It's a form of marketing we've got to follow. It is being done in our State. There's a little group of 
people in Carnarvon who came from New Zealand and they realised that the fish that were being 
caught there [Carnarvon] were quality fish. With their New Zealand experience they realised that 
properly marketed, properly processed, properly transported, they could get a premium price. Now 
the last time I was in Carnarvon, which was not long ago, I had a good look over their operations and 
was very impressed. It was a very personal type of thing. But don't forget these are the fish that we've 
been catching for generations. 

But from the moment that fish is caught at sea it's given TLC, tender love and care. It comes in, it's 
quickly into the plant. It's handled in a way that has been found to be the best way to handle it. It's 
not frozen; it's brought to a certain temperature. It's packed in boxes, special containers, in a special 
way. It has to have a certain temperature when that box is ready for transportation. Every fish is a 
fish. It's not just fish are fish, sort of thing, too bad, throw in the next one. Every fish is a fish. When 
you see them packed ready for transportation down to the airlines, you almost want to buy some on 
the spot. So it's just not thrown into the box one this way, one that way, it's all packed beautifully so 
that when the box is opened it looks attractive to the buyer. 

Now that goes down to Perth Airport and I was staggered at the tons (not the kilograms or the 
pounds, but the tons) per week that they ship under contract with Qantas. Cathay, Singapore, and a 
couple of others, I think. Every day there would be some of this quality fish, with quality processing, 
quality packing, goes to Japan. 
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Now the interesting thing about that is every day the end user of that product reports on how that 
assignment landed. It's a great communication, it's a great discipline. Both parties know one another. 
Box 1020A or something like that, arrived, and this was the temperature, this was the condition. The 
next one, the next one and the next one. So that if there was a half a degree or a degree of variation 
in the temperature, why? It's a great discipline. 

Now they're getting a premium price. They're receiving much more than you would pay for an 
ordinary one caught in the ocean here and just through your local fish shop or fish market as the case 
maybe. 

I was interested to hear from them that whilst they have been successful in getting this premium 
price they still have a way to go before they get what the prime operator in New Zealand gets for the 
same sort of fish, by doing the same sort of thing. So it just shows you can add value by mere TLC: 
processing, packing, transport and communication. So you're adding a value all the way through. We 
in Australia have got to do this. 

Now you have to realise it's II years since I was in office and it goes back even further to when I 
was minister. But when I was due to retire from Parliament I was just starting to put together for the 
first time the importance of these types of operation. I know this is a long way from our flax, but it's 
all part of the story. You can't do everything in a lifetime, but you can have dreams about how it will 
be done. I believe that the only way we'll get back into the rural areas and get our rural economy 
going again will be when we start to take a more personalised interest in the end use of the products. 
It is a crying shame that so much of our wool, for instance, goes out complete with the dirt and the 
rubbish that goes in when it's handled in some of the farmers' sheds. 

When I was discussing wool and trying to get Taiwan to take more wool, and this is long since I was 
a member of Parliament, but as part of my functions that I was undertaking in conjunction with my 
son Ken, in connection with Taiwan, I saw an exhibit of what came out of Australian wool when it 
was opened up in Taiwan to be cleaned and scoured and so on. You know it would make your hair 
stand on end. The odd dead cat, the odd woollen jumper. Metal things didn't worry them so much. 
You've no idea how in those days the number of metal implements and tools would get left in there. 
It was just convenient when they were shearing in full flight and knock off and you just leave 
something there. Next morning they're in such a mighty rush to get going that bang! everything goes 
in on top of it. Next thing a spanner or something's on its way. Strangely enough the spanners don't 
worry them very much, and things like that because they've got metal detectors, they can pick them 
up. These other foreign things worry them more. 

I came back from that particular visit and got in touch with all of the appropriate people like Elders 
and with the farmer organisations, Pastoralists and Graziers and the like. Most of them were pretty 
good in their response because they were worried too, they knew about it. Some of the farmer 
organisations were quite rude about it. It was at the time when wool was riding high and was selling 
easily and getting a big good price. They were quite rude about it on the basis almost that [they're 
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lucky to get our wool]. Well one organisation was straight out defiant about it and gave the 
impression that they were lucky to be able to buy our wool. Well, of course, that's the beginning of 
the end. 

But the only way we'll get back to prosperity in the rural industries is to get back to a closer 
understanding between the producer and the end user. It's not easy when you're producing in huge 
volumes. But we'll just have to get away from some of this arrogance that we've got. "They're lucky 
to get it," sort of thing. If the right attitude starts at the farm itself you'll have another generation of 
farmers who will regard their end user as their salvation and their friend instead of the enemy who 
won't pay enough. Of course, they'll pay more if they get the premium product. I'm now talking about 
all rural products, not only wool, which is a problem child at the moment, but whether it's 
vegetables, whether it's fruit, whether it's meat, anything at all. If you follow the product through 
you'll find that there's a lot more in the rural economy for us than we've been getting. I'm not 
suggesting it's going to employ great masses of people, but at least it will give stability and 
prosperity where it's needed. That in itself will attract people back to the land. 

I've wandered a fair way from where you first started, but you touched a chord with me. This might 
be news to you, but at one stage just before the 1971 election there was a strong pressure on David 
Brand for me to be Minister for Agriculture as well as Minister for Industry. Well that representation 
came from rural people because they said, "We've just decided that if Court could do this for 
industry, ordinary industry, and mining, why can't he do it for rural industries?" because they were 
starting to see that it was all a question of processing and marketing. It's not just a question of 
growing it and somebody will buy it. That was the first sort of ray of light that we started to see. 
Dave and I regarded that as too hot a potato to even handle. He said, "The only way we'd do it would 
be if, on their own initiative, the Country Party asked for you to take that over," because it was part 
of the deal with the Country Party that they would have the portfolio of Agriculture. 

You might think that rather strange, but for the first time a very big body of rural people, and 
including some within the Country Party itself, were starting to see that the ultimate success of rural 
industries is in the processing ]  and marketing. Growing is one thing, but it's no good growing the 
best unless you can carry on from there and get the best results in the markets. 

They in the Country Party, of course, have got sublime faith in statutory marketing. That could be 
changing amongst a new breed. But it has very severe limitations on the extent to which both the 
government and the private sectors can get farmers to respond to this question of quality, having in 
mind the end user is crucial and not having such implicit faith in a statutory body, which in many 
cases doesn't have a lot of detailed interest in the individual production side. Having great faith in 
them getting the best deal in the world for you is one thing. In the final analysis it's one thing to have 
volume, but it's another thing to have volume which gives you the premium prices that you need to 
be viable. More and more you'll find that it won't only be volume that gets you the viability, it will be 
the quality that gets you the viability. 

'Processing in this sense meaning how products are handled and presented (CC). 
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See even in the time that we're talking about when we were in office, you've got people like the 
Germans who started to get very, very demanding about the use of chemicals in crops and storage. 
At the time there was resentment. "We know how to grow wheat. We know how to handle wheat." 
All of a sudden you get one of your customers starting to say: "We don't like what we're getting," 
because they had their scientists who were examining these products. They could see that the end 
user, the public of their country, might be getting something that wasn't good for them. Now it didn't 
matter how much we talked about it, what evidence we produced, they were the customer, and the 
customer's always right. I remember that at the time. It caused consternation. So we had to rethink 
the whole thing, right back to the bins in the country, as we should because in the final analysis the 
customer's going to dictate. 

RI Sir Charles, if we could now turn to the Ord River scheme and the Ord River Dam. 
You have the opening of the diversion dam in 1962. The main dam was given the go ahead in 1967, 
but there were hold-ups on that and it wasn't officially opened until June '72. Start from the very 
beginning. You have made a couple of references to it, but start from the beginning and tell me the 
vision and the negotiations and the whole process. 

COURT It's a very appropriate time to be discussing the Ord because it's just over 50 years 
since Dumas, Sir Russell Dumas, then Mr Dumas, was sent by the then State government to do a 
reconnaissance to determine whether there was a suitable dam site on the Ord that could in due 
course be harnessed. Now it's quite strange that a government which was in the middle of a war with 
all the problems, shortages of supplies, shortages of everything, and with Australia literally under 
threat, should want to dispatch its top engineer to undertake this reconnaissance. 

The reasons for that are quite interesting, that they and the then Commonwealth government 
believed that when the war was over there'd be a lot of pressure on Australia to demonstrate what it 
was going to do with Australia. For instance were we going to leave the great northern parts of 
Australia with all its water and its soil and no doubt other things, virtually undeveloped, while the 
rest of the world would be clamouring for development and for outlets for people and so on? 

They'd already had the representations that were made about the Jewish people settling Kimberley. I 
won't go into that in great detail, but it's very interesting if you read back on that the number of 
people who could see some merit in it. It's only conjecture now, but it would be interesting if one 
could assess with any accuracy what Australia would look like today, what northern Australia would 
look like today, had the Jewish settlement taken place. At one time there was a suggestion that there 
be a fence. [chuckles] It was a silly suggestion, so as to make sure the Jewish people, if they settled 
Kimberley, knew that that was their area north of that point. Some wag said at the time: "That won't 
help you because before very long you'll finish up there and they're down in Perth and we're up 
behind the fence." It was an unkind remark, but nevertheless what he was saying was that these 
people would be so industrious, they'd be so dedicated, so committed, that before very long that 
would be a very, very important part of Australia, very strong economically and very strong in other 
ways. There was no way you could say that's the Jewish part of Australia and never the twain will 
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meet. As you know that didn't proceed, but it was quite interesting how far it went down the road in 
discussions at both State and federal levels. 

Just so that I can complete that part of the story and not have to come back on to it, it was very 
interesting that in 1960, at the time when I was making my first visit overseas to Europe, we received 
unofficial representations from the Dutch to either join in or take over the development of the Ord. 
They had the most successful irrigated and tropical agriculture in the world in Indonesia, developed 
by the Dutch. They were very efficient colonisers and the things they did then were a great credit to 
them in terms of their achievements. I don't want to get involved in how they treated the natives or 
anything like that because I wouldn't know. But when I first became a minister and first started going 
to Indonesia you could see the quality of the things that they had done, the infrastructure they'd done. 
Also the quality of the agriculture they had developed. 

Now at that time Sukarno was determined to get anything which was in his mind tainted by the 
Dutch, get it out of Indonesia, even if it was at the cost of their country. Here's a country that was a 
net exporter of sugar and finished up a net importer and so it went on. This is the stupidity of some 
of these dictators. However, they [the Dutch] felt some obligation to the people that they had trained. 
Let's face it they'd either be Malays, Indonesians, or Eurasians, and a big proportion of Eurasians 
amongst those who were the most qualified. They sounded me out on whether Australia would be 
receptive to a Dutch project taking over the Ord. 

In view of the Jewish proposal and the fate of that, both David Brand and I felt that there wouldn't be 
any mileage in putting it forward. Australia was not in the mood to accept it. It would be different 
today, when you've got a new wave of migration and you've got this ever increasing proportion of 
Asians coming in. You'd be looking at a different thing altogether today, but still we're going back to 
1960. So we didn't proceed with that because we were already running into trouble about the amount 
of foreign capital we were likely to attract for legitimate projects like mines and the like. There were 
already a lot of overseas people especially from Europe and from Africa wanting to buy farming 
properties [in our South]. That brought an adverse reaction. So we left that alone. But it's interesting 
that it should raise its head again. 

Had they done it either in conjunction with us or on their own we would have finished up with a 
completely different series of exercises than we finished up with. The Dutch are very efficient. They 
would have brought in a population that was used to that climate and used to that type of operation, 
that wouldn't have been transplanted direct from a capital city into a very remote sub-tropical area. 
But that's only in the past and you can only conjecture what would have happened. Let's face up to 
what did happen. 

Now Dumas undertook those explorations. There was more than one, by the way. People think of 
only the first, but there was more than one. Again I emphasise the significance of them doing this at 
the time when Australia was literally in danger. The further the war went after Pearl Harbour, of 
course, we became more and more in danger. But they believed, and I think with some justification, 
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that after the war there would be pressure on Australia about this undeveloped, unoccupied, but 
potentially wealthy northern part of Australia. So that was the real reason why they sent Dumas 
there. 

So from then onward everyone was oriented at both Commonwealth and State level and in the media 
to the Ord. Now if we hadn't have had that history and that established assumption that the Ord was 
to be the first of the rivers to be harnessed right across Australia, I frankly would have done it 
another way. But that's another story. 

Let me make this point before we go any further, that the Ord was always intended to be a pilot 
project. That was the basis on which the Commonwealth came into it. It was to be a pilot project to 
determine how and how successfully you could harness the great rivers of northern Australia. Now if 
you go back, leaving Pilbara out of it for the time being where you've got a different terrain and a 
different type of climate and a different water pattern altogether. If you go back and incorporate 
Kimberley right across to northern Queensland, you've got a huge area which has many of these 
rivers that flow at the velocity in the wet season that the Ord flows at. They're very impressive by 
anybody's standards, but unfortunately, of course, they flow and the water's gone. There's no 
permanent gain out of it unless you can harness the water. 

But the Ord was to be a pilot plant to see a number of things. First of all how best to harness a river 
of this velocity when it's flowing, and quite ferocious in its way when it's at its height. Then how to 
use the water. Equally important was how to get people to live there. Bear in mind that unless you 
could bring in people from outside, such as would have happened with the Jewish people, such as 
would have happened with the Dutch, you're going to be attracting new migrants who have probably 
lived in capital cities all their life, or Australians, most of whom, apart from the farmer types, would 
have lived either in or near capital cities. So it was a social exercise as well as an engineering and an 
agricultural one. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 93 
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COURT People have got to get that in their mind, especially the critics, that it was intended to 
be a national pilot scheme because I still believe we're dragging our feet on northern Australia. I had 
a passionate belief in it. I still feel that way, but as I mentioned on something earlier, one man can 
only do so much. You've got to hope that another generation, not just A person, but a number of 
persons that are going to take this up and lift their thinking beyond getting a few votes around 
Melbourne, Sydney, Perth, Adelaide, Brisbane and Hobart and so on. That's the extent of our 
political thinking in Australia at the moment. 

So I still feel as passionately today as I did about it then. But I have to say that because of the early 
experience I had before we were elected and immediately after we were elected, if! had been starting 
de novo, without all of this work that had been done, starting in the wartime period, and the 
understanding throughout Australia that the Ord was the candidate for development, I'd have been 
much more attracted to the Fitzroy. The reason for that is that the Ord only has one major dam site 
on it. That was clearly established by Dumas when he made his expeditions, working then with one 
of the Duracks and with some other people whose stations lent him horses and teams to go and do 
this work. Don't forget they had the type of teams and packs that were ideal for the work because in 
those days all cattle were moved by drovers. So their equipment and their survival procedures, 
everything, was all built into that after generations of that very tough sort of work. 

Dumas nearly lost his life on one of those expeditions and he was saved by an Aborigine who, if he's 
not still alive his family's still alive. Dame Mary Durack was able to identify the family and the 
person concerned and I'll try and bring the name with me next time I come, who actually saved 
Dumas' life. Dumas was forever grateful and he always mentioned this Aborigine [Mundi Moore] 
with a great degree of affection. 

RJ What actually happened? 

COURT Well it was sheer exhaustion. They underestimated the natural severity of the climate 
and the distances they had to go and the ruggedness of the country they had to go through and so on. 
Dumas, who then, of course, was a much younger man than when I first had anything to do with him 
(you're talking about in the forties, 1940s) apparently went beyond his safe endurance and collapsed 
and was actually brought in by this Aborigine [Mundi Moore]. Dumas used to refer to him with great 
affection when we were talking about the Ord. 

You can imagine that when I became involved with the Ord that Dumas latched on to me because no 
man in Australia knew as much about it as did Dumas. He became very, very committed, as 
engineers do to these projects. I hope that before we finish you'll be able to incorporate somehow or 
other the famous letter that Billy Hughes [former colourful Prime Minister] wrote to Dumas.' 
Dumas, in desperation to get support for the Ord, wrote to many, many people and including Billy 

Sir Charles obtained a copy of this letter, together with a copy of the letter from Dumas to Hughes which prompted 
Hughes' letter. These are attached, together with copies of correspondence about obtaining the copies, pp. 2362-2370 (Ri). 
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Hughes, who was then, of course, past his prime and no longer in a position of authority as he was 
when he was Prime Minister and a high office like that. But he was still a force around the world and 
Dumas wrote to him. 

It's quite a remarkable letter and the last paragraph is an absolute gem, when he tells Dumas what to 
do. He quotes about the experience of the walls of Jericho and relates or advises Dumas to remember 
how the walls of Jericho were conquered. He then goes on and adds his own bit about what 
happened to the women of Jericho [chuckles] when the soldiers got loose. What did he say: "They 
did this and that, and the women loved it." It was a typical Billy Hughes sort of thing, which I'll show 
you in the letter. I can get a copy of it for you.1  But it is very much part of our folklore and our 
history. It's more than folklore because it actually is true. Folklore is usually based on somebody's 
recollections of what they thought it was to suit their own convenience, but this is different. 

However, when I was given the responsibility for this, because don't forget as Minister for the North 
West my colleagues were only too glad to let me take all the responsibilities for it because it saved 
them a lot of trauma. Whether it was roads, or whether it was ports or whether it was agriculture, 
anything at all, if I was prepared to take the running on it, they said, "Well that's North West," 
roughly everything north of the 26th parallel. So it will probably explain to you why I had such a free 
run on these things. No-one was particularly interested in these things. The last thing they wanted to 
get involved in was the Ord. 

So it was right on my plate whether I liked it or not. We decided as a government that we should be 
seen to be doing these things. 

RJ But how far had it got, because you're talking about Dumas recommending it in the 
forties? You came into office in '59, at that point where was it at? 

COURT A lot of talk. Everyone talked about the great potential. I think I've told you about it. 
Everyone talked about the potential but there was no reality. Our policy in 1959 was turning 
potential into reality. We faced up to this in a positive way. I have to tell you that there were some 
people in Cabinet who believed we were best to leave well alone. They more or less believed the 
Harry Strickland philosophy, as he told me, and as I think I've reported to you, that his advice was 
the best way you can be Minister for the North West is to do nothing. The moment you do something 
you get into all the trouble in the world. You'll be attacked from all sides but if you do nothing and 
just be nice to people, you go through and the years go by and that's that. 

Well it was red rag to a bull. Well our... not a majority, but a number of colleagues and some of the 
good ministers too, felt that we'd get i nto less trouble by not being bothered with the Ord. Don't 
forget we were then a mendicant State. We were then under the Grants Commission. There would 

1 See footnote, p. 1207. 
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hardly be a month went by but what Cabinet wasn't confronted with something arising from the 
Grants Commission. That's how mean the position was. There was nothing to play with. If you 
wanted to give a concession to one particular part of the State it had to come away from somebody 
else. There was no fat around the place. That didn't do us any harm, but it made life a bit grim. It 
didn't impress people when you said, "We can't do that because of the Grants Commission." 
Anyhow, we got rid of the Grants Commission. 

The reason why the Fitzroy appealed to me more, had there been no other commitment and it had 
not gone too far down the track, was the fact that it has a number of major tributaries, rivers like the 
Margaret and the Lennard. You've seen a lot of talk about those in recent days because of the floods 
that have taken place up there. That's been highly publicised in a very dramatic way. But it has these 
tributaries which all can be harnessed. They can be harnessed for two reasons. One is it gives you 
better control of the river, floods and otherwise. Secondly it enables you to develop projects, whether 
they're irrigated agriculture or anything else, on a basis which is relative to that particular tributary 
and that particular dam, as part of this total control of the Fitzroy catchment areas and the valley 
itself. 

There's another factor too, is that each one of those dam sites has a capacity to generate hydro-
electric as you pass water from the dam on the tributary down to the main river. It follows also that if 
you do the same thing on the Fitzroy itself, these all flow in there, so you catch the water again. Now 
I'm not technically qualified, but my guess in those days was that you could have about five dams; 
maybe six if you wanted to, but let's call it five. Some on the tributaries and others on the main river. 
Between them you could get varying amounts of hydro-electric capacity. 

Again people put their hands up and said, "You know, what the hell's the use of this? There's no-one 
wants to use it." In those days the hydro-electric technology wasn't as advanced as it is today. The 
amount of power that you could generate on each of those tributaries was not all that big. Today 
that's improved greatly. For instance you wouldn't have dreamt of putting a hydro on the Ord 
diversion dam in my day. Today with the technology that's developed, particularly in Sweden and 
places like that, you could probably generate ten or twelve-and-a-half megawatts on that little 
diversion dam today, whereas in those days you'd be talking about something that wasn't worth 
equipping. 

In those days we used to talk about the main dam where the chambers were put in, and which I 
insisted the chambers were to be put in while we were building the main dam. Then they said, "Oh, 
maybe 25, maybe 30 megawatts if you're lucky." Today they'd be talking a minimum of 50 and 
maybe 60 megawatts because of the improved technology. So even the Ord itself at one dam plus the 
diversion dam, you're talking about a minimum of 50 and possibly 70 megawatts which for an area 
like that is quite a sizeable amount of energy. It's a sad thing that they haven't harnessed that so as to 
service the Argyle Mine and Wyndham, as well as Kununurra. I always felt very sad that we didn't 
force the issue more and get the main dam harnessed to send power to Darwin at a time when they 
hadn't got access to the natural gas of Northern Territory. Once you put these things in no-one ever 
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takes them out because the good old river goes on, renewable energy, and no pollution or anything. It 
just goes on. No imported fuels. 

But that's the practical side of it, that each of these small dams would be able to generate some 
hydro-electric and then the Fitzroy itself because you can catch the energy as many times as you can 
pass it through. Bearing in mind, of course, that up there you can't do it except with a dam because 
you've got to control it. The Ord, which flows, I think, about 10 000 cusecs. I'll have to refresh my 
mind on that, but you're talking about ten million gallons past a point per second. Some mind-
boggling measurement like that. When it's in full flood it's huge. But, of course, it only flows for the 
wet season. Hydro-electrics can only work if there's water passing through a turbine. So you've got to 
have some means of storing up the energy by having a dam and then releasing it as you want it. In 
that case you could pass it from one dam down to the main dam. The same water could be used as 
many times as you could pass it through the turbines. As for instance in the Barkra Dam project in 
India where you've got several dams down the river and they pick it up every time. 

But that must be a consideration in the future. The fact that you've got this energy and once it's 
harnessed it goes on forever. All you've got to do is maintain the equipment, of course, but that's the 
least of your problems. But you don't have to introduce any fossil fuels or any other fuels. It's non-
polluting. 

Now I know the cry goes up, as it's already gone up since the Premier announced that they're going 
to look hard and long at the Fitzroy. I warned him [Brand] when we were driving along, I said, "You 
realise that the first people to attack you will be the greenies and the environmentalists because they 
don't like dams. But read Billy Hughes' letter and press on," because they can't have it both ways. 
They want to get away from fossil fuels. This is the best way I know to get away from fossil fuels, 
and you can dam these days in a much more discreet way than you used to. 

I might as well deal with it now, but one of the big problems raised with me when we were getting 
closer to damming the Ord was the cry of desperation from those who were trying to stop it, that the 
dam would silt up in five years, or ten years. It all depends how extravagant they were as to how big 
or long were the years. Well the engineers, Parker and Munro in particular, were always talking to 
me; we were always in the area. It amazes me now. I can't have spent much time with my wife and 
family when I think of all the travel we used to do. You got into the spirit of it. You could feel it in 
your blood. We got on to this question of siltation and they said, "Of course it can be controlled." 

Now one of the first things we did, once we decided to go on with the dam, was to anticipate the 
dam being built because you've got to do everything before you start the main construction. There's 
very little you can do when the dam's in. That's why we had to put the chambers into the main dam 
while it was being built. Otherwise just imagine trying to put chambers in there today, with that 
mighty river held back there, that mighty Lake Argyle there. You just couldn't do it. The chambers 
are there and if they take 100 years to get around to it, they're still there. 
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So we put in a rehabilitation program to try and rejuvenate some of that back country, that catchment 
country. You've no idea what [bad condition it was in]. It made the surface of the moon look like a 
village lawn. You've never seen anything with such erosion, these little canyons where this erosion 
had gone on because of the cattle having been round there for donkey's years, of course. A cattle path 
down to the water starts the erosion because as soon as the rain comes it naturally follows the point 
of least resistance. It's a nice path for the water to go down and the next thing it scours it all out and 
you get these huge canyons. You've no idea, it was almost grotesque looking at this country. 

So we'd decided that in conjunction with the scientists from the Agricultural Department, that we'd 
undertake this rehabilitation program because it was the only way we could do it to offset the silting. 
I might add all of these things were going on while we're fighting a horrendous war with the media 
on one hand and Dr Bruce Davidson on the other, and the Commonwealth government on the other. 
So we were really fighting on about four fronts. You wonder why we persisted sometimes. 

But they put these scientists in there and just to give you some idea of how crude it was, they had a 
Fordson tractor, I think it was, with a very crude device, which was virtually a star picket or two 
rigged up behind this thing. It went round for miles and miles and miles and just scratched - you can 
imagine, just this star picket just scratching a track along there, not all that deep. Also it dropped 
seed in there. This could be any of the seeds of the grasses that were needed up there, like buffel 
grass and that type of thing. All very scientifically selected. The equipment was crude, but the idea 
was brilliant. These young scientists, no doubt some of them got PhDs since then and they'd be quite 
entitled to use this as their PhD. It would be a damn sight better than most of the PhDs that I hear 
read out down at the university. When they've finished telling us what they got it for I'm no wiser. 
But this one had a real practical application. 

No-one seemed to take any interest in these young chaps. Don't forget they're about 100 miles south 
of Kununurra, what is now Kununurra. It wasn't Kununurra then; there was no town there. So I used 
to always set aside some time to go down and see these chaps. First of all I was learning all the time. 
You never stop learning. I believe in that. You know that old saying which the bridge players detest 
and that is "one look is worth ten finesses", which you should never say, I suppose [in the hearing of 
a committed bridge player], but it is true. You can read ten books and know nothing, but if you have 
one look on the spot you know exactly what they're talking about. Also it helps you to argue to get 
the money from the Treasury and other places. 

These young chaps, they used to enthuse me because they were stuck down there away from 
everybody, living pretty rough. But don't forget these weren't just labourers and tradesmen, these 
were fellows who were the budding scientists. They were all qualified people and going on to higher 
things, and probably wonderful training for them. 

But they'd explained to me the significance the first year, the fact that this little track was there. It 
might amaze you to know that some of these tracks would be over 100 kilometres where they'd gone 
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through this rough old country, scratching their way through and dropping these seeds in these 
tracks, you see. 

The theory was that as the water came down in the wet season, the fact that it bumped against this 
tiny little dirt wall that had been put up by this scratched track, there would be enough to slow the 
water down long enough (enough water to soak in before it went right over the top) to create 
germination. I well remember crawling around on my hands and knees [chuckles] purely to enthuse 
these young chaps the next time I was up there, trying to see the germination. 

Look, they were excited. It's lovely to see young people who were so enthralled about something that 
most people would laugh at. But they saw and they knew what they were going to do. "This year," 
they used to say, "Mr Minister, we'll get just a few shoots, and next year the bank will get stronger 
and more and more growth." They had me in my sleep sort of seeing this grass growing there 
eventually. 

Well it worked out exactly as they said. The first time there was just the odd germination, but that 
was all they needed. The next year it was quite different. It was amazing. Eventually we put cattle 
back. You can imagine the first thing we did was take all cattle out of that area. We had to own the 
farms, own the properties, and we took all cattle right out; the only way to stop the basis of the 
erosion. Then we regenerated these places so well that we had to put cattle back. 

You'll find in the last budget that I introduced in the Parliament, three quarters of a million dollars 
from the sale of the cattle that we'd put back there to eat down the grass that had gone too far. You 
can't just let these things go forever because of the fire and other hazards. Whether you like it or not, 
it's not man made fires, the lightning strikes are just horrendous, so you can't shield it from that. The 
only way is to eat it, eat it down. 

The fact that they put cattle back there, I think not enough has been said about these young people 
who pioneered this. Now I was the only minister to the best of my knowledge who ever went out 
there. There's nothing very exciting for a minister to go out there, but this is how you learn all the 
time. It does something to you; it gives you a passion for the place. 

I often wish I could meet some of those young chaps who were there because by this time they're no 
doubt holding down important positions either in the Department here or overseas or probably got 
PhDs and might be academics and so on. But there was only a handful of them, mind, and this old 
tractor wasn't all that good. I think it was a little Fordson with this primitive Heath Robinson thing at 
the back. 

That is terribly important because of the silt that it stops getting into the river. That's the best way. 
Not to fool around at the dam itself, but to get back where it generates. This is the sort of thing that 
you got involved in. 

So let's come back now to the concept. The concept was for irrigated agriculture. Then hydro was a 
by-product along the road which has never been harnessed, but they can't stop the fact that the 
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chambers are already in the dam. I'll come back later to a problem that arose just before we started to 
build the dam, but that's on an engineering side. But on the concept of it, it was for irrigated 
agriculture. I'll then tell you how we came to build the diversion dam first. 

END OF TAPE 93 SIDE B 
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COURT Now the battle raged back and forth. We got a fair amount of support from 
the West because Jim Macartney had accepted this concept. He was quite helpful to me during that 
period. He could be important. Even though he might be attacking me on other things he always 
seemed to run true on the Ord. I think he got something of the vision of it. 

But then the Commonwealth were very anxious to avoid getting involved. The Menzies Government 
was in office and John McEwen, the Deputy Prime Minister, who was the leader of the Country 
Party, he was very much opposed to it. He wouldn't say that publicly. When he spoke publicly he 
always sort of patted us on the head and "Good on you sonny," sort of, "Keep up the good work." On 
the other hand when we came down to getting money he was one of the main forces against it. 

We had to contend with this Dr Bruce Davidson, who had an absolute thing about irrigated 
agriculture. I used to spend a lot of my time having to either appear in the Eastern States to answer 
this, appear on television, which was brand new in those days, of course. Anyone who would stop 
and listen to me I'd grab the opportunity. I actually confronted this fellow Davidson at a Melbourne 
meeting to present the Ord. He came along with all his minions and they set out to disrupt the whole 
meeting. 

I just, as a non-scientist, which is very difficult when you're talking with a group of scientists who 
quote all sorts of clever phrases and clever terms and a bit of this and a bit of that thrown in that's 
rather impressive. People take it for granted they know what they're talking about. But I just had to 
rely on the fact that I was just a practical fellow trying to get something done for Australia. I came 
out of that meeting pretty well, I remember. I had more friends at the end of it than he did. But he 
was still there. He was always around with his uncompromising opposition. You'd be amazed the 
influence that he had on people. He'd come on to radio and TV and he had no compunction at all 
about being very extravagant in what he said. 

So we had a pretty rough time, plus the fact we had a Commonwealth government that was opposed 
to it. They weren't prepared to grasp the nettle. I have to remind you about the problem we ran into 
with the federal Liberal members in trying to get our North West policy through before the 1959 
election, turning potential into reality. One of the things then was the Ord in that policy. 

So they at the time warned the party that we would be putting them on the merry-go-round. I had to 
say quite frankly on that occasion: "Of course we will, and I think you should come and join us and 
get on the merry-go-round. You know we're going to persist with it, so why not come and join us?" 
But this was going on all the time and our federal members were being really leant on by McEwen 
and one or two others. So we just had to keep on persisting. 

Eventually we got to a position where McEwen, having failed in getting us to accept a very minor, 
rather stupid temporary thing which would have meant trying to use the waters of Carlton Reach, a 
natural area that existed, where the water remained all the year round, but very limited, using that as 
the basis of the experiment. We wisely said no to that because that was only intended to push it into 
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a bypass and leave us to wither and die there. They were prepared to put up quite a bit of money for 
that, but they would prefer to spend a few million on that and say: "Well that's fixed them," and let it 
fail, and with it the Ord would fail. We wouldn't have a bar of that. 

So eventually we finished up.... They came back when they realised that we weren't going to shut up 
in spite of the fact we were the same political persuasion as them, with an idea that we build the 
diversion dam first. This was a much bigger and much more realistic project, of course, than Carlton 
Reach. We didn't like it, we resisted it, but eventually we said, "Look, let's grab it because we'll just 
have to try and make this work so that the big dam will have to come." The big dam should have 
been built first. The whole economics of the place, the whole planning of the place would have been 
different. But instead of that we had to start off with this diversion dam. 

Now the diversion dam - and I wouldn't like you to get me wrong - is a fine piece of engineering. We 
built it so that one day if you're going to have agriculture, you've got to have a diversion dam while 
the main dam holds back the huge volumes of water. You're talking about a volume that's beyond 
most people's comprehension, but it's the equivalent of somewhere between ten and 15 times the 
water that's in Sydney Harbour. That's why they have their own measurement up in Kununurra. If 
you went on a tour on the dam, the tour guide would be talking about ten, 12, 15, 18 according to 
how expansive he was, "Sydharbs". This is a standard expression up there, Sydharbs. Sydharbs 
means that that many times all the water in the whole of Sydney Harbour, and that seems to impress 
visitors if you can relate it to something like that. 

Well that should have been built first. Then the diversion dam would have been what its name says, 
diverting the water to the agricultural plots. But we had to take the risk on it and build the diversion 
dam first. 

Now what was the risk? If you'd have had a dry wet season, and I know that sounds Irish, but if you'd 
had a wet season that didn't have the normal monsoonal and other rains that they get, the flow would 
naturally be limited to that extent. It could be that the amount of water that you'd stored up in the 
peak flood in the diversion dam wasn't enough to see you through the long dry season ready for the 
next flow. 

Once you'd let the water go through the floodgates, which figured in an earlier talk I gave you about 
how we got the contract to build the floodgates.... I think we called them radial gates, or something 
of that kind, but they're really floodgates that swing right open and let the river go through free and 
race on to the sea. Well you had to let that keep flowing and it was a nicety of judgment when you 
shut the gates down because at that point you're going to hold back the water in the diversion dam 
holding area. Once you've filled that, that's the end. Once you've made the assessment that the river's 
flow is quietening down, you've got to make a point you cut off. You wouldn't dare let the flood go 
over the top of the radial gates because they weren't intended for that purpose. They were there to 
hold back the water but not to be overflowed because the spillway was down below the gates. 
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So you can imagine these huge gates once they came down and shut, you were then limited to that 
amount of water. If you had a long dry season and you hadn't had a very good wet season you could 
have a problem. 

However, we decided to take the plunge and we never stopped pushing the federal government. We 
had successes. Some of the initial crops, of course, initial cotton crops did well and the farmers made 
a lot of money, but we were running into troubles because of the amount of chemical we had to use. 
Of course, you build up a resistance in the cotton boll weevil that seems to be everywhere in the 
world. Wherever you start to grow cotton they bob up. We found that they were having to apply 
more and more chemical which.... and the same with your rice, you had the same problems there. 
We had some predators up there [chuckles] that never thought they'd been so well off in their life. 
These birds would think that mankind was going to grow all this feed for them. You can imagine. So 
we were being hit left, right and centre. 

They'll be growing rice, they'll be growing cotton back there and at the Fitzroy in your lifetime; not 
in mine. But they'll be growing all these things there because we know how to do it better. At the 
time we only knew one thing which the rest of the world knew. That was to hit it with these 
chemicals and in the process you did two things. You might temporarily get on top of the insects and 
the other wogs that go with it, but they're building up resistance so you were having to put more on 
each time. At the same time you are building up a degree of danger in the contamination that you 
bring into the irrigation system because that water's got to go off somewhere. 

It's very interesting when you're planning these irrigation schemes, you have to spend even more 
thought into getting rid of the water that goes on to the irrigation scheme, the water that's left, than 
actually building the supply channels themselves because the water's got to go somewhere, and you 
want it to go where you want it to go and not where nature would take it. So that brought problems. 

But this is all part of the learning curve. In spite of what's been done around the world there's always 
something different in a new place. 

So that's how we came to build the diversion dam against our wishes. So we kept plugging away and 
plugging away. About the only minister we had in the federal government who was on our side was 
Fairbairn, David Fairbairn. He's the man who, I think, stood up against Gorton over an issue of 
principle and was prepared to sacrifice his career because, like so many of us, he didn't like what 
Gorton was doing. That brought a bit of a crisis. Fairbaim was the only one that we had. 

Ironically we had a person in the Labor Party who was our great friend. Now I must remember his 
name. ]  I'm sorry I can't recall it now, but he became very important in my life at the time. This man 
worked in the Commonwealth government service in this field. He was very highly regarded and 

1 Dr Rex Patterson. 
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very respected with the disciplines that went with the type of things we wanted to do with the Ord. 
So we had a lot to do with him. I personally had a lot to do with him. I didn't realise that if he had 
political affiliations at all they'd be with the Labor Party. But that worked out all right eventually. 

So I got very close to this fellow because he was the same strength to me with the bureaucrats who 
were mainly against us, but he was the same value to me amongst the bureaucrats as David Fairbairn 
was amongst the ministers. This was with the full knowledge of Fairbum. In fact he was also relying 
on this man. 

Anyhow, at a critical stage he decided to go into Parliament. He stood for the seat of Dawson and 
actually got elected into the federal government, but as a Labor man. But quite unashamedly I 
maintained my links with him because he transferred his advocacy from the bureaucrats to the Labor 
Party, which was basically in their heart of hearts against us; that's the federal Labor Party were 
against us. So I felt it was very proper and quite fair to maintain my communication with a man 
who'd proved himself to be a good friend and not a fair weather supporter. In fact he gave me a lot of 
information that helped me to rebut Dr Bruce Davidson. 

So we had this strange friendship. I found him to be an honourable person. He never once misled me 
with information. He never once let me down on representations. I would have thought this was 
good to have somebody feeding in on both sides. 

Eventually I have to say that the Commonwealth government made the decision to go on with the 
main dam for a cold hard political reason, not because of any love of Charles Court, not because of 
the successful advocacy of Charles Court or the Brand Government, but just sheer necessity because 
we'd built up a very strong public following for this thing. I think they felt that there was a dam that 
we'd built up of public opinion that was going to burst if they didn't come with us, so they did. That's 
how we eventually negotiated the main dam to give the security that the area needed. 

There's a lot of stuff been written about the white elephant. You know Mr Burke went up there and 
referred to this as the great white elephant of Charles Court. I think you've read most of that stuff. 

Just to show you the sense of humour that still exists amongst Australians, those who were 
marketing their horticulture which had developed by this time and which Burke wasn't smart enough 
to realise that he was walking into a different Ord to what it was ten years ago, or five years before 
even. Apparently no-one had told him about the success that was going on because of the initiative 
of individuals. They then decided that it would be a good thing if they turned the tide against him 
and decided to market their product as the White Elephant brand bananas and melons and things. So 
that's why you still see the packages coming down here. I don't know that the total area markets 
under that label, but a big proportion of it at one stage was marketed under the White Elephant label 
out of defiance to Mr Burke because he had none of the feel for the project, none of the feel for this 
sort of thing. 
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Everyone falls in love with big mining things which you can build on a timetable. If you know 
you've got the mineral resource there and you've got people with the expertise and people with the 
money you can have a timetable, how long to construct and then how much you're going to send out 
each year, and get the markets tied in with that. You could almost set your watch on it, apart from 
the ebb and flow of the markets. But you don't have any insects and wogs to deal with. You don't 
have the problems of climate and the dry seasons, wet seasons, species that fail and all that sort of 
thing. 

That's why it really sorts out the men from the boys in a development program. It's those who are 
prepared to undertake the long-term things. Bearing in mind that I was told at the time by some of 
the wise hands that had developed, had been involved in irrigated agriculture, that it took 25 years to 
really determine the natural bent of a particular area: the diversity of crops, the type of crops, the type 
of people, the social environment, the whole thing. At the time I laughed at that. In my enthusiasm I 
thought 25 years was forever, but I couldn't believe that. But you see now after 25 years it's coming 
to fruition. You're starting to see it very clearly. The horticulture has been a success, the town's a 
great success. You've got a degree of prosperity there you haven't got generally around Australia 
today. 

But that's only the start. You've got all that untouched irrigable land that's just waiting to be put to 
work. Thank goodness we've got people in Australia now at last just starting to see that there is a 
potential for them to join with the forces up there and get involved in the use of the land and the use 
of this water. 

I think at that point you'll have to let me out of class and I'll tell you the next exciting chapter when I 
see you next time. 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library Building on 
18 March 1993. 

Sir Charles, you finished your session last week with the words that you would tell me the next 
exciting chapter this week, so please do. 

COURT Well I was probably being a little flippant with that because it all depends how you 
look at it as to whether it's exciting or not. But we had traced a fair bit of the background of it and 
what I was trying to convey was the difficulty that one had in getting people to understand that this 
wasn't like a mining project, it couldn't be as precise as a mining project. Not only did you have the 
problems of insects and other factors, the chemical factors in dealing with these insects and so on, 
you just had the inevitable problems that when you're dealing with agriculture that nature has the last 
say. Mining's quite different. People were continually measuring the Ord, especially my part, with 
the same yardsticks as they use with a mining project. Take the iron ore, take the bauxite/alumina, 
take the nickel, take the salt, all of those things. I tell you it was a bit frustrating. 

I was determined to press on with this. As I feel today that every government has to be prepared to 
invest something in the future, something that mightn't altogether succeed. It might be slower than 
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you think, it might be an absolute failure, but you've got to be prepared to get to grips with these 
things. If they succeed and when they succeed they're going to be self-restoring. In other words 
they're going to be perennial, they'll go on forever, even if you change the type of crops, you change 
the technology and that sort of thing, the project will keep on producing. It won't be a finite thing like 
with mining when, no matter how big the deposit, when it's gone, it's gone. You can't grow minerals. 
Whereas when you're in agriculture and horticulture and this type of thing there's always something 
new that can be done, even if the old becomes unnecessary or not needed, no market demand and so 
on. You never know what's going to come up next. 

For instance if you go up there today you'll see this hybrid seed exercise which is quite fascinating. 
With my limited scientific knowledge it makes my mind boggle. I will have had a look at it at least 
three times and this is long since I dropped out of Parliament. 

Every time I go there I want to go and have another look at it because it just shows what intellectual 
property means in economic terms. When I say intellectual property I mean the outcome of research 
that has developed, the technology, the science and the other necessary features to produce 
something that is quite high in the value of it. That project, of course, has very strong backing. I 
think you'll find that ICI are behind it. But it does your heart good to go there and you see this area 
being worked for these hybrid seeds. You almost need a PhD to work in the field. It's fascinating 
when these fellows explain what they're doing and how they're doing it. 

I only mention that in passing because many things like that are going to develop. Just as we have 
got into horticulture up there in a big way, and I'll deal with that in a minute. But everyone related 
more to the problems that arose over cotton and rice. You had the Humpty Doo experience in 
Northern Territory with Linklater and his American friends. Of course there they had to contend with 
the geese. Now who would have thought that a project could virtually be made uneconomic by 
geese, but they couldn't believe that all their Christmases had come at the one time when mankind 
was providing all this beautiful food for them! 

So the great message that I had to get across to my colleagues to get them to persist with this thing, 
was the fact that this wasn't like dealing with a mine, it wasn't like dealing with a factory. You just 
had to realise that there were going to be successes and failures. 

Well we had that disastrous experience with the cotton in particular. As I mentioned to you last time, 
the boll weevil seems to be there ready to strike wherever you go in the world. If it's not the boll 
weevil it's something that does equal damage. But I want to tell you that they will find a way of 
overcoming that without having to use chemicals that are not acceptable, or without using chemicals 
at a level which makes it uneconomic. 

I had a very interesting discussion with Professor Eric Underwood at one stage. I'm a great admirer 
of Underwood. People didn't realise in Australia how this man had international stature. It was 
interesting after he died that they had a world conference of people dealing with trace elements, quite 
an exclusive club apparently. But they wanted to have this conference in Perth so as to pay tribute to 
a man they regarded as one of the greatest in this area of trace elements. I won't go into that in any 
detail because I think you know the basic principle of it. He said to me, in discussing the Ord and the 
problems we were having from the use of chemicals that were progressively being frowned upon and 
then eventually banned: "If I had my life again I would be less concerned about immediate yields 
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through the use of chemicals like nitrogen and other things," which he was a master of, "and I would 
concentrate more on biological means of dealing with these things. Initially the returns wouldn't be 
as great measured in tons per acre, but the net profit," he said, "I feel would be much greater. After 
all that's what matters, especially if in the process you don't get in conflict with the environment and 
you don't get in conflict with the ecology and so on." But he said, "If I knew what I know today, I 
would, as a young man, have adopted a completely different attitude towards the work I did." 

Now he wasn't apologising for what he'd done because what he and others had done was 
revolutionary throughout the world, and had a great impact in other countries that didn't have the 
capacity to do this scientific work for themselves, but were able to cash in. You might recall that he 
lived in a period when countries like India went from inability to feed themselves to an ability to 
produce, produce, produce enough to not only feed themselves, but maybe export if they wanted to. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 94 
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COURT That period disproved the theory that if the world didn't restrict its population and 
hopefully reduce its population, it wouldn't be able to feed itself. That myth was dispelled not by 
Underwood, but during the period when he and his fellow scientists around the world were working 
on things like dry-land farming in Western Australia where we became world leaders. 

The question of trace elements which completely transformed some lands into high productive 
agricultural lands, instead of lands that had inexplicable problems such as down in Pinjarra way 
there. I know where Ross McLarty used to refer to their cattle going 'coastie' when they were over on 
their coastal paddocks. Well it wasn't that at all, as people like Underwood proved later on. It was a 
lack of some of the trace elements there. What a transformation that made. 

So it was interesting talking to Underwood who wasn't altogether, by the way, a disciple of irrigated 
agriculture. There was a whole group of scientists that were either anti or lukewarm about it. I think 
he was much more comfortable with dry-land farming where he contributed so much. But 
nevertheless he took a great interest in the Ord. I had a number of discussions with him because I 
found him a nice man and I found that he was a person I could go and talk to and get a reaction. He 
never discouraged me with the Ord, but he wasn't all that enthusiastic about irrigated agriculture 
regardless of where it was. He wasn't as fanatical as Bruce Davidson, but still. 

It was interesting the way he said that he would concentrate on biological means of control even if it 
meant a lower physical tonnage, return from the area, but in fact it might produce a better bottom 
line. I was fascinated to hear a person like Eric Underwood use the term 'bottom line' because it 
wasn't as well-known and as universally used as it is today, but it was he that used that term the 
'bottom line' meaning the net profit that would come from one method against the other. 

So you can imagine with all this controversy raging my own colleagues started to get a bit doubtful 
as to whether we were wise to waste our time. I rather objected to the reference to 'waste our time'. If 
they used the term 'spend our time' I wouldn't have objected at all. I do believe that Australia will 
have to take a bolder, broader view and be prepared to invest some money in these projects. The Ord 
will pale into insignificance against what could be a completely different Australia, putting to work 
all of their northern areas right around from just the northern part of Pilbara right around to 
Queensland. It will come. If we don't do it somebody will do it for us, and that won't be good 
anyhow. 

However, the debacle of the cotton didn't dampen my enthusiasm at all. It made me disappointed and 
goodness only knows I took enough hammering about it. They gradually got around to talking about 
the white elephant. That didn't worry me too much. My main interest was to retain public acceptance 
of the project. 

One thing started to emerge, of course, as the roads got better across there, that Lake Argyle was 
itself a great tourist attraction. Some of the people up there like Greg McQuie. I'll have to check the 
spelling of that for you, but you'll probably pick it up from the literature anyhow, Greg McQuie. 
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They deserve a lot of credit for the way they pioneered tourist things up there. He had a special craft 
built, that was almost like a floating motorised pontoon. Plenty of room for people to sit on it and 
he'd take them up the river, giving his version of the history of the Ord. That was quite effective 
because it was a fascinating trip up the river from the diversion dam up to where the main dam was 
going to go and now, of course, that trip's restricted to the diversion dam up to the main dam. Then 
there's another lot of trips that take place on the huge Argyle lake. But this was demonstrating some 
of the diversity in the area. 

The demand from farmers, of course, was to have processing. They wanted rice to be milled, so we 
went into a number of ventures there. The co-op was a typical co-op with farmers being their main 
members. In the main I found them pretty good. They naturally had their own selfish interests about 
how they were going to be financed, what subsidies the government was going to give. We were 
prepared to go along with them in the early stages, making it clear that there'd come a time when 
they were on their own and if a crop couldn't justify itself, well then it had to go. 

So we were identified with the rice processing plant and other things up there. The cotton was a 
fascinating industry. I think I've told you about the day Menzies came up there for the opening of the 
diversion dam. Between the Dethridge wheels that measure the water going down the channels and 
the cotton pickers, it really got the old boy in. I don't know whether we have discussed that earlier 
have we? 

RJ I'm a little confused because you gave me a set of photos and you certainly told me 
about Menzies' visit then, but I'm not sure that it's ever been on tape, Sir Charles. 

COURT Because he came up there very reluctantly, and it was Dame Pattie who got him to 
come. Thank goodness he did. I think I've told you about the speech that he made there and having 
torn up his notes that were given to him in Canberra. I think I've also told you that it was quite a feat 
to get him up there because the plane that brought him up there was a propeller driven plane. It 
wasn't a question of coming up there on one day and back again like you could with a jet today. I 
know he had to stop overnight at Alice Springs and then come on the next morning and then reverse 
the dose the next day. So that in itself was quite a breakthrough that we managed to get him up there 
to identify with the project. 

The stories of the Menzies' visit is quite a thing in itself. It meant more than just getting the Prime 
Minister there. Originally he had said that he would not be available to do it when Dave Brand 
approached him. I was tipped off that if I had a talk to Dame Pattie about it that I might get a 
different result. That I did, and she said with the authority that women have over their husbands, 
Prime Ministers and Premiers: "Bob will be there." So Bob was there. 

His arrival was quite a thing because Rita and I had been up there in my capacity as Minister for the 
North West for a day or two going over everything to make sure the preparations were right. But the 
function was actually being handled by the Minister for Works because his team had actually been in 
charge of the building of the dam. However, you realise that people like John Parker, Don Munro 
and others, were the same people working with me on all my North West stuff as well as my overall 
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development program. So I was fully informed, but Gerry Wild was the Minister for Works. Dave 
Brand unfortunately was out of Australia and rather than postpone the opening he thought we'd 
better get it over, and therefore Crawford Nalder as the leader of the Country Party became the 
Acting Premier. 

They were coming up in a plane that had been specially chartered and it ran into some troubles 
coming up, with the result that we were getting messages they weren't quite sure when they were 
going to arrive. Normally he [Crawford Nalder] would have received the Prime Minister, but 
Crawford didn't know as much about the project as I did because I'd lived with it and he had not 
taken a lot of interest in it. It was treated as a North West project as I mentioned earlier, although I 
had access to his Director of Agriculture, who if I recall correctly was Dr T C Dunne. D U N N E, I 
think you'll find. 

The result was that Menzies landed and I was the only minister on the spot. It was providential really 
because I was all geared up and all enthusiastic about it. So I was able to take charge of proceedings. 
As you know, old Bob wouldn't take his coat off at any time. He used to wear braces and seemed to 
feel self-conscious about it, plus the fact that he always seemed to think that it was the right thing for 
a Prime Minister to do. We were all dressed in gear suitable for the North with due deference to him, 
with ties and everything, but slightly more appropriate to the climate up there. 

Well we took him around with the help of Don Munro and other people, agricultural people as well 
as engineering people. The first thing we stopped at was one of those Dethridge wheels. This water 
gurgling over this Dethridge wheel, it fascinated the old chap. We explained to him what it was all 
for, measuring the water and so on. We were doing a bit of propaganda, I might add, saying this 
parched land that previously had no real use but because of the dam it now could be put to work and 
made it clear to him that this was as a result of his decision - not the government's decision, you see! 
You don't say to Prime Ministers "the government's decision", but "your decision". 

Then we went down to where we were harvesting cotton at the time. These harvesters, cotton 
harvesters, are very impressive. One of these was coming towards him. They're monsters as they go 
through the field. One duly pulled up alongside of him and he was absolutely fascinated with this 
machine. The people were all bubbling with enthusiasm like I was. 

At one stage he said, "I haven't been told anything about this back in Canberra." He said, "I've been 
given some notes for my speech that don't reflect this at all." I could well understand they wouldn't 
because we didn't have too many friends back in Canberra. So he said, "I'll tear them up," and that 
was the end of that. I felt good about it. 

We went back to the house where he was staying. One of the little local girls, probably about 
eighteen, she and her mother had been properly prepared to look after this place so that the Menzies' 
were well looked after in a house they had all to themselves, except the staff, of course. A nice well-
mannered, neatly dressed young girl can have quite an impact on people like that. The wholesome 
naturalness of it all and the enthusiasm of it all. 
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So we had a drink before lunch and he made it very clear to me that he hadn't been briefed properly 
down there [Canberra] and that he in fact had torn up his notes. Well that pleased me greatly because 
I knew a Menzies inspired speech, if he caught the atmosphere of the area, would be just what we 
needed. Skip all the detail. Crawford Nalder and Gerry Wild and others, they all arrived in good time 
for the ceremony. People came from everywhere; they really came from everywhere. Out of 
deference to the old boy they all came very neatly dressed and no scruffy shorts and practically 
everybody wore ties. It was out of deference to a man who they respected and they didn't see very 
often up there, but they'd come for hundreds of miles some of them. So you'll see from the pictures 
that I let you have, there's quite a crowd.' 

He in due time made his speech, which haunted him in later years. You can imagine a man like him 
getting caught up in the spirit of the place. He'd seen the farmers, he'd seen these channels with these 
Dethridge wheels, he'd seen the cotton pickers, he'd seen the other crops that were there and with all 
of these people in this atmosphere of enthusiasm and real pioneers. 

I don't know if you know the Kimberley very well, but it gets you in a bit and you look into the 
distance and you can see hills. They have their own special characteristics according to what stage of 
the day it is, with the sun on them. I can quite imagine how he stood on that dais, with all that he'd 
seen and then looking out into this magic that is Kimberley, and he made this remarkable speech. It 
was Menzies at his best. Not a note, just responding to his impressions. It was naturally well 
received up there. 

You might not remember, but we had a Commodore Marks here, who was prior to this the Naval 
Commodore here. He was a great chap, bubbling with enthusiasm. He was a big man, with this 
powerful voice and so on. I well remember putting him in charge of the cheer squad. I said, "When 
the old boy arrives the place has got to erupt so he'll respond to it. Everyone's glad that he's here." 
Marksie did his job superbly. You always see old Bob, he used to light up like an actor getting a 
response from the audience. You could see his head would lift and those eyebrows. Marks and others 
did their job extremely well. The people were genuinely excited at having him there to do this. He 
then made his speech. 

The interesting thing about that, we had the good sense to have it recorded. Recording wasn't quite as 
good as it is today, of course, but nevertheless we had it recorded. They gave the tape to one of the 
girls in the - could have been in the Public Works Department or the Agricultural Department, I don't 
know which. The staff there was recruited from the local people and they wouldn't be all that 
experienced. This young girl, when she handed back the transcript to her boss she remarked what a 
pleasure it was to do it, transcribing Menzies' speech. She made a very pertinent comment. She said, 
"He even put the commas in," you know the way he would speak, almost the grammar was being 
spoken out as he did it. I thought that was a very significant thing coming from a young girl who had 
this experience of typing his speech, which was a spontaneous utterance and not a departmentally 
prepared one. 

1The opening of the Ord Irrigation Project by Sir Robert Menzies took place on 20 July 1963. 
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In subsequent years, of course, that speech was requoted and his own colleagues were very angry 
that he'd let his head go so much and showing such great enthusiasm about how important this was 
to Australia.' 

I think for that day he felt some of that spirit. This is what had to be done in Australia. I don't think 
he carried it with great enthusiasm in the years ahead. But that was the important thing to get a man 
like him to be there and get the feel of it because if you're going to develop Australia completely, 
you'll have to have people who from generation to generation do have this sort of reaction and are 
prepared to give things a go, even to fail. But if you want to develop this country completely you've 
got to do this sort of thing. 

Although I took a real thumping over the Ord, never at any stage did I feel anything but confident 
that maybe long after I was dead this project would be one of the success stories and long after the 
iron ore and other projects had either become just routine or had worked themselves out and so on. 

So I really enjoyed the challenge of it all. My only regret was that we were so limited for finance for 
this sort of thing that we couldn't do enough of these things at the one time. Perhaps that was a good 
thing, but I hope that people don't give up. I hope, for instance, Richard in his term in office that he 
will at least start something like this. Could be the Fitzroy. But some of these things that are not 
going to be immediately measurable in terms of economic returns, economic success. 

Now even putting the roads into the North was an act of faith. When we changed the policy of 
building roads so that we did them as project by project instead of doing little pieces here, little 
pieces there, to satisfy political agendas, we completely transformed the cost, we transformed the 
speed with which things were done, the quality with which they were done. So you have this great 
road structure that really when you step aside and you lose your prejudice of Canberra and so on, 
somehow or other with our own means and the Canberra road assistance, we've put in a basic road 
structure up there that is pretty good and it's amazing really when you measure it against the 
population up there. But you have to look at an area like that as being an important part of Australia. 
We've got to demonstrate that we own it, demonstrate we're going to develop it. 

It's now history that some of the farmers who came from other States, including Queensland, made 
money out of the first cotton and other crops, but after a few seasons, of course, it started to catch up 
with us, the law of diminishing returns and so on because of using too much fertiliser and having to 
use too much chemicals dealing with the insects and so on, that we were generating an 
environmental problem as well as an economic one. To get chemicals and to get fertilisers up to an 
area like that from the south, or to try and import them even into an inefficient port like Wyndham, 
was asking too much. So they failed and some of those who got out quickly left with a net gain, a 
considerable net gain from their effort. 

Sir Charles was able to obtain a copy of the speech Sir Robert Menzies made at the opening of the Ord 
River Diversion Dam and it is attached, pp.  2371-2374 (RI). 
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There's a moral in the story that if you can recapture that in a manageable way so far as chemicals are 
concerned, whether it be fertilisers or insect control chemicals, there is a future. They will come 
again. 

Now at the same time the research station was going on its way. I was never very happy with the 
research station at the Ord. There were some very fine scientists working there, very conscientious 
people, who believed in the place and were working there because of that. Nevertheless I became 
conscious of the fact that we had quite a few pass through that research station that found it a very 
convenient way to do a thesis for a PhD. I had reason to question this. I naturally made a few 
enemies at the time for questioning this because I could see certain people there were doing a PhD at 
the taxpayers' expense and were not determined to produce something that would make the place 
better because of their presence there. Others were different and I admired them greatly. They in fact 
privately were acquiescing with my view that some of them weren't altogether what they should be. 
They didn't have the commitment to it. In fact it was a lack of integrity on their part that they were 
prepared to accept these positions up there that were quite well paid and the accommodation was 
quite good, but they were more concerned about their own selfish end rather than leaving a 
permanent result there. 

Don't get me wrong, there was a pool of scientists there - and not only scientists but the actual 
people who had to do the technical work and do the physical work of farming in the research station 
who were top class people. In fact many of them [technicians and other workers] were even more 
dedicated than some of the scientists to whom I've referred. 

Before I move on, one of the problems we had with the farmers when we were in the rice and cotton 
crops was a lack of discipline. Now you can do your best to try and instil some discipline into these 
things, but you can't be there all the time. So you have to rely on people who often didn't get the 
support from the growers, from the farmers, that they should have got. We had one man there, his 
name escapes me, but I'll hopefully bring it back to you because he stayed on in the department, but 
he was absolutely dedicated. He was from the Department of Agriculture. [Jack Toms] He had 
leadership qualities too. I've been at a function there, a social function, and everybody would be 
having a good time, as you can in the North, a great spirit abroad. All of a sudden the word would go 
around that the farmers would have to go back to their farms because that was the time that he'd 
fixed for watering and working on tight programs and so on, that he had worked out for the place. 
They'd disappear. Within an hour they'd all got the message. I thought it was wonderful that this man 
had this leadership because he was working, he'd be out there, two, three, four in the morning 
whatever the cycle was that he was working on. 
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I don't know if you know how they get the water into these channels using these long plastic pipes. 
They'd be about - I'm guessing now - they could be a bit over two metres - no two metres would be a 
fair measurement. They'd be a couple of inches round. They'd have a system [claps hands] where 
they bang it on the end and they'd do something. It's quite magical the way they get these things 
started up, getting the water flowing from the irrigation channel onto the property itself, whether it's 
rice, or whether it's cotton. 

END OF TAPE 94 SIDE B 
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COURT I'll check, but I think this man's name was [Jack] Toms, T 0 M 5, but I'll check on 
that.' But it's always fascinated me to see a leader whether it's in army days, or whether it's in sport, 
or whether it's in business, or in politics. Leaders have some magic about them. 

Now this fellow had a tremendous influence on these people and they would literally, whatever 
timetable he'd laid down, whatever methods he'd laid down, they'd be there. As I say there was no 
quibble about it, they'd just leave as they should do and hey presto, things went pretty well. 

Now Toms was sent to America to do special studies in the cotton industry, which is a very 
successful and a very efficient one over there. I thought this was good. The minister asked me 
whether I would agree to it. The Director, Dr Dunne, had recommended it. I said, "By all means, it's 
an investment in the future." I thought it was going to be magic when he gets back and he'll have this 
added authority of having worked amongst some of the world's most efficient cotton producers. 

Well don't laugh at this, but we didn't get him back. When he came back they wanted to fill another 
position within the Department of Agriculture, I think it was to do with potatoes, I wouldn't be sure, 
but it was something quite foreign to us and meant that he was taken out of the North altogether. The 
discipline disappeared with him. There was great resentment on the part of the better farmers up 
there because they expected he'd come back with this added authority, the added knowledge he 
would have, and knowledge is power in these places, it gives you authority, especially if you have 
the personality and the dedication and commitment. So I felt very, very let down over that. 

What he did subsequently he did well. He was one of those fellows who was basically a very 
competent person, well qualified both in terms of experience and in academic qualifications so he's 
gone on to higher things. It seemed quite crazy that we sent this man over there [USA]. He'd have 
been the number one cotton man in Australia by that time. So we lost the benefit of his inspiration 
and his commitment as well as his ability. 

Then parallel with all this, of course, independent of the sugar and independent of the rice and other 
activities up there, we had this cotton to harvest. I haven't mentioned, by the way, of course, we had 
to have a cotton gin and that's quite an investment, but again this was negotiated by us with the 
farmers through the Ord Cooperative, which as I said earlier performed pretty well. They always 
seemed to have a group of sensible people who you could talk sensibly to and explain the 
government hasn't got a bottomless pit and they had to make their contribution if we made ours 
during those formative years. But as you can imagine, the gin and the rice mill, once you don't 
produce crops they don't have a purpose. 

1 The spelling is correct. In the process of checking the name, Sir Charles found out further information contained in the 
attached copy letter, p.  2375 (RJ). 
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But coincidental with all of this was the research on sugar. It had been established that the Ord had 
characteristics which would give higher yields than Queensland. That was important but you've got 
to keep it in perspective. There may be patches of Queensland that would be especially suited and 
might be better. In terms of a broad statement it was fair to say that we could give higher yields per 
acre than Queensland. 

But I was always very suspicious of research work and pilot work in terms of its relation to 
commercial operations. It's no reflection on the scientists, but it's the very nature of the beast. When 
you're doing research the minute detail you can go into, the minute attention you can give will often 
finish up with a distorted result. Pilot plants and pilot operations, they break that down a bit because 
of the size of them, but there again they're not exactly cheap but you can do things that you wouldn't 
be able to do when you get into broad-acre farming. 

So we arranged at one stage there that we would bring over some Queensland sugar farmers, real 
farmers, and that we'd undertake some farming operations with the strict understanding that those 
farmers had to operate as though they owned the land. They were farmers in Queensland and they 
wouldn't do it as an extension of the research station, they'd do it as though it was their own farm. 

That was a great success, particularly bringing people from Queensland. In fact I think you'll find 
that those two men acquired the properties later on. It's testing my memory a bit but I'm fairly certain 
that if they didn't acquire them, they applied for them which was a test and a proof that they believed 
in the future of sugar there. 

The interesting thing was that we had extraordinary interest in Queensland from sugar producing 
families. They couldn't get the acres over there that they wanted, to expand their activities so as to 
accommodate, say, two or three sons that might want to go into sugar growing and had been in sugar 
all their life, and they're the people you want. We had a waiting list of people just waiting for us to 
open up sugar in the Ord. At a particular point I went over to have a talk to Joh Bjelke-Petersen, the 
Premier. I took Mr Dick Old, the Minister for Agriculture with me because by this time things had 
moved on. Crawford Nalder was no longer in Parliament. 

We had a meeting with Joh and his Minister for Agriculture, a man named Ahern, because I'd 
explained to Joh in our meetings at Premiers' Conferences and over the phone and by letters that 
whilst sugar was a closed industry and the Queenslanders were very, very jealous of it and, of course, 
the north New South Wales people (because just over the border there they produce a lot of sugar 
too) the fact is that you can't deny an area which is capable of producing, the right to produce. 
There's something wrong about it if you deny permission. As I explained to Joh, just imagine trying 
to stop people starting a wheat farm anywhere, or producing sheep! 

Anyhow he [Job] was quite good about it and arranged that I would come over and talk to him and 
his Minister for Agriculture. I took Dick Old with me. We said, "Let us join the club. We're quite 
happy to become part of the club and fit in with the rules that you've got," because it was a closed 
shop. "If we do it this way there'll be no disruption. But if you deny us the right to enter, we're not 
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going to give up, we're going to find a way of doing it. In fact we might even defy the 
Commonwealth government, and produce for Western Australia. They can't stop us doing that." 

So we had a meeting which was a very successful one. Ahern, as I say, was there. We actually made 
a press release on what we'd agreed on because the Commonwealth wouldn't move on sugar without 
Queensland giving it their blessing. 

Dick Old and I came away from that meeting feeling pretty good. We thought we'd stated our 
position in a way that could be sold in Queensland and particularly the fact that so many 
Queenslanders were wanting to come over to us. There would be very few people applying for land 
in the Ord who weren't Queenslanders and above all Queensland sugar producers. So that to my 
mind was the proof that we needed because they had the experience of these Queensland sugar 
farmers to go on, who were known to them. So you can bet your bottom dollar they were tick-
tacking all the way. This is the best way to do these things, not on research station evidence but on 
the experience of two farmers who knew how to run a farm. They had to run it as a farm. They were 
ecstatic about it. 

However, before I'd got back to Perth there was all hell let loose in Queensland in the Country Party 
and the sugar industry. Ahern, he deserted Job and he was only interested in his own backside and 
although he'd been a party to the press statement, he turned out to be the biggest critic of it. That 
didn't surprise me with the later experience I had with Ahem. But it was a very unpleasant situation 
that you have a meeting in good faith, you enter into some rules (that were going to restrict us, by the 
way) in good faith, to find that within less than 24 hours - not Joh's fault, but because of the work 
that was done to misrepresent the position to the farmers, not to put it to them properly as I felt it 
should have been done, that that effort had to be abandoned because the Commonwealth was so 
weak about the whole thing that they wouldn't move unless the Queenslanders supported us. 

So that was the fate of the sugar industry at that time. Now, of course, they've kept the basis of it 
going. You've got to keep certain stock going so that you can expand out. You can expand out the 
sugar industry amazingly quickly. It's quite fascinating. They've kept the know-how there and now, 
of course, the Cooperative's moving into a small plant. 

My son Ken was helping them, trying to negotiate with Taiwan because Taiwan is a big sugar 
producer and, don't laugh at this, but they want to get out of sugar production because they want the 
land. They would like to produce their sugar in some other country and take it back to their country 
for processing. They only want to take it back for processing to appease the people where they would 
virtually put an industry out of business. But when you've got a small island like that and you've got 
20 million people you need to have more land and some of it is done at the expense of agriculture. 
Some of it is partly at the expense of agriculture, but partly by stepping up your efficiency on the 
reduced amounts of land. They realise they've got to keep primary production going in their country 
but they can now afford to go out and buy the produce from somewhere else, they're so rich and have 
done so well. 
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However, they [Taiwan] haven't yet come up with a successful Ord negotiation and other means are 
being devised. There are some Australian interests now in developing the Ord because no longer is 
there a control over sugar like there used to be. It's still a very sensitive thing. The Queensland sugar 
growers, as you've seen over this last federal election, are quite ruthless in pursuing their ends and 
are not prepared to accept anyone's word on alternatives. But there will be sugar produced at the Ord 
because there's a big export demand. 

It's a very volatile crop. If you take the graph, as I used to try and explain to the Queenslanders and 
explain to the Commonwealth Government, it's got a very volatile curve in it, probably more than 
most commodities. But there's one thing about the graph if you, say, start 30 years ago and you look 
now, the end is a long way up the scale, so that you can draw a line from the base right to the top. 
That indicates how the industry has grown and the returns have grown in that time. That's the way 
you've got to look at these industries. 

The alumina industry is not much different, frankly. They have these lows and these highs. Again if 
you look at their graph, say, 30 years on, you've gone from a low figure there to a high figure here. In 
other words in between there somewhere, with all the bumps and all the highs that have occurred, it's 
always a march upwards. So there will be sugar produced and I think it will probably be produced 
there [the Ord] quicker than most people realise. Whether it's with an Australian initiative or whether 
it's a combination of overseas and Australian, like Taiwan and Australian, or something of that kind. 
I don't think it matters much, but it's another way of getting that area [the Ord] diversified. 

I've drifted a bit away there from some of the things that happened when the Ord diversion dam and 
then the main dam was being built. I think we've dealt with the political factors of getting the 
decision to build the main dam. 

That wasn't without its trauma. The main dam was to be built at a different place to where it is now. 
The reason for it is this. When they were ready to go and they wanted to build a rock-filled dam 
some people raised a query. Strangely enough, although it was a long way down the track and 
Dumas by this time was quite an old man, he was one who questioned whether they would be able to 
build safely a rock-filled dam. He had in mind the experience that had taken place in Africa and he 
felt very strongly about it. He saw me about it and he saw John Parker about it. He had his reasons as 
to why there was too big a risk with the industrial conditions being what they are in Australia. They 
[the unions] will have no compunction, they'll have no thought for the national interest. If they felt 
that between wet seasons they could get you over a barrel, they wouldn't care a damn about what 
happened in the national interest. As we've seen before: the experience of the West German 
president going to Mount Newman and Dampier and so on. A recent experience that could easily 
cost Sydney the Olympic Games last July when that big Asian conference was here and they pulled a 
bag-handlers strike in the middle of that. Some of the people not getting their bags for two days, and 
some not being able to deliver their papers and all that sort of thing. These people [union bosses] 
have no feelings about that at all. 

Dumas was very worried about this because there was no way you could build a dam in one year and 
one wet season, one dry season. You couldn't just gamble between a wet and a dry season. Also, 
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when you're playing with nature you don't always have a short dry season, you don't always have a 
long dry season; it varies dramatically. If you have a dry wet season (I know that sounds Irish); in 
other words a wet season that doesn't have the amount of rain and therefore the river flow that you 
do in another season, it makes a tremendous difference. It also shortens the period of construction. 

So John Parker very wisely talked to me about it. You'll hear all sorts of versions of this, but I'll tell 
you the real one. Some people like to beat up a lot of drama around it which didn't occur at all. It was 
done very professionally by Parker and his people. 

He said to me: "Look, I'm satisfied the way to go is a rock-filled dam and not a concrete 
conventional old-style dam." A number of reasons, one of which was getting cement up to 
Wyndham and then out to the dam. You can imagine if you're relying entirely on a concrete dam the 
amount of cement you'd have to bring up was enough, as it was. For the diversion dam, for instance, 
we had to make special arrangements, special shipping arrangements, quite ingenious, and transport 
out from Wyndham. The road was not all that good at the time. But this, when you were building the 
main dam, was an even bigger proposition. So if you could do something that was going to minimise 
the amount of cement you had to bring into the place and maximise the amount of local materials 
you could use, and there were plenty of good materials which had been scientifically assessed 
because not all rock's good rock. When you're building a dam forever, you want to put in something 
that's going to last forever. 

Our people were jolly good at this, between Main Roads and the Public Works people. They had 
some topline people there, together with the scientists and others they'd have no compunction about 
bringing in. That's why they were good. Those types of people don't have any worry about bringing 
in outside brains. So it's only when they're inferior that they're worried about bringing in outside 
brains because they just feel that they can't cope. 

Well they held this study and Parker got me to agree to bring out a man from England. I forget his 
name and I forget his firm. That doesn't matter, but they were of world repute. He was of world 
repute. If you get the right man like that, consultants are good. If you get some of the consultants that 
we've been getting in Australia they're not worth a tuppeny damn, which is a reflection on their 
profession. You get the good ones and whatever you pay them is cheap. 

This fellow was coming out at what I thought was a very modest fee because it was a major job. He 
was going to advise on a very important thing and put his professional seal on whether it should be 
done by concrete dam or whether it should be done by rock-filled dam. 

Well they met and had a very, very thorough study of this, bearing in mind I wasn't without some 
experience with this. I've told you about the Port Hedland harbour thing, how we had to go about 
that. I admired Parker greatly, the way he could think about these things with his chief senior officers 
like Munro and others. He was quite prepared to accept his opinions being examined by others. Now 
that's the sign of a great man. Not too many of them come like that. So he said, "Look I think we 
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should bring in the best brains we can get." We had this man who knew about the Zambesi River one 
and the near disaster that occurred there. He'd had all that experience. He was available and they 
brought him out. 

The studies culminated in a final meeting at which I was sent for. This was the way they used to do 
it. When they were ready they hammered it out and they'd reached a unanimous agreement. Out of 
courtesy to him [Dumas] John Parker, who like so many of those people who were proteges of 
Dumas, had a great respect for the old boy and they had him sitting in for the whole of the hearings 
because he was one of those that raised the query. 

When I got there I sat down alongside him, I remember as well as anything, alongside old Russell. 
He put his little pencil down. He always worked with stubs of pencils. I don't know where he got 
them from, but he always had a little pencil about two inches long that he used to hold in a peculiar 
way and write with it. He put his pencil down, which was the sign of the job's finished. He said, "I'm 
satisfied." I'm sorry, he did say something else: "I'm satisfied; build a rock-filled dam." I was 
completely relaxed about it because I knew that the integrity of our people was such that if this man 
[consultant] recommended something else they wouldn't argue with him. They'd put up their case, 
but if he was able to demonstrate, go another way, they would. 

So anyhow, what they did was report on the result of their meetings and their studies. They'd had this 
man up there and they'd scrambled all over the place. He said, "Build the rock-filled dam, that's my 
advice." 

When that was done, Parker said, "You better hear the next bit." I thought it was going to be one of 
these reservations that the cost was going to be multiplied and all this sort of thing you got used to. 
He said, "You better get our friend," whatever his name was, "to explain this to you." They had the 
maps. I could understand the maps because I had such a thorough knowledge of the total area. He 
said, "It's recommended that you don't build the dam and have a spillway where you were originally 
going to have it. If you build it a couple of miles away you can not only save a million pounds on 
building the dam, but you can also increase the capacity of the dam," I think it was by 20 per cent. 
This was a consultant at his best. Whatever we paid him was a pittance compared with that because 
we were going to save a million pounds in construction. We were going to have greater safety in the 
in between seasons, when you've got to protect the work that you did in year one, so that you can 
pick it up when the flow stops in year two and get on and hopefully finish the job. Bearing in mind 
we had to watch this union problem. At the same time we increased the capacity of the dam. 

Now you might wonder why I know so much about this because I'm not an engineer, but if you come 
to our home, in our hall you'll see a picture of me, which was Rita's favourite, painted by Frank Pash, 
without ever mentioning it to me. He delivered it to our home one day. It is his concept of the Ord 
Dam, the main dam, using the original concept. Of course he was not to know that they were going 
to have this other concept of building it with the spillway a further way away and increasing the size 
of it and so on. 

So if anyone says that that's not authentic, that painting that he did with me, superimposed on the 
Ord Dam because he knew it was my great love, they're not correct because that was absolutely 
correct based on the engineering designs and the tenders at that time. I'm sorry, the indicative tenders 
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because they hadn't called tenders until we got to the final technology and the final design that was to 
be used. 

Poor old Frank, I think he didn't know whether he should get the picture back and tear it up or start 
again, but Rita loved that picture of me there because she prefers that to the official one, mainly 
because it looks like me, [laughs] whereas the other one the artist made no bones about it. I think the 
other is a much more professional portrait, but Owen Garde, when Rita said, "Can't you give him a 
smile or something, make him look a bit human," he said, "Well I wasn't painting your husband, I 
was painting the Premier." So that's why the picture finished up as it is. These two pictures: one in 
the hall and one in the lounge. Rita insisted on having the Pash one in the hall because she thought 
that was a better one. 

END OF SIDE  TAPE 95 
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COURT The proofs in the eating and we went ahead and built the dam. We entered into a 
negotiation with the unions and more or less had to say: "Unless we can get an unqualified 
undertaking, no dam." We now know, of course, that the negotiations must have been pretty good 
because the dam was built without unmanageable problems. There were the usual hiccups, but they 
didn't impair the thing. 

You can imagine with that volume of water when you've got to go so far in one season, you've got to 
anticipate when the river's going to flow, you can't be sure it's going to be 15 November, or 15 
December, or 15 January. It can be as different as that according to the season. So you've got to 
anticipate that you're going to cut off at a certain point. Then you have to protect all the work you've 
done. That in itself was quite a thing because you've got to allow the time to put it in place before the 
river starts to flow. When that river flows, boy oh boy, it's quite a sight. 

It was fascinating to be going up there while they were.... They made the decision, right now we stop 
the work at this stage and we armour it, we protect it. They'd have to have huge rocks brought in. 
You can imagine the job of shifting these rocks and they'd have to be, some of them, in steel wire, 
braces you might say, nets, call it what you will, but to hold them in place against this terrific flood. 

That in itself was a challenge because the forces of nature, say you had a 100 year flood, the force 
would be unbelievable. It's now, of course, known from the history of it that it worked out extremely 
well, all their measurements, all their projections, all their precautions proved to be 100 per cent on. 
So when the first flood, first wet season was over they were able to take all this armour off and get 
on with the job, and it was 100 per cent. 

A tremendous credit to the people who built it. Don't forget we had outside contractors to build it, it 
wasn't our people. They [the contractors] lost quite a lot of money on it, by the way, because there 
were things they didn't allow for and they endeavoured to get some redress on the contract. Both 
Parker and Munro felt they were entitled to some redress, but not as much as they wanted. They were 
American people and they often have different methods of negotiating and measuring these things. 

We had a problem. I think our people would have been much more generous than the 
Commonwealth, but the Commonwealth was providing the money. So we couldn't give as much as 
we would like to have given and as much as we recommended to the Commonwealth because they 
had the final say. I never knew how it finally finished up, but obviously these things have to have a 
settlement whether you have an arbitration or a court case, whatever the case may be. 

So it was quite a drama. Again the influence of old man Russell Dumas comes into it. I admired him 
as I sat alongside him that day, a man of his age. I'm just trying to think. I'm 81'/2 and he must have 
been the same then. The admiration these fellows had for him and his input. He just didn't sit and 
watch, he had his input and had his reasons. When they had examined it and they'd made certain 
decisions, he accepted it 100 per cent and would have been the first to congratulate them when it all 
worked out. But it was really the last time you saw this man's influence. He must have read all about 
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it, studied all about it, made up his mind that something had to be looked at. He wasn't trying to stop 
it, he was just trying to make sure that they knew what they were doing. Also he explained to me, he 
said, "You know if Parker goes on and builds this now, using the rock-fill and it doesn't work out, 
he's absolutely protected, his reputation is protected, the other engineers are protected because 
they've always got this inquiry to fall back on." 

There's another thing if I might just touch on. Just before I go on to that. As you know, when the dam 
was built we negotiated all the contracts, and all of this that I'm telling you now was all done by the 
Brand Government and myself in particular. But, of course, we didn't stay in office to open it, so it's 
always a little sad when you've done all these things and I spent half my life in Parliament with 
things that I'd initiated, things that I'd been involved in up until the near finish and then another 
government came in and took over the openings. I seemed to be forever and a day attending things 
that I'd started, but opened by somebody else. That applied both when we went out of office in '71 
and again when the Liberal Party went out of office in 1983. After I retired in '82 they [the Liberal 
government] only lasted 12 months, and they went out of office in '83. Then again I went to another 
batch of openings for things that I had started. But that's life. 

One thing that occurred during all of this was, of course, the fate of the Argyle homestead. The 
Durack family were pretty good about all of this. They could have easily been rabble-rousers and led 
a band of conservationists and others, heritage people, saying that you can't flood the station because 
of its heritage value and all that sort of thing. But they were pretty good about it. We arranged to 
shift their homestead up ahead of where the dam was going to be, so that it would be protected for 
all time. So we actually shifted the homestead. It's a tourist thing now and very faithfully restored, 
complete with some artefacts and complete with some memorabilia and other things. I'm glad we did 
that. It was one of these costs that you have to bear, I think. 

Of course there was the Operation Noah after that. When the dam was going to be filled there was 
the inevitable problem of the animals there. That was quite a dramatic thing. You might have seen 
some of the pictures of it when they were moving the animals to safe areas. I think we did all the 
right things, environmentally and otherwise. The sad thing about it is you understand that we 
wouldn't be allowed to build it today. When I say you wouldn't be allowed to, you'd have to defy a 
number of bodies, including those that were concerned about so-called Aboriginal sites. 

It never raised its head by the way; never raised its head. The Argyle homestead seemed to typify 
everything because the Durack family had been very much part of the Aboriginal way of life up 
there. Mary and her family had been so close to the Aborigines up there, so I think they probably 
adopted the attitude 'if it's good enough for the Duracks it's good enough for us'. So we didn't have 
any trauma about that, the flooding of the valley. At the same time we were responsible. We did 
think about these things. This wasn't done under any pressure. It was done as the sensible thing to do. 
I'm rather proud of the things that we did that were just plain decent sensible things to do and we did 
them. We didn't have to have people marching in the streets about them. 
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I think I should now move on to the transition from crops like cotton, rice and other crops into what 
there is there today. All the time there was an undercurrent up there that other things would do better 
than cotton and rice and a number of other crops. Things like nuts, peanuts and that sort of thing, 
were always suggested as - not in lieu, but an addition to because you must have a diversity of crops. 

The department wasn't altogether that helpful. They did quite a bit of work through the research 
station and their own departmental work on the peanuts and things. You could produce cashews up 
there, you could produce those other - macadamia and that sort of thing. There's many, many things 
you can produce because of the soil, because of the climate, because of the water. But the department 
was never keen on horticulture. It worried me that they were more concerned with broadacre things 
like cotton and rice and fodder crops and that sort of thing. 

But fortunately there were some people who had a belief that the future was going to be with a 
diversity of crops including horticulture. There was a man named Wilford up there who decided to 
break away from the rest and grow bananas. He didn't get much encouragement at the start from the 
department at all, but he persisted, as thank God some people do. He was something of a pioneer. He 
married a nurse up there. I remember going to their first home that they built on this property. You 
admire these people, you know. She was in a comfortable job with comfortable quarters as a nurse. 
She married and shifted out there and became part of this operation, always cheerful when you went 
out to see them. It was a place that was what you'd expect it to be, having to make do with as little as 
they could because of the cost factor and availability of materials and that sort of thing, but done in a 
way that indicated they were people who cared and they had their standards and so on. So she 
became very much part of the exercise. She also became very much part of the community because 
she had a strong community following and a strong community spirit. 

She's just published a book in the East. I'll bring it in next time and show it to you, it's about the birds 
in this area, so she must have spent a lot of time in a very dedicated way studying these birds. It's 
quite an expensive book, been launched. I bought a copy just for old time's sake. It reflects the caring 
nature of these people. 

Now he became a pacesetter and a very unselfish one too. Anyone who wanted to follow him into 
bananas, quality bananas, and other crops that can be produced up there.... It's very suitable for 
mangoes, very suitable for pawpaws, in fact it's suitable for any sort of melons at all and other crops, 
but these things just do so well. So he was a great pioneer and he deserves a lot of credit for it 
because he literally was on his own and there were no government subsidies or anything like that. 
But he must have done other work to keep himself going. 

They've now gone out of the district and they're living in the Eastern States and it's from there that 
she's published this book. But it's around her experience in Kimberley. 

You now know, of course, the history of horticulture. They've gone into a very diversified lot of 
crops. It's quality stuff. It's not government subsidised. They feel very proud of that at the Co-op and 
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individual farmers. Because it's their own thing, their own money, their own discipline, they do it 
better than you'd ever do it with the government. They are now not only able to send quality fruit at 
the right time of the year around to other capitals, but they're also now able to export to other 
countries and that will increase. Hong Kong, Taiwan, Singapore, all of those places that can now 
afford to have quality products, they'll be going by air, some by sea. We've got suitable ships and 
suitable containers. 

Hopefully one day you'll get Wyndham to a situation where you get away from that terrible influence 
of WWF1  that they had for years when you get people there doing unbelievably short periods during 
the whole year, but being paid as though they're working the whole time. How in the hell we're going 
to ever develop this country is beyond me, unless we can throw these things off. 

Now they tell me that I'd be agreeably surprised if I saw the changes that have taken place. BHP's 
exporting some minerals through there now and apparently have been able to negotiate a way of 
doing it that is economic. 

But the big thing about it is the discipline they've imposed on themselves [the farmers]. If you were a 
tourist and you go around some of these farms you see melons and things on the farm, you'd say, 
"Why don't they take them?" Well they haven't passed the test, so they'll be ploughed back in to the 
soil, but which if you could buy them in the shops here you'd think were good, but they're not worth 
the transport costs. 

When you're going to transport crops like that over long distances the quality must be right. It's like 
Sumich sending his quality vegetables out to the Asian markets. It costs just as much to transport by 
air or by sea a second grade product, but you can't expect to get a premium price, so therefore you 
have to be very selective, and they are very selective. You go through one of their sheds up there 
where they receive these crops, you'll be very, very pleasantly surprised at the efficiency with which 
they operate, the smoothness with which they operate. You see these huge vans, these huge trucks 
that come in; huge things that come in and they load them and off they go. They're trundling in and 
out. One afternoon I was there, there were five of these left for Eastern States capitals and with the 
good roads, of course, they can either come south or go east. 

Some people, like the Camarvon growers and other growers, they look at it with a fairly jaundiced 
eye. They say: "You wait till they have to pay real freights instead of getting backloading freights." 
Just sort of a gentle warning that they won't be so competitive because at the moment there's a huge 
amount of backloading freights by the stuff that's going up into the Kununurra area and to other 
operations around there and on to Darwin. Well they can afford to backtrack to Kununurra and pick 
up these crops in season and on their way. 

So that's the story you've got. It's quite different to what it was. Then on top of that you have the 
Argyle Diamond Mine which is 125 miles away from Kununurra. It's the world's biggest diamond 

1 The Waterside Workers Federation. 
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producing mine. Although they commute [the work force] by air back to the city, which is 
unfortunate, they nevertheless do have a spin-off for the town. 

I think we might have to finish there, but I just want to round off about the hydro, which has never 
been developed, although the chambers were put in to the big dam. I really made an issue about that 
because if you didn't put the chambers in for the turbines when you were building the dam you 
wouldn't be able to do it later on. But they're already there. They're in the dam and there's been two 
attempts to harness that energy and neither have been proceeded with. I'm very disappointed that 
somebody hasn't had the courage to grasp the nettle and make it possible to get the damn thing in 
there and you've got a source of renewable energy: no oil, no gas, no coal, no anything, other than 
just the sheer force of the water. It's a logical use of water as it passes through and you've still got the 
water on the other side. In the meantime you've got all this energy. 

The significance of the modern technology there is quite remarkable. I don't know which country has 
been the forerunner. I have an idea that Sweden must have been one of the forerunners because you 
hear lots of references to Swedish plant. When we were first talking about that we were talking about 
25, 30 megawatts as being the maximum you could generate there, which is not a lot of power but 
plenty for Kununurra, but they tell me today with modern advances that have been made in the 
technology that you could generate anything up to 50 or 60 megawatts. 

The interesting thing is about the diversion dam which we always thought was not worth harnessing 
and at the most you might get three or five megawatts out of it because you'd have to control the 
amount of water that you could release in relation to farming because farming must always come 
first. Well they tell me that with modern technology you can get 12½ megawatts and put the two 
together and you've got a nice block of power for Kununurra, Wyndham and hopefully for the mine. 
But unfortunately somebody slipped up on the government side in not negotiating a deal even if they 
had to make a lot of concessions to get Argyle to take the power because by the time Argyle ceases 
to be a mine there the other activities in the district will have grown up to such an extent that they'll 
be able to take the surplus load and welcome the surplus load. 

The original concept of harnessing the Ord main dam was to sell the power to Darwin. At that time 
the Northern Territory was being subsidised very heavily by the Commonwealth so that their price of 
power was never more than the price of North Queensland where they had good power generation 
and cheap power. Imported diesel at that time made it very expensive power. They were having so 
much trouble with the Aborigines that they couldn't get their own gas from down in the southern part 
of their territory up to Darwin. That's been overcome after about 16 years of negotiation. 

Again I don't know how you're ever going to get on in this country unless we can get some sense into 
developing it. The gas is now being used and that meant that their need for the powerline from the 
Ord main dam across to Darwin is no longer there. 
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It only proves my theory, of course, when you see an opportunity you grab it, you'll always find a use 
for it. So that chance was missed. I blame Bruce Kirkwood a bit for that. He was being a bit too 
tough in what he wanted as the SEC's side of the deal and it was more than the Northern Territory 
and the Commonwealth were prepared to pay. Well, I think he felt that they were having to subsidise 
Darwin so heavily that he could virtually take over the subsidy. Well you can't do that; they might as 
well stay where they are. I think we better leave it at that. 

LU A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library Building on 
11 March 1993. 

The Australian carries an article in August '67 on the Ord and your role in it, and it's quoting an 
interview from you and that sort of thing. It says, "On the subject of the deferred Ord River scheme, 
he is passionate, unquestioning and bitter." Were you bitter? 

COURT I think that would be overstating it somewhat, but I was mighty angry and mighty 
disappointed with some of the people who just didn't seem to have a feel for how you're going to 
develop Australia. 

I think I've told you already that Australia just has to look at long-term projects. You just can't have 
only straightforward mining and manufacturing type projects. If you're going to own this country 
you've got to do something about it, you've got to face up to the toughies. Other people can do it 
because they've got so many people who would think it was heaven, whereas we've got to either 
bring in people who understand this sort of climate, this sort of circumstances and conditions that go 
with this sort of development [or encourage our people to adapt]. 

But somehow or other in the Australian political life there's very little feel, even today, for the more 
venturesome things that have to be done and which I believe are the most satisfying. True, somebody 
will start them, somebody will conceive the idea then gain some support for it and one day it will 
eventually be completed but no-one will ever think of the person who really started it. That's life, 
that's human nature and don't let that worry us. The important thing is that it gets done. But there is 
no-one I can see at the moment that will take some time off to think like this. 

That's why I was very pleased when I saw Richard reacted as he did to the Fitzroy. He'll get plenty of 
critics, plenty of cold water will be thrown on the idea, but somebody has to talk about it, somebody 
then has to try and get something done. Maybe the big floods they had there in Kimberley this year 
could be the catalyst that makes people think again about this sort of thing, assuming we can 
overcome the Aboriginal problem, who are already flexing their muscles to stop the use not only of 
existing Ord land, but the remaining land that was earmarked for development. I don't know whether 
you realise but they are trying to stop that development which was always part of the total scheme. 

The Australian, 25 Aug. 1967. 
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However, be that as it may, somebody one day will grasp the nettle on it and get on with the job even 
if we're pushed on by the same circumstances that resulted in Dumas, at the instruction of the then 
Labor government in Western Australia, doing the initial reconnaissance in the middle of a war 
[World War II]. That's the initial reconnaissance of the Ord which I've explained. 

So I did feel very angry about it. Maybe in some respects I was bitter about it. But it seemed as 
though unless you were talking about something that was going to start tomorrow and be done on a 
strict timetable there was no-one who wanted to take the political and other risks that go with it. In 
that way I suppose they did summarise my feelings at the time. 

RJ You've just said about, okay, there's got to be more development and you talked 
about the Ord being seen as a pilot project. In your time still involved in government was there any 
effort to look at any other project across the North? 

COURT I always believed that one day we would harness the Fitzroy. 

RJ But was it investigated, did it go beyond a belief? 

COURT Yes, some work was done on it. For instance I asked our people to have a look at 
what hydro potential we could get out of it. There wasn't a very enthusiastic response. Had it been 
John Parker there at the time he would have had an enthusiastic look at it. Now I know the amount 
of hydro that you could develop in those days by that technology wouldn't have been very big, but 
the fact is that you've got to know what you've got there, what potential you've got. What made us 
get the French out in the sixties when we knew we didn't have a need for 1 000 megawatts or 
something of that size in the Kimberley at that time, but we wanted to know what potential there was 
if we got a big industry, if we got a big demand for power. Of course I was coloured then by the fact 
that we were an energy deficient State whereas today we are an energy surplus State, so that's quite a 
different scene. 

This comes and it goes and it will change if you keep looking. I, don't forget, was still finding my 
way with the Ord. I had complete confidence in it ultimately finding its niche, but it hadn't happened 
so the time hadn't come for me to push on with something else. But it was the sort of thing that I did 
feel passionately about. 

END OF TAPE 95 SIDE B 
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COURT If we're going to do something about this great country of ours the obvious place to 
start and do some venturesome things is in the North. I'm referring, of course, from Pilbara right 
around to the northern part of Queensland; a huge area with a huge potential. You're not only talking 
about irrigated agriculture, you're talking about huge areas and huge potential of minerals. 

Unfortunately this High Court Mabo case has intruded and it will slow down Australia. In fact if 
some people have their way it could make Australia ungovernable. We've got to look beyond that. 
The world won't let you do stupid things for too long, so this great potential right across there has to 
be unlocked. 

Now it won't be the easy part of the exercise, it won't be as easy even as finding gold in Kalgoorlie, 
traumatic though that was for some people. It won't be as easy as developing the iron ore or the 
bauxite/alumina or the nickel or any of these things. It won't be as easy as developing our agricultural 
lands where it was fairly obvious that they would grow wheat or you could produce wool or you 
could have beef, as the case may be. 

So this is a venture in faith in more ways than one but the biggest challenge of these areas is people, 
getting people to adapt to the climate to live there. Maybe the current wave of migration we've got 
(which I regard as a third wave in my lifetime) will give us some of the answers. As long as those 
people are quickly enough adapted to that area, given reason to go there, given the incentive to go 
there. If they can do it better than some of the Australians that are accustomed to the southern part of 
our country that think that everything has to have a Mediterranean climate, well the sooner these 
other people go there developing our projects with us the better. 

I really despair at the moment. We're wasting so much time on things that really don't matter. You've 
really got schoolboy politics in Australia today. It does make me worry. But somebody will come 
along. There's always somebody comes along that lifts the State and the nation above these things. 
Let's hope it happens fairly soon. 

I was very limited. You can imagine the amount of difficulty we had in getting money for the Ord. 
We had a promotion program going the whole time. Even after we got money for the diversion dam 
we had this terrible problem of getting money for the main dam. That's why we spent so much effort 
bringing in touring parties, many of them organised by well-meaning people who wanted to 
encourage the development of Australia. 

We had one member of the federal Parliament who wasn't liked, especially by people like Robert 
Gordon Menzies and others; Jeffery Bate. You might remember he married Harold Holt's widow, 
Zara. But in his funny little way he did a lot for northern development. Not only for us by the way: 
Queensland, Northern Territory and Western Australia. His great mission was to get members of 
Parliament and with them groups of business people, farmers, city people. He'd put together a plane-
load of people and fly them up on a very tight schedule worked out with me. If I couldn't be there 
myself I'd have suitable people there. They'd do a very tight program, at their own expense, by the 
way. The beauty of the DC3, it housed just the right number of people. It transported just the number 
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of people that you wanted (I think they were carrying 24 in those days) and they could land 
anywhere. 

So before the Ord diversion dam was approved and in the period between then and when the main 
dam was approved we were flying people in; not only to publicise the Ord, by the way. By this time 
we were trying to get them to understand the wealth we were producing in Pilbara. It was quite an 
unashamed campaign to get Australians in the Eastern States to understand what we were all about. 
Many of these people were influential. Some of the members of Parliament once they got the feel of 
this they'd make their little speeches. They might be backbench members but they'd make their 
speeches and whilst it irritated some of the ministers when they told them how impressed they were, 
the message was getting across, the pennies were slowly dropping. 

We had some humorous incidents out of it. I don't know whether I've told you about the group that 
came over without making contact with us. Instead of getting in touch with us and saying, "Look 
we're interested in what's going on and we'd like to put a tourist group together of pastoralists and 
business people," and so on, they didn't get in touch with us. A tour-organising group apparently 
made all the arrangements for them and it just shows how wrong you can be without a bit of local 
knowledge. They wrote off by surface mail. 

In those days we still had surface mail and air mail, not like today where you post a letter and it goes 
airmail anywhere around Australia. They wrote surface mail to Wyndham Hotel booking the 
accommodation and nominating the number of en suite rooms they wanted and all this sort of thing. 
If you knew the Wyndham Hotel as it was then - forget what it is today, it's certainly not five star 
today - but if you knew what it was like then it makes it all the more humorous because first of all 
their letter hadn't arrived. They'd also arranged by this means for cars to meet them. They were going 
to land at Wyndham and then go down to Kununurra, down to where the diversion dam was going to 
be built. You can imagine there were no taxis at the Wyndham airport in those days and there was 
just nothing. 

You can imagine these people, they laugh about it today but at the time it wasn't funny. These people 
were all expecting separate accommodation and expecting bathrooms and the like. Well, the people 
who organised the tour should have had more sense and had they enquired we would have quickly 
put them right because we were expert by this time of having these safaris travelling, especially in 
DC3's. 

They were duly sorted out, but it wasn't good for us because they really didn't go up there to pay all 
this money to have that sort of treatment. Had they been told, of course, they'd have loved it. If you 
are told that you're going to go and do some pioneering stuff and you might have to sleep in a 
sleeping bag some nights and that sort of thing, or you're going to go to the Wyndham Hotel and if 
you're lucky you'll be allowed to put a mattress on the verandah instead of being put in a room, or if 
you're going to Port Hedland as it was in those days, if you're a VIP it's four in the room, if you're not 
it's ten in a room, and then go and take your mattress outside. That was the advice of Peter 
Carrington, Lord Carrington, to his friends in England. He probably knew more about northern 
Australia than any other Englishman that I ever encountered. 
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But that was one of the incidents along the road. Fortunately it was the only one that I know of 
anyhow. Most of them were a huge success and a great publicity stunt for us. It was worth the effort 
that we put into it. 

Many of them I accompanied myself for part of the tour, but others you'd have people like John 
Parker and others would be with them to make sure they got the right story. That was terribly 
important. They invariably brought a journalist with them, so we had to make sure that he got the 
right story. A couple of them did us proud. They really sent a story back of great enthusiasm. You 
can't help it. You get caught up in an area of vast distances and rugged country. All of a sudden you 
find yourself absorbing some of this as even Menzies did when he came up to open the diversion 
dam. 

I referred to Jeffery Bate. Although he was disliked intensely by people like Menzies and John 
McEwen and other ministers because he was always needling them on something, usually needling 
them on something of a forward looking nature. He wouldn't have been a good minister - in their 
opinion anyhow. He was there whether they liked it or not and he held his seat very well and worked 
it very hard. But he used this forward-looking attitude he had to Australia to advantage in his 
electorate. In fact some other members were smart enough to realise that Jeff Bate was looked on in 
his own electorate and in other parts of Australia as being one of the forward thinkers of Australia. 
He'd talk about these trips. 

Just imagine going back to your electorate to a branch meeting and you can tell them about these 24 
people that you put in a plane, farmers, pastoralists, industrialists and politicians all mixed up. You 
took them to the real North, because they'd go to Queensland and they'd go to Northern Territory and 
then they'd cross the border. He always used to say: "Now this gentleman is the interesting part of 
your tour from this one on." It was the only place where they'd have a minister or somebody like that 
present. He was doing the briefings for most of the others, which wasn't all that good, because you've 
got to have the authentic local jargon and so on. 

We did have our humorous moments. We landed at Broome. We'd always organise these things well 
ahead and you could never be sure whether you were going to land at some place on Monday, 
Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, Friday or Saturday. Sometimes you'd land at the Ord on a Sunday, 
sometimes you might land there on a Tuesday, because you had to fit in with these people. Most 
people accepted the fact that these were people who were part of the propaganda machine. Whether 
they were politicians, businessmen or others, it didn't matter, they were part of the storytelling 
apparatus that we had. Who better than an influential businessman who wanted to talk about how 
he'd roughed it and slept under the stars and all this sort of stuff. He'd give colour to a story and 
enthuse people with him. This was better than all the publicity you can get because it's like dropping 
the pebble in the pond and out go the eddying circles. But this time in fact was the only time where 
we finished up with a bit of a local hiccup. 

When we landed at Broome, we thought the council was going to entertain our party because most 
people embraced the idea of having a few drinks and something to nibble. I might add at Broome we 
didn't have hotel accommodation; they were actually living in some improvised accommodation at a 
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defence establishment. I have an idea from memory it was to do with some naval operation but they 
were good enough to give us a place where we literally slept in the shed and they had improvised 
beds and stretchers and so on. It was all part of the exercise. That part didn't worry us at all. In fact I 
used to welcome some of that as long as about every second or third night they got a decent wash-up 
and a decent bed. This stuff in between was all part of the 'doing it rough' routine. 

Anyhow, when we got there what no-one had told us was it was the big annual race weekend. They 
were having a Calcutta at the main hotel that night. The message came that sorry, they were too busy 
with these festivities and the routine of the race weekend to see our visitors! Here are these people 
coming all this way at their own expense to try and publicise our State. At that time I might add I 
was having more trouble with Broome than any other part in the North, although we were 
desperately trying to improve everything for them. 

So I had to personally go in and see them. The then road board chairman or shire president (I forget 
what stage they were at) was Sam Male. Dear old Sam, who I was very fond of, was a law unto 
himself. He was one of the pukka sahibs of the North. You realise Broome in those days had its own 
character. The standard dress in Broome was navy tropical rig, except they didn't wear uniforms with 
badges of office and so on, but they wore that sort of dress. Beautifully tailored and laundered white 
shorts and white socks and white shoes and that sort of thing. Most of them conformed, especially at 
night-time. I tell you it was good. It did something for the place. Old Sam used to be the pacesetter in 
the way he ran his own house, his own business and his own person and so on. 

Anyhow I had to go and say: "Look I've got these 20 odd people here who are paying their own way, 
coming around to publicise our country, our North in particular and these are the people who 
respond to hospitality. Why can't they come in and be part of the Calcutta? It will be good fun. I 
know they're not as well-dressed as you people because they're travelling pretty rough, but they're 
good people," and so on. 

Eventually, having conducted this negotiation and hiding it as much as I could from the travellers, I 
got some reluctant agreement to them coming to the proceedings for the night, which they eventually 
came in and thoroughly enjoyed. But I must say they didn't get the same sort of attention that they 
did in other places because everyone was more concerned about the Calcutta and the race meetings 
than they were about developing our grand and glorious North. 

So I worked mighty hard that night and whichever officers I had with me, including Sam Fletcher, 
boy oh boy did they work hard to try and make up for the lack of local interest. Although in fairness I 
have to say that there were some of them [the locals] who realised the significance of the occasion 
and they danced attendance on these people and partly made up for the official coldness towards 
them. It's the only time I can remember where we didn't quite get the reception that we were after. 
Maybe I was expecting too much because I thought that everyone would get caught up in the spirit of 
the occasion, as they did with this one exception. Most people were terribly grateful that they'd 
come. 
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Ri Just to be clear on the organisational side. Were these people who had come on a 
safari or were these people specifically coming - you've talked about it being a propaganda thing, and 
who were the people who were coming? 

COURT Well these were the people that Jeff Bate was expert at organising. 

RI But who? 

COURT I can't be specific about names. Some of them I remained friendly with for many 
years and some of them were actually involved in our development program in the South. 

RI But you've taken the time as a minister to be with them, so what sort of people were 
they? 

COURT Well Jeff Bate would get in touch with me, and not only Jeff Bate but he in 
particular. If he wasn't coming usually somebody that he'd inspired to come so that there was always 
a link with him. They'd say, "We've got assembled 22, 24...." I think in those days the DC3's were 
allowed to take 28. They gradually brought them down as they phased them out. "I've got them 
enthused about your story for the North and they're all prepared to pay," no cost to the government at 
all. Members of Parliament could put their contribution in from their normal travel allowance. That 
was their business. The civilian people could have been farmers, could have been industrialists, 
could have been bankers. It was quite an ingenious thing. This is where Bate was at his best and 
never gets the credit for it. He'd been a pain in the neck to some people, but the fact is he had a 
capacity to get these people enthused. 

A couple of times he'd get to hear that I was in the Eastern States on other business and he'd get me 
to talk to some of these people at a lunch or over a drink or two and so on. We'd work out a pattern. 
He'd do the Queensland, Northern Territory part, which I might add got less and less and our part got 
bigger and bigger because you'd only have so many days from these busy people. Because we took it 
more seriously, naturally he knew that they'd have a better impression from our State. 

I might add it was a bit of a strain to always be alongside and to enthuse these people. You almost 
felt like an evangelist with the Bible in one hand and blood and fire in the other. 

I was very fortunate in having Sam Fletcher as my liaison officer. Now Sam was unique because we 
were away at the war together. He was a staff captain with me. He was one of these fellows who 
believed if he worked a bit harder the war would end earlier. He was that sort of enthusiast. Not too 
many of them but there are some people like that. Sam carried on throughout the whole of life. He 
died fairly young unfortunately, lie became quite famous, so much so that when I went to have lunch 
at the Bank of America in San Francisco, quite a way down the track, the chairman when he met me 
said, "Welcome Charlie, how's Sam?" Now of all the Sams in the world I knew there was only one 
Sam, it was Sam Fletcher. He said, "Is he still doing his B B B?" I knew that he meant "bags before 
breakfast". 
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He must have been on one of Sam's tours and the idea was we didn't have night flying for most of 
the area we were covering and so you had to get the plane ready to take off as soon as there was 
some light. So these people were getting up at four o'clock, four thirty in the morning. Needless to 
say they finished early at night. You had to land before dark. But it was a very limited flying time so 
you got going as early as you could hence the B B B, "bags before breakfast". These signs would be 
put up and Sam would take charge of these people from the moment he met them. The discipline 
that he imposed on them was quite horrendous but they treated it as a joke. 

Also we used to have this thing, what is it? The MOBOT. 

RJ I wondered what they were because you refer to these in your speech about the Ord 
and you refer to the famous MOBOT competitions. What were they? 

COURT I haven't got the letters quite right, but we called them the M 0 B 0 T: most 
objectionable bastard on tour. We used to have a vote every night and a secret ballot, you see. You'd 
give to Sam, your nomination. This is the bloke that held the plane up when they wanted to take a 
picture, while everyone was ready to go and the engines were running. Always late with his bags or 
messed up something during the day. We used to run these competitions and have a prize at the end 
of the tour which was all part of the spirit of the thing, the fun and games of the thing. Some quite 
important businessmen today will even say to me: "You know I'm glad I didn't win that MOBOT 
competition." [laughs] Anyhow we won't waste time on that, but one could go over some of the 
important figures who won that competition, and quite rightly so! 

But Sam was a tremendous help to me and so eventually it got that people like Bate and others who 
were organising these tours would mainly deal with Sam. It took the pressure off me. They'd work 
out the program. He knew all the personalities. 

Incidentally, while he [Sam Fletcher] was doing this work for me he became the president of the 
Civil Service Association. He was a very good president too. He wanted to make sure they got their 
pound of flesh, but on the other hand he wanted the Civil Service Association and its members to be 
respected not only by the government, but by the public. 

One of my Cabinet ministers objected very strongly in Cabinet to the fact that the president of the 
Civil Service Association was in this very important position of being liaison officer with the 
Minister for Industrial Development and the North West. I was rather taken aback at the time 
because I thought it was pretty good. [chuckles] Dave Brand in his earthy sort of a way, he said, 
"Well I can't imagine anything better. Just imagine the president of the Civil Service Association 
having to work day in day out with Charles Court." [laughs] So it was dismissed and Sam remained 
in that position for quite a while. 

He was a very tense sort of a person, but a man of great humour. He took everything very, very 
seriously. Life was real, life was earnest, when it came to promoting Western Australia. He literally 
became famous. 
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Quite apart from the Bate tours, the ones that we initiated from Western Australia up into our North 
and back again, you can imagine we had some pretty powerful people on those. Again conditions 
were tough and that was good. We found that people from America in particular, the big shots there, 
they probably wouldn't admit it, but they were really reliving in DC3 aircraft, which was the 
workhorse at the time and hotels without air-conditioning and some places no hotels at all, they were 
reliving in their minds what their fathers had told them about how the west was won. America has a 
great thing there: "How the west was won". We unashamedly traded on this and this was a classic 
case. There were some quite big shots in industry and commerce who went on one of these trips, not 
one of Jeff Bate's, but one of ours that we organised from Perth up to the North and back again. 

The Chamber of Commerce, by the way, subsequently initiated their own series of trips which they 
do in a number of light aircraft travelling together. They used to start at Kalgoorlie and work their 
way up and back, again people having to pay their own way, of course. But they initiated these, 
which took over where we broke off. See, we got to a point where we could no longer continue to do 
this. We didn't need to do it because you had good accommodation, you had jet aircraft. First of all 
we had turbojets, then you had jet aircraft and the whole thing was so much easier. Plus the fact that 
you had people in the Pilbara who could look after these people because of their own interests, and 
you were getting more people into Kimberley. So there was a time when we stopped having these 
tours. 

For instance, we used to take the members of Parliament on a conducted tour. We used to have to 
use two trips. Even when we got the Fokker Friendship, the turbo, we had to do two trips to fit them 
all in. After a while that became less popular because people were freer to travel, it was easier to 
travel. When we did the first of those trips, don't forget the members benefited a lot because many of 
them had never been north of Geraldton. A bit rough on me. I had to do it two weeks running, take 
one team up and then, so as we didn't get any criticism, up another week. So there'd be two whole 
weeks out of your work trying to keep up with your work while you're on tour with very primitive 
communication. 

But it was an exciting time, it was a wonderful time really. It was one way whereby I could make 
sure that the members of Parliament got the right story, and the city slicker type, that they understood 
what you were talking about when you were talking about the vast distances in Pilbara and 
Kimberley and that type of thing. It wasn't just a name on a map. It wasn't their impression of 
somebody sounding off about how tough it was, they saw for themselves. However, there came a 
time when that was old hat, plus the fact that some of the Labor members were rather resentful of the 
fact that it was an opportunity for us to more or less soften them down, break them down on their 
attitude to some of the things we were doing because if you've seen a great project and you've had a 
great concept explained to you on the ground, it's damn hard to stand up in Parliament and criticise 
it, especially as we used to have them all expressing their views as we went throughout the whole of 
the tour. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 96 
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COURT You realise that the pressure was on and the officers working with me were 
undertaking horrendous hours, but none of them ever complained. I had to keep my work going and 
all the negotiations we had in train. For a big part of this period I was still the Minister for Railways. 
So we were having to keep things moving, negotiations going. I can tell you the telephone system in 
those days was far from good. Sending messages was fairly risky, sending telegrams; we were still 
sending telegrams. Even when the telex came in, until we got that coaxial up to Pilbara, the 
communications were so bad that the telex would often be unintelligible when it got through to 
Perth. The best way of doing it was to get dear Miss Hall with pencil poised and get her on the 
telephone and then give her a message from wherever you might be. Sometimes we actually had to 
use the RFDS, the Royal Flying Doctor Service, which was not its original intention, but don't forget 
that was the only means of communication for many stations and the like. 

RJ Just to look specifically at the Western Australian situation, in that same article in the 
Australian they wax eloquent and say: "there is no doubt that the whole of Western Australia is 
united in wanting the Ord Scheme carried through." In your address that you gave to the Rotary Club 
of Kununurra, which has the early history of the Ord (and with your permission I'd like to attach a 
copy of that address to the transcript because I think it gives some very useful further background 
and that sort of thing)' you actually say: "It would bring tears to your eyes if I told you all of the 
drama that went on. Neither was it all plain sailing in WA including in my own Government."2  Now 
you've told us something of what went on on the federal scene, but how tough was it here? 

COURT Well, so far as the public was concerned, no-one could have wished for more support 
than I had, whether it was Pilbara, Kimberley, Ord, anything like that. They got caught up in the 
drama of it. They're absolutely wonderful when they get the message. You can't identify it in a 
practical sort of way, you've only got to feel that it's right. People would stop you in the street, people 
would seek you out and so on. You've got to be a bit careful that you don't fool yourself with that, 
but you become rather clever at working out what's genuine and what's just froth and bubble. 

See, some of our ministers, not so much the backbench members, who would have been caught up in 
the emotions of it on one of these parliamentary visits that we'd undertaken. I have to say Liberal and 
Labor and Country Party alike on those trips were wonderful, the early trips in particular, the way 
they entered into the spirit of it. It was quite an experience. In fact it was on one of those trips that we 
invented the MOBOT. It was one of the Labor members actually who suggested wouldn't it be good 
if we ran this, a man named Arthur Bickerton. He suggested this would be a good idea just to create 
a bit of fun and to break down some of the prejudices. I might add that it was the President of the 

t Charles Court, "Rotary Club of Kununurra: Changeover Dinner 28th June, 1991: Notes which are the Basis of an 
Address". At the time of the interview it was intended that a copy of the address be attached but instead it has been lodged in 
the Battye Library, PR 14514 COU (RJ). 

2Thid., p. 13. 
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Legislative Council that won the first one. He had the unique distinction of winning every night and 
not only the final vote. But that's another story. 

RJ His name? 

COURT Oh, I think we can leave that one out. 

RJ Right. [laughs] 

COURT But he was a little bit pompous. I don't think he realised that the service was going to 
be as bad as it was. I think he thought it would still be like Parliament House, but still that's another 
story. 

Within the Cabinet there were some saying: "Why do we want to divert money to an area that's" - in 
those days, don't forget, we didn't have a seat up there, not in the whole of the North, either House - 
"divert money to this when they're never going to vote for us and it's causing us a lot of trauma? 
We're in conflict with our federal colleagues. Generally, if we can get this sort of money for the Ord 
why can't we get it for schools and hospitals in places that will do us some good politically?" 

Well this is where you needed a leader like David Brand who would stick with you on these 
occasions. I have to tell you that the Country Party weren't all that keen on it because they thought it 
would be a diversion of resources from the farmers of the south up to the north. This staggered me. 
Let me make it clear: not all of them but some of them. They adopted the attitude that Geraldton 
around to Esperance, drawing a circle down to there, that's farming full stop. I could see their point 
of view, but that's not the way to develop a place like this. 

They were fearful that some of their Agriculture Department resources would be siphoned off to go 
up there. They could never get the concept it was something additional, something new, something 
extra. That put a bit of cold water on the thing. Some of our own Liberal ministers weren't that keen 
on it for the same reason. They thought it would siphon off some funds that we might be able to 
extract out of the Commonwealth for other purposes. They lived in fear that the Commonwealth 
being so hostile towards the whole thing, that they would take it out of some other money we were 
going to get. In other words if we got some money to build the Ord that they'd take it out of some of 
the loan allocations we were going to get and so on. But it never entered the mind of David Brand. 
He was always fully supportive the whole time. So that overcame any problems I had. 

As I look back, in retrospect I realise that people are entitled to their emotions and their views on 
things. I have to say quite unashamedly I was emotionally involved in trying to do this sort of thing. I 
felt that it was a small price to pay for the comparatively easy successes we'd had with things like 
iron ore, nickel, bauxite/alumina and that type of thing, where all we did was make it possible for 
people to do things and they went and did it, thank God, without us building railways and things for 
them and having to build ports and the like. So that's the explanation of that comment that I made. 
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I used to get a little despondent sometimes, not that I've ever got despondent for long, but sometimes 
I'd go away and say: "Is it worth it, when you're fighting people who you assume would be your 
allies?" But I'm glad we stuck at it. 

Ri The West in 1967 says: "Canberra is finding 48 million..." that's for the Ord, "....on 
less generous conditions than the State sought." Do you remember what the less generous 
conditions were? It's probably asking a bit much now. 

COURT I know we never thought they were generous enough. We were worried that they 
never seemed to assume that they had a role at the national level to make these things possible if 
people were prepared to accept the responsibility for doing it. We felt that they should have been 
magnanimous about it and taken the burden off the State because we were trying to produce 
something to develop an undeveloped part of Australia, which in the end result was part of the 
security of Australia. 

I go back to this decision made during a war to start the reconnaissance. You'd have thought that that 
was one thing they'd have said, "Look we'll talk about this after the war," but they didn't. They had 
this fear that when the war was over, not only would we need things to employ the servicemen 
coming back and servicewomen coming back, but we'd also have to demonstrate to the rest of the 
world and our near neighbours that we were going to own this country, we were going to 
demonstrate our ownership by doing something about it. 

You also have to realise that from 1941 onward it was the first time Australia had been really 
threatened. Our war had always been in somebody else's backyard a long, long way away, in the 
Middle East or in Europe. Then all of a sudden it was on our own doorstep and actually in our own 
country. So that would have made people more conscious of these things. I still am quite amazed 
when I feel that with all the worry, the trauma of a war, especially when it started to get close to us 
after Pearl Harbour that the then State government (and it was a Labor government) in 1941 sent 
Dumas, their top engineer, to go up and do this reconnaissance. Not only once; he went more than 
once, still during the wartime. 

Ri When we were walking down to the car last time you said to me: "1 must remember 
to record something about the pioneering shopkeepers of Kununurra." 

COURT We hear a lot about the people who built the dam and the people who negotiated the 
dam and all of this sort of thing. We hear a lot about the farmers who came. We hear about the 
research station and these things. People rarely ever mention the pioneer storekeepers who came in 
there, not only to sell goods, but to service the area. It's no good having the best dam in the world if 
you don't have a community that goes with it and you can't have a community unless somebody is 
going to provide the necessities. I suppose in the early stages these things can be done by 
government-owned shops and services, but that doesn't last for very long and it's never satisfactory. 
So you have to get a private sector in there as quickly as you can to take over these things. 

1 West, 3 Nov. 1967. 
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Therefore I'm glad you reminded me of this because some of these people who went in there didn't 
have it easy. Take the first hotel, the Kununurra Hotel, where Camer-Pesci got the licence. Now up 
until then there'd been canteens. There's a special Act, or there was at that time, or a special part of 
the Act - I'm not sure whether it was two separate Acts or part of the liquor laws - but you had a 
special provision which was brought in because of this sudden rash of remote area building we were 
doing whereby the project could actually operate some liquor (that's alcoholic liquors) to service 
their workforce. I'm guessing a bit but I think the Exmouth project, the American communications 
base up there, was the first one that brought home the need for it. But whoever brought it in or 
whichever project made it urgent it doesn't matter. 

It was quite ingenious because it provided that they could serve liquor, but no spirits. There was 
good reason for that. You could have beer of any sort but you couldn't have spirits. That included 
things like whisky, gin, liqueurs and all that sort of thing. So there was always a transition phase 
when you finished the canteen requirements, which terminated with the completion of a project and 
the handing over of the project, and then you had to have another ordinary civilian type of licence 
provisions. 

For instance, when they were building Mount Newman mine, I remember they used to have a place 
where the men used to go. Because of the climate it was mainly outdoors, of course. They could go 
there when they knocked off shift, or night-time and so on, quite a big area. They had a huge sign up, 
beautifully sign-written "Sufferers' Paradise". It was a sling off at Surfers Paradise, but "Sufferers' 
Paradise". 

That's where we initiated Ted Heath while he was Leader of the Opposition in Britain when we 
brought him out for a trip and he was such a hit there. By the way you didn't go and buy a glass of 
beer or a can of beer there, you went and bought a jug, as he found out to his cost when he decided to 
shout the bar up there. [laughs] Australian workmen are on their own, they're always up to some 
devilment and all in good fun. 

But we had to have one of these in building the diversion dam. Then when they knew it was getting 
near completion they called for applications for people to apply for the licence to run a proper hotel 
because up until then the Public Works Department had done a wonderful job there in laying out the 
nucleus of a town. They had facilities there that were part of the quarters for the officers of the 
Public Service and the Public Works Department and for visitors. We had to accommodate our 
visitors. There was nowhere else for them to stay. So they were accommodated there. Very simple, 
but very clean, very effective, nice accommodation; an oasis in an otherwise desolate area. 

But the men, of course, had their men's quarters and they had this canteen. So you can imagine that 
when the day came that they were going to shut down the canteen, beer only, and with cut prices, of 
course, because they weren't intending to make any profit out of that, the unions wouldn't have stood 
for that. So it was all worked out on a basis that there might have even been a slight loss which the 
project would have borne. But when you went into a commercial operation they're going to have to 
pay commercial prices and they're going to have access to spirits for the first time. 
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Anyhow Camer-Pesci applied for and got the licence. Then it transpired he'd never run a hotel 
before. Just imagine starting a hotel in that atmosphere. I thought he was very brave. I had a lot to do 
with him and his wife. His father-in-law actually built the hotel. He was of Dutch origin, if I 
remember rightly, and did a great job in building that hotel in these conditions. It was very well 
designed when you think that there was nothing to go by except to anticipate what that sort of 
community and that sort of climate would demand. Frank Camer-Pesci's wife, Riete, was marvellous 
on the catering side and set a very high standard right from the start, a very high standard, which was 
a breath of fresh air in some of these parts where the catering side of hotels had not altogether been 
five star! 

So you can imagine with this changeover going to take place. Well everybody seemed to have more 
sense in those days in handling these things than they do today. You didn't have to have great media 
crises and so on. I remember John Parker, Don Munro and others, Roy Hamilton, who was in charge 
of the engineering/construction side there, having a talk with me and saying: "This is going to be a 
pretty wild night when we have this changeover" (don't forget we were talking a long time ahead) 
"so we better take some precautions." I forget which police handled the matter, whether it was from 
over in the Western Kimberley, like Derby or Broome, or whether it was done from Wyndham or a 
supplementation of the local people. 

But the man was appointed who was going to become the sergeant in charge of Kununurra, so that 
helped a bit. He was appointed so that he could be ready for the occasion. Having regard for Frank 
Camer-Pesci's inexperience, and having regard for the nature of the environment, and having regard 
for the fact that these people had been up there on beer only and all of a sudden they can have 
anything they like, and having regard for the fact that they'd been on cut prices for their beer and then 
they had to pay commercial all within a matter of just a flick of the finger when one agreement 
expired and the other one started, I think they did it pretty well. We had a bit of trouble for the first 
few days, but it quickly settled down especially as, of course, a lot of the work force was moving out. 
That removed that problem and the new people coming in were, of course, accustomed to normal 
commercial dealings. 

So that's one person who did a great job for us. The Public Works hostel continued, but on a 
modified basis and eventually that was incorporated into the local scene. The Public Works had very 
wisely built quite nice accommodation in spite of the fact we were a pioneering place; nice 
accommodation for things like the Department of Agriculture and the like. Some of the buildings are 
still up there and very well designed and very well built. 

But in addition to that you needed other things, you needed storekeepers and so on. Some of those 
people there have never got the credit for what they did. One of the characters, of course, was Bill 
Withers, who came from the Eastern States and arrived there in a double-decker bus which became a 
store and living quarters and everything. Bill was an enterprising, imaginative sort of a chap. Some 
years down the track he eventually became one of the MLC's for the district at the time of Brian 
Sodeman. When Brian was the Member for Pilbara in the Lower House and he and Bill Withers as 
an MLC that covered the whole of the North in those days. North of the 26th parallel, he and 
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Sodeman seemed to team up right from the start. So that was good, Lower House, Upper House, but 
Sodeman, of course, was purely in Pilbara. But Bill [Withers] started this place up there 
[Kununurra]. 

There were others who came; their names escape me at the moment. Coinciding with all of this, 
when the farmers started to move the Ord Farmers Cooperative was formed. That had a role to play. 
Wesfarmers, thanks to Keith Edwards, gave a lot of assistance on how to establish a cooperative and 
how to run a cooperative. So that got going early in the piece. It became a very good negotiating 
medium between me and others on behalf of the government and the farmers. It also, of course, 
extended into the community because when you're talking to the farmers, apart from the public 
service people there, you're really talking to the community. So that was logical. 

But the odd traders came and established. Coincidental with this, of course, the famous Greg 
McQuie arrived on the scene. He saw an opportunity in the tourist side. He's still operating today up 
there, with others in competition, of course. He used to have his tours, and a rather simple type of 
craft. Greg's description of the project was always fairly colourful. When you've got tourists you 
have to make it a little bit colourful, plus the fact of the natural setting. Bear in mind there was no 
main dam at that time so you could go right back up the river. He did a good job, as did others. Their 
names escape me at the moment. 

Eventually they got down to having their own racetrack. I know Rita always loved going to the 
Kununurra races because you went by water. You could go by road, of course, but the fun thing was 
to go up in one of the craft that were then operating for tourists and so on, and get off on the banks of 
the Ord. You were at the race course. I haven't been there for many, many years, but no doubt they 
do the same thing. 

However, we're inclined to forget these people. Some of the people at Wyndham felt their nose was 
out of joint because of Kununurra that had a nice town, nice houses and generally a higher standard. 
They felt they'd been the pioneers there and were being forgotten somewhat. But they were the port 
for the area, an inefficient port I might add, bedevilled eventually by WWF conditions that they 
really weren't ready to absorb or to stand the cost of. 

I understand that's changed again now, but during those periods it was terrible to try and export 
anything through Wyndham. The meatworks, of course, had to operate through there. It got so bad 
that the shipping companies that would normally send ships at the meatworks season eventually said, 
"No more ships into Wyndham." It's a classic case of how people kill the goose and, of course, it 
disadvantaged the growers and everybody. They were so bad at handling those ships up there, those 
freezer ships, that eventually the order went out: "No ships of that kind into Wyndham." 

But I think I've said enough about those people. Eventually they got their own shire offices shifted 
from Wyndham down to Kununurra. I'm not quite sure whether it came down completely or whether 
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it was just a local office. I should refresh my memory on that.' It came under the Wyndham Shire 
that existed before Kununurra because they were there first. There was always this friction between 
the town of Wyndham and the town of Kununurra. Kununurra, of course, was a much more pleasant 
town and seemed to have everything because of the way it was designed and constructed whereas 
Wyndham had had to fend for itself in some very, very difficult times when its only reason for 
existence for many years was an outlet for the meat industry, through the Wyndham Meat Works, 
which was a seasonal operation. 

END OF TAPE 96 SIDE B 

1 Sir Charles did check and his findings are contained in the attached minute dated 15 April 1993, pp. 2376 
(RJ). 
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RJ You told me that Menzies' speech at the opening of the diversion dam came back to 
haunt him because he got very enthusiastic about the scheme. You are hoping to locate a copy of that 
speech for me, which will be terrific and we'll attach that to the transcript,' but what exactly did he 
say that caused him problems later? 

COURT Well, I'm pretty good but I can't remember the exact words. 

RJ [laughs] I'm not expecting you to remember the exact words, but I'm sure you'll 
remember the idea. 

COURT The general impression he gave when he'd finished his speech was that what was 
happening in Australia today is happening here. I don't think that's quite the words he used but that 
was the import of it. It made everyone feel good. That's what we liked to think. I could see him in my 
mind even now as he stood there, complete with his jacket on, as was his custom, with this great 
enthusiastic crowd that had come for some hundreds of miles. As he'd look out over that typical 
Kimberley country - I don't care who you are it grips you eventually. I do believe they were the 
words in his heart the day that he spoke those words. 

Now this was the last thing that the Canberra Treasury and the Canberra ministers wanted him to be 
saying. It was bad enough for people like Charles Court and others saying these things and people 
like Jeff Bate and other backbenchers saying these things, but when the master gets caught up in the 
atmosphere of it, that's a bit hard to deny. 

So I hope I can get a copy. I'm seeing Roy Hamilton in a few days and I hope he can get me a copy 
because he would be the one who would know where copies are available as he was the engineer in 
charge of the construction of the Ord, under John Parker and Munro, of course. But he was a young 
man and he had the day-to-day responsibility which he did with great success. Not easy running a 
project like that. You can't ring up the boss every two minutes and say, "What do I do now?" You've 
got to do something now. He proved very balanced and was highly respected by people for the way 
he went about it. He showed leadership and also got caught up in the atmosphere of it. 

But it would be one of his staff that actually typed it, ajunior member of his staff so Roy would have 
a good idea. If we can't get the tape we can get a transcript. 

RJ It would be also marvellous if we could get the tape. 

COURT Yes. 

RJ So it wasn't that he was actually giving a commitment on that day to the main dam? 

1 A copy of the transcript of the speech was located and a copy is attached, pp.  2371-2374. See also p.  1225 (RI). 
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COURT He didn't say: "Come and see me on Monday and you'll get the money for the main 
dam," but what he did convey was that he had seen enough and that he was a believer that we had to 
do something. Quite frankly we were given the impression that we'd had a victory with the old chap, 
that he had got caught up in the significance - not the emotions but the significance of what we were 
doing. But we learnt the hard way that it wasn't quite as easy as that. It wasn't just a blank cheque. 

I must say I can never remember him, however, publicly putting a dead hand on it. That was a plus 
because one of the reasons why I had so much trouble, and I've told you about this before when we 
were trying to get our 1959 election program through the Liberal Party, one of the reasons why I had 
so much trouble with the federal members was the fact that they said - and I quote their words: 
"You're trying to put the old man on a merry-go-round." I had to say I was and I hoped he'd like 
being on the merry-go-round. They could see back in 1957/1958 what we were running up to. Don't 
forget we had the Ord on our agenda even in those days as one of the projects that we wanted to at 
least give a good shake. 

So in a way, having got him there and having got that speech, I really felt for the first time we'd 
shaken off all that stupidity of the pre-1959 opposition. In fact one of those who opposed our policy 
at the time became one of our greatest advocates in Canberra at that later time, that was the late Sir 
Shane Paltridge. He was a man who Menzies respected greatly. 

Ri Sir Charles, we have several outstanding matters that we will come back to from time 
to time, but one of them that you are able to contribute now is your comment that there were a 
number of smaller nickel projects that had been developed and "I'll try and get the name of a few of 
those". 

COURT Yes. I think it's important we realise that nickel was not only Kambalda and then 
Agnew (Leinster, of course, is the town we remember there at Agnew) and now with all the talks 
about Mount Keith. I think I have explained to you that there is a nickel province. Just like we talk 
about the iron ore province of Pilbara there is a nickel province that goes from south of Kambalda 
and goes right through to Mount Keith, which is a huge area. The indications are now it goes even 
further. 

So we are one of the great nickel countries of the world. In fact already in my estimation we are 
number three in production. I'm not talking about our potential but in our production. You've got 
Inco, which is the world's number one. You've got Falconbridge, which is always regarded as world 
number two. Then there's Western Mining, which would be number three. When you're talking 
Western Mining you're really talking Western Australian nickel. 

There were other projects and I don't say I've got the lot. Some of these have come and they've gone. 
There was one show called Teutonic Bore in this general area. Well that's been worked out and 
closed: a neat little show, very efficient, well done. But that, like so many of these small mining 
things, came and went. There was Mount Windarra, which is a Western Mining thing. You've got 
Yakabindie, which has been very much in the news. It's owned by Dominion Mining. They've 
indicated that they might not want to develop immediately because of the slump in the world 
markets and they've had a lot of trouble with the Aborigines, quite unnecessary I believe. It's a classic 
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example because that show was stopped in its tracks. It's now stopped for quite a while. Then you 
have Forrestania, which has been through several hands. Now it's owned by the Finns. I gave you the 
name of that company. 

RJ Which I won't attempt to pronounce. I know the one you mean. [Outokumpu Metals 
& Resources.] 

COURT And I won't either. I understand they're not partners in Mount Keith any more, but 
they are going to be takers of some of the product of Mount Keith. There will be others that I haven't 
named. Some of them haven't been developed, but they've been identified as predominantly nickel 
projects. 

I can't tell you the by-products that have come out of each of these, but I think if you did have the 
information you'd find that they all produced different by-products. I've told you about Palabora in 
South Africa where they take out so many metals out of the one mineral. It's probably unique. It's a 
strange thing that most of the nickel projects I've heard about finish up with the nickel being host to a 
variety of other metals. 

I think you would find that these other projects that I've mentioned all have different characteristics. 
Nothing extraordinary about that. Take Pilbara with its iron ore province. You've got every type of 
iron ore you can think of up there in that province. I wouldn't be surprised if there aren't all sorts of 
nickel ores in this province that we have starting south of Kambalda and going right through to 
Mount Keith. 

The original owners of Leinster (that's the Agnew project) were Selection Trust. I'm not sure whether 
I told you this before. 

RI No, you didn't. 

COURT Selection Trust and MIM. When I opened that project officially there would have 
been Selection Trust and MIM. Selection Trust were taken over by BP, so this explains why BP 
were so prominent when the decision was made to put the mine in mothballs. We've discussed that 
earlier. I think that covers the information readily available to me unless, of course, you'd like me to 
go back and get some more information from the Mines Department. 

RI No, others can do that Sir Charles. 

COURT But I didn't want to give the impression that you're not dealing with a nickel province. 

I have no doubt that from time to time there will be, just as you get in the goidmining industry, 
smaller projects. They're all valuable but they're not as valuable as a major project like Kambalda. 
You establish a high quality town. Leinster, a high quality town. No doubt Mount Keith will be the 
same. Those things have long life and you can afford to build good infrastructure, good housing, 
good standards. But some of these smaller shows have to be developed on a completely different 
system whether it's commuting the work force back to another town or putting it on a commuting 
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basis where they, say, work long shifts for, say, twelve days straight and then going back to 
Kalgoorlie or going back to the city and so on like they do in Argyle in the North. 

RJ You just passed the comment that you thought the troubles with the Aborigines in 
Yakabindie were unnecessary. Why? 

COURT It was a question of weak government. These things, if you let them get going they 
fester and they become much more important than they should be. Now if you analyse the people 
who were causing the trouble there you'd find that it wasn't really the dinky-di Aboriginals at all. It 
was others that claim to absorb the customs and been accepted as one of the Aborigines and all that 
sort of thing. A government doing its job would have seen through all of that and would have said, 
"We note what you say, places of significance have been protected and will be protected while the 
project is going on." Instead of that we had all this nonsense that went on. You had a weak Minister 
for Aboriginal Affairs and you had a government that was too weak to grasp the nettle, or didn't want 
to grasp the nettle and, of course, the company lost its momentum. 

When you're arranging the finance, the big finance that's necessary for these things, you can't afford 
to have any hiccups. Once you get your financiers interested they've got to go straight on and get a 
deal and get things moving, get the money moving. If you ask them to hang on for three months, six 
months, twelve months, I can tell you they've gone somewhere else and you've got to go and get 
them all enthused again. In the meantime you saw this dip in the nickel prices. Whereas if that thing 
had got started everyone would have stayed with it on the basis that there's got to be a lift in due 
course and the mine would be ready for the lift. 

I've explained this idea that we had with things like Alcoa and alumina and aluminium and so on 
where you identify that there are highs and there are lows, but if you draw a graph from the bottom 
to the top it's always up. It's been up and it's been down in the meantime, but if you're going to take 
the tide on the rise you've got to be building now, ready for when the flood comes. 

So to my mind that was a disaster because the company must have had to send its finance interests 
away. Today I think they've had to announce that the project will be delayed. This is why you can't 
afford to play around with capital. If you want the development you've got to go for it. That doesn't 
mean to say on an irresponsible basis, but you've got to go for it, and you've got to be prepared to 
sort out all of these conflicting interests. You don't ignore them but you sort them out on to a 
manageable basis. 

If you know that country you'd question the genuineness of the arguments that were put forward at 
the time and you'd question the people that put forward the arguments. 

Ri You just raised the process of anticipating booms and not being depressed by the fall 
in situations. You told me off tape once about the process of persuading alumina refineries to be 
built in anticipation. Tell me more about that. 
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COURT I have always had an optimistic view of all these things, something like nickel for 
instance, something like aluminium. The world's going to need them and so it's not as though we're 
going to pick up the paper one day and see they don't need nickel any more, they don't need 
aluminium any more. It's not like that. You go back into history and find out how long ago they 
found out how to smelt iron and how to smelt copper and all of these things. There's nothing new. 
Whilst there have been materials like plastics that come along that replace some of these and in the 
case of metals you get things like titanium metal which have a different role altogether. Terribly 
expensive, but because of the strength and the lightness they have, they have a role to play: space 
work, aircraft and the like. 

So you've got to assume with a world that's expanding in population and hopefully expanding in 
standards - whether we like it or not the standards today compared with, say, 50 years ago are quite 
different. There's many more people today get a regular feed and a regular bed that didn't in those 
days. The population's exploding all the time. So the natural result must be increased consumption. 

I look at China with its one thousand million people, which now by the way they officially talk of as 
1.2 billion people. I notice all their latest things they talk about 1.2, all in one country. If they all took 
to using a hanky, you'd have to start lots of cotton farms as well as mills all over the world to 
produce enough! 

I'm not suggesting that that gives you the answer, but it gives you the concept. You've got to assume 
the world is going to need more of this and need more of that. 

So I used to study the graphs of the different metals. Alumina and aluminium was one because we 
had this very efficient company, the oldest and the biggest in the world, operating in our country. 
They had all this expertise. The company does a lot of scientific research both in the processing of 
the raw materials and in the production and adaptation to new products. They're always planning 
new methods of using the end result, not only just doing what they're doing better, but doing new 
things better. 

So I felt that - I know it was like my hide to take this upon myself - that they should be building 
alumina smelters when we were at the bottom of the trough so that they could take the market on the 
rise. When the market came good, well then they'd be ready for it. 

Quite often I'd go to Pittsburgh and it was like my hide, but I'd been tipped off from different places, 
you know, there was a bit of indecision about something, and go there and meet the board. They'd 
always give me a session (could be a whole afternoon, could be an hour, it could be two hours) and 
bring in all their experts to demonstrate why the market was fluky and why it was too soon to make a 
decision and too risky to make a decision and so on. I remember the then chairman (I'm trying to 
think of his name; since retired but he's still about) used to say: "What's Charlie say on the back of 
his envelope?" He always used to accuse me of doing my calculations on the back of an envelope, 
which was about right. I'd produce this and try and demonstrate to them that now was the moment 
when they should start building so that when the rise took place, as I believed it should, they'd be in a 
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wonderful position with the most modern plant in the world, the newest and presumably the lowest-
cost producer in the world to go in and capture all this market. 

Well I suppose it would be a bit bold to suggest that I was always right. But I do have to say on their 
admission that they were impressed and they did make decisions, bearing in mind they started off 
with Kwinana, and we got to a point when we had to say: "Look you can't expand this any more 
because of the red mud and other problems." I've explained all that to you. Then came Pinjarra 
[Alcoa], then came Wagerup [Alcoa]. Then on top of that, of course, we got Worsley [the Reynolds 
and other people]. 

So I felt that we were making a lot of progress, and we were. They were pretty good, they were pretty 
patient. After all they've got to put up all the money, they've got to find all the markets, they've got to 
make it pay. It was a bit cheeky on our part. 

But the one time when I had a red face was Wagerup. When that was finished the market hadn't 
caught up, and boy oh boy did I hear about it! We had two experiences, there's one in iron ore and 
one in alumina. But we had to hold our breath for a long time and, of course, here's this beautiful 
plant there and the most modern technology in the world and the market just not ready. But when the 
market came my guess is that they more than made up for the costs in the interim period because 
they were in a marvellous position to then capture the new markets. 

Don't forget when you build a new plant it's not only a question of capturing new markets, a lot of 
your old plant throughout the world is being phased out because plants get redundant more quickly 
these days. They get obsolete more quickly than they used to. The steel and other metal plants used 
to have a very long life in the old days, but these days things are much more dramatic, they're much 
faster moving. Technology overtakes you and your depreciation schedules are much more steep than 
they used to be. 

So you've got two forces working for you, a rising market and plants being phased out. Of course 
they get phased out quicker if you've got a modern plant because you're not going to operate an old 
clapped-out plant that's just chugging along and probably twice as expensive, if you've got the most 
modern plant in the world ready to come in and operate: better product, better cost factor. 

Anyhow it was only the one time that we had this hiccup that they really reminded me about, 
fortissimo. There was never any pianissimo about it, and say: "Well, that was bad luck." They always 
blamed me for the timetable, whether that was right or not we'll never know, but I didn't care much. 

But we had the similar thing with Hamersley Iron when they did the first step out from Tom Price. 
Sir Russell Madigan, who was then Russ Madigan, and I really pushed that extension of that new 
project there, Paraburdoo. We pressed that pretty hard. They built that and the steel market just went 
flat: town, everything, ooh! Of course they were always looking for a head to chop off. They couldn't 
chop off mine, but poor old Russ went pretty close to it. Then all of a sudden the world took off and 
Paraburdoo was a godsend. Imagine a whole town, mine, railway, everything, all ready to go. They 
could just come into the world with everything there. Ore proved and everything. 
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Well the directors never once came back and said, "We're sorry [chuckles] about all those rude 
things we said about you and Madigan." They just went on and preened themselves as to what a 
great decision they made. But that's life, you don't let those things worry you. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 97 
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RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library Building on 
28 April 1993. 

There is the reference in the Macquarie Book of Events: 'The Governor informed Parliament that 
WA had ceased to be a claimant State for the purposes of the Commonwealth Grants Commission 
begun in 1933.1  You have referred to this several times when WA stopped being what you always 
call a mendicant State, and we need the details of how that came about. But I'd also like you first of 
all - you referred in an earlier interview, "We had to take some very, very strong and unusual 
measures to beat the Grants Commission."2  So can we pick up what those unusual measures were 
and then what led into the decision and the process of getting out of the Grants Commission 
altogether?3  

COURT If you're talking about the period from 1959 until we actually got rid of the Grants 
Commission, or at least we thought we'd got rid of the Grants Commission, I would have to rack my 
brains to be more precise. But I can say this, that everything we did, all our decisions about schools, 
hospitals, dams, and that type of thing, were all coloured by first of all the amount of money we had, 
and secondly, how we accounted for it. Also if we wanted to maybe bend the definition a bit so as to 
conform to the rules, the strict rules, of the Grants Commission, and at the same time achieve our 
purpose. It impressed me in those early years, just how inflexible the whole thing was, and how 
urgent it was for us to get rid of the Grants Commission. 

I couldn't give you an exact incident where we probably called a rose a tulip or something of that 
kind, but if you will just bear with me, the nomenclature, the actual definition of what something 
was, could be very important in the reaction of the Treasury. The Federal Treasury was absolutely 
soulless in the matter. They used to come and sit in on all the public hearings, and I know they used 
to have a certain amount of inward glow about them when they'd hear the chairmen, like P D Phillips 
and others, giving David Brand, or particularly Charles Court, who was Minister for Railways at the 
time, a hard, hard time. We learnt over the years to work hard, be very respectful, answer the 
questions honestly and completely, and the chairmen in succession usually made the right 
recommendations. It must have caused the Treasury people in Canberra some discomfort when they 
saw the recommendations that were made by some of the chairmen or some of the Commissions. 

I'm not suggesting they threw money around with careless abandon but in my experience, during 
those years when we were involved, I would have to say that the various chairmen that we had, and 
the Commissions we had, treated us quite well. I won't say generously, but quite well, quite well, 
within the charter they had. Now, they couldn't do extraordinary things. They had to be very mindful 
of their charter. They had to be mindful of the reasons why the Commission existed and the fact that 

1 Macquarie 1983, p.  339. 

2 
This transcript, p. 479. 

3The date WA ceased to be involved with the Grants Commission was 25 July 1968, Macquarie, 1983. p. 339. 
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it was subject to very strict checking because there'd always be senior federal Treasury people sitting 
there in the public hearings. Wherever they went, inspections and all that sort of thing, these fellows 
would haunt you. 

So we became very astute at nomenclature and accounting for various items and also defining certain 
items. Townsing in particular, don't forget, was brought up on this. He was a protégé of Alexander 
Reid, who was an Under Treasurer, and later became Chairman of the Grants Commission, and a 
good chairman too. He was a tough old Scotchman, but he had the advantage that he understood the 
workings of State treasuries; in that regard he was helpful. But I repeat, he couldn't go beyond his 
charter and neither could his colleagues on the Grants Commission. 

But we did our best to get them interested in what we were doing, and Ken Townsing, while he was 
Under Treasurer, was particularly anxious that I give evidence because not only was I Minister for 
Railways, which was a very big user of funds, and had to work very hard to justify to the Grants 
Commission that we were moving towards a more efficient system, we were taking some very strong 
action to become more efficient, reduce the size of the workshop, get better rolling stock and all of 
that sort of thing. 

So it was very convenient. In fact it was fortuitous that I was up-front giving evidence for one of the 
big spenders in the State system, and at the same time, the one that was pushing for development. It 
gave me an excellent opportunity to talk to the chairman and to talk to the commissioners about what 
we were doing, why we were doing it. Let's face it, it didn't of itself get us any bigger cheque for the 
time being from the Grants Commission, but it did enable them to get a feel for what we were trying 
to do, how we were getting out to help ourselves. I made no bones about the fact that we were 
negotiating to get private enterprise to do infrastructure, as in Pilbara and other places, which they 
couldn't in a fit have recommended to the federal government that they [the Commonwealth] would 
do it because it was outside their charter. But we wanted to demonstrate to them that not only were 
we being good housekeepers with the money we'd got, but we were also moving to help ourselves, 
and we painted the picture of the royalties we were going to get. 

Coinciding with that, of course, was the Ord which was a big-ticket item in those days. Let's face it, 
it was a major project in its own right, and it had a lot of people attacking it, some for agricultural 
reasons, some for purely economic reasons, some for social reasons. There was no shortage of 
people - we breed them like flies! There's always somebody to attack these things. But we could not 
expect the Grants Commission to give us that sort of money, but we did want the Grants 
Commission to know what we were doing. 

In fact, we took the Grants Commission, and particularly P D Phillips and his wife, up to Kununurra 
after the diversion dam had been built and we were pressing to get the main dam money because we 
wanted him to see what we were doing and to hear us and hear us explain what we were doing and to 
get into the spirit. We wanted to do to him what we did to Menzies because P D was a pretty tough 
operator, and quite a famous QC, going back to the days of the Privy Council case over the Bank 
nationalisation. Townsing in particular felt it was a good thing that he [P D Phillips] had his nose 
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rubbed in some of these things that we were doing, to see that we were real. We weren't just a lot of 
headline hunters, but we were hard workers and we knew what we were doing. That was the 
important thing, let him understand we knew what we were doing, and it was real and we were 
moving to get income that would get rid of the Grants Commission. He thought that was a great idea 
and he was one of these people who accepted that if they worked themselves out of a job, they and 
us had done a great job. So we had no problem with him, and he actually went up to Kununurra with 
US. 

I think I've told you about the incident when poor old Don Munro and I thought we'd damaged our 
case with the Grants Commission when Lady Phillips, who had a will of her own, launched herself 
into going down in the front of the dam, down to where the water trickled out [that is the 
downstream side]. The gates had been shut off at that time. I don't know if I have told you this, how 
these rocks were notoriously slippery because you can imagine with water pouring over them for 
sometimes weeks, sometimes months, and then the growth that would occur on these, moss and that 
sort of stuff. We'd learnt from bitter experience that you never took a short cut with these things, you 
always used the proper footings to go down. But she wasn't to be told what to do. Don Munro and I 
were escorting her, and John Parker and Townsing were looking after P D Phillips. We got to this 
point when we very courteously said, "Now can we help you? These rocks are notoriously slippery." 
We were trying to be the perfect gentleman and trying to usher her away from this short cut, which 
was the obvious looking one, to get her to go down the way we normally went. She wouldn't have a 
bar of it. So the next thing we find is the wife of the chairman of the Grants Commission in full 
flight, arms strung out, legs sprawled out, dress up round near her neck, [laughs] and a few other 
things, on her way down there, bumping all the way down! We went down as fast as we could with 
Don Munro saying: "My God! This will be the end of our grant!" [laughs] and Townsing getting 
equally concerned. We rescued her at the bottom of the rocks. She took it pretty well because she 
knew that she'd been warned about it, but refused to even be escorted. She wouldn't even let us hold 
her hand to help her down. She was like some of you women, mighty independent. Anyhow she 
bumped her way down. I could feel the bruises, you know. Anyhow we eventually picked her up and 
took her back, and he [her husband] said something about: "Serve you right!" or something like that, 
"You won't listen." 

RJ Was she injured? 

COURT She had dinner with us that night and put on a very brave face, but next day she was 
badly bruised. I used to remind her about these bruises when I used to see her occasionally. She was 
a nice person and took it all in good fun and used to tell the story about the bruises. But it didn't 
affect our grant. We still did pretty well, but if it had been any other people it could have been an 
anti-climax because we're going to all this trouble to show them what we were doing and what we 
wanted to do. 

It was all part of the process. I think you've gathered from what I've told you that we spent an awful 
lot of time as a mendicant State that wasn't known nationally, wasn't known internationally, trying to 
get people to understand what we could be if we managed to unlock these resources. So, as I've been 
talking to you over the last few months, I've just been amazed how we managed to do all our work 



TAPE 97 SIDE B COURT 1266 

and at the same time spend so much time with the Jeff Bate parties and these parliamentary parties, 
these visiting pastoralists and others, just to get parliamentarians, civilians, anybody at all, to 
understand what we were up to, and that we weren't a mob of cranks. Quite frankly that was one of 
the main reasons why we wanted P D to go into the area and get a feel of the area, and see what we 
were doing and to know that it was real, it just wasn't headline hunting stuff. 

But I tell you that with some emphasis because it was hard, hard work and I pay great tribute to Ken 
Townsing, now Sir Kenneth Townsing, of course, and his predecessors, but particularly Ken 
Townsing because he joined in with the spirit of getting rid of that Grants Commission. He brought 
Les McCarrey in and Les McCarrey got enthused the same way and worked very much as part of the 
team, ready to take over from Townsing, and then Boylen came along behind him. Whilst they were 
good, tough Treasury officers, they nevertheless got into the spirit of the thing. I never had any 
complaint about them at all. They were always very anxious to listen. Townsing was sometimes 
inclined to be a little bit critical, a little bit cynical, but deep down, if you had a good story he would 
absorb it and then he'd go along with it and you'd find him singing our song. That's the only way, if 
you can get a Treasury that understands what you want to do, they can do wonders in making the 
dollars stretch a bit, or putting the dollars where they mean most. 

However, I was very happy the way that people like P D Phillips did join in and he would be a man 
who normally could be very, very critical and quite cynical about some of the things we were doing, 
but he eventually turned out to be a great friend and a great enthusiast for what we were doing. 

It was only because of what Townsing, and then later McCarrey and others, did in getting them to 
see what we were doing visually (SEE what we were doing, not just read about it or take evidence 
about it) that I think not only enabled us to get the maximum dollar from the grant, but at the same 
time to get them to convey the story to the right people (because don't forget, P D Phillips would talk 
at a pretty high level) and convince them that we were a sincere genuine lot of people, working very 
hard. We might have our sights set a bit high but nevertheless, not a mob of cranks with a gleam in 
our eye. 

You realise that one of our objectives in 1959 was to get rid of the Grants Commission. You might 
think that was a Treasury function, which it was, but as a minister, and a senior minister, I could see 
that we were going to be inhibited forever if we had to rely on their formula where they were 
equating us to the fund raising per capita and the spending per capita and the type of spending and 
the type of fundraising and so on, for Victoria and New South Wales. Well, you couldn't possibly 
compare the two, even if you made certain formula allowances, because of the size of Western 
Australia, and people scattered all over this place. People in Wyndham had to have a school, they 
had to have a hospital, they had to have a port, and so it went on with all of these places: Derby, 
Broome, Samson, Port Hedland, you name it, they all had to have these facilities. It was almost 
impossible for anyone to bring up a formula that would allow us to progress. We were just going to 
'beat air' all the time unless we could get some internal development. 
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Now we did get that internal development. We broke away from the traditional and we went and got 
private enterprise to build the great railways and ports and towns in the North - no cost to the 
taxpayer. They paid a royalty for it. They earned income, export income in particular, for the nation. 
They created employment, and don't forget they created a lot of employment in the Eastern States. 
Melbourne and Sydney industry did very well out of it because in the early stages we didn't have the 
capacity, so we tried to get the people, when they couldn't get it done in WA, to get it done in 
Australia. So the benefits flowed to an amazing degree. Victoria and New South Wales Premiers, 
when we went to the Premiers' Conference, in spite of the fact that much of the time they were of the 
same political persuasion, they wouldn't accept this. Rupert Hamer, for instance, would NEVER go 
along with what we were contributing to the nation, what we were contributing to Victoria. Victoria, 
because of its industry at that time, would have got more benefit out of it than maybe New South 
Wales, but they ALL got benefit out of it because we produced export income out of all proportion 
to our size. 

So it was very important that we break this system and become independent - and we did. There was 
the iron ore and there was the nickel and there was the bauxite and all of these things generated their 
own income because when you get these consequential growths, you get more and more people. 
They're all paying their little bit of tax, their little bit of stamp duty, their little bit of land tax, their 
little bit of this and that. Then payroll tax came in. So we were really working to help ourselves, but 
the key was to get private enterprise to undertake the huge infrastructure development, and I don't 
think Canberra ever gave us a chance in hell of doing that. But we did, so that meant that all of a 
sudden we had a new source of income [without associated capital expenditure]. 

Don't get me wrong, it's not only the royalty income, or any mining rents or anything of that kind, 
that makes the breakthrough, it's the consequential growth. You get an increase in population and 
you get more little industries, more transport, more of everything. So a little bit of taxes here, a little 
bit of taxes there, all generating income for us and getting us off the back of the Commonwealth. So 
we were quite thrilled about it. I never in my wildest moments thought we'd get away from it [the 
Grants Commission] so quickly. 

I saw South Australia buy their way out. I should reverse it. I saw South Australia do a deal whereby 
the Commonwealth bought THEM out of the Grants Commission. They were desperate to get rid of 
Playford because they always felt no matter how good the figures looked, or how many times they 
checked it, they always reckoned that Tom was getting a little bit for South Australia. He was 
absolutely a master at it. His book tells a fair bit about this. But I used to watch him with amazement 
when I used to go over with David Brand. 

I was very friendly with Playford. I realised here was a man who had a lot to teach me, and so I 
talked to him a lot, and I'd drop off in Adelaide on the way through and have a chat with him about 
something. I always learned something, and he was very good, he used to tell me with a chuckle how 
he'd put this over the Commonwealth and that over the Commonwealth. I think that accounted for 
the fact that Menzies at one stage, said, "This man from Perth," when the name of Court came up, 
and he went on to say that, "he's learnt well from Playford. You always want to lock up the safe 
when he comes to Canberra." 
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We were rather proud of this and eventually we were at the stage when we could say to the 
Commonwealth, "We're ready to negotiate to get an adjustment to the formula for the carving up of 
the cake in Canberra." It's quite a complicated thing and Townsing was an absolute master of this. 
He and his staff discussed it with me quite often, although essentially it was David Brand's field as 
Premier and Treasurer, but with Dave's knowledge and his blessing and in fact his encouragement, 
they used to talk to me quite a lot about it. I welcomed it because I was the one who was generating 
the development that was going to give us the income to get ourselves out of this. Not only give us 
the income but find a means of getting the capital to do the works. Just imagine going to Canberra to 
try and get the money to build the railways and the towns and the ports in Pilbara, or any other place 
for that matter. They would have just laughed at you, so the thing wouldn't have been done. 

However, the day came, and we then had the great moment when we ceased to be a claimant State. I 
won't try and go into the details of how it happened, but the fact was that it was the result of years of 
work, and people like Townsing always planning and scheming so that we made the circle smaller 
and smaller until eventually we were ready to negotiate to get out of the Grants Commission. 

Ri Can't you just sum up briefly how it happened, just give us an idea? 

COURT Well, it all happens at a Premiers' Conference and Loan Council. The sharp line 
between Loan Council and Premiers' Conference then was very, very severe. Loan Council was 
always held in private, in secret and for good reason because of the sensitivity to the money market 
because that's when the rates of interest were struck and other things were approved, the loans were 
approved and so on. They were always done in a secrecy which was very closely observed. 

But the Premiers' Conferences could be held in open forum because they were things that were 
straightout political and most of which had been canvassed beforehand, that the States were going to 
push for this or they were going to push for that, or a State was going to push for this or push for 
that. Sometimes the Premiers would have meetings and work out something of a campaign which 
rarely stood up anyhow because always somebody would weaken and take a little bit of extra money 
from the Commonwealth. They'd put a buy in their mouth and next thing you found you'd lost an 
ally. 

But it was very closely observed, the line between Premiers' Conference and the Loan Council. That 
broke down when Whitlam came because he politicised everything. The Premiers had a meeting. I 
know the first one I went to after I became Premier, they had a meeting and said, "We've had enough 
of this. We get done like a dinner every time because of the amount of stuff that's been leaked to the 
press beforehand and the amount of stuff that's leaked during the Conference. We believe that the 
only way to do this so that Whitlam and his colleagues don't completely overshadow everybody is if 
the Premiers' Conference is not held in an open forum because of their stage-managing of it and so 
on." They [the Premiers] then demanded that everything be held in camera. That's why from that 
point onwards, all the sessions, whether it was Premiers' Conference or whether it was Loan 
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Council, where the sharp line used to be used before, was abandoned; once you were in camera for 
everything, of course you didn't have to observe the nicety. 

There was a time when you'd say, "Right, we're now going to meet as Loan Council." All that meant 
was that you either had to get everyone out of the chamber where we used to meet, or go into another 
chamber, and it was very sharp, the line. But in Whitlam's day this broke down and by the time I had 
become Premier and Treasurer, at the first meeting I had there, the Premiers had a showdown with 
Whitlam on the spot, and the only way to resolve it was to meet in camera for everything. Even then 
we'd say, "Right, we're now going into Loan Council," because that had a special significance, even 
though you're meeting in camera. But it wasn't very long before they got smudged. You can imagine 
you're all in the one room. You're all there together, the same people are there, and there were no 
outsiders at all: no press, no-one except the Treasury officers who were directly involved, and the 
Premiers and the Treasurers (most of them were Premier and Treasurer anyhow) and the officers 
they brought.' You'd have different officers there for your Premiers' Conference stuff because often 
you were discussing things nothing to do with finance, but the Loan Council, you can imagine, was 
essentially finance. But there were items in the Premiers' Conference that were financial as well. So 
your key officers were your Treasury officers that you took with you. The Premier's Department 
officers didn't usually figure in the cut and thrust and the tough negotiations so much as your 
Treasury people. 

Now the fact is, we wanted to get out of it and stand on our own feet. You have to negotiate a basis 
on which you get out, and the Commonwealth was glad because I think they always had a sneaking 
suspicion that they were getting fleeced somewhere along the line, although they used to watch the 
Commission like a cat watches a mouse, and they'd be there for all the evidence, and they'd watch all 
the sums and that sort of thing. But I think they always had a sneaking suspicion that the Grants 
Commission might just bend a little bit, but not very much. 

END OF TAPE 97 SIDE B 

1 A1so the Prime Minister, Federal Treasurer and their staff, of course (CC). 
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COURT You'll gather from this that it was quite a moment for the Treasury, and particularly 
Sir Kenneth Townsing (who was then Mr Townsing) when we actually were able to proudly 
announce that we were out of the Grants Commission. I don't think it was a ripple on the water 
anywhere in Western Australia, or anywhere else. I don't think they understood the significance of it. 
It was just a financial ploy as far as they were concerned. I can't imagine the West - I'm now speaking 
from memory - but I can't recall there were any great paeans of praise or anything of that kind, you 
know: "Goody goody we're no longer under the Grants Commission. We now not only have the 
freedom, but we also have the responsibilities, don't forget, of being a non-mendicant State." But it 
was a tremendous triumph for the government to go from mendicants to independent, as far as you 
ever get independent of these things, in such a short time. 

So having got that, we then set about approaching our budgetary problems in a quite different way. 
We didn't have to be so guarded about nomenclature or definition and so on because it was our 
problem from then onwards. 

We then went on merrily for a while and then we started to hear rumours about Fraser going to 
reinstate the Commonwealth Grants Commission to take money away from us because we were 
doing too well. Well, I was furious about it! I opposed the reinstatement of the Grants Commission 
bitterly. There was a very ugly scene at a Federal Council meeting of the Liberal Party when Fraser, 
quite wrongly, said that all of the States agreed to the Grants Commission being reconstituted. It was 
the only time that I've ever been at a meeting like that where I've had to just.... I couldn't control 
myself and I had to interject and say that, "That's not true." Well, that upset old Malcolm a bit and he 
sent Philip Lynch off posthaste to go and check the minutes of the Premiers' Conference. I knew I 
was right because we had bitterly opposed it; not the other States, but us, Western Australia. 
Anyhow the Liberal Party Federal Council meeting had to be told that I was right and that we had 
bitterly opposed it. 

Well, that made for a very, very tense conference and I wasn't going to let up on it at all because I'd 
had enough of that sort of thing. Fortunately my State president at the time, Jim Samson, stuck with 
me and we had to have special private meetings. I just had to make the point because Fraser was 
getting away with murder because of his position. That's when Western Australia started to become a 
force and be taken seriously at Liberal Party Federal Council meetings. You've just got to fight for 
everything you get there because of this condescending nature, which still prevails, of Melbourne 
and Sydney. Just as it prevails in other things, it prevails just as badly in the Liberal Party, which is 
why it's good to have a strong man like Bill Hassell over there because he doesn't brook any 
nonsense. You don't always get what you want, I might add, but at least you have the satisfaction of 
registering and if you keep at it and at it and at it, eventually it gets through that we're making a 
disproportionate contribution to the nation. 

So this thing came to pass. The Grants Commission was re-installed. Our people naturally had to do 
their duty and we worked as hard as we could. Eventually they [the Grants Commission] made the 
recommendation which was to take a lot of money away from us. Now I'll hazard a guess at the 
figure. 1 think it was $120 million a year, but I'll have to check on that for you because it's too 
dangerous to leave it on its own. But I then remonstrated publicly and I remonstrated with Fraser in 
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person. I said, "It's basic to Liberal policy that you reward effort and here we are, a mob of 
mendicants regarded by everybody as the poor cousins over there, the poor relations over there. We 
get off our tail. We do some imaginative thinking. We defy the federal government and without any 
cost to them at all we become contributors. Look at our performance. We're well over 20 per cent of 
the nation's export income, compared with very little before this." So we really hammered this thing 
with him and also with Anthony, but they persisted and made it an issue eventually. Fraser could see 
that I was going to go very, very public on the thing and we were going to lose something, but by 
God, we were going to scratch and bite all the way. 

He then said to me: "Well, we've got the figure and I won't implement it at this stage and we'll see if 
we can talk about introducing it in instalments." I said, "Well, that doesn't amuse me. With one 
method you just cut our throat nice and clean and that's over and then everyone sees what you've 
done and we have to put taxes up and all that sort of thing. The other method you just let us have a 
slow death - just let us bleed to death. Neither of them any good, but I'd rather you cut our throat and 
then we can REALLY go to town," sort of thing. So anyhow, while I was there he didn't implement 
it, but as soon as I'd gone he did, and of course, you've got it back again now. 

The Grants Commission, as I understand it from the papers, they've sat and deliberated and now 
they're going to give money to some of the bigger States that have got more population and better 
able to look after themselves and take it away from others. I think Western Australia and Queensland 
are the two big losers, but it's history repeating itself. What do you get for helping yourself? 

Don't forget the benefits of States like Western Australia and Queensland with their progressive 
development. As a consequential benefit it's not measured in the ordinary terms, but it creates 
employment, it creates income, it creates State income, it creates Federal income. Every iron ore 
company, every nickel company, every company of any sort that makes money, they pay Federal 
income tax. True they pay State taxes, but above all they earn export income and they create 
employment. There's things being made all around Australia for these big projects because when you 
get to the peak of a big project it's usually beyond our capacity. 

So that's the story of the Grants Commission and I feel pretty hot about it.' I could understand its 
original existence but it had no future for us, and we just had to fight like hell to get rid of it. When it 
was first given, it was given to put a dummy in our mouth after the secession vote. I'm old enough to 
have been a young man and involved in that secession campaign, so I know the feeling at the time. It 
was all related to the neglect of the State. True, we didn't have jet aircraft. True, you had to come by 
train, and steam trains at that, chug for four and a half days across the desert to get here, or you came 
by ship, and they didn't come very often. Feelings ran high, but it wasn't that we were not good 

I 
For further details of the workings of the Grants Commission and the effect of its activities on Western 

Australia see Current Affairs Bulletin, Vol. 43 No. 11,21 April 1969, pp. 174-175. 
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Australians, it was just sheer neglect and we were the ones in the middle of a depression, with all the 
problems we had with our farmers. We were suffering and bleeding badly. Feelings ran very high. 

RJ Sir Charles, to move to other much smaller things. We had this situation in October 
1968 of the Meckering earthquake. I wonder if you had any direct involvement with that, and I noted 
that a quote is in the Current Affairs Bulletin from the West "The Commonwealth Government has 
given too little heed to the human problems associated with the Meckering earthquake."1  So what 
would be your comment on that as well? 

COURT Well, my main concern, of course, was the railway because that was obviously in the 
path of the earthquake. Wherever it occurred worst it was going to affect the railways. So the 
problem was getting the trains back into operation. What it did to some of those rails is unbelievable. 
Ijust forget the year of the Meckering earthquake. 

RJ It was 1968 and every building in the town was either damaged or destroyed. 

COURT Yes, well I had ceased, if I remember rightly, to be the Minister for Railways by then, 
but I couldn't help but take an interest in it also. 

RJ You had. Just to confirm that, you finished Railways in '67. 

COURT That's right. Because the transport link between east and west was tremendously 
important and there were other considerations too, but it was a devastating thing. We had another 
one that occurred just north of Wongan Hills, at Cadoux, which is near Wongan Hills. I'm not sure 
whether it's north of Wongan Hills or east of Wongan Hills, but it's in that general area. That was 
quite a frightening experience too there. I well remember the gaping hole there that you had to jump 
across when I went up to see that. 

Many years later, by the way, just jumping on a bit, they reconstructed things up there and they built 
a nice civic centre. I must have been Premier at the time and they got me to go up and officially open 
it. They reminded me very nicely of some of the things I did for them, both in the first earthquake 
they had and the subsequent occurrence that they had. 

But they're frightening things and they're very devastating. Of course the worst fear you have is what 
happens next time, and when will next time be? You have this aftershock that comes which can be 
very quickly or it can be deferred, and so you've always got this fear that you're going to have 
another one of these, so where do you rebuild? There was a lot of controversy at Meckering as to 
how we rebuilt, whether we rebuilt, whether we shifted it altogether. Eventually people, by instinct, 
want to stay near where they were. That's around the world, that's where so many people.... these 
volcanoes, they still go back and live right under the shadow of these things even though they've 
been devastated time after time. It's some instinct in people. So you'll find that a compromise was 
reached with Meckering. 

1 Current Affairs Bulletin, April 1969, Vol. 43, No. 11, p. 162. 



TAPE 98 SIDE A COURT 1273 

I did get involved in Meckering more than I normally would have been in view of the fact that I was 
no longer Minister for Railways, and also there was no great industry there. My main concern, of 
course, were the transport links because they were crucial to the economy of the State. They were 
crucial to the operation of industrial and other matters. But for some reason or other, it just escapes 
me at the moment, Dave Brand had me fairly heavily involved in the general negotiations that took 
place about the rehabilitation of the town. Every minister had a commitment but some of us more 
than others. It was a frightening experience and you always realised that if you were in a centre that 
is earthquake prone you've got to assume that you're going to get another one. 

But people forget about the other one [Cadoux]. It was quite a small little town but nevertheless their 
concerns were great. The damage was quite frightening when you saw it on the ground, especially 
this gaping hole. I noticed that one more than I did the Meckering one. My main memory of 
Meckering was what an earthquake could do to railway lines. 

RJ Did the State turn to the Commonwealth for help and not get it? 

COURT I couldn't be precise. We did turn to them for disaster relief. There is a fund and a 
formula between the States and the federal. It keeps getting varied, but there are facilities there for 
having a disaster declared. It could be drought, it could be flood, it could be fire, it could be 
earthquake; but it's got to be in that category. Also it's got to be pretty severe. The formula that was 
eventually revised and agreed in my time when I was Premier and Treasurer, provided a very clear 
line of demarcation as to how much the State bore in its own right. Once it got past that point, it then 
got very generous help from the Commonwealth. 

In other words it was to stop States claiming for every tinpot little disaster of no great consequence, 
although naturally devastating to the people on the spot, but no great consequence in total cost, 
physical or financial, and it was a very good formula. I was party to it. It was very comfortable as far 
as the Treasury was concerned, which defined the amount that a State would absorb. It was really to 
keep the States honest and to stop them crying "wolf" too often. So that when they did have to cry 
"wolf", they got some decent assistance. To the best of my knowledge it worked well then and it's 
worked well since. But we would have, in that case, as a natural disaster got in touch with them [the 
Commonwealth] and immediately alerted them to it. I'm not sure of the formula at the time. The 
formula wasn't quite as clearcut as it is today. 

RJ I was talking to Ralph Doig' and he raised this one with me. He doesn't remember the 
date of it and I haven't looked it up, it's more the principle. He referred to you taking charge after 
disastrous Carnarvon floods caused by a cyclone, and obviously had respect for the job you did on 
that occasion. Does that ring bells with you? 

'Ralph Doig was Under Secretary of the Premier's Department of WA from 1945-1965. 
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COURT It does for a number of reasons. That was the first cyclone, devastating cyclone, after 
we took office. I can't give you the date but it wasn't very long after we took office. I was pitchforked 
into this, and I must say that my experience during the war, particularly in Bougainville, stood me in 
good stead because you'd learnt to handle situations that were quite unpredictable, and all of a 
sudden you found yourself confronted with it. But I remember that one very well. 

I went up there because it was my first one as a minister. I'd been in plenty before as a civilian, but 
this was my first one as a minister, and having to be accountable, having to be responsible. Well, if 
you could see the devastation to the bananas and the other crops they had, but particularly the 
bananas, it looked like a battlefield that would have done Hollywood proud. And the buildings, 
because a lot of the buildings up there at the time, let's face it, were not of very high quality. I 
suppose if you were planning that place today you wouldn't put Carnarvon where it is. It's built on a 
delta and deltas are notoriously fickle. We've been mighty close on a few occasions there to losing 
big lumps of Carnarvon. But over the years we built up those 'bunds'. You mightn't be able to 
identify them today because they've probably been grown over, but if you did understand the 
contours you would find that they were shaped on the Indian principle. I'm digressing a bit but it's 
relevant because it rose out of this one when I said, "There must be a better way. The town's here 
whether we like it or not, to try and shift it somewhere else would be laughed at, so let's have a look 
at making it safe." So the engineers under Munro worked very hard on finding a system and he 
explained to me that they were adopting the Indian system of bunds. I don't know why they call them 
bunds but that's what they call them. So you'll find up there, if you can identify it on the ground, that 
there's two lots of bunds: one is the outer one and if that fails there's another one, an inner one. 
They've worked pretty well. 

There have been moments up there when we've had some fears, but this particular cyclone, I always 
remember it (and the old hands up there would remember it) because when I got there the farmers 
and others were pretty distraught. They had assumed that no-one loved them and the government 
was not going to help them, and they were pretty angry with me. So I said, "Look, wait a minute. Just 
let's have a talk about this because I'm here to help." You've heard this story about the man from the 
government, "Pm here to help." This was a genuine case of somebody here to help. 

Dave Brand had given me quite a lot of authority and flexibility to deal with this. He virtually said, 
"Okay, you're the Minister for the North West, you go and fix." It meant that he didn't have to go and 
other ministers didn't have to go, and as Minister for the North West, fair enough, it was my 
responsibility. So we got ourselves up there in a light aircraft and we had to go across in a boat, a 
little rowing boat. With the river flowing like that you had to know what you were doing because it 
wasn't just a matter of rowing one side to the other, you had to aim at another point a long way back 
so you finished up where you wanted to. But still that's another issue. 

We met in Grey Watkins' office. Grey Watkins was an accountant up there and also a very 
prominent Liberal. In fact, he was the heart and soul of the Liberal Party in Carnarvon, but he was a 
very good citizen. So he made his boardroom available to us and we met the farmers there. I rather 
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shocked them by saying: "Look, you tell me what you would think would be a generous lot of 
assistance. You know you're going to get blankets, you know you're going to get food and all that 
sort of stuff, but we've got to get you back on those farms. Just tell me what would you think would 
be a generous contribution by the government?" Well, this rather took them aback because usually 
the government is seeing how little they can give out. 

So they went away and one of the leaders up there was Dennis Marr, who died last year. A little chap 
he was, always looked to be a bag of bones, he was always a tiny, very small-boned man and gave 
the impression of being a bit timid. But on the other hand he was a very strong man and when we 
had the later problem, years down the track, of getting control of the water supply out of the bores, it 
was Dennis Marr who was one of the few fellows who would stand up at a meeting of irate farmers 
who were objecting to meters on bores to control use of water, and saying in his quavery little voice, 
"I'm on the minister's side." We used to laugh in those days. He looked so tiny alongside of me. I 
would look over and say, "Well, thank God, somebody is on my side!" [laughs] You had an irate lot 
of farmers and he was good. He eventually got them to see reason, to see sense about it. 

The prosperity of Carnarvon today is due to the control of the water that took place a few years 
down the track after the first incident that I'm referring to now. But we actually had to have 
policemen on the meters when we first put them in. Don't let me get away from what you're talking 
about, but that was my first encounter with Dennis Marr. 

So they came back and they put on the table what they thought would be a good basis of help, and I 
really shocked them. I remember it was an emotive meeting, and I said, "Look, forget what you've 
asked for, you haven't asked for enough." Well, you know, mouths open! I remember it as well as 
anything. I said, "You know you're in a state of shock at the moment and that might appear generous 
at the moment but just wait down the track, five, six weeks, a couple of months and so on," because 
their financial arrangements with the bankers weren't all that good, and they [the banks] are never 
known for their philanthropy in these cases. So I said, "Look, you just go away for an hour and come 
back and I'll tell you what I think we should do for you." 

So I had with me a fellow named Jack Gabbedy of Rural and Industries Bank fame, but he went back 
to the old Agricultural Bank days. He became known as 'Calamity Jack' because whenever there was 
one of these disasters, following on this experience he had with me, they always whistled up Jack 
Gabbedy because he had a capacity to handle people and handle these things. He became a very 
good friend of mine and I found him a great asset on this occasion. 

It was a proposition whereby, in addition to the normal blankets and food and things like that, and 
we had them accommodated in halls and other things, "You will get so much money per acre," (it 
was an arbitrary figure per acre), "and tomorrow you'll get the first half. Mr Gabbedy will be down at 
the R&I Bank and he'll have a bag of money and you'll get the first half tomorrow, no questions 
asked. Now in six weeks' time, Mr Gabbedy will be back again and when you produce a certificate 
from the senior agricultural officers up here that you are back on your property and genuinely, 
obviously intend to rehabilitate your property, you get the other half. No means test, no questions 
asked. Now we know we're going to get fleeced by somebody, but there won't be too many and that's 
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a small price to pay for the simplicity of the thing. Nine o'clock tomorrow morning Mr Gabbedy will 
be there and this is how we're going to work it." 

Well, I've never seen such an emotive scene in all my life; you know these fellows were really 
overcome because it was so different to what they'd put up, thinking that's all. They'd really assumed 
"governments won't give you much," and they got down to the basis of how little they could get and 
then added a little bit to it themselves. It would have been inhumane to have made the settlement on 
the first basis. So we then gave them what they thought was a generous basis. It wasn't all that 
generous really, but the main thing was to get them back on to their properties because most of them 
wanted to get out, and their wives wanted to get out. It had been a very devastating flood and a very 
devastating cyclone, even by nor'west standards. A lot of them would have left and then you'd have a 
terrible problem after that. 

You've got two problems in Camarvon when you have a blow like that: the bananas take quite a 
while to rehabilitate. They're fairly quick growing but I forget the time, but I think you have to allow 
about fifteen months before you start getting another crop. There's plenty of stock to grow crops on 
but you've got to get bananas to harvest. These things, in most cases, they're beyond recall. There 
might be trees still standing but they'd be stripped with these cyclones. They just strip the leaves off 
and any bananas would have been stripped off. You've got to, in other words, virtually start the 
plantation again. But fortunately the vegetables, like tomatoes and beans and things like that, they're 
very quick to grow. So it's amazing what you can produce in six, eight, ten weeks, so you can get 
some income coming back. The other things of course, things like avocados and paw-paws and so 
on, they suffer devastation, but the bananas are the ones that suffer the most devastation that takes 
time to redeem. 

END OF TAPE 98 SIDE A 
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COURT We were talking about this question of the reaction of the farmers. I have to say they 
were taken aback. P11 leave it at that when I just say it was a very emotive occasion. They'd never had 
treatment like this before. They'd always had to argue with governments and weeks down the track 
they were lucky if they got something. All of that was over in a matter of - well by mid-afternoon 
that was all behind us with great rejoicing. The changed face of the people when they naturally went 
and told their wives, and the business people heard all this, and so by that night you were talking to 
different people. There was a great spirit of confidence and, of course, they didn't realise at the time 
that I was challenging them to stay on their properties. 

Eventually the six weeks went by, and they got their money as long as there was a certificate that 
they were genuinely back on their properties and that they were genuinely committed to stay. I can't 
remember any case where we were taken for a ride by anybody at all. I think everyone was so 
genuinely pleased and when you get a team spirit like that, anyone that had fleeced us at all would 
have been blackballed by the team anyhow because they became a great team that day. 

So that was all over. I had other things that I had to help with in the town itself. That was a different 
problem, dealing with the local authority, but we settled it all very quickly and I was able to go back 
to Perth feeling that I had got on top of that one. 

I might add we had a very devastating cyclone later on that involved the evacuation of the town, and 
that was a tricky one. We won't go into that one at the moment, but that was a different thing 
altogether. On this occasion we had everyone intact there and we gave them a, not generous, but 
realistic answer. They got it then and it was all over that day, and so everybody felt good about it, 
and they were going to make it work! All this, of course, was separate to the blankets and the food 
and that sort of stuff. 

Now the aftermath of this was quite interesting, and I'm interested that Ralph Doig had mentioned 
the matter. Dave Brand was quite thrilled about it all because they sent messages back to him saying 
how pleased they were and how generous the government had been and all this sort of thing. So that 
part, he was quite happy about it. The total cost of that was amazingly small. The important thing.... 
you know I was very much prompted by the Bible which says: "He who gives first gives twice." I 
think there's another phrase where "He who gives quickly gives double," or something to that effect. 
I forget the exact phrase. But it's very real that people in the time of greatest need, if they get some 
meaningful help, they'll do wonders; it brings out something in them. I was very much prompted by 
that. You've got to go in with a bold attack. 

But then the Treasury got hold of this, and they got very needley about this, the fact that here's a 
bloke up there who wasn't even a Treasury officer, goes up and with the authority of the Premier he 
makes a settlement up there. The fact that it cost us so little, really cost us so little, I wouldn't like to 
take a punt on the figure, but don't forget we're talking money values, but I was surprised if that 
money that was given in cash, as distinct from other things we did in connection with roads and 
things that they got automatically, food and so on, I'd be surprised if it was more than 30 000 pounds. 
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But you're talking different values, of course: 30 000 pounds in 1959/60 would be a lot of money 
today. 

However, the Treasury got very, very needley about this and so a new set of rules were brought in for 
when we had natural disasters. So I had to realise that if we had any more floods and the like, that I 
had to consult the Treasury and so on. In spite of that, I have to say that when we had further floods 
and disasters up in the North, whether it was in Pilbara or anywhere else, that I always had a fairly 
free rein. In any case, I was going to make settlements that I thought were realistic at the time, 
regardless of the Treasury, and let them have their bleat with the Premier and the Treasurer. 

But the aftermath of this came at Dwellingup, the great fire down there, a disastrous fire. The 
Treasury controlled the whole of that settlement and they did it real copybook style with the result 
that apart from the blankets and the food and all that sort of stuff that you give as emergency relief 
on the spot, so far as the real settlements were concerned for the people in their houses, we were still 
arguing about the formula three months later. It cost us a packet and we didn't get a friend out of it. It 
was the difference between spontaneous, realistic settlement on the spot. We could have settled 
Dwellingup much cheaper and much quicker. If we had done it quicker and done it on the spot with 
a realistic assessment and what appeared to be generous spontaneous payout, you could have got 
away with much less than trying to do it with formulas because you have committees, you have 
protest committees, you have local..., what do you call it? Do-gooder is not the right name, but 
members of the community. There's always a leader gets together and then they become very formal 
and they start to talk about legal advice, all this sort of stuff, and it always costs you more, and that's 
why in the North I always used to keep the control of the settlement to ourselves so that, working 
with the Treasury, we could always get an immediate response, immediate answer. 

You're probably saying, how did you become involved in Dwellingup? It was a bushfire, it wasn't 
North or anything like that. Well, the simple reason is that I was Minister for Industrial Development 
which covered state trading concerns like State Building Supplies, and they had a big mill there. So 
naturally I was right in the middle of it. When the fire took place it was our mill that was involved so 
that's how I got pitchforked into that one, but I didn't have the same free hand that I had when the 
Camarvon cyclone and flooding occurred, which I regretted but by that time it had been taken over 
by the Treasury. I was able to sit back and see the difference between a spontaneous, realistic on-the-
spot settlement to deal with people in their emotive moments, rather than deal with the thing 
probably on a much more proper basis, but when the emotiveness of the thing and the immediate 
effect on families had taken place. 

R.J Were you ever able to operate, as you had in Carnarvon the first time, again? 

COURT We did under a different formula. We virtually achieved the same result. Don't forget 
Carnarvon was special because you had these plantations. When you got into places further north 
you were dealing with a different animal altogether. When you got into a company town, of course, 
they had the primary responsibility, but even then we came in and helped. But you have to have a 
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distinction. For instance, at Goldsworthy we had to handle the matter quite different to what we did 
in the case of Carnarvon. 

RI A further interview with Sir Charles Court held at the Alexander Library Building on 
4 May 1993. 

Sir Charles, we finished last time talking about the flood in Carnarvon where you stepped in and 
took action to make sure money got to people quickly, and you also spoke of a time when the town 
had to be evacuated. Can you tell me the story of that please? 

COURT Somehow or other the Treasury and other people used to let me have a freer hand in 
the North than they did in other parts of the State. I suppose this was logical, I was the Minister for 
the North West, plus the fact that it was not easy to get to these places and there was a certain 
amount of inconvenience. When you went up north in those days you just couldn't flit up in the 
morning and back in the afternoon like you can with the jets today, so you disappeared for quite a 
while. Plus the fact that I had a rule that either myself or a senior minister had to be in the area as 
soon as was humanly possible after the disaster had struck. So it followed that I had more freedom of 
action than most people would have had, and than existed in the southern part of the State, and I've 
told you about Dwellingup. 

But one of the most dramatic floodings we had related to Carnarvon. It was always a moot point as 
to how safe Carnarvon was in those days. I'm talking about a time before we put in the bunds. I 
might have told you that we came up on the advice of our engineers with a bund system that I think 
they got from India. 

RI Yes, you have, yes. 

COURT The idea was that you had two bunds, one protected the other. The theory being if 
one went you still had a fallback situation. To the best of my knowledge the bunds are still there, but 
they've been grown over and all sorts of things have taken place. They'd still have their purpose. In 
fact if they've been covered over with vegetation they'd be even better than they were previously; 
they'd be more stable. 

But I was assured that that was the best we could do to secure the town of Carnarvon, bearing in 
mind it's literally built on a delta. It's not the best place to build a town. You try shifting it, of course, 
and you'll have the same situation as you have in other countries where you read about great volcanic 
disturbances and somehow or other people still go back. 

But this question of when you evacuate a town is a very tricky thing. On this occasion I had a great 
fear that it was inevitable. The problem is that when you're in the position of having the 
responsibility, if you don't evacuate the town and one child, one person, gets severely injured or is 
lost, you're the biggest fool out. You didn't have the good sense to make the decision, you didn't have 
the courage to make the decision, you know what goes on. On the other hand if you evacuate them 
and no-one gets hurt you're a dope for taking them out of the town. No-one ever says, but even if it 
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was a little bit inconvenient, no-one got hurt and no-one was lost. So you have to think long and 
hard. 

On this occasion I was in constant touch with the police sergeant. (I was still in Perth.) I've always 
learnt to have a great respect for the police in these places. They live in the district, they accumulate 
a certain amount of knowledge of the district. That's why I used to like to see police sergeants and 
some of their constables left in an area for a reasonable time so that they absorbed some of the 
culture of the place and some of the folklore and some of the stories of the place, a better knowledge 
of the topography and that sort of thing. It's something that people don't place enough value on. 
[Also, policemen are used to facing traumatic situations.] 

However, we had a sergeant there that knew the people, he knew the district well. He was in touch 
with me all of the time. Thank goodness the communications remained so we could keep talking. I'm 
not quite sure how we communicated. Sometimes we had to use a police network on these 
occasions, or Royal Flying Doctor Service. But we usually managed to get a message through. We 
didn't use smoke signals but we usually managed by some means or other, maybe using planes or 
something of that kind. 

Anyhow, this one was getting quite serious and the sergeant was getting very nervous and he said, 
"My own personal view is that we should evacuate the town, but," he said, "the opposition here 
when I canvassed this view was strong." In those places you can have little unofficial meetings 
which is terribly important. If you don't feel that out, you're in real trouble. He was obviously doing 
the right thing, he was talking to the people that are normally regarded as the leaders and the 
unemotive, sensible, conservative sort of people. The indication from him and his team was that we 
should evacuate. The engineers also thought we should evacuate, people like Main Roads, Public 
Works engineers. You'd say normally, well that's enough, but when you're dealing with a situation 
like an isolated town as Carnarvon was in those days, it's not enough. You've got to try and get 
public feeling behind you. 

So I said, "Well have you got any indication about the backup waters, what's coming? Are we at the 
peak yet?" He said, "I don't know," he said, "I don't think so." I said, "Can you get me some 
information about a number of places?" that I named and one was Doorawarrah. He gave me the 
readings of these different places where he still had communication. You had to be very careful 
about the timing and the levels at the different places like at Carnarvon itself and then all the way 
back to where we had this communication. So I well remember this night. I said, "What will we do 
now? Who can give me a balanced, sensible local knowledge reaction to this?" and I thought of dear 
Maude Waite. You learn to have tremendous admiration for these people up there, more so in the old 
days where most of the proprietors were either in possession, or very long-serving trusted managers 
were in possession. You learned to have tremendous respect for them because they had a vested 
interest and they had local knowledge. They understood the Aborigines and all of the things that go 
with it. 

Well the Waites had shifted down to Nedlands by this time. I think it was about three in the morning 
and I was still using my home dining room as a sort of command post for this operation. So I thought 
I'll ring up Maude Waite. I really wanted to get on to her husband because I had great respect for 
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him, but he wasn't there, but she was there. So I explained to her what the problem was and she 
asked me for a few statistics about the readings at different points, including Doorawarrah. So she 
said, "Charles, get them out and fast." So I said, "Okay. You just confirmed what we think is the 
right thing to do, but your local knowledge is needed." Her knowledge of the river and how it 
performed hour by hour when these flood crises arrived was absolutely superb. After all she'd lived 
through many of these things. So that was good enough for me. 

Then I said, "Well, where do I take them? If they go to Brown Range, which is just out of the town, 
they'll be high and dry when they get up onto the range, but they'll be high and dry, full stop, because 
it will get cut off. How are you going to feed them and all that sort of thing?" So she said, "I don't 
think that's a good solution at all. I'd take them back to the Forty Mile." She said, "You'll find very 
suitable land there, and it's secure." She explained that you're on the right side of the possible points 
where the road would be cut off, so you can still take your troops down to Geraldton. In the 
meantime, I might add, Geraldton had been alerted and there was plenty of bedding there and halls 
and things were all teed up, if we did evacuate. 

So armed with this knowledge I made the decision and everything swung into action and we put 
everyone back to the Forty Mile. That went pretty smoothly except we left a small team in 
Carnarvon. I went up and met them and talked to them, naturally, because the only thing to do was to 
get up on the spot and see for yourself. So I got up there and I remember we had great trouble getting 
from the airport across because you can imagine what the flow was like and trying to get across there 
in a little dinghy was not funny. However we eventually got there and they were filling sandbags and 
all sorts of things that you do in these crisis situations. But I could tell then that I had a problem. 

They [the remaining Carnarvon community] were pretty angry about the decision that had been 
made. No-one was prepared to accept the fact that at least everybody was safe. We'd had no loss of 
life or limb. Everyone was safe, even if a bit uncomfortable, even if it was inconvenient. But I could 
see then we were going to have a 'them and us' situation; the stay-puts. I forget what they called 
themselves, but they gave themselves a name. This went on for a long time. It created quite a bit of 
friction in the town long after the town had got reunited because these people had stayed during the 
crisis. It's a natural thing, there's nothing you can do about it. We could have, I suppose, taken 
everybody out by direction, but you didn't want to do that. If somebody was prepared to stay, 
knowing all the hazards that went with it, to protect their property, well that was their business. 

Anyhow I realised that there was nothing I could do about it. The decision had been made, I gave my 
reasons and was prepared just to hope that it would work out. 

However we had a bit of a problem because some people had gone up onto Brown Range. At one 
end of it there were Aborigines and the other end there were white people, including Keith Hasleby 
and family. By this time they were badly in need of food. So the plane that I had, that took me up, 
was a volunteer, by the way, because it wasn't as easy to get planes in those days. It was a single-
engine plane. I didn't realise until the flight was over that the man had only just got his licence. So 
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we had to do a bit of supply dropping on Brown Range, which was fairly primitive [i.e. the method 
of supply dropping]. I had a lot of experience in wartime with supply dropping, but not trying to drop 
stuff out of a plane like this, with a pilot that didn't have the experience. I had to warn him that as I 
dropped it, he'd have to flick his tail because we didn't want to take the tail of the plane off with 
some bully beef heading down to the people. 

Keith Hasleby could have you in fits telling you about the competition that went on between them 
and the Aborigines as to who was going to get the food because we couldn't pinpoint it, you see. All 
you could do was to make sure you got it onto Brown Range. We didn't have any proper 
'storepedoes' that had been perfected late in the war and that sort of thing. We just had to wrap it up 
with all sorts of things and drop it. 

So we dropped that and went on our way to the Forty Mile. I had some people there, naturally, 
keeping an eye on things there for me. Some of these engineer officers are first-class people. They're 
used to dealing with men in remote situations. They're used to dealing with the unexpected in remote 
situations. I found them a very special breed. Could be Main Roads engineers, they could be Public 
Works engineers. 

When I got there, we had to land on the road by the way, because although they built an airstrip, a 
temporary airstrip for light aircraft to land at this Forty Mile place, they'd overlooked the fact that to 
land on it you had to come in under a phone line, and they were fairly primitive because it was a long 
time before coaxials and that sort of thing. That looked a bit too grim, so we decided to land on the 
road, bearing in mind that road wasn't like it is today. It was a pretty rough old road, I can tell you, 
corrugated to hell, and this little plane I thought was going to fall to pieces. But we landed there and I 
met one of these engineer chaps. He warned me. He said, "You've got trouble here," he said, "they've 
just been here long enough for second thoughts. Some of them are sad that they left their homes. 
Some say, 'Why didn't they evacuate us to Geraldton?" and the conflicts were starting. So I made a 
quick decision there. With the plane I had communication. Bill Lonnie was handling the 
arrangements at Geraldton. He assured me everything was ready: they had blankets, they had halls, 
they had food, everything was right, the community was alerted. 

So we decided that we'd break camp immediately. No messing about, just break camp and get going. 
Of course, once the people started to move you broke all the tensions because they couldn't be 
heading down to Geraldton still having their little vendettas that were starting to build up. My heart 
went out to Moses out in the desert with his great tribe there! I can understand now why he had so 
much trouble, when you get people like that in that sort of situation. 

There was nothing serious at that stage, but somehow or other a journalist had got into this camp. I'm 
not quite sure whether he had been in Carnarvon and went out with the "tribe", or whether he came 
in from the other end, because you could get in from the Geraldton end. That's why Maude Waite 
was so smart when she said, "Get them down to this point," because she had worked out that they 
could keep on going to Geraldton, but if you didn't go that far out, you'd be in no-man's-land. You 
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couldn't go forward, and you couldn't go back if the road was cut. So this is the wisdom of the North, 
the real old Nor'westers. 

This journalist came to me and he said, "That was a dirty trick you did to me." I said, "What do you 
mean?" He had a smile on his face and he was quite good-natured about it. He said, "Given another 
twelve hours," he said, "I'd have had the story of a lifetime. It was like a boil coming to a head." He 
said, "I could see it coming and I was all ready with my pencil poised and," he said, "shucks, you've 
gone and spoilt my story!" Which only confirmed, of course, what I knew, that we'd just nipped it in 
the bud. 

Anyhow it's now history. They went down to Geraldton, everyone looked after them and then some 
went on to Perth, where they had relatives and that sort of thing. It sorted itself because when you get 
to a town the size of Geraldton you've got plenty of facilities to handle these things, plenty of 
helpers. The public spirit is wonderful on those occasions as long as you don't use it up too much. 
There comes a time when you've got to break up that camp too, and say, "That's enough. Make up 
your mind. Do you want assistance to go back to Camarvon, or do you want to go on to Perth?" 

But the key figure in all of this, I'll always remember, was Maude Waite, and the calmness with 
which she went about it at three o'clock in the morning was a tremendous credit to those people. 
They'd been through it all. Don't forget in the earlier days no-one came to their aid. People heard 
about it when it was all over. 

END OF TAPE 98 SIDE B 
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RJ So when the whole emergency was over, was that evacuation decision the right one, 
was it necessary to evacuate everyone? 

COURT Without doubt. The wiser heads that reviewed the whole situation agreed - not that I 
wanted to be vindicated, but you want this information for the next time, leave it for somebody to 
benefit from. The police need to benefit by these situations, the government needs to, the engineers 
that are in these situations, the local people want to benefit by these experiences. The official honest-
to-goodness evaluation subsequently demonstrated that the evacuation had to take place. The cost of 
it was unimportant compared with the security of it. 

Now Camarvon, with the crisis that had arisen, would have been much more difficult to handle with 
all of those people there. Some of them getting in one another's way, others seeing the rising waters 
getting panic-stricken, as some people do. There's no discredit to them. But others, of course, 
adopting a completely different attitude and again resentments build up. So for many, many reasons, 
quite apart from the fact that we never lost life or limb in the exercise, so who's to say that it was not 
the right thing to do. I was more concerned with the fact that we didn't lose a soul. I'm quite certain if 
they'd have been there the dangers would have been more serious with that horrendous flooding that 
was taking place - you could see whole chunks of the bank just disappearing, that's why they were 
working frantically with the sandbags. Those that stayed on would tell you that it was touch and go 
more times than enough. 

So I think what might have raised a query in your mind, I talked about the heat - not on this occasion, 
but on a previous occasion we were talking about it - the heat that made the Forty Mile camp fairly 
unpleasant. Well don't forget that you can still have an horrendous flood, and still have the sun 
blazing, because the rain comes and the rain goes and the flood carries on. Certain times of the year 
it can be mighty hot up there. So there's an anomaly about the fact that we were having this problem 
out at Forty Mile. 

I don't recommend the Forty Mile peg for a holiday. By the time you've dealt with the heat and the 
flies [chuckles] and there's no scenery to excite you, I can assure you, and there's nothing else to do. 

Incidentally the camp worked extremely well because the Main Roads are ideal people to have, as 
are the other engineers, but particularly the Main Roads. They're used to looking after people for 
accommodation and messing and that sort of thing, in the most remote places. These days in a very 
modern, quite sophisticated way, but in those days they were still using fairly primitive equipment. 
But you could pick that all up and get down there and you could at least feed them. 

Ri As part of the State platform that you worked on for the 1959 election there was a 
statement about negotiations with the federal government: "If common problems are agreed upon..." 
and that was referring to common problems with the Commonwealth, Queensland, Northern 
Territory and Western Australia, the idea was to, "press for the establishment of a Northern 
Australian Development Commission ... with representation of each of the administrations 
concerned." I wondered if any steps were taken down those lines when you were in government. 

1 arid Country Party League of WA, 'State Platform" 1959, p.  12. 
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COURT We did in a number of ways. We didn't get very far. The Commonwealth were 
always scared stiff that if we got our act together that we'd become a force that they couldn't control. 
We had stars in our eyes about northern development. We could do it better if we all joined together, 
Western Australia, Northern Territory, Queensland. But the Commonwealth were always very cagey. 
I've told you the story of the Ord. That was one project: a specific project; a limited project. In other 
words you could draw a circle around it and restrict your negotiations to that particular project, 
whereas we were really opening up a real Pandora's box of ideas and projects and so on. 

Now the Commonwealth didn't like that sort of thing. They didn't think that way. That's why I get so 
angry when I hear some of these people talking about centralising everything in Canberra. I heard 
somebody on the radio this morning, some woman on the Commission for the Future, condemning 
competition between the States. Obviously she wants to wind them all up and concentrate everything 
in Canberra. Nothing would have happened without the States. The first 200 years in Australia 
would have been a disaster if you hadn't had this competitive element, these local prejudices, if you 
like, this local bias about different things, and local enthusiasms, starry-eyed, if you like to call it. 
But if it wasn't for these sorts of people acting on local initiatives and so on, these things won't 
happen. You've heard enough about the resistance to the iron ore export to know what you're up 
against if that was all centralised in Canberra. 

No doubt in time - give them time, give them 20 years instead of 20 days, they'd have found an 
answer. They would have found they had to do something about it. However, we had to get things to 
happen then. That's exactly the situation that you're finding now. If you don't have somebody that has 
responsibility, somebody that's got the local knowledge and the local urge to do something, the local 
pressures to do something, these things won't happen, won't happen well. In some cases they won't 
happen at all. They certainly will happen belatedly. That was one of the fears that the 
Commonwealth had over this grand idea of having this Northern Development Commission. 

We did, however, progressively, over the years, develop a lot of cooperation between the States and 
we had northern development meetings. Each of us would have had our own local set-up. When we 
appointed the administrator to live in Derby, for instance, that was done to try and focus more 
attention on local matters and have somebody that lived there and could be approached by local 
people. Hopefully that in turn would put more pressure on the government itself. We had groups that 
met in Kimberley. We had groups that met in Pilbara and we had groups that met in Carnarvon. 

I did my darnedest to encourage their initiative. We paid their expenses to come to these meetings. 
We didn't give them any fees, but we used to provide expenses for them to come to meetings for the 
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selected people. We would have some social occasions, like might be a dinner, or something of that 
kind. We'd identify the local authority with it. But there's a limit beyond which you can't go. Try as 
hard as you will, there's not a lot of local decision-making authority involving money that you can 
allocate to these people. You see the disaster of the Aboriginal administration where they keep trying 
to vest money in them in the hope that they will take the responsibility for spending it and take the 
pressure off the government of the day. It doesn't work like that. In the final analysis "moneybags" 
has got to control the moneybags and make sure that it's spent wisely and above all spent 
honourably, with proper accounting. 

But it did help a lot, and I used to spend quite a lot of time attending these meetings. We used to take 
them quite seriously. Some of them lasted two days. McGuigan was very good at it. John Tozer, his 
assistant, was very good at it. They used to take it quite seriously, as was their instructions and as 
was their nature. They were both very committed to the North, once they accepted their positions. 

We split the two with one in Kimberley and one in Pilbara. We could see that Pilbara was going to 
start and gain in significance. They all did their job. The fact that somebody could talk to them and 
they could make representations. They in turn built up their own links with different government 
departments, quite apart from me. So it was worth the effort, but it wasn't the formal type of thing 
that we had in mind in the policy that you read out. 

We had some ministers in Canberra who were sympathetic. We had some members of Parliament 
over there that were very sympathetic about it, but the real hardline, hard-core, bureaucrats and 
government ministers were scared stiff of it. They feared we would build up an authority that would 
want its own budget and would be dreaming up great schemes and then the federal government 
would be pilloried because they weren't thinking big enough. We were wise to put it in the policy, 
but you become older and wiser when you try to implement these things in a country so vast. Don't 
forget when you're talking about Gascoyne, Pilbara, Kimberley, Northern Territory and Northern 
Queensland, you're talking about a huge area that would be bigger than the whole of Europe. 

Ri We had a fairly momentous change in the qualification to take part in elections when 
in November 1970 the minimum voting age was reduced to 18. That had been discussed in State 
Parliament and rejected. This is at the end of the Brand Government. I wondered about your personal 
feelings about that move. 

COURT I was never very keen on reducing the age. I can't get excited about it now. I speak 
with experience as an old bloke who went through the teenage period myself. I had children and I've 
got lots of grandchildren. This mystical age of 21, 18, whatever it is, it's purely an arbitrary thing. 

I heard all the arguments at the time: that people are better educated and therefore the youth of 21 in 
my day wasn't as sophisticated, wasn't as knowledgeable as the youth of 16, of the new age, or 18 as 
the case may be. We went through it all over drinking rights and voting rights. The old argument was 
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brought up about national service, about conscription: you expect them to be old enough at 18. My 
answer to that was, well when they're called up at 18, we can easily provide for them to have a vote. 
You're looking at a different person to what he or she was before they became part of the services. 

But I couldn't get very excited about it. I was more concerned about getting on, making sure they all 
had jobs. That seemed more important to me. Still to this day I have reservations. I know you 
wouldn't get to first base about it. Occasionally even now you get the matter raised as to whether we 
should get back to 21 because of the drinking, because of drugs, because of car accidents and that 
sort of thing. But no-one would ever change it back now. 

But we couldn't get excited about it. The Labor Party saw some votes in it, that these people once 
they got the franchise that they'd thank the Labor Party for it. I don't think they had really sound 
reasons for it. 

Ri You have a situation in 1969, when the quota on his wheat farm was cut, that 
Leonard Casley declared himself Prince Leonard Casley of the Hutt River Province.' What action, if 
any, did the Brand Government take over that? 

COURT Well, we hoped that the thing would go away. You can imagine it was an 
embarrassment to Dave Brand because of his electorate, the Greenough electorate. But we were 
hoping that the thing would just go away and be treated as the joke and the nonsense that it was. But 
you know what the media's like, and then the odd tourist promoter saw in this a chance to produce 
something different: drive a bus load of people in to meet the "prince", and his "princess", probably 
be "knighted" in the process. 

I remember the great incident when he made John K Watts and Martin his partner - I'm not sure if he 
made them dukes or earls or knights, but they entered into the spirit of it, you see. On their next day 
when they were back on their radio station - they used to do a hilarious breakfast session. About 
once a month they'd ring me up to see how I was getting on. We used to have quite hilarious sessions 
on the radio. It was all in good fun. It was quite wholesome fun. But this particular day they started 
to treat this as a nonsense and they buffooned the whole idea. What they overlooked was that Prince 
Leonard, so-called, would be listening the other end. He was so furious that he "defrocked" them, 
[laughs] at the end of the session. But they used to carry on with a lot of nonsense. It really put the 
thing in perspective. Watts would make Martin refer to him by his proper title and vice versa, and be 
respectful. It was a good stuff from a radio point of view, but it probably did more to buffoon and put 
the thing in its proper perspective. 

One of the problems we had was the number of people who were conned by it. For instance, old Joh2  
in Queensland fell for it and had to be rescued from receiving this fellow with proper formality. He 

1 Casley declared his farm a sovereign State (Bulletin 10 Oct. 1978. p.70). 

Bjelke-Petersen, then Premier of Queensland. 
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just hadn't bothered to check it out. He got involved with this thing, much to my embarrassment. But 
that didn't last long. The embarrassment finished up with Joh, not with me. 

But we had to be very careful about it. What we were watching very closely was any attempt that he 
[Casley] might make to dabble in the currency. You might not realise it but one of the great fears of 
any government that knows its stuff, State or federal, is the currency. If somebody manipulates your 
currency, and anyone can debase the currency, it can have unbelievable repercussions and cause a 
tremendous lot of hurt and suffering and could in fact destroy a country. So you have to watch it like 
a cat watches a mouse. People don't understand why they go to such limits and they're so sensitive 
about it. Well, when you've got a fellow like this, you've got to watch him that he doesn't start 
issuing notes or coins or something of that kind. People are amazingly gullible; amazingly gullible. 

So it was a worry. You will have noticed that whenever he committed any offence, we always 
prosecuted him quickly. He hadn't complied with the Shops and Factories Act and things like that. 
We always prosecuted him. Traffic offences and that, we always prosecuted him and made sure it 
was properly publicised. He partly defeated us by always pleading guilty. Perhaps I should put it 
around the other way: always claiming diplomatic immunity, but as an act of grace paying the fines. 
[laughs] So he was always prosecuted as he should have been. 

You know he broke away over the wheat quotas and so on which was nonsense really because it was 
the law of the land, so he was always subject to the law of the land. 

Perhaps the worst embarrassment to us was the fact that he was always manoeuvring with the people 
he employed, promotion people and so on he employed, always manoeuvring to turn up at a function 
when Dave Brand and myself were due to attend. He used to pick on us two particularly because we 
were the best known - to be seated there, or to be a guest at these functions. We've had some quite 
cross scenes with some people who thought it was a gimmick to have him at a function. If we knew 
officially, of course, we just refused to go. 

I know that they went very close to embarrassing Rita on one occasion. She was going to a function 
in the country. It was quite a normal function for her to go to, and which she used to enjoy. It was 
only just in time that we found out that these people, just thinking they were being smart and that 
they'd have a bit of a gimmick, they'd invited the Hutt people along. That had to be handled very, 
very firmly and very, very quickly. Fortunately we had some staff around that were able to take care 
of it because they'd been forewarned about this. It was a straightout question of whether Rita just left 
the function and left them to enjoy their bit of fun, or they got their other guest to leave them. But 
after that we used to double-check everything and make sure we weren't caught by these people. 

Also they used to travel to the Eastern States promoting it a lot. I don't know whether he made any 
money. It was alleged that he did make quite a lot of money out of the tourist aspect of it, with his 
stamps and things. The extraordinary thing was people would pay for those stamps and when they 
went to the post office they still had to put proper stamps on, alongside of them. But they still went 
on doing it. 
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But I used to have to watch when I was in the East. His public relations people must have 
manoeuvred it to watch my programme and then try and put him in the same places at the same time. 
But we just were always very firm about it and just wouldn't acknowledge him at all. 

RJ In the process of reviewing various aspects of the Brand Government, we have the 
Barracks Arch controversy in 1966 which, as you know, involved the old Pensioner Guard Barracks 
being pulled down totally and there was a public outcry and then the suggestion was made that the 
arch remain. David Brand, in speaking of overviewing his government, actually said that one of the 
things that was his greatest regret in government was allowing the Barracks itself to be pulled down.' 
David Black in writing of this time says: "On another level the public image of the government and 
the premier in particular was tarnished by accusations of 'arrogance' and 'high-handedness' over the 
handling of a number of apparently trivial issues, most notably the 'Barracks Arch' controversy in 
1966. ,2  What is your version of these events? 

COURT I could understand the sensitivity of David Brand, but if anyone can tell me how you 
could put the freeway in the place where it had to go and still preserve the Barracks I'd like to know. 
There's all sorts of ideas now that you could have put some sort of a platform under it and have that 
right over the freeway. Maybe from an engineering point of view there's a thousand things you can 
do. You could have put a tunnel under the Swan River [instead of having a Narrows Bridge]. But 
you make a decision at the time. I know there was no great concern when the decision was made. 
Whatever things you did, there was always the great outcry. 

I remember the problem over that Mount Henry Bridge. You can't imagine that traffic system down 
there without the bridge over the river at Mount Henry. That's one decision I virtually, didn't direct, 
but I asked the government, the Cabinet, to make a decision on that because somebody had to make 
the decision, somebody had to take the responsibility. As you know that wasn't even a one-day 
wonder. Once the decision was made it was so obvious. 

But the Barracks Arch, of course, was always a sensitive thing. I've often thought where would you 
go if [you left the Barracks]? You had to have the Mitchell Freeway. I suppose there's some other 
way it could have gone on. As I mentioned, engineering-wise you can do all sorts of things if you've 
got the money. But I don't think any alternatives were put to us when the decision was made that the 
Mitchell Freeway had to go on. I can't remember any great emotive scenes in the Cabinet over it, nor 
in the Parliament. The Barracks Arch, of course, became an issue in itself. From my memory of it 

Bill Warnock, 'Letters to the Editor", West, 13 March 1990. 

2Black in Stannage, 1981, p. 464. 
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most people accepted the fact that the main Barracks would have to go. Out of that controversy came 
the decision to retain the Barracks Arch. 

David Brand, being an honourable person, gave instructions that if we were going to preserve the 
Arch it had to be preserved in a way that it would be secure because you didn't have to be very smart 
to realise with all that traffic thundering through there that an isolated building like that without any 
great engineering strength wouldn't last very long. So we could have been smart and just said just 
leave it and let it decay. 

If! recall correctly it became an isolated structure before the Meckering earthquake. John Parker said 
to me - I'm pretty sure my memory's right on this one: "The mistake Dave Brand made was to insist 
that we secure it." He [Brand] gave instructions that we weren't only just to keep it, but we were to 
keep it properly, keep it secure from an engineering point of view. That's why it must have been 
isolated, as it is now, before the Meckering earthquake because he said that had it not been secured 
as it has been when the Meckering earthquake occurred it would have solved the problem, you 
wouldn't have had an arch left. 

It would be interesting to check the dates, but I remember in travelling with John Parker on one 
occasion he mentioned the fact that they had taken special precautions on the instructions of David 
Brand to make sure this isolated building would be secure. If you look at it next time you'll realise 
there's not much supporting it, if it was a freestanding structure, especially with a jolly great hole at 
the back of it, which is the freeway.1  

END OF SIDE A TAPE 99 

1Black says: 'Brand at first refused to commit the government to any restoration work but in 1968 he agreed to have 
renovation work on the arch completed without 'undue half-heartedness"', ibid. The Meckering Earthquake occurred on 14 
October 1968. 
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RJ One of the things that happened over that Barracks Arch situation, however, is still 
commented on. The government actually commissioned the Roy Morgan people to do a poll and 49 
per cent were in favour of retaining the Arch and only 34 per cent were for its demolition. Brand 
then said that this poll had been inconclusive and he introduced a motion into the Legislative 
Assembly seeking approval for the Arch to be demolished, so really flying in the face of public 
opinion, expressed public opinion. Then you have the situation where it is claimed he really 
miscalculated people's feelings because, with a free vote, ten Liberals and three Country Party 
members voted with the majority of the ALP to defeat the motion.' 

COURT Not all of the ALP. 

RJ Only four Liberal and one Country Party backbenchers voted with the ministry 
can't answer for the vote of the ALP.2  

COURT So on those votes, just as the pool in the park thing, some of the strongest supporters 
of the pool in the park were Labor members like Hawke himself. I forget how Tonkin voted on that 
issue, but I know Hawke was very emphatic. He made the famous speech that "to me young 
children" were more important, their recreation, than the birds and the bees, or words to that effect. 
So on those issues we didn't have a matter of basic ideology involved. You've got some 
extraordinary groupings. 

RJ But Brand must have miscalculated though because surely he must have known the 
feeling of his backbench to the point.... When you've got that many of them voting against the 
government. 

COURT Well, I wouldn't be misled by that. I mean you look at the votes on the Kings Park 
Pool. The number of people, even our own ministers, voting, senior front bench people voting 
against the actual motion. But with due respect to those, and they were entitled to their opinion, 
many of them run for cover very quickly when there's any bullets flying around the place. When you 
have a free vote, in the Liberal Party anyhow, not the Labor Party so much, but the Liberal Party, it's 
a free vote. We just take the consequences of what happens. 

Now are you talking about the demolition of the Barracks as such, orjust the Arch? 

RJ Well that was all part of the process, that the decision had been made that at least the 
Arch should stay and that was what the public opinion was sought on, and that was also what was 
put to the House, seeking approval for the Arch to be demolished. 

COURT Yes, not the Barracks. 

RJ Not the Barracks, that's right. 

'Ibid Also West, 31 Dec. 1991, 'Polls ... still just amatter of opinion". 

2Black refers to the "majority of the ALP' and that the vote was 26 to 18 (Black in Stannage, 1981. p.  464) - RJ. 
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COURT The Barracks was another thing altogether, and that's why I was a bit confused. It was 
the Arch decision was the one that went to a vote, not the other one. 

RJ Yes, and that is when so many Liberals and Country Party people crossed the floor. 

COURT Yes. At the time I must admit I was very cynical about it. They had a free vote. Some 
people just liked to be able to go back to their electorates and say: "I flexed my muscles. I exercised 
my right and I voted against my leader." My attitude was a bit old-fashioned. I wouldn't have got any 
joy out of that at all. I would no doubt have argued strongly in the party room if I felt that way, but I 
wouldn't have gone out boasting afterwards over saying, "Aren't I a great chap, I went and voted 
against my leader," because it was his wish that we vote as he voted. 

RI Which was for demolition? 

COURT Yes. He, like me, and most of us, felt that if you were going to get rid of the Barracks 
it was good to get rid of the lot and not have something that was sort of a token thing. Don't forget he 
tortured himself over how you could find a way to keep the Barracks and still have the freeway. That 
decision had to be made, so it was not as though he did it lightly. He was a sensitive man, he had a 
feel for public opinion. But on the other hand when the time came he didn't do badly at making 
decisions, popular or otherwise. 

RI Which have been called high-handed and arrogant in the view of public opinion....' 

COURT Oh well.... 

Ri ....in that case. 

COURT They're the phrases that people use. Knowing the man and knowing the 
circumstances. Look I was in Cabinet through all of this and the way it was handled was quite 
different to what it was reported. It's journalism, it's the media. It was a sensational story that they 
could beat up. Don't forget we were doing so many right things that it was a bit of a relief for the 
media to have something they could attack. These lovely emotive things like this, they'll get the front 
page quicker than murder even, and that's saying plenty. 

Those of us who lived through it all, there wasn't the tension that was portrayed. I used to get very 
angry with people who used to keep trying to throw this up against Brand, as though it was a Brand 
thing, sort of exacerbating any anguish he might have had about it. He thought it out well and the 
decision he took was one that he thought right at the time. 

1lbid. 
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Don't forget he had that experience in the McLarty Government, so he'd been all through that period 
of Kwinana and all the things that went with putting big industry down there and starting that off and 
dealing with Works. He'd come under the influence of Dumas. Dumas had a great influence on 
Brand right to the end. He always had a great admiration for David Brand. I know from my personal 
knowledge that he used to keep in touch with him. Russell Dumas, being what he was, he used to 
make sure that I knew that he was talking to David and that suited me because we were doing some 
pretty powerful things. It suited me for him to be talking to David Brand all the time, just to reassure 
him that I wasn't going berserk and doing stupid things. 

You can imagine from my point of view, with a man like Dumas talking to David, that Dumas had a 
thorough understanding of what we were doing. That was for a purpose. You're foolish if you don't 
have somebody with his approach, his big outlook and at the same time his very conservative 
outlook, to expose what you're doing to the utmost scrutiny. 

Whilst at the time I never used to talk about it publicly because it would have been misinterpreted by 
the media, that this bloke's running the government, I purposely made sure that Brisbane and Dumas 
knew exactly what we were doing and why. Many things that went to Cabinet were discussed with 
them before they went so as I could practise on them. Dumas was a wonderful chap to bounce things 
off, so that when you got into Cabinet it was a bit of a joke compared with the pre-Cabinet 
discussions we'd had. He knew what ministers were like. He knew how timid people were, how 
quick they were to desert something. So I got a lot of strength out of it. He knew that I was trying 
something out on the dog, that he and Brisbane were sort of a foil, a punching bag, call it what you 
like, to try something out. 

I've never said this before, but you can understand why I encouraged Dumas to talk to David Brand 
so that the long talks I used to have with David Brand at his home, on those Sundays, about the 
projects that we had coming up, he understood what we were doing. I used to feel good, I used to 
feel comfortable when Dumas would say: "I had a chat to David today and I went over that project 
and he's quite relaxed about it." 

So I'm just a little bit bewildered about the way this thing has blown up to a point when it must have 
played on his mind. Because so many people, in a very cruel way, would throw this up as though it 
was his personal decision, and as though it was something that didn't have to be done and so on. 

Anyhow the Arch is there, and if my information is correct, it was at his instruction, reinforced, so it 
would stand all that traffic. You can imagine the vibration of all that traffic going there because don't 
forget heavy vehicles go down there, not only ordinary cars, and they're bad enough. But you get all 
streams, all lanes operating at the one time, there's a mighty amount of vibration there. Some of 
those are big, big trucks. So it's withstood the test of time, and if my figures are correct, it's 
withstood the test of Meckering. 

If you know what Meckering did to the old-style buildings, you'd realise why that building would 
have gone under any other circumstances. Meckering played havoc with the old Treasury Building, 
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which is the same type of brick, same type of construction as the Barracks was. But the thickness of 
the walls there didn't save it at all. 

LU I was not in Western Australia at the time so I don't know what went on, but was 
there ever a suggestion to remove the Barracks themselves brick by brick and reconstruct them 
somewhere else? 

COURT I can't recall, but there were suggestions that the Barracks Arch be taken and put up in 
Kings Park, mainly because the presence of the Barracks mitigated against the original [John] 
Forrest concept of Parliament House, of looking straight down the Terrace, as is the custom in most 
cities around the world, or looking at it the other way, when you look up the Terrace you look at your 
Parliament House. That was the original concept. 

Don't forget, you look up Forrest, and he assumed that the Barracks was going to go. 

RJ But it wasn't a heritage building in his time. [laughs] 

COURT People don't seem to realise that. They don't seem to realise that this wasn't a Brand 
thing alone, if you trace back into those earlier days. When they located Parliament House where it 
is, and they designed Parliament House as it was, it was intended that it should have an uninterrupted 
view from the Terrace outside Government House, up to Parliament House. It was the grand design. 
You'll see that reiterated in India; you'll see it all over the world. 

RJ What was Charles Court's personal view? 

COURT I couldn't get excited about it. The explanations were given and they were logical, 
once you accepted that was the traffic channel we were going to have, in fact once you accepted the 
Narrows Bridge. 

RJ But what about the Arch remaining? 

COURT I accepted the Forrest vision originally of Parliament House looking down the 
Terrace, people looking up the Terrace.1  There is a reason for that. Not only in this country, you 
know, it's in other countries. You can see it in Kuala Lumpur, for instance, and places like that. 
Nothing to do with a European community like we've got here, but it's the basic concept. That will 
never be now because as John Parker said, Dave did too good a job in getting the thing protected 
against traffic and earthquake. 

LU Sir Charles, Robert Menzies has come up regularly through your talks, particularly 
over the Ord River Scheme and the standardisation of the railway, but I'd like you to give me an 

1Canberra. for good reason, has gone to a lot of trouble to ensure Parliament House and the War Memorial have 
uninterrupted views (CC). 
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overview of what you thought of the man and the way he operated, and the relationship with the 
Western Australian government. 

COURT Well my first recollection of Robert Gordon Menzies was on the Albury railway 
station in the middle of the night when as a soldier I was going from Seymour Camp to somewhere 
in New South Wales. I'm not quite sure at the moment. Anyhow you recall you used to leave 
Melbourne at a civilised time and then you go in one train on the Victorian gauge. Then when you 
got to Albury you had this huge platform, probably the longest platform in the whole world. They 
never seemed to be able to park the New South Wales train opposite the Victorian train. Then you'd 
walk this huge platform in the middle of the night to go into your new carriage. There you had a 
sleeper to take you on to Sydney if you were lucky, or you sat up as the case may be. Usually as 
soldiers you sat up. 

But as I walked there lumping my bag, it was pointed out that the great man was moving up the 
platform. By this time he was Leader of the Opposition. The first time I saw him was when he was 
walking up this platform. He had a number of people around him. I didn't know anything about 
members of Parliament in those days. They could have been some of his own members, of course, 
his colleagues, that were going up to Canberra with him. Some of them could have been his staff. 

I was very struck by the bearing of this man and it had all the indications of a very arrogant man who 
was used to power. The people around him all seemed to be something of bodyguards-cum-flunkeys. 
It gave you that impression as he walked up. It was like a battleship with all the flotilla of destroyers 
and little ships and frigates all around him. He strode on there. I was fascinated with this man. 

He was getting into the section of the train that was going to Canberra and we were going on to 
wherever we were going to, I think Singleton or some place like that in New South Wales. 
However I never saw him again until we were let out from Duntroon. When I was doing the junior 
wing of the staff college at Duntroon, we were let out for the night to go to the Parliament House 
when Curtin was introducing the Conscription Bill. The staff college thought it would be of interest 
to us, so we were let out to go to the Parliament House. A place was allotted for us. There'd be about 
20 of us altogether. We grabbed the opportunity to go. Curtin duly introduced the Bill and this was 
my first sight of a parliament. Here was Curtin, the Prime Minister, and Menzies, the Leader of the 
Opposition, there. I was quite excited about this. It was a moment in my young life - not so young, 
but still, young enough to react to this sort of thing. 

Two things are vivid in my memory, the fact of what a poor speech Curtin gave. I expected it to be 
all fire and enthusiasm. It was a very matter-of-fact reading of a speech, just sort of stating a case, I 
suppose for the legislation that was necessary, or motion, whatever was necessary. The next thing is 
this fellow, the Leader of the Opposition, stands up and in a very casual, nonchalant sort of a way 
says: "Mr Speaker I move the debate be adjourned." Of course, all of our people sort of looked at one 
another and said, "What's next?" and the man said, "That's it for the night." [laughs] 
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So we went back mumbling saying: "This is how the country's run, while we're out trying to defend 
it!" That was our immediate reaction, of course, but later on I learned only too well that often the big 
issues are just stated in a very monotone sort of a way, and responded to accordingly until you get 
into the next stages of a Bill, the committee stages and all that sort of thing. We expected the whole 
matter to be decided on the spot with some discussion and some reasons given. 

Naturally the Prime Minister stated the government case for it, but we weren't impressed. We didn't 
think he was excited about it either. [laughs] So we went back to our kennels at Duntroon and turned 
in for the night. But that was the second time that I actually saw him. 

The next time that I saw him was when he was making his run to be the next Prime Minister. Of 
course you realise the war had ended, I'd come back, I was rehabilitating my practice. In the 
meantime [joined the Liberal Party and got active in the party. 

A client of mine took me to a luncheon that was being held by the Liberal Party for the then Leader 
of the Opposition to address. It was quite a big gathering. I won't be dogmatic about it, but I think the 
thing that surprised me at the time, if my memory's correct, was that it was held in Government 
House Ballroom. To think of a political meeting from the then Leader of the Opposition in the 
federal sphere to be held in Government House Ballroom was, I felt, rather strange. It wouldn't 
happen today because that wouldn't be one of the reasons why the Government House Ballroom was 
made available. It would be certainly for non-political things, charitable things and cultural things, 
that sort of thing. 

However, it was a packed place. I always remember that. Not only because he then impressed me as 
a different personality altogether to the man that I'd seen walking in such an arrogant way up the 
Albury platform and the nonchalance of the man when he moved the adjournment of this thing in the 
Parliament. All of a sudden I saw a completely different man who gave a speech, the like of which 
I'd never heard before. It was not only his voice and his mannerisms and the force of his arguments, 
the simplicity of his arguments. I said to myself I wish I could make a speech like that. He didn't 
have any great notes around him at all. He just spoke to us all and you felt that he was talking to you. 
I was tremendously impressed. That's one thing I remember about the meeting. 

The other thing I remember was when he walked in. There was a group of people near us who 
apparently weren't Menzies' fans. They were Liberals, but not Menzies' fans, and they refused to 
stand up. [laughs] That was my introduction to the leader of a great party coming into what was 
intended, or supposed to be, a great band of his supporters in the run-up to an election. These people 
mumbled and mumbled and they said, "When he's Prime Minister we'll stand up." So that was that. 

However, we now know the story. We had the 1949 election, following the failure of Chifley's bank 
nationalisation, and the Privy Council case, which demonstrated to me the importance and the role of 
the Privy Council. We then ran up to this election. 
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I remember that [abortive] attempt at nationalisation, which, of course, was the mood on which he 
swept into power. But there was something very special about that. The real campaign against 
nationalisation was not the tycoons out on the hustings, it was the bank clerks. Some of them not 
even middle management, but what you'd refer to as bank clerks, typists and that sort of thing. At 
lunch-time in the street, it was nothing to have a meeting outside of a bank, which was not organised 
by the management, not organised by the Liberal Party, but organised by the bank staff. 

I remember George Throssell, who subsequently became the chairman of all my meetings in my 
1953 campaign, a magnificent street-corner chairman, George. A magnificent chairman at any time, 
but particularly street-corner meetings on the back of a truck. But he was one of the real organisers 
of that time, with that campaign. They'd have whole groups of these people out campaigning against 
nationalisation of the banks. 

In that regard it was an extraordinary campaign. You wouldn't have the same thing today because the 
relationship within banks, and between banks and staff and the proprietors, today is quite different. 
Also I think it's rather sad that the relationship between the bank clerks, as we used to refer to them 
at that level, and the top management, is nothing like what it was in those days. Taking Western 
Australia, and just take one example, the Bank of New South Wales, the staff of that time would 
have much greater knowledge of the State manager than they ever would today. They'd have a 
greater regard for him, there'd be more communication. This extended even further up because the 
Australian manager, the top man in Australia, would be better known to them than today. 

Take Westpac today, which is the modern version of what we knew as Bank of New South Wales. 
That can't have anything of the camaraderie that existed, say at the time of bank nationalisation, with 
all this controversy about Westpac and top managers coming and going and people buying an 
interest. Will Mr Packer be a controlling interest? Is he coming back into the bank? Why did he 
leave? All this sort of stuff. It's not very wholesome for an organisation with such a long and 
honoured career. So when you had nationalisation, the ordinary staff of the banks were reflecting the 
prestige [and morale] of the banks. You had more banks than you've got now, of course. But they 
were reflecting the prestige of the banks and bankers, compared with today. You'd have a different 
situation today if the banks were under some threat. I can't imagine the staff getting out on the street 
like they did in those days. That was a campaign par excellence. 

END OF TAPE 99 SIDE B 



TAPE 100 SIDE A COURT 1298 

COURT Moving on to the fateful election, of course, by this time I'd become very 
active in the Liberal Party, mainly under the influence of Harry 1-learn: that's the late Harry Hearn, 
subsequently Hon Harry Hearn MLC. As such I got closer to Robert Gordon Menzies because he 
would come over here campaigning. I've told you, I think, something about the Fremantle meetings 
and Forrest Place, of course, you well know. Fremantle meetings when the leader of the Communist 
Party down there used to, by arrangement, take over the top part of Fremantle Town Hall and the 
Liberals had the bottom part. All nice and friendly stuff. There were certain unwritten rules that 
seemed to work in those days. 

I learnt a lot because by that time I had qualified to sit on the stage. That was big time, just sitting 
one row behind the great man. You got to know something of his personality, and he was a magnetic 
personality really. The mere presence of the man on the stage - of course, he was a big man, he was a 
rather handsome man - the mere presence of him on the stage seemed to breed confidence to 
everybody around. They weren't worried about the 'commos' up in the gallery - not that he could 
have done anything about them if they physically decided to assault the place. But the mere presence 
of the man, and I suppose that's a sign of a leader. 

You felt it was a great honour to be sitting on the platform there, just one or two rows behind him. 
The mere fact that he nodded to you or made some comment to you - probably hadn't the faintest 
idea who you were but still you felt good about it, because he had that capacity to make you feel 
good. 

I remind you at this time you're looking at a different personality, a different man, a different attitude 
to what he was at the time when he was the Prime Minister the first time, and immediately after. It 
took him all that time between his demise as Prime Minister the first time until he became Prime 
Minister again in 1949 to really adjust to this. A lot of friends that admired him very dearly and were 
very anxious for his success felt that he was the only man that could really take the conservative side 
of politics back to leadership. 

It's also remarkable, don't forget, that he formed the Liberal Party, I think, at the Albury meeting, 
when he brought together most of the little bits and pieces that went to make up the conservative 
forces, he brought most of them together while the war was still on. That turned out to be a 
masterstroke because when the war was over you were ready to go into the new era. 

The Labor Party, on the other hand, had assumed that with all of these wartime controls - in fact they 
said so, Evatt in particular. I remember a man named Dettman. You might not remember Dettman, 
but he was very active on the control side. I remember him saying, well both of them saying in 
different ways, that the people would have had so much experience with controls during the war, 
price control, land control and building controls and all of these things, that they'll be ready for it to 
continue on under socialist governments after the war. They didn't bargain on the natural reaction of 
people and also people coming back from the war who wanted freedom. They wanted to get rid of 
all these things. 



TAPE 100 SIDE A COURT 1299 

So you're dealing with a completely different person who had been through this quite important 
transformation. Even the formation of the Liberal Party to try and bring all of these bodies together 
has a message because those close to him have told me that he made sure that the next time around 
he'd have a grassroots organisation. 

I was surprised that there was no real grassroots organisation when he was there the first time. He 
had an elitist Cabinet. Apparently they could get people elected, they could get people appointed 
with much more control in those days than they could later on. It was because they didn't have a 
grassroots organisation as we know it today. He was determined that the next time around he was 
going to have a main body of ordinary people in the Liberal Party who would be able to protect him 
in their various electorates when he was under attack. 
One thing that I learned in the years that followed, and this was partly as being a member of the State 
executive and active in that area as a branch vice-president and branch member and committee man 
and so on, was that Menzies was smart enough to maintain a very strong liaison with the States and 
with the organisation. 

Looking back in retrospect, as well as remembering what happened at the time, whenever he was 
going to make a move, a new policy move, or anything like that, the State presidents would all be 
brought into consultation. I well remember the times when people like Fred Johnston would come 
back (it might be a vice-president, or a president) and say: "This is what Menzies told us." By then 
he was Prime Minister, of course. "This is what he is going to do," and these were what were going 
to be the repercussions and so on. So you felt you were part of the act. When it did happen and there 
was any adverse reaction you were ready for it. You had an informed body of opinion. I know of no-
one, and this might seem strange, I know of no Prime Minister who communicated so much with the 
party machine as did Menzies. 

Now that would surprise most people because they think of him in his pre-war, early war situation 
and with his reputation that he had. They think of him still as a fairly arrogant fellow with a 
mentality and an approach above most people. But in my experience he had the good sense to 
communicate all the way through, so that your State branch presidents were pretty well clued up on 
what was happening. 

The members, like you get the Hasluck, the Paltridge type of people who were smart enough to make 
sure that they kept closely in touch too because they were fulfilling the will of the master. In fact they 
might often be the vehicle through which he communicated to State Council, State branches. They 
would speak in the name of Menzies. 

As I look back on it, it didn't strike me as being strange at the time, but as I look back on it and I've 
seen subsequent Prime Ministers in action, I've realised the strength that came out of this. 

So when Menzies himself turned up like the Messiah when he came to WA (could be at election 
time, it could be that he came over for a State conference or something of that kind) it was a 
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tremendous occasion. It was almost like Bramwell Booth turning up at a Salvation Army meeting in 
Perth! It was very much that sort of aura. It wasn't an ordinary meeting. 

So we saw this transformation take place. Then I subsequently became a minister and David Brand 
used to take me over with him quite often to Premiers' Conference and Loan Council meetings. I 
learnt a lot from just being an observer there. It was there that I learned a lot about Playford, in 
addition to my personal friendship with Playford. I saw the tactics of Playford, how he was smarter 
than any of them, including Menzies. 

There again when Robert Gordon sat at the table, you were "in the presence", full stop. Even the 
Labor Premiers, who didn't like him naturally, they didn't support him, even they used to respect 
him. You could see that they were treating him with great respect because he just commanded this 
respect. When he'd look up from his papers and twitch an eyebrow or two, it was different to anyone 
else doing it. There's no-one since that's ever been anything like it. The Whitlams and Harold Holt, 
Gorton, Fraser, none of them had anything of this about them. 

That didn't mean to say he always got his way because with people like Playford around he reversed 
the role because he had a.... I wouldn't say he had a respect for Playford, he had almost a fear of 
Playford. Playford was such a remarkable fellow. I used to watch him with amazement. He'd always 
come this cherry picker stunt: "How would I understand, Mr Prime Minister? Just a simple cherry 
picker." Cherry grower, rather, cherry farmer, one of these phrases he used to use. He'd plead that he 
couldn't possibly understand it. Playford knew more about it than the man who was putting the 
proposition up, which was Menzies. 

The sitting at which the final decision was made for the Commonwealth to buy South Australia out 
of the Grants Commission was a classic; absolute classic. What amazed me with a man of Menzies 
intellect, the great legal practitioner that he was, the great legal brain that he was, how Playford could 
get away with this humble farmer stunt so often, and always to the profit of South Australia. 

Robert Gordon did have some rather unkind things to say about Playford on occasions. I well 
remember when somebody asked him about me and he, in a rather contemptuous way, he referred to: 
"That man from Perth. He's learnt too well from Playford. I tell them to lock up the safe when he 
comes." I regard that as a compliment. 

RJ But what did he say about Playford? 

COURT Oh, he used to regard him as being a political schemer and political 
manipulator. It was a two-way thing. If you read Playford's book, or the book about Playford, you'll 
find that it's pretty well expressed there. He always had a feeling that Torn had something up his 
sleeve, but he was never quite sure what it was. But the one thing he did say, and I can't quote his 
words from memory, but the one thing that he did say about Playford, and what he, in his heart, felt 
about Playford, that whatever Playford might have done, no matter how rough he might have been in 
trying to achieve his objective and score points from the Commonwealth, he always acknowledged 
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that Playford only did it for South Australia, never for his own gain. The more you read about 
Playford it goes down as the real story of Playford that he did some things that people might 
question, about, for instance, establishing the power generating system in South Australia and things 
like that, but you'd always have to say that whatever he did, there was no gain in it for Playford. It 
was only that he had this obsession about South Australia, the State that had to come from behind. 

So it was a combination of irritation and admiration, if you can have the two together. Irritated at the 
fact that he knew that Tom was always up to some little stunt for South Australia, and admiration of 
the fact that the man was only doing it for his State, never for his own gain. He [Playford] had this 
absolute obsession about having to defend his State and having to fight for his State against the odds. 
So it was an interesting experience for me to see these two giants in action. 

David Brand on the other hand, he went along with a great admiration for Menzies. He almost 
treated him with awe. I think he was genuinely uncomfortable in Menzies' presence. Not that he 
should have been, but David was always very conscious of his comparatively modest education and 
not the sort of performances that, for instance, a man like Menzies had with education, and then with 
his performance in the law. Obviously above average in intellect and personality and 
communication, all of these things. 

I don't think it's wise to look at people that way. You've got a message to convey, you've got an 
objective to achieve, and you've just got to steel yourself to do it. 

I think I've told you about the negotiations over the standard gauge railway when Menzies took 
charge. 

RJ Yes, you have. 

COURT Well, if I hadn't have grasped that, based on some good advice that I'd 
received, and taken a deep breath, we would never have won out that day because he'd have got so 
far down the track we wouldn't have been able to reverse it. On the other hand Dave was very 
unhappy with me when I did what I did. 

Don't forget he'd already said to Menzies that I was to handle the negotiations because I had the 
knowledge of the project. Then when we were sent out of the room, while they sorted themselves 
out, [chuckles] I remember Dave saying: "You've blown it this time." It was a pretty unhappy time 
we had out there waiting to be recalled. When we got back Menzies was marvellous the way he put 
us all at our ease and made it clear they'd made a blue. He said, "Let's get down to it and we'll do it 
better this time." You now know what came out of that, we had a very successful time, and we saw 
the brilliance of this man. Here's a man, a Prime Minister with all the worries that go with it, and he 
took over that negotiation from that point onward as though he'd lived with it. The only one who had 
lived with it in the room was me; me and the Commissioner of Railways. But he was just 
unbelievable the way he just followed it through for the rest of the day and we finished up by 
nightfall we had the agreement, except for some little frills and dills that had to be filled in. 
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Our relationship was rather strained in the early stages. I never really felt comfortable with him. 
After I became a minister and then had to have dealings with him, and naturally when he came over 
here, or I went to Canberra, you're dealing with him on a different level to what you were as a 
civilian member of the party. He'd look on you with a sort of benign tolerance, "Thank you for what 
you're doing," sort of thing. But when you became a minister you're a different animal and he looked 
at you more in terms of what you were trying to get out of him. Don't forget even before I became a 
minister I became well-known to him because of the Hasluck, Paltridge reports back to him of the 
very torrid meetings we had in getting our northern policy through. So that would have gone back to 
him. 

They had instructions from him, and they made no bones about it, they had instructions from him 
they were to resist it. That really worried me because I hoped that we'd have a Prime Minister that 
had the great vision of the rest of Australia. I had him wrong there. I expected him to be out talking 
about these great things we were going to do, and then I learnt to my sorrow that he was more of the 
scholar and the gentleman than he was the developer and he left us in no doubt that the sort of thing 
that I was doing was the rather vulgar side of politics. 
He'd sort of pat you on the head: "You're doing a good job sonny, keep it up." You had that 
impression when you went away, which didn't make you feel good. You'd love him to sit down and 
talk to you for a couple of minutes about what you're doing and you can enthuse about the great 
mineral projects and the Ord and other things. 

The standard gauge railway was a classic. I've probably given you the details of it, but when we 
eventually broke the ice and Dave Brand and I went over to see him, we had all these strange people 
who were on our side, but then we'd get a report that they were opposing it in Cabinet. We went over 
and we literally had to say to him, "We want to find out who 'Foo' is." [laughs] Everyone's 
supporting us, but they're all opposing us. We sat down with him and that was the memorable day. 

That was my first real hands-on meeting with Menzies. Dave had to go back because we were short 
of pairs, you see. He had to go back and leave me with him. Don't forget, it was well over an hour. I 
always remember it because the light was fading and the dusk was falling over Canberra and he 
never turned the light on. We were going on talking in semi-darkness. It wasn't for me to tell the 
Prime Minister: 'Why don't you turn the blasted light on?" 

All of a sudden he rang Sir Roland Wilson, the Secretary of the Treasury, and that was the fateful 
moment. Here again I was amazed at how clearly he'd absorbed it all. Most people in that position 
you could talk for a week and they wouldn't understand what you were talking about. Somebody 
would have to decipher it. But he was able to tell Wilson - that's Roland Wilson, the secretary to 
Treasury - he was able to tell him in a few simple sentences just how he saw it, and he thought that if 
this was right, that the government should think seriously about it. 

So I went straight down from his office at that moment, down to Wilson's office. We then stayed 
with it until - it was a couple of hours later when he was convinced that we were showing a nine per 
cent return, or could show a nine per cent return. Don't laugh at that because that wouldn't impress 
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anyone today, but you're talking about a bond rate that was down maybe two per cent, two and a half 
per cent, something like that. The margins are what matter: not the numbers, it's the margins that 
matter. Wilson was quite happy and he gave me the word, "If you can demonstrate these figures are 
right and I'll send my officers over, well we'll back it." From then onward we went straight through 
to the final negotiations. 

Things went along reasonably well. You never felt any great warmth. He might just pass a casual 
comment: "How are you Charles?" or something like that. You never felt as though you could go 
and have a relaxed talk to him. 

He came over here once to open the Arts building at the University over in WA. Dave was away and 
I had to go down and look after him. That was an afternoon when I got closer to him. He was very 
relaxed, he loved those things. I remember they had a protest down there that day and Sir Alex Reid 
was the Chancellor and he was a bit worried about it. He was out looking after the security aspect of 
it while Menzies and I had a cup of tea in a room and had a chat. Then we walked out together with 
the Chancellor. I might have told you all this, how he went up to the students. 

Ri No, you haven't. 

COURT The students were looking pretty seedy, with their banners. We were going to 
walk down to the Arts building that he was going to open. Much to Alex Reid's amazement the old 
boy broke off from the procession and he went over to the students and gave them a lecture on how 
to protest. He said, "Put your banners up higher," and so on, "as though you believe in it. You can do 
better than that. When I was at Melbourne University...." or whatever university he was at, "we'd do 
much better than that." He was talking to these people. [chuckles] What do you do when the fellow 
you're protesting against, is telling you how to do it? It was quite amusing. Poor old Alex Reid, who 
was a great chap, he couldn't believe his eyes. Here's the Prime Minister over there demoralising 
these people by being nice to them. He kept saying: "Put your banners up." 

Eventually he did so well that when we finished the ceremony they'd all disappeared. That was the 
day when Freddy Alexander was there and Menzies gave his great speech. As you know, he was a 
very entertaining speaker, he always had anecdotes. He dwelt on Fred Alexander. He said, "You 
know 'Red' Fred, he loves to think he's a real agitator, a real militant, and so on." Then he told us 
some things about Fred when he was at Melbourne University - I think it's Melbourne - Melbourne 
University. Apparently Menzies was a couple of years ahead of him. He painted Fred as a 'would-be 
Red' who didn't quite make it as a protester. Poor old Fred who'd liked to give us the impression that 
he was a radical, when he came to reply it was a bit difficult for Fred to follow up. But it was 
Menzies at his best. 

We had a glorious afternoon. When he got into this atmosphere of the University, he used to look 
comfortable. His classic was when he opened the Kingswood College. It was in my electorate and I 
was there in any case. But you've probably heard the story, how he unveiled the plaque after he made 
his great speech. 
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RJ I haven't. 

COURT And then when he pulled back the curtain, in spite of all the efforts that had been 
done by the people down there because they were trying to cultivate him to get some more money 
out of him, you see, and they'd done everything right. When he pulled the curtain back, here's a 
magnificent caricature of 'Cocky' Caiwell [Arthur CaIwell]. He was always known as Cocky 
CaIwell, and he was a cartoonist's dream. He was the Leader of the Opposition at the time. Here's 
this magnificent charcoal cartoon of Cocky Caiwell. They used to depict him as a cocky. It was a 
superb cartoon. Took the whole of the plaque. The panic! You could see it. They all turned white 
around the place, including the Chancellor. The only one who didn't seem in the least bit concerned 
about it was Menzies. With a very stem, respectful look on him he stepped back two paces and 
saluted the thing. That broke all the tension and then somebody removed the cartoon. He couldn't 
tear it off, but somebody else removed that and there was the plaque, so that's how that plaque was 
opened. 

But this was the man at his best in handling crowds, handling situations. You saw him at that 
protesting group on the way to the Arts building - I hope I'm right; I'm pretty sure it was the Arts 
building. This was at the Kingswood College, two situations like that. Security didn't mean anything 
at all. But it says a lot for the personality of the man. He won a lot of friends. 
A lot of those students, by the way, that were protesting there, if you could only find out who they 
were and get to them, from that day onward they would have had nothing but admiration for 
Menzies because he didn't ridicule them, he didn't try to abuse them or anything like that, he just 
became part of the fun, you might say. The fact they weren't there when he came out tells its own 
story, they'd disappeared [i.e. from the Arts demonstration]. 

END OF SIDE ATAPE 100 
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COURT I hope you've got some idea of how all this transpired. It's not in its proper 
sequence by the way, but these were the sort of things that were happening all the time. 

One thing that worried me was the fact that he never really got excited about the grand vision for 
Australia that we used to. He had a grand vision for people, by the way. He had a grand vision of 
what Australia would look like in terms of education and our attitude towards the Arts and things of 
that nature, but he didn't have this warmth for things related to development and the economic 
sinews of war that you had to have to take a nation to greater things, to have better education, better 
health, better everything. So there was this strange mixture and this strange feeling. 

The time marched on, of course, and he then retired. Strangely enough I became closer to him after 
that than ever before. When the Gorton era came I was pretty vocal because you realise it wasn't a 
very long term after he [Menzies] dropped out when Holt took over and then Holt was drowned. But 
Gorton came on. Most of the Liberal Party's troubles today can be traced back to what he tried to do 
to the Liberal Party at that time. It has never settled down really since those days. 

But it became quite obvious that I was very unhappy about it. Dave, of course, was still there in 
Gorton's days. But I became fairly public in my criticism of what was going on. Right out of the blue 
I got some support from Menzies. He was shocked at the 'tickle my tummy' speech that Gorton gave 
in London. Just the sort of thing that we didn't need at a time when we were still desperately needing 
lots of capital, lots of confidence overseas, which we had with Menzies. 

He [Menzies] gave us a credibility overseas out of all proportion to his economic contribution. 
People felt just as comfortable over there as they did in Australia. So it was a classic example of 
bankers and others relying more on the personality and integrity of the man than any special 
expertise he might have to handle financial and economic matters. 

I had quite a few talks with him on the telephone. Right out of the blue he'd phone me on a couple of 
issues. He'd notice something that I said and told me how worried he was, because the whole thrust 
of the party was being changed, and some notes that I had from him. Then when I became Leader of 
the Opposition in '72 I had some more communications with him, and when I became Premier he 
wrote me a very nice letter, a very helpful letter, just telling me to not try and be a popular leader, 
and make decisions. "You'll please some," he said, "you'll annoy others, and you'll confound the 
rest." That's ever so true. The number of people who criticise you, the number of people who support 
you, really when it's boiled down are quite small, but the great mass of people are so relieved that 
you made a decision. 

I really enjoyed this association with him, although it was remote because he was in Melbourne, I 
was in Perth. It was either telephone or letters. I think it was typified by the fact that when he got to a 
stage when he felt that he wasn't up to going to funeral services and things like that, he dropped me a 
little note on one occasion when he asked me to do Val Duncan's eulogy. He was a very close friend 
of Val Duncan, but he actually asked me to do the eulogy and he then, in a little note, said, "I find it 
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too much. I get too emotionally involved to do these things properly and I'd like you to go and do 
Val's eulogy," which I did in a church over there. I think the address I gave was around the theme, 
'As the flame is to the candle', or 'the flame is to the wick', I forget what it was. I was rather proud of 
it. Trying to relate this to.... unless you've got the flame on the candle the thing's not working, and 
relating this to Val Duncan's life of leadership in many ways. Dame Pattie was there, but Bob wasn't 
because he felt he was beyond it. 

So that's where the end came. Sadly I was out of Australia when his funeral was held, so I wasn't 
there.' 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library 
Building on 13 May 1993. 

Sir Charles, we were summing up Sir Robert Menzies last time and, of course, your relationship with 
him, but you did tell me once off tape about the view Canberra held of Charles Court. 

COURT It's very hard to explain this, but I'll do my best. We operated quite 
differently. In fact the Labor governments of the last decade in Western Australia operated quite 
differently to us. We were very much a hands-on type of ministry. It's only in recent years that I've 
realised how hands-on we were. The number of people we saw; the number of problems that we felt 
were our responsibility to deal with personally when apparently today the 'in' thing is to hand them 
over to the officers and tell people that you've done that and sort of say, "Well that's fixed." Well we 
had very strong views on this, that it was our responsibility to deal with these things. 

I didn't realise until years later that the federal government had been for a long time, regardless of 
who it was, working on this basis of handing it over to senior departmental people and expecting 
them to go on and deal with the parties concerned and not bother about it any more unless somebody 
came back and complained. Maybe they were right because of the volume of work that they had, but 
we could never have operated like that during the Brand years in particular, because we were trying 
to establish an identity for the State and that meant we had to establish an identity and a credibility 
for ourselves. 

Let's face it, in all the visits around the world to the bankers and industrialists and so on, you can 
only create an identity for the State through a person. So they got to know me well. They knew that 
what I was there for and what I talked about and what I followed up was my own State of Western 
Australia. 

1 Sir Charles had correspondence with Athol Barrett over Menzies view of Court and copies of the two letters are attached 
pp. 2377-2378 (Ri). 
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So it was a very personal thing and it was a very wonderful thing because of that. I believe it was 
successful because of that. Now when you hand these things over to people who are professional 
administrators, managers, call them what you like, especially if they are party political appointments, 
as the Labor Party had for that ten year period, my view is that you are ceasing to govern. You're no 
more than a manager. Managers have their role. They have to implement policies. They have to 
make sure that the works runs smoothly and that the systems are there to make them run smoothly, 
but there's a big difference between a leader and a manager. 

Unfortunately a modem generation brought up on electronic devices has got some strange view (and 
it's part of the malaise that this country has at the moment) that by pressing these buttons the answers 
will come out. Now the sums will be done quicker, the sums will be done better, and they'll come 
out right, but that doesn't mean that the policies are right. It doesn't mean to say that the policies are 
being properly implemented, or that you're responding to changing circumstances that inevitably 
occur along the road. 

I believe a lot of our problem at the moment is there's too much emphasis on management and too 
little on leadership, innovative ideas, perceptions of how things could be done better or goals that 
you might have. An electronic machine can't have a goal. I suppose one day they'll try and 
programme goals into it, but they can't have great passion for anything. 

This is the difference between a machine and a manager and a real leader. A leader can, of course, be 
a manager too, but it doesn't follow that a manager is a leader. It doesn't matter how good he might 
be. That's why so many people get to a certain level and the Peter's principle operates, that he gets 
past the point of his competency. He goes one step beyond his competence and the results can be 
very devastating, devastating for the person who had great ambitions and great hopes, and for the 
organisation because he can't perform. He lacks that one dimension. 

See David Brand, as I've told you, was not a man of great education. He was not a man of great 
performance before Parliament, but he had leadership qualities. Apart from having a personality, he 
liked people, people liked him. He had a sort of a transparent honesty in his approach to things and 
his approach to people. He had that other great capacity that leaders need and that is to be able to see 
people who can do things. Having seen that they can do it better than him, he gets them to do it. 
Once he tells them to do it, he supports them. 

Now I can tell you leaders like that are not numerous in the world. I was a blessed person that I had a 
chance to go full bore all the time, implementing the policies. Now don't get me wrong, I wasn't 
making up my mind as to what was going to go. I had the vision of what we wanted to do and I'd 
have to go and sell it to him very carefully. I went to extreme limits to sell it, not only properly, but if 
anything, went a little bit overboard in demonstrating what we were going to be in for, that there 
were rough things as well as smooth things. Because of that he would then say, "Righto on we go." 
Months down the track you always knew that he would be prepared to support it. 
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Now I think that particular relationship makes the difference between us and some of the other 
governments because I always felt a personal responsibility right through. Now I was criticised quite 
often for becoming too much involved in detail. That would be basically right in respect of lots of 
things. But don't forget we were formulating policy. We were starting things. You just can't throw an 
idea at somebody, something they haven't dreamed up, something they hadn't lived with, something 
probably they don't even believe in, and expect them to do it with the passion and the emotions that 
you would want to do it yourself. 

So you tend to check and double check. I realise that some of the things I did were a bit overboard, 
but I fortunately had the stamina and I could spend the hours in travel and in follow-up that were 
necessary, with the result that I became pretty unpopular in Canberra generally because they quite 
openly used to say on occasions: "Why are you involved in this? This is ajob for the officers." Well 
maybe it was under their system, but not under ours. I wanted a result and I wanted it quickly and I 
wanted the result that we needed, not what they thought we needed. 

I don't know if I've told you the classic case when I turned up with Wayne, the WA Commissioner of 
Railways, in Canberra, at a time when we were getting bogged down. This explains the point that I'm 
trying to make with you. We were getting bogged down on getting the Commonwealth support for 
standard gauge, which arose out of the 1960 BHP agreement. Now we were desperate. Both Dave 
and I had got to the end of our tether, but we'd eventually got to a stage when we'd agreed with the 
Commonwealth that there would be a meeting in Canberra of appropriate people to try and break 
some of the impasses that had developed. 

Now I turned up with Wayne and a couple of his men, and when we got to the conference we found 
ourselves confronted not with a minister, as I thought we would be. I thought the minister, out of 
courtesy to me, would have been there, bearing in mind that I was then [Minister for] Industrial 
Development, North West and Railways. There were only senior officers of the different 
departments. Now the senior of the seniors - and they have their pecking order - he then asked me 
what I was doing there? I said, "Well I've come for this conference." He said, "Oh," he said, "well 
my minister's not coming. This is intended to be an officers' meeting." I said, "Well, intended by 
whom?" because it was never my view. "I arranged this with the minister and I expected that he 
would have you people here, but that I would be talking to him." So they said, "Oh, we don't do it 
like that." I said, "Well it's too bad, I've got to get the answer on this. As a government we've got to 
get a 'yes or no' on this pretty quickly, because it's just dragging on like a saga." 

Anyhow, they initially went off to see their minister - well one of them went off to see the minister 
because they were completely lost, completely bewildered. You could see the embarrassment that all 
of a sudden they're going to have to sit down there and talk to a minister, and talk about things that 
the minister wanted to know, not a lot of ballyhoo and technical jargon and so on, which we were 
trying to get an answer on. Were we going to go on with the scheme or not? 
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They came back and very reluctantly - the minister didn't come back - but very reluctantly they 
talked to me until lunchtime and really I realised that they were only talking gobbledegook, just 
filling in the time. I got pretty angry with the minister too because I felt that he'd been discourteous 
to me, that if they weren't going to meet me at the ministerial level, or with the minister present, they 
should have told me, and said, "No meeting". Because I would have said, "No meeting," I wouldn't 
have let Wayne go to that meeting. He understood perfectly the difference between him talking 
commissioner stuff and me talking minister stuff. 

So this grew around Canberra that I wanted to do things differently and I believed we had to do 
things differently. Don't forget we'd been through all the trauma of the iron ore thing and the export 
embargo and all that type of thing. I was no novice at negotiating with the Commonwealth 
government, when you remember what I've told you about the saga of the Ord River. I probably was 
there more than any other minister and even more than the Premier himself because of the number of 
things that I had to negotiate. 

It was Doug Anthony in a throw-away-line, in a drink in the Cabinet ante-room actually (that's the 
federal Cabinet anteroom) who said, "You know Charles," he said, "we regard you in Canberra as 
the highest paid public servant in Australia." I didn't quite comprehend at the start what he meant, 
and then he qualified and explained it, the fact that I got involved in these things that they believed 
were public servants' things. I objected because I felt that I was a public servant. I felt that if I 
thought the minister should be involved in something, no matter how menial it might be, he had to 
be involved. 

His attitude, admittedly in a light-hearted sort of a way, summarised the attitude. Now I suppose if 
you were prepared to engage the staff and you were prepared to cultivate people at a higher level, 
you could do more of that. Don't forget we were fairly frugal with our staff. It wasn't easy to get 
people on the payroll, especially if you wanted to bring in specialist people and bypass the system. 
You didn't get too far in those days, either with the Public Service Commissioner, or with the 
Treasury, or with the Premier. 

I think that was one of our strengths that we eventually built up around us a team of people who we 
could trust and I'd like to think they trusted us. I'm sure they respected what we tried to do because I 
can't remember any case, with one exception, where ministers weren't able to implement the 
government policies. You do it better if you've got a public service that is experienced at this sort of 
thing, and having said their piece, and having been told, "Well this is the way we go," that they then 
show you how to go that way. It's their job to go out and marshall their forces right down to the 
lower levels to say, "This is the government, this is its policies, let's get excited about it." 

So I probably had a unique experience and I had a lot of public servants around me who were just as 
excited about what we were doing as I was. It's a tremendous thing, especially when you're calling on 
them to do lots and lots of weekends and strange things when other people are having a Monday 
holiday and that sort of thing. That's where we built up the reputation internationally that you could 
work seven days a week in Perth and see a minister if you had to. 
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I think that answers the situation. It developed over the years. Don't forget I had that long stretch of 
12 years as a minister and then came back again with another eight years as a Premier. It was that 
twelve years as a minister where I think the reputation grew up that I was more of a public servant 
than a minister. 

RI The Brand/Court Government has been summed up in the Current Affairs 
Bulletin in April of 1969. They unfortunately do not identify who has written this. He is merely 
called "the author is a university professor, with a special interest in Western Australia". That 
summary sums up the progress that had occurred in Western Australia that we've talked about 
before, the great growth in population, the migration, the much heavier rate of migration being 
attracted to this State, the building that was going on and all that sort of thing. It then goes into the 
parliamentary side and how the government operated in that sphere. The comment is passed: 

In Western Australia the traditional role of institutions such as Governor, Parliament and political 
parties, appears to be increasingly subordinated to the new priorities associated with 
'development'. The institutions look anachronistic in the context of vast contracts for mineral 
exploitation and staggering economic statistics. While capital is being attracted in large sums from 
United States, Japan, West Germany as well as great Britain, and while there is talk of 
concessions, franchises, conditional arrangements, and overriding demands for secrecy, theoretical 
talk in defence of Parliament, the rights of the electorate or the rule of law falls on barren ground. 
The Executive Government clearly takes the decisions; suggestions that a slow-moving 
Parliament should determine the destiny of the state, or that there should be increased 
parliamentary checks on Executive power, are seen as old-fashioned impediments 
to 'progress'.' 2 

Is that an accurate summary of the feelings? 

COURT I don't think it is. I don't doubt the sincerity of the person saying it, but he 
obviously didn't understand so far as the coalition government was concerned. I can't speak for 
Labor, although they have their caucus which is much more powerful than our backbench members. 
But had he known of what went on in the party room, for instance, and the way things had to be 
explained and the amount of follow-up that occurred where you had members that weren't altogether 
satisfied with the explanation in the party room, in my experience this was going on all the time. 

I was rather proud of the fact, and I hope other ministers were the same, that we made so much time 
available for people who might have a concern. Now I make no bones about it that there were many 
times when members who would come to me, they might be a little bit timid to raise their voice in 
the party room and would come to me and say, "Look I didn't quite understand what was decided 
today. I didn't quite understand what you were putting forward and why." Now I never resented that 
because it was terribly important that we go forward with people understanding what we were doing. 

1 Current Affairs Bulletin, Vol. 43, No. 10, 7 April 1969, p.  166. 
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I know it appears as though we were bulldozing forward all the time, but we were doing good things. 
There were times when some of our members might be a little concerned that we were more 
concerned about the hundred million pound, two hundred million dollar schemes and so on, 
according to the currency of the day. They would then talk in the most basic terms about "my" 
electorate, "my" schools, "my" hospitals, in their electorates and so on, and they'd tell you pretty 
bluntly, "It's all right for you, but I've got to live with these people," and fair enough. 

The classic member was Brian Sodeman. He was the best member of Parliament I have ever known. 
I wanted him to come into the ministry, but because he had such a huge electorate and because he 
was so dedicated to doing it, and because he realised that only he on the spot could do it, he (to his 
credit in some ways, to our disadvantage) refused a portfolio. Now he would have driven the other 
ministers mad in Cabinet. That would suit me fine (I was Premier at the time) because you need 
some people there that study their minutes and other people's minutes carefully, and know what 
they're talking about when they make a proposition to the Parliament, and are prepared to face up 
and answer the criticisms, both to their colleagues in Cabinet or to the backbench members. 

The two outstanding people that I had while I was Premier in that regard were Grayden and Medcalf. 
They both not only presented their own minutes with a full knowledge of what they were talking 
about, and they could take on questions at random, and answer them intelligently and completely, 
but they also studied the other ministers' minutes, because don't forget every minister gets a copy of 
every minute in advance. That's every minister's submission to Cabinet goes to the other ministers 
before Cabinet. So they have at least from Friday till Monday to study them. Now it's only human 
nature that some do it better than others. 

END OF TAPE 100 SIDE B 
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COURT It's tedious work reading minutes, especially if it's a long submission with a 
lot of supporting data. But it's the responsibility of every minister to know what he's agreeing to. 

They were not the only ones that raised queries, but in particular they consistently raised queries. I 
used to sit back very smug in the thought that although I'd sat up half the night making sure I knew 
what was in all of the minutes, these two had a knack of raising the very questions that test out a 
minister. Now what did he mean by this or that? How does this fit in with policy? and that sort of 
thing. Now these people are worth their weight in gold to a Premier because he doesn't feel like a 
one-man band raising questions on every minute. Plus the fact I think I've explained to you I used to 
go through all the minutes, usually on Sunday nights right until after midnight often, but go through 
them and contact ministers during the night to get clarification so that it saved time next meeting, or 
the minister could come better prepared or something of that kind. 

You know it's a total process, and I was very pleased to hear Richard saying the other day at a 
gathering that their Cabinet meetings took so much longer than the Labor Party. Now they used to 
amaze me how they somehow or other were giving interviews to the media by mid or early 
afternoon. I found that subsequently they meet at ten. We used to meet a little bit later. But they seem 
to be giving interviews on the radio and that at a very short time after the meeting had literally 
started. I didn't find that altogether good, and it's come out now in the Royal Commission that 
ministers are now claiming, including Dr Lawrence, that they shouldn't be held responsible 
collectively for these decisions, which I dismiss completely. They are collectively responsible and I 
think that was a terrible thing the Royal Commission did to virtually let them off the hook with that. 
If a minister didn't get a proper explanation he should have got one, demanded one. It's a very simple 
thing. 

Richard, in talking to the 500 Club yesterday, made this point by way of explanation, it doesn't suit 
the media. It's very cosy if you can be talking to the Premier and ministers, say two o'clock, three 
o'clock at the latest, as against you've got a Cabinet that's still sitting at five. Sometimes we went till 
eight o'clock, nine o'clock. The important thing was as Premier, and Dave Brand the same, you want 
to insist that everyone knew what they were deciding because of collective responsibility. 

So when you look at the total machine, if it's working properly (if it's working properly) your 
backbench meetings are meaningful and you're accessible. You'd be surprised at the effect of the 
backbench members, for instance, who are all representing a constituency, and all go to make up the 
government, how effective that can be. 

Now I gather that over the last ten years that hasn't applied to the same extent. The explanation given 
in one quarter was that they have this policymaking and policing segment of quite considerable size 
in the Premier's Department under Marcelle Anderson, who I hear a lot about but I've never met. If 
you get a body like that that usurps the powers of even the departments themselves then, of course, 
the system's not working because it's only when the elected people are in touch and you get the 
ministers that take it seriously and are in touch and are close to the problems, that you really get the 
Westminster system working. 
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If you set up some bureaucratic organisation, especially when it's got political appointments in it, 
you're not getting government under the Westminster system. So the article you referred to, 
presumably referring to the Brand era, or even my own period that followed.... 

RJ No, not your own. It was written in '69. 

COURT Yes, well it surprises me because David Brand in particular and Watts, with 
all the problems we had with him, Watts the same, were very anxious that people knew what we 
were doing. Now there's great strength in people knowing what you're doing. If they know and they 
don't do anything about it, they have to accept the responsibility for that. Now I know many times 
when we were dealing with these very complex negotiations, and you realise the party meetings 
when Parliament is sitting are under a lot of pressure. You don't get a chance to give two hours to 
this and two hours to that. You've got a comparatively short time, and you learn to condense it down 
to the basics. 

Now there were some things of complexity, not only with my portfolio, but I remember a couple of 
things with Public Works, for instance, a couple of things with Traffic, where Dave sensed - and in 
my own case if I was sitting in the chair - sensed that some of the backbench members had 
reservations. Cabinet ministers, of course, had been through it in detail in the meeting because of the 
system we used. 

In that case many were the times when arrangements were made for people who wanted to, to meet 
the minister and the Premier, or whoever was presiding, in most cases myself, would fix the time 
and the place on the spot where they had their meeting. Most times that item would be deferred until 
the next time, then up it would come. Then Jones, Smith, Brown, whoever it was that was virtually 
the leader of the backbench people interested, or the minister, would report on the fact we have met, 
we're satisfied, or we have met and we weren't satisfied. By which time you can be assured that the 
minister would have been back to Cabinet and before we even had the party meeting while the 
Parliament was sitting, before we'd even had the party meeting, the minister would no doubt, where 
he'd run into trouble (I remember a couple of classic cases), have been back to Cabinet on the 
Monday (bearing in mind we were going to have the party meeting on the Tuesday when Parliament 
was sitting) and said, "Look I've run into trouble for these reasons." He'd often say: "Look I think 
they've got a point and I've brought in the commissioner, or I've brought in the departmental head 
and we can vary this to meet everybody's wishes." So when we went to the party meeting on 
Tuesday, the report would be very brief because all of this would have been ironed out, or 
sometimes, not often, sometimes the matter would not have proceeded because they were not 
satisfied. The minister would be told to go back and start again. 

So it was going on all the time and I was rather proud of it because I felt comfortable about it. Now, 
true, there were times when I could only meet the members after the House rose and there were some 
classic times when that was three in the morning, but even if that was inconvenient the members 
never complained, they never complained, they regarded it as part of the game. If the minister could 
work at three in the morning, well why couldn't they? So there would be quite a few occasions where 
the arrangement would be made for the minister to meet the members when Parliament rose. Now if 
Parliament rose at ten o'clock, it was comfortable, eleven o'clock, twelve o'clock was early. Okay a 
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bit rough, one and two o'clock, but the classic one, and I only remember one occasion, it was three 
a.m., and we still had our meeting. 

Now the people were pretty sensible about it. They're like soldiers in a unit. If the officers are doing 
their share, they won't ever complain. If the officers, wanting it soft, make the soldiers do the dirty 
work, well then you do get complaints. 

Now they knew that I had to be at work next morning, so they accepted it. They didn't have to be at 
work next morning. But it was going on all the time and I defy anyone in our term to honestly say 
that they were denied the opportunity to question an action. Now that's the Westminster system at 
work. 

RJ But an outside observer is not going to know about that. You're talking about 
people seeing you after Parliament, the detailed discussions in the Cabinet room. No-one is privy to 
that. The other thing is what about when Parliament was not sitting? 

COURT Well, you were still having your party meetings regularly. Don't forget the 
members, especially those with distant electorates, used that time to consolidate their position within 
their electorates. Often they'd spend that time getting to know more about the requirements of their 
electorates. So when you had party meetings, they were longer and in some ways more fruitful 
because members would come back steamed up with ideas and would want to know what the 
government was going to do. 

We had a very good system of anticipating the legislation that was coming up, not in detail, but in 
broad principle so that the basic principles could be established. A lot of it, administrative matters, of 
course, would come up at those times which you weren't able to deal with so well when the House 
was sitting because the bell of the House would ring and that was the end of the party meeting. So 
that was a limiting factor. 

But at the other meetings in between which, say they were once a month, if something urgent arose, 
could be more frequently, but I can't remember them ever being more distant than once a month, you 
had more time and the members, it was at their will, more or less, as to what should be discussed. 
Now there was a natural pattern that at those meetings the smaller issues, the parish pump type 
issues, would come to the surface more than they would during the parliamentary session. 

So the machinery went on just the same. Ministers who were wise would be getting legislation 
approved in advance. If you had a big project and you were going to bring in the legislation, it was 
very nice to be able to do it in the more leisurely atmosphere at that time, explain it in more detail, so 
that when the Parliament was sitting you had quite a portfolio of Bills and motions and other things 
that had been rehearsed and discussed in anticipation. Some ministers have a bad habit of leaving it 
all to the finish and so you just clutter up the meetings, you clutter up the notice paper. It's much 
harder than you might think to regulate a notice paper. You do your best as a Premier and some of 
the others to even out the load, but it doesn't quite work like that. 
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Parliament's no different to a gathering of citizens. You go to a public meeting, you go to a local 
government meeting. When they first bring on business on the agenda there's a mighty lot of talk 
goes on, and a lot of it is extraneous. But when you get towards the end and there's a time factor, and 
business has got to be disposed of, well then people start to get down to the nitty-gritty and you find 
business moving much faster. Parliament's no exception to that. 

It may be we spent more time on the address-in-reply, more time on the budget than other 
governments, but that again was a safety valve. Many times I've been at party meetings, that's branch 
meetings, and I've heard the complaint raised that their local member doesn't get a chance to be heard 
enough and that sort of thing. Well I used to deal with it pretty severely, whether the member was 
there or not, and explain that the very nature of the system we were working under has some inbuilt 
protections for the backbench member. On the address-in-reply he can talk on everything from pins 
to elephants. When you're on the general debate of the estimates, you can talk again on everything 
from glider clips to castles or grandiose things. There's no limit on what you can talk about. 

When you're on the estimates, again if you're particularly zealous and you're interested in the total 
budget, there's dozens of times when you can talk on the different detailed estimates, quite apart 
from your one important speech on the general estimates debate. You then break down to each 
department and you have the right to make a general comment on that particular department. Then 
you get on to the items. People say, "Oh but they didn't discuss that one at all." I'd explain, "That's 
the fault of the members." 

You might bring up health, which is a big one, and there mightn't be very many speakers on it, 
although there'd been a lot of gripes. In many cases that meant the gripes had been fixed up. If the 
member was zealous, he could talk to every item. Now they don't because they've got other 
commitments and they know the answers anyhow. But where there's some particular problem, it's the 
fault of the member. It's the fault of the member if he doesn't get an answer. 

But I have to say (and this is not the fault of the government, this is the fault of the members) we 
used to have a famous item in the Treasury estimates called "Miscellaneous". One famous member 
always used to say, "I'll wait till we get to the miskellaneous" [sic]. In all the time I was there he 
never ever pronounced it any differently. We had quite a few people like that in the old days, they 
wouldn't have them today, but they were a reflection of their times, when they went to school and so 
on, but when we got to "miskellaneous" [sic] he used to have the time of his life because you could 
go through this great list of items. It's got everything: girl guides, boy scouts, St John's Ambulance, 
all of the items that don't have a particular departmental line of their own, and they come into this 
group known as "Miscellaneous". They have their own pet charities, and so on. 

Now we'd spend hours on that. I've actually gone for two days on that. You're itching to go, to get on 
to the important things, but it's no secret, a lot of members talk on those items, (a) because it's good 
stuff to promulgate in the local rags and to talk about at their branch meetings and in their electorate, 
and secondly it doesn't take any research. That's why the dread of any government is legislation to do 
with bets, beer and dogs. You bring on anything to do with bets, beer and dogs, boy oh boy, you're 
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really in for trouble because everyone can talk on it, and everyone's an authority on it without doing 
any homework. So you really run into troubles. Plus the fact that especially when you get on to dogs, 
as soon as it bobs up in the paper, you can bet that every member's being hammered by his own local 
people, if they have any special gripes about dogs: those that want to get rid of dogs and those that 
want dogs to be loved by everybody. 

If you want any proof of what I say, you go and look at the comments of Jim Clarko on alsatians. He 
had an alsatian and he really loved this dog. So we always knew that if we got involved with 
anything to do with alsatians, which seemed to be the most controversial dog of all, or dogs 
generally, that this alsatian of his would come up. You can almost see him going home after 
Parliament and the dog waiting there to give him a kiss, this very faithful, lovely, loving, gentle 
alsatian. Jim became famous about this alsatian of his. 

You must realise you're dealing with a cross-section of people. Now they will say, "Oh well, the 
government was always in a hurry to get out of the Parliament." They don't stay there longer than 
they've got to. On the other hand the members have got a responsibility to rationalise their use of 
time as well as the government. David Brand and myself probably used the gag less than any other 
Premiers. I'd say that with conviction. We rarely ever used the guillotine. Dave used to get me mad 
sometimes. You knew that the opposition was just playing with the thing and just dragging it on 
using every device there was. You'd say, "Isn't it about time we gave this the chop?" But no, he'd sit 
there. The fewer times you used the gag, the fewer times you used the guillotine, the more effective 
it is when you use it, so we were very sparing with it. I've had times when the opposition has come to 
me, some Labor people have come to me and said, "Look we've had enough of this, and our people 
are just playing 'SB's', so why don't you chop it off?" I said, "No, when they're ready we'll go home." 

These are the things that go on which the average person doesn't understand. It's not like a footy 
match where you see it all played out on the field. The training sessions, of course, are different, but 
the actual play is in full view and people see exactly what happens: somebody's lazy, somebody 
works better than others, somebody performs better than others. But it's not like that. I speak up in 
defence of the Westminster system, if it's allowed to work. There's nothing wrong with the system, 
there's only something wrong with the people that administer. It's like the Australian Constitution, 
it's a good one. The thing that's wrong with the Australian Constitution is the people administering it 
and wanting to manipulate it. 

So the Westminster system, which we've seen toyed with and virtually ignored over the last ten 
years, is a very good one. 

What I tell you about these party meetings and other things is ever so true. Now don't forget the 
opposition members, who you might say we haven't heard anything about them yet, they've got the 
same devices. They have their party meetings. The Labor caucus, of course, is very powerful. They 
can actually direct their government if they want to, that's why they've got to accept a lot of 
responsibility for WA Inc. because they, under their rules, could have directed their ministers any 
time. They could have directed their government. They must have known the unease in the 
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community about what was happening. So they've got to accept a share of the blame. In our day, they 
weren't silent. Even when the Parliament wasn't sitting and they couldn't ask questions, many of 
them would write in wanting explanations for things. Many of them would seek appointments. 

Now I defy any of them [the Labor Party] to give an instance where they sought a legitimate 
appointment and they didn't get it. Some ministers might have been a little less helpful. I wouldn't 
say I encouraged it because you are flat out trying to do things. However, if you have any sense, you 
often learn something because they're not all stupid and they're not all one-eyed and unrealistic in 
their approaches. You'd be very foolish if you didn't listen to what they had to say. 

But I want to emphasise that if a parliamentarian is zealous and he's conscientious and he 
understands the system, there's an amazing amount of opportunities that are available. In the process 
the person can do himself a lot of good. 

Now I know when I was in opposition I was a busy beaver and I established links with all the 
departments. Sometimes I didn't bother to go to the minister, I got more out of departmental people. I 
found then for the first time that a lot of these people were only too anxious to discuss matters and to 
explain matters to you, and then when we got into government after our six years in opposition, '53-
'59, 1 knew most of these people who were fairly senior in the departments and I dealt with them on 
matters of education and works and that sort of thing. 

I was quite comfortable with the response I got. One or two departmental people I found a bit hard to 
get to, but in the main they were all pretty good, as long as you realised, of course, that they had a 
loyalty to their minister. So there was a point beyond which they couldn't go. You couldn't expect to 
discuss policy with them and it wouldn't have been right anyhow. 

But I think it's time that people were told just what is available to a member. You get the impression 
that the government just ploughs on and shuts the Parliament down, as they did during that ten years. 
They shut it down whenever it suited them and I've been very critical of the opposition during that 
ten years. If I'd have been there, the government would have had a bad, bad time, if I'd have been in 
that opposition, working the way we did. 

For instance when Tonkin was Premier in that three years from '71 to '74 and I was virtually the 
Leader of the Opposition for the whole of that time, because in the first part David Brand wasn't 
well, and then in '72 he dropped out and I became the leader, you know we used to have meetings of 
the backbench members about tactics. It was a good time to try out a few members, even people like 
Ian Thompson, who is not all that friendly towards me and those immediately around me, but he 
would tell you that we.... He was then in the opposition and we'd have meetings over Bills, when a 
member was entrusted with a Bill. We'd have meetings over the best way to attack it, and to really 
test the government out. Now that's what the system's all about, not a nonsense thing, but to 
genuinely test out the government on their legislation. 
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Ian Thompson could tell you one classic case where he was entrusted with a motion and entrusted 
with a Bill. I'm sorry, it wasn't a motion it was a Bill, and a Bill that was introduced by [Cohn] 
Jamieson in his capacity as Minister for Works. 

Now Ian came to me and wanted a bit of advice as to how to handle it because it did affect his 
electorate. He couldn't see anything very seriously wrong with it. I just took a look at it and I said, 
"Well there must be something you want to know something about, even if it's not wrong, to at least 
want to know about it. So why not ask this, and this, and this? These factors." Now this became a 
classic because having made up his mind that there was nothing seriously there to be opposed, he did 
the next thing and asked for clarification. Jamieson, who was really a very conscientious sort of a 
chap (he might not have been all that brilliant, but he was a conscientious and I believe a pretty 
honest sort of a chap), was taken aback and he said, "Well, I'll have to find out. Ijust can't quite give 
you the explanation, the information you want." 

END OF SIDE ATAPE 101 
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COURT The extraordinary thing about that was that that Bill disappeared. It never 
came up again. I've never bothered to ask, but I was interested to find out why it never came up 
again, but quite obviously answering that question for that explanation exposed something to the 
minister that he hadn't been told about by his officers and when he knew about it he wasn't prepared 
to proceed with it. I just give that as a simple example of a backbench member who, if he's doing his 
job, can be very effective. 

Now I could never get excited about these people who want to have Parliament sitting in working 
hours, who just say, "Why do they have to sit into the night? Why can't they just meet at nine and 
everybody goes home when the whistle blows at five o'clock," or something like that. It's a nonsense. 
Parliament's not like that. It was meant to be a place of discussion, a place where people parley, in 
the old term, where it got its name from. You can't fix a time on it, neither you should. You have 
certain sitting days, of course. 

Now don't forget in our day too the private members' day was sacrosanct. Wednesday was private 
members' day. Very rarely did we ever run out of private members' business, so that the government 
business could come on on a Wednesday, very rarely. So they could put on motions. They'd all have 
to have their turn. Admittedly the notice paper gets cluttered up towards the finish and some of them 
don't get the amount of time that they deserve. 

I remember in my day, when I was a backbencher and in opposition, I brought on a motion dealing 
with the air transport of meat out of Mount House Station. This experiment by the Blythe brothers 
and others, I felt was a fairly venturesome scheme, and the sort of thing we should be looking at, 
using DC3's to fly that meat out to the coast and so on. I introduced a motion there that I put a lot of 
work into, with the support of Gordon Blythe and Clive Evans, who was the senior partner in 0 L 
Haines and Co, and one or two others, the directors, and I put a lot of time into this motion. We 
didn't get very far. 

Then the government had a habit of putting it to the bottom of the list and then all the other people 
came up ahead of you to introduce theirs, and the government took its time when it would reply. I 
remember it was into the early hours of the morning and Bert Hawke came up to me and he said, 
"Charlie if you want to make yourself very unpopular with your colleagues," he said, "we'll bring 
that motion of yours on now." Now I had to make a quick decision because I knew if! didn't bring it 
on then, private members' day was going to cease. There comes a time when the government has to 
say, by proper motion, that the standing orders are suspended so far as the private members' day is 
concerned, so government business takes precedence on every day. Then private members' business 
can only be brought on if the government has a slot for it. It might be one of their own members, 
they want them to get something through. Well there's a lot of that goes on. But I realised that - and 
Ross McLarty made me privy to this - that if I didn't grab that time then that I'd be lucky if it saw the 
light of day because the House would adjourn at the end of the session, and Parliament would be 
prorogued, or something of that kind and it would just die, just drop off the bottom [of the Notice 
Paper]. 

But I always remember that and so I couldn't make all my points that I wanted to - my great words of 
wisdom and hoping that I'd be able to convince the government! But they [the Hawke Government] 
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were against the industry. Some of their points were valid, which I had to acknowledge, but on the 
other hand it was the sort of experiment that I believe governments have to do to try and find a way, 
e.g. to see if you can effectively use air transport. Today, of course, they're using air transport of a 
different kind to take stuff, fruit and vegetables out of Australia and high class fish to Tokyo. There'd 
be tons of this stuff going out by air every day, so as to capture high price markets with quality food, 
quality fruit, quality vegetables, quality fish, live crayfish and all that sort of thing, all going out by 
air today. 

But that little experiment was the thing that I was interested in. I got plenty of time initially because 
1 had unlimited time when I introduced the motion. I was able to present the case properly. The 
government could make up its mind whether it wanted to deal with it seriously or just rubbish it. 
They were anxious not to get involved in it and get it off the notice paper. They had to, under the 
standing orders, give me the right of reply when I had a time fixed by the standing orders. But I well 
remember Hawke saying to me. "If you want to be very unpopular with your colleagues we'll bring 
that on now." Well as far as I was concerned I couldn't care what time it was. I made a much shorter 
and much less effective speech than I otherwise would have. 

But they are just the bits of byplay that go on. But it doesn't affect the principle. If people are 
working for the whole of the time that Parliament's sitting, bearing in mind you've got the address-in-
reply immediately Parliament opens. You've then got the estimates in due course. You've got the 
right of private members' day. Don't forget YOU dictate what's in YOUR motion for private 
members' day, not the government, whether you're in opposition or government backbench. 

So I blame members themselves a lot for not taking full advantage of it. Don't forget a backbencher 
that is demanding his rights is also building up his own stature. If he's doing the right thing on the 
address-in-reply, on the estimates, on private members' business, and in questions. By the way (if 
questions are being treated seriously), he's got a pool of valuable information to take back to his 
electorate - not only to his own branch, but his electorate, and feed this in. If he's talking at various 
functions, if he's an active member, there'll be plenty of occasions when he can bring up what he's 
done, or what he's asked. It mightn't be anything to do with his electorate, but he can demonstrate 
what he's done. 

I found, for instance, when I was in opposition, before we became the government, and I used to be 
trying to get out into the remoter areas of the State, that was tremendous stuff when I went to address 
the women's section of the branch or maybe a church men's fellowship or something of that kind. 
They were interested. It had a real 'life' about it. You'd actually been to the place you were talking 
about and were able to put forward your ideas as to what you would do if you were given the chance. 

So I get very, very testy with people who say they haven't got the opportunity to perform. I hope I've 
convinced you, but there's no-one else to listen. 

RJ [Laughs] Well, we hope we're not doing this just for the two of us. 
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COURT I do get very testy with people who condemn the system without knowing, 
instead of condemning the people operating the system, and members who don't take full advantage 
of it. 

RJ Some specific points though about the parliamentary process that this author 
has made, that there were only 50 sitting days a year; that there had been lip service paid to the value 
of an ombudsman, but the government refused to establish that office; that there was not one 
parliamentary standing committee of any significance; there was no public accounts committee; and 
there was no parliamentary inquiry through committee into Public Works. There weren't any 
parliamentary committees for detailed consideration of legislation. "It is clear that the government is 
sensitive to what is said in Parliament, and much is said well, but it does its best to minimise its 
effect."1  

COURT Well, up until the time that he's talking about, none of the Australian 
parliaments had many committee systems working. It was during the Brand Government that we 
introduced, of course, the committee with statutory backing on matters of finance. That became a 
very important committee, which was taken very seriously by the people who got on to it because it 
was a very good way of trying to establish yourself as a potential minister. 

So we brought in that committee. We were very specific about its powers and David Brand, quite 
rightly, with his usual common sense about these things, wanted it brought in gently at the start so 
that we could start to feel it out. With these things you can give but you can't take away powers. It's 
like old age pensions, you can always add a bit on, but you try taking something away! Hence the 
good advice that we got from Treasury officers going back in the early days: give a little and often. 
Don't give the lot in one lump because you can never take back. Very hard to withdraw concessions, 
like for travel or anything like that at all. It becomes a fixture almost the day you announce it. 

But what the author has overlooked is that there is always the right of the Parliament, either House, 
to create select committees. They could be created by the Parliament without having to have a 'vote', 
a financial vote. If the Parliament created a select committee, it created a select committee and there 
was a very clear procedure laid down for its secretariat, as well as the understood rule that the mover 
of the motion became the chairman. He didn't have to be, but if he so elected he became the 
chairman by convention, which is fair enough, because he should know most about the subject 
matter. 

But these things were there to be used. In those days we used to use the committee of managers more 
often than they appeared to later on. I know in my first term in Parliament I wondered what I'd struck 
when I got on to these committees of managers of both Houses, especially when I was serving with 
Keith Watson on a couple of those. But yes, there were no sort of formal committees. But that 
doesn't stop the vigilance of the members. A member has a right to study the Bills. Why should you 
transfer it to a committee? I know the federal Parliament use it a lot and they boast about their 

1lbid 
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committee system. When they introduced legislation into the House, I believed it was my 
responsibility as the member for Nedlands when I was in opposition, to study that Bill and discuss it 
with my colleagues. It was discussed in our party meetings, our opposition party meetings. 

So it's very easy to say let's form a committee to consider the Bill. You then get the people who sit 
back and say, "Oh, I accept the committee's recommendation," and didn't even bother to read the 
Bill, if the truth was known. But you can delegate to these committees. I know it might sound a good 
thing to do, but once you set up a committee to study legislation, I can tell you the vigilance of the 
individual members, in opposition in particular, will relax because they'll say, "Oh the committee's 
having a look at it and the members of the committee are good blokes and they'll pick up any things 
that are wrong with it." Will they? They might pick up things that they think are wrong with it, but 
will they pick up the things that you think are wrong with it? 

RJ But it does mean a closer scrutiny of the legislation. Isn't it likely that in the 
process legislation could be improved? 

COURT But does it mean that? Does it mean that? 

Ri It's probably more likely than individual members looking at it, Sir Charles, 
because the amount of material that goes through their hands. 

COURT Well, don't forget the members of that committee are individual members. 
They won't be ministers, in the main. Rarely do you see a minister on those things. So it's the same 
backbenchers that are on that committee. I'm not denying the value of these things. I'm not denying 
the integrity, or the sincerity of the people on it. But I do question whether we're right to partially, at 
least, absolve a member from the responsibility of looking at the legislation. 

Don't forget I was in opposition for six years and then for three years, and I was a backbencher for 
part of that time. Even when I was a frontbencher of the opposition, for the second three years, I still 
looked at all the legislation. I regarded myself as in opposition and virtually an individual in 
opposition as part of the team. The fact that I might have been on the frontbench at the request of 
Ross McLarty didn't, in my mind, while in opposition, absolve me from looking at the legislation. 

I was in a different position when I became a minister because I was seeing all the legislation as it 
went through Cabinet, and then into the party room. But I don't get excited about these committees. 
If there's anything of a very special nature, not a routine nature, but of a very special nature, then the 
Parliament has it within itself to set up a committee to study that. That sort of thing I'm in favour of 
because their attention will be focussed on that particular issue and it will be done properly, 
dependent, of course, on the competence and the integrity of the people concerned. Once you get this 
general idea of referring legislation to a committee I've got very, very serious doubts. 
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Also, the other thing that I used to encourage was backbench members, as well as ministers, but 
backbench members in particular, if they saw a Bill had a particular interest for a particular industry 
or group of people - it might be RSPCA, it might be for a sporting body, or it might be a religious 
body or something, to encourage them to send a copy to those people. You'd be amazed how little 
response you got. I used to be a holy terror for sending these things out. Then it could be the 
Employers' Federation, in those days, could be the Chamber of Manufactures, it could be the 
farmers, it could be anybody at all. I used to do this as a service, and at the same time as a source of 
information. 

Now you'd be amazed how seldom there was a response until I got on to the chairman or the 
president of the organisation or somebody like that and said, "What do you think of the Bill?" and he 
said, "What Bill?" Then you found that his bureaucrats within his own organisation hadn't sent it on, 
or the person that got it had put it away hoping to read it one night when he got into bed and he was 
wanting something to put him off to sleep. 

I don't exaggerate when I say that. Until you went along and stirred it up, say, "Now what is your 
attitude? What do you think about this?" and sometimes you'd find no problem. "The government 
discussed it with us," or, "We agree to it, or we agree to the principles." Many times the government 
would have discussed it with that particular body and they were supportive of it. Well, that was all 
right, it was good, but it did show the people that the Parliament was working, the system was 
working. 

Can I come back to this point that I think I made fairly early in our discussions, and that's a long time 
ago, that when I went into Parliament I expected them all to be eager beavers. It's a hard place to get 
into and an easy place to get kicked out of. I thought they'd be all eager beavers and I was staggered 
at the fact that the percentage of eager beavers was exactly the same as the community. I suppose 
that's fair enough because they are a cross-section of the community. Some of them were busy, busy, 
full of questions, never satisfied, always wanting to know more and others said, "Oh well, somebody 
must have worked it out, must be all right." That's the great danger. So don't condemn the system 
without having a good look at the people running it. 

RJ But why only 50 days a year that the House met? 

COURT I'd question that. I'd question that because we used to sit much longer than, 
for instance, the Labor Party did in this last ten years. I'd question whether we only sat 50 days in the 
year. In any case you don't sit any more than you need to for the business you've got to do because 
the government is there administering the State all the time. Take the period when I was Minister for 
Development and the North West and the Railways. You can imagine how busy you were. 

But you have to plan your life around the Parliament to make sure that you do attend. You get pairs 
when you want it, it might be for an hour, it might be for a whole day as the case may be. But I 
would question that figure of 50 in the days of the Brand Government and then in my own 
government. 
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RJ Well it's not, of course, talking about your own government. 

COURT No. But we had the usual panics for legislation at the finish, but don't forget 
that was usually due to the fact that people talked too much at the start. 

RJ I could get that checked out anyway because I'm sure the statistics are 
available through ....  1  

COURT But I would be surprised if.... See they were sitting three days a week until 
you got towards the end when you might sit four, on rare occasions more than four. But you only 
have to sit for the extent that is necessary to cover your business because there are a lot more things 
than the Parliament itself. 

The House of Commons has, over the years, gradually extended its sitting so that it's almost all the 
time in session. That's not necessarily a good thing, NOT necessarily a good thing. But I think you 
do have to have a cut-off point so that the Parliament meets for specific purposes and gets down to 
business, concentrates on that business. Otherwise I find in UK, for instance, the only people that I 
found that were interested in going to the Commons would be tourists who wanted to hear Margaret 
Thatcher answer questions, or in earlier days hear Churchill answer questions. They had somebody 
they wanted to say, "I saw him," or "heard her," as the case may be. I never identified many locals 
and any of those people racing in saying, "Goody, goody, we must get into the House of Commons 
today." There were the followers, but in the main they were people visiting, Americans who looked 
with amazement and Australians and others all wanting to say, I'd been there. 

RJ Why oppose the appointment of an ombudsman? 

COURT Well, here again people go overboard to these positions as though some 
person is going to be omnipotent, that's going to be able to make these decisions. Neither Dave 
Brand nor I could get very excited about it because we couldn't understand why people weren't 
getting things properly dealt with, with all the facilities that we had, with all the processes of law, the 
availability of Parliament and parliamentarians where people were being improperly or unfairly dealt 
with. I found they were pretty effective, but everyone went overboard. 

The reason why John Tonkin made such a fuss about this, he used to get on to these things and then 
they'd become a real thing with him. It [the Ombudsman] was a name either invented or part of the 
language, I'm not sure, in one of the Scandinavian countries. Then we got this strange name. 
Everyone comes up with these things as though it's going to solve everything, and they don't. 

1 The figures are available in The Parliament of Western Australia Digest, 1988,   No. 16. pp. 9-10. The matter was 
also discussed further, p.  1327 this transcript. 
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But eventually we had one. We gave him (or her as the case may be), we gave the position certain 
special rights and privileges to operate. 

In the main, in my time, they operated with a great degree of good sense, but I found later on they 
were always seeking more powers. That made me pretty suspicious. They're still seeking more 
powers and they're still giving more jobs to the ombudsman. It's very convenient to pass these things 
over to somebody else. I'm a great believer in the people who have the responsibility being seen to 
have the responsibility and found out if they don't exercise their responsibility. Lovely to transfer 
these things to parliamentary committees and transfer things to the ombudsman. Then have another 
ombudsman. You'll have ombudsmen for tiddly winks and traffic offences and goodness only knows 
what. Then you'll have a competition between ombudsmen as to who the senior ombudsman is. Who 
should get the most pay. If I sound a bit cynical about it, it's because I'm something of the realist. I 
don't like shufting these things off. It's like governments, when they find something's too hard, they 
have an inquiry. They hope that they'll come up with some magic solution, and if they don't they 
have another inquiry. 

That's why I was always so tough on consultants, bringing in outside consultants because, as I used 
to say to my colleagues, in the first report they're going to tell you why there must be a bigger, a 
better and more far-reaching, more searching, more demanding report, and hey presto, they're off. 
[claps] So I used to get very, very critical and that's one of the reasons why when we brought in 
consultants we used to make it a condition that where practicable they had to use some of our own 
people. 

When we brought in Lilienthal to do some work, he wanted to set up an office, start a new office in 
Perth, because he could see so much work here for him. I had to say to him in very polite, but firm 
terms, "No, we're not prepared to sign up with you as a consultant, full stop. We brought you here to 
have a look at Pilbara, just to see what we'd done, as a man of great wisdom and great prestige, a 
man who has done great things in this very big canvas that we're looking at. We brought you in to 
look at that." 

While he was here this question of underground water came up. 

RJ We have covered this before. 

COURT In that case, I just make the point, that we insisted that when his man came 
out here, he had to work with our proven people, who might not have had the international 
experience that he'd had, but had good local experience, so that when he went away (the same thing 
happened to Walter Scott when he did the work on the railways), there was a residue of local people 
that had benefited from that experience. But boy, oh boy, they can really land you into never-ending 
commitments. 

A classic example was when the Labor Party appointed Alan Smith to be the Railway Royal 
Commissioner. Then it went on and on and caused tremendous disaffection within the railways. 
Then he applied, because of the nature of his work, to be a permanent Royal Commissioner for the 
Railways. So the first thing I had to do was to tell my dear friend Alan (of whom I'm very fond, and 
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he's still around, nearly blind the poor man, but I'm always very fond of Alan), as Minister for 
Railways, that he better start winding things up and if he had any unfinished reports to put them in 
quickly. I gave him the date when it ended, because you had to get it [the Royal Commission] out of 
the railway system. You had this wailing wall that everyone could go to. 

END OF TAPE 101 SIDE B 
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COURT From all I've said, you'll have got the message loud and clear that I believe the 
system, the Westminster system, if practised, is a good system, but like all systems it's only as good 
as the people who operate it. That applies to their efficiency, it applies to their integrity, it applies to 
their sincerity. If they believe in the system, even if they're not all that bright, they'll try and let it 
work, try and make it work. But if they don't believe in the system, and they're only concerned about 
their own comfort and convenience and any lack of embarrassment that might come from 
suppressing the system, well then the system can't work. There never was a system in private 
business, audit systems, anything at all, that was foolproof. They're all only as good as the people 
operating them, just like our constitution. 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court, held in the Alexander Library Building 
on 26 May 1993. 

Sir Charles, we were talking about the number of days of sitting during the Brand Government in 
Parliament, and I did say I'd check the figures. The figures show that for, as an average, in the 12 
years of the Brand Government, Parliament sat for 52.6 days each year. During the Tonkin 
Government it was 70.3 days. In the Court Government it was 57.6 days and for the Burke 
Government up to the end of 1988 it was 535,1  which was not dissimilar to the Brand Government. 

COURT Well, as always you were right. It's good that you check these things up, but I have to 
say that there's nothing really remarkable about the sitting days, especially when you refer to the time 
of Brand and Court. I have already told you that David Brand and I had a strange feeling about using 
the gag, using the guillotine. You'll find in the life of our governments that we used them very, very 
sparingly indeed. Sometimes the House sat for hours and hours and hours unnecessarily but purely 
because the opposition was being what it was. We still adhered to the rule that we'd use the 
guillotine and we'd use the gag just as little as we could. I was rather proud of that. 

There were occasions when even members of the opposition would come to me privately and say, 
"Don't you think you should axe this?" In other words use the guillotine - I'm sorry, the gag. The 
guillotine, of course, is a different mechanism altogether. 

But in my particular time I know that I deliberately left the Parliament to run more than most people 
thought necessary for no other reason than making sure that neither the media nor the opposition 
could complain that we were not giving them ample time for expressing their views on Bills, on 
motions, and the like. 

I think you'll find if you check the Brand era and you also check the Court period that neither the 
media nor the opposition had any serious complaint about our shutting down of Parliament or 
ruthlessly cutting down the length of sittings. On the other hand I think you'll find under Labor they 

1 The Parliament of Western Australia Digest, 1988, No. 16, pp. 9-10. 
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did use the gag and the guillotine systems more, and particularly in Burke's day, where they regarded 
that as par for the course. He had some idea that the Parliament should only sit in ordinary business 
hours, which is ridiculous. It's not intended to be like that. However, I'm surprised that the number of 
days out of the year are as few as they are. 

But I would suggest that if you compared the work of the House you would be looking at two 
different things. I take some of the blame as Leader of the Opposition, and before that as Deputy 
Leader of the Opposition, during the Tonkin era, because we believed that our job was to test the 
government, so we would have kept them there much longer than they wanted to be. I think had you 
had a man like Burke there in Tonkin's day, he would have chopped us off much more ruthlessly 
than Tonkin did because Tonkin, whatever one might think of him otherwise, he was very much the 
traditionalist as far as the Parliament was concerned. He was very conscious of the standing orders, 
almost to a point of being a slave to them. 

However, we had other ideas. We wanted to demonstrate that we were an alternative government, 
that we had a role to play. On more than one occasion he complained about how hard we were 
making it for him to govern. That didn't worry me. We were the opposition trying to demonstrate 
that we first of all were taking the business seriously, and secondly we were an alternative 
government. 

Ri Sir Charles, you've referred to Sir David Brand over a period of time in many ways 
and I realise that his resignation as leader of the party comes into the Tonkin premiership, but if we 
could just finish discussing Brand in the period of his government. You did say to me in a much 
earlier interview, "It was my job to look after his flanks, so he never had that worry openly".' To 
what extent was that a problem? 

COURT Not all that much, bearing in mind that he was Premier for 12 years and he was 
Leader of the Opposition before that and after it, so I had a total period as his deputy of 15 years. It 
must be an all time high in Australian politics for that to happen, and for a deputy to be so 
unquestioning in his support, bearing in mind that we were quite different in personality. We were 
different in background, different in experience, and different in capabilities in different fields. There 
were all the ingredients for a clash of personalities and wills and ideals and so on in that time. It 
never was a great problem, but all the time there were some people who were influential in the 
Liberal Party, who didn't think that he was assertive enough, that he was aggressive enough. He 
wasn't clear-cut enough about explaining our policies and the like. 

It was my job to always explain to those people that he was on course with our policies, but he was 
the captain/coach and he had to achieve them the only way they could be achieved in the field - 
coming back to the footy analogy again, you see. 

Somebody had to be available, especially where you had pressures from the business community, 
who were misreading the signs. Somebody who could, with authority, talk to them. You'll find that 

This transcript. p. 557. 
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during the whole of that period there was very little public reference to problems either within the 
parliamentary party, within the party organisation, and the reason for that was that we were always 
on top of it. I was very active in the party organisation. 

You'll find from their records that I attended and represented the leader more often than most people 
at the State Council meetings, State Executive meetings and the like. There's no secret about it, 
David didn't like them because they had some fairly strong people in those days. The organisation 
was very strong. You had some strong presidents, the times of Fred Johnston. I think I've mentioned 
before he was a very strong president with very strong ideals and ideas. He believed he was a sort of 
bastion of private enterprise and could be very, very critical of any move that he thought was being a 
little harsh on the control of industry, intrusion into industry, or the regulations we brought down, 
that type of thing. That was not a bad thing. 

The Liberal Party badly needs that sort of thing today. It's interesting that as we talk Professor Ashley 
Goldsworthy, the president of the Federal Liberal Party, is trying to get back to this in the party and 
on an official basis. But as I said on the radio the other day, in talking to - I think it was Peter 
Kennedy, very briefly, and with some reluctance, by the way, that in my day this didn't arise because 
we had the proper consultation and we did respect the lay organisation. I never stopped telling the 
members of Parliament that they had to always remember they were only in Parliament because there 
was a Liberal Party. Again, using the football analogy, a 'football club' had been formed and they 
[the MP's] were given the privilege of running on the ground wearing the club's guernsey with a 
number on their back. If that was said once it was said 100 times during the Brand/Court period. 

So we wouldn't have found this Ashley Goldsworthy thing any great deal anyhow because we were 
practising that. The only reason why Goldsworthy has had to bring it up is, for years now, Fraser and 
beyond, the Federal Parliamentary Liberal Party has believed that it was a law unto itse1f,  that once 
they were given the endorsement they could do what they damn well liked, and that's not right. 

If the party machine had been stronger, the Liberal Party wouldn't be in the situation it's in today, and 
Australia wouldn't be in the mess it's in today. 

If I can just go back a bit, just to add to my comments about David Brand. People don't realise the 
extent to which Robert Gordon Menzies talked to the organisation. There's a good reason for it. They 
refer to the days when he was omnipotent, that he was a tyrant and all that sort of thing. It's quite 
wrong. There were two Menzies eras. One was a disaster for him and for the Liberal Party, or it's 
equivalent, and having been the wartime Prime Minister to take us into the war, World War Two, he 
lost his prime ministership. He became very conscious that during that period he was in the 
wilderness, and don't forget he was in the wilderness for a long time. He realised he didn't have a 
grassroots organisation to help him in his time of need. The war hadn't finished, you know, when he 
had that famous meeting that brought together all these little organisations that professed to be 
conservative political bodies. With one exception he brought them all together and formed the 
Liberal Party. The exception, as you'll understand, was the Country Party. They still remained the 
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Country Party. The mass of other people who used to make the people giddy finding out what their 
names were and who they were and who they stood for, they were all brought together in the Liberal 
Party. 

So that when he eventually in the postwar period had that opportunity, because of the [ALP 
attempted] nationalisation of banking, he was able to go forward with a very strong grassroots 
organisation. Now he never forgot the fact that when he got back the second time he could go to bed 
at night realising that throughout Australia there was a very strong organisation that would stand up 
for him and for the cause in their various electorates, be they State or be they federal. That's 
something that has been forgotten in recent times. 

As the organisation gets weaker, the parliamentary party becomes more assertive and the more 
assertive they become the more they contribute to the Liberal Party becoming weaker because 
intelligent people within the party say, "What's the hell the use of coming to a party meeting, the 
parliamentarians give us no say in this." 

So it's important to remember that Dave Brand always respected the party. He didn't always cheer 
madly and say, "Hurrah for the Liberal Party," or "Hurrah for Fred Johnston," or somebody like that. 
But on the other hand he always respected the fact that they were the Liberal Party and we were 
endorsed by the Liberal Party. He would have reminded members, just as much as I did, that 
everything we did, we must bear in mind that we are there as the players in the game, in the real 
game, on behalf of the Liberal Party. 

Perhaps I can carry that a little further. One of the reasons why we didn't have any trouble over this 
particular issue, or no trouble that mattered really in the final analysis, was the fact that we were so 
closely in touch. We always had strong representation at State Executive, State Council, State 
conferences. We were always seen to be there. We were seen to be contributors, we were seen to 
respond to any concerns they might have. So don't get the idea that we just brushed them aside and 
bulldozed on in our most successful time, and said, "What are you griping about, we're winning and 
we're in power." Twelve years straight as a Premier is a long time. We worked hard to achieve that. 
We remained, until the last nine months of that 12 years, a pretty exciting government. There were 
things happening all the time. 

I have mentioned earlier that during that last year, particularly the last nine months, David wasn't 
very well. Only those who were close to him, like myself, knew how he was struggling to keep the 
pressure on. Now when you're in government it's again no different to playing footie, you've got to 
have the pressure on your opponents all the time. You've got to be out attacking, you've got to be 
doing things, you've got to be making decisions. If you're making decisions you rarely ever get into 
serious trouble because your opponents are yapping at your heels. While they're yapping at your 
heels you must be in front. 

So we became pretty worried in that last few months because we weren't making decisions like we 
were previously. There was a good reason for that, but David, I think, was probably just as conscious 
of it as we all were. But with the pressure he'd been under during that time, to remain Premier for 12 
consecutive years, with all those elections and be re-elected, and during the first six years only 
having a majority of one, it must have taken its toll. It was no surprise to us when we got into 
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opposition [in 1971] that he had to have so much time away from Parliament because he just wasn't 
up to it. Perhaps it would have been better had he retired - for his sake, had he retired earlier and 
been more concerned about his health. 

He was a worrier. He didn't like hurting people. He didn't like unpleasantness. That's one of the 
reasons why he didn't like going to State Council and State Executive. Some of the members of State 
Executive and State Council and the presidents could be pretty tough people, very demanding 
people. I well recall on one occasion when Fred Johnston was in the chair and he and some of the 
other lay members - don't get me wrong it wasn't only Fred, but he was the mouthpiece for them as 
the president, were upset about something that one of David's ministers was doing. They naturally 
said to David: "What are you doing about it?" 

Well, on that particular occasion they really gave him a hard time. I had to get involved because he 
collapsed at that State Council. They arranged for him to be taken home. The other minister present 
at that meeting was Arthur Griffith, the Honourable Arthur Griffith. He was Minister for Mines and 
was also our leader in the Upper House. He was very close to David on a personal basis, quite 
different to my own association with him. 

But Arthur and Dave were very close in a personal way, which is a good thing because don't forget 
Griffith was leading the Parliament in the Upper House. He was the leader of the Legislative Council 
and therefore the leader for the Liberal Party and the Country Party in the Upper 1-louse. He got very, 
very emotional on that night and was very critical of the president, Johnston, and the party. Well 
when that unpleasant incident was over, Fred Johnston wasn't the sort of man to say, "Well, I think 
we might close the meeting down and meet again." He was all for pushing on, which he did. 

I stayed, and it was a pretty tense hour or two after that because I had to then, while Dave Brand and 
Arthur Griffith were out of the way in the process of taking Dave home, 1 had to then come in boots 
and all and explain to the meeting - not condemn them for their actions, but to explain to the meeting 
what was going on. I pointed out how they were putting so much pressure on the Premier, even 
though he was performing beyond his normal expectation, and he was dealing with all of these very 
difficult situations in a government that didn't have a great big majority to depend on, and we were 
winning. 

Out of that it was one of those incidents along the road that didn't do me any harm because Fred 
Johnston wasn't altogether pleased about it because his authority had been challenged. Not so much 
his authority but the correctness of what he'd done was challenged. Again I don't want you to think it 
was only Fred Johnston who was making the attack, it was a few other influential people there. But I 
wasn't going to let them get away with it because I knew how hard we were working, I knew how 
hard I was working. I was the one that was doing all the things that were consistent with the Liberal 
Party policy. So they should be praising us rather than condemning us. If we weren't going as fast as 
they wanted us to go, if we weren't as ruthless as they wanted us to be, well that was another matter. 
But we were doing it as quick as it was physically and politically possible to do it. The public will 
only accept so much at a time. 



TAPE 102 SIDE A COURT 1332 

Well, when that meeting wound up I finished up with more friends than foes, mainly because I had 
put the picture in its proper perspective. They could understand better why David Brand was doing 
certain things. Rather than him appear to be too weak in the matter, he was being very strong and 
above all he was keeping the coalition together, and it wasn't funny when you had a man like Arthur 
Watts. He [Brand] was keeping the coalition together. 

The public didn't know anything about the internal things like you've got at the moment with Cowan 
being anything but a good deputy. The first thing about a deputy is that there's got to be unquestioned 
loyalty. We worked on the simple system of the infantry battalion, what the role of a 21C is in those 
circumstances. It's a very clear role, and if you follow that role in the political system you can't go 
wrong because the 21C deputy has got certain responsibilities for training and for the organisation 
and the administration of a battalion, or a regiment, as the case may be, so the CO can get on with 
the job of winning the war. Well, if you follow the same basic principles in a political party, you've 
got everybody in perspective. 

I think it would be fair to say that at no time in that 15 years that I was David Brand's deputy did he 
have a moment's anxiety about the loyalty of the team. That doesn't mean to say we didn't have our 
problems, but if the deputy is doing his job he smells out trouble, whether it's in the organisational 
wing, or whether it's in the parliamentary party, and he does something about it. So he wouldn't have 
had a moment's anxiety. Maybe in the first year or two when he didn't know me so well he might 
have smelt out the environment and the general feeling that he got. He was a very sensitive man in 
interpreting people and situations. He had a nose for things. So he would have made up his mind that 
he had a deputy who was going to do the right thing all the time. So he never had any moments of 
anxiety during the whole time. I can't remember him ever expressing any anxiety or having any 
reason to express anxiety about his own security. 

The government, another matter, because when we didn't have big majorities, of course, you're 
always under threat. Somebody dies, as the case of George Roberts, or somebody takes sick, or 
somebody gets upset and they start to complain about their conscience hurting them and a few other 
things like this. Those sort of symptoms can be a tremendous worry to a leader. But I like to feel that 
during the whole of that time that he never had a moment's anxiety. 

I'm responding at some length to your question because it's not something you can answer on a 
'yes'/'no' basis. Now there were times when there were rumblings within the parliamentary party. 
Again the public never knew about that. You get some members, they're not in portfolios, they're 
backbenchers, and the government's doing so well they look like being in that position for a long 
time because first of all the Country Party elect their ministers, so the leader has no say in them at all. 
He's just given a list by the Country Party. That's the ministers that they've elected and you've got to 
find a guernsey for them. But in his own case, [that is the Liberals], of course, he actually selects his 
ministers. He doesn't have any vote on them at all, apart from the deputy and the leader in the Upper 
House. Apart from that he completely makes his selection of ministers and the allocation of 
portfolios. So the backbenchers are likely to remain fairly static if the government is performing, and 
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no minister either dies or wants to be relieved of his portfolio (that doesn't happen often), or is 
performing badly when he's got to be replaced. 

END OF TAPE 102 SIDE A 
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COURT In all of this you have to understand that we had a coalition. The Country Party were 
very conscious of the fact that they were a minority and they had to assert themselves. They had to 
assert themselves in the eyes of their constituents. In those days they had no ambitions about the city 
at all. They had no ambitions about the fringe of the city. They regarded themselves as a country 
party, full stop. 

So they had to be seen to be asserting themselves. Their leader, in particular, had to be seen as 
asserting himself on behalf of country people. Now he had a problem because he had backbenchers 
too, not many, but he had backbenchers. They wanted to be seen to be asserting themselves. You'd 
have more trouble from them wanting to make provocative statements in the rural areas than you 
would with the CP leader, frankly, because ultimately he had the responsibility of keeping his team 
together as part of the total coalition. 

But it was always David Brand who had to carry the public reaction to any of these little escapades. 
That's a very wearing thing to a sensitive man. A F Watts didn't have those sensitivities at all; he 
wasn't a man like that. He would not be very helpful to David. Again it was always Dave having to 
deal with a Country Party problem. I don't say that in a critical way because that's how the cookie 
crumbles when you're playing a game, when you've got a coalition, whereas the Labor Party only 
ever had the one party; with their factions, of course, but outwardly they only had the one party. 

So these things, knowing how sensitive he was, they used to worry him because I know when he 
used to talk to me, and he talked to me a lot. That's one thing I have to say, he reciprocated the fact 
that I was playing the true role of a deputy, as well as the other problems I had as Railways initially 
and then Industrial Development, North West. So I always felt that I was fully informed. That's 
terribly important and another sign of a good leader, the fact that he made sure you knew what was 
going on. If there were any tantrums around the place, he'd make sure you knew quickly there was a 
problem with a particular member or a group of members, as the case may be, because it was my job 
to sort it out. 

He was always very anxious to face up to any problem. If somebody was disgruntled, he had a very 
simple philosophy that the only way you'd ever resolve it would be to face that problem and put it on 
the table and get it cleaned up. In most cases it would be a storm in a teacup, other cases it was more 
serious than that, depending on the nature of the gripe, or the character and personality of the person 
who was causing the trouble. 

Anything to do with the Country Party, he invariably used to get me to sit in when he talked to 
A F Watts. There was good reason for that. He used to encourage Watts to bring his deputy along, 
although many times he would say it didn't matter. 

One of the problems, and one of the potential sources of problems between the Country Party and 
the Liberal Party was the fact that they used to hold many more separate meetings than we did. 
David would hold very few Liberal Party parliamentary member meetings because he felt that if they 
met as two separate bodies that was a fertile field for the malcontents. Then you'd start to get their 
grievances fed in through both parties into the joint party meetings and it was a potential source of 
unnecessary trouble. 
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So he tried to demonstrate to A F Watts that we weren't having many Liberal Party parliamentary 
member meetings, whereas they were meeting regularly. I suppose it's because they have more of a 
caucus situation than we ever had, although they don't have it to the same extent as the Labor Party, 
but they're in between, or they were in those days in between. But it was always a source of irritation, 
and it was also a source of concern to Dave. I know he discussed it with Watts quite often, this 
question of whether they were wise to have these meetings because it meant that our people were 
saying, "Why don't we have more [separate] meetings?" It's the old reaction of human beings. So it 
did cause us some problems, but in the end result we handled it pretty well. A F Watts, with all his 
faults in these matters, when the crunch came he would realise that it was his responsibility to make 
sure that his flock didn't go too far. 

Also when he was acting Premier, I can't recall any incident where Watts went beyond what he 
should have done. I can't recall anything like we're seeing with Hendy Cowan, as acting Premier at 
the present time, while Richard, the Premier, is overseas. From what I recall Watts was meticulous in 
handling these things. When there was any problem that had to be resolved that might be a little 
troublesome because David was in Europe or America or Japan, as the case may be, or even away in 
the Eastern States, I recall Watts being very cautious and saying, "I think this is something on which 
we should consult, or inform the Premier." On other occasions he'd come to Cabinet and he'd say, "I 
felt this was so delicate that I better contact Dave and I've been in touch with him and this is his 
advice." So I have to say in all fairness that in spite of the difficulties we had with A F Watts on 
other matters, I can't remember him on an ethical issue like this being anything but proper. Now, 
you've taxed my memory, but I just cannot remember one case when he was acting Premier where he 
went to a point when the media could pick up divisions, or the acting Premier trying to play while - 
you know the old story of "the mice will play while the cat's away". So that wasn't a great cause of 
problem. I can't think of any embarrassment to Dave because of his conduct at that time. 

Also Watts was a very hardworking and a good minister. The people that worked with him in 
Education would say that he did much during that time, and he was highly respected by the people in 
the department, as well as by others. But there were other issues where he caused us some anguish, 
but in actually running his portfolio he was hardworking and he was very innovative and 
constructive. He was a great supporter of 'Blue' Robertson. I think you'll find that he had a lot to do 
with Robertson being brought back to go into the department as a comparatively young man, to 
break the succession of directors-general who had got there when they were almost at retiring age, or 
too close to retiring age, when you don't make venturesome decisions at that stage. Whereas 
Robertson was a young man by comparison and he had a career ahead of him that he had to live 
with, and did wonders during his time. 

David also had a sort of a radar up. He seemed to pick up all sorts of information. I think it was 
because he was a good listener and people liked talking to him. So if he went out attending a dinner 
or a conference, or opened something, he'd always come back with a lot of very valuable 
intelligence, a lot of information that he'd get. He seemed to have a capacity of discarding what was 
dross and had no real value and what might have a germ of an idea. A couple of times I can 
remember he'd say, "Look I was talking to" (whoever it was) "and I've got an idea he might be a bit 
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unhappy about something, but he didn't say much, but you better have a look at it," or he might say, 
"I've got an idea they're about to move on something and it mightn't be a bad idea if you went and 
just polished it up to see how real it is and if we can help in any way." 

When he travelled in the country where he was most at home, he could really offset the Country 
Party because being a country boy originally, and then having been in the mining industry before the 
war, he was very much accepted in the rural areas. Wherever he went he was always regarded as a 
country boy and rightly so. Up in that MullewalMorawa area, and so on, it was fairly hard farming, 
and they'd been through the Depression. So when they were talking to the Premier in the person of 
David Brand, they were talking to somebody who knew just as much about their problems and felt 
their problems and experienced their problems as themselves. 

So that really made the life of the Country Party more difficult to attack him. I do believe that he was 
a tremendous asset to us during that time. Never caused me any anguish because my main purpose 
was to get on with the great dream jobs that we had set for ourselves in the run-up to '59. We were 
mighty busy people. 

I don't know if you've got any queries arising out of that. I've told you a fair bit about him and how 
he ran Cabinet and how he attracted people because he liked people and people liked him. 

Ri But no-one's perfect. What were Dave Brand's weaknesses? 

COURT You ask what were his weaknesses, well as an overview of the man, it's very hard to 
talk about weaknesses because I'm a great believer in performers. Some people are show ponies and 
they perform and people like to build them up on that. The fact that they don't perform for two-thirds 
of the time they seem to want to overlook. But I've always been much happier with somebody that 
was performing at a reasonable level all the time, or most of the time [and David Brand was such a 
person]. 

If one wanted to be analytical about it, he had an absolute horror about speech making. At a country 
show or an informal function, or a State occasion or something like that where you just had to make 
a few nice phrases and so on, he was very good at them. He could always, in his very natural way - 
when he remained natural and his speech writers didn't try to make him what he wasn't - he attracted 
a lot of people. The simplicity of it all, and the homeliness of it all. But he didn't like it if he had to 
go to, say, Loan Council, Premiers' Conference and present a case which was, to him, fairly 
technical. He was never comfortable at that. I suppose one could say he should have been as a 
Premier and Treasurer, but you still pay the results, [that is, the final outcome of such occasions]. 

In Parliament he never liked the situation where he had to be aggressive and probably take on the 
opposition over some particular issue. He'd prefer the occasion didn't arise, but don't get me wrong, 
he didn't shirk it ever. But I used to worry for him because when he'd sit down after one of these very 
forceful attacks, or as forceful as he could make them, it used to drain him terribly, not only for that 
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day, but I used to notice it for the next day. Of course, sometimes when you've got to say very strong 
things about somebody, or some thing, or some organisation, it used to worry him because he'd 
prefer not to have to say it. But when you get to a point when it had to be said, don't get me wrong he 
never shirked saying it. 

With the result, of course, that strong words from him had quite a dramatic effect, both on our side 
and the other side. Unlike Hawke and Tonkin and Graham and all of these people, who just loved 
sounding off and abusing people, and so on, he didn't like that side of it at all. It wasn't that he didn't 
feel strongly about it, but he gave them no marks. I think overall most people realised that he was 
different in that regard. 

Now some of our people would have preferred him to go to State conference and shake the fist at 
them and say some pretty damning things about the opposition, State or federal, or some other 
things, but he didn't do it that way. If that was a weakness, well that was one of the things. Don't 
forget you still had the results, so he couldn't have been doing too many things wrong. The fact 
whether he did them himself, such as the negotiations, or whether he got somebody else to do them, 
or whether he did Education, or whether he did anything at all, or whether somebody else did it, the 
fact is it was done, therefore he is entitled to the credit for that as a leader. 

In the process he earned the respect of all of those working with him, and those that were working 
against him, in many cases. I don't know that I could carry it any further than that, but he wasn't a 
man that had some obvious weaknesses as others would have, of being over ambitious or petty in his 
approach to things. 

One of his problems, which wasn't a weakness in the leadership sense, but one of his problems was 
he used to worry so much about some of these things. We saw this getting worse and worse in the 
run-up to the 1971 election. We could tell that he was really struggling then. He was so prone to put 
things off then, at the time, and you can't govern like that. 

RJ You say that that very long period of working in tandem with Brand never caused 
you any anguish, but you were used to leading. Really, from a very young age you had taken 
leadership roles. Whilst you may have been loyal to him as far as the party and the Parliament were 
concerned, was there ever an impatience in you to take that leadership role? 

COURT No, not during that time. 

Ri Not once? 

COURT I committed myself when I was first made deputy leader to that role on the basis that 
when a change was going to be made it would be made in the proper way. For instance while I was 
deputy, the situation that confronted John Howard a few years ago would never have happened 
because first of all the moment I got any wind of it [a challenge to the leadership] the leader would 
have known, and secondly I'd have been doing something to counter it. When you can't do that you 
shouldn't remain deputy. 
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But there was one occasion when David was under great pressure in Canberra, and the Menzies 
Government was giving him a bad, bad deal. He said some fairly strong words about it because we 
were working so hard to help ourselves - I'm not sure whether it was Menzies or Holt, but in that 
particular era. The press came to me (in Perth) because it was going to affect our rate of 
development. By this time we'd demonstrated that we were self-help people and we were able to get 
the economy moving, not only for our own good, but for the country's good. I made some comments 
then which were reflecting what he had said in Canberra because I was.... I don't think I was acting 
Premier at the time, but I'm not sure. But the press came to me because they knew it affected me 
badly in my development programmes. 

I was very careful to reflect in my response to the media what he'd said, on the assumption that [it 
was the official government line]. I knew what he'd said because I had a copy of it. They being what 
they were, always looking for some devilment around the place, blew it up out of all proportion, so 
that when he got off the plane in Perth that night - travel wasn't quite as easy as it is now - when he 
got off the plane that night, they confronted him with a text out of context version of what had been 
said. He said to the reporter at the time: "Look I'm the Premier, not Charles Court," or something to 
that effect, which was unusual and I knew that he was under a lot of pressure and he would have 
been very tired because he wasn't a great traveller. He didn't like plane travel all that much, 
especially in light aircraft, but this was interstate travel. 

The West, in particular, in fact it was only the West, they picked it up and headlined it as a great 
rebuke for me. When I was talking about being the deputy by the way, I was Deputy of the Liberal 
Party, not Deputy Premier because the Country Party always had to be the Deputy Premier under the 
arrangement we had, but I was still the deputy of the Liberal Party and we were by far the dominant 
numbers. [When neither the Premier nor Deputy Premier were here, I became Acting Premier. In fact 
when the Premier went to the North in those days we had an Acting Premier because transport and 
communication were poor and slow.] 

He, when he read this next day, I know it upset him because he realised that they had gone and 
published this as a rebuke and so on. It happened to coincide with the time when I was wanting to 
get out of Parliament. He knew I was wanting to get out of Parliament because I'd never forgotten 
the promise the Liberal Party made to me that I'd stay for six years, which ran out before the 1959 
election. But for various reasons they kept me hanging on there. It was my fault for not making a 
decision to get out earlier. After I'd established myself and influenced the policies and the thing was 
running well, I should have got out, certainly no later than the 1962 election, because the further you 
get away from your practice and the further you get away from your business interests, the harder it 
is to come back and pick up the bits and pieces and get back into a leadership role. However, I didn't, 
and that was my fault. I succumbed to the wiles, not from David but from the Liberal Party, because 
I'd like you to know I was always reminding them of this, that my heart was really in getting hack to 
where I felt more comfortable. 
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But that's another story,' and as you know I sacked myself after 29 years of it, instead of six. 

But at that particular time David knew, because I used to always keep him informed, that I was very 
attracted to a proposition that had been put to me, which would have been a very important thing in 
my life, and it would have been a new career altogether. It would have been a very exciting one, an 
attractive one, and I was at the age, if I'd have stayed any longer, that I was going to miss that 
opportunity, not only because of the offer being made, and these things don't last for long, but more 
particularly because of the age factor. If you don't get re-established in a new career before a certain 
age, it's that much more difficult, if not impossible. 

So he knew that I'd already discussed with him the torment that was going into my mind about this 
very attractive offer. In fact he would be the only one who knew exactly what it was because the 
people concerned, after they'd been to me, went to him in fairness and said they were going to make 
this offer and they'd like to feel that the government wouldn't place anything in my way in accepting 
It. 

So you can imagine how he felt this morning, with this jolly great headline there, when I'm all ready 
to go into something that would have given me three times the remuneration I got in Parliament and 
ten times the opportunity for the future, so that by the time I was 70 I'd have retired in a very 
comfortable international situation and it would have been a very, very satisfying end to a career. 

So you can imagine next morning he came to see me about the thing. I knew how distressed he was 
about it because it was a very difficult position for a leader to be in. I have to admit now that it jolly 
nearly tipped the scales in favour of going, accepting this other proposition. But we discussed that 
and a number of other things and the problems that the party had; not only him, but the party had in 
government and in the immediate future, with the result that that was one thing - not the only thing, 
but one thing that influenced me to delay, yet again, my departure from Parliament. 

The main reason, which I don't want to go into a lot of detail at the moment, the main reason was 
that had I accepted that appointment (which was the absolute plum in Australia at the time outside of 
government, but within industry it was the absolute plum), I believe it would have been seized on by 
the media, and others, but particularly by the media, as a case of taking acquired knowledge, an 
acquired reputation and acquired influence, into a position for possible personal gain. It would have 
been quite wrong, but still that would be the inference, that would have been the press attitude trying 
to make trouble out of the thing. 

That's what finally influenced me in the thing, that from then onward, that particular corporation and 
all the people that were associated with it, which were many, many subsidiaries throughout the 
world, would have paid dearly from the embarrassment, the inferences all the time, even though it 

I 
The intention not to remain in Parliament tong term was discussed in detail much earlier in the interview series (RJ). 
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would be completely untrue. In fact it would have been, in some ways, to the benefit of the State had 
I taken that position because the development programme was already well established. The 
direction of that wouldn't have been changed if I hadn't have been there, especially while David 
Brand remained the Premier, and I could probably use my new position to influence things for the 
benefit of Western Australia, which the people concerned knew I would anyhow. 

END OF TAPE 102 SIDE B 
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COURT However, he was greatly relieved and expressed gratitude when I said that this 
unfortunate hiccup that had occurred - which was completely wrong and which he endeavoured to 
explain to the media, that they'd got it all wrong - he was quite relieved when I said I wouldn't be 
going on with this other position, although for a moment it did influence me. When I say for a 
moment, probably for half a day. But we pressed on and many things happened after that. Of course, 
subsequently I became Premier. 

RJ So in other words were you hurt by Brand's assumption that the media had put it 
right, had reported it as you had said it? 

COURT Well, I was disappointed. Had I been of a different temperament, of course, I'd have 
said, "Well goodie, goodie, I've now got the excuse I want to leave with good conscience," over one 
unfortunate incident, which was purely a media mischief. In other circumstances I could have said 
[rubs hands], "This is the moment I've been looking for. I won't have any pangs of conscience if I 
leave the ship and go elsewhere." 

But that's the only time that we had any problems of that kind, if you can call it a problem. But 
everyone else was more concerned about it than he and I were. The party - that's the Liberal Party - 
panicked about it. They knew that I had been always putting the pressure on them about when it's 
convenient to go, because it meant a by-election. That meant they had to be ready for that and if it 
wasn't a by-election, they always complained that it would leave them with a gap when they went to 
the next election and leave the Labor Party and the media with a ready-made story that this is the 
bloke that's done this, this is the bloke that's done that, and he won't be there any more. Who is going 
to replace him? 

They could easily have the time of their life with that sort of thing because let's face it I did have a 
high profile at that time but that didn't cause Dave Brand any embarrassment at all. Any minister 
who achieved a high profile was welcome in his eyes because that meant the government was 
performing. That was one of the reasons why he was such a good leader, that he didn't have these 
petty hang-ups about people getting a high profile, even if he got a lesser one himself, as long as we 
were winning, as long as the team was winning. That's the sign of a good leader. 

Leaders that operate like that, whether it's in business or anything at all, sport, they're the people who 
produce the great teams. As you know, a champion team will always beat a team of champions. 
That's just as true in politics. I think that we were a champion team, making the best use of the talent 
we'd got. That's what you mean with a champion team. You mightn't have the best talent, but you 
make the best use of it, therefore you win. So it was an experience that I was always glad that I had. 

We were also very fortunate during that time that we didn't have any ministers' wives problems. 
Some Cabinets, especially at the federal level, have been bedevilled with ambitious women, the 
wives of Cabinet ministers who feel their husbands should be further up the pecking order and so on. 
Ohhh, we've seen some shockers there [Canberra] that very nearly bring governments down. But we 
didn't have that problem. The Cabinet wives, thanks to the leadership they got from Doris Brand and 
from Rita Court, it was never an issue. 
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In that regard the Country Party wives were very good people and a very good influence. They really 
understood their role and how to make the team work and how to handle themselves and not get 
involved publicly in the political things, but get themselves involved publicly in the things that 
mattered to the everyday electors. It was a champion team. I give a lot of thanks to Doris and Rita as 
the true leaders in that issue. Doris, of course, with her strong rural background (that was a 
tremendous asset), and then Rita with her own special background. 

So we didn't have problems about wives expressing official or unofficial views on things that they 
shouldn't be talking about in public. But people forget that often, they forget that. You get ambitious 
wives behind ministers; boy oh boy they can create havoc. 

Ri When you were making that decision about moving into industry, did it ever become 
a factor that if I remain, one day I could be Premier? 

COURT No, not really. In fact when the time came in 1972, Dave Brand was supporting me to 
automatically take over. I think most members had made up their mind that if I wanted to, that I 
would take over. Surprisingly they seemed to have a good understanding that it wasn't necessarily 
my wish to stay anyhow because that had been made pretty clear all along. 

But I have to say that as you get further down the track, it's harder to make the decision to go into a 
new career. In 1972, in June, when the decision had to be made, there were people within the Liberal 
Party, Fred Chaney junior was one of them, and the then State secretary, a man named Lathby, and 
one or two others had made up their mind that I was too hardline [in search of] industry to be a 
successful Premier, and for other reasons. They'd made up their mind. They campaigned very 
strongly against me being the follow-on Premier from David. Well, let's face it, leader, not Premier, 
let's get it right, because we were in opposition then. 

There were a couple of members who seized on this, but they didn't know what I knew, that these 
people had had a pretty rough time when they'd gone around canvassing members with their idea. 
They were, in most cases, either told pretty rudely, or in the more mild cases they were laughed to 
scorn and so on. I knew that. 

So when the time came I had to say to Dave, "If there's going to be an election I am not going to be 
bothered, I've got something else to do. If after all I've done you don't go on to the job, I've got 
something else to do. I've got a nice new career now that I can see for myself. It's too late to get back 
to the things that I was originally going to do, but I've got other things that I could do with a lot of 
pleasure and satisfaction, and certainly do better financially than being a Premier." That shocked him 
a bit. I remember him coming into my office. Of course he told me first when he was going to retire 
from the leadership, but remain in Parliament, and had sort of taken it for granted that I would be 
leader. 

Well, when I told him about the forces at work he rather laughed at that idea because apparently they 
hadn't been near him. I said, "Well it's real, you'd better know it's real." I said, "If there's going to be 
any one of these crazy elections, I'm not in it. My view is that where you've got a situation like we've 
got now, if you can't carry straight on with a leader who's been identified with the leadership for so 
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long, well you start off with trouble." He said, "Oh, I wouldn't worry about it. The only vote that the 
people that are being suggested would get would be their own." Dave - he had a great sense of 
humour, by the way - sort of quiet humour, and I remember him saying, "The only vote they'll get is 
their own if they know how to mark their ballot paper." That was his attitude. I said, "Well, I'm just 
not going to go in on one of these things," because the press have a birthday from that day onward. 
From then onward they always talk about the lack of support, lack of unanimous support. 

So we had a rather strange election. Dave got really worried and some of the more senior people got 
more worried that I wasn't going to bother to contest an election so that it was made very clear to me 
that if I allowed my name to go forward, there might be some others proposed but they would be 
withdrawn anyhow. So in the event we didn't have an election. I was quite adamant about it, that I 
wasn't going to have an election even if somebody said, "There'll be only a handful of votes against 
you." 

My attitude to Parliament was so different to everyone else's. They all seemed to feel that the 'be-all 
and end-all' of everything was to remain in Parliament. I could think of plenty of other ways in which 
you could do good for the country and do good for your own family and your community without 
being in Parliament. 

So it maybe that's what influenced my judgment on a lot of things. I didn't have this sort of 
commitment to the next election, as though the next election was my meal ticket. Some of these poor 
people who do look on the next election as their meal ticket, I used to feel terribly sorry for them, 
terribly sorry. When they'd come to me wanting us to do different things instead of sticking to a 
policy, sticking to a party line, sticking to a philosophy, they want you to do these little things just to 
please them and so on, I realised what their problems were. On the other hand I used to plead with 
them to go for it on a matter of principle, you'll win if you're identified with something good. If you 
chase every little rainbow you won't stay in Parliament, but if you go out on a strong principle and 
give some local leadership in your community, you'll go back all right. 

There are classic cases of that. Morrie Williams was a classic case in Bunbury, a marginal seat like 
that. Whether it was workers' compensation, or whether it was anything like that, he used to go 
straight down-the-line on the government policy, government decisions on the matter, and argue the 
merit of them. He could have stayed there as long as he wanted to. A classic case. 

Sodeman was another one up in that tricky seat of Pilbara. He'd go right into the lion's den as long as 
what we were doing was right; as long as he believed it was good and right he'd go in and argue it. 
That man remained that member there for nine years, a seat that should have always been a Labor 
seat under normal reckoning; not under mine, but under normal reckoning. Sodeman could have 
carried on and held that seat, but that's another story, we're not talking about Sodeman, who I reckon 
was one of the best local members I ever saw in action. 

Ri You have told us that before. 
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COURT But that's jumping the gun a bit, but that's how it all happened. Of course, as you 
know, my election as Leader of the Opposition to take over from Dave Brand coincided with the day 
my first knighthood was announced. 

RJ Yes, and we'll go into that further. But let's just be utterly clear, because one thing 
that comes up regularly is that they can't believe that Charles Court all those years sat back as deputy 
and was content to be deputy. So you are saying that never in that 15 years did you say, "I want to 
lead," or "I wish I was leading," at least in your mind? 

COURT Never. If you want me to say that, I can say it. Because I had this quite different 
approach to everybody else. We had more people in Parliament in that situation it would be a better 
Parliament, you know. 

RJ There's also a factor when you talk about the taking over as leader. Back in '69 when 
the possibility of Brand leaving was discussed, it is said, "With Country Party ministers apparently 
lacking Mr Court's business acumen and drive, there is widespread speculation about who would be 
Premier should Mr. Brand retire. It is widely questioned whether the Country Party would accept Mr. 
Court as the coalition leader and, hence, it is predicted by the Press that Mr. Court will soon quit 
politics for 'positions in private industry'."' Was that a factor at any stage, the Country Party's 
reluctance to accept you as a leader? 

COURT They never had any say in that. Quite frankly had they ever made it an issue it 
wouldn't have got them anywhere. 

RJ So they never attempted to make it an issue? 

COURT To the best of my knowledge they never made that move at all. I think I have told you 
that there was at one stage a very strong movement from the country to David Brand.... 

RJ Yes, for you to be Minister for Agriculture. 

COURT .....for Minister for Agriculture because they said, "Forget all the farming end of it, if 
he can do for farming what he's done for mining and industry, let's have some of it." 

RJ But that's the electorate, not the Country Party. 

COURT The question of the Country Party ever refusing to serve with me had its answer later 
on when I became Premier and that movement, led by Matt Stephens, that didn't get them very far, 
when they temporarily pulled out of the coalition and their members said, "Look this is nonsense, 
let's get back into coalition." So I think that answers that question. 

'politics at state level - western australia", Current Affairs Bulletin, Vol. 43, No. 10, 7 April 1969, p. 172. 
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A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library Building on 3 July 1993. 

RJ Sir Charles, we were speaking of Sir David Brand last time, and there is an interview 
that was done with Joan Ambrose before Sir David died, that bears out some of the things that you 
have spoken of. One of his comments is, in speaking of yourself, "He, as I've often said, is a man of 
greater ability than myself,"' and further on he said, "We never disagreed on any attitude or any 
policy line."2  Now that seemed to be what you were saying too, that there was a lot of harmony in 
thought between the two of you. But would it have got to the stage where you never disagreed? 

COURT Well, when David said that he would be saying it in the proper context. It's not that 
you mightn't have disagreed on the footy or something like that. We barracked for different teams, so 
don't assume that we just did everything together, and followed the same line. But he was getting at 
the broader issues and it was very generous of him to make the comment he did. As I've explained so 
often, his great ability, overriding ability, was his capacity to determine that certain people had a 
capacity to do certain things, and having selected them to do it, he'd let them do it, and what is more 
important, he supported them. 

On the question of not disagreeing, that's rather important, and I'm pleased that he said that because 
we spent more time talking together than people realised. Poor Doris [Brand], she must have made 
more cups of tea for Charles Court on a Sunday afternoon than enough, and she was such a part of 
the team that she probably didn't notice it. She'd always come in with a very kindly appropriate 
remark when she came in, and virtually probably gave us a bit of a break from talking fairly heavy 
stuff. 

But the one thing that I was most anxious to do, was to make sure that he knew what I was up to, 
knew what I was trying to do, why it was being attempted and how it was going to be attempted. If 
you're a person who doesn't initiate these things, and probably doesn't understand these things all that 
well, [as was the position with David Brand], if somebody will truthfully and frankly tell you what it 
was all about, what you propose to do first of all, what you'd like to do, the concept of it, and how 
you propose to do it, and at the same time tell you the rough bits, the rough things we're going to 
have to do, the criticism we're going to have to accept and overcome and so on, well then when 
you've reached agreement, from then onward it's plain sailing. From my point of view it was the 
greatest asset I had because when I went into Cabinet to present a major project, maybe a change of 
direction or a new concept of some sort, it was a tremendous comfort to know that the man sitting in 
the Premier's chair knew what you wanted to do, understood it, had questioned various things. Quite 
often he would raise a point in a fairly simplistic way which would expose a weakness in what I was 
proposing, and that is a tremendous strength. 

I 
Sir David Brand interviewed by Joan Ambrose, 1977, Battye Library OH 2377/52. p.  110. 

2 lbid, p. 111. 
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So when we got to the Cabinet table (and he probably didn't realise it) the thing was honed up. I was 
honed up. You'd have a trial run, and from then onward I can't recall any time when he didn't support 
me, not only in Cabinet when the decision had to be made, but down the track when things got a bit 
rough, because they don't all run smoothly. You've got forces at work: it could be Aborigines, it 
could be the unions, it could be the conservationists, it could be the Federal Government, it could be 
anybody, including the newspapers. Well, he would always be very quick to say: "That's what we 
agreed on. Chas is only doing what we authorised him to do, so we've got to just ride this out for a 
while." 

So that was part of his greatness. It all comes down to simplicity, it comes down to integrity, and the 
fact that he did spend so much time listening to me is one of my GREATEST pleasures because if 
you've got a great idea in your mind and you know it's good, if somebody won't listen to you and at 
least react to it, you feel as though you're just talking to a wall all the time. But he had great patience 
and when I measure it up over the years, God only knows how many hours went into these 
discussions, usually on a Sunday afternoon. I remember one memorable occasion we started straight 
after lunch, and we actually got past nightfall and into about nine o'clock, and we were still devilling 
this particular thing out - or a number of things, actually, on that occasion; it wasn't just one. 

But when you went home you felt, righto, it's now up to me. He's given me the papal blessing on the 
thing, off we go. It was a good feeling, it really was. It's not many leaders who can do that. It's not 
many leaders who are prepared to do that. After all they are entrusting a lot to you, and it's got his 
seal on it. That's something the public will never know because they never see it, the media wouldn't 
know what went on. They all like to write their own stories around these things. But that's just by 
way of explanation. So I'm pleased that it's come out that way. He would have probably expressed it 
another way, but that's how I saw it, and I appreciated it greatly. 

We rarely ever had a chance to talk about family things, and those sorts of things because life was 
real and life was earnest. You've probably gathered from your talks with me that we were pretty busy 
boys. There wasn't much time for relaxation and any time you spent with your family was pretty 
precious. 

RJ With that process of having someone you could talk things through, who would 
occasionally bring something to your attention that changed your view, when you were saying in his 
simplistic way he could raise something that was important, how far does this go? Could you have 
achieved as much as you did without David Brand? 

COURT Certainly not because I needed his support and I needed his persuasive skills amongst 
the malcontents to make it possible for us to press on. You've seen in the local State government 
scene the problems that have arisen there while the Premier was away and a deputy who wanted to 
assert himself, and a few other people who probably weren't as well prepared as they should have 
been [got into deep water]. 
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Now that didn't happen in our day, or it rarely happened. It certainly didn't happen in respect of my 
portfolios because the leader and I were at one on these things. The fact that we had reached an 
understanding, it was the ideal. Can I explain why it was the ideal? 

David Brand was far too apologetic about his lack of education and his lack of business training and 
all that sort of thing. Okay, he didn't have much of that, but he had one great virtue and that was 
commonsense; a common sense that comes more readily to rural people of that time than to city 
people. The very nature of the life they lead and the very nature of the conditions under which they 
live brings that about. They have to assert a high degree of common sense to be able to almost 
survive. 

So when he was reacting in a simplistic way he was reacting with that commonsense dimension that 
was so important. Maybe it cut across some of the highly technical, highly financial considerations, 
but he was thinking in terms of a citizen, an ordinary citizen. So when we eventually got to Cabinet 
and then we got to the public, you realise that the commonsense factor had already asserted itself. So 
you had the balance of the two: the highly technical and professional side, the hardline financial side 
had been tempered. That in itself was something that is not given to everybody to have that sort of 
test before you become exposed to the public. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 103 
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RJ If we could now turn to the defeat of the Brand Government in 1971. You have 
already referred to his poor health in those last nine months of office; you mentioned that last time. 
Sir David refers to this as well in an interview that has been done with him. He actually says: "I 
suppose it is wondered by many people as to having achieved what I think is a fantastic record of 
development and growth and extension, that as a government we went out of office."]  

Now the reason he gives is the dropping of the voting age to 18, where he thought that was a factor: 
"young people probably as far as I was concerned, thought perhaps I was getting on in years and that 
we had been there too long." He felt it was because of a lack of the public relations side, that "we 
didn't get our story across, we didn't tell the story as we should tell of what had been achieved in 
those days."2  He has referred to Canberra closing up on money. "Canberra had told us that there was 
absolutely no money, we had to go back to our State empty handed, there was to be no help at all."3  
He links that to, "There's just something about creating the right impression and for some reason or 
other I wasn't able to do it in the vital time of the elections where we went out."4  

So he's saying, he's really putting back on himself some of the inadequacies of that time in getting 
the story across, and also because of his health problems. What do you think of what he 
summarised? 

COURT I think he's being unduly harsh on himself. What he says is true. It's elementary when 
you're running an election, particularly as we'd been a government that had bulldozed on, always 
being the aggressor, always being the innovator, always being the initiator. The poor old opposition 
was struggling in getting petty little issues that appeared to be petty, but they used to make a big 
noise about it and get some big headlines about it. When you look at it over those twelve memorable 
years, they were in a bit of a no-win situation until the finish because they were yapping at our heels, 
and when someone's yapping at your heels you must be in front. 

So people had come to expect of us a certain momentum and I suppose there comes a time when you 
can't maintain the momentum forever. You can only try. You might be performing well, as we were, 
certainly performing better than any other State. But the public had a perception of us being full bore 
all the time, not afraid to take on tough issues, handling them in the main with good sense. 

1Sir David Brand interviewed by Jean Teasdale 1976, Battyc Library 011150, p.  71. 

2 Ibid. 

3lbid., p.  72. 

4jbid. 
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They probably sensed that all was not well in Israel and they didn't understand what we did. Some of 
us who were closer to David understood that this question of health was a very important thing. We 
weren't making decisions. We were putting things off, when in the past he was the one who used to 
thump the table and say: "Look, you've said a lot, now let's get on and make a decision." He was 
pretty good at forcing decisions, but always allowing plenty of people to express their concern and 
being accommodated, so that further studies were done where appropriate. They could put up the 
alternative if they wanted to. He was much more patient in that sort of thing than I ever could have 
been or ever was. But there was this lack of decision-making [in the run-up to the 1971 election]. In 
that regard he's been quite honest about it, as you'd expect him to be. 

But the other dimension that he hasn't mentioned and which he could quite properly have done was 
the problem within the Liberal Party itself. Now the forces that were bringing pressure to bear on 
him at the time were saying: "You've got to bury this bloke Court. People think of him as being 
development crazy and bulldozer happy" and all this sort of thing. These are some of the phrases 
they used to use in talking to him. The people in senior places in the Liberal Party there at that time 
have got to bear their share of the blame because they tried to get him to soften the attitude of the 
government towards development and give greater emphasis to things like environment and other 
things. 

Now I protested very strongly. It didn't improve my image up there [i.e. head office of the Liberal 
Party]. In fact that was the reason why, when the time came in 1972 and a change was going to be 
made, that some of those people campaigned very unsuccessfully and very stupidly, to stop me 
becoming the leader. One of the reasons they used was: "If this fellow becomes the leader, God all 
we'll talk about is development, all we'll talk about is the economy." It was quite untrue, but still 
that's the line they followed. Things have changed now. They almost paint a picture of the 
environmentalists and the Aboriginal activists running the country. Their approaches against me 
didn't get them very far with members of Parliament, I might add, because they thought it wasn't a 
bad thing if they had a leader who was out there flying the flag to get a strong economy. When 
you've got a strong economy you get better schools, better housing, better hospitals, better cultural 
things. If you look at my record over the years it wasn't a bad one in terms of, say, cultural things. 
Music in the schools, even while I was Minister for Industrial Development. The number of things 
we did later on like His Majesty's, the Art Gallery and that sort of thing. They were all Charles Court 
initiatives. So they picked the wrong horse there, with one that's been involved in music and cultural 
things all his life. 

But their approach to Brand had a very restricting effect on the government, the fact that these 
people were on about this all the time. I protested that our great success had been the momentum that 
we'd given this State. People want to know that Willie's going to get a job. They do understand that 
they're getting better schools, better hospitals, better everything, because we've got a strong 
economy, because we've ceased to be mendicants; we'd got rid of the Grants Commission, which 
was a great achievement. 

So he's quite right when he says that our achievements weren't properly publicised because the 
people up there that were influencing the propaganda for that election were different people to the 
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previous elections. The Charles Court/Bill Mitchell influence was very, very strong in those previous 
ones, but we weren't allowed to perform for the 1971 election. 

RJ But in what way? Who stopped you? 

COURT Well, because the policy that was brought down was one of trying to appear to be 
softening our attitude towards the very things that had been our triumphs. 

RJ Yes, that might have been the policy, but that didn't mean that you were going to take 
any notice of that. 

COURT It didn't stop me campaigning in full, full bore. 

RJ But you think it stopped Dave Brand? 

COURT First of all he didn't have the health to go out and campaign as he previously would 
have done. At the same time he was being faithful to what they'd asked him to do, whereas I didn't 
take any notice of them. I just objected very strongly. I went out in full bore. Don't forget if you've 
got a party that is publicising the campaign on a different basis, softening the attitude and talking on 
a different basis, and getting the leader to not be as forthright as he would have been previously, it 
has an effect. So I believe that the loss we suffered, which was a very marginal one don't forget, a 
very marginal one, was entirely due to this factor. 

We could have overcome the health problem and got through and then that could be sorted out later 
because there were so many ways you could take the pressure off the Premier. I don't suggest that he 
would have had to retire, but if we'd have got back even by a smaller majority, then there's so many 
things we could have done to look after his health because don't forget to be Premier for 12 years and 
starting off with two terms with a majority of one, and having to contend with the problems of a 
coalition, it was a mighty undertaking and a herculean task that he did extremely well. 

Don't forget he was also basically a worrier. The representations and the things done by Watts took 
their toll on him, as I know. I was the one he talked to most about them. Then later on, after Arthur 
Watts' day, we still had these problems. 

One thing we probably haven't mentioned in this question of the Court/Brand relationship, that one 
of the great assets to me was that he looked after those problems, the problems of the coalition, and 
there were many. But he was the ideal man to look after those, so he looked after those and I just 
pressed on. If I'd done something, or said something to upset them, well he used to take care of that 
and I could still keep in full bore. That didn't happen very often. But it did happen in other ways 
quite often. Very rarely did it happen in respect of my own portfolios directly, but some of the other 
portfolios, of course, it was on all the time, particularly in things like agriculture, statutory 
marketing, all of that was on all the time. It was the pressures from within the Liberal Party to get rid 
of some of these things that we believed were holding the farmers back. 
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This is where David had to be at his absolute best. Now that's time-consuming and I can tell you it's 
mighty wearing. I blame that more than any other thing for the decline in his health, at what was a 
comparatively young age, don't forget. He wasn't an old man. 

RJ So with the relationship that you had, was Charles Court not saying to David Brand, 
"Ignore the Liberal Party they're wrong." 

COURT Very much so, very much so. 

RJ But Brand wasn't taking any notice. 

COURT You must realise the man was in no condition to stand up and resist them. 

RJ What was wrong with him? 

COURT Well it was the subsequent illness that shortened his life. 

RJ What was it? 

COURT Well, I couldn't put a name to it, but it was just... I believe - and you're asking a 
layman the question now, but I believe the man in his nervous system and his overall physical 
system was wearing out because of a hard life and also under this intense strain of being Premier for 
twelve years. It's an extraordinary period, you know. 

RJ So it's an impression of more of an overall weakening of the man rather than a 
specific illness? 

COURT I can't think of any specific thing. I think it was just that the man's mental and 
physical system had been strained so much. You go back to his boyhood. He had to leave the farm, 
he went into the mines. He went to the war, he was wounded away at the war. He was in that terrible 
Crete experience and then came back and established himself here after the war, and then into 
Parliament. Eventually he finds himself the leader of the party and then the Premier, with all the 
pressures. 

Some people in the Liberal Party, that's the organisation side, they never stop. They believe that they 
are the party. Even though you're winning, they want to distract you from those things. He was 
sensitive to those things. That's why I attended so many of the State Executive meetings and the 
State Council meetings, even if he might have been there himself. I attended at his request because 
when they were attacking him over these tuppeny-halfpenny issues while we were doing so well, it 
used to hurt him badly. In many cases it was better that he wasn't there. But it didn't worry me, I was 
too busy. When you're winning you can be fairly forceful in your response. 

One thing I should go back to and that is this question of the influence of the party machine at the 
time when we should have been winning and we were softening our attitude in the very things we 
were strong at. Both David and I believed in the party. We believed that the party organisation had to 
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be respected. I still believe that. I still believe, as I've said, within the party machine that the federal 
Liberal Party has itself to blame for letting the federal parliamentarians run them for the last 20 odd 
years, and not assert themselves more. Menzies, strangely enough, did respect the party, but his 
successors, starting with people like Gorton and then McMahon and so on, and right up to Fraser, 
and coming right through to Hewson, didn't seem to understand that the Liberal Party was the means 
of their existence in Parliament. In other words they were wearing the Liberal Party guernsey as they 
would wear a football club's guernsey when they ran out to play with a number on their back. 

I don't suggest that this has to be overpowering and dictatorial to the extent that the Labor Party were 
up until recent years, but one has to pay respect to them. I always paid respect to them, but gave my 
answers and reasons in pretty strong language where I felt they were wrong. As long as I was 
prepared to do that I felt that I was then entitled to go out and win the battle. But I would never ever 
have avoided facing up, as I did over that memorable question of the Commonwealth taking all those 
dollars away from us. I've told you that story, and that sad Saturday morning when I, as Premier, had 
to go up and demonstrate that the Commonwealth Government had done it deliberately and that they 
were lying when they said that we had been fairly treated and properly informed and so on. But that 
was the only occasion where I had that straight-out confrontation because 1 always believed that they 
had a right to ask us questions, what we were doing, why we were doing it, and we had a 
responsibility to respond. 

Now perhaps the difference between David and myself in 1971, or the run up to '71 election, was 
that I'd have reasoned with them, and I'd have gone to State Council and reasoned with them. Then I 
would have said, "Righto, well I've got to go and win the battle, so this is the way I'm going to fight 
the battle. Now if you don't like it, you had better talk to the parliamentary party about getting a new 
leader," but at least it would have been discussed in the proper channels and we'd have got on with 
the job. 

But I think that's rather important. Both of us respected the role of the party, not to a point when they 
could direct us, but they could certainly make their views clear to us and we were expected to 
respond. I still believe that very, very strongly. I followed that dictum. I watched Menzies at work, 
how he informed the State presidents and that sort of thing. It was a policy I followed. 

RJ You said to me last time there was one occasion when David was under great 
pressure in Canberra, and the Menzies Government was giving him a bad, bad deal, and you weren't 
quite sure whether it was Menzies or Holt, but in that era. Now it sounds as if that is the episode that 
Brand is referring to when he says, just before the election: "Canberra had told us there was 
absolutely no money, we had to go back to our state empty handed."' So that would have been 
around about '70/7 1. 

tlbid 
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COURT There were more times than that, but that was a particularly bad time and, of course, 
they [the Federal Liberals] never seemed to have any sensitivity. You've heard me before on our run-
up to the 1956 election. The Hawke Government had performed so badly in their first three years 
that we had a lay down misère. Then Menzies brought down his horror budget, completely ignoring 
our predicament and completely indifferent to our predicament. You know: "We are the people 
running Australia, we are the people that make the big decisions and it's too bad." The result was we 
had to wait another three years before we went back into government. In retrospect it mightn't have 
been a bad thing, but for different reasons. We were a much sharper mob when we went back in '59 
than we would have been in '56 because a lot of the old brigade that had been in government in 1947 
to '53 were still assuming it's their turn now and our turn next, sort of thing, which is no way to be in 
government. That's why we were so aggressive from '71 up to '74 because I realised that once you let 
the next election go without getting back into office, not only do you lose your own skills, but you 
run a risk that the other people might get good at it and you won't be able to just take it off them 
when another three years occurs. Perhaps I was a little more aggressive in those things and adopted 
more of a business/commercial attitude towards competition than some of the others did. 

But we did get some bad times and they [the 'Feds'] seemed to have an amazing inability or lack of 
desire to ease us over those hurdles. So whilst I don't remember the detail of it, from what you say, it 
was quite obvious that we were having to deny certain things to the electorate and probably not be 
able to put up any sweeteners that were related to the financial position between us and Canberra. 

RJ Neil McNeill has also written about the defeat of the Brand Government in '71. He 
was the federal member for Canning and a minister in your government. Talking about Brand and 
what was achieved: "then he did the unforgivable. We got worried about this thing called 'inflation' 
and how much everything cost and he wouldn't give us price control, so after a record term and the 
plaudits of the multitude, we threw him out".1  

COURT Who was saying that? 

RJ This is Neil McNeill saying that about the Brand Government's defeat. 

COURT Well, I'm surprised that he said it. I know Neil very well. He was not what we would 
call a very efficient, hard, aggressive-type of minister. He was a nice man and had a rural approach to 
things, which was very useful. You've got to harmonise the whole of your team. So Neil and his wife 
were very useful people in the rural areas because they had a natural affinity with those areas. It was 
very easy for me as a minister or as a member to go down into their areas because they provided the 
background, the backdrop, as it were, both when he was a federal member and when he became a 
State member and minister. 

1 'LeUers to the Editor, West, 5 April 1989. 
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But I'm surprised that he said that because price control is not the answer to prices in a time of 
inflation. I know it sounds right and the theory of it is right, but boy oh boy, if you want to stagnate 
an economy you bring in land control, price control of any sort, and these things, and they 
immediately put a dampener on the whole thing. The important thing is to remove the causes of 
inflation and get to grips with them rather than try it the other way round. But I've always been a 
believer in competition adjusting these things. Sometimes it takes a little longer. 

You must remember my simple dictum that I've told you before that no bonanza lasts. People that 
get too greedy, they pay the price. When the forces of competition start to work, boy oh boy, do they 
work. You've seen that in petrol in Perth in the last few days. Ten cents a litre down, and you wonder 
what manner of madness brings this about, but that's the system at work. It's all back again now, I 
take it, to what we regarded as the normal prices. When you were involved with price control like I 
was, and then involved with trying to get rid of it before I was a member of Parliament but acting 
professionally under arrangement with the McLarty Government, the last thing you want to see are 
any artificial controls. 

RJ Yes, but that's you saying that price control was not right for economic reasons, but 
what was the electorate saying? Was that a factor in the electorate? 

COURT Not at all. Look, you can't run hot and cold on basic philosophies. The same 
reasoning would mean that you'd start to legislate to give effect to the demands of the unions. That 
would just add to the chaos and add to the inflation and so on. So look, we always had these people 
who came along, and I'm surprised that Neil McNeill did it because he would know very strongly as 
a practical man that it doesn't work. Although, of course, being in the rural industries and down in an 
area where dairying was quite strong, they've more or less lived under the shadow of controls all 
their lives, and there are certain farmers who just love statutory bodies. Once you have a statutory 
body you invariably get control of something, either the price inward or the price outward, as the 
case may be. 

He eventually became the leader in the Upper House, in the Legislative Council for a period. But 
then that changed. I think he took over from Graham MacKinnon. I can't remember exactly the 
sequence of events. 

RJ As you were out campaigning in 1971, did you get any sense that you may be 
defeated? 

COURT Yes. I kept conveying this back to both our parliamentary leader, David Brand, and to 
the head office. He knew what I was saying. No-one would listen to me up in the head office because 
we'd already had the confrontation about the question of policy, the thrust of the policy. 

They completely disowned my concept that if you were thrusting forward with strong economic 
growth, the one real thing that mattered was jobs. Willie was going to have a job. That's still real. 
They don't talk the same language today, but it's still real in families, whether they're better educated, 
whether they're leaving universities, leaving TAFE or whatever it might be, the concept is exactly the 
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same. So maybe I was a little bit too close to it in my youth. I knew the tragedy of Willie not being 
able to get a job. 

Somebody asked me the other day, if I was in office today how would I solve the youth crime wave? 
I said, "Very simply, I'd get them all a job." You'd be amazed how these things would disappear. 
Busy people, happy people. I made the point then that if you can offer them all a job and they don't 
take it, there's no public support for those that won't take a job when it's available just because they 
don't like it. Then you can get really tough. 

END OF TAPE 103 SIDE B 
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RJ How did you take defeat when you knew the reality of it? 

COURT Well, I'm the realist. We'd lost the election so we had to get down and make 
sure we won the next. 

Ri But how did you feel when you knew for a fact? 

COURT Mighty disappointed, but not surprised in view of the rows that we'd had in 
the Liberal Party in my efforts to try and get them to change their mind. Then the fact that 
they really didn't campaign as well that time as they had previous times. They were really 
running a soft campaign. When you're running a soft campaign, the public pick it up, they 
pick up the vibes very quickly. Your supporters pick it up very quickly. 

I must admit, it's one of the few times I've felt more than disappointed; I felt angry at the 
same time. Unnecessarily we'd lost the election. So I then had to remind myself that this is 
a democracy and there's going to be changes. We'd been there a record period, so what 
were we griping about? We had to use the period in opposition to sharpen up our wits, 
sharpen up our policies, sharpen up our energy. 

I don't have to go beyond the Balcatta by-election that arose after I took over the 
leadership. That was the election the same executive that cost us the 1971 election didn't 
want to contest. They said, "Oh it's a safe, safe, Labor seat. We'll only look stupid. We'll 
get a big vote against us," and so on. I said, "With all these members of Parliament in 
opposition with not all that much to do," and with so many of them I was able to identify 
had never been in a tough election in their lives, "what better chance, and what better 
chance to marshall our forces?" Do you know we had 300 in the field on one day out there 
campaigning. It's got to have some effect. We'd actually re-canvassed Balcatta three times, 
some parts of it - not all of it, but some parts of it. 

You now know the result. Hey presto, on the day we went to the polls instead of us having 
the odd faithful person giving a pamphlet out at some of the tough electorates, the Labor 
Party couldn't believe it; it was swamped by us. Ethnic people, all sorts of people, and 
enthusiastic about it. 

So that was really the start of us winning 1974. We completely changed the mentality of 
our members of Parliament. We were pretty tough on them in that election. We didn't let 
them out on their own. We had them alongside of the faithful who were in the same streets 
canvassing and all that sort of thing. They came out of it - the more it went on, the more 
excited they got about it and they realised it was fun. They weren't going to get chased with 
an axe every time they went down to some market gardener's place; they'd probably go 
home with some vegetables. 

It was quite an experience. It was a social experience for many of them, quite apart from 
the election, because many of them had campaigned and won their seats in safe seats. 
Whether they got a big majority or a little majority didn't matter all that much. It probably 
reflected their degree of effort or popularity, but they still won the seat. Then all of a 
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sudden they were put into a seat that was said to be unwinnable. If 16 people had voted the 
other way, well we not only would have won the seat, but we'd have been the government. 

So you can understand the different approach. So we brushed aside the organisation. I must 
say that when we did get involved, the organisation did come right in behind us. We saw 
people coming in from the country just to give a day's effort. They loved it. They could go 
back and talk about it. In this tough, tough Labor seat that we couldn't possibly win, they 
found that people talked to them, people were friendly. People had probably had enough. 

So it was good for the party machine as well as good for us. 

RJ It wouldn't have done Charles Court any harm either. 

COURT It didn't do me any harm, I might add, but the point was we were rallying 
the troops and we showed what could be done. It was mighty hard work. 

That Saturday night we hadn't planned any parties because we weren't that sure we were 
going to win it, but it was lovely to find at ten o'clock that the Labor Party celebration that 
was being held, they'd turned it into a wake. By eleven o'clock they didn't have many 
people left, so it was a lovely feeling all of a sudden. However. 

RJ After the defeat of the Brand Government, David Brand stayed as Leader of 
the Opposition from March '71 to June '72. What was the state of his mind after defeat and 
how did he operate as Leader of the Opposition? 

COURT It became increasingly apparent that he was ill and something quite serious. 
Initially I think the defeat played on his mind. He himself could accept that, being the man 
that he was, and also being part of the democratic system. But the fact that he was so often 
associated unfairly with the defeat, I think it did worry him a bit from the odd comment he 
made. Some people that should have known better. So you can understand that he felt that 
he was carrying a burden because he was a worrier. 

He also had a number of collapses which were quite serious. I remember one day I was up 
at Parliament House and Mick Gayfer came to me in a great state because David had 
collapsed in his room and he happened to be passing and the staff were very distressed. 
Mick was very quick to sense what was wrong and took the action that he thought should 
be taken while we got a doctor. That happened two or three times. It was quite apparent 
that he should not be carrying the burden of leadership, but no-one wanted to tell him that, 
and no-one wanted to hasten his departure. 

So we took action, with his knowledge and with his understanding, to take the burden right 
off him, so that he really didn't have to worry about whether he was there or not. There was 
a time when somebody used to drive him home. See he wasn't entitled to a full-time car 
and driver under the system that operated then. We had to make our own arrangements. 
Also, don't forget, while he was Premier for so long, that he had a driver and he had good 
drivers that were very much part of the Brand family team. One time [after the election] he 



TAPE IO4 SIDE A COURT 1358 

said, "I find it quite frightening to drive myself on the Narrows Bridge and the Freeway." 
He was the sort of man who wouldn't keep those things from anybody. It was just part of 
his overall attitude towards life and if he had a problem like that he would just say. Some 
people would not want to mention it, but he was just the reverse. If he felt sick he would 
tell you he was sick. 

So one of us used to be available to drop him home from Parliament if he felt that he 
should go home earlier; if he knew that I was going to be a bit stupid and [as Acting Leader 
of the Opposition] keep the Parliament there till two or three in the morning [fighting an 
issue]. So we used to make appropriate arrangements and we didn't ever have any problem 
with the opposition in getting - with the government as it was (we were in opposition) - in 
getting pairs for him because they were sympathetic towards him. He was the sort of 
person who had a tremendous amount of goodwill from everybody in the Parliament. So 
there was never any problem of getting pairs. As the problem got worse we had to have 
pairs sometimes that would run for two or three days. But that was never raised by 
anybody. It was no great problem. 

So you can imagine during the whole of that time I was appearing to be the de facto leader. 
Again I used to keep in touch with him, the attitude we were going to adopt on certain 
things, which he would say yes, or no. He might make his own observations on them, 
which we all respected. But in the main he was quite prepared to let us get on with the job 
of being in opposition. 

It became increasingly obvious that he was not able to continue for long. Eventually he 
made the decision. He wanted certain things to apply because he was very anxious that the 
Liberals would win the seat back when he retired on a by-election and so on. All that part 
went quite smoothly, although it was rather protracted. 

So eventually we got to the stage when he did decide to retire and then there was the 
question of a successor, which was clear in his mind who should be there and he'd always 
made it clear to me. I think I told you last time about the shock that he got when I wasn't 
prepared to bother about a full-scale election. 

Ri Yes, you did tell us. 

COURT Because I was still at the stage when I was quite relaxed about going back 
into my practice, into business, or accept one of the several senior positions that were on 
offer. 

So I was in a unique situation; a lovely position to be in. I think I answered your question, 
much to your surprise, that I didn't have this burning desire: premiership at any price. It 
wasn't bugging me, or guiding me, but all the time I stayed there I gave it all I had. 

So the end came a little later than we predicted, and a little later than we thought was good 
for his health. 
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RJ But for a man with common sense, who for several months before the 
election had not been well, why did he hang on? - particularly when you talked about you 
taking over, he was happy to see you do so, why did he hang on? 

COURT Look, there's a force in every man that you can't measure in the normal way. 
If you'd been Leader of the Opposition for the run-up period to 1959, and then you'd been 
Premier for a record period of 12 years, you'd be inhuman if you didn't feel some sense of 
let-down, failure, defeat, or something. All of a sudden you find yourself going to be a 
nothing, because there's nothing so past as a past-Premier. Then not even to be a Leader of 
the Opposition, but to become a past-Leader of the Opposition, it's not a comfortable 
feeling. So I could understand that and I was very understanding. 

I was probably more understanding and patient than many of my colleagues because they 
felt he was holding us back. I said, "No, it's not. We're firing on all cylinders - you ask 
Tonkin." I remember saying to this one: "You go and ask Tonkin whether we're performing 
as an opposition," because it was just after he'd said to the press in a fit of anguish, "They 
won't let me govern." I knew we were winning then, [chuckles] but Dave was still the 
leader don't forget at that time. So we were firing on all four. The members, almost without 
exception, were coming to me when they wanted to talk about anything because they were 
part of the understanding: let's take the complete weight off the man and if his health 
comes good, well naturally he's still there. But it came to a point when he had to say to me, 
"The advice I've got is that I must not hang on any longer." So I could understand his 
feelings. 

When he went, he was still there. We could talk to him and get his advice on things 
because don't forget he carried on. He didn't die until quite a while after that.1  We were 
hoping that when the pressure of office was taken off him completely, including member 
for Greenough, that it would have enabled him to rehabilitate - not completely, but at least 
to give him a long life. But he had a fairly short life having regard for ages of people these 
days. 

Ri Brand said in an interview in May '72, which would have been just before 
he retired: "I find that the tendency is for the public to say if you're free and easy that you're 
weak, and if you are defiant then you are arrogant. I found this a very, very difficult 
situation to cope with." 

COURT I could understand that because he never was weak, and he was never 
defiant. He was strong. You ask some of the members who sat under his chairmanship in 
that day, when he used to grip the table at party meetings and then say his little piece, that 
they'd waffled long enough, and give a few well-reasoned, short, pithy sentences as to what 
it was all about. The whole meeting would change and then they'd quickly make a decision, 
and usually the right one too. 

I 
Sir David died on 15 April 1979, aged 66. 



TAPE 104 SIDE A COURT 1360 

But he did give the impression that he was rather easygoing, a nice sort of a man. It was 
misunderstood by a lot of people. On the other hand he didn't stand up and bang the table 
and make defiant statements. That was interpreted by many people, including our best 
supporters, as being weakness. What they didn't understand until you pointed it out was 
that he was not departing from the proper line. You don't have to go and make a vitriolic 
speech like a Herb Graham, or a Tonkin, or a Bert Hawke would make. The important 
thing was, what was your objective? What was your final course that you were going to 
follow? That's what you had to have a look at. 

That would probably have influenced that comment by him because I know he used to feel 
that he could never satisfy some of the people at the Employers' Federation, WA Chamber 
of Manufactures (as they were then), and at the Chamber of Commerce, and the Retail 
Traders. I think he felt eventually that there was nothing he could do or say that would 
satisfy them because they seemed to be more interested in somebody who was vitriolic and 
aggressive about these things. 

I can understand him making that statement because he just didn't want to do it that way 
and he never did. There was no secret about the fact that I was the hatchet man. You've got 
to have one of these around the place. 

RJ Just another side of Brand, and it's linked with you as well. There is a 
suggestion that W W Mitchell wrote the speeches to a large extent for both you and for 
Brand. Peter Kennedy referred to this in 1989: "Sir David and Sir Charles fired the bullets 
in public. But there was a strong dose of familiarity with the rhetoric in their speeches and 
some of the lines in Mr Mitchell's letter of resignation this week."' Is that an accurate 
comment? 

COURT Are you talking about '89 there, or what? 

RJ No, he's talking about your period in government, that W W Mitchell wrote 
the speeches of the two of you, he feels. 

COURT Well, that's a journalist's view of it. It doesn't happen to be in accordance 
with the facts. Now if I can put it in proper perspective. W W Mitchell was probably the 
best brain that the journalists have produced here in the postwar period. He's never had the 
credit for his great capacity to think. He was more of a thinker and a writer than he was a 
journalist. He was a good journalist. I saw him in action when we were in opposition 
[1953-59]. When I first got into Parliament I saw him when he was down on the Fremantle 
beat, mixing with the wharfies and the unions, and the shipowners and that, down there. I 
saw him later on when he was full-time with us. But I quickly discerned that he was a man 
you could talk to and tell him what you were seeking to do, and he had an amazing 

capacity to put it into acceptable words. 

1 West, 17 June 1989, p.  11. 
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Now when you're in that job, you just are going so fast, as we were at the time, that you 
can't sit down and cobble up every speech that you've got to make, although I must admit 
even if I had a text I only used to use it as a guide for what I wanted to get across. There'd 
be one or two things that had to be said even if! didn't cover all the detail because it's very 
difficult for me to use other people's words that are written for me to say. 

That also is reflected in David Brand's speeches and other writings, like newspaper articles, 
that sort of thing, probably more so than in my case. But the principle was the same. Why 
Bill Mitchell was a great asset to David Brand was that he could sit down and talk to David 
Brand. David Brand wouldn't always be precise and succinct as to exactly what he wanted 
to do or say. But if you listened you could cobble together exactly what he had in mind and 
why he wanted to do it. Therefore a man with the skills of Mitchell could take these things 
and unwittingly he would put into the mouth of the leader of the day some of these phrases 
that read and sounded pretty good. But it would in fact - and Bill Mitchell would be the 
first to admit - that it was the result of his talks with the leader. 

There would be occasions when he would have to take a minute or something of that kind 
and turn it into a speech or a statement that had to be made, or preparation for a TV 
interview, or a radio interview, bearing in mind David Brand didn't like speeches. He didn't 
like speech-making. He was terrified about TV and didn't have much more love for radio 
anyhow. If he was allowed to say his own piece, he said it very well, usually in some very 
earthy, simple phrases. They weren't written by Mitchell because if he had to make an off-
the-cuff comment about a situation where he was, he'd usually come out with something 
that was probably a little bit witty, but in some cases old-fashioned, but mighty expressive. 
Just a simple little phrase. 

I remember on one occasion when somebody - we were talking about the economy, you 
see, and why it was so important. He didn't talk about the economy in economic values at 
all. He said, "You know you've got to have a strong economy because you can't help 
somebody else if you've got the seat out of your own pants." [laughs] I remember him 
saying this and it was reported like that, and everyone knew what he meant. You see, if 
there's no money in the Treasury you can't help anybody. He had a habit of coming out 
with these little meaningful, pithy, rather humorous statements that said in his words 
exactly what somebody would have said in many sentences dealing with the economy. 

So those things were very original of his. He didn't always manage to get something across 
like that, but very few speeches he made at occasions, at functions like formal dinners and 
all that sort of thing, didn't have at least one of these in them. I'm sure they were just 
reflecting his mind, how he thought about this thing, not in terms of economic theory and 
that sort of thing, that if a beggar comes up to you and you've got nothing in your own 
pocket, how in the hell can you give him something. That's how he reduced it down to a 
reality. 

Now in my day, of course, the thing was a bit different. Bill Mitchell would tell you that it 
was probably harder writing a speech for me than it was for David because I had pretty 
clear ideas of what I wanted to do, and I'd been doing it for a long time. Mitchell had a 
capacity to bring things together that was quite unique. 
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I had a great admiration for him. Even when he wasn't working for me directly, when he 
was David Brand's man, quite often Bill used to work with me, for a number of reasons. 
One was that he was probably wanting to prepare a speech for his leader anyhow, and I'd 
have all the information. So it suited me fine to get our story across and have a fellow as 
intelligent as Mitchell and as clever as Mitchell with words, to get his leader to say what 
we wanted to say, you see. 

So in that regard Bill Mitchell was an influence and he was a force. When it came to policy 
speech time he had an amazing capacity to go round to ministers who can never produce 
their stuff on time and literally extract things out of their department or confront them with 
things, until eventually they had to say, "No, this is what we want," and that's what he 
wanted them to say anyhow, to tell him what they wanted. So he used to have a devilish 
habit of putting up something that was outrageous and they'd say, "No, no, no, no, that's not 
what I want." He'd say, "Well, what do you want because this is what's going in to the 
Premier unless you can give me something better." Then he'd succeed in getting a reaction 
from them, bearing in mind he would have talked to their bureaucrats and so on. 

So Mitchell's influence for good was very strong, and he was much criticised. He was a 
target for the Labor Party. He was a target for the media, quite unfairly. They were doing a 
great disservice to their own profession because they should have been building up a man 
of the capabilities of him. I'm glad to see that he now, for the last two or three years, has 
been actually teaching out at Curtin because they'll at least have somebody who's 
honourable and they've at least got somebody who's got an ethical approach to his 
profession; at least got somebody who has had a lot of practical experience as a rough-and-
tumble journalist and as a confidante of Premiers and senior ministers. 

So it would be wrong to blame him for some of the ideas that came out of speeches, as 
though he was running the government. Far from it. But it would be wrong not to give him 
credit for some of the good words that we used. 

END OF SIDE  TAPE 104 
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RJ You said something to me once off tape about David Brand, that there were 
two things that shortened his life: one was the Country Party, and one was Lang Hancock. 

COURT Mmm. 

RJ I don't want to go further into the Country Party because you've already 
given us an inkling about that and we will look at the Country Party as a whole under your 
premiership, as a subject. Are you prepared to develop, as far as David Brand was 
concerned, the influence of Lang Hancock? 

COURT Yes, if you want to. I can only tell you it as I saw it and experienced it with 
him. 

RJ But in what way did that affect David Brand - did Lang Hancock affect 
David Brand? 

COURT Well, David Brand was essentially a nice man, and a trusting man, and a 
man who always tried to see some good in people. When he eventually got to a stage when 
he was not, for instance, prepared to be in the same room as them [Hancock and Wright] 
for the signing of an agreement, that's serious stuff. What he had to say about Wright was 
even worse. The fact that Lang would do what he did, and keep doing what he did: sending 
minutes to all the ministers and all the members and to the opposition, and all this sort of 
stuff, that played on David's mind. I used to treat it as being the work of a naughty boy. 
Every time he did it, he further denigrated himself, but David used to.... He'd been so 
courteous to the man. I've told you we had an instruction to our secretaries that whenever 
Hancock sought an appointment he had to get it. For no other reason than to give the lie to 
what the media said and we told the media that, but they [the media] still said that, every 
time he [Hancock] said, "The government won't talk to me," or "They won't answer my 
letters," but they would never come and ask you whether it was true, but they knew that 
we'd given the instruction. Brian Johnston, my secretary, would tell you that he knew that 
if Hancock ever asked for an appointment he got it, and he got it so fast it was an 
embarrassment to him. 

That's why it did - it used to play on David's mind. He used to tell me: "Now what do you 
do with people like this?" I said, "Well just ignore them." 

RJ But he clearly wasn't capable of doing that. 

COURT Well, he was sensitive, you see, to these things. 

RJ Did Brand ever show signs of recovery of health after the pressures were 
taken off him? 

COURT Not very much. I always felt that he was very conscious of it. He was 
greatly helped, of course, by Lady Brand, Doris, who is a wonderful woman. She used to 
do everything possible to help and to take the pressures off. 
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I know when we were going up to name the Brand Highway that he wasn't altogether at his 
best, but she just nursed him through all that, without appearing to do so. She was just 
absolutely marvellous about it. 

RJ Brand died in April 1979 and, of course, you took over the leadership in 
1972. Did you have any contact with Brand after you took over the parliamentary party, 
and then later as Premier? Did you ever talk to him, consult with him? 

COURT Oh yes. Not very often. He'd occasionally wander in. He never sort of made 
it a formal thing. You'd find him around the office some time and he'd have a cup of tea 
and a chat and usually just say: "I like what you did on this," or "I think you're doing all 
right on this, keep it going." It was never interfering in any way at all. He might pass on 
some information, which I always learnt to respect, mainly about people or forces, political 
forces at work that weren't favourable to us, or might be to indicate that we could rely on a 
certain person more than we probably thought we could. 

Don't forget he was the sort of person that people would talk to and would feel relaxed 
with, so quite a lot of the information he gave me helped me make a judgment. Where we 
thought maybe somebody in the Country Party or somebody elsewhere was a little bit 
difficult on something he would say: "Look I think you're worrying unnecessarily about 
him. My guess is that he's more on your side than you might think," and so on. It was that 
sort of chat we had. 
He was also a fellow who loved stories and he could really enjoy a story. He used to be a 
very good storyteller. He was a great entertainer, Dave, you know. There were a couple of 
songs he used to sing and stories he used to tell that would have you in fits when you're 
having a relaxed party. 

I enjoyed the chats I had with him. He never stayed very long. He would probably have a 
message to deliver or want to know the answer to something. Never sought any favours, 
never sought any special treatment at all, not once. He knew that he could have what he 
wanted, whether it was a car or anything of that kind, instruction had been given. But his 
demands were minimal. I can't remember him even asking to get a letter typed. He 
probably did, but he knew that he could go to any of them. They all loved him, so that he'd 
have no problem. 

RJ And he didn't even take you up on a car in the light of what you had to say 
about his unease with driving? 

COURT Once he became retired, of course, he had certain rights. Ironically he was 
better off as a retired Premier than he was as a retired Premier/retired Leader of the 
Opposition, still serving as a member of Parliament. 

There was no problem there, any concessions he wanted there, but it wasn't a matter of 
asking me about it. They were automatic. 
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RJ But you didn't ever pick up a phone and say: "I wonder what you feel about 
so-and-so." 

COURT Oh, on a couple of issues. Not to do so much with the bigger issues in 
government, but with some of these little pinpricking things that cause you more worry 
than enough. He had a very good assessment of people, evaluation of people. I had no 
compunction about asking him when I was having a bit of trouble with people either in the 
government or out of the government, particularly in connection with rural matters. It was 
very comfortable just to say, "How do you handle this bloke, he's proving a bit difficult?" 
and so on. 

But again he'd usually give you an answer in such an off-the-cuff, easygoing way, that it 
would summarise it all. He'd probably have some little quip about this particular bloke and 
relate it to some other thing, and you'd get the message loud and clear this is how you did 
it. You either gave him some consideration or you gave him none. 

RJ When you took over as leader of the Parliamentary Liberal Party and 
therefore Leader of the Opposition, I know you expected to be it, but how did you feel 
when it became a reality? What were your thoughts? 

COURT I felt it was a great challenge. It's one thing to have been deputy for 15 years 
to a man like David Brand, and another thing to be the peanut yourself. So all of a sudden 
you realise that you are the CO. Everything stops on your desk at that time. Not that it 
hadn't prior to that, but you are in the public eye, and your colleagues' eye, your opponents' 
eye, you are the peanut and you are the leader. So you never got the device that you can 
say: "Look I'll have to talk to the leader about this." You are the leader. So it sunk in pretty 
quickly and I got on with the job. 

I'd had this apprenticeship. It may be that in his mind, when he hung on that few months 
when we thought for his own sake he should have got out, I would be surprised if he didn't, 
in his own mind say, it's not a bad idea to get them used to talking to Charlie about these 
things, because he wasn't there, you see, so they'd have to come to me. So they got used to 
talking to me as the de facto leader anyhow. In some ways that made it easier for them and 
made it easier for me. So we'd had a fair bit of practice I can tell you. 

RJ Any feeling of excitement? 

COURT Oh no, more a feeling of challenge, of added responsibilities. That's how I 
worked. It also stopped you getting any big ideas about what leader is about. You became 
very conscious of the fact that it didn't matter if you were the best Leader of the Opposition 
in the world, you've still got to be elected. My mother didn't fail to let me know that too. 
All through my life she's always been pretty tough on that one. 

RI The day after you took over leadership of the party, it was announced in the 
Queen's Birthday Honours that you had been make a Knight Bachelor. Of course you're 
always advised before that that the nomination has occurred. Did you know of the 
nomination in advance of the notification? 
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COURT Yes. I don't know if I've told you this, but it happened twice. 

RJ No, you haven't told us. 

COURT The first time it came I was very worried about it. 

RJ When did it come? 

COURT Oh, this is quite a while before. 

RJ Yes, but when? 

COURT Oh, more than a year before. 

I always had a great affection for where I spent most of my boyhood; that was in West 
Subiaco, which is now Shenton Park. I lived with those people in my own mind and had a 
tremendous respect for them. Grew up right through the school days, then Depression. I 
always had a funny feeling that they might think it a bit odd - you know, scruffy old 
Charlie, now we've got to call him Sir Charles, you see. Rita, on the other hand, she was 
opposed to it for a different reason. She was never keen on it at all. She said, "We're happy 
as we are, we've got lovely friends and so on, and this will make us different." I said, "It 
won't really." But she really felt that. She just loved her friends and her family. So she was 
quite strong about it. 

It was David Brand who knew when it was coming up this next time. There was a feeler 
that first time. 

LU I'm sorry, a feeler from where? 

COURT From Canberra. 

RJ From Canberra, saying were you likely to accept it if you were offered a 
knighthood? 

COURT We were in no position to offer honours when you're in opposition because 
you're still dealing with imperial honours. Anyhow the next time... 

RJ So you actually said to Canberra, "No, I'm not interested?" 

COURT Well the overtures were made from the Prime Minister's Department 
actually. It was made at a fairly intimate level. It wasn't actually an official offer as came 
the second time. It was just to see IF it came. Anyhow I told Dave about it and he said, "I 
think you're very foolish." He said, "I had the same feelings when it first came, but I was 
strongly advised to take it because you find the people that you were nervous about, they 
react just the reverse." 
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So the next time it came - he knew it was coming the next time and so he came and saw 
me. He said, "You're going to get this offer," he said, "do you want me to talk to Rita, or 
will you talk to her?" He said, "I think you're both foolish if you don't take it. It's coming." 
[I have a feeling he might have made overtures.] 

Ironically it was proposed at a level higher than I eventually received. It was McMahon, I 
think, that had sounded Dave out on this thing. So Rita and I had a talk about it and 
coinciding with that I had the official offer, the formal offer, and I accepted, mainly on 
Dave's advice. He was quite insistent on it because he'd been through this experience. 

It duly came. The interesting thing about it was that the most spontaneous and the most 
excited response to it all came from the very place that I was nervous about. That was West 
Subiaco. All my old mates down there, they must pick up their papers pretty early because 
from six o'clock onward the phone was going mad, but all from there, they were so excited 
about it. 

At seven o'clock the first lot of goodies turned up, brought down by Jack LeMaistre; we 
were in the same class together. He never called his wife her proper name - her name was 
Bertha and she hated it, so he always said, "The Missus." I always remember Jack, he's 
now since dead, but a lovely person. He became the president of the Carpenters' Union in 
various stages of his career, and also became the first commodore of the Nedlands Yacht 
Club, in fact he formed it. He was always a straight down-the-line, honest-to-goodness 
fellow. A great Labor supporter, but it didn't stop him remaining very friendly with me 
right through. He turned up with these great plates full of things. He said, "The Missus 
thought that Rita might want these for today." So we completely misread both our friends 
and these people, so it just shows how wrong you can be. These people have got more fun 
out of it and more excitement out of it than we did really. That prevailed not only on that 
day, but a long time down the track. 

You'll be interested to know that one of the first persons, other than the official advice, to 
tell me that I was going to be a knight the next day, was Brian Burke. He was a journalist at 
the time. It was long before he went into Parliament. He was interviewing me on 
something else, and he said, "By the way, congratulations." I was trying to play dumb 
about this. He said, "You know that we get an embargoed list of these things the day 
before. It was my job to see it." It was quite interesting that he was the first one that 
mentioned it, apart from the people who had to tell me officially about it, that it would be 
announced that day because they send you a form - it's in the name of the Queen. I don't 
know what they do these days - they won't have to do it with knights. 

The one thing that intrigued me is that you say by what name will you be known. I 
discovered the reason for this. You see I'm Charles Walter Michael Court. I could have 
said I prefer to be Sir Walter, or Sir Michael, rather than Sir Charles. Whatever you say, 
that's it, that's the finish. You carry that forever and a day. So you could actually change 
your name overnight if you wanted to by just saying you wanted to be Sir Stinker or 
something like that. 
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But there's a classic case of that. My friend Peter Looker, who was a senior partner in Ian 
Potter's office, ever since he was a boy we've always known him as Peter. Eventually he 
got knighted. When the list came out it said Sir Somebody (I'm sorry I can't remember the 
name for the moment, but I'll have to come back and fill that in for you) Looker. We said, 
"Oh shucks, we thought Peter Looker was coming up, but it's strange there's two Lookers, 
and they seem to be the same address." 

We duly made some enquiries as to what happened to Peter, you see. They said, "Oh, he 
was knighted this morning." We said, "But he's not in the list as such." "Oh," they said, 
"that's not his real name." He hated his baptismal name1  and he was always known as Peter 
at school and all his life. He didn't realise that when the form came he should have put 'Sir 
Peter' even though it wasn't one of his proper names, and he'd have been Sir Peter Looker. 
It's been a terrible embarrassment ever since to have this other name, which he hated as a 
boy, as part of his official name. So there it is. So if ever anyone confronts you about being 
a Dame or something like that, make sure, if you want to change your name from Ronda or 
something like that, [laughs] you can do it on the spot, and it stays with you. 

It was told to me that, in those days, under our laws in WA, it was harder to change your 
Christian name, than your surname, but all you've got to do is get knighted [laughs] and 
then you can change it to anything overnight. However, that's another point. But it was a 
very exciting day. I completely misread the reaction of people, especially the old school 
mates and that sort of person - the old band people. I'd always felt that they might think he's 
gone above his station or something like that. But it was just the reverse, they were the 
ones who thought it was pretty good. 

RJ So what were your feelings when you realised there was not that problem, 
and, of course, you still have the fact that it was an honour being conferred on you? 

COURT Well, I felt that a lot of people had contributed all the way up because you 
will probably have noticed in the course of this laborious task you've had over many 
months that there's not a thing I've done when I haven't been influenced or helped by 
somebody. 

You go back to the early boyhood days, my study days, and my practice days, and my band 
days, my military days, then Parliament, you're foolish if you don't realise that there's been 
somebody to help you along the line. Think of the influence of Dumas and Brisbane, for 
instance. They get no credit for it publicly, but the fact is they were tremendous forces. 
They gave you confidence. They gave you a wailing wall. They gave you all sorts of things, 
without probably realising it; they were many things to you. There's the influence of 
Mellor, for instance. Just an ordinary old bandmaster, you might say, but he's had a 
tremendous influence in establishing standards and perseverance, all these sort of things. 

So I was very, very grateful. My mother was still alive, but my father wasn't, which was 
very sad. But she was quite joyful about it. It was the one occasion she did let her head go. 

1 The baptismal name he detested was Cecil. He is now Sir Cecil Looker (CC). 
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She didn't start reminding me not to let it go to my head. She really embraced it all. Then it 
culminated when Douglas Kendrew was smart enough to get Paul Hasluck, when he was 
Governor General, to come home a couple of days early for Christmas and do the 
investiture at Government House for no other reason than that my mother could go. 

RJ Yes, we have got that on tape, and that was a lovely thing to do, and you 
told us too about your mother then sending Lady Kendrew a piece of her fancy work. 

COURT Crochet work, yes. 

RJ Yes, that's lovely. Was Brian Burke sincere in his congratulations? 

COURT Oh, I gave him the credit of it, but I think as a journalist he was hoping that 
I might make some comment that he could use. [laughs] But still I wasn't in the mood to do 
that because it wasn't official at that time. 

RJ How good a journalist was Brian Burke? 

COURT I wouldn't know really. The main dealings I had with him were TV. There's 
a big difference between a TV interviewer who calls himself a journalist, and a newspaper 
journalist, because the newspaper man eventually comes out in writing. Also with a radio 
man. See, with the TV the interviewer's personality becomes very much part of the 
interview, whereas with radio it's less a part, but with newspapers normally he's an 
unknown figure. It's only when they get further along the track, or it's a more important 
thing, that you see their by-line. That, by the way, didn't appear so often in the old days. 
Most journalists were anonymous and were unseen figures. 

Ri What exactly did David Brand say that talked you into changing your mind 
from your previous attitude? Can you remember that? 

COURT Well, he said, "You're letting these people down." He said, "These very 
people that you think will feel that they've been distanced from you, they'll feel just the 
reverse." 

RJ And as it turned out he was right. 

COURT Yes. He said, "I think you'll find they think they're part of it, that they've all 
been part of you and you've been part of them, and one of their number's made the grade." 
He said, "You'll find that most of them will think of it as though they're part of it, not 'you 
and me', sort of thing." 

RJ And you talked of Lady Court being resistant, but when it became a reality 
how did she take to it? 

COURT Oh, the second time, we'd been through this. Dave had already talked to 
her. He'd talked to her after the first time. She always had a very great regard for Dave's 
common sense in these matters. So when it came the second time and I had to say, "Look 
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we've got to decide by the morning," she already had braced herself for it and said, "I'm not 
happy about it, but you had better do it," so we did it. 

RJ And the boys' reaction? 

COURT Oh, they were.... Barry was in England, Barry and Margaret were in 
England at the time, on tour with the tennis. They rang us up before it had been announced 
here because of the English papers, and the system they have of release. You see, it had 
actually gone on to the BBC and then to the newspapers before the embargo had expired 
here. So when Barry rang up all excited about it, I said, "Oh shush, shush, you're not 
supposed to know about this." He said, "It's in the papers!" He said, "My mates are already 
ringing me up. All the tennis people are already ringing us up." He said, "I want to know 
what answers to give them." He said, "They want to know whether it's tax free!" [laughs] 
All these sort of typical Barry things, you see. Oh no, the boys and their families, they were 
all quite excited about it. It was all very nice. We celebrated accordingly. 

RJ How did you celebrate? 

COURT Oh well, just typical home things: people coming and going all the time. 
Jack LeMaistre's wife's cakes and sandwiches and things. I don't know how she did them in 
the time because he came home by half-past-seven in the morning, in his rough old way: 
"The Missus thought Rita might need these." He said, "You might have a few visitors 
today." This is typical of what went on. So we seemed to cope all right because the stuff 
was coming in a bit faster than it was going out. 

END OF TAPE 104 SIDE B 
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RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library 
Building on 5 October 1993. 

Sir Charles, you summed up for me in our previous interview Sir David Brand and you 
have referred to Lady Brand from time to time, including the close relationship she had 
with Lady Court. But would you give me an overview of Lady Brand, and her role as 
Premier's wife and in this State? 

COURT Well, Doris Brand was a very kind and easygoing person, easy of approach, 
intensely loyal, very intelligent. Quick to pick up the vibes that were going on around the 
place, especially if they affected David and his government. Don't forget she had a long 
period with government because there was the time when David first got into Parliament 
and then he was a backbencher and then an honorary minister and then a full minister in 
the McLarty Government. Subsequently he was Deputy Leader of the Opposition; then the 
Leader of the Opposition; then the Premier for a record term. So Doris was probably more 
knowledgeable about the real feel of Parliament and parliamentary life than any other wife 
of a parliamentarian that I've known. I mentioned earlier she was a very intelligent person, 
she was very quick to pick up the vibes. She was very quick and very accurate in her 
assessment of the nuances of situations. Some people can understand it if it's black and 
white, or it's this or that, but they can't always pick up the nuances that you have to identify 
in this peculiar life. In that regard she was the perfect wife for a politician, and then 
minister, then Premier, as was David Brand. 

A lot of this is due to her background. She originally came from Dalwallinu. Her mother 
was the first white woman to live in Dalwallinu. She left there at the age of about four, so 
she would not have had much recollection of that, and then went to Three Springs. So I've 
always identified her with Three Springs. She has also done a lot for Three Springs. In fact, 
just as I identify her with Three Springs, the people of Three Springs identify themselves 
with Doris Brand. She's very much part of the history of that town. She became a trained, 
fully-qualified nurse, working at the hospital there, so that in itself gave her another 
dimension, another attachment to the district. 

If you go to Three Springs today, you'll find the Lady Brand Centre there. I forget the exact 
name of it, but it's a place where the older people can spend their later years in their own 
home town, which is terribly important to country people.' It couldn't be identified with a 
better person because she did so much for the hospital, for the community, and not only the 
Three Springs people, of course, but a very wide community within the whole State. 

She travelled a lot with David. Here again she was a tremendous asset for a minister, then a 
Premier, having his wife who was able to take an intelligent interest in these things and a 
genuine interest in it, have genuine concern, and have an understanding of country areas, 
remote areas. Well, it's a godsend. You automatically have a dialogue with people and you 
have a two-way flow from people: they warm to you, you warm to them. In that regard it 

1 The retirement centre in Three Springs is called the Lady Brand Lodge (CC). 
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would be impossible to really estimate the value of Doris Brand in the set-up, particularly 
during the premiership years - not only, but during the premiership years. 

Now you might think that I'm giving her an importance greater than the wife of a minister, 
or wife of a Premier deserves, but that's not so. In this parliamentary business, and 
particularly when you're in government, the wives of the ministers are tremendously 
important. You've heard me on this before. Governments have been wrecked, or they've 
been reduced in their capabilities because of ambitious wives, or because of wives who 
haven't got the feel of what it's all about. 

In the final analysis, when you're in Parliament everything comes back to people, whether 
it's people you're going to try and benefit through education, through health, through 
recreation, through better housing, better standards of living, or whether it's just people 
who are going to vote for you. It's still people. Once you lose sight of that, well you lose a 
very important dimension and I believe you become far less effective both in the short and 
the longer term. You should always keep reminding yourself, this is about people. 
Therefore the wife of a minister, the wife of a Premier particularly, if she has this feel for 
people, a genuine feel, a warm feel for people, it's a great asset. 

Also Doris Brand gave leadership amongst the Cabinet ministers' wives. She even had 
influence on some of their staff (that's the ministerial staff) because she was always in 
touch with these people. Her understanding approach, very patient and tolerant approach, 
must have had a tremendous effect. 

It's all part of building up a team, getting a character into a government. It's all part of a 
mutual trust that has to be there if you're going to be a good government. Don't forget our 
problems have always been increased on our side of politics because we've had to be in 
coalition. Whether you like it or not that brings its tensions. For this reason it was 
fortuitous that we had McLarty who was born and bred in the country, and not only was 
country, but looked country, acted country, talked country. Then we had David Brand with 
his background, and with that we had Doris, of course, with her Dalwallinu/Three Springs 
background. McLarty never lost his love of the country and what a wonderful wife he had. 
She'd have been a superb Premier, Violet. David Brand never lost his feel for the country, 
his love of the country. The country reacted to him, as they did to Doris. 

So it was a great blessing for us that we had that sort of people, especially with a coalition, 
because they couldn't attack the leader as being born and bred overboard to the 
metropolitan area. It doesn't matter how good you are and how hard you work (goodness 
only knows I worked so much out of the metropolitan area, in the rural areas, in the North, 
in Kimberley and those areas), it takes you a long time to wear down the prejudice to the 
fact that you are from the city. I was lucky that after some years - and I don't exaggerate 
when I say after some years, of determined, conscious effort, I broke down this barrier 
because if a person's always turning up in these remote areas, whether they're rural areas or 
whether they're pastoral areas, mining areas and the like, well sooner or later they assume 
that you have a genuine interest. In the case of David Brand and McLarty we had two 
ready-made products which made it very difficult for the Country Party to attack the 
leadership on the grounds of not having an understanding of the rural areas. 
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The leadership that Doris gave to the ministers' wives was important, and that extended, 
don't forget, to the backbench members of Parliament. She was also very respected by the 
other side of politics. She was such an approachable person, such an easygoing, pleasant 
person, that it was very hard for them to brand her as stuffy or autocratic or any of these 
phrases they use. She certainly was never a person who was socially conscious in an 
autocratic way. Don't get me wrong, she was a person who always dressed well, she spoke 
nicely, she conducted herself in an exemplary way, whether it was in the most humble of 
occasions, or whether it was a State occasion, or a royal occasion, as it might be. 

This brings me, of course, to the relationship between Doris Brand and Rita. I was blessed 
with a wonderful wife who was phlegmatic in most things and always seemed to know 
what to do on any occasion, whether it was comparatively unimportant, or whether it was a 
State or a very important occasion. So they naturally were attracted to one another, and 
between them they were a pretty powerful pair. When the party, long after David had 
passed on, and long after I'd retired, when they decided to introduce a system of awards 
within the Liberal Party at the national level, they wouldn't have had to think twice to make 
sure that the first two for the highest honour were going to be the two dowager duchesses.' 
[laughs] Perhaps I shouldn't use those terms, but they were always regarded as the.... what 
would you call them? - you couldn't call them father figures, but they were always regarded 
as the female equivalent of that, that there was always these two very reliable, presentable, 
pleasant, wise people. 

RJ Matriarchs. 

COURT Well, I've referred to Rita as the matriarch of our family, which she was. 
We had a matriarch in our family, rather than a patriarch. However, Doris would be the 
same in their family; a great influence in the family, and a great influence amongst her 
relatives, a great influence amongst communities. So when they awarded these two high 
honours within the system that the party had set up at the national level, it was so logical. 
In fact as I sat there on this afternoon when Hewson was asked as the then Leader of the 
Opposition to make these presentations, I thought it would have been an absolute boo-boo 
if they'd have selected anyone else but the two of them, the two of them together. They'd 
both been Premiers' wives, they'd both been ministers' wives, they'd been members' wives, 
and they'd been through all of these experiences, in opposition, in government, and had had 
to carry a tremendous burden of giving another dimension to the Premier in each case, so 
that they virtually were communicating with a group of people who the Premiers 
themselves would not normally have dealt with, and if they had dealt with, they couldn't 
have had the same feeling, the same understanding as these two ladies. 

1 The Liberal Party's Distinguished Service Award, awarded 24 October 1990 (CC). 
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So it was a very natural association. There was not an excess of involvement one with the 
other. It was a natural thing; it seemed to just flow. They didn't have to be effusive about 
these things, it just seemed to be so natural. Whenever they were together, whenever they 
were doing their duty separately, they always seemed to have an instinct to know what to 
do. So it was special. It would be unusual to have two women - of course, Rita was quite a 
bit older than Doris - but to have two women who could fit in so perfectly. You had the 
feeling that whatever they had to do in life, if they'd had different careers, their husbands 
had had different careers, they'd have fitted in just as well. 

RJ Can you be a little more specific about the leadership role of Lady Brand, 
when it came to ministers' wives, and you said it even went to the staff? What exactly do 
you mean? 

COURT Well, not only the staff, but also to the backbench members and their wives. 
It's terribly important that a Premier keeps in touch with his backbenchers, and if he's got a 
wife who can communicate with their wives and families it's an added bonus. 

RI But what would she have been doing? 

COURT Well, no more than just, first of all, being known to them. She always was 
able to recognise them and, for instance, if we were at a function and you get a minister's 
wife comes along together with a Premier and his wife, which often happens, and she 
probably hadn't had the experience, probably didn't have the personality of a Doris Brand 
or a Lady Court. If somebody takes you by the hand and launches you around, it's not a 
conscious thing, but it's just a pleasant thing, and it makes it very much easier for the other 
person, especially if they're inexperienced, to learn the tricks of the trade, to learn how to 
do it, how to dress, and that sort of thing. It's all things like that. They don't take them aside 
and give them a course, or give them a lecture on it, it's all by example. If you have a wife 
who is known to the staff and, say, the heads of departments when they're out, and their 
wives, you can imagine this is an influence that's working all the time. It's lubricating the 
whole system, you might say. I can't think of a better word. It's not something that you can 
codify. You couldn't write a book about it. You couldn't have a series of lectures on it, or 
seminars on it, it's just something that comes naturally, with decent, natural, good-living 
people. 

Don't forget both Rita and Doris were great family people. I can see problems in the future 
when you get ministers' wives, members of Parliament's wives, Premiers' wives, who've 
got their own careers, and it's going to be quite different to the experience that Ross 
McLarty had, David Brand had, and Charles Court had. We took it all for granted because 
it was the way of living in those days. It was the way married people with a reasonably 
successful marriage conducted themselves. So it could he different in the future, but it did 
make for a very smooth-running government machine, or opposition for that matter, 
whichever role you were playing at the time. It's equally important. Sometimes in 
opposition you need your wife more than ever because your members are saying: "When 
will all this agony end? When will we be the government?" and sometimes it's going to 
take a while. 



TAPE 105 SIDE A COURT 1375 

So it's part of the morale boost, and it did extend to the staff. If you've got a wife, who 
when she comes into the office, may be waiting for you to go to an engagement or 
something like that, all the staff warm to her and she warms to them, well it has a 
tremendous effect on loyalty and standards: standards of speech, standard of dress, 
standard of conduct, all that sort of thing. It's going on all the time. 

As I say, it's very hard to put in precise words, but I'd just like to paint the picture of these 
two very special women, who without seeking to do so - it was no conscious effort, they 
just did what was right. The three of us, that's McLarty, Brand and Court, don't know how 
lucky we were, with Violet with McLarty, Doris with Brand, and Rita with me. 

I don't think I've told you of the famous Cabinet Christmas parties we used to have. These 
were the simple little things that we did. Somehow or other they became almost an 
institution. I'd like to think that Richard can introduce the same sort of thing into his 
Cabinet life because it adds another dimension. We always used to have a formal dinner, 
just before Christmas, preferably in the week leading up to Christmas, where we'd take a 
private room at one of the hotels, and we'd only have ministers and their wives. There 
would be no staff, no-one other than just the Cabinet ministers, the parliamentary secretary 
to Cabinet when we got one of them, of course, because he was very much part of the 
Cabinet, and their wives. We'd have some entertainment, like the Tognalini boys were 
favourites. We had to have musicians who could give us some appropriate dance music at 
the appropriate time [as well as music and entertainment during dinner]. 

I said they were formal because we used to deliberately wear black tie and dinner suits, and 
the ladies dressed accordingly. We'd have all the trimmings that go with Christmas. Let me 
put your mind at rest; this was all out of the Cabinet fund, not out of the taxpayers' money. 
I've told you already about how Ralph Doig started off right. If we wanted morning tea, 
afternoon tea, if we wanted wreaths to go to relatives of deceased people, or we wanted to 
have entertainment, that was at our cost out of the Cabinet fund, for which there was a 
deduction from our pay. If you retired as a minister and there was a slight surplus, you got 
your share of the surplus. That was a good thing. So you didn't get extravagant at the 
taxpayers' expense. 

But we'd have a little bit of music and dancing. It's then you used to see David Brand at his 
best, telling stories and a couple of little things, ditties that he used to do very well. 
Crawford Nalder would sing his songs. One of them in particular that we used to hear 
every year was about "when I went into Par-li-a-ment." This was quite a humorous little 
thing and Crawford being a very enthusiastic chorister used to do it very well. I always 
used to be amazed at how he used to enjoy it so much himself, even though he'd done it 
many times. 

But this sort of thing became a calendar item and it was a "CO's parade". Everyone was 
expected to be there with their wives if they were physically capable. I can't remember 
anyone not being there. But it was a real relaxed, fun thing. I think it did much to put its 
own particular stamp on the type of government we were, the type of people we were. It 
was very much like the anteroom after Cabinet meetings when we always, as a matter of 
principle, used to meet there, even if it was only for a few minutes, just to have a drink, a 
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bit of relaxation, especially if there'd been a tense atmosphere in the Cabinet. This went 
right through the whole of our life in government. 

Here Doris and Rita each had their part to play. They probably appeared there more as the 
matriarchs you referred to, than on any other occasions. But it was a fun night, streamers 
and balloons and hats and all this sort of stuff. I can remember some of them as being very 
special, relaxing nights and all of a sudden you felt a camaraderie with your colleagues and 
their wives that you otherwise wouldn't have had. If you were too busy to have those sort 
of things, well it was only a matter of time and tensions were going to build up. When I 
carried on as Premier I did exactly the same thing. What they do today I wouldn't know, it's 
none of my business. But it was a very important thing. Doris was very prominent in those 
things in her own quiet way. 

The sad thing, of course, was when David's health started to decline. There you saw the 
strength of Doris Brand. She took it in her stride, as well as you can that sort of thing, 
because after a long married life it's not easy when all of a sudden you find a person as 
important as David Brand starting to fail and become very conscious of his health. At that 
time I saw another dimension in Doris Brand. Admittedly, of course, she had been a 
trained nurse so she'd been used to dealing with people who had ailments of various sorts. 

But you might wonder how I would have had cause to notice it. It was very simple because 
during the period that I was doing increasing amounts of the leadership, I would have to 
talk to Doris quite often, or she would ring me very frankly and say: "Look, I don't think 
David is up to it today", in a very simple, straightforward way, as you could expect from a 
person like her and particularly one with her nursing training. There was no attempt to 
cover up the situation at all. It was very straightforward and very frank. When you'd say: 
"Do you think he'll be in later?" she'd say, "I think so," or "No, forget him for today," and 
we'd keep in touch all the time. 

I admired the way that she communicated all the time and you didn't have to keep on 
chasing information, or worrying whether he was going to be available at any particular 
time, for any particular occasion. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 105 
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COURT I'll give you one instance where you saw the personality and the strength 
and the influence of Doris. We were going up to officially name and open the Brand 
Highway, which was a very important occasion for David Brand, bearing in mind that it 
served an area which had been his electorate for so long and an area from which he came. 
It served that area so well and in such an important way. It was something that he'd worked 
hard for, for so long. So it was a very important occasion for him. I could tell that he was 
not feeling the best. We went up in the car together. That's when I had an excellent 
opportunity to see how Doris handled the situation. 

Now you might have got the impression from some of things I've told you about David 
Brand that he was rather a soft and gentle and tolerant sort of a person. I hope I haven't 
given you the wrong impression because he wasn't a weak person by any means. He might 
have been more tolerant and more patient and nicer to people than I would be, especially 
when they hadn't been nice to him. But nevertheless so many people misunderstood this 
man. They misunderstood the strength that he had when the real test came. You could see 
occasionally, because he obviously was not feeling all that well and was under some strain, 
where Doris handled the situation and handled it in a superb way. I think it's just further 
evidence of the fact that she was a great influence in the success of David Brand, and 
through that in the success of our government. 

RI What about contact with her since Sir David's death? 

COURT Oh, not all that often, but we do keep in touch. From time to time there are 
functions where we're at. Doris hasn't sought to keep up with the events, the official events. 
She's never been a person to push herself. There's probably many things where, over the 
last ten years, she should have been invited to by the government of the day, or at which 
she hasn't been given the recognition she should have been given. [I've never heard her 
complain.] She has been a person who has made a tremendous contribution. But she's 
always a very pleasant person for you to contact and very natural; very fond of her family, 
very active with her family. 

Ri Has she kept active in the party? 

COURT Oh yes, but not in a very public sort of a way. I think she's been active in 
the area where she lives, in South Perth, but I don't think she's sought to be an influence. I 
think she adopted the attitude that she and David did their part and while she's still loyal in 
her support, she doesn't try to dominate or in any way seek publicity. You rarely hear of her 
so far as the party is concerned, but that doesn't mean to say she's not involved and loyal 
and concerned. She does do some very fine charitable works, of course, in organisations 
like the cerebral palsy where she is very active and a very great influence. Again she 
doesn't seek a lot of publicity, but she would be very effective. 

Ri If we could move now to the period in opposition from 1971 to 1974. At 
that stage when you became Leader of the Opposition, John Tonkin became the Premier 
and Herbert Graham was his deputy. Now Tonkin had actually become the Leader of the 
Opposition, the Parliamentary Labor Party, in January '67, and Herb Graham was his 
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deputy from that time. Hawke retired, one could have said, ahead of what he might have 
done. Do you know anything about his retirement and Tonkin taking over? 

COURT You realise I'm no authority on what the Labor Party did in its own portals, 
but it seemed to be quite obvious to us that there was a certain amount of tension between 
Bert Hawke and Chamberlain. Chamberlain, for many years, was not only the key figure in 
the trade union movement, but he was also the key figure in the political movement. He 
had great power and influence. We've seen him exercise his influence on some of their 
members of Parliament at the time when they had some friction within their own ranks 
over a member, or certain members, crossing the floor on an industrial issue. The 
ruthlessness with which Joe Chamberlain pursued that matter was there for all to see. In 
fact at one time we took exception to the fact that he actually used the Speaker's room - this 
is while they were in government - the Speaker's room to discipline a couple of members, 
and one in particular. 

He was really beside himself if people had seen fit to question the party dictate. One 
member who did fall foul of the Labor Party was the Member for South Fremantle. I forget 
his Christian name now, but Lawrence was his name. ]  I knew him fairly well because we 
met up during the war at one stage. He was quartermaster with the unit that I was attached 
to. But he incurred their wrath [i.e. the Labor Party's wrath]. It really ate into the man's 
soul. We've never had that sort of experience [in the Liberal Party], thank goodness. But 
there were others. 

But it became very obvious publicly and otherwise that there was a tension between 
Hawke and Chamberlain. On the other hand Herb Graham was very close to Chamberlain. 
There was no doubt that Chamberlain, if he'd had his pick, Graham would have been his 
nomination to succeed Hawke. Our understanding was that Bert Hawke retired when he 
did to make sure that John Tonkin could take over. If you look at the age factor you'll see 
that if he hadn't done what he did when he did, they could very easily have pleaded age 
against John Tonkin, although he had the superior service, and I believe had superior 
qualities as a leader to those of Herb Graham. 

Herb Graham was a very aggressive, hardline person, made no secret of the fact that he 
literally hated Liberals and said so. He didn't make any bones about it. He wasn't very well 
equipped for that matter to be a leader. A man who has got hates like that is not a good 
man to be a leader. We're seeing a little bit of this at the federal level in the Labor Party at 
the moment with Paul Keating. It's not good. It's not good for them, it's not good for the 
country. 

Therefore it was always understood by us - as I say I'm not privy to their inner councils - 
but it was always understood by us, and a certain amount of this gossip goes on in the 
Parliament, that Bert Hawke was most anxious that John Tonkin have his chance. He'd 
served the party faithfully and well for a long period of time. I think Bert Hawke felt that 
John Tonkin would be more in his own mould than would be Herb Graham. I remember 

Phillip Richard Lawrence, Member for South Fremantle, July 1951 - January 1960. 
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Bert Hawke saying to me in one of the few relaxed moments of conversation we had, that 
Herb Graham worried him because he triggered off too quickly and too viciously. I quote 
him when I say: "I've never known a man to get into top gear so quickly when he's making 
a speech or when he's on the attack in the Parliament." Bert Hawke was no slouch himself, 
but he obviously had this little reservation about Herb Graham, so we saw the change take 
place, and then when they won the '71 election John Tonkin became the Premier, Herb 
Graham his deputy, and sitting there in opposition as we were then, we could see the 
tension developing, and the frustration developing on the part of Herb Graham. 

Herb Graham was nobody's fool. He was a man who had quite a lot of capabilities. Had he 
been able to control himself and had less hatred in his attitude towards people when he got 
stirred up about something, he probably would have been an outstanding leader. He had a 
lot of ability. I used to watch him, the way he handled situations, the way he could present 
a situation. He'd obviously had to do a lot of work to get himself properly prepared and 
properly organised to handle the thing. He could probably handle matters in the House 
better than any of their people in terms of sheer competence, but not in terms of 
effectiveness. You can be very clever, very, very capable, but you're still dealing with 
people, your own people and the other side. 

I can well remember a member named Fletcher. I can't give you his Christian name at the 
moment. I easily could if I looked it up. He, after one particular session where.... It was 
when they were in opposition, not in government, on an industrial matter and Herb 
Graham had been leading the troops into all sorts of antics (and they were antics) mainly to 
impress the gallery, like throwing all the.... at a given signal, all the [Labor] members threw 
all their papers on their benches in the Parliament up in the air and on the floor and things 
like that and then stormed out. During that particular time Herb was quite brutal about the 
then Chairman of Committees, Ivan Manning. I remember Fletcher saying to me in the 
corridor, he said, "I think Herb goes too far." I mean Iven Manning was a fellow who had 
lost an arm at Tobruk. He was a nice man, a quiet man, trying to do the job that he was 
given, that was to be Chairman of Committees at that particular time, and Graham set out 
to try and destroy him. Poor old Fletcher. I'll think of his Christian name. 

Ri Is it Harry? 

COURT Harry Fletcher, yes, you're right. I remember he got quite upset about the 
way that this fellow went just that bit too far. That was typical of Herb, Herb Graham. But 
there's no doubt about his ability. He would have gone much further and no doubt would 
have taken over at that time when Hawke changed, if he'd have been different, because it 
must have had an impact on his own members, because don't forget Tonkin still had to be 
elected by his own members. With Bert Hawke's influence that would have been 
comparatively easy. Bert Hawke in his own way, was the leader. You could see the way he 
led the party that he was the leader. I should imagine in party meetings he would have had 
a tremendous presence and influence, the way he would conduct their business and would 
influence things like the change of leadership. So that's what I know of it, and as I see it, 
and I think that would be substantially correct. 



TAPE 105 SIDEB COURT 1380 

RJ You did say to me much earlier in this interview process about your 
handing over to Herb Graham when you went into opposition, and to quote you: "He didn't 
seem very interested and as subsequent events demonstrated he wasn't very interested 
because he unfortunately wanted to eradicate as far as he could, anything to do with 
Charles Court, and the State paid dearly for it." 

COURT Well, if you are taking over from another government that's been 
reasonably successful, it's not a bad thing to cash in on any goodwill that has been 
established, particularly when goodwill was offered from us, and me in particular, to 
ensure that there was a smooth transition. Now I could very easily have walked away and 
forgotten about it, and said, "Oh well, let them frizzle in their own fat," but for good or 
wrong reasons I felt some responsibility to the State, so that we could maintain the 
momentum. Then if they had anything new to contribute that could be added to it. 

But he almost showed a disdain when I offered the courtesies of taking him around to meet 
the staff and to tell him of some of the things that were then current, and where I felt it 
might be worth his while to at least have a look at them to preserve continuity. 

I also went to a lot of bother, with the help of Miss Hall and a Helen Hughan, in the interim 
period before they took over, where there were quite a few days - they apparently had some 
internal things to sort out and there was quite a long break between the election and when 
they were prepared to take over office. We remained in a caretaker situation. I used that 
time to dictate with great care a whole host of minutes on every project that was in 
progress, and some of those that were operating but were ready for an expansion. Now I 
could very easily have gone and relaxed and taken the time off, but I spent all that time 
working. These two ladies prepared the drafts and then the corrected drafts, so that they 
could be handed over to him, explaining, for instance, amongst other things, why we had 
developed Pilbara the way we had done, because I felt I owed it to him to show him why 
we'd done things. I knew he and Tonkin had some affinity with Hancock temporarily. 
Therefore they would not be terribly enthusiastic about what we had done, but at least I 
wanted him to know why we had done certain things, why the railways were where they 
were, why the ports were where they were, and what this meant to the Japanese and the 
Germans, our main customers. 

Now subsequently he was very contemptuous of these things. He even referred to "these 
essays" that the former minister had written and expected to be taken seriously. He was 
contemptuous of these things. Some of those minutes if they could be produced today 
would be very good reading because they probably summarised better than I can in my 
talks with you, exactly what stage we'd reached and where we were ready to go to the next 
stage. But he seemed to want to debunk all that. 

Now it was costly to the State because there was this goodwill destroyed, not completely, 
but there was a break in it, when it could have gone on. He could have grasped the 
goodwill that was offered to him, because I only did these minutes, and they were long 

1 Th1s transcript, p.  824. 
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minutes, some of them were pages explaining why things were done, some might have 
only been a paragraph, but explaining what was done and what was current, in the hope 
that he might sit down in the sanctity of his own conscience, his own office, his own home, 
or something, and say: "Look let's have a look at this, so that we maintain the momentum 
here, and then superimpose our own initiatives." 

Now one of those was Mitsubishi Chemicals. We had gone a long way along the road in 
trying to reach agreement about the establishment of a small petrochemical industry at 
Kwinana. The man we talked with was a man named Hasegawa; a nice man who had a 
very able assistant. When I say able assistant, an assistant whose English was very good 
because he could not only speak in English, but he could think in English, which helps a 
lot. His Japanese assistant was more than just an interpreter. He was very much the 
confidante of this man. Trusted by this senior man. Now we had got to a stage when, had 
we stayed in office another three months, we would have had a petrochemical industry. It 
wouldn't have been a big one. 

Let me explain, in those days you didn't have the huge tonnage petrochemicals that you've 
got today. It was rather like in comparative terms in steel, when a million ton steelworks 
was economic. Today you wouldn't think of anything under five million tons as being 
economic because of the economies of scale, or you'd have a new type of process 
altogether. But in petrochemicals and chemicals generally, like fertilisers and so on, you 
could have much smaller plants that would be economic. 

We'd worked out what we were going to do for salt. We'd have preferred to do it 
somewhere else, but don't forget we hadn't had the great breakthrough in the North West 
Shelf then, where we are now oozing gas, so we didn't even have that. Any petrochemical 
would have had to be based on feedstock bought through BP, whether it was imported by 
BP, or it was imported by Mitsubishi Chemicals. Also the power cost was critical, so there 
was the question of salt, there was the question of power, there was the question of the 
feedstocks and so on. But nevertheless we had worked this out in a pretty sensible way. 
They were prepared to accept some of the costs that might have been a little bit higher in 
WA, in return for having reliability of tenure and the other things that they'd got used to in 
WA. Don't forget Mitsubishi was a very big player in the iron ore business and anything 
else we did. Whether it was nickel or alumina, they were very big players in the field. 

We'd also worked out a good deal with the SEC. They weren't easy, but they accepted the 
fact that if we wanted to move forward to get a bigger baseload for our grid, we had to 
have this sort of industry. 

Now, as I say, within three months we would have had that as an official goer. At that 
point it was on my list of industries that were for all practical purposes negotiated. All the 
gremlins had been got out of it. All we had to then do was to put it together in the normal 
way, so that we had properly signed agreements, properly ratified agreements and so on. 

Now a month later, after we'd dropped out of government and gone into opposition, I 
received plenty of private calls from Mr Hasegawa, saying: "This man won't see me." He 
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said, "Can you do something?" I said, "Well I'm not the person that can do much," 
knowing Graham's personality. But it was a classic example of because Charles Court had 
it at this stage he [Graham] didn't have the good sense to pick it up and run with it. Within 
three months he could have announced their first success, because people wouldn't have 
worried about how much work Charles Court had done on it. The fact is Graham had been 
there three months, negotiated this lovely industry. But that industry never came to fruition. 

It wasn't long after that, of course, new dimensions came in, new scales of economics came 
into these industries. New technology came about and we became capable of supporting 
industries in a different way. Today, look at the gas we've got, and look at the salt we've 
got. They are the two basic ingredients, energy and the salt, of course. Salt divides into two 
[caustic and chlorine], and one half you can transport, the other half you can't. So it was 
going to be ideal and we had a market for one half of the product, which would have gone 
down to Alcoa [i.e. the caustic]. They'd done a very good deal to help us in these 
negotiations. They were prepared to pay a bit more than the going rate so as to have an 
indigenous source of supply. The other half, of course, [the chlorine] had to go into 
petrochemicals because it can't be stored and it can't normally be transported [in its original 
form]. 

So that was a classic example. Once you get your foot in the door with an industry like 
that, it grows. It wasn't going to be a quarter of a million tons a year plant, or anything like 
that. It was probably about 30 000 tons a year, if I remember correctly. But it was the start 
and you get the technology, and you learn how to do it. The company itself wants to grow 
to become economic and have the economies of scale. They had customers that they 
commanded throughout the world. So once you got someone like Mitsubishi Chemicals 
involved it was going to be a natural growth. 

Now that's one actual example. I had to tell Hasegawa that I thought he should go and see 
the Premier about it, and explain how far they'd got because I thought the Premier would 
have enough sense to realise that here was an industry that was all ready for the kill, and 
they'd be wise to embrace it. 

There was nothing I could do about it. You couldn't go and talk to Graham and say: "Look 
why don't you have a talk to that fellow from Mitsubishi Chemicals?" because that would 
have been another reason why he wouldn't have talked to them anyhow. 

That was the weakness of the man. Apart from that he had quite a lot of ability. I think had 
he had that slightly different personality he could have been much more successful. 

END OF TAPE 105 SIDE B 



TAPE 106 SIDE A COURT 1383 

COURT Just to give another quirk to Herbie Graham's nature. He hated Liberals so 
much that he just found it hard to acknowledge your presence when you were at an official 
function. I remember this very well because I was there representing David Brand at a 
function at the Italian Club. He [Graham] had a very strong presence at the Italian Club. 
Graham had worked hard, he'd learnt the language and really concentrated on some of 
these ethnic groups, particularly the Italians. It was very apparent when we used to go there 
in earlier days that he would have had a majority of the people there supporting him. That 
changed dramatically later on. 

But on this particular occasion both he and Tonkin were there. John Tonkin was 
meticulous in acknowledging people that had to be acknowledged, including the 
opposition. He would never commence his speech without acknowledging the people who 
should be acknowledged. If we had half a dozen members there, most of whom were 
backbenchers and that sort of thing, well you couldn't expect him to acknowledge them 
except in a general way of members of Parliament. But if you were the Leader of the 
Opposition, or the Deputy Leader or representing one of them, he was always meticulous 
in acknowledging both federal and State, whether you were Liberal, Labor or whatever it 
was. 

Well, when Herbie Graham got up, you'd almost see it written over Herbie's face: "I'll show 
them what a real speech is like." He had a certain amount of disdain for John Tonkin's 
more gentlemanly way of doing things. So you could see it written over his face: "I'll now 
give them a real demonstration of a political speech." He never mentioned anyone, 
including Tonkin. He mentioned the president and then he was straight into it. Tonkin 
came to me after and he said, "I've remonstrated with Graham because," he said, "I don't 
like.... The fact that he didn't mention me doesn't matter, but we've got a clear 
understanding that if we want to be respected we've got to respect people on the other side. 
So," he said, "I apologise. There's nothing I can do with Graham." 

What I could have told him was that this happens all the time with him. He got a little 
better later on, but not much. You could see it was an effort for him to even acknowledge 
the formal presence of somebody. I think that's typical of the man and probably held him 
hack quite a bit. 

RJ You say when Hasegawa contacted you, you suggested that he in turn 
contact John Tonkin if he'd got nowhere with Herb Graham. Could you not have picked up 
a phone and spoken to John Tonkin? 

COURT Oh, it wouldn't have been proper to do it at the time, because I thought it 
was much better for Hasegawa's man, who was a very good linguist - as I say he not only 
spoke English, but he thought in English, had a lot of experience - it would have been 
better for him, as a Japanese representing Hasegawa, to go and talk to the Premier. 
Whether he ever did or not I wouldn't know, but Hasegawa and I kept in touch for many 
years later. I should imagine he's long since retired because he was not a young man even 
then. We're talking about 1970 when we were negotiating, and then 1971. 
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RJ When Geoff Bolton has covered this period he refers to the fact that you 
were never comfortable in opposition. "It was hard to relinquish control of developmental 
policy, but when he offered himself to the Tonkin Government as a consultant on the 
North-West he went unheeded."' Did you offer yourself as a consultant to the Tonkin 
Government? 

COURT Not as a consultant, not in the professional sense of the word. But I'm 
surprised that he would know about that because I certainly never told anybody, except 
Dave Brand, who wasn't amused about it. 

RJ What, he wasn't amused at your offer? 

COURT Well, I wouldn't go to them on my own initiative without consulting the 
leader, but I could see some things going horribly wrong unnecessarily. I wrote a note to 
John Tonkin and actually offered any good offices that I had because of my personal 
contact with senior Japanese. I made a commitment; you know, I made it an undertaking. I 
said, "You realise that this is on an unofficial basis, and I give you an assurance it will 
never be used for any political gain at all, but I just feel that having this information and 
this experience and these contacts, that I felt that I should at least make myself available. 
Whether you accept it or not, of course, it doesn't matter." He saw me about it and he wrote 
me a nice little note, and said, "I note your assurance that there will be no use of this 
politically," but very politely said he thought they'd pursue it on their own. I forget the 
exact words he used. Somewhere in all those papers you've got down there, the letters to 
and from will be there. 

RI Now this must have been very early in the piece because, of course, you 
took over as leader yourself in June '72, so if you were saying that you consulted David 
Brand.... What was David Brand's reaction? 

COURT Well, he said, "If you feel like that, you do it, but don't expect them to be 
grateful," [laughs] in his really earthy way. David always realised that I was no politician. 
He often used to joke about it: "You think you're running a business. It doesn't work like 
that." He was very good, good for me really because he used to keep reminding me that, 
"You're dealing with political animals," he used to say, and, "you're not dealing with 
ordinary business people like you are used to, and professional people. You're not dealing 
with that sort of people." I think he got a certain amount of amusement out of it. [laughs] 

When I showed him Tonkin's reply, he said, "Well, I told you!" [laughs] I think he 
respected the fact that I thought I should do it. In some ways when I look back on it, it was 
a certain amount of ego that I should have not shown because it was really saying: "Well, I 
know all about it. Can I help you?" But I was really only thinking of the State. Don't forget 
I had very close association with all the mining companies. I had very close association 
with our customers in Japan, in Germany, in Belgium, Holland, Britain. So I did have 
something to contribute. Put it this way, if I'd thought of doing it in later years I would 

1 Bolton in On This Side, p222. 
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never have done it because you become very case-hardened after a while. It worried me, 
the fact that you couldn't do these sorts of things for fear that your opponents would resent 
it and they would assume that somehow or other you'd leak it out so as to embarrass them. 
I could understand that, so I would never have done it subsequently. 

RJ Was there any element of non-acceptance of opposition anyway, that you 
really thought this was a temporary and short-lived period in opposition? 

COURT It wasn't that at all. I was sufficient of a realist to accept you can't be there 
forever. We'd had 12 years. I'd had the unique position of having that portfolio of Industrial 
Development and the North West for 12 years. Unusual for anyone to have it for so long. 
Full steam ahead the whole time. It was exciting. 

But when we eventually lost the election, and for reasons which I've given you, I accepted 
the fact we were in opposition, but I said, "Righto, well now we're going to be a good 
opposition, and we're going to get back into government next time," which was a very 
simple thing. I used to preach this even before I became leader, in the party room when I 
was chairing most of the meetings anyhow. I used to keep saying: "Don't let the 
momentum run down." 

I was very lucky when we were in opposition because don't forget the Hudson Institute in 
America started to do that big survey for the Japanese to try and paint a picture of what 
Japan was going to look like in the next century. Right out of the blue, Herman Kahn got in 
touch with me, the head of that Institute, a remarkable man, and said, "Would you come to 
Japan when we're having a seminar and join with the academics up there that we've got, 
and give us an input based on your rather unusual experience?" They'd apparently done a 
lot of work, and I think had been guided by the Japanese to have a talk to me about this. 

So right out of the blue this offer came. I didn't get any fees. I refused to take any fees. 
They offered fees, but I wouldn't take them, but they paid my expenses up there and back 
and it served two purposes. So for three times during the period we were in opposition I 
had these very nice periods up there when I could do a concentrated week, or ten days, with 
Herman Kahn's team, some 30 academics from various countries. Then I would have three, 
four, or five working days up there, to go around and keep my acquaintance with all of the 
Japanese bankers, trading companies, and industrial companies like Nippon Steel. They 
were very receptive. 

So we never lost contact. We kept the heat on the whole time. But that was possible 
because at that time the government made no contribution to travel outside of Australia, or 
inside of Australia, for opposition members. There was no imprest account in those days. 
When somebody came along and was prepared to cover all those costs to go and do that 
sort of work, it was a godsend. They paid the accommodation as well as my travel. I 
worked hard for Hudson Institute every time I went and I maintained a connection with 
them after we went back into government. 

Herman Kahn, of course, is long since dead. Brilliant mind, but he used to speak so fast 
that you couldn't really comprehend what he was talking about, plus the fact that he'd get 
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halfway through a sentence and his mind was thinking faster than he could speak, so he'd 
start the next thought. He used to have a graduate - one of his brilliant graduates used to 
travel with him and act as interpreter. He was speaking in English, but he still had to 
interpret it. "This is what Herman meant," he'd say. He hadn't finished the phrase, you see, 
he was on to the next one. It was quite an experience. 

I remember going to Kahn after the first week I'd spent there at Kyoto. It was a very 
demanding week, but a very rewarding week, because I'd never moved in this atmosphere 
before. I worked mighty hard. I was the only non-academic in this team of 32. Around the 
table, of course, during the daytime, you'd have anything up to 100 people because the rest 
would be Japanese and they get value for money. They go to conferences and they listen 
and they have their secretaries there and they're making notes all the time. They really take 
it seriously. 

The end of the first week when I thought we were going to summarise our findings at that 
stage, and our suggestions, the academics said, "Oh no, that's not what we're here for. 
We're only just to frame the questions." I said, "God, we're wasting our time. This is not 
the way I do business. We have meetings like this to find answers, not questions." They 
said, "You don't understand the world in which we live." I remember saying on this Friday 
morning: "Look, there's thousands of people going past this place every day. We could stop 
any one of them and they'd give us the questions. They'd tell you what's wrong with the 
place. We're looking for the one in a thousand who can tell you how to put it right, or how 
to counter it, or how to do something." 

Anyhow they wouldn't have a bar of it. So I went to Herman that Friday night, I remember, 
and said to him: "I don't think I better come any more because this is not my world. I'm 
used to getting results. If I have people sitting around like this, I only have them to give me 
the answers, not the questions." I told him about what I'd said to the group: "There's 
thousands going past here. Any one of them you could stop and they'd tell you what was 
wrong with the place, but none of them would be able to tell you what to do." So he said, 
"What do you think I brought you here for?" I said, "What do I do?" He said, "You go 
home and go back tonight and list, or give me, what you were going to put into the seminar 
and you just let me have it." Of course, everything was longhand because you didn't have 
any staff up there. I well remember sitting up for hours that night and putting all my notes 
together and I gave them to him. 

This happened every time I went. I went three times altogether and every time I went I did 
exactly the same by arrangement with him. I was very pleased that quite a few of these 
suggestions came through in the final document that they put into the Japanese. It was an 
extraordinary experience. The books and the memoranda and the studies and that that I'd 
have to bring back used to be an embarrassment with my luggage - that's from each one of 
these. I'm going through some of them at the moment. I might see if one of the universities 
is interested in them because although they're now out-of-date they do give a very 
interesting reflection of Americans and some other foreigners' thinking about Japan at that 
stage, and the predictions made by Kahn about what Japan would look like, say in 2010. 



TAPE 106 SIDE A COURT 1387 

From my point of view I have to say quite selfishly it did give me a chance to get up to 
Japan for free and keep the fires stoked up and get them all up there to realise that in a few 
years time, 1974 hopefully, they'd be dealing with us again. 

I should also tell you that it had another value to us, and to the Japanese, because in 1972 
Whitlam came in. Then even the State government's capacity to do the right thing by the 
Japanese was diminished because the famous R F X Connor was in full flight in Whitlam's 
day. Then not only was he rude to people like Saburo Tanabe and others, and to the 
Japanese generally, but the government policy was anything but encouraging to foreigners, 
not only foreign investment, but foreign trade. No-one seemed to realise in Canberra that 
we needed this to live economically. 

So it suited the Japanese, of course, to have me there periodically. Apart from the fact their 
men were coming down all the time and talking to me, I was up there amongst them all and 
really they used me as a sounding board. So when we got back into government in '74, we 
just took off as though nothing had happened. 

I don't know if I've told you the humorous incident, when during this long period between 
us going out of office in '71 and the Tonkin Government coming in, when the people in 
Japan and other countries had assumed that the change would have taken place. 

RJ No, you haven't. 

COURT Well, you've got to see the humorous side of it, but for the first 48 hours 
there was a flood of telegrams saying what a great job I'd done and things would never be 
the same again. Then all of a sudden they stopped. They came in from all over the place. 
Then after about a 24 hour break and we were still working away like beavers getting this 
information ready for our successors, the people at the other end, having assumed that the 
change had taken place - we didn't have faxes in those days, but the telexes started to pour 
in to the Minister for Industrial Development and the North West, but they weren't 
addressed to Graham or Court because they just addressed it to the office, you see. Then 
they'd tell me how wonderful [laughs] it was going to be to work with the new government 
after the experiences they'd had with the last one. [laughs] You had to see the humour of it. 
Had I known what was in them, of course, I wouldn't have let them [the staff] give them to 
me, but they naturally gave them because they were addressed to the minister, and I was 
still the minister, you see. Don't forget we still retained our portfolios until the resignation 
took place and the new government was sworn in. 

Initially I was annoyed and disappointed and then I could see the humour of it, because 
they were trying to ingratiate themselves with the new government. It just shows how 
fickle human nature is. 

Ri It kind of puts you in your place doesn't it? 

COURT Oh yes, yes. 
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RJ [laughs] 

COURT Fortunately I could see the humour of it after I got over the initial shock, so 
I was able to hand these all over to Herbie Graham when he came in. 

RJ How did Tonkin treat you after the changeover? 

COURT Oh, he adopted a very strict line that they were the government and we were 
the opposition. Don't forget they hadn't had many facilities. No opposition in the past had 
had the facilities that oppositions get today. As for having a press officer and that sort of 
thing, it was unheard of. You were on your own, which probably wasn't a bad thing. You 
had minimum staff. You were given a secretary and you were given a typist. 

Well, I took the job seriously and by the time I'd taken over from David in June 1972, 1 was 
in full flight. We were an opposition with a mission, first of all to be a good opposition, 
and then to get back into government. That was our role in life. 

Well, the burden in the office was getting intolerable. Even with the help I could get from 
Hendry Rae and Court, it was becoming intolerable. So I got in touch with the Public 
Service Commissioner, which I thought would be the right thing to do. He put a man, an 
inspector on the job and he said, "Oh, you should have a couple of extra staff here." To 
relieve the immediate pressure, he said, "You can have another typist," and he gave me a 
typist/telephonist because that's all there was available. He gave me the classification (in 
other words the level of pay and conditions and so on), and said that I could make a 
selection, which I did: a very competent, pleasant girl. It was magic after all the pressure 
we'd had, you see. 

So after she'd been going for six weeks and she'd been paid through the normal system, the 
message came that he hadn't authorised it - that's the Premier Mr Tonkin - he hadn't 
authorised it. They didn't intend to extend the staff of the Leader of the Opposition, and the 
appointee would have to be dismissed. What's more the expenditure had been unauthorised 
and that would have to be paid by the Leader of the Opposition. If he wanted to keep the 
extra lady on, well, that was his business, he'd have to pay himself. 

So I had to refund the six weeks' salary that had been paid in all good faith in the 
meantime. Very embarrassing to the Public Service Commission. We went on till the end 
of our time with the minimum staff, but I had to supplement my effort from other places to 
get the pressure off because it was impossible with all your parliamentary commitments, 
your other commitments of an official nature, to carry on as we were. 

So it was an example of how John Tonkin could - the other side of him that could be very, 
very, uncooperative and so on. 

It had its sequel when I became the Premier. I had a deputation from [Malcolm] Bryce and 
one or two others. They said, "We know you didn't have a lot of facilities in opposition, but 
we think the time has come for the opposition to be given more facilities, and this is what 
we'd like." 
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In the meantime Tonkin had, under caucus direction, agreed to the electorate offices. Now 
he didn't want to do it, and neither did 1. He discussed it with me and I said, "Look we start 
off with a typist and an office and that's that." I said, "It won't be very long before they 
want a research worker or they want another typist or they want somebody to be there 
when the other one goes on holidays or goes to lunch, and all that sort of thing." He said, "I 
agree, I don't like it." He said he thought it was going to destroy the relationship between a 
member and his electorate, with which I agreed. But he was directed by the caucus to 
institute the electorate system. 

Of course it was only a matter of time and they came back wanting electric typewriters, and 
they wanted this and they wanted that. It really has not been a good thing in practice for 
local members because some of them use the office to relieve them of their responsibilities 
instead of improving their capacity to service their electorate. 

I know you can make lots of arguments in favour of the system, but I had to say to them 
[i.e. Bryce and colleagues]: "Look you're asking a bit much," because we tried to get some 
improvements while we were there. I told them the story of the typist. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 106 
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COURT I told Bryce and his colleagues the story of the typist and they were 
absolutely shocked, they couldn't believe it. I said, "Well, you go and look at the records. 
You'll find where I gave my cheque to reimburse the salary of the typist." I said, "You 
come to me now and you ask me to give you quite generous things to assist you in your 
work as opposition." I said, "I hear what you say and just let's have a quiet think about it, 
and I'll get some of our people to work on what's a fair thing and what we can live with, on 
the basis that we don't want it to be self-sustaining and self-growing. Just keep 
compounding itself as somebody gets a bit busier in one electorate and they want some 
assistance, and everyone gets the same." Eventually there were concessions made and 
eventually the imprest system was brought in. 

It wasn't only the Labor members that were putting pressure on to get some relief, it was 
our own members too, so eventually I got the people to work out something between 
themselves, what they thought was fair and proper and gave them about half of it, 
[chuckles] which probably again was double what they thought they were going to get. But 
still we treated them much more generously than they treated us. That episode of the typist, 
the extra typist, I think made a salutary impact on Bryce and his colleagues. They just 
couldn't believe that it could have happened as it did. 

I think the thing that really shocked them most was not the fact that the position was 
withdrawn, but the fact that I was made to repay the six weeks' salary. 

RJ Wasn't there also something about a car? 

COURT Oh, the car. Of course, Leaders of the Opposition and Deputies didn't get 
the things they get today, but there was a car up there that the numbers finished up with 
013, and no ministers wanted to drive it. So the instruction was given that it be allocated to 
the Leader of the Opposition. Well, I couldn't care less. I'm not suspicious at all with these 
things, I treat them as a bit of a joke. So in all the run up till the election I had 013. When 
we had the final session down at the ABC, on the cut-off night for television (you know, it 
used to cut off I think at midnight on the Wednesday or some other day), well they had 
John Tonkin and myself down there in this sort of final beat-up before the end of the 
electronic media. 

That was all right because it was a pretty mundane sort of thing. I was fairly enthusiastic 
about what we were going to do when we got into government, so I felt pretty good about 
it. Then they brought in, without mentioning it to me (and the ABC did this sort of thing on 
a number of occasions), they brought in some fellow - I can't recall his name - but he was 
supposed to have some capacity to read the stars and the moon and whatever it was and 
predict things. He'd [made his predictions about the elections] by arrangement with ABC, 
for which he was no doubt getting paid a fee, somewhere he had a connection with the 
UWA. He then in all seriousness gave his predictions about the election: that was that the 
Labor Party was going to win and so on, which was a pretty dirty trick of them to do, with 
the cut-off period. If it had been done a week before it wouldn't have mattered so much, but 
this was the cut-off period. 
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Well naturally people thought this would put the fix on us, this would worry me. I treated it 
as a bit ofajoke. Well, of course, we won the election. Just to carry on the sequel, not only 
did I have 013, but we defied the soothsayer, or whatever you like to call him. [laughs] 

I was Premier for some time and they decided, the Public Works decided that the building, 
the Superannuation Building had to be renovated. It was due for maintenance. So they 
decided that they vacate one floor and they'd use that as a floor that the people being 
renovated at any one time, like floor one, floor two, whatever it might be, they all moved 
on to this one floor. In other words it was a hack for the whole of the exercise. Then it 
didn't disturb anybody, they got on with their work, in the same building, and then when 
their floor had been restored, then they went back to there. 

So they left the Premier's till last, and guess the number of the floor? It was number 13. So 
I was moved in there with three months before the election. So I went right through the 
election on floor 13. So you can understand why I don't get very fussed about these 
superstition things. 

A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library Building on 15 
October 1993. 

RI There is an interview in our collection with Oliver Dixon, who was the first 
Ombudsman in Western Australia. He actually refers to the Bill that was brought in almost 
immediately in the time of the Tonkin Government to introduce an ombudsman being 
appointed. "Sir Charles Court wouldn't have a bar of it. He opposed it vigorously in the 
Lower House." He goes on to explain that it was eventually passed with amendments in the 
Upper House.1  Why did you oppose it vigorously? Why were you against an ombudsman? 

COURT We were under a lot of pressure while we were in government to introduce 
the ombudsman principle. As you know it was something of a thing with John Tonkin. 
He'd picked this up from overseas and he thought that we should have an ombudsman. 
Both David Brand and I adopted the attitude that just because other people have got these 
things we don't have to have one of those. We felt that it was just the thin end of the wedge 
in the community. Where do you end all this investigatory stuff? My judgment is that we 
were right in the light of experience because you have one investigatory type of thing, and 
then somebody sees that that's not big enough; it's got to enlarge its staff, or it's got to have 
some specialised body. It goes on and on. Today, you're having investigations of 
investigations and you're not getting anywhere. 

In our simple judgment you wanted to be able to get things cleaned up and find out who 
was right, who was wrong, and get rid of it and not have it hanging over your head all the 
time. Bearing in mind when you appoint somebody to be an investigator or an arbitrator or 
something, you're only superimposing the opinion of A person, who's not infallible. That 
applies whether it's a judge or not. I got into trouble for what I said after there was a Court 

I 
Oliver Dixon interviewed by Michael Adams, 1988, Battyc Library 01-1 1757. p 114. 
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of Disputed Returns in Kimberley. A judge was sitting as the Court of Disputed Returns. 
When he made a finding I felt that first of all he'd shown bias, secondly he hadn't 
understood the real practical nature of this. This wasn't a court of law, this was a matter of 
the good sense and the integrity of a particular election. I was bold enough then to say that 
it was only one man's opinion anyhow. That was taken up with great vigour by some 
people. I had to say, "Well it is, isn't it? How many more were there on this thing? I 
thought there was only one judge sitting as a Court of Disputed Returns, and hey presto it 
was his opinion." It wasn't as though you were interpreting a precise piece of law. 

We looked at this very hard and rejected it while we were in office. I think you'll find lots 
of references by John Tonkin while he was Leader of the Opposition to this. He had a 
number of these things that he kept working on. So it was only natural when they got in 
that they introduced it. In fact I think they made it part of their policy. 

I can't remember us being all that aggressive in our opposition to it. We might have spoken 
strongly about it. Then when it was embraced, well we embraced it. It's significant that he 
refers to some amendments in the Upper House, so what we had to say probably had some 
effect, bearing in mind that the Bill would then go on to the Upper House. 

RI Oliver Dixon goes on to say that.... He actually uses the word that you were 
"furious" with his appointment. He claims because his background was such, being a 
member of the Weld Club and having daughters in public schools et cetera, that you 
couldn't attack Tonkin for the appointment on the basis ofjobs for the boys.1  

COURT I can't remember that particular incident, but I can hardly imagine me 
getting furious about it. I think Oliver, who's a nice man, probably interpreted some of my 
fairly boisterous, vigorous comments from time-to-time, as being aggressive and angry, 
rather than just an observation. 

I could easily pick up from the records, because there was so much discussion about this, 
as to why there was any objection at the time. I can't remember us getting very excited 
about it. Once the appointment had been approved, of course, as good citizens and as good 
members of Parliament, we accepted that Parliament had decided and the only thing to do 
was to go along with the appointment. It didn't alter my opinion at the time. 

Subsequent events, by the way, only confirmed my fears about what would happen, not 
with him because he was exemplary the way he went about it. We did from time to time 
have to discuss his position. When we got back into government we had to discuss some of 
his findings, some of his recommendations and so on. But I can't recall us ever having any 
problems about him being too interfering or wanting to get too much power, as do some of 
these people who keep wanting to extend their power. They keep coming back and saying: 
"If only I had this power I could do this, or if I had this power I could do that," which was 
the one thing I was always fearful of. To a certain extent that's gone on and on and on. It 
keeps getting added to. 

1 lbid., p. 119. 
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So I can't recall getting furious about Oliver Dixon's appointment. I was probably making 
some comment about our attitude towards the position. The fact that he belonged to the 
Weld Club and his daughters attended private schools I'm sure wouldn't have entered my 
mind. I never used to go around snooping on people's background, that sort of thing. He 
was a person who enjoyed a good reputation. 

RJ Dixon would confirm your attitude because he does say in referring to you: 
"He accepted the office, very graciously, once he was in power, and I had nothing but 
cooperation from him".1  He also says that under you he had "far better accommodation, far 
more money at my disposal than I did under John Tonkin."2  

COURT The reason for that is very easy to explain. Once you've got a position 
established like that, it was always my attitude you either get rid of it or you make it 
workable. A person in that position doesn't function well unless you give him the dignity 
that goes with it, particularly as he's often dealing with people under very trying and testy 
and testing situations. So there was nothing extraordinary in us doing that. Once you realise 
you've got one of these positions you've got to live with it. 

Long experience taught me that - and this was one of the reasons why we were very 
reluctant about having the position at all, is once you create these positions you can very 
rarely take them back. They become built into the structure and then people, for real or 
imaginary reasons, believe that they're part of the integrity of government or the integrity of 
administration. So you learn to live with these things. 

I must say that I became fearful with the passage of time as to how everyone seemed to 
think that the ombudsman could solve all their problems. Just give the ombudsman the 
power to have a look at policemen and all this sort of thing, as though that solved things. 
The next thing is, of course, more staff, or another specialist appointment. It just keeps 
compounding, bearing in mind that the original mechanism is still in place anyhow. 

RJ While you were Premier, just to finish the subject of ombudsman, a 
Commonwealth ombudsman was appointed and there was discussion about the 
relationships between the State and the Commonwealth people. Dixon's view was that the 
Commonwealth person should be kept at arm's length. He felt that your view was that they 
should combine forces. It seems from what Dixon says that the situation worked itself out 
and it worked wet  1.3  But how did you feel about that appointment, and what then 
happened? 

1 lbid., p. 139. 

2lbid, p. 122. 

pp. 126-127. 
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COURT I'll have to be careful in making my comments because you're getting down 
to a matter of great detail in the course of a busy, busy life as a Premier. But again I was 
worried about another authority being superimposed. What I was fearful of was that our 
ombudsman would do his bit and come up with his opinion, and be accepted by us in the 
normal course of events, and then hey presto! - somebody rushes off and says: "Oh, we 
didn't get a fair go. We now want the Commonwealth man to have a look at it," as though 
it was almost a Court of Appeal. 

That was one thing that did worry me at the time, this intrusion of the Commonwealth into 
these things, especially where they would, with the effluxion of time, keep wanting to 
fiddle into things that were essentially our matters. Nothing could be worse than having 
ombudsman 'A', who was a Commonwealth man, criticising the work of Ombudsman 'B', 
who was a State man, or vice versa. You immediately start to undermine the positions. But 
I can never quite remember the detailed position I took up on it. 

Ri Yes, that's fair enough. Right. I might also put on the record that Dixon 
talks about his retirement, and says: "When the time came for me to go, no-one could have 
been more gracious," and again he's talking about you. So you must have.... 

COURT Well, he'd served us well. What's more I want to say that he served us with 
good sense. It was one of the problems that I had and could have been misunderstood in 
the early stages, that they wanted to give this person so much power that the wrong person 
would let it go to his head, and would be egged on by the media, would be egged on by 
people with vested interests. You would always appear as the government to be hiding 
something, holding back. You weren't prepared to let something be investigated, or 
something of that kind. Goodness only knows that's the problem with government today. 
People can't get on with the job of governing. 

The police situation under the method that I used and David Brand used would never be in 
the mess it's in today. You've got so many people putting their sticky fingers into it. Let's 
face it, somebody makes a decision after what could be a fairly exhaustive inquiry and 
because it doesn't suit one of the parties they want somebody else. Of course there's plenty 
of receptive media that will listen to their story as though it's gospel, and won't themselves 
say, "Look, wait a minute, you've got an axe to grind here, or you've got a bias here or 
there. You've got an emotive interest," and so on. The morale of the police force must be at 
an all time low with the amount of undermining that's going on. Of course they've got to be 
punished if they do wrong. 

I remind you in our day, and that extended over a long period, I can't remember a 
commissioner who ever caused us any anxiety through lack of discipline. In fact it was 
none of our business as long as he was running his force well, but when we did hear about 
the discipline that had been imposed, it was pretty severe, because they were proud of their 
force and they wanted to protect the integrity of the force. 

1 lbid., p. 139. 
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In those days I think it was done extremely well. There's always this trial by media of these 
people. It must be a very, very exasperating position to be a policeman these days. There's 
some fine people there. The standard of education now is better than ever it was, as it 
should be, of course. I was appalled that over the recent years that they'd allowed the 
accommodation to go to pot. 

This puts me back to 1959 when Charles Perkins became the Minister for Police, and he 
set about, with some assistance from me, ironically from my railway vote, to speed up the 
improvement in accommodation. People were living in places like Derby in 
accommodation that was an absolute disgrace and that policeman was supposed to 
maintain a presence. He was supposed to be a dignified figure, always well-dressed, always 
well-behaved and well-spoken, and able to meet a crisis, when the whole town was 
probably in ferment over something. That was a place with a lot of Aboriginal people in it, 
who didn't always behave. He was supposed to preserve his decorum in the place and he'd 
have to go home to a place that would be, in most ways, much inferior to a State Housing 
Commission place [at that time]. 

Well, in the next few years that position improved immeasurably thanks to the foundations 
laid by Charles Perkins. He was the one that started this good communication with the 
Force, with the commissioners, on the basis that they were going to be responsible for their 
internal discipline as a paramilitary force. Woe betide them if they didn't do it right. To the 
best of my knowledge they did it right. 

We had admittedly less population, admittedly we didn't have the sophistication we've got 
now with communications we've got. We didn't have the affluence we've got now, which 
in turn brings its own problems, people getting access to more liquor and all of that sort of 
stuff than they used to be able to afford in those days, so I suppose it's all compounding. 

But nevertheless I have to say had I continued on I would have insisted on the Police Force 
dealing with its own discipline and being quite tough on them. If the commissioner 
couldn't do it, well get another commissioner who could. But keep that as a paramilitary 
force, very tight. So if you respected them you could expect them, in return, to respond to 
whatever difficulties arose, when they arose. 

However we're a long way from the ombudsman thing, but it's quite related inasmuch as 
that once you get a position like that, you'll always get pressures for its duties to be 
expanded, which means you get more than one person on the job. You can't always be sure 
that you're going to get the same quality of person. 

I remember Oliver Dixon's work very well because ministers would be reporting, and the 
reports always were that he appeared to be acting with good sense, never seeking, in my 
memory, to want to indulge himself in an office just for the sake of having the office and 
wanting to expand that office. 

Then we had the problem, of course, of, after a man like that, who was going to be his 
successor. Again you couldn't expect to have two people of the same temperament, that are 
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going to do it the same way. You could only hope that they would exercise the same good 
sense. 

RJ We have a situation in December 1971 where publicity was given to a 
psychiatric report that had been written by a psychiatrist who had not actually examined 
you personally, but is said to have put this report together from what was on the record. 
The report actually claimed that you were, "emotionally and otherwise psychiatrically 
unsuited to be a minister, or to have a position of responsibility."1  Now John Tonkin 
picked up on this and it was actually taken to the Parliament and there were newspaper 
reports at the time, and Hancock was said to be involved. Dr Arch Ellis, the head of the 
Mental Health Services has commented on it and he says it was "quite unethical, stupid, 
and off the point."2  I wondered about what effect it had at the time, as far as you were 
concerned. 

COURT Well, I was surprisingly relaxed about the whole thing at the time because I 
felt it was such a dastardly thing, so unethical, so unprofessional, and so crude, that people 
would treat it as a bit of a joke. I couldn't altogether dismiss it because it's proper at this 
stage, now that you've raised the matter, that I should tell you how I came to know about it. 

Some journalists came to me. They were enraged about it. Now these are people who 
normally would be reporting me in the course of my activities and weren't always that 
friendly because they had work to do, but we enjoyed a mutual respect. They'd learnt over 
the years that they usually got the truth from me. In some ways it suited me to make sure 
they were always informed and educated up to what we were going to do because if you 
want a journalist to report great projects that are coming up properly and in an intelligent 
way so the public will understand, it's important they know what you're doing. If they're 
only going to report snippets that you sneak out from time to time, you're going to get a 
distorted story. 

So we had a wonderful relationship in respect of these projects because two of them in 
particular virtually grew up with the projects. So we had an electronic media person and 
we had a print media person getting a reliable story, a genuine story, and well in advance. 
Sometimes we'd have to place reservations, but you had to tell them what was coming up 
so that they could see the credibility of what you were then releasing. 

Anyhow that was a very good relationship. I doubt whether you could have such a 
relationship today because someone would want to go and blab it; couldn't resist the 
temptation to leak out information they'd been given as way of background in advance of 
things going to happen. It's sad when you can't do that sort of thing. 

END OF TAPE 106 SIDE B 

1 Dailv News, 4 Dec. 1971. 

2  D A S Ellis interviewed by Ronda Jamieson 1979-80, Battye Library OH 396, p.  577. 
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COURT One of them in particular was so incensed that he said, "If you decide to 
take action you can have my assurance that Pd be prepared to give evidence as to when I 
saw the report and who gave it to me." Now he then explained that the report had been 
shown to him and others at Wittenoom by Lang, who had them on one of his safaris to 
show them how he was wanting to develop the Pilbara and how we were allegedly 
stopping him from developing the Pilbara. 

It's very significant that this thing was released after I was in government. You realise that 
you're talking now about a period, if I remember correctly, when we were in opposition. 
We went into opposition early in '71. 

Ri Yes, and this is December '71. 

COURT Yes, and it's very significant, because there was this cosy arrangement 
between the Labor Party and Lang Hancock in the run-up to the '71 elections and for a 
short while thereafter. People forget that the Tonkin Government had to legislate to protect 
the government and the State against Hancock and Wright. In some respects I think that 
was when the great friendship ended, because they found - particularly their Minister for 
Mines found - that Lang was doing his darnedest to make it impossible for them to proceed 
in an orderly way. In other words they were confirming what we had said. 

Now when the matter [the so-called psychiatric report] became a public issue Lang tried to 
adopt the attitude he didn't know anything about it. There might be a couple of reports of 
that sort of thing. "Things dropped off trucks" and all this sort of thing, which convinced 
nobody. It's also interesting that a couple of medicos, some specialists, and some not 
specialists in this particular field, offered to give testimony too on my behalf, if needed. 

One lawyer, who had a quick look at it (and again unsolicited, by the way) said, "You 
know you'd get a minimum of two million damages for that," because it was so horrendous 
the whole thing, particularly as we could pinpoint it on Lang as having commissioned it. 

The explanation given to those people who were shown this report was that this man, [the 
psychiatrist who wrote the report], had attended meetings, speeches, launchings, openings, 
sat by for long times whenever I was talking on TV, and had made these deductions. First 
of all the specialists in the field were horrified because to try and do this thing without 
having the "patient" present, or the "patient" knowing anything about it, was worse than the 
nazis. The other thing was, that as one of them said to me, and actually in a note confirmed 
it, he said, "You'd be the most stable person that I know, so I was infuriated." He wasn't a 
specialist, he was a general practitioner, but he was so furious about the whole thing. So it 
was one of those unpleasant incidents. 

Strangely enough it died as quickly as it was raised because I think so many people were 
incensed about it. Now I know what you're going to ask me, "Why didn't you sue?" 

RJ Yes. [laughs] 
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COURT Well, Dave Brand and I had a talk about this and we discussed it with a few 
good friends because it would be nice to pick up a million or two; tax free, by the way. So 
we had a good talk about it. It was felt that he [Hancock] being such a rich man, he could 
contest a thing like this for no other reason than trying to create a scandal out of it, to blow 
it up into something, and people would be saying: "Well it might be true. Where there's 
smoke there's fire," all this sort of old stuff. 

You saw he did exactly the same thing when he gave evidence to the Royal Commission. 
He went along there not really to give evidence to the Royal Commission but to use it as a 
forum (I'm amazed that they let him use it as much as they did) to vilify the Brand 
Government, the Court Government and Charles Court. That was the real purpose of it, 
even though at the same time he was publicly admitting that he'd paid big, big money into 
the Labor Party and not into the Liberals. 

So it was the same sort of thing to try and use an occasion like that to damage me and 
David Brand's government and my government. So after a lot of deliberation we decided it 
was best to let the darn thing go although I was assured there was no way we could lose it 
because by this time they [the lawyers] had got the evidence, they knew who they could 
call and why, and they had some witnesses who would be able to stand up to severe cross-
examination and so on. For two reasons, one they had the facts, and the other one that they 
had corroborative evidence; it wasn't just one man against one man. Plus the fact they were 
pretty steamed up about it. Most unusual for a couple of journalists to be so steamed up 
about a thing like this instead of seeing it as a lovely scandal story. 

Ri But didn't you risk if you didn't sue, some people thinking that you were 
frightened of what they would see as "the truth" coming out? 

COURT Not really. There were many times during my term in government that I 
could have sued people successfully and I didn't. The only time we took action was that 
scandalous thing about the bank accounts that were supposed to be held by my wife and I, 
and they allegedly had the numbers of accounts in various places like Singapore and Hong 
Kong and so on. We just had to do something about that because they were so specific 
about the amounts of money and claimed they had the bank accounts details and so on, all 
of which was completely false. 

Now that man had to apologise. We said, "Look we're not after money, we're after getting 
this thing sorted out beyond doubt." Bob Ainslie handled the case and he [Graeme Pratt] 
had to retract the whole lot without reservation [and pay all costs]. The statement was 
published and the statement was read in Parliament. The young chap concerned said to the 
lawyer people: "Not a button off my shirt because Hancock's paying it all." So that thing 
was settled. 

Now the extraordinary thing about that is (and this showed the Labor Party up in a bad, bad 
light), it didn't stop A R Tonkin and Malcolm Bryce raising this matter in the House again 
as though it was a new statement of fact. No reference to the case, but as though it was a 
statement of fact. You might not recall, but we had tremendous difficulty in getting a select 
committee to handle the case satisfactorily because these two people refused to give 
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evidence, having made the statement. I know my wife in particular never ever forgave 
Tonkin [and Bryce] and never would forgive Tonkin or Bryce for what they did. The fact 
that even when they were proven to be absolutely untrue and malicious in what they did in 
reviving something that had been decided in the proper legal way, they refused to even 
apologise. 

It was the only time I can remember Rita in the whole of her long and lovely life that she 
was ever so bitter. She would not go to any function when either of those two were there. If 
they were there she'd have an excuse to leave because she just couldn't understand that 
people could be so unprincipled. As I say she was a very forgiving person, but when she 
got past a certain point, it was the point of no return. 

RJ Hancock had been a thorn in your side in all sorts of ways. Going back to 
this psychiatric report, that could have given you a chance to discredit the man. There 
would be people who would take that chance, that opportunity. 

COURT Well, Dave Brand and I, both of us, thought about that possibility and it 
was wide open for us to do it. But you know two wrongs don't make a right. We had 
certain principles. We believed that we were acting on principle. We were more concerned 
about the good of the State. We had to preserve the integrity of the State. It was not only a 
question of preserving our integrity against somebody like Hancock, or somebody like that, 
it was to preserve the integrity of the State because at that time the eyes of the world were 
on us. All of a sudden Western Australia had taken off. Western Australia all of a sudden 
was talked about around the world, more than the rest of Australia for a while. 

Don't forget we had some things going for us. We had the iron ore, which was big by world 
standards. We had the nickel, we had the alumina. Salt was a lesser factor, but then the Ord 
had its role because of the significance of it in helping to develop northern Australia. 

So on many of these things (not only with Hancock, by the way), we had to swallow hard 
and press on in the interests of the State. It wasn't easy, and it used to really eat at the heart 
of David Brand. I seemed to have a slightly different disposition and it never kept me 
awake. It annoyed me, and it worried me, not so much for my sake, but for my family's 
sake, because I had a young family that was coming on, and they'd all have to make their 
careers. 

You do get people like this. They don't seem to stop and say: "This is going too far." 
There's plenty of them, by the way. When you're in that job as long as I was you find out 
the best and the worst. Thank goodness there's more goodies than baddies. 

Ri Just seeing you've raised that point where you say it did worry you. What 
happens when things worry Charles Court? Are you the sort who gets up in the middle of 
the night and walks around, or lies there awake? What happens? 

COURT Well, I'm just the reverse. You just steel yourself to handle these things. 
You don't let them get you down. What they would like to do is for you to become a 
nervous wreck, and next day they see you all of a jitter, shouting and screaming, you see. 
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Well you just play into their hands, so you just steel yourself a bit more. If you know you're 
right, it's not a bad basis to start from. So I went through so many of these things and I can't 
remember losing a night's sleep. I didn't sleep for long, but I slept well. I slept better then 
than I do now. 

I used to work on the basis that if I didn't get a decent night's sleep I wouldn't be able to 
cope tomorrow. It worked at that time. I don't know how it would work today, but it 
worked at that time. I was grateful for it. It has more or less been my disposition and 
approach to things all my life. I thank my parents for that because we were taught to face 
up to problems. Some of them might be quite minor things, neighbourhood problems, or in 
the organisation you belonged to. We were always taught, well, you've just got to face up 
to them and just get to know what the real problem is, get to the bottom of it and get it 
cleaned up. Don't let it be a festering sore. These things were only a big version of some of 
the little things that I'd been taught. 

I was very grateful for the support that I received from my own party and the Country 
Party. At the time of that bank account thing the Country Party, as well as my own people, 
were absolutely superb. They never missed a beat. They never even suggested that there 
might be something worth looking at. That gives you a lot of strength. You feel that you've 
earned their respect over the years, so they don't want to make that a big, big issue. They 
were the ones that helped me greatly to treat it the right way. 

You'll also be interested to know that there were a couple of people within the Labor Party 
who made it very clear that they weren't amused and had said so within their own ranks, 
but they came and saw me privately. You could tell from the tone of the House, for 
instance when that Tonkin/Bryce thing was raised later, that they were seething and made 
no bones about it when they talked to me privately. Of course they couldn't stand up in the 
House and say that, but you could tell the way they were sitting in the House and the 
disgust on their faces that they were understanding and very sympathetic. You've only got 
to get a couple of people like that and it assumes a different meaning. 

I was very fortunate in having people like Des O'Neill who could handle these things very 
well and kept very calm about these things. When you've got people that you can talk to 
with frankness about these things, and not get hysterical about it, well then you gain an 
inner strength that helps you to see it through. So I look back on that as a plus in some 
ways. Not that you wanted to experience these things, but I put it down as a plus to me on 
the way I was able to handle it. 

My mother was alive at the time when some of these things happened. She used to adopt a 
very strong attitude about it, a very practical attitude about it. She'd be angry about them 
but never to the point of wanting you to do hysterical things: "Just beat them, and beat 
them by being right." 

Ri So what would she say to you? 

COURT Oh she'd just say: "Those terrible people, but don't let them worry you." She 
always used to say: "The time will come when they pay dearly for this." She always used to 
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feel that one day they were going to pay dearly for it, in their own conscience. She always 
used to say, being such a godly soul, she said, "You realise they'll never go to heaven!" 
[laughs] That seemed to answer everything. It was not altogether pertinent at the time, but 
it always used to be her finishing phrase: "They'll never go to heaven." 

RJ In August '72 while you were Leader of the Opposition, Professor 
N F Stanley sent you copies of articles, an address on 'Man's disturbance of ecosystems', 
and including in that his views on the consequences of man-made dams. That started a 
series of correspondence which I thought you might like to comment on. 

COURT Well, when I first saw the articles I said to myself, well here goes, it's on 
again! When can you do something that doesn't get criticised or attacked, or people want it 
stopped and so on? I remember having a talk to John Parker about it because he, like me, 
was very heavily involved in the Ord. I eventually decided that (not completely but partly 
because of his advice) either he or I should go and have a talk to the man because we 
thought of him as a person of repute, and a scientist of repute. 

So I eventually did have some talks with him, just to find out what he was doing. I said, "If 
you want to attack the Ord, just say so and we'll be in that one, and make sure that we try 
and get the balanced picture across of this project because we've had enough problems 
along the road with Dr Bruce Davidson and so on." 

Anyhow I found that he had a completely different approach to what appeared in the 
articles. It was, I suppose, a predictable thing that the media would try and put a slant on it, 
just another slant to try and make life difficult for the Ord. So I made up my mind that 
having talked to him and understood what he was trying to do, that the best thing for the 
government of the day, and the departments of the day, and the farmers of the day, was to 
get to know more about the man so that he was virtually working with us instead of against 
us. If there was anything that had to be done to offset the findings, well then let's do it, but 
let's do it with good sense, instead of in an acrimonious atmosphere. 

So you'll notice from then onward that the matter never appeared publicly as a sort of a 
highly contentious, morale destroying thing. 1 formed not only a high opinion, but a high 
regard for Professor Stanley, which comes out of the correspondence, and also out of the 
discussions that we used to have. We became quite friendly. In fact he was a very strong 
and publicly declared supporter of mine. It just shows what happens if you go and talk to 
people and find out what they're up to, and they in turn are able to talk to you, and they're 
also able to tell you how you handle the situation. So he, in point of fact, made it clear to 
me that it was good that people like him, who were in favour of the project, were doing the 
work rather than some people who were in a mischievous way, trying to discredit and scare 
the hell out of everyone that lived there. 

You have to realise, of course, that all those tropical areas are potentially prone to things 
like some of the diseases that are associated with the tropics and the subtropics. There's 
nothing extraordinary about those. People like myself who had served in the islands and 
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experienced all of these things, and all the tablets and things we used to have, like our 
atebrin and the like, it was nothing new to us, and nothing unexpected to us. 

The important thing was to be able to find out what it was, what were the potential 
problems and then have precautions, or prevention, rather than cure. I found this was very 
much in the mind of Professor Stanley. It was because of that I felt it wouldn't be a bad 
thing if I sent his daughter [Professor Fiona Stanley] some of these papers so that she could 
have a read of them and see how a communication can develop in a sensible way between 
a scientist and a developer. 

From that moment onward I never had any moments of anxiety about him at all. In fact I 
regarded him as an ally, if we had ever had mischief makers around. The important thing is 
to know what were the problems, and then know how to prevent rather than cure. 

Look it's no different in the south, where every week you hear something about Ross River 
virus down in the south. Well, that doesn't mean to say everyone's got to evacuate the 
south, the way some people would react. You've just got to do the sensible things and make 
sure you don't get bitten and don't get involved with these things. 

I know of nothing of a serious nature that has developed out of the Ord, or Kimberley 
generally. I should imagine that the medical profession up there has been doing its job 
where things have to be guarded against, especially with children, that they teach mothers 
to do it. After all don't forget all our children had to be inoculated and vaccinated, or 
whatever it was, against all sorts of things living in the comparatively safe area that you get 
around the metropolitan area here. Nothing unusual about it. 

RJ Sir Charles, I was next going to raise with you a matter that was raised in 
the Parliament by John Tonkin in September 1972, about the family company Cherrita, but 
in reviewing this material to raise it I have realised that the episode that you speak of where 
the claim was made about bank accounts being held overseas probably comes out of 
Jobson's Investment Digest. There was an article there in May 1970, and Graeme Pratt is 
the person who put that report together. That is the occasion that you then went on and 
took action and the article was unconditionally denied. I think we will actually take into the 
record part of your statement to the House as a result of Tonkin raising this in September, 
in which you say that: "Following the publication in Jobson's on May 25 of an article 
relating to the financial interests of Mr C W M Court...." I won't go on quoting it, but I will 
get that typed into the record. The last statement is: "We regret any inconvenience caused 
to Mr. Court by such implications for which there is no foundation." 

[Following the publication in Jobsons on May 25 of an article relating to the 
financial interests of Mr. C. W. M. Court, the Western Australian Minister for 
Industrial Development, Mr Court's legal advisers have informed us that his 
family interests are not major shareholders in Kimberley Finance Corporation as 
could be inferred from the article. 
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[It has also been drawn to our attention that the article is open to the 
interpretation that Mr. Court used his influence as a Minister to induce the R. and 
I. Bank as a State instrumentality to loan money to Kimberley Finance. 

[It was in no way intended to impute any such improper action to Mr. Court. 

[We regret any inconvenience caused to Mr. Court by such implications for 
which there is no foundation.] 

So that's come in May 1970. You then have Tonkin raising in September 1972 this matter 
again. Let's just get some background. Cherrita was incorporated in 1962. Why was it set 
up? 

COURT It was the common practice in those days for many families - I could almost 
say most families, but many families - to have a family company. It was partly for tidiness 
of handling family affairs and maybe some business affairs too, and at the same time it was 
a very satisfactory way of dealing with the probate problem, bearing in mind that you still 
had probate, and that could be a very vexatious thing with a family estate. It could be 
ruinous so far as farmers were concerned, and it could be equally ruinous in respect of 
certain businessmen, small businessmen were concerned. 

So this quite proper device of these proprietary companies, usually referred to as family 
companies, was devised and there was no secret about them; they were quite open things. 
They would often have shares known as the Father Bear share and the Mother Bear share, 
that was Mum and Dad would have a share each, which would have governing director or 
some similar rights, which meant that during their lifetime, or until they got rid of their 
shares, they had substantial control over the whole of the assets and the company 
operations. 

It's also important to bear in mind that most of the assets in that company would have 
belonged to Father Bear and Mother Bear anyhow. But it was a very convenient, tidy way 
of doing it. It was also something that the families would understand. It was just as 
important as your will in many ways. So it was a very tidy arrangement and a wise family 
made sure that the family all understood it, at least the immediate children. 

So you took this into account when you were framing your will and that sort of thing. It 
was something that persisted for some years. Now there was nothing very special about it. 
What did happen was that the control of the company, because I was too busy doing things 
of State, was in the hands of the boys anyhow. 

END OF TAPE 107 SIDE A 
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COURT The administration of Cherrita - which incidentally is named after the 
family home. That's the name of the place. It was named by Rita because she came across 
this name as the name of an estate when she was working at WA Trustees and she said to 
herself long before she was married that if ever she had a house she'd like to name it after 
that. People thought it was spelt differently, that it was "Char" and "Rita", as a 
combination, which it never was. It was Cher, or C H E R R I T A. The Rita was only 
coincidental at the end of it. 

So that's how the company got its name, which a lot of people did, their station, their farm, 
or their house, or something of that nature. There was nothing extraordinary about it. So 
they then ('they' meaning these people who created the mischief later on, and then the 
Labor politicians later on taking another version of that) seized on this without explaining 
the way it operated, and the fact that as far as we were concerned it was no way in which 
we were generating our wealth or manipulating our wealth because we didn't have that 
much anyhow. But it was a very tidy arrangement. I don't think I can do any more than that. 

There are thousands of people throughout Australia who would have had these companies 
and would have been just as innocent as the one that we had. 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library 
building on 27 October 1993. 

Sir Charles, we were talking about Cherrita last time, and you told us how the company 
came to be founded and its purpose. We've got the episode that I reminded you of, of 
Tonkin raising in the Parliament what he saw as conflicts of interest between your 
association with that company and things going on in the Kimberley. I don't think we need 
to go into that in any great detail because in the Hansard, when these matters were raised, 
you had set on record the inaccuracy of those comments.1  But I think it is important to 
comment on an article that was in Nation Review in October 1972. 

The point is made in that, that while the staff were working on this particular article: 
"Court is liked, admired, feared and defended," and then he goes on to say: "The reference 
to fear is not exaggerated. While compiling this material, I tried three times to hire 
photographers to take shots of the exterior and foyer of the premises where sir [sic] 
Charles' business interests are based. Each time, the reaction was the same: they would not 
dare do the job in case they were recognised, Sir Charles heard about it and got them into 
trouble.  "2  What do you feel about that statement? 

WAPD 14 Sept 1972, pp.  3268-9, 3343-3345. 

2Nation Review, October 7-13, 1972. p. 1488. 
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COURT It's the figment of somebody's imagination because never in the 
whole of my career, either as a professional man, or in army life, or in civilian life, have I 
ever been vindictive about anybody. There are some people that I would be entitled to be 
vindictive about and be very angry with. I might be angry with them but I have never, ever 
lifted a finger to stop anyone getting promotion, in getting an appointment, or getting a 
contract, or anything of that kind, based on my own vindictiveness or having good cause to 
be vindictive, and I'm rather proud of that. So it would be absolute nonsense to suggest that 
a photographer would refuse to take a picture because he might pay for it through some of 
my interests. 

I can well understand that the photographers they approached would refuse to do it if they 
felt there was any funny business. There would be plenty of them who would do that just 
because they didn't want to do something they felt was for an improper cause, an improper 
reason. That wouldn't surprise me at all. But it certainly wouldn't have been because they 
would have been fearful that I might interfere with their career or their contracts or the 
work they got. 

There would be no-one in this State, or in Australia for that matter, who could truthfully 
and effectively demonstrate that I had ever used my own personal anger, or prejudice, or 
whatever it might be, to interfere with their career. There's good reason for that because of 
my upbringing in the matter and, you know, you don't forget the lessons of your childhood 
and your early youth. When your parents have seen you get angry about situations you're 
confronted with, and they have very wisely and quietly explained to you: "You don't do it 
like that; there's always tomorrow." I'm rather proud of that. And then my own experiences, 
based on that upbringing. My own experiences taught me that if you allow a particular 
occasion to colour your judgment beyond the natural reaction of anger, then sooner or later 
you're going to pay a price for it, and it can react in most extraordinary ways. The fact that 
you didn't use any authority you might have had to damage somebody, or impair the 
progress of somebody, can have an extraordinary effect on the person concerned. When 
they search in vain to try and prove to themselves that you 'took it out on them' (to use a 
phrase), they feel rather chastened. Some of it even turns to respect. 

I could give you names of people who in fact have become tremendous supporters and 
would be like the Rock of Gibraltar in subsequent times because of the fact that they have 
found that all the inferences about me being rough and tough and uncompromising and so 
on, they've found them to be wrong; and it might take time, it might take months, it might 
take years. In fact it's only last week that a person who I had to get very angry with because 
of misconduct on his part back in 1974, said some very nice things about me. I only heard 
of them by accident because they were recorded in print. I got a lot of pleasure out of it to 
think that this person, who had done something very, very wrong and had known that he 
was doing wrong at the time, but had seen that he'd been dealt with in a very fair, and not 
in a vindictive way at all, but in a very fair way. Somewhere along the line he reflected this, 
and here it was recorded in 1993, his opinion of Charles Court. Those sorts of things give 
you a lot of pleasure because you didn't solicit them, you did nothing to make it happen. It's 
just somebody in the course of their career found they were wrong and felt that they owed 
it to you to say something good. 
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So the business about the photographers, it's absolute nonsense. I wouldn't hazard a guess 
as to who they were, but I could have my own opinion as to who the photographers were 
that they would approach for a job like that. Two of them, I know if they felt it was a 
clandestine 'private eye' type of thing, they wouldn't have had a bar of it because they're not 
built like that and they don't do their business like that. The third one could be suspect. 

RJ Geoff Bolton has also written of this time, in "State On The Move" 
(I've referred sections of what he said to you before) and he talks of these allegations about 
your personal family share portfolio, that they were refuted and an apology was exacted. 
He said about you: "For a man with a strong sense of personal honour and competence 
these pressures must have been galling." What do you think of that comment? 

COURT Well, he says it all. It was not only galling to me but it was even 
more galling to my wife, and it was even worse so far as my mother was concerned 
because she had absolute confidence that I wouldn't do anything - not knowingly, anyhow, 
do anything that wasn't right, especially on this question of ethics and conflict of interests. 
Rita would be in the same position because there was always an inference that she was 
involved in these things, and she wouldn't even know because she was of such a nature she 
didn't want to know about these things. So it was very galling, when you're trying to do the 
right thing, and it's very hard in public life to say: "The man is still not telling the truth. The 
man is wrong," and expect people to believe you. You've got to not only prove, but you've 
got to double prove it. 

It was like the time that John Tonkin made that allegation about members of the Cabinet 
having an interest in land out in Swan Valley way, I think it was (I'm not quite sure but I 
think it was in that area) and it was quite serious. Cabinet was meeting this day, and so I 
said to the Cabinet: "Look, I don't know who it is. He's been smart enough not to nominate 
A person, especially doing it outside of Parliament, but he's been sufficiently explicit for us 
to be able to take action against him." I then made every member of the Cabinet give me an 
undertaking on the spot that they had no land dealings at all in this area, or there was no 
dealing they had with the Lands Department or the town planners - particularly with the 
town planners. Well they all, without exception and without hesitation, said that none of 
them had. I said, "Right, can we go the next step? Can I get the Attorney-General to draw 
up an affidavit from each one of you, which we'll get sworn by a notary (not just a JP or 
anything of that kind, but by a notary) to the effect that you've had no such dealings as 
Tonkin alleges, and make an absolute unconditional, unqualified, denial of it?" Everyone, 
without exception, said they would, and that was done straightaway. This is while Cabinet 
was going on. 

Then I contacted John Tonkin and I said, "Look John, that statement you made is not only 
untrue, but I'm surprised that you've said it without verifying the facts." "Oh," he said, "I've 
got proof." I said, "Well, you better come and see me about it straightaway because I've got 
affidavits here from EVERY Cabinet Minister and myself that no-one has had any land 
dealings in this area, either with the Lands Department or with the town planners." So he 

1Bolton. On This Side 1985, p. 222. 
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came up to the office and I showed him the affidavits, and then he said, "Oh, in the face of 
that, I must have been wrongly informed." I said, "I know you have, but that's between you 
and your informant." I said, "I know you people have always been trying to imply by some 
means or other that I have dealings that I shouldn't have, and I've got interests that I 
shouldn't have and," I said, "you should know by now the amount of time you've wasted on 
it, and the number of times that they've all fallen flat on their face," because I made sure 
that I didn't have any share or land dealings while I was a minister because you're a fool if 
you do. The two most vulnerable things for a minister is land and shares. Land is 
particularly vulnerable where town planning considerations are involved. So we made sure 
that Rita and I never had any dealings in land beyond the actual home which has been in 
her name ever since we bought the land. I very magnanimously put the land in her name 
for her protection and, of course, we used to laugh about it because when it had three 
mortgages on it [laughs] it was doubtful whether I'd done her a favour, but when the 
mortgages had all been paid, of course, she then owned a home in her own name, 
completely free of encumbrance. So it all worked out well in the finish. But apart from that 
land we were most careful not to get involved in land because it doesn't matter how pure 
you are in the matter, there's always the inference that somebody had their arm twisted, or 
there was a wink or a nod or something. 

Now he [John Tonkin] then became more specific and he said, "Well, I accept the 
information and the denials, and I'll have to make an apology," which he did, because if he 
hadn't have done that, the Cabinet had already decided that the individual members were 
going to take action. We might have acted in concert, but we'd have to act as individuals, 
and it was quite serious. Then he disclosed to me that the information given to him was 
specifically related to me and to O'Connor, but he had made a general allegation against 
Cabinet because under defamation law, if you make an allegation against a government or 
a parliament or something of a collective nature, you're less vulnerable than if you make an 
allegation against an individual. There's a well-established principle for that. 

So I was not surprised when he did it because they were at it all the time. They had some 
strange thing in the Labor Party which some of those who were a bit friendly to me used to 
say: "The gossip in the Labor Party is if we can destroy Charles Court then we can defeat 
the Liberal Party." They flattered me because this went on right from the time I got into 
Parliament. They made me famous. I think I've told you before how Bert Hawke later on 
admitted that [laughs] because of their constant attacks on me, they gave me headlines. I 
got more news than the old hands, which didn't please the old hands in the Liberal Party, 
but when you're under attack, of course, at least you get your name in the paper. So it has a 
double-barrel effect. 

It used to gall me because we were trying to do the right thing, and it's almost impossible to 
completely get the mud off the walls. You know it's only in the last twelve months that I've 
heard somebody, when they were under attack on a radio session and they'd been proved 
wrong in some statement they made about me, raise this old question of the Cherrita thing. 
So it would have to be somebody that was probably 50 or more years of age, but the fact 
this incident is still in their mind, that this had been done. 
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So the short answer is, yes, it's galling but I'm afraid in public life there's little you can do 
about it beyond promptly giving all the evidence you can to demonstrate what the true 
position was. The Cherrita one was a classic one because I knew it was no good me 
standing up in Parliament and saying that this is all wrong and it's scurrilous, and all that 
sort of thing, because you'd expect somebody to say that. So 1 got Bob Ainslie from Stone 
James, as it was then, working with Harry Kitson, to meticulously spell out the detail, and 
that was recorded into Hansard - not my words, but straight out of the Ainslie/Kitson 
document. It gives another base for people to work on and then they're not questioning me, 
they're questioning two highly-regarded professional men. You've no idea how people pull 
back from that - and that's the only way to do it. 

You've got a classic case in State Parliament at the moment where, if the member 
concerned had been wise and properly advised, he wouldn't have said anything to the press 
at all.' He'd have gone and got his lawyer and his accountant to make a full statement of 
the position, good or bad, and then you're arguing your case and fighting your battle from a 
firm platform. You're not expecting people to believe you because the media then question 
something you say, and they get a phrase wrong, or they get a matter of interpretation, and 
you're gradually destroying your credibility. But if you've got somebody else that's gone 
and put it all together for you, at least if they are people of repute, that gives you another 
platform from which to launch your attack against your accusers. If you're not prepared to 
do that, of course, you virtually admit that people were right in their accusations. But you'll 
find every time I was under attack that we used to adopt the same tactics, and make a very 
clear statement of what the position was - the true position as it was, and then let the 
accusers try and prove that that was wrong. 

The last time it was done was when Bryce and Tonkin (that's A R Tonkin) did that, and 
that was to their great disgrace, the way they did that. 

RJ You did cover that last time. 

COURT Yes. 

RJ So going back to the [John] Tonkin accusation over land dealings, 
you say he apologised. I assume that was a public apology? 

COURT Oh yes. 

RJ And you were satisfied with it. 

COURT Because he had been to the press about it. 

RJ Right. But you were satisfied with the.... 

1 A reference to Wayde Smith, MLA for Wanneroo, who was questioned by the media about his business interests 
and relationship with a former Mayor of Wanneroo, Wayne Bradshaw (RJ). 
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COURT Well, we never sought money out of these things, not like [Bob] 
Hawke with all the writs that he was issuing, or threatening to issue, and settling and so on. 
It's very nice money, of course, because it's tax-free. I don't know if you realise that. But we 
never ever sought money, and when I took that action against that young chap.... 

RJPratt. 

COURT ....Pratt, who said to our solicitor that the cost didn't matter to him 
because Hancock was paying, I made it clear to Bob Ainslie when he was acting for me, 
"I'm not after money. I'm just after getting this thing cleared to your satisfaction on the 
public record," and that's exactly what he did. Now maybe we could have got a very nice 
bit of money out of that but I felt that if you pursued it for money people would always 
have a query in their minds about it: "Is he concerned about clearing his name, or is he 
concerned about making a few tax-free dollars?" 

RI This whole Cherrita thing, and the other accusations that had been 
made against you, long ago when we were discussing the '71/74 period in opposition, you 
actually said to me: "It was about then a number of events came along the road that very 
materially affected my approach to the Parliament and to life. One of them in particular 
very nearly, very nearly, pushed me over the cliff to get out of Parliament, and on which I 
had in fact, had discussion with David Brand." I'm wondering now whether that was this 
very issue we're raising. Was that what you were referring to or was it something else? 

COURT No, it was something else. I'm just trying to recall what the incident 
was but it wasn't only that. That was one thing that on its own made Rita and I give very 
serious thought to getting out of it all because we had something else to do. It used to 
worry her, not that we would have done the wrong thing but how do you prove completely 
that you didn't do the wrong thing. She used to get very angry about these people even 
raising the matter and she used to become very self-conscious about it with her friends. It's 
one very interesting thing in the life of both of us that never at any stage did any friend of 
ours ever assume that the things were right. It's a lovely thought, that of all the friends we 
had, never once did any of them ever express any doubt or concern, and they just treated it 
as though it was completely untrue and false. It makes you feel good about it. 

But there were a number of things that I remember that I was very uptight about. I think 
I've told you that I very nearly didn't accept nomination for the leadership. 

RJ Yes, you have, and this is really what you were talking about was 
you were never the most enthusiastic member of Parliament as a long-term prospect. But 
you don't actually say what.... you say, "one in particular" very nearly pushed you over the 
cliff. What was the one in particular? 

1 Th1s transcript p. 607. 
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COURT Well, Pd like to reflect on that because if it's the one that I think it is, 
I'd best not record it. But I was very, very savage with the head office of the Liberal Party 
at that period when, in the run-up to the 1971 election and immediately after.... then I think 
I've told you of the efforts that were made to try and prevent me being the leader to take 
over from Dave Brand, which was a stupid thing. They didn't have to go beyond two or 
three of the most difficult members of Parliament to find that they were going to get a 
complete rebuff. Some of those who were probably a little more difficult to handle than 
others, I know when they went to them with their campaign to try and get the parliamentary 
party to have somebody other than me, they probably got a shock because these people 
who they thought would have been the first ones to want to support somebody else gave 
them the roughest answers. They might have had their own differences with Charles Court 
and the way he dealt with them and didn't promote them, and all that sort of thing, but on 
the other hand they were the first to say: "Look, it's a different ball game if you're talking 
about getting rid of him as a leader." So it was a stupid thing they did. 

As it happened it gained no credibility, it gained no publicity at all [at the time] because the 
members were so tight. It was a tremendous credit to the members because you don't 
please your members all the time. Some people think they should have been promoted, 
they should have been ministers and all that sort of stuff, but I thought I came out of that 
pretty well, the fact that the ones that I thought would have been a bit testy and would have 
felt they might have a better chance with somebody else, they never wavered. 

I did discuss some of these things with David because, of course, it was quite obvious that 
he wouldn't be there much longer, and he made it clear that he wanted me to carry on and 
take over. Then when we got closer to the election [of a new leader] I had to make it clear 
that I wasn't prepared to have one of these typical political party dogfight things with the 
press having a birthday for about a fortnight: "Will he or won't he make it? Bill Jones is 
thought to be harbouring a grievance," or some of this stupid nonsense that went on that 
does parties a lot of harm because even if you won, say, on a vote of thirty to two, or 
something like that, the media will always be talking about the two. So that's why I wasn't 
prepared to do it. I had something else to do and it's a lovely feeling to be in Parliament 
when you can do better by being out of Parliament than being in it. There's not many in that 
position. At that time, of course, I was riding high and I had no qualms about either going 
back into practice or by-passing the practice and going out into business, boards and things. 
So it was a lovely feeling to know that you could do better elsewhere. 

END OF TAPE 107 SIDE B 
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Ri Sir Charles, I think it's appropriate just to finish off the story of 
Cherrita now that we've raised it. In June 1989, Cherrita was placed in liquidation at 
shareholders' request, and it is said at that stage that it was not doing nearly as well as it 
had in the past. It posted a $71 000 net profit, down considerably from the $107 000 
achieved in the previous year.' What can you tell me about its demise? 

COURT Well, you'll have to understand that the trading of Cherrita in those 
days was nothing to do with Rita and Charles Court. We had this one share in the old 
"father bear/mother bear" shares and so on, but we actually got rid of them too because all 
the time they were there people were going to say: "Oh, they still can pull the strings," and 
so on. We had no purpose too, because the boys were running it as a family thing. It was a 
very convenient way to handle things within the family, and it was left to them to trade or 
do what they wanted to, and eventually just pay the creditors, wind it up or do whatever 
they wanted to. So the liquidation was not a liquidation because of the inability to pay, it 
was just the ONLY simple, lawful means of distributing all the assets and winding it up 
amongst the boys their own way. 

They had varying interests within the company themselves, and so that was all sorted out 
without any problems. Don't forget by that time they'd all got their own interests and they 
had varying degrees of success in their own right, and the last thing they needed was 
Cherrita. I think Victor, the eldest boy, acted as the accountant in the matter, but Ken 
seemed to be the one who had most clues about the divisions within themselves. 

We've never had any problems in our family with those things. I get very sad when I see 
families that do have these things, and goodness only knows when I was in practice I used 
to spend half my time sorting out family problems, family wills, family companies. 
Therefore I used to say to myself: "Why do they have all these troubles? Why don't we 
have them?" [laughs] We never seemed to. I think it was because of mother bear and father 
bear. 

RJ Sir Charles, over the years you seemed to have had the occasional 
trips to South Africa, and there's certainly been several newspaper reports of your views of 
what was happening in that country. In September '72, after your return, you actually 
praised the South African Government and said, "Australia could learn a lot from the way 
in which South Africa handled the Bantu native people and their welfare." You went on to 
say that it stood against the world. This was as a result of your findings on a private visit 
that you'd made in 1967. How do you feel about South Africa now, and the views that you 
held in the past? 

COURT My views are unchanged. You realise that I became, not involved, 
but in very regular communication with South Africa because of the SOS I sent out to both 
Taiwan and to South Africa. That's in 1959. Don't forget at that time Taiwan was 
recognised by United Nations. That was THE China, and mainland China was the people 
in limbo. But the reason why I went to them was because I knew they were refugees, and 
they were showing a degree of imagination and first of all learning how to feed themselves, 

West, 23 June 1989, p. 59. 
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and secondly trying to get rid of the dependence on people like America and so on, and 
thirdly showing some ingenuity in building up industry. But that's another story. 

But South Africa at that time had sanctions; not the ones that they eventually had but they 
had sanctions at that time that were mainly oil. I realised that they'd shown a great degree 
of ingenuity in overcoming the sanctions. For instance, they were the people that perfected 
the extraction of oil from coal, hence the Sasol' companies. There's probably three of them: 
Sasol 1, Sasol 2, Sasol 3, and there could even be more. But they were so successful with 
that, that it made a nonsense of the world's sanction against them, and at one stage they 
were getting all the oil they wanted from people who wanted to break the sanctions. They 
had their old worked-out coalmines full of oil. They were in a very, very strong position, 
not only because of Sasol but because of the stockpiles of oil. 

I felt that they would have something to offer - and they did. The director of their 
Department of Industrial Development (or the equivalent thereof, I think it was IDC - 

Industrial Development Corporation) proved to be a very helpful man. He actually came to 
Perth to have a talk to me, and I went to South Africa, and they gave us some ideas about 
how they were setting up industry to counter the opposition they were experiencing from 
the world and, in fact, they were making a profit out of it. They were being forced to do 
things that they might not have ever done for 25, 30, 40, 50 years, they'd been so dependent 
on buying things from Holland, from Germany, and from England, where different sections 
of the community had their own special interests in those countries. Some of them were 
more oriented towards the Dutch, some towards the Germans, some towards the British. So 
these old links were very, very strong. 

They would have got lazier and lazier. They didn't have the incentive. They were doing 
quite well with their primary products, with their mining, with their gold, with their 
diamonds, and therefore they didn't have to be too fussy about building up added value 
industries. 

When they got sanctions, the first taste of sanctions, they realised they had to do something 
about it, so they became very busy in building up industries to offset the imports. It's quite 
ironic that the world made them very efficient militarily because when they couldn't buy 
weapons and equipment freely on the world market, they did what the Israelis did; they set 
out to develop their own. I think it would be fair to say that three, four or five years ago, the 
South Africans were producing better land vehicles for military purposes than anywhere 
else in the world. I'd be amazed if other people weren't buying them. 

So that's what happens when you don't show much sense. If you go back to Israel: I think 
they were denied the right to buy the most modern fighters for fear they'd use them against 
their neighbours, so they got their Technion2  to make them the best, then they sell the 
technology. [laughs] So that's how silly it can be if you don't look beyond your nose. In 
countries like that, the clever thing to do is let them have the equipment but make sure you 

I 
South African Synthetic Oil Ltd. 

2Technion Israel Institute of Technology. 



TAPE 108 SIDE A COURT 1413 

control the spare parts. Then you've got a pretty salutary weapon because once you start to 
use military weapons, the wastage of spare parts and accidents and losses through failures 
and that sort of thing is pretty, pretty heavy. That's when you pull the noose around the 
neck. They've got the equipment but they haven't got the things that make it work for 
sustained periods. 

However, the world is not very smart on those things, and that's never changed, and never 
will change. It's too inflexible. There's always somebody wants to cheat anyhow and make 
a profit on the side. Anyhow that's not what you're on about. 

I became very impressed with what they were doing and the way they were going. The only 
trouble is every time you expressed a view on these things, you were branded as racist. 
You were branded as supporting apartheid. Now I never supported apartheid in the way it 
was done, but there were some things there that were being done that were in the interests 
of the black people, and the clever thing to do would have been to encourage the best of the 
blacks. I think I made an estimate back in the 1960s that if this was handled successfully, 
sensibly, no fuss, just get on with the job, it would only be a matter of 20 or 30 years when 
the blacks' enterprise, the private enterprise of the blacks, would be growing so fast and 
they would be becoming so much better educated and so much better trained in that sort of 
thing, so much better housed and so on, on their own initiative, and blacks employing more 
blacks, that they would take over [economically and then politically]. 

You're seeing it in China now where the Chinese economic growth is coming up and up 
and up. Your totalitarian regime is still intact officially but if you're looking at that in 20 
years time, you'd see the economic agenda taking over from the political agenda. It's quite 
interesting comparing USSR that was, and at the time of the collapse of communism, with 
China today. I mean the USSR and its component parts, as we know them today, are in 
disarray, dependent on the rest of the world; a razor's edge thing as to how long Yeltsin 
will last. We've seen two or three attempts now where the old order has come back and 
said, "Look, you couldn't be worse off today than you are, so why not come back to the old 
order?" You've got conflict between the several parts of old USSR. So that's a lesson of 
how not to do it. 

I'm not questioning what happened because with a case like Russia with that heavy hand 
there for so long, the only way it would ever be changed would be an absolute upheaval. 
On the emotions of the moment everyone was prepared to face up to a different future, but 
I don't think they ever understood how difficult it would be in winter when you couldn't get 
coal, and you couldn't get fuel, and you couldn't get work, and you couldn't get food, for at 
least two or three years until the thing sorted itself out. 

Well, the Chinese have been a bit smarter. Maybe it's their culture. Maybe it's their long 
history, thousands of years of history, that they were able to do it better by keeping the 
totalitarian regime in position with occasional loosenings at the edge, gradually easing 
things up a bit, with politicians starting to show through who were not as hardline as the 
others. They were hardline but they're not as hardline as the old order, the Mao Zedong 
type of people. 
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So they would gradually let things ease, but in the meantime the economy was getting 
along at a pace, and running very much on predictions one of the First Secretaries at the 
Chinese Embassy in Washington outlined to me in 1983 and 1984, when I was attending 
the American Enterprise Institute seminars on the less-developed countries, in USA. What 
that man told me at that time proved to be spot on. He explained the economic zones. So 
they have moved in a more orderly way, and it's now predicted that now, with a few 
hiccups on the road, the economic agenda will eventually take over from the political 
agenda and it will be a much more rational, smooth operation. 

I mean that chap explained to me at the time that already fellows that were good at 
repairing bikes were allowed to repair bikes and make money out of repairing bikes. Then 
he got to motor cycles, then he got to cars, so it was only a matter of time that he 
prospered. He gave another example. A fellow was making coffee tables and he was good 
at coffee tables and he was allowed to make some money out of coffee tables. Then he 
went into making furniture, proper furniture, and doing it openly instead of doing it in a 
clandestine way. 

Now the world could not take a tolerant, sympathetic view in respect of South Africa 
because they were under such pressure from certain elements around the world that weren't 
prepared to consider that some good might be coming out of what was going on. For the 
South African economy to grow as it could and should in those days, it was only a matter 
of time when this crazy law they had about white labour had to break down. The mining 
operation at Palabora was a classic, where the developer was able to demonstrate that in 
this remote area, about 360 miles east of Johannesburg, there just wasn't the white labour 
there to do jobs protected for whites - or that involved jobs protected for white people. 
They had some crazy rules. If there was a white man there he had to have the job, and a 
black couldn't get it even if he was ten times more competent, because there are some very 
competent blacks and some very incompetent whites. 

So Palabora was quite unique because you saw people, when I first visited there, doing 
things that would have been verboten at any other mining place in South Africa - the 
goldmines and the diamond mines. These people were demonstrating that not only could 
they do it efficiently, such as the maintenance. Not only the driving of the great ore-trucks, 
but the maintenance of them, and they were actually regulating the mine traffic. 
Unbelievable in other parts of South Africa! 

Now, no-one around the world, apart from Britain, seemed to be prepared to say: "Look, 
there might be some good things happening. Let's encourage it." So people like Botha, they 
were very frustrated, they were under tremendous pressure, and the better ones realised that 
the system couldn't last as it was, and there had to be a movement to a new order. The 
transition is not easy - let's face it, when you've got towns like Soweto and Daveyton and 
places like that, but it can be done. Eventually you've got the situation where P W Botha 
made this great decision to open the door a little bit. Now that's when the world should 
have praised him, and they should have heaped praise on him, but no, they heap praise on 
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people like Tutu, for whom I have NO regard at all. Some other people who were 
opportunists, political opportunists, and loved the headlines and that sort of thing, they 
weren't looking for a solution at all. 

I remember spending a whole morning with P W Botha. He was a very lonely man and 
he'd made this decision, and bearing in mind he was brought up a hardline Afrikaans. All 
his relatives and his own family and his friends and his Party, most of them involved 
people who wanted NO compromise at all. So he made this decision and made it 
consciously. I remember this morning when I was talking to him and he was.... I wouldn't 
say he was a broken man but he was a very disappointed man, to think that none of these 
people around the world that were saying what he should be doing, when he opened this 
door, even if it was only a tiny, little bit, you know like the salesman: get the door open and 
put your big boots in there so that they can't shut the door on you. You know none of them 
came out (and he was very, very bitter about the fact that none of them came out) and said, 
"Look, that's a good thing you've done, PW. Get on and do some more, and keep pushing 
the door open gently, gently, and then you can control the situation." 

At the same time I got to know de Klerk. He was not then the leader, of course, but it was 
pretty obvious that he was going to be the leader. I had a very interesting meeting with him 
because he made it clear what he was going to do. When he took over, I have to say that 
then and since, he's done everything that he said he was going to do. He realised that it was 
not going to be easy, but he also realised that P W Botha couldn't go any further because 
his own friends were really getting very abusive towards him: "You're the fellow that broke 
all these years of tradition, and you were going to be the great saviour of a new South 
Africa and so on, and you've got nothing but abuse." Of course, people like Fraser and 
Hawke in Australia hadn't got the good sense to join with him and set an example to the 
world, how you could encourage these people. They all joined the bully boy tactics, and so 
he had to hand over his leadership and de Klerk took over. 

My own personal view is that de Klerk made a grievous error by not encouraging Buthelezi 
more. The big thing was to make sure that no one section of the blacks appeared to be 
getting the ascendancy over the other. If de Klerk, Mandela, Buthelezi and others were all 
seen to be important people and in equal consultation all the time, you wouldn't have had 
the amount of riots and killings that you've had of black against black. Don't forget all the 
killings in recent times, with a few exceptions, have been blacks against black. This was 
the great fear of people in Botha's day, and since, that the big problem would not be white 
versus black, it would be black versus black. 

So you're looking at a situation now where de Klerk made the judgment to build up 
Mandela and almost give the world the impression that he was to be the next, and first, 
black Prime Minister, or President of South Africa, and was inclined to play down 
Buthelezi. 

It's no different to, say, a footy team really, where one team gets favoured and gets all the 
publicity and the praise, and the people that are being rubbished, they say: "Well, we're as 
good as them," and the next thing is you've got trouble on your hands. So it's happened like 
that because Buthelezi, to my mind, is a much better intellect and could have been much 
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more useful to de Klerk than Mandela ever will be because I don't think Mandela is the real 
person at all. I think the people behind him (and I've always said this) are opportunists. 
He's not a young man, and these people behind him are still predominantly hardline 
communists. They're one of the few remaining groups of hardline communists in the world 
today, and they still have these views. They still believe in nationalisation and that sort of 
thing, whereas Buthelezi on the other hand, is a federalist. He believes in a federal system, 
he believes in private enterprise as being the only answer, if they're going to prosper. He 
made it very clear to me many years ago, that who wants to see a South Africa that is just 
razed by hostile competing black people who want white men out and white industries 
destroyed just because it was white? He always had the idea that the clever thing to do was 
to use the whites' technology, use the whites' money, make them feel comfortable because 
you'll get much more money invested in South Africa into white corporations that have got 
the know-how to run businesses than you ever will if it's predominantly black. 

If I might switch on to another theme there: the amount of black industry was quite 
remarkable. I think I'm talking four years ago now. I was intrigued because on this 
particular visit I went on, I hardly saw any white people at all because I knew all the 
Anglo-American and all of these people of different white corporations and so on, so I 
concentrated more on spending my time with black people, Indians and coloureds, and 
some of the people from the trade union movement, and some of the religious groups 
which were very strong. Through them I got to talk to what would be the equivalent of a 
black Chamber of Commerce and Industry, and I was surprised how strong it was. They 
received me very well. I spent a day with some of their office bearers, and they were 
explaining to me how they operated, and used to make me laugh. They referred to the 
'black economy'. Now we talk about the black economy as the surreptitious tax avoidance 
type of thing, [laughs] and they refer to the black economy because it was run by blacks. 

I was quite staggered. I went and saw some of their industries. Admittedly most of it was 
small: people making furniture on front verandahs of houses, in backyards of houses, 
repairing cars on the front lawn and back lawns of houses, but doing it well and doing it 
profitably; real private enterprise. Some of the better ones had got together and, in fact, the 
government, very wisely, had started building little industrial settlements, very basic, but at 
least they could go and run their little businesses in these places with proper cover and 
security and so on, instead of doing it on their front verandahs and in their backyards and 
so on; and it was building up. There was the great taxi enterprise, transport enterprise, 
where one black man showed great enterprise of bringing them all together. It was a huge 
enterprise. I forget how many people they employed. But that was a classic example. 

I'm trying to think of the name of the black man down in Soweto. Rita and I had dinner 
with him and his wife. We thoroughly enjoyed it. We were told that he never kept 
appointments but we waited and he and his wife turned up on time at the hotel, and we had 
quite an hilarious dinner. His wife was a very intelligent, very capable woman, and doing 
good things, not only in business, but amongst black people who needed help. She could, 
through some of the multicultured boards that she was on and so on, she was able to do 
some good work because she was a very capable woman. We had quite an hilarious night 
with him, but he, of course, is a very rich man. He's a multimillionaire and had a big 
supermart down in Soweto. He had a number of vehicle agencies in Soweto. He had a big 
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house down in Soweto, and also had an even better house in one of the white suburbs. You 
might wonder how he did it. He also was unique because he owned racehorses and was 
winning big races and, of course, you can imagine the holy of holies that would be a 
racecourse in South Africa. But he not only raced horses in some of these topline, pukka 
turf clubs, but he actually won races and was very successful with it. 

He was a very smart fellow because when Mandela was let out of prison, he provided the 
transport, which he could easily do because he had BMW and all these types of agencies, 
so he could provide the fleet of cars that were necessary. 

But he was interesting because he explained to me in very simple terms, just how he [a 
black man] got into business [and prospered]. 

END OF TAPE 108 SIDE  
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COURT He's not isolated, by the way, as a black millionaire, in South Africa. You 
never hear about these people, but they are there, they have succeeded, they have found a way 
through it. 

This man was quite interesting. He worked for a white boss and because of the laws that existed 
then, he couldn't be promoted, and so his boss realised that he was a better man than the white 
people he had working for him, and so he suggested that he.... He told me how his white boss helped 
him to go and establish a little butchery down in Soweto. He went down there and prospered and 
grew, and he got into all of these businesses that he has now because down there, you see, he would 
be employing only black people, and he would be dealing with black people, so there were no 
restrictions on his progress. 

But coming back to this black economy. I think at the time I was talking to the equivalent of the 
Chamber of Commerce and Industry, they represented 20 per cent of the economy and growing fast. 
There's a good reason because when these people get properly trained, they are very adaptable. 
People forget that Mercedes (and I'm not sure about BMW, but I'm pretty sure they do) but Mercedes 
actually make vehicles and parts in South Africa with their very demanding standards. This 
presented some problems when sanctions were introduced because some of these Mercedes going to 
America and going to other countries, would have had parts that were actually made in South Africa, 
and that brought all sorts of problems. 

Then we had the more severe sanctions, and that to my mind was wrong. I was there when Tutu 
went to Russia and he made dramatic statements about sanctions, and that the world should impose 
even more severe sanctions: industrial, commercial, financial. That was very badly received in South 
Africa by blacks because they were the first ones to cop it. I mean if an orchardist can't sell his fruit 
(and they produce superb fruit) at the right time - if they can't sell their fruit, and their canned fruit as 
well as their fresh fruit in Europe, there's no other thing to do but to get rid of your black work force. 

I know one chap in particular, he had to give notice to his work force, and he took them up to Tutu's 
private residence that the Archbishop has in the suburbs of Capetown, and left the workers there: 
[laughs] "These are your problem now," because he couldn't employ them while sanctions prevailed. 
[I don't know if Tutu was home at the time or his reaction.] I was there [in South Africa] when [large 
scale] sanctions prevailed and they seriously affected industry. 

I was there when Tutu came back from Russia, and the disturbance at the airport was not by white 
people, it was by black people against Tutu. So I'm no great admirer of him, and I still believe he's 
purely seeking power. He's now coming back into the focus again. You'll notice he disappeared for 
some time, a couple of years, you hardly ever heard of him. But now he's got himself back in the 
headlines again, and loving every minute of it. But the average black in South Africa would not have 
a great regard for him. 

The main religions there are different types altogether; they're what we would call non-conformist 
types. You have the Zionist Christians, which seems a strange name, but they are VERY, VERY 
strong. They have two million at Easter at their big assembly they have. In fact why I realised that 
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Botha was on the right track was that they invited him to go to one of their Easter celebrations - two 
million there. He flew into where they were having this Easter celebration and series of services. 
They're very emotive, of course, much singing and very loud, demonstrative-type of services. He got 
a tremendous reception, but the world didn't seem to understand what was happening with this poor 
man who had made this great sacrifice. Had he got some support at that time, just a little bit of 
support, he could have placated his own people. 

You'd be looking at a different South Africa today. Now South Africa's troubles are not over. 
They've got these elections for April, and the way de Klerk's allowed Mandela to appear to be the 
alternative and the man that's going to lead the blacks, is going to result in a lot of bloodshed - not 
between whites and blacks, but between blacks and blacks, and boy oh boy that can be very, very, 
very nasty. You don't have any logic with it at all. It always has been their biggest problem, and they 
know it's their biggest problem. 

People like Buthelezi are the only people amongst the blacks who were saying: "Look, let's get the 
best of both worlds. What does it matter if it takes us 20, 30, 40, 50 years for the complete change to 
take place? By sheer weight of numbers we're going to run the place anyhow." As their economy 
improved, as the corporations employed more and more trained blacks and you got more and more 
skilled work force, more and more black lawyers, more and more black accountants, and all this sort 
of thing, it was only a matter of time and they would run South Africa. What's more, they'd not only 
run South Africa, but they'd run Africa. That was the one thing that I was very keen about, that they 
would be the locomotive to drag the rest of Africa out of its shocking economic morass. 

That's the reason why I was interested, and why I often used to go to England via South Africa 
instead of the other way. I'd call in and see IDC and some of the other people there. Also I had an 
ulterior motive because I always wanted to find out what their mining companies were up to because 
South Africa, Western Australia, and Canada, have always had special links so far as mining is 
concerned, and a lot of communication between the great mining industries of Canada, South Africa, 
and Australia - but particularly Western Australia. 

People used to always chide me when I went to South Africa and I tried to say something in defence 
of them (not in defence of apartheid, but in defence of what was going on and what could happen) 
saying that I wouldn't know a black if I saw one, or I never sought contact with the blacks. I used to 
spend a lot of time with the black people on purpose because you want to know what they're all 
about, and I spent a lot of time in a number of these towns, including Soweto. 

The last time Rita and I went to South Africa, we were asked by the South African Government, and 
particularly by the Johannesburg Council (that's the city council) whether we'd specify what we 
wanted to see. This is the interesting thing. They always said, "What do you want to see?" and never 
once were we refused what we wanted to see. But this particular time I'd made it my business; I 
wanted to meet a lot of the black business people, the black union people, and the black industrial 
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organisations, like the equivalent of the Chamber of Commerce and Industry, that sort of thing, and 
some of their religious bodies. I found that very rewarding. 

When we went down to Soweto on this occasion, the Mayor was overseas. He was black, of course, 
and the deputy Mayor was a woman, and she was very well educated. She had a Bachelor Degree 
and a Masters Degree, a quite attractive woman, and very nicely dressed and in every way looked 
orthodox in doing the job. Apart from the fact that she was black, she could have been the deputy 
Mayor or the Mayor of any city. She had a very attractive black lady who was virtually the protocol 
officer. I found that although, don't forget we were right in Soweto, that they were very anti-Tutu, 
and very anti-Mandela, although they were in those important positions within that town, in a black 
town. It was very interesting. They were both very well educated and very well spoken, and they 
both handled us very well. They gave us a lot of information and arranged a programme for us which 
was quite good. 

I'll always remember a whole group of young men, and not so young men (these weren't youths, 
these were men), playing football and all sorts of things, just playing games as people do play games 
- not organised sport in other words, just filling in time in the big paddock we could see outside of 
her window. She said, "You know, they're the product of sanctions," and these were all fellows that 
did have a job, and DID have skills, and because of sanctions are out of work. She was very 
outspoken about it, and I learnt a lot from her about how she would have handled it and how her 
people would have handled it. 

We then went on a tour of the town. Rita, in particular, was very anxious to see the children, and the 
extraordinary thing we found about it was the way they went to school, with their white pinnies and 
everything, they looked so.... even in spite of the living conditions, the way they were sent off to 
school, something they had inherited, of course, from the white population, but it was to their credit 
that they were going along in such an ordered way. Then the schools, the classes, they weren't as 
good as the schools we have here, but most of them seemed quite effective. 

Now I know it's not the end of the story because you can go in Soweto to the 'Dalkeith' of Soweto, 
down to the slums of Soweto, where people are living under a sheet of iron against a tree. You'll find 
those people have come in from the bush (what they call the bush). They have just decided to come 
in to the suburban areas and they add to the problems of the blacks that are already there, and there's 
resentment there. So there's another side to all of this story. It's a very interesting one when you see 
the transition taking place, and I'm glad that I had the involvement, and I'm glad that I was prepared 
to speak out on a couple of occasions. 

There was a very interesting video made about eight years ago, and you'd be surprised to know that 
the main commentator in this video, made by Nicholas Partridge, I think, was Kim Beazley senior. 
He makes out a case in support of everything that I've told you; it's quite interesting. Buthelezi 
appears a lot in that because Mandela was still in gaol at that time. So it was very interesting to hear 
Kim Beazley senior trying to give a balanced view on this situation. It wouldn't have been popular 
with Mr Hawke or Mr Fraser, but to one that knew the situation like I did, I gave him full marks for 
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being so balanced and informative, as well as level-handed. The whole thing was a very long video. I 
think it must have gone on for an hour. 

RJ Sir Charles, in July 1973, Crawford Nalder resigned as Country Party leader 
and was succeeded by his deputy, W R McPharlin. Nalder remained in Parliament until the election 
in March '74. 1 just wondered about your view of Crawford Nalder as a member of Parliament and 
leader of the Party. 

COURT Well, Crawford was a typical Country Party member of the old order. He was 
a nice man and, as you know, a very religious man - and when I say religious, in the style of the old-
time Methodist: very simple, straightforward. His first wife was exactly the same. His second wife 
was a different person, but still nevertheless very committed to the Methodist Church. But Crawford 
and his first wife were almost a copybook example of the old-time Methodists: great believers, very 
simple and sincere in their acceptance of the faith. They just weren't Sunday Christians. Wherever 
they were, and whatever they did, they observed all the things that other people probably only 
observed on Sundays. Grace was a must, and that type of thing. They were very strict teetotallers. 

The first time we met as a Cabinet in 1959, when Ralph Doig had reminded us that if we wanted to 
send wreaths or advertisements for friends' deaths and things, if we wanted to send flowers to 
people, that was at our expense. If we had morning and afternoon tea it was our expense, and so he 
indoctrinated us into the secrets of a Cabinet fund, which was a fund that you built up out of your 
money, not the government's money, or the taxpayers' money. I remember when he went round the 
table, and the lady was taking down the lists of what you wanted by way of tea, coffee, or anything 
else so that when in future Cabinet meetings, in view of the fact that you all had standard places, she 
knew what to bring them without asking every time. So she got round to Crawford, and he said, "No 
milk, no sugar, no tea." Well the poor girl [laughs] was absolutely bamboozled, you see, and she 
eventually said, "Well, that would be water," and he said, "Yes, that's right." So I always remember 
that. But Crawford loved clean, good drinking-water, and he used to drink it as some people would 
drink whisky or beer, tea, coffee or anything like that. 

I always used to laugh at Crawford. When it would start to rain at Parliament House he always used 
to go out to the front door and stand there, and his face would light up: "Smell it," he'd say, "smell it. 
Isn't it lovely?" A real farmer watching for rain, although he was in Perth at Parliament House! I 
used to get quite a bit of amusement, but on the other hand, it taught you to understand something 
about Crawford, who was basically a farmer through and through, a man of the soil, and a very much 
committed Wesleyan Christian. 

He was basically what you'd call a fairly soft sort of a man. He didn't like a lot of trouble, but he had 
a very strong commitment to the country, and a very strong commitment to the Country Party. I don't 
think it was in his own make-up to be so suspicious of everything that went on outside the farmyard 
fence, or gate, and I won't deal with this in detail because I believe you're going to talk about the 
Country Party later on. But most of them were brought up with a suspicion that goes back to the 
Depression (and I can understand it) that everybody outside the farm-gate was crook. I don't think 
Crawford's make-up was such that he regarded them like some of his colleagues did, but 
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nevertheless it was part of the politics of it that he was brought up in this atmosphere. He was 
naturally always very querulous about things like CBH and about freight rates and charges that 
affected the country, education in the country, and all of these things that were very sensitive - and 
rightly so, rightly so. 

It's digressing a bit. I've just come back from a weekend in Morawa. I went up there to honour a 
promise that I should have never made, but I did, so I went up there to help them with their annual 
music and arts festival. A great credit to them. Great credit. Very varied: highbrow, lowbrow and 
middlebrow - they had the lot. By Perth's standards it might not have filled the Concert Hall but it 
was a great credit that they used all the talent they had, and they brought in people from Geraldton, 
people from Perth, and had this very varied programme. 

But I was very interested in a young man who was trying to develop the school band, and he sent me 
a little note when he knew I was going, and said, "I was a student here when you last conducted the 
Morawa School Band. Would you do us the favour, when you've opened the festival, would you 
conduct them in a march?" and he sent me the music. I said I would, and had I known what I did, I 
wouldn't have agreed to it. I watched this young man, a very, very artistic pianist and he 
accompanied a couple of opera singers who came from Perth. One had a connection with Morawa. 
Everybody had a connection with Morawa except the Geraldton people. But you could see that he 
was artistic, and he could sight-read, and then he actually played the piano for the combined church 
service next morning, and he had a natural talent. I think he'd be about 21, 22 at the most, and I had a 
talk to him because the band had it all wrong. They really needed a real band trainer because you 
conduct a brass band different to what you do an orchestra, when you've got strings and woodwind. 
In a brass band, you've got to have a certain amount of music discipline [precision] with a band that 
you don't have with an orchestra, and you conduct it more precisely if you're going to get the right 
sounds [and response] out of them. 

Anyhow, I was interested because he was obviously an enthusiastic, ambitious young man, whether 
it was their choral work or whether it was their band work, or other work, and here was this young 
chap left on his own. Now in the early days of the Morawa brass band, the town band, and then the 
school band, people like old Sam Maher used to go and spend some time in these schools - real band 
trainers, band masters - and give them the basic principles. Don't forget, when anyone goes into a 
country school like that, the person who gets the most benefit out of it is the teacher, rather than the 
students. I can confess to you that yesterday I had a talk to one of the minister's personal advisers 
about it. He knows Morawa and knows the country well, and he was saying: "If you're going to pinch 
the budget, pinch the people in the city, because they've got plenty of alternatives, but these poor 
people, they haven't. You save one person's travelling around there and it's peanuts. You've got a lot 
of peanuts down here [in the metropolitan area]. You could take one away and no-one would miss 
it." So it was very naughty of me to do it, but I wanted to pass on my experience. This man 
understood it all. He knows the country well and he knows Morawa well, and he was very 
appreciative, because you see, the people who play around with the budgets, they don't understand 
these things. 
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Now these are the things that Crawford - and I know it's a long way away from Crawford Nalder - 
but these are the sort of things that Crawford would be interested in and would do something about 
in a quiet way. Other people would think, what's it matter? It's only the school band, or the school 
choir or something. 

Also Crawford was a very enthusiastic chorister. He loved singing in church choirs. Church choirs 
were his life, but don't get me wrong, he actually sang in other choirs. There have been quite a few 
presentations and performances of various choral works, and other works, that have been put on in 
Wagin and places like that, where he's been very active and very involved. He had a pleasant voice, 
very much a chorister's voice, and you will know what I'm talking about, rather than a soloist, but he 
did sing solos. In fact I used to get a kick out of watching Crawford because he was like a little boy - 
that's not right: he was like a big boy behaving like a little boy; you know what I mean. His face 
would light up, and there was something lovely about it. Rita was always very fond of Crawford, and 
she was very friendly with his first wife. 

But every Cabinet Christmas dinner, when we used to have.... I think I've told you we used to have 
these.... 

RJ You have actually. 

COURT They were very, very pleasant things. It was a night to remember. It wasn't 
just a dinner or anything like that. Dave used to put on his little turns and things, and he used to put 
on a skit. I forget what it was about but it was a skit that used to have everybody in fits. We all had 
our little things we could do. Crawford used to sing about: "When I stood for Parli-a-ment." You 
know, in the song you always had to say "Parli-a-ment". What used to make us laugh was that by the 
time he got to the end of the song, the bloke who was enjoying it most was Crawford, the words in it, 
when he was talking about this fellow that got into Parli-a-ment. 

But it was a simple straightforward type of commitment. He was a good farmer and he lived for 
farming, if it wasn't wheat or sheep, it was pigs or something like that. He gave his life to the things 
of the country and for the country, so I think that summarises him best. But he always had this very 
strong teetotal, simple faith that never deserted him. He stuck to it, and his second wife, she also 
went along with the Church. He was very upset when his first wife died because they were always 
regarded as the perfect rural family people, involved in everything, Church and everything that went 
on; schools, farmers' meetings and everything, and they would be regarded as pillars of that 
particular area. 

His second wife, of course, was not with a farming background. It was a pity that Crawford's 
knighthood came after his first wife died (I'm pretty sure I'm right with that) because she would have 
got a lot of quiet pleasure out of the fact that Crawford had been acknowledged, and that she was 
part of the team. You always regarded them as a duet rather than a solo item because she had a much 
stronger character than Crawford. She was quite a good-looking woman in that wholesome sort of 
way, and she was very confident of herself. In fact, she was much more confident of herself than 
Crawford was. I've no doubt that she pushed him into Parliament originally. I don't say that unkindly 
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but she would have been the one who gave him the courage and the confidence to put his name 
forward and eventually stand. She was a very fine woman, and would be regarded as a model 
country woman. 

END OF TAPE 108 SIDE B 
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RJ How did you feel about Ray McPharlin replacing Nalder? 

COURT Well, we didn't know very much about Ray. He, of course, was 
quite the reverse of Crawford. Ray had a very good record as a pilot in World War II, and 
he always reminded you of the typical sergeant-major. He had a big booming voice, unlike 
Crawford, who had a more measured, quieter, but effective, delivery, whereas Ray always 
had much more noise about his presentations. I formed a liking for Ray, not that he was a 
great help to me, because he was a surprise appointment [and a surprise] that he accepted 
the leadership. There were people like Matt Stephens, and so on, who would be looking to 
manipulate him because he [Stephens] was a person who carried a chip on his shoulder, 
and he would be using a person like Ray McPharlin. When the split occurred after we 
became the government, it wasn't McPharlin who wanted the split, it was Matt Stephens 
who was leading the process for that which, of course, didn't last very long. Then another 
group, having taken over from Ray McPharlin, quickly came and talked to us about getting 
back into government, and that was all negotiated on an amicable basis. 1 always got the 
blame for the split but any of those like Norm Baxter, Peter Jones, Dick Old, and others, 
would tell you that's quite untrue and unfair. 

But Ray was basically a decent sort of a person but he was very easily influenced. You see 
they have a different system of operating, you must understand, to what we do. First of all 
they elect their ministers whereas we select, and that means you get some rather unusual 
ministerial appointments. But that's not the problem of the Liberal Party because the 
Country Party make their election and they tell you what ministers you've got, and usually 
some of the portfolios have been prenegotiated anyhow. So in respect to those people, you 
don't get the same flexibility as you do with your Liberal members. 

But it was rather sad that he didn't assert himself more while he was the leader. He got 
conned on this idea of them coming into the city, into the metropolitan area, for the 1974 
election, and he was the sort of person who in all sincerity believed the propaganda that he 
was given - that they were going to win a lot of seats. I don't know who sold them on this 
line of goods but.... 

RJ Well the experts claim the Democratic Labor Party, when it became 
the National Alliance, that that was part of the pressure that they were applying.' 

COURT Yes, could be. Anyhow he firmly believed in the 1974 election, 
when they went into the metropolitan area as a national party, [they could win seats]. Ray 
actually came to me on the run-up to the election, and said, "You know, Chas, you've been 
good to me and I appreciate the help you've given to me in opposition and the way we've 
been able to work together and handle a number of issues," because he was completely 
raw. I'd have to have a session with him, for his sake mainly, but for my own sake also, 
because I didn't want him through inexperience - not through any desire but through 
inexperience - playing right into the hands of the Labor Party when we were running up to 

1 Colebatch in G S Reid (ed.) The Western Australian Elections - 1974, UWA, 1976, p. 77. 
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an election. He was always very good because when you would sit down and discuss it and 
explain why, he'd always respond. Then he'd come into the House - he had this booming 
voice - and give the impression that he really knew what he was talking about. But if he 
was ever attacked by the opposition, or by the other side (in that case they were the 
government and we were in opposition) he would be at a loss to know how to handle the 
situation. 

He, in all sincerity (it was almost childlike) he said, "You know you've been good to me 
and I appreciate that. We've worked well together. Now," he said, "my experts tell me that 
we're going to have more seats than you'll have after the election. I just want to tell you 
we'll treat you fairly." [laughs] I didn't laugh at the time but I said, "Oh yes, Ray, but if I 
were you, I wouldn't talk about it. You know the elections are funny things and you often 
say things before an election that you'll regret afterwards, but you wait till the votes are 
counted." He really believed [what he had been told about having a majority]. 

As a matter of fact when I went up to Channel 7 by arrangement on election night.... I had 
an arrangement with Channel 7 that I'd go up there and hear the results coming through 
there before I went down to the chief electoral office. Jim Cruthers met me at the door, and 
he said, "Who's this fellow we've got in here?" I said, "Who?" He said, "Oh, his name's 
McPharlin," he said, "he's been here since before the poll closed, and he says he's going to 
be the new Premier and he thought this was a good place to start and so on." He really 
believed this you see, and so I said to Jim, "What did you do with him?" He said, "I 
thought I'd better humour him when I found out he was the leader of the Country Party. I 
thought it was just.... we get cranks up here all the time who come in and claim they're 
everybody. But then I realised that he was the leader of the Country Party, so we've got him 
in there and looking after him with a cup of tea and so on." So I came in and Ray was still 
believing what his people around him had told him, because he was a very decent sort of a 
bloke, and if his experts around him had told him this, he'd believe them. 

Then the results started to come through and, of course, it was quite obvious that we were 
doing extremely well and they weren't doing well at all, and that they weren't going to pick 
up any of these seats they thought they were going to get in the metropolitan area, and 
which he'd been led to believe they were going to get. By ten o'clock, eleven o'clock, it was 
very obvious what was going to happen. Ray was disappointed because he had believed it, 
but by that time I could explain to him where he'd been misled and he just wanted to realise 
that he doesn't want to be making any wild statements to the press about it because they'll 
make a fool of him and, "Just wait until the numbers are clear and then you and I can have 
a talk next week about it." He said, "Don't we have to do it tomorrow?" I said, "No, no, no. 
Wait until we see what seats we've got, and what we haven't. There will be a few that will 
be dicey and so on, and it's best we just shut up, and wait. Don't forget we're trying to get 
rid of a government that's only been there three years and so they have a natural advantage 
because of that, and we've done pretty well and it looks as though we're going to be 
comfortable." He thought that next morning we'd be working out the portfolios and that 
sort of thing. I said, "Take your time, and you've got to go back to your members, don't 
forget, and get your ministers elected. Then you and I can agree what numbers we've got 
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because we've got to decide whether you're going to have four or five or three, or what the 
case may be." 

He was the sort of man that bore no malice about it all, but he was really in a boylike 
fashion. He'd believed the propaganda. I told our people not to make an issue of it, just let 
it go over their heads. I said, "We're so close to the election that it doesn't matter, and the 
ballot box will give you the answers. Why make trouble out of what he's saying, when we 
know it won't work out that way?" So the short answer about Ray was that I rather liked 
him, and we worked pretty well together, and it was a disaster that Matt Stephens 
dominated him so much that they broke the coalition temporarily and he finished up 
without being the leader. It hurt him very deeply because he never got back into the 
Cabinet. There was no way I could help him. I had to say to him every time he raised the 
matter with me, that it was for his own people and not for me. I couldn't do a thing about it. 
If I went to them and said, "Look, why don't you bring dear old Ray back into the Cabinet," 
it would mean the kiss of death! 

I maintained this friendship with him. We used to have lots of chats, even after I dropped 
out of Parliament. I felt highly honoured and pleasantly surprised, but highly honoured 
when the family asked me to do the eulogy in the church when he died. He was sick for a 
long time and I kept in touch with him all the time. 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library 
Building on 12 Nov 1993. 

Sir Charles, we were talking last time about Sir Crawford Nalder, and you referred again to 
the Cabinet gathering each year, and you told me what Sir Crawford's party trick was. 
What was Charles Court's party trick? 

COURT I'm afraid I didn't have much to contribute by way of humorous 
things. I was more of an audience for some of these things that used to fascinate me. I 
suppose one of the greatest contributions you can make is to enjoy it and be seen to be 
enjoying it. In view of the fact that I wasn't playing my trumpet in those days, I didn't have 
anything to contribute with, apart from telling funny stories. However, they always tried to 
prevail on me to get my trumpet out of mothballs and bring it along to the Christmas party 
but I never did because when I put it away I said, "That's finished." When you've been used 
to doing the amount of practice I used to, when you'd pick it up and you just had it in your 
mind that it wasn't coming out to YOUR standard, I found there was no joy in it. So I made 
up my mind never again, so I haven't touched it to this day. 

Incidentally, the trumpet that I thought was lost has turned up, right out of the blue. 

RJ Is this your very original one are you talking about? 

COURT No, this is the first trumpet I ever had, orchestral trumpet. I only 
ever had the one but the comets that I had were put to use, apart from the one that was 
stolen, the one that I valued most that was given to me after I won Tanunda the second 
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time. That was stolen out of the car. But the others have been given to junior bands and 
unfortunately I have to say none of them looked after them very well. When I saw the last 
one, which was a Hawkes, it was in a terrible condition. It was inscribed and everything 
but they just hadn't looked after it at all. 

But I only ever had the one trumpet, a Besson trumpet, that I bought when I was doing 
professional orchestral work. So it's quite old, but to my great amazement it's in very good 
working order. I always looked after it very well. I was of a generation when we started 
using a special type of oil on the valves and that preserved them, so much so the valves 
will work today. But in the old days the only lubricant known was to spit on them. That 
was all right if you could keep on doing it and keep on using it, of course, but if you put it 
away for a while or the instrument dried out, invariably the valves would be stuck and 
you'd have to soak it to get it to work again. When they brought in this very fine, special 
type of oil, it had the effect of preserving the valves for a long time, as evidenced by this 
one. When it turned up the valves still worked as when I was in full flight. 

But I could never be prevailed on to bring it in. Dave Brand tried very hard. He even got to 
a point saying, "Won't you play one tune just for me?" He said, "I've heard all about you, 
now I just want to hear one tune," and it would have been a good party trick, of course, to 
bring it along, like Crawford with his song, but I never succumbed. I never have since. 

Ijoined in with the odd story we used to tell. It was a fun night. We relaxed; it was just like 
a family party in the true sense of the word. Without it, I don't think the next year would 
have been the same. If we'd have said, "Oh, we're too busy, don't let's bother about it. It's 
childish," or something like that, I think the next year wouldn't have been quite the same. 
But we'd go away and you'd see people who normally were pretty stuffy and unimaginative 
[laughs] and not very exciting to work with, all of sudden you found that they got into the 
spirit of it - which was, in itself, a testimony to Dave and Doris. 

R.J We have the occasion on 8th October 1971 when the Speaker of the 
Legislative Assembly, Mery Toms, died. Now at that point, with the House evenly divided, 
the government was getting through its legislation, etc, by him exercising his casting vote. 
You had, with his death, the threat that the government could not survive in the House or 
not pass its legislation. It's claimed that: "At first, the Premier thought that with the 
cooperation of the Opposition, the Government could survive... But statements by Court 
made it clear that the Government would face defeat" if Parliament met.' So Tonkin is said 
to have played it safe and got Kendrew to prorogue Parliament. Can you tell me about that 
time and about Kendrew's action? 

COURT Well, Mery Toms tried hard to he a good Speaker and that wasn't in 
the scenario of the Labor Party. As far as they were concerned, whatever they wanted done 
by the Speaker was to be done by the Speaker. Mery Toms was basically a nice person and 
he, on many occasions (I know under some personal stress and strain), gave rulings that he 

I 
House on the Hill, 1991. p. 206. 
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believed to be right, the sort of rulings that a good Speaker would give. But the Labor Party 
does not work like that. Men' Toms would have been in a better position to give the right 
decision had he been a tougher person because he would have been like Rodoreda. When I 
first got into Parliament in 1959 he adopted a very, very aggressive attitude towards the 
Labor Party, but that was for a different reason. He was so upset that he wasn't in the 
Cabinet and that he'd settled for Speaker as some sort of a compromise to keep him quiet. 
He didn't last in the speakership very long because he just couldn't accept the discipline of 
being the Speaker. I think I've told you before, he was probably the only Speaker I've ever 
heard of who used to interject. [laughs] Sometimes it was more than he could bear, when 
he sent down one of his own members before his time had expired. He used to have this 
habit of using the prerogative of the Speaker and saying, "The Honourable Member's time 
has expired," when they'd probably only gone halfway. 

I well remember an incident which I've probably recorded anyhow, when a member came 
up to him and remonstrated with him. Rodoreda was one of these people who couldn't 
speak in a whisper. A stage whisper from Rod used to go right around the whole 
Parliament! [laughs] He said, "Anyhow, you were only making a bloody fool of yourself 
and I saved you from embarrassment!" [laughs] This was the sort of thing that Rod would 
do. 

I only mentioned that because it was SO different to Men' Toms who was trying to be a 
nice man, and I know he was under a lot of pressure. It used to worry us, the fact that he 
was under such pressure because some people can accept that pressure as a part of playing 
a game. They might be playing a game of football or something like that and when the 
game is over they can have a shower and that's the end of that. But Men' Toms wasn't quite 
like that, and he'd take it home with him. I know one or two times he talked to me, and I 
have to say there were a couple of times when we pulled back (only because Men' Toms 
was such a decent sort of a person) when we could have forced the position even further. 

So it suited us for Toms to be the Speaker. But then all of a sudden he died and it was quite 
obvious, and I know only too well that I made it very clear as far as we were concerned, 
they were going to be defeated on the floor of the House. There was some conjecture at the 
time that they had a cosy deal on with the Country Party and that they would have, by 
convenience, one or two that would get their legislation through and save them on the floor 
of the House. I was assured that wasn't so because the Country Party were always aware of 
one thing: that if they prevented us being the government or they defeated us as a 
government they'd never survive in the country. It was a weapon that David Brand had and 
it was a weapon that I had. Just imagine us being defeated as a government by somebody 
from the Country Party (later the National Party) or prevented from being the government 
by them; it was something that their members wouldn't tolerate. 

I don't know whether I've told you or not but there are people within the lay Country Party 
(in fact a majority of the Country Party strangely enough) right of the Liberal Party. It's 
rather like the Southern Democrats in America. That's why Reagan was so skilful in using 
the Southern Democrats because they're right of his Republicans. Although they're 
Democrats in their basic philosophy they're right of the Republicans [in most things]. 
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So I made it very clear bearing in mind, of course, David Brand was still Leader of the 
Opposition, but we were trying to take all the pressure off him that we could. I tell you he 
was 100 per cent behind what we were doing. We didn't owe any favours to the Labor 
Party and they had no compunction when we were going along with a majority of one, of 
using every trick in the book, including withdrawing pairs without notice and all that sort 
of stuff, with the hope of defeating us on the floor of the House. 

Now we strongly disapproved of what the Governor, Douglas Kendrew, did in proroguing 
the House. It was within his legal rights to do it and I have reason to believe that he sought 
some advice about his legal position, but nevertheless we did believe in that situation he 
had a responsibility to let the House decide whether the government could govern. Then he 
could make up his mind what he did, whether they had another election, a general election 
or whether he allowed a by-election. 

Anyhow, in subsequent discussion with the Governor - and perhaps one shouldn't record 
this - but in subsequent discussion he said, "1 gather you weren't very pleased about my 
decision." I said, "We weren't, but I want to tell you that you created a precedent that might 
be very handy for us one day because if it was a genuine decision on your part, it becomes 
a precedent that maybe one day we might want to use. But apart from that, we were very 
uneasy about the decision you made when it was so easy for you to say: 'Look, don't you 
think the Parliament should decide?" 

The reasoning behind that was that if there was anyone in the Country Party or even in the 
Liberal Party, who felt that the government should be allowed to survive and have a by-
election, well let the Parliament test it. The Governor didn't have to intervene because in 
point of fact he was only intervening to save a government. He wasn't intervening because 
they couldn't get supply or they couldn't get anything of that kind. Their only purpose was 
to have a by-election in a very, very safe seat; safe Labor seat, that is. So our reasoning was 
very clear and our views were known to the Governor in a proper way but he made that 
decision and frankly we were rather surprised. I don't know to this day whether he got the 
advice of the Chief Justice or the Solicitor-General or somebody else but the fact is that he 
made that decision and we felt very strongly about it. 

Ri We then had the by-election for Ascot which brought Mal Bryce 
into the Parliament. His opposition from the Liberal Party was Fred Chaney.1  What do you 
remember of that? 

COURT We didn't mount the same sort of campaign on Ascot as we did on 
Balcatta which I was not very amused about. The Liberal Party always seemed to be very 
reluctant to take these things on where you had a safe, safe Labor seat. I've told you the 
story of Balcatta. Fortunately I was able to prevail on the then president to give it a go; and 
to give it a go 'boots and all', so that we really tested out the machinery of the Labor Party. 

I 
Fred Chaney jnr. 
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Oh, by the way, not only the machinery of the Labor Party, but test out our own machinery, 
bearing in mind we had lots of members that had never really contested an election. They 
were mainly concerned about their own little parish and they'd never really got involved to 
the last man in a tough, tough seat. 

Balcatta was the classic, bearing in mind that I had the 1974 election in mind. If we could 
destabilise the public standing of the Tonkin Government, well obviously it was all grist to 
the mill in running up to the 1974 election and doing it in an honest, genuine way because 
if you go in and campaign in a seat as safe as Balcatta and you go within an ace of winning 
it, then there's something wrong with the government machinery or the government's 
performance, as the case may be. 

So we didn't go into the Ascot one as I would have gone into it had I been the leader, or if 
I'd have been able to prevail on the party. But it ran a good campaign and Fred Chaney, of 
course, was much younger in those days and he was prevailed on to stand by the party on 
the basis that it would be a good pipe-opener for him with his other ambitions, that he'd 
made very, very clear. 

But it had its humorous moments. As you know, Ascot had a very big following from the 
racing fraternity, and the racing fraternity is a much bigger industry than you might think. 
They are an extraordinary community that you've got to know. There's some really 
wonderful personalities there and they're either for you or they're against you. If they're for 
you and you can put them to work, well then they can do things that you couldn't possibly 
do. They can get into nooks and crannies that you wouldn't dare go into, and you wouldn't 
know how to go there anyhow. Even if you knew about them, you wouldn't know how to 
get there. So we naturally prevailed on some leaders within the industry that we knew well, 
and they were jolly good. 

END OF TAPE 109 SIDE A 



TAPE 109 SIDE B COURT 1432 

COURT It was out of this that a humorous incident occurred because I said 
to young Fred: "Look, you've got to be identified with the racing industry and the only way 
to be identified with the racing industry is to get out there at four in the morning when 
they've got their horses out there training and you've got all the trainers and the strappers. 
It's a world of its own in the half-light and all that sort of stuff. But it's really a world of its 
own you've got to experience to really get the true feeling of it." Gosh, when I think of the 
things that I've done for the Liberal Party and I think of things like that. 

However, Fred said, "Well, that's all right. Yes, I'll do that." One of the trainers tipped me 
off. He said, "Look, we can give him a horse that we know is easy to ride and easy to 
manage. Wouldn't it be wonderful if he was coming out of the mist riding this horse?" you 
see. [laughs] Get a picture of that in the paper, oh gosh, that would fix the racing vote for 
good. Anyhow Fred said, "I don't mind getting up in the middle of the night," he said, "but 
I'm not going to ride that horse!" [laughs] So that was the end of that little episode. But you 
can imagine the things you do for a few votes which is quite legitimate. I bet if Mal Bryce 
could have ridden a horse he would have been out there. [laughs] But that was only one of 
the things along the road. 

There was nothing like the organisation that we put into Balcatta which was a real battle 
plan that was implemented right down to "the last man and the last shilling", as they said in 
the First World War. The success of Balcatta was not only the members of Parliament but 
the fact that we had people coming up from the country to spend a couple of days just 
going door to door in the electorate; real people talking to real people. But we didn't do it 
that way in Ascot, although we ran a pretty good campaign. 

Ri Well, to move to the Balcatta by-election which we've spoken of 
before. This is the one that Brian Burke won by 30 votes and you have told us of that 
campaign and Burke coming in. But it is said by Reid in his book on that election, that: 
"The Balcatta result, following so shortly after Labor's rejection in Western Australia in the 
Federal elections, showed that the electorate no longer had confidence in the Government, 
and had withdrawn its mandate." I'm sorry, I should have said this is what you are said to 
have thought, and again speaking about you: "He regarded it as proper for the Legislative 
Council to refuse supply and thus force the Government to an election. He was supported 
in this issue by the West Australian but opposed by the Sunday press, and there was 
criticism of Sir Charles for being so anxious for office that he was prepared to break the 
accepted conventions of the Constitution. The Legislative Council behaved as if it might 
indeed reject supply. It postponed its vote on the Bill for some weeks as it castigated the 
Government and tried to force the Premier to promise to advance the date of the election 
before Supply was granted."' Give us your side of all that. 

COURT I think that's a fair summary of what went on. I mean I was the 
leader at this time and it wasn't a question of me being hungry for office. Don't forget that I 
went within an ace of not accepting the leadership of the party. I wasn't prepared to have a 

1  Reid ed., 1976, p. 18. 
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lot of the nonsense that you have with some of these changes of leadership because I was 
the one person that could do better by being out of Parliament. So I think that's the 
evidence you need that I wasn't thinking of this on a personal basis. But when you're the 
leader you're there to win for your team. If you were the captain of Claremont footy club 
and you weren't out to win that premiership, well they'd lynch you. So I was doing the job 
that a leader should do and we wanted to get to the people. We'd had the federal problem. 
We'd had the evidence of Balcatta, and the government was not doing well. They looked as 
though they weren't able to handle the federal government. Far from it. R F X Connor, 
backed by Whitlam, used to make their life hell. So we felt that their mandate had been 
surrendered and it was fair enough if we could have an election. 

Don't forget if you withhold supply it doesn't automatically make you the government. 
Even if the Governor of the day accepted that the government had lost the confidence of 
the Parliament, he would only accept that on the basis of being another election. Whether 
he appointed a caretaker Premier or whether he left the other Premier go on, it would be on 
condition, of course, that he had an election at a certain time and didn't do anything in the 
meantime to abuse his powers. So there was nothing extraordinary about it. They were 
fairly exciting times. 

Now the Legislative Council never was putty in our hands, as some people had the idea 
that it was. You have to realise that the quality of the Legislative Council in those days was 
different to what it is today. We still had a flow-on from people who were there because of 
some special competence, some special experience, as the case may be. In some ways the 
quality of people in the Upper House in those days was better than the people in the Lower 
House. I wouldn't say that exists today but in those days you could never take them for 
granted. I never did. David Brand never did. In fact, they used to worry the daylights out of 
us sometimes when we had legislation up there. People will never know how thorough 
used to be the work of some of their members up there (not all of them, but some of them) 
and the amount of hours that we would spend explaining to some of these people what was 
behind the legislation, why we wanted it in that form. 

So people get the idea that they just rubber-stamped everything and it wasn't that. The 
difference, of course, was that we weren't in the House to actually explain these things to 
the House ourselves, and so we'd have to rely on people like Arthur Griffiths and others to 
convey the story to the Parliament, but often this was the result of hours of talk privately 
with these people. So it was a much better system of review than people realise and to the 
credit of some of the Legislative Councillors they were not always easy to live with. That 
went for both Liberal Party and Country Party. 

So when I was pressing publicly for the Legislative Council to withhold supply, I wasn't 
doing it capriciously. The fact is they didn't withhold supply which was a testimony to their 
integrity in the matter and their sincerity in the matter. There was a time when I felt that 
they might have got their way by getting the government through the Premier, John 
Tonkin, to declare an election date that brought it, say, back from February to December. 
We would only put it in the hands of the people. We still had to win the election. Also I felt 
that we had the support of the people. 
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I've told you before how I used to move about from north, south, east and west. It was the 
only form of government I knew, having a look rather than getting reports. So you were 
getting reactions from everybody. Even then Pd started my Terrace bus stop walk things, 
which I know is a pretty simple, rather crude but inexpensive and practical way of getting a 
reaction from people who normally wouldn't ever belong to the Liberal Party, wouldn't 
attend Liberal Party meetings and there was no other way you could get to know them. 

However, the Legislative Council decided not to withhold supply. They held out for some 
weeks and so we went for a normal election. No-one could blame me. In fact I'd have been 
in real trouble with my own party if I hadn't done everything I could. I know of no dissent 
within the party at the fact that I was insisting on doing everything we could to get to an 
election. 

RJ But were you applying pressure on the Legislative Councillors - 

direct personal-type pressure? 

COURT On individual members, no; I never canvassed any one of them 
separately. Collectively I made it clear why we felt the right thing to do was to teach the 
Labor Party a lesson. Don't forget we had the federal [Labor] people performing in such a 
way that the public had made up their mind the sooner they went the better. But it was 
another issue. That was only part of the atmosphere, the background, you might say, of the 
whole situation. I think it was fairly clear that the public had decided that the Tonkin 
Government was not able to produce the goods. 

In fairness to them, I have to say one of the reasons why they were not able to produce the 
goods was because of their own people in Canberra. You've only got to look at the story of 
what is now the Worsley alumina project down in Collie to know the extent to which they 
were being inhibited in their work by the federal [Labor] government. You have the work 
of R F X Connor in being rude to the Japanese about iron ore exports; being rude to the 
people trying to develop North West Shelf; trying to confiscate it. I'd have been a fool - in 
fact I'd have been disloyal to my own team if I hadn't kicked the goals that we could kick 
then. I have no qualms about it in retrospect. I have no problems with it. As the leader my 
job was to win. There was nothing we did that was wrong, morally or legally. 

RJ Actually Reid also refers to this alumina refinery that you've just 
raised again there. The Australian Government required a 51 per cent Australian equity in 
that. He goes on to say: "More damaging to the Alwest project was the condition for 
foreign companies that one third of their capital investment in Australian ventures be 
deposited free of interest with the Reserve Bank. The Premier [Tonkin], faced by an 
impending election, did everything he could to get the Australian Government to waive the 
requirement in this instance. Understandably, he refused an offer from Sir Charles Court to 
accompany him to Canberra to help in negotiations."' Did you make such an offer? 

1 lbid., p.20. 
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COURT Without doubt, and it was the wise thing to do. It was the sensible 
thing to do and I think John Tonkin made a mistake in not grabbing it. We, of course, had 
our own reasons. He had his own. I have told you in a previous interview about the 
problem after they took over in '71 and they weren't doing too well and the offer I made 
which, with more experience as a leader later on, I wouldn't have made again but it was 
made in all sincerity. But he just couldn't bring himself to accept that sort of assistance. His 
reason, I should imagine, would be that it would be an admission of his own incompetence 
or own inability to handle the situation. 

But I knew what he was going through. I knew from the Japanese. I knew from the North 
West Shelf joint venturers what he was going through. I knew the rudeness which 
R F X Connor used to treat both John Tonkin and the minister, Don May. So I was pretty 
well informed about it. 

RJ So what reason did Tonkin give you for refusing the offer? 

COURT Oh, he didn't have to give a reason. He just said, "No," and that was 
that. But his reason would have been that he didn't want to appear to be having to throw 
out a lifeline to the opposition. You couldn't blame us for offering. Also we knew more 
about it than he did which was ironical after they'd been in government for that amount of 
time. But we did, in fact, know much more about it. We'd had our problems with federal 
governments of our own making, of our own persuasion, so we knew just what you had to 
do with federal governments. But he wasn't prepared to do that, of course. We would have 
no compunction of pointing out the vulnerability of their seats in Western Australia if they 
were seen to defy the total might of the Liberal Party and the Labor Party in Western 
Australia. Tonkin was smart enough to realise that the public vote would be in our favour 
on a thing like that. They couldn't vote for him again [laughs] because he hadn't been able 
to cope with his own colleagues, so somebody else on the other side might have a better 
chance of coping. It was as simple as that. 

I think the final blow came when Whitlam made the decision that he did over what is now 
the Worsley project. I'm trying to think of the name that it had at that time. It had a name of 
its own which was quite different. It wasn't called Worsley. 

RJ Alwest project? 

COURT Alwest is right, yes. 

RJ After that by-election, Brian Burke, of course, came into the House. 
What were your immediate impressions of him? 

COURT I was never very impressed with him. He came with a great blare of 
trumpets. I must admit the trumpet call was a little bit muted by the fact that he'd only got 
in there by 30 votes which means if sixteen had voted the other way he wouldn't have been 
the member. But for some reason or other they seemed to feel that he was going to be their 
'great white hope'. He never made any great impact initially but he was obviously 
determined to get into a position of power within the Labor Party. 
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I think the advent of people like Bryce, A R Tonkin, Burke, brought about a complete 
change in the culture of the Labor Party. You see your old brigade like John Tonkin, and 
others, were obviously on the way out because of age. This new band of 'Turks' came in 
and they were going to show the old brigade how it was done. They were going to show 
the Parliament and the people of Western Australia how it was done and you now have, of 
course, the historic record for all to see of WA Inc. I do remind you when Burke retired, 
the "West" wrote that leading article which they must now regret, when they virtually put 
him on a pedestal, the new-look sort of Premier. But I found that there was nothing to the 
man. He was smart rather in the way of a slick TV journalist asking the embarrassing 
questions of the person being interviewed. But those sort of people really run out of steam 
the moment they run out of questions. 

I think I've told you how we used to make sure that he would run out of steam on any 
matter when he was making a very great "splash". I'm talking about my day, not after I left. 
I think I've told you how he would.... 

RJ I don't remember you doing so - I'm sorry. 

COURT Yes. Well, he would come in when he got further up the ladder and 
started to become the person that they were all pointing to as a future leader, he would have 
a habit of launching something, and more particularly when he became Leader of the 
Opposition. I was still there and I quickly worked out how the man ticked. It's part of your 
job to assess the opposition, like when you've got a football team. You work out if you're 
going to play West Perth next week, you work out certain tactics you're going to do 
because of certain personalities within their team. They're either big fellows that don't play 
it fair or they've got some players that have got certain weaknesses and all that sort of stuff 
and you manipulate your team so as to cope. Playing politics in the Parliament is no 
different and I realised that he had this very capable secretary who eventually followed him 
down to the Premier's Department and he used to work amazing hours. He kept asking for 
overtime for this staff of his, both his pressman and this man, if I recall correctly, Naylor. I 
just said, "No." While I was there none of my people got overtime and my Premier's staff 
did not get overtime. If I wanted to keep them there to three o'clock, I could, but I didn't, 
because I was capable of running it myself. But Burke NEEDED people like them, both 
his pressman and his secretary. They had to feed the information in to him. 

So it became very obvious that if something started, say, when the House met at two 
o'clock, 2.15, whatever the time was, that if he was first up with his stuff, you could almost 
set your watch on when he was going to run out of steam because when you've run out of 
your brief, you're pretty lonely in that place. [laughs] You can't sing out to the man in the 
gallery (his man was always sitting in the gallery), "What do I do next?" [laughs] So you 
could almost see him waiting for the time when we had the afternoon tea adjournment. 
Well then he'd come back after that, all steamed-up again. But it wasn't his own doing, and 
I quickly woke up to this. You don't have to be very smart to use this as a technique of 
handling the situation. 
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Also, of course, it gives you a chance, should he have raised anything that mattered, to go 
and talk to your own under-treasurer or a minister or departmental head. But I can't recall 
anything that he brought up that caused us any great anguish. 

I knew he was getting information from the Treasury and we knew who he was getting it 
from. We knew he also had some other people, as you'd expect, within different 
government departments, he was getting information from. But we had a pretty strong 
public service in those days, a pretty professional public service. I know the Treasury 
people were VERY, very angry (down to junior people in the Treasury) about the 
information that he was getting from a source that he shouldn't have been getting, and they 
knew who it was. When you know where it's coming from, you can very easily take action 
to cut that off. 

However, I realised that he was the darling of the media because he was one of them and 
they would always try and portray him as something that he wasn't. Then I always had a 
grave suspicion as to whether Ray O'Connor would be able to handle him. When you're 
dealing with a person like Burke you've got to be straight down the line. You don't try and 
do swami sort of smooth ways of trying to offset something, or bypass something. With a 
fellow like Burke, it's best to meet it straight down-the-line on the sheer merit of your own 
case. I was always very fearful that.... there were several people on the other side that Ray 
wouldn't be able to handle. 

He [Ray O'Connor] would try and avoid head-on confrontation on issues, which is never 
good. If something has to be decided, it's got to be decided, you won't get anywhere by 
fobbing it off till tomorrow. I used to often have to say to him, even when he was my 
deputy, "Look, Ray, that's no good doing it that way," and he used to respond pretty well 
when I explained to him how you do it. "We just can't give on these issues, just for the sake 
of getting some peace and quietness for tonight, because there's always tomorrow. Better 
have a sleepless night tonight rather than have a sleepless week." I think that's the 
difference in methods of running the government or the opposition, as the case may be. 

Des O'Neil was very good at this sort of thing. "Let's get the thing cleaned up," and the 
same with answering questions. More often than not when you gave the straightforward 
simple answers, everyone was so surprised that they got the honest-to-goodness answer 
[laughs] that they didn't know how to handle it. "What do you do next?" You can't ask 
another question if you've got the answer, and then you can cope with whether it's right or 
wrong. 

I must say that I had grave misgivings about him, ie, about Burke, as to whether, if he ever 
got into the position, he would govern in the interests of the State. I always believed, and I 
used to say to my people: "You know this man will never really lead on the basis of what is 
right and what is good for the State. It will always be the opportunistic thing; what's 
opportunistic for him or for his party." That might get you there temporarily but it doesn't 
do any good for your cause. We're paying dearly for the fact that he ever got into that 
position [ie, Premier]. People like Jamieson and others would NEVER have got the State 
into the mess that it's got into which will take ten years to really get out of our system. 
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They might not be all that bright but on the other hand they wouldn't have been dishonest 
about it to the extent that eventually happened. 

It was very interesting. I don't know if I've told you the incident when Channel 7 had a new 
bit of technology and they were going to try and capture something from the Parliament, a 
bit of sensationalism from the Parliament, with which they could actually interrupt the 
news and feed into the news. They brought this van up there [Parliament House] and as 
soon as this van appeared, I might not be all that bright but I've been around a while, and 
you say, "Why?" Just ask a simple question, "Why?" So I just forget whether it was Des 
[O'Neil] at the time was my deputy leader, or whether it was Ray, but whoever it was I 
said, "What's all this hive of activity?" There was some great excitement around the place. 
You could smell it up there. They couldn't hide it, even the media blokes. You know, 
"There was movement on the station ..."I  the good old poem. I can understand the feeling 
on the station when you read that poem. But you could feel it in that place that there was 
something going to happen. So I said, "Look, let's watch this." 

END OF TAPE 109 SIDE B 

1 A reference to Banjo Patterson's poem The Man from Snowy River. 
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COURT It was at a time when we'd had some crisis issue and it involved the 
Speaker. It was also related to the young Labor Turks like the Bryces, and the 
A R Tonkins, and the Brian Burkes, that were there with their stunts. 

Anyhow, this thing was getting very near the dinner adjournment. Burke rose and asked a 
question of the Speaker, and it was (it will be recorded in Hansard) to the effect that I had 
seen him [the Speaker] and prevailed on him to take a certain course of action that 
afternoon. Then I realised why Channel 7 was there because Burke and Channel 7, you see, 
were pretty thick at that time. Then I realised immediately what Channel 7 was there for. I 
knew that I only had a matter of minutes to stop this becoming the big news item. 

[Ian] Thompson was the Speaker and I was on my feet like a shot and intervened on the 
question of whether he was going to allow a question which was so blatantly wrong and so 
on. At least I wanted to get something fairly dramatically recorded to offset the news thing. 
The Speaker, for once, responded very quickly and with some indignation and virtually 
told Burke that he was telling a lie. He didn't use that word but he made it very clear that he 
was completely wrong, AND he gave the circumstances very clearly. It will all be recorded 
there. 

Of course this COMPLETELY pricked the balloon and pricked the news item that Channel 
7 were going to interrupt the news with, the great drama! So the tea adjournment came and 
in fact, we went over time because the Speaker, using his prerogative, insisted on cleaning 
this thing up and exposing what Burke had said as being an absolute misrepresentation of 
the situation. So, of course, poor old Channel 7 had nothing to run because it finished up 
completely in our favour. Burke had lost his story and didn't have anything to continue 
with to create a great storm after the House reassembled following dinner. 

But the interesting thing out of that was, and you must realise, of course, there was no great 
love lost between Burke and Jamieson and some of the old brigade, like Tom Jones and 
Tom Bateman and those people, none of them were very happy about the way Jamieson 
was deposed and Davies was deposed. So you've got to realise that you've got a group of 
the 'old and bold', the more conservative members of the Labor Party, who weren't very, 
very pleased with themselves. You could tell they were not happy. They were being loyal 
in the service but they were not very comfortable with the situation. They realised that 
maybe Davies might not have been what they wanted and that Jamieson wasn't what they 
wanted but at least they were in the old Labor mould and they felt comfortable with them 
but they weren't comfortable with the Bryces and the Burkes and one or two others. 

So it was very interesting that Jamieson said in the corridor - and the only reason why I 
mention it is he didn't say it privately at all, he said it in a very public voice - I'm trying to 
think of the exact words - was that, "Burke will have to do better than that. That has 
completely discredited him and exposed him for what he is." It was not something that was 
said in a whisper or in the normal type of corridor gossip that is not repeated but it was 
very publicly stated because they all felt stupid about it. They'd obviously been given the 
signal that they all had to sit in the House ready to make the great, big drama that was 
going to embarrass the ageing Premier, and it really went fiat. 



TAPE 1IO SIDE A COURT 1440 

That silenced Burke for quite a while because it must have had a great build-up that he'd 
worked out with Channel 7. If! hadn't have been quite as vigilant as I was.... Ijust had this 
smell of trouble and you learnt to sit and wait and watch. You become quite good at it after 
a while. Again, it's rather like the footy analogy. You know some move is on and you try 
and place yourself in a position to 'head it off at the pass'. Well, this was a glorious case of 
heading something off at the pass; really it was. It set them back and set him personally 
back for quite a while because it was a stunt. 

I don't know whether he'd been given wrong information, whether he concocted it and 
guessed something but he had completely wrongly assessed, either on his own initiative or 
on somebody else's information, what went on between the government and the Speaker 
that day. We were meticulous in dealing with our Speakers - meticulous. If we did have to 
go to a Speaker we always made sure that we did in a way that didn't cause the Speaker 
embarrassment because after all he's got to try and protect his own position. If he gets 
caught conniving with a government, well, he's in terrible trouble when he wants to assert 
his authority because he'll get found out. Now it did happen that I did see Thompson that 
day, but not about what Burke was on about and not in the context that Burke was on 
about. 

I give you that as just an example where stunts of that kind (this was obviously a media 
stunt) don't work out in that place, as long as, of course, you've got people on the other side 
that are smart enough to smell what they're all about and head them off at the pass. 
Channel 7 never brought that van up again for this purpose. They might have brought it up 
for other purposes but they were going to bring it up as a regular thing, I subsequently 
found. The Labor Party, or somebody, was going to give them one of these juicy little bits 
that could be used to interrupt the news and give an emotiveness about it that wouldn't 
otherwise be there; even if the item itself, under normal circumstances, wouldn't rate a 
hearing. I give you that as just one example as I then saw it. When I retired in January 
1982, it was not for me then to be worried about the situation or be concerned because it 
was none of my business. 

But he [Burke] did have a bit of a birthday after that because some of his stunting was 
quite effective with the media (not from the State's point of view but from the media's 
point of view), giving the impression to his adoring fans in the newer brigade of the Labor 
Party that he was the master of the situation. It might have appeared like that but that was 
the fault of Ray O'Connor and his people because there was nothing that Burke did in those 
days that would have been difficult to offset. 

People can get away with a certain amount up there when they've got the numbers, but on 
the other hand if you hammer it the right way you get a message through and the better 
journalists are going to report it the way it was. But we finished up, of course, where he 
could do no wrong in the minds of the media and he was being lauded as the great 
salvation and the new brain, the new order. The new brain, of course, was Laurie Connell 
and people like that, who were manipulating him and manipulating the Parliament; 
manipulating the whole structure of the State. So it was a disastrous period in the life of the 
Parliament which caused a lot of anguish to the older brigade there - [and to the State]. 
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RJ But what actually made you assess that he would govern, if he ever 
did govern, without the State's needs as his top priority? 

COURT Well, the very nature of the man; the very nature of the man. I saw 
his conduct while he was Leader of the Opposition and I was still the Premier. I saw it was 
one of absolute contempt for the system. It was one of absolute contempt for me, not 
because it was Charles Court but because I happened to be the leader of the Liberal Party. 
This was something inherited, by the way, from Herbie Graham. He was a great disciple of 
Graham's. It was Graham's seat that he inherited. 

At a function, I think it was in the Bayswater Shire (or city or whatever their name is or 
was at the time), it was after I had retired, I understand it was the most disgusting and most 
embarrassing thing for the Shire. He literally gave a speech, the theme of which was: "The 
hatred of the Liberals by Herbie Graham which I inherited." That's a bovrilisation of what 
he said. It wasn't a half an hour after the function had finished before I had phone calls 
from people who were there, who were normally Labor supporters and they just wanted to 
disassociate themselves with his remarks. I don't know how Graham came into it. It might 
have been something they were naming after him or something with which he'd been 
associated but I know that he used Graham's hatred of the Liberals, literally hatred of the 
Liberals, as the theme, and he made it clear that he was in that mould. It didn't do him any 
good but he still went on and did these things which damaged the State. 

LU Sir Charles, to move to the 1974 election. You have talked about 
McPharlin last time and that he was then leader of the Country Party (well, it became the 
National Alliance) and that he had great optimism that he was actually going to win 
government. But this is when the Democratic Labor Party and Country Party agreed to 
merge. The "two parties retained their organisation identities",' but fielded joint teams 
when it came to the election itself. What impact do you think that had on the election? 

COURT I don't think it had any impact at all as the results demonstrated. 
Don't forget that was the time that the National Party felt (at least certain elements of the 
National Party felt) they could move into the metropolitan regions if they changed their 
names from Country Party, and that's hence the name National Party to give the impression 
that they were truly a national party and not just interested in country matters. 

Well, from our point of view, it was very irritating and I think it made the election a bit 
more difficult to win than otherwise would have been. I don't think it would have ever cost 
us the election but it wasn't quite as easy as it otherwise would have been when your so-
called coalition partner was campaigning on a wider front than they had before. People 
could understand them campaigning in the country against a Liberal but when they wanted 
to move into the metropolitan area under another name, well, that raised a few hackles 
around the place. 

1  Reid ed., 1976 p. 19. 
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It also did upset some of their own people in the country, by the way. I was surprised how 
many people it upset in the country because they said, "Look, our role is a country party 
and let's leave the urban stuff to the Liberals." Bear in mind the Liberals have always had 
more members outside the metropolitan area than the National Party or the Country Party 
before them. So it was an irritant. 

I never made any public, critical comment of it that I can recall because it would have just 
been grist to the mill for the media to say: "Friction between the coalition partners!" and so 
on. I had to stick with the story that when the election is over, assuming between us we'd 
got the numbers, we will be a coalition government, full stop. So it was an irritant more 
than a real factor. 

Also I don't think Ray McPharlin understood the magnitude of campaigning in the 
metropolitan region. You just can't put your name up as a candidate on the ballot paper and 
hey presto! you get votes. You've got to go and work electorates and you've got to select 
certain electorates where you've got best chance and give them your best shot. So it was a 
misguided thing and it's done them no good at either State or Federal level. I think they 
would have probably been about the same strength if they'd remained the Country Party. 
There were people within the Country Party that felt that they were going to die naturally 
by having the name Country Party and they would have a greater appeal if they were 
National Party. 

But Ray, as I've explained to you on a previous interview, used to talk to me closer to the 
election. He said he was getting wonderful reports and that's what prompted him to make 
that very condescending statement that, "We'll look after you when we're the government," 
or "when we get the numbers to form the government." So it had obviously deceived him, 
and Ray was basically a nice chap, and a fairly simple, straightforward fellow, and he 
would have believed what he was being told. 

RJ There were federal factors in that campaign. Whitlam gave notice 
just prior to the election that the federal bounty on superphosphate would be due to be 
removed in twelve months. The assessment of that is, "With Western Australia being the 
largest user of superphosphate in the Commonwealth, farmers and farmers' organisations 
were vigorous in their denunciations". It was also said that the federal government's 
policies on Aborigines was an underground issue during that election campaign. Labor 
actually took out full page ads in the West critical of your inflation record and claims were 
made that: "Sir Charles Court savagely resisted every attempt by Labor to have anti-
inflation measures passed by Parliament ... later under the heading 'Take a Liberal MP 
Shopping Today', Liberal parliamentarians were blamed for price rises because of their 
rejection of the Labor Government's two price control bills."' Was that a fair criticism of 
the Parliamentary Liberal Party? 

COURT I don't know about a fair criticism but it was a predictable criticism. 
There's a difference between meaningful criticism and predictable criticism. Don't forget 

1lbid, p. 20. 
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the Labor Party at that time was still publicly professed as a socialist party. The more they 
wanted to bring back controls the more I used to laugh because people were fed-up with 
controls, and they never associated the lack of price control and that with inflation at all. 
There were other factors. It used to scare the daylights out of industry when they talked 
about more controls. You notice that everything they're talking about, there's more 
controls, and that's the last thing you want if you're going to beat inflation. It's the best way 
I know to give you a black market anyhow, and to slow things down. So they weren't on a 
winner with that and as it happens, of course, we won the election anyhow. 

Don't forget, that was the hardest election for us to win - the first one after they'd' become 
the government when the old, easygoing Western Australian attitude would be: "Well, 
they've only been there one term, let's give them a go. They're only practising and only 
getting to know what it's all about." So the 1974 election was the one we had to win 
because as I explained to our people, if we didn't win that one, they could be there for a 
long time. They might even find out how to do it [laughs] and that's the last thing you want 
them to do! People might have become comfortable with them. But we were determined 
that we were going to make or break that one so that we could get back to get the State 
going like it was and before it was too late and the goodwill we had internationally was 
broken. That goodwill prevailed in respect of investment, it prevailed in respect of trade as 
a good reliable trader; a good reliable place to invest where the conditions of your 
agreements were honoured. That was our stock-in-trade throughout the world. 

Now all of a sudden they found that a federal 'godfather' was moving in to say to their little 
brother, the Labor Premier in Western Australia and his ministers: "Look, we'll tell you 
how these things are going to be run. We'll tell you what percentage of overseas 
investments has got to be in your projects. We'll tell you what is going to happen to the 
North West Shelf project, and we'll tell you what is going to happen to Alwest," and that 
sort of thing, and flexing their muscles, using the Murphy doctrine for the export licensing 
power as well as the external affairs power. 

It was those things that we had to keep running with, and the little things that they spent a 
lot of money and a lot of effort on, of course, didn't really matter in the scheme of things. 
The one thing that I had to resist was to take my eye off the ball because if I had stopped 
and argued over these pinpricking issues along the road instead of going for the jugular [we 
would not win]; you might say the main thing was who could run the State best? Who 
could create most jobs? Who could create most investment and most trade? Who could 
deal with the federal government best? If I had taken my mind off those things, we'd have 
been done like a dinner because they're expert at dealing with these little parish issues. 

LU Was the federal government's action over superphosphate and other 
things a factor in that election, in your opinion? 

1The Labor Party. 
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COURT It was a factor but don't forget the city people couldn't have cared 
less about superphosphate. The city people are very selfish. Unless it hurts their pocket 
they couldn't care less and most of them in the city would have said, "Oh well, that's 
something less the taxpayer has got to pay." Needless to say we fought it pretty hard but it 
was mainly directed at the rural votes, and I had to be seen to be supporting the rural 
industries. 

Tonkin would have understood that because they've got some seats that are vulnerable to it. 
Geraldton in that time was very much in their sights; Esperance, Albany - seats like that, 
that are very much affected by it. So they would have been pretty worried about it but I 
don't think it was a row of beans in the city. It might have had the reverse effect in the city 
where people would have said, "Oh that's something less the taxpayer has got to pay." 

RI Following on from that, Whitlam actually visited on 25th March 
and the day the WA Farmers' Union had organised a protest meeting at Subiaco Oval 
against the federal rural policies. Whitlam didn't attend that protest meeting but he came to 
Forrest Place and we had the very nasty scenes that came out of that meeting where the 
crowd turned violent. There's estimates of 10 000 being there. Whitlam was heckled and 
hit by tomatoes and a soft-drink can, jostled, and his microphone cord cut.1  How did you 
view that occasion? 

COURT Well, I didn't like it because that sort of thing can be self-defeating 
and it's not the sort of thing we should espouse in this country. Also it's the sort of thing we 
associate with the worst elements of Labor rather than people on our side. But you must 
realise the farmers are fairly slow to anger and when they do anger they usually erupt in the 
only way they know how. That's happened since on a number of occasions, both in 
Canberra and here, as evidenced by the hold-up of the traffic on the freeway (which did 
their cause no good), and dumping of wheat in the Consul's driveway, and all that sort of 
thing. So they do have a history of doing those things but on the other hand they're usually 
fairly slow to anger and when they do anger, they know no other way. But I think you'll 
find I made it pretty clear at the time that I didn't support that type of action whether it was 
against him or anybody else. 

Whitlam would have to tell you that he was always treated with respect by me, as was any 
other Prime Minister, Leader of the Opposition, coming from Canberra. I think I've told 
you the story of Calwell when he was Leader of the Opposition. He went out of his way to 
say that the ONLY leader in Australia who treated his office with proper respect was 
Charles Court. That wasn't being gratuitous to the man in any way, it was just that I 
happened to respect offices. 

When Whitlam came back from overseas during that disastrous Darwin cyclone, who was 
it that met him at the airport in Perth to give him an honest-to-goodness briefing? When he 
asked me what I thought he should do, I had no hesitation in saying, "Get up there as fast 

1 Reid ed., 1976, p. 34. 
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as you can! You're the Prime Minister." I'd have given that same advice to a Liberal Prime 
Minister or anybody. I don't think we made too many mistakes in doing the right thing as 
the circumstances demanded. 

For that reason I was very upset about what went on down at Forrest Place. You can make 
your protest and give him a bad time but once you get to throwing tomatoes and cans and 
so on, you're starting to lose. You lose the point of your protest. Make all the noise you 
like, but the moment you start to use violence yourself, you've lost. 

I have to admit though, with a wry smile, [laughs] that when the ministers eventually had 
the courage to come over from Canberra during the secession campaign, they had great 
difficulty in holding any meetings because the people, headed by Keith Watson and Cyril 
Dudley and others, made sure there was a good supply of tomatoes. They actually pelted 
them off one stage - I think it was the Theatre Royal. I can't be quite sure about that. 

I'm not quite sure whether one should say, when they had the temerity, or the courage, the 
raw courage, to appear because the mood in Perth was pretty ugly and here were these 
people who had neglected us. I think at one stage we hadn't had a visit from a minister for 
two years (realising, of course, they came by slow train or by ship; there were no regular air 
service in those days) and so people felt pretty strongly, we'd had enough. One should give 
them some credit for at least arriving, even if it was belatedly, but they really had a rough 
time. I don't think they really had a chance to state their case. It's hard to believe how 
steamed up everybody was. My only amazement when the vote was taken, that it was only 
2/1 in favour, it wasn't something even much higher than that. It was very hard to find 
anyone who wasn't going to vote for secession. 

END OF TAPE 110 SIDE A 
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RJ At the time of that election campaign, according to Robert 
Hetherington, who's also writing about the '74 election: "The labor strategists regarded Sir 
Charles Court's domination of his party and the generally held view that he tended to be a 
'one man band', as the main weakness of the Liberal Party. Mr John Tonkin, on the other 
hand, was less dominant and was held to be the A.L.P.'s strongest asset, particularly with 
his reputation for personal integrity, stability and trustworthy leadership. It was decided 
that the overall strategy of the campaign was to stress the image of Mr. Tonkin as a leader 
to be trusted, leading at the head of a ministerial team, in contrast to Sir Charles' relatively 
isolated position."' Were you a one-man band and relatively isolated? 

COURT Never a one-man band. As I explained to you before, the 'one-stop 
shop' during David Brand's day which is a big difference to being a one-man band. But the 
whole success of the 'one-stop shop' was communication. It always is and those who 
served with me in that period in opposition from '71 to '74 (bearing in mind in practical 
terms I was the leader for all of that time although officially I didn't take over till June '72) 
they would have to, if they were honest about it, say that there was complete 
communication the whole time. 

You see, a leader can't go forward unless he's got the backing of his team. If there was one 
thing I learnt during the war, it was make sure the people who have got to do the job know 
what you're on about and know what your plan is, and how you're going to do it and they'll 
do it. So the success we had at Balcatta was only because they knew what the leader was 
going to do, how he was going to do it, and what their role was - and they got excited about 
It. 

So when we went to the run-up to the 1974 election the same thing prevailed. They knew 
how we were going to do it, why we were going to do it. In that regard, if I appeared to be 
out on my own leading from the front, well that's what I wanted to be and that's what they 
wanted me to be; that's what my troops wanted me to be. So I wouldn't apologise for that at 
all. 

I think one of the mistakes they made was just that. They felt that if they could crucify 
Court they could bring us down. In other words, we wouldn't win the election. But they 
also made the grievous error, which I remember very vividly, of publicising me; the last 
thing you do. They made me out as a true leader who was out front, carrying the banner, 
with everybody marching behind. You know you've got to pay big money to get that sort of 
thing done! [laughs] If your opponents do that for you, who am Ito stop them? 

It was like the next election, the 1977 election, where they ran the story about me being a 
wowser, a square, and Victorian. Well, when the Liberal Party wanted me to change my 
ways and get photographed pouring beer at a barbecue, I just shoofed them off. I said, 
"Tear up your budget. You don't even need a policy to win this election because the public 
out there expect it. They want to see a leader who is a square and a Victorian and a wowser 
because he's minding the shop while they go and have a good time!" [laughs] You've got to 

1lbid., p. 28. 
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think these things out. You don't take every bait that comes. That's one of the arts of public 
life. 

But I remember it very well. They tried desperately to give the impression that they weren't 
electing the Liberal Party, they weren't electing the coalition, they were electing Charles 
Court. In point of fact they were because he happened to be the leader; just as when they 
elected Labor they would have got John Tonkin. Somebody has to be the Premier. 

So I was more concerned about other issues, such as getting the Liberal Party working well 
enough because I think you already know from previous interviews that life wasn't all that 
comfortable within the Liberal Party at that time. We had some people within the Liberal 
Party hierarchy at the head office (not the Liberal Party as such, but within the head office, 
senior people then) who actually told me not to try too hard to win this election because 
Tonkin was in such a mess that, give him another election, from then onwards we would 
just walk in and take over the ruins. 

I reacted pretty violently to that. Jim Samson, the president, he was all on my side but there 
were people there actually advocating this crazy idea that because the Labor Party were 
getting into a bog because of Whitlam, that we should not try too hard to take over the 
mess. I said, "Well that's what it's all about. If the government is in a mess, well, it's a 
double reason why we take it over if we believe in our State, if we're here to help our State, 
to get in there and sort it out. What better time to take over than when it's run down 
anyhow because if you take over a run-down corner store, it's only got one way to go and 
that's up." So the government is exactly the same. 

So it was a very unpleasant time. I don't know whether I have recorded this before but just 
to keep the sequence of events I'll mention how we actually launched our campaign. 

Ri No, it hasn't been recorded. I was going to ask you. Is this the one 
where Sir James Cruthers became involved? 

COURT Yes, but later on. We actually launched this campaign independent 
of the head office and we had a group of musicians, "JT and his Jazzmen", who actually 
wrote - well I don't know if they wrote, but somebody connected with them actually wrote 
our theme song. This theme song was taken up, not only by "JT and his Jazzmen", but also 
by other dance bands. So you know how at dances after you have the first dance, the 
second dance, and the third one - you know they usually give you two encores and then the 
orchestra plays a little signature tune which indicates that that is the end. They have their 
own little piece. Every dance band used to have a different piece but you knew that was the 
end, that you'd go off the floor. It didn't matter how much you clapped, you just realised 
that was the end of that dance. I don't know if you know what I'm referring to but if you 
were a keen dancer you got to know the signature tune of most bands. During the whole of 
that election certain orchestras (dance bands) around the State, around the metropolitan 
area, used our election tune as their signature tune for the end of the dance! [laughs] So it 
was all good stuff. It was all free and they had a lot of fun out of it; out of this new catchy 
little tune. 
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RJ And what was it? 

COURT Well, I couldn't whistle it for you [laughter] at the moment, but I'm 
sure Bill Mitchell or somebody could revive it. 

RJ Do you remember the words of it?' 

COURT No. But during the election I used to whistle it and all my friends 
used to sing it and whistle it because it was TERRIBLY good publicity, you see. It gets 
people in the mood and you recognise that as the signature tune of the Liberal Party. People 
might not have known what the Liberal Party was all about but if they were thinking that 
way and the tune had captivated them, well then it's working for you. The subconscious is 
working all the time. 

So we actually had this launch. I'm trying to think of the premises in.... I don't think they 
are there now as such, but in Hay Street, about where Aherns is. It would be opposite the 
old Theatre Royal where it was, or London Court, around there, on the other side. 

RJ The Ambassador Theatre? 

COURT No, it wasn't the theatre, it was on the northern side of Hay Street. 

RJ The northern side. 

COURT Yes. I don't know how we came to be there because there's nothing 
like it at the moment. It was a very old place at the time and "iT and the Jazzmen" actually 
launched this tune there and we were afloat. 

I have to also say that the initial money for the launch we raised quite independent of the 
Liberal Party. This is part of the drama that is not publicly known and certainly not at the 
time. I suppose at the time it was assumed that we were pretty innovative in our methods 
but at that time the head office of the party was screaming its head off about the fact that 
we were doing these things. 

Then we actually embarked ourselves on getting our policy launched. The first effort of 
that was far from successful and it taught me that you have to have real professionals doing 
professional things. The idea of it was very good but it was far too ambitious unless you 
had the money to get real professionals to do it. It involved things like education, sport, 
industry, and the whole package was quite dramatic and it was all very relevant in its 
relationship to me. 

But then we ran into the problem of this friction that existed between me and my 
immediate team and the staff at headquarters of the Liberal Party; not only the staff, but 
some of the senior office-bearers. It was at this point that Sir James Cruthers (he wasn't Sir 

'According to Hetherington the Liberal Party's campaign song was "Put things right" (ibid., p. 51). 
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James then) and his people came to our aid. They knew what we were doing because 
nothing is sacred in this TV public relations business. They seemed to know everyone's 
personal habits even. I suppose it's part of their business. They're listening and watching. 

So, not him but some others came to see me about this to see if they could help. Naturally I 
said, "Can you help us?" [laughs] "We need help to get this on to a professional basis," 
within the tight timetable you have for an election. Don't forget you're addressing meetings, 
you're going north, you're going south, you're going east and west, and you're getting up at 
crazy hours, having crazy schedules. You're expected to be top of the wazza all the time 
looking bright and relaxed and so on; coping with press and media generally. So it came as 
a godsend to us. 

Now we had prepared our policy because we weren't getting any positive reaction from the 
Liberal Party. It's normal to work pretty closely with the party machine when you're 
formulating your policy because you want them to be comfortable with it so that when you 
go out on the hustings they're not going to say: "Hey! Hold it! We're not terribly happy 
about this," or it leaks through to the media that the party is not enthusiastic about what 
you're doing. 

So eventually we got our policy written, which I have to say was written by the 
parliamentary side with some input from the Liberal Party but not at the official level, and 
we thought it was pretty good. It was to get the meaty bits out of that translated into an 
opening TV section. We then had to use the professionals that were available to us from 
Channel 7. 

It was an interesting exercise for me because I'd never had to be so personally involved. 
Always somebody had been doing this and all I had to appear was to make the nice noises 
and look severe or serious or humorous, or whatever I was told to do. I'd never before had 
to work it out for myself and I found it was a completely different experience. If you've got 
professionals who tell you when it's time to look severe and look concerned and all that 
kind of thing, it's much easier because you're going to leave the studio and go down and 
probably address a meeting - off the back of a truck in those days, not today, but it was 
quite different then. So we naturally welcomed the professionalism that came into it. 

By this time some of those who should have known better at the Liberal Party had got on 
to the president, Jim Samson, and scared the daylights out of him that we were out of 
control, that we were an unguided missile, that we didn't know what we were doing, and 
they weren't consulted about it all, and that I was about to complete this TV thing which 
they had information to the effect that it was going to be an absolute disaster. So Jim 
Samson got on to me and said, "What's it all about?" I said, "Look, Jim, it just so happens 
we're going to put the final segment together tonight at Channel 7. Now it's the final 
segment we're putting together in an atmosphere of a parliamentary office with Hansards 
and all that sort of stuff around the background to give the impression that you're in office 
and saying how we are going to run things." I said, "You better come along and bring the 
dissenters with you and you can see the last segment being made. It will be interesting for 
you to see how it's done but more particularly they'll play over what's already in the can and 
this is just the final segment, getting the message across about us in government, assuming 
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we're in government, giving the impression we're in government". Up to that time we'd six 
months of appearing to be the government by our conduct in opposition; especially with 
the federal government playing into our hands. 

So Jim Samson brought his team up there [the Channel 7 studios] and they sat in the 
darkness while we did the usual three or four takes of the final segment. The experts made 
their decision on what was the best one, the right one that struck the right note, and I was 
happy about it. Then they played over the whole thing: bits we'd already agreed on and the 
last segment of it. Jim Samson was ecstatic about it. He said, "This is top class!" He was so 
pleased about it all. From then onward he never took any notice of his other people at all. 
He just dealt with me, as was proper anyhow, and he didn't even listen to any of this 
negative chatter that was going on. 

We never looked back through the campaign from that moment onward because we'd won 
this victory but we'd won it the wrong way. The public never knew about this and the party 
itself didn't know about it, thank God, because had they known it would have inevitably 
got through to the press. You can imagine the headlines: "Friction between Court and the 
party! You were the one-man band pushing on regardless. I can almost write the headlines 
for them. It wasn't that at all but when you've got people who are not going to cooperate 
with you and are actually against you and are not enthusiastic about giving it all we've 
got.... I must say Jim Samson in particular, was horrified when he heard that the rumblings 
were, "Don't try too hard. Let them go on getting further into the bog and then we'll take 
over." 

RI But was that genuine or was that just an excuse for someone who 
disliked Charles Court? 

COURT It was just a means of.... my own honest-to-goodness belief is that it 
was just their feelings towards Charles Court. They're the same people, don't forget, who 
opposed me becoming the leader and fell flat on their face with that. So it wasn't 
unexpected as far as I was concerned but my job was to keep it under cover so that it 
remained within the party. The amazing thing was that the media didn't get it. Just imagine 
if they had got the true story of this, first of all about the pressure to stop me becoming the 
leader, and then to stop me becoming Premier or to encourage me not to become Premier, 
you can just imagine that stuff. So you become pretty astute at this. 

The only way to beat those people is to be ajump ahead. That's why we had all this stuff in 
the can and we were able to show it to Jim Samson. Once he saw the final take being done 
which fascinated him - it is fascinating to people at any time. You're sitting in the darkness 
while the man is saying his words. He does it three times, he does a fourth time, and then 
they pick the best one, which is usually the first one. But you keep thinking how to 
improve it because TV is a very searching medium. It comes out - you can tell when you're 
being smart and you're holding back a thought or something like that. Unless you're 
completely frank about the whole thing, your sins find you out. 
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I went home and slept well that night. I remember going home feeling on the top of the 
world. Jim was excited about it. I was confident about it. I was happy about it and it was a 
classic example of three or four professionals taking hold of our policy, bringing it together 
in a believable tight program and then getting it to air in a way that showed up pretty well. 

So that was the start of the campaign. From then on, of course, it was all just plain hard 
grind from one end of the State to the other. 

Ri Before we look at that, I don't suppose you're prepared to name the 
people who were agin you in that Liberal Party and working against you? 

COURT I don't think it achieves anything. They know, and they've already 
been named in other things because they were the same people who tried to stop me being 
leader and they fell flat on their face. As I've explained to you before, I think they were 
absolutely staggered at the rebuff they received from the members of Parliament, the 
ordinary members of Parliament; not those that were necessarily going to be ministers, but 
even some of those who were a bit hostile because they felt they wouldn't be ministers. 
They made it clear that as far as they were concerned there was only one person anyhow. 

I always assumed, knowing the nature of the people concerned and the pettiness of them, 
that this would be with them forever, so it flowed on quite naturally into the end of the 
election. It wasn't pleasant because you're carrying this burden yourself. It's not something I 
even told Des O'Neil because you don't want to worry your people. You want them to be 
prepared to press on with the battle plan that we'd worked out. We were concerned at 
beating the Labor Party, not about beating the Liberal Party. They were supposed to be our 
friends and all the people out there in the Liberal Party were our friends. It was just this 
tiny little core of small-minded people and so we just let them wither and got on with the 
job, and it worked. 

RI And what were you promising people in 1974? 1 can remember one 
of the slogans that you articulated in December: "Development is for people and not people 
for development." 

COURT That's right and I believe it. I believed it at the start and I still 
believe it now. Government, good government, is about people. The moment it ceases to 
be about people the government ceases to be a good government. That's what is happening 
in Australia today. It's no longer about people, it's about power. I've always felt very 
strongly about people. You know, my background is my greatest asset. I've seen poverty 
and I've seen unemployment and I've seen suffering. It was the greatest asset I had because 
I've seen it all and I don't like it. So you never forgot. 

When you're trying to create employment it was only to make sure that you don't have 
unemployed; you don't have the lack of dignity and everything that goes with it. When 
you've seen a father that's had to go out and dig trenches and do anything at all, although 

1Sunday Times, 30 Dec. 1973, p. 8. 
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he was fully qualified, probably one of the best in the business as far as a tradesman was 
concerned, when you've seen that sort of thing happen, you've seen what your mother has 
to do, and you know what the boys have got to do, well, it's real in your life. You're not just 
dreaming up something or reading it in a book or seeing it in a film or something; it's 
something that you've actually felt. There were times when, for instance, I used to be 
amazed that my mother was able to look after us as well as she did, feed us as well, clothe 
us as well. It was only because of looking after the pennies and earning the pennies. We 
were doing our little bit too. 

I told Malcolm Fraser on one occasion. I said, "The difference between you and me is the 
fact that I've been there and done it all and know it all, and you haven't had this experience. 
If you did, you'd be a better Prime Minister," because I really believe that he was so far 
removed from the real feel of people, a genuine feel for them. He professed to have an 
understanding of people but he would have less understanding of so-called middle classes 
and lower classes than Menzies ever had of them. Menzies had a bit of a sensitivity about 
the so-called "forgotten people", and that was quite a genuine belief in a general way by 
Menzies; I wouldn't say in a particular way but in a general way. 

So I remember some aspects of that election very well. Thank goodness I never stopped to 
fight with those people that were against us. I'm forever grateful to some of the people that 
kept my nose pointed in the right direction on the right issues. So we got there. 

RJ And how did you feel when you realised you'd got there? 

COURT Oh, I felt first of all that we'd worked hard and we got there 
honestly and we got there in a proper way. We hadn't got there by deception or things that 
we didn't believe in. It was a feeling of relief, not for my sake, but for my supporters' sake 
and my team because don't forget their political careers were at stake. There's always a 
proportion of those people there, their meal ticket for the duration of the next Parliament is 
tied up with whether you win or lose. So you feel some responsibility for them. You feel 
good about it. I've told you about my mother, of course. She would have felt as good about 
it as I did but she brought me back to earth. 

RJ Put you in your place, yes. 

COURT That was good, that was good. You've got to be careful of this 
government stuff and being in positions of responsibility. If you don't get brought back to 
earth regularly by your staff, by your family, by your friends, by somebody, it can be very 
dangerous. I've seen fellows that I've had to bring back to earth and you realise then how 
dangerous they are when they start to feel this power running through their veins, and boy 
oh boy, do you have to deal with them! 

END OF TAPE 110 SIDE B 
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RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library 
Building on 24 November 1993. 

Sir Charles, we were looking at the 1974 election last time and this has been covered, as 
I've identified, in a book edited by Reid. Hetherington says about the election: "There were 
some who even hoped that the time might have come for the Liberal Party to win a 
majority in its own right and thus be able to govern without its ally." That ally, of course, 
being the National Alliance. Were you one of them who thought that was possible and 
hoped it was possible? 

COURT I thought it was possible, but I didn't actually hope for it to be possible 
because I had a belief that if you temporarily did have the numbers and you were 
contemptuous of your former coalition, that you'd pay dearly for it down the road. 

When you have a big swing it can be very dangerous. It can make you either complacent or 
unduly cocky and unduly confident in a dangerous sort of a way. It's just as important to be 
able to win gracefully as it is to lose gracefully. It was always very clear in my mind, as 
you'll see from evidence later on, that even if you do have the numbers it's not a bad thing 
to remember there's always another day. It would have always been my intention, even 
though the party mightn't have liked it, to have at least given the Country Party a nominal 
participation in government. It makes good sense and it doesn't create a situation that you 
could worry about later on or regret later on. 

So it was always very clear in my mind to handle this question of the coalition very gently. 
No-one would have been more frustrated on occasions than me by the National Party 
(Country Party as it was). But nevertheless I always realised that the way things were in 
Western Australian politics that they were a fact of life. Another thing if you isolated them 
and you bragged about it, if you ever did get the numbers, well you only forced them to be 
an ally temporarily or otherwise with the Labor Party. So you're going to have an irritant all 
the time, which would be blown up by the press, as somebody who normally would be 
your ally, actually being your greatest irritant. 

In other words they could do you much more harm with such irritant tactics than the Labor 
Party in full blast. So it was always clear in my mind, and in fact you'll recall that there was 
a time later on when we could have adopted the attitude, "we've made it and we don't need 
to worry about them." I think I demonstrated then my own feelings in the matter. 

Let's face it when the split occurred after the '74 election and we were going along for a 
while in coalition and Ray McPharlin was their leader (a split that was engineered by Matt 
Stephens), I very gladly accepted them back into the coalition. 

I always assumed they'd come back into the coalition because I've told you before there are 
some people in the Country Party as it was, now the National Party, who are right of the 
Liberal Party. They've always had that element there that I always identified with them and 

1 Hetheriflgtofl in Reid, 1976, p. 47. 
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had great respect for and had great encouragement and great help from them. So I knew 
that they would sooner or later assert themselves. 

Now when they came back we just didn't say, "Well, look all sins are forgiven and let's 
forget the past, and whatever numbers you had you can have," because I had to say to them, 
"Look I can't just turn the clock back and put different names in the places that you 
previously had because my people are very restless about the fact that you want us to 
accept a Deputy Premier who has only been in Parliament a few months and has not had 
any experience in government whatsoever. Never been in a government. Never even been 
in your own Cabinet selections for the previous nominees that you had." 

So out of that and in a very amicable way (they were very sensible about it) we for the first 
time had the Deputy Premier as a Liberal. You'll recall that during the whole of the David 
Brand premiership, although I was his deputy, the Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party, the 
Deputy Premier was always a Country Party man. So that was well-established and no 
problem at all. But here we had an unusual situation when we were in a very strong 
position within the government, but they did not have anyone to offer either as the new 
leader or as Cabinet ministers that had had a lot of Cabinet experience. 

So they accepted the fact it was sensible that we nominate the Deputy Premier and that 
became Des O'Neil, and a very good deputy he was. He was good at working with them, he 
was good at working with the Parliament generally, and a man that I've told you before I 
respected greatly and found a very great help as deputy. A man I could trust when I was 
away. He was the ears, eyes and nose of the leader on everything that went on, very 
sensible about it. 

RI Now you're saying the National Alliance accepted that situation as if it was 
terribly easy. No fight at all over it? 

COURT They naturally were disappointed but they accepted the reality of the 
situation. Don't forget their better members acknowledged without reservation that they 
had precipitated the break. 

You might not recall but they brought Job Bjelke-Petersen over from Brisbane. At that 
time Joh was riding high. They brought him over and his advice to them was to, "Get back 
into coalition as fast as you can." He, in fact, came to see me and I said to him, "By all 
means. We haven't made any appointments so as to make it difficult. We've just left it on 
the assumption the better elements would want to come back." He was a little bit upset that 
I didn't let them just put new names in the places they had before but he accepted that what 
I put forward was quite reasonable in all the circumstances. 

It went through very smoothly. There was a lot of discussion, as you can imagine. It was a 
fairly traumatic time for them. We were quite relaxed. It was one of those extraordinary 
times when we'd been sitting there just waiting for them to sort themselves out and then 
work out how the government was reconstituted. So it passed as just another hiccup along 
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the road and hey presto, we were back into the full swing of government and very 
successfully and very harmoniously at party meetings. Joint party meetings resumed, 
bearing in mind, of course, that those who were offside with the mainstream of National 
Party never accepted the new arrangement. That was rather sad because had they gone 
along with the new order you'd have had much less difficulty later on within the Country 
Party. Let me make it clear when I say Country Party I mean National Party, whatever 
names they were using at the time because remember they had NCP and NP and a few 
other things. So it would have been much easier for them. The media didn't like it to be 
thought of as their problem, they tried to create it as a problem for me but I had no 
problem. It was a most extraordinary situation that I was thoroughly relaxed about the 
whole thing. 

RJ Well, we'll look at that again further too but just to get back to the election 
campaign, the 1974 campaign. You did say to me last interview that you could not be 
persuaded to produce your cornet at the end of year Cabinet functions, even though David 
Brand tried to persuade you, because you no longer felt happy playing the comet in public. 
According to Hetherington in his summary of that campaign, the '74 election campaign, 
"the Liberal Party broke new ground by setting up a Liberal Information Centre. This was 
opened on 12 February 1974 with Sir Charles Court present playing the comet."1  

COURT Well, it was quite correct that I was present but I wasn't playing any cornet 
or any trumpet because I was very, very definite about this. I remember Dave saying, "Just 
give us one last tune." [chuckles] I felt a bit of a heel about it but I just wasn't prepared to 
break the rule. I've told you about how I played The Last Post by accident at the first Anzac 
service after we became the government in 1959 but there were very few times that I even 
touched it after that. However, I certainly wouldn't have been playing but I think what they 
might be getting confused with is the fact that I was very active at that opening. We had 
"JT and the Jazzmen". They were playing this theme song and they had a vocalist there 
who used to do it very well. It was a pretty lively occasion, quite foreign to the old idea of 
the stuffy old Liberal Party. Here we were with a theme song and a very attractive singer 
and the jazz band, "JT and the Jazzmen", playing their stuff. 

I'm just trying to recall the actual time. It was in the morning, I remember that very well, 
and somebody did produce a trumpet. They were trying to prevail on me to play the theme 
song, you see, to get this one-off thing. I just wouldn't have a bar of it but they did take 
some pictures of me holding a trumpet and so on. That might have brought some confusion 
but I don't think anyone who would have really remembered the detail of it would say that I 
actually played it. 

There is another picture that I think you've got later on down at the Western Command 
Band, as it was then, when George Franklin was retiring. I was photographed holding a 
trumpet with him holding a trumpet. People got the impression that we'd both been playing 
the trumpet. In point of fact I'd only been holding it and discussing it with him and they 

t lbid, p. 50. 
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photographed me at that time. But I still hadn't played at that occasion or any other. 
Perhaps I was a bit pedantic about it but Ijust had a bit of a thing about it. 

I've explained to you before, anything that I've had to do I've had to make a supreme effort 
to do it. I never seem to be able to do anything naturally. So whether it was passing my 
exams to become a chartered accountant or any particular things that I had to do, even the 
old tram ticket story, was something that I had to deliberately apply myself to it. I used to 
envy people who seemed to do these things just naturally. Even today I can't make a speech 
just on a spontaneous basis, I've got to give it some thought, to get a bit of form into it and 
the basis of the ideas that I'm going to use. Even though I mightn't use any notes, the fact is 
it's still got to be a conscious effort. So in that regard it's been both a plus and a minus. 

I think it's fair enough that I did not play on that day but I do remember somebody thinking 
that they might just catch me on the hop and produced a trumpet and they'd have loved to 
have got me playing the signature tune. It wouldn't have been a bad stunt anyhow! 

RJ If you recall last time you couldn't remember the words of that song but it 
was actually called Put Things Right. You also had for that election the slogan which was 
worn on T-shirts at this opening of the Information Centre: "I'm a Liberal Lover". I was 
interested to find that the Labor Party countered this with, "Liberal Lovers often end up in 
Labor", which I thought was rather clever. What did you think? 

COURT Well, it wasn't a bad stunt. They were rather good at that. I've told you 
before back in my dear old Dad's days when he used to go to the Trades Hall to get "the 
message for the morons". You must remember people weren't that well-educated going 
back that far and they didn't have any money for publicity so they got these very slick 
slogans. They can backfire on you, and I've told you how in the Hawke days their Labor 
Day procession slogans backfired.... 

RJ Yes, you have. 

COURT ....the one about "Don't get Court and Branded", and things like that. 

But that was a rather subtle one and what they came out with in those days was adopted 
with good humour. We, in fact, embraced it, putting emphasis on the fact if you're in Labor 
you had certain problems. [laughs] So we, in a jovial sort of way whenever it was thrown 
up at us we were able to turn it around. 

You could do these things in a more jovial, congenial way and get away with it and get 
credits for it, more so than you could today when you've got a fellow like Keating with this 
nastiness that he brings into it, and is getting lauded by the media for the brutality and the 
crudeness with which he handles the parliamentary situation. It is a disgrace to our country 
and another outburst against the very sensitive head of Malaysia. You know the man's 
sensitive about it and he's got reason for being sensitive. He's got this problem with the 
fundamentalists in his own country and here we go and aggravate the man's position by 
saying what we've done. Anyhow. 
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RJ That Liberal Information Centre was a new idea, as I think I stated earlier. 
People could ring up and make enquiries and that sort of thing. The funding of that: "It has 
also been suggested that the Liberal Information Centre had its own separate fund of about 
$20,000 a large part of which was provided by a few large donors."' Do you know 
anything about the background of its funding? 

COURT I have never known where that money came from, who was responsible for 
it, because I always kept at arm's length from the money situation. No-one was ever able to 
come along and say to me, or to David Brand, "Look we put in 'x' dollars" (or 'x' pounds as 
it was in the early days) "and we want this or we want that." I think I've put on record with 
you the one occasion when Lang Hancock tried to embarrass Dave Brand. We very quickly 
dealt with that one because it was not known to us. We'd never heard of it and we certainly 
wouldn't accept any money with any strings on it. For that reason both of us kept at arm's 
length from any money. People often tried to send it through you but you just made it very 
clear to them you didn't touch the money. 

It was exactly the same for this particular campaign, but I have to remind you of a previous 
interview we had when I told you something that you probably found quite remarkable, 
that we actually launched the campaign without the head office being privy to it. 

RI Yes, you did state that. 

COURT This was a sort of a campaign within a campaign because we had to get the 
thing going and we wanted to get it with a bit of life, we wanted it to be a bit different to 
the normal. It was Bill Mitchell who came up with these ideas of having an Information 
Centre, having a theme song, having the T-shirts, all that sort of thing. I was just the 
willing subject that had to go along and do all of these things which I didn't disagree with 
because I thought it was fun. Whatever you're doing, for God's sake enjoy it, even if you 
don't like it. Parliamentary activity and campaigning was never something that I looked 
forward to but if you're going to do it for God's sake do it well and do it with enthusiasm. 
Get out and support your candidates. You don't go out and say, "Look I don't want to be 
here. I never wanted to be here." You get out and give them the impression [chuckles] it's 
the greatest thing in your life to take them by the hand and go down to a shopping centre or 
something like that. You set the pace. 

This particular thing I must say I thoroughly enjoyed it because here were some real live 
musicians - you weren't using records or anything like that - real live musicians, a real live 
singer with a real live song that had been written for the occasion. I've explained to you 
that it became very well-known because quite a few of my old musician mates used it in 
their dance bands as their signing-off tune. 

RJ Yes, you did, yes. 

1 lbid., p. 47. 
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COURT After a few encores and so on they usually have a bit of a "umty-dum dum 
dum de-dum dum", to let you know they're going to have a smoko. 

RJ Sir Charles, also in Hetherington there is reference to you being regarded by 
your followers as, to quote, "too aggressive and too negative towards the A.L.P. 
Government".' Then apparently on 28 February '74, after the campaign had actually begun 
there was an article in the West that was a report of a member of the Perth Central Branch 
and the son of a State Executive member of the party, suggesting, to quote, "that it was 
unfortunate that Sir Charles Court seemed so often to be the sole critic, and it might have 
been better had some other recognised Liberal M.P's commented on various matters."2  It is 
claimed that Des O'Neil found it necessary to publicly defend you on occasions about you 
being a "knocker". 

That such charges had some currency was shown in an article in The West 
Australian on 1 March 1974, by journalist Don Smith. Here Smith contrasted Mr 
John Tonkin, the Labor Premier, as the 'wily pro', with Sir Charles Court the 
'impetuous challenger', and suggested that the latter had caused some 
nervousness in some sections of the Liberal Party by his approach. Many people 
regarded Sir Charles as too eager to occupy the limelight, while acknowledging 
the fact that he was by far the most able member of the Liberal front bench not 
otherwise impressive. There were also suggestions of tensions between Sir 
Charles and the State Head Office of the Liberal Party.3  

Now you've covered those tensions. What do you feel of that summary of what was going 
on? 

COURT Well, that's a fairly accurate assessment of what was reported at the time 
and the feeling in certain quarters. I've made it clear that there were some elements in the 
Liberal Party hierarchy that actually said that I shouldn't try too hard to win the election. 

RJ Yes, you have. 

COURT Can you imagine that? Just saying to your footie team, "Don't try too hard 
this week." You almost get the impression that they've got their money on the other team. 

It was red rag to a bull to me because I was the leader of the team. I was the captain/coach. 
My job was to get them over the line as the winners. At that time I felt the clever way was 
to highlight how bad the Whitlam Government was, where it was taking Australia to and, 
of course, we had to be critical and, of course, we had to be critical of a State Labor 
Government that wasn't able - I won't say they weren't willing but they weren't able to stand 

Ibid. 

3
Thid, pp.  47-48. 
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up successfully to their masters in Canberra. You've got a similar situation in WA today 
over the Mabo, where the State Labor Party just won't stand up for Western Australia 
because they would get their fingers well and truly rapped by Mr Keating and his 
colleagues at the federal level, as evidenced by Mr Campbell, the Labor Member for 
Kalgoorlie. 

It was very real. You'll find that those within the party who kept on saying that I was being 
too negative and that I was attacking too much, they didn't have too many friends. But 
you'll find they are mainly the people who didn't want me to be the leader anyhow. They 
never stopped me in my tracks for one second. It's quite right, Des O'Neil did come out and 
support the leader. They knew what I was doing, they knew why I was doing it. So I could 
turn that back on the person who made the statement that somebody else should be doing 
it. Who was going to do it? Just name somebody. It would have been lovely to have half a 
dozen people yap, yap, yap at the then Premier and the Whitlam Government but it was my 
job. I was the leader and, as I say, my job was to get them over the line successfully and 
that we did. 

The results speak for themselves. The public must have thought I was doing it right. 

RJ Sir Charles, I won't get you to go through your election promises because 
these are actually given very good coverage in this work that I've referred to on several 
occasions. It sums up the various things that you were setting out to do and the reasons that 
you gave for doing them and it includes rationalisation of transport and education policies 
and all sorts of things. ]  But the promises that were made were then costed in the State 
Treasury. It's actually said that: "Sir Charles Court found this report one of the most 
disturbing he had ever seen from a State Treasury and described as disgraceful the State 
Government's involvement of its professional officers in the election on a party basis".2  
What was going on? 

COURT I can't recall ever a government of any persuasion using public servants as 
part of an election campaign. This to my mind was quite unfair to the officers concerned. 
They would be very sorely embarrassed if they said to the government of the day, "We 
refuse to comment," or "We refuse to go public on the issue". This was a case where the 
Labor Party had no compunction in using officers and by name to enter into the fray and 
criticise our policies. 

I, of course, have always had a great respect for Ken Townsing. We managed to get him 
back into the Treasury when Hawke had virtually banished him to the Public Service 
Commission, which he did well but it wasn't his forte; he'd been trained to be the next 
under-treasurer. So we reversed the positions of a man named Bond and Ken Townsing 
and so got Townsing back to where he should be. So it wasn't through any lack of respect 
for the professionalism or the ability of Townsing, bearing in mind if we won the election, 

11bid., pp.  55-57. 

2lbid, p. 59. 
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which we did, he was going to be my number one treasury man, and a man for whom I 
would have great respect and have no problems of working with at all. 

So I thought it was pretty rough the government allowing his name to be so prominent. If 
the government had had the policies costed and then come out and said, "This is our 
costing of them," then, of course, you couldn't have objected to that because that's fair 
enough, even though they had the advantage of being in office and being able to use the 
Treasury. 

The other thing, of course, that is always worrying about that, did the Treasury officers that 
they got to do the assessment really understand what you were talking about because there 
are some policies that can be implemented over a period of years but they can't be 
implemented forthwith? I remember there were some physical factors about our education 
policies that couldn't have been implemented overnight but there's so many things that can 
be done if you have a timetable and if you work towards it. 

We weren't consulted by the government or by the Treasury as to what was the 
interpretation of our policy. However, I was very conscious of the fact that we had certain 
things that we wanted to do. If they were physically impossible, of course, then time alone 
would determine that. Again it looks as though the public were prepared to accept my 
judgment in the matter and not the government's judgment. In fact in might have done the 
government more harm than good when they actually, what I believe for the first time, used 
named, senior, respected public servants to try and win their battle for them. 

END OF TAPE Ill SIDE A 
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RJ It is claimed during that election campaign that the then leader of the 
parliamentary Liberal Party, federal parliamentary Liberal Party, Billy Snedden, "was 
conspicuous by his absence, and no one was under any illusion that it was the result of 
anything but deliberate policy. Sir Charles Court neither needed nor wanted any Federal 
leader to help him do battle with the dragon of centralism."1  Was it a deliberate policy? 
Did Snedden offer to come? 

COURT Well, Billy Snedden was a nice person and he would have been only too 
pleased if I'd have said, "Go and give out pamphlets," or "Go and march down Hay Street." 
He would have done whatever you wanted done. He was a nice easy-going chap and a 
Western Australian, of course, who had campaigned the hard way in his first campaign in 
Kalgoorlie. But we just felt we were better on our own. We were attacking the Whitlam 
Government constantly and for good reason because of their centralist policies. 
R F X Connor was a gift from God for me for my campaign and Gough was only one step 
behind him. So we really had a few things going for us. Our own people in Canberra 
weren't covering themselves in glory at the time. So I was quite happy when they just let us 
be. We didn't say, "You can't come," but we didn't sort of say, "Look we're going to shout 
and scream and sulk if you don't come." [laughs] 

RJ Hetherington also refers to the television appearance of both you and 
Tonkin. He refers to Tonkin playing the situation with an "imperturbable straight bat" 
(what a horrible word) 

Mr. Tonkin was usually cool and unflustered, with occasional bursts of righteous 
indignation. Even when defeated in debate he showed no signs of being aware of 
the fact, and continued to produce facts as if they clinched his case. This helped 
him win the sympathy of viewers and it would appear that all too often whether 
or not Sir Charles Court won the argument, he lost the television contest.2  

He goes on to refer to a particular debate between the two of you on a "Newsday" election 
program on Channel 9, the Monday before the election. 

Sir Charles Court, even when pressed by the television compere, Duncan 
Graham, sat lonely and embattled, refusing to allow anyone but himself to 
answer questions. On the Labor side, not only did Ministers answer some of the 
questions directed to them, but the viewers were treated to the human spectacle 
of the Deputy Premier, Mr. Don Taylor, sitting beside Mr. Tonkin whispering 
suggestions as to how he should reply.3  

11bid 

2lbid, p. 60. 

3 lbid., pp. 60-61. 
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Do you recall that specific program and do you accept that you were not as good a 
television performer as he is suggesting? 

COURT Well it's not for me to say one way or the other. Whether he thought I was 
more successful or less successful, I mean is his opinion. It's not for me to say. But I just 
remind you we still won the election. 

This question, I gathered from what you said that there were more on the panel than just 
myself. I just have to tell you what tactics I adopted on that occasion would have been 
agreed with my colleagues. What he doesn't say is that some of them just didn't want to be 
asked questions and they'd leave it to me because you must realise that quite a few of the 
people that I had with me in that run-up to the 1974 election had no government 
experience. So it was for me to decide whether I could handle it best and they would agree. 
They weren't the least bit uncomfortable with the whole thing. I'm not surprised at the 
reference to the fact that Don Taylor would have been whispering in his leader's ear, and 
that's not good on television. So I don't know that I want to comment further. You must 
realise that the moderator for that particular session they referred to was, and is, and always 
will be a person who was opposed to our side of politics. Quite frankly I'm amazed that we 
agreed to him being the moderator because we'd know his cynicism towards me personally 
and to our party in particular. 

LU What you have just said about some of your people not wanting to field 
questions in that television program. Remember when I read out to you about the earlier 
stuff about your relations with the Liberal Party at the time. "There were also suggestions 
of tensions between Sir Charles and the State Head Office of the Liberal Party. Many 
people regarded Sir Charles as too eager to occupy the limelight, while acknowledging the 
fact that he was by far the most able member of a Liberal front bench not otherwise 
impressive".' Are you saying that that is correct, that there were weaknesses in your front 
bench, or your potential front bench at that time? 

COURT I've already said that we had quite a few people in the team in the run-up to 
'74 who were quite inexperienced. This is not unusual. After all it's the job of the leader to 
protect them; that's his job. If they were a little bit uncomfortable, through inexperience, 
that would have all been worked out before we went on air. The only thing that I'm 
surprised at, thinking retrospectively, is to why I ever agreed to one of these multiple type 
of sessions because they are always dangerous. You get somebody who gets a rush of 
blood to the head and says something that's not directly under the control of the leader and 
you can be paying for it for the next six months. Not that I had people anxious to do that. 
On the contrary I had a team that was very anxious to be part of a team. So there would 
have been complete understanding and relaxation on their part about what role I was going 
to play in the interview. I don't comment on the criticism of the quality but I just refer to 
the fact that you've been in government for twelve years, you've been in opposition for 
three years, you've got some new members in the process who haven't had a lot of 

1 Jbjd., p.48. 
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experience. It's your job as the leader to shepherd them through until you eventually get 
into office and then hopefully build up a team around you. 

Don't forget a leader doesn't have much say in the talent that he's got. First of all the party's 
got to select them and then the public have got to elect them. So that's what you get and 
that's what you've got to make a team out of. Just like the captain/coach in my Claremont 
footie team. Poor old Gerard Neasham over the last few seasons has had a terrible job 
because of AFL. In 1992 when we ran on the field, we only had eight members out of our 
previous year's premiership side in the team that ran on the field on that opening match of 
the new season. His job was to build up the team. He didn't get us to the top that year but 
he did the next year. It's no different, you know. People can't understand that when you talk 
about it but the captain/coach of a political team is in fact the Premier when you're in 
government and the Leader of the Opposition when you're in opposition. He adopts very 
much the same attitude. That's the talent he's got and that's what you've got to make look 
good. 

Initially, of course, most people who are new to the job, they go along very comfortably 
with being guided, often with a leader that has to step out in front of them and shepherd 
them, shield them as the case may be. Then after a while they start to work nicely and they 
become a very well-oiled team and then they start to feel good. That's the dangerous point 
because they might start to think they are good. [chuckles] Then you've got to start all over 
again. 

But it is a team game; it's a team game. Leaders are no different to what you would be with 
a sporting body where you have to get cohesion and coordination, trust, cooperation. One 
player shielding another, that sort of thing, where necessary shepherding another, as the 
case may be. If you adopt that attitude to it you find, provided the players accept it, of 
course, it goes along with good results. I've said to you before a champion team will always 
beat a team of champions. That applies in politics. 

You get the smart debaters. The Labor Party always had better debaters than we ever had 
because they're born to it in the union movement. If you get selection by the Labor Party 
you've usually been through cut-and-thrust that's even worse than Parliament. But we don't 
have that sort of situation in the Liberal Party. I was never impressed with these high-
powered debaters, I was more concerned about performers. 

RJ In summarising the effect of you on the overall '74 campaign, Hetherington 
has referred to your work in other people's electorates including country centres in the 
north and the south. You've referred to this yourself, how you were prepared to do that 
work. He says that that's where you came into your own. 

He could not be overworked. He made it clear that he wanted to be used to the 
maximum and was annoyed if he were not. He also took a close personal interest 
in the candidates - always anxious to discuss their problems with them and find 
out what help they needed. This was no empty gesture, for he would then see that 
their needs were met, thus increasing the efficiency of his party's campaign, both 
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directly and indirectly, by raising morale. Here in this less publicised part of the 
campaign, lay the Liberal Party's strength and the genesis of its victory.1  

COURT Well that's a very nice summary of it and makes me feel good without 
being in any way egotistical about it. But it's what happened with Rita and I. We put 
ourselves under intense pressure; not in a stressful way. I don't like this word stress: it's 
become almost a disease in every job and I don't accept it. So right, you've got an election, 
you've got to do everything you can to win. 

By example you can do more than preaching. If you've got a candidate that's not very sure 
of himself and he's got a wife and family that are even less sure of themselves, well if you 
can get amongst them and identify their friends and maybe one or two people in their 
electorate that have got the strengths, have had the experience, that might take them by the 
hand. They mightn't have even been approached but you're identifying. You see them at a 
meeting and you go over and you say, "Look, get behind this chap," or "this woman", as 
the case may be. "Appear with him when he goes to the shopping centres," or "when he 
goes to the bowling club", or something of that nature. You can be amazed how different it 
is. 

Also you're travelling at a great rate of knots. Don't forget in a State this big (and there's 
only one Leader of the Opposition, as I was at that time) the transport to the north and other 
parts of the State wasn't all that good and we didn't have a lot of money for transport, so 
you were under pressure all the time. But when you go into an electorate it might be once 
only for the whole campaign, you've got to get it so hyped up in that few hours that you're 
there that it carries on after you've gone. That's why it's important to identify people who 
can keep the candidate geared up, and knowing that he's going to have his highs, he's going 
to have his lows, and he's going to have more lows than he has highs. So somebody that 
will take them by the hand and make sure they understand that it's not until the votes are 
counted that you can tell what the result is. It's only the votes that tell. A lot of people go by 
the emotions of the people around them and the pats on the back they get, and "Good on 
you mate, you're home and hosed," and that sort of dangerous stuff. You've got to keep 
telling them, "At a minute to eight you're still looking for a vote," and if you're still walking 
around the town looking for votes at five past eight when the ballot box closed at eight 
o'clock you're doing pretty well. So you try and hype them up in this way. 

The other thing is that if you said you were going to do something to help their campaign, 
it doesn't matter how tired you are, that doesn't count, but if you can get on the telephone or 
you can, next morning, get somebody that follows up with them (it's not a bad thing if 
somebody gets them out of bed early and it happens to be you on the end of a telephone), 
you've got back to Perth and you've got the answer to their question, it must impress 
somebody that, "Now here's the leader doing this sort of thing. Why aren't I up and about 
doing it?" I treated it as a game that you had to set the example. 

1 lbid., p.61. 
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It can have its humorous side. I think it was this particular campaign we had five rural 
electorates that butted on to one another. By some clever bit of organising we managed to 
have meetings on the one day which were close enough but were still within the individual 
electorates. This is a bit of a test of your stamina. It's also a bit of a test of your memory. 
On that one I remember with the five different candidates in five different electorates that 
we picked places to have meetings that were reasonably close to one another but still each 
in its own particular electorate. There's nothing worse than saying, "Well we're meeting in 
the 'x' electorate but we really should be meeting in the 'y' electorate." It doesn't go down 
with people too well. So we had each one in the right electorates but we put it near the 
boundary so that we could do the lot in the one day. 

Four of those five candidates, I was meeting them for the first time on this great day when 
we set out on this great campaign. The country people in those days were absolutely 
marvellous. They realise you're under pressure. It didn't matter if you had a meeting at nine 
in the morning or you had a meeting at eleven or you had a meeting at two or three, by the 
time nightfall came you'd covered them all. I remember this lot. They were all good 
meetings, very good meetings, and some good candidates. Some didn't make the grade but 
they at least were good campaigners. When you get into the country don't forget you're 
often campaigning in a Country Party or National Party seat, you see, so you can't win 
them all but you've got to put on a good show. 

Poor old Rita she used to worry about this as to whether I'd get the candidates' names right. 
So I used to have a piece of paper in front of me. Say this was Smith, another one was 
Brown and so on, I'd have this in block letters in front of me so that I didn't say, "Candidate 
Brown is a GREAT candidate," and so on and so on and so on, when his name was Smith 
because that was a danger you couldn't afford. So I had this out in nice block letters there 
in front of me: "Smith, Smith, Smith", if it was in his electorate, or "Brown, Brown, 
Brown", and keep mentioning his name, keep mentioning his name. It was part of the 
campaign strategy, of course, because you want the people to go away remembering your 
candidate's name is Smith, or his name is Brown, or whatever it might be. I must say that 
was the one day when the thing that haunted me all day was to make sure that I got the 
man's name right. I even impressed the candidates too, that we were able to go round to all 
of these electorates and give them a bit of a personal touch. 

Coming back to the point. If a candidate did have problems, one candidate might be having 
problems with a policy that another candidate was taking in his stride. It was our job to 
remove the blockages. Now it mightn't be me who did it. It might be your shadow minister 
(a case when we were in opposition) for education or something of that kind. If he got on 
to the candidate and said, "What's your problem?" and fixed it up, well that all helped. But 
it was just another case of a team effort. I didn't consciously think of it as any great effort 
on my part, although from the report you've just given me, somebody must have identified 
it. 

I'm sure he must have gone to some of the members like Brian Sodeman with the huge 
Pilbara electorate and some of the other members who had very big electorates where 
you're trying to identify, like Murchison-Eyre, and so on. You do have to enlist the aid of 
others to get a feedback to them. But the important thing is, let them know that you've got 
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the message and that you in turn have responded. It's a long time, an election campaign, 
and yet in terms of days, it's very short, but it's a long time. You leave a man, say, early in 
the election, you're not going to see him again until the election's over. You've got to give 
him enough enthusiasm and follow-up to make sure that he carries through to election day. 

I'd hate to be doing it today but in those times I never thought much about it. I seemed to 
take it all in my stride. I can't remember getting tired of these things. You get hyped up. 

RJ You, of course, won that election, and the West has put it down to a swing 
against Labor in country seats which swept Labor and Tonkin out of power.1  Bolton refers 
to the "high-handed and tactless" Whitlam and Connor having antagonised many Western 
Australians, "not least the State Labor Government; and not surprisingly the coalition won 
and Court became premier."2  So he's seeing it as the federal people having an influence in 
all of that. 

The actual final figures were that in '71 Liberal had 17 seats, in '74 they had jumped to 23, 
a gain of six seats. The National Alliance lost two seats as compared with the Country 
Party and the ALP lost four seats as compared with their 1971 result.3  What were your 
feelings when you knew the final figures and the make-up therefore of what you had to 
work with? 

COURT It was a feeling of gratitude towards the electors, bearing in mind we were 
trying to do something that's not easy: to get rid of a government that was only serving its 
first term. 

But I felt supremely confident in a personal way that we were going to win because of what 
you've said in your recital there about the attitude of the federal government. It must have 
been very galling to John Tonkin who was a steady, moderate type of performer who 
wasn't the sort of person who could cope with the Whitlam/R F X Connor situation; he was 
too loyal. He's the last of an era so far as the Labor Party is concerned. 

John Tonkin was a man who was intensely loyal to the Labor Party. He always was, right 
up to the end. He must have been seething at some of the things that were going on. Just 
imagine being Premier of a State when you've got the great North West Shelf project just 
starting to shine out as the great salvation of our energy programme and so on, and could 
be the basis for the greatest project in the State's history, and you've got a man like 
R F X Connor who is doing his darnedest, with the support of his Prime Minister Whitlam, 
to destroy it and nationalise it, literally nationalise it and take it over at wellhead. 

1 West 1 April 1974, p.  1. 

2Bolton, On This Side, p. 222. 

3BIack in Reid 1976, p.  157. 
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I know of some of the ignominy that was suffered by ministers, Labor ministers from the 
State sphere when they went into conference with R F X Connor, who would deliberately 
embarrass them, treat them as though they weren't there and so on. They had all these 
problems. 

Tonkin being what he was, he would never come out and rant and rave about them. Now I 
have to be quite blunt about it and say that if I was in the same position to McMahon or 
Gorton or Fraser or even Menzies, I'd have had no compunction at all of coming out and 
saying, "This is where the blame lies," and attacking them for what they were, especially in 
the case of the Whitlam Government where they were declared centralists and they had no 
compunction at all about stopping projects. 

I don't know how he managed to remain so loyal in the face of the Alwest Project, for 
instance. That was a blatant case of the federal government deciding whether the project 
went or didn't go on environmental grounds, using export licensing, of course, as their 
authority to delay or to destroy the scheme. We wouldn't have tolerated that from a 
Liberal/Country Party coalition government in Canberra. We'd have had no compunction at 
all, as is on the record, the many times that I've attacked the federal government for their 
inability to make up their mind (for instance, on the Ord, the standard gauge railway, later 
on when we were having trouble with Gorton, for instance, about the sea and submerged 
lands legislation) because I regarded my brief from the public to fight for WA. Of course 
on matters of basic policy we would remain loyal to our own cause, our own party. But 
there comes a point when they in turn are not observing the basic principles, such as on 
matters of the federation. Well, I'd have no compunction at all about letting fly but John 
Tonkin remained amazingly loyal during that period. 

It would have been a much more difficult election for me if I hadn't have been able to 
attack and attack and attack the federal government for things they were doing to this State 
of ours. So it must have had a value to me but you couldn't blame me for doing that. I had 
to take my team over the line. You couldn't expect me to say: "Poor old John, he's carrying 
the cross of these federal people." I did say, very persistently, "that when we get into 
government," or "if we are in government, we will have no inhibitions about attacking the 
federal Whitlam/R F X Connor Government". It was an important point for me to make. 
The difference between us and the State Labor government was that we could without any 
inhibitions at all attack them (that's attack the federal government led by Whitlam) on 
behalf of the people of Western Australia, and with more effect. 

So it was a fact that John Tonkin was carrying this dead weight of the Whitlam 
Government, and particularly the rudeness and the declared opposition of R F X Connor, 
who was hell-bent on first of all nationalising the scheme, at least at the wellhead if not 
completely. Then he had this pipeline thing of his, no consultation with the State at all. For 
the first time we were going to have an energy surplus which was something that we'd 
worked for during that period of the Brand Government from 1959 to '71, to try and get 
energy surplus instead of being energy deficient. Here for the first time we looked like 
being energy surplus and you've got a federal government that's not only trying to stop the 
project but if it does go they're going to take the gas off you. 
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I've always felt very grateful to Mr Whitlarn and to R F X Connor. [chuckles] You couldn't 
expect me to be otherwise, even though I was very angry about it on behalf of our State and 
on behalf of our country. That's the atmosphere of that election. You can be lucky 
sometimes. 

END OF TAPE 111 SIDE B 
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RI I know after his defeat as Premier, Tonkin remained in the Parliament till 
1976 but it seems an appropriate time for you to do one of your helpful summaries of what 
you thought of John Tonkin. You have previously said that he "had superior qualities as a 
leader to those of Herb Graham".' What did you see as his leadership qualities and what 
did you see as his weaknesses? 

COURT Well John Tonkin relied entirely on his effectiveness as a practitioner. He 
was always more of a political technician, if you can understand what I mean, rather than a 
professional performer in the true sense of the word. You could admire the thoroughness of 
his research. He had a very good memory and could recite things past and present with 
amazing accuracy. In some ways this was effective, except that in public life people get 
very bored and get bored very quickly with a lot of statistics. It doesn't matter how right 
you are, they're more concerned about an impression of a particular subject - things they 
can understand because they really get lost if you've got a lot of facts and figures. 

I've been guilty on occasion, I suppose, of using facts and figures too much when you think 
that's going to impress people but I did learn that the main thing was to get the real gist of 
your argument across to the people, to get the right impression across. The perception is 
often much more important than the reality. 

So he was a person who, whilst he used to work hard, do a lot of research, and 
endeavoured to present a case which was correct, clinically correct (if that's the right word) 
he rarely ever gave an impression of speaking with a lot of relaxation, as though he was 
speaking from the heart about these things. 

He did have some issues where he became emotionally involved. The Tronado, for 
instance, he became very wrapped up in that and he got to a point where even his own 
people were very bored about that. But he kept at it and at it and I think he really believed 
that he had a superior knowledge. It didn't matter how technically qualified people were 
who tried to reason against him, he wouldn't accept it and he produced example after 
example and I think did himself, not exactly a lot of harm, but put it the other way, he 
didn't do himself a lot of good because of the way he used to pursue these things until it 
almost appeared like an obsession. 

Deep down he was a man who really believed in the Labor Party, believed in their cause. 
He'd embraced it completely. He'd taken a lot of hard knocks from the Labor Party but he 
always came up 100 per cent loyal and set a wonderful example. I think in that regard he 
had a lot of political integrity. Whether you agreed with what he was on about was another 
matter. He must have been one person that Bert Hawke, for instance, could have been 
assured would be 100 per cent down-the-line; in public, anyhow. What he did in private is 
another matter, I wouldn't have known, but he could always be 100 per cent sure in public. 

Now there were occasions when I've known that John Tonkin must have been feeling 
pretty distressed internally over issues but you would never have known publicly. Any 
utterance he made, any vote that he gave, of course, would be 100 per cent down-the-line. 
In that regard I think he was almost a purist in terms of support for his own party. No doubt 

1 Th1s transcript p.  1378. 
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he had his strong things to say when they were in their private sessions within the 
parliamentary party or within the political organisations. 

He went through that very difficult period when Joe Chamberlain was king. He was king 
on the industrial side, he was king on the political side and he was pretty ruthless with it. 
Now John Tonkin would have been identified in Chamberlain's mind with Bert Hawke and 
people of that ilk, therefore not the pin-up boy of Joe Chamberlain. He [Chamberlain] was 
more for the Herb Graham type or Herb Graham people. He made no bones about it that 
Herb Graham was his number one parliamentary person. You could understand the reason 
for that because of their philosophies and the fact that Graham was an up-and-coming type 
of person that had been nurtured by Chamberlain. 

Summed up, John Tonkin is regarded as a person who, in political terms, would be straight 
down-the-line. He would have embraced the Labor Party policies. He would have 
embraced their philosophies and he would have been intensely loyal. Even if they were 
going through bad times, he was the one person who would be intensely loyal. 

I think there was no time when that became more apparent than during the 1974 election 
when the man must have been seething about what was going on in Canberra. Some of his 
members and some of his ministers were a little more outspoken in a guarded way. I cannot 
recall him at any time standing up and saying, "Let's get this man Whitlam and R F X 
Connor off my back." I can't remember him at any time attacking them publicly. I think if 
you go back to the Alwest decision, he might have expressed disappointment, but never 
did he come out with an all out hate and hard-hitting attack on Whitlam and Connor. 

RJ And yet electorally it would probably have been to his advantage to have 
done so. 

COURT Oh, absolutely. But, of course, the Labor Party can't do that like we can. It 
would have been without doubt to my disadvantage and his great advantage if he'd have 
come out with a vitriolic attack on this fellow Whitlam and R F X Connor: "I'm going to 
attack them, even if it costs me my endorsement," and that sort of thing because he'd have 
just gone up, and up and up in the public mind. That's where he, under great pressure, 
never really, ever to my memory, wavered in any way whatsoever. He might have had to 
make concessions privately but in public he always, once he'd put his hand to the plough, 
he always pursued it and set an example of loyalty to his members. 

Sometimes he could appear to be quite tedious but that was his style. If that's your style, 
that's the only way you can do it. For him to try and appear to be humorous at any time, it 
always used to be self-defeating because you can never imagine John Tonkin bursting into 
great paeans of laughter, or praise for that matter. It wasn't in the man's make-up. He had 
that sort of "steady as she goes" approach to things. Had he been prepared to bend a little 
bit and be a little more flexible he probably would have had a completely different impact 
on people. 

Perhaps it could best be expressed that he was the ideal deputy for Bert Hawke. Bert 
Hawke had his own personality, quite a different personality when he stood up before a 
crowd, whether he was going into an audience that normally wouldn't have been on his 
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side of politics or whether he was going in amongst a group of people that were his people. 
He did have a presence about him and could capture an audience in a quite different way to 
John Tonkin. 

I always felt that Bert Hawke was very comfortable with John Tonkin as his deputy. He felt 
safe, a man who was loyal, not trying to sneak up behind him and whisper in people's ears 
about this fellow "who's not performing as well as I could" or something like that. He'd 
have felt exactly like I did with Des O'Neil. You never had a moment's anxiety and that's a 
wonderful way to be. 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library 
Building on 10th December 1993. 

Sir Charles, we finished up last time with you summing up John Tonkin for me. One of the 
things you said was, "He's taken a lot of hard knocks from the Labor Party."1  What hard 
knocks did he take? 

COURT Well, the most obvious one was during the time of the Whitlam 
Government, when here's the man that's Premier of the State, hoping to continue for a 
second term at least, and he's got a Prime Minister [Whitlam] and a senior federal minister 
in R F X Connor who's doing their damedest to make it almost impossible for the man to 
govern. Don't forget he was of the same persuasion as them. They would know that he was 
very dependent on showing results to be able to justify the continuation of his government. 

John Tonkin had taken over from a government that had had 12 years of success: from 
nothing through to a complete transformation of the economy of the State and its 
contribution to the nation. Naturally he, and his colleagues like Herb Graham, would want 
to show they could do it just as well, if not better. In point of fact, because of the attitudes 
adopted and the policies adopted by Whitlam and his minister, Connor, they were wittingly 
or unwittingly doing their best to demonstrate that they couldn't produce the results that we 
produced. 

I used to put myself in his position. It wasn't for me to be sympathetic towards them 
because that was their problem. But nevertheless for my own reasons, you'd want to make 
an appreciation of how your opponents were faring. There's one thing you learn in the army 
when you've held reasonably high rank is to see the benefits of appreciations of situations. 
It becomes almost a habit with you. Appreciations from this point of view, appreciation 
from another point of view. If you know how to do it well and you can do it 
dispassionately, it's amazing how much information it gives you. It's amazing how it 

1 Th1s transcript p. 1469. 
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defines a course of action you've got to take. So I was fairly well clued-up in my own way 
as to how he must be feeling. Quite apart from anything else that must have been a terrible 
period for him. 

It also must have been a very bad period for his Minister for Mines, Don May, because I 
had inside information as to the rebuff they were receiving from R F X Connor. Whitlam 
would have treated them much more courteously and much differently and much more 
respectfully, but R F X Connor didn't bother about the niceties. He was just plain rude to 
his own friends, almost as much as he was rude to his enemies, as I experienced when he 
was being very rude to the Japanese and people like Saburo Tanabe. 

So all of this was behind my comment I made about the knocks he's taken from the Labor 
Party. Also he would not have seen eye-to-eye with a person like Joe Chamberlain. I know 
Bert Hawke had his problems with Chamberlain. 

Hawke was a much more outward-communicating person. Bert Hawke on odd occasions 
when he might be having a cup of tea with you, as we used to in those days, might be 
having a chat. A couple of times he and I travelled in the North together because there 
weren't too many planes around, so you'd grab whatever was on offer. I remember they 
rigged up some seats in a DC3, with all the passenger seats taken out of it because they 
were using this plane for freight. The only way we could get from Kimberley down to Port 
Hedland in Pilbara was to have these improvised seats in this plane. So I spent a couple of 
days travelling with Bert Hawke. I was in opposition at the time and he was Premier. He 
was the sort of person that could have a chat with you. He'd drop these odd things. He 
loved to tell funny stories and some of them were quite humorous, some of his 
campaigning experiences. In the course of it you get the odd snippet of a conversation with 
somebody like Joe Chamberlain. 

So I fully understood that they were having their problems. We had our problems, don't 
forget, with our own Liberal Party executive and State councils and State presidents. There 
was nothing extraordinary about that. But I always felt that John Tonkin would keep it to 
himself and grin and bear it, rather than Bert Hawke. I think Bert Hawke would have no 
compunction in telling Chamberlain and a few other people how he felt about issues, 
whereas John Tonkin might make his point but he wouldn't pursue it to the same extent 
that Hawke would. 

RJ Bruce Okely summed up various of the Premiers in the interview that was 
done with him in his role as Clerk of the Legislative Assembly. He says about John 
Tonkin: "I feel [he] tried to do a great many things at once. He was at one stage trying to 
make himself available for daily press interviews; a tremendous burden on the Premier. I 
don't think that kept going very long."' Did you feel Tonkin overloaded himself initially? 

COURT As I've said earlier, he was a very conscientious man, a very thorough man, 
almost to a point of making himself stereotyped and uninteresting. You can be too precise 
with some of these things. He would think it would be the right thing to do to give daily 

1 Bruce Okely interviewed by Ronda Jamieson 1987, Battye Library OH 1732. p.  137. 
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interviews with the press. I think Bruce Okely has said it right there when he said it 
wouldn't have lasted for very long because if you can't give the press some 'crumbs from 
the rich man's table' every time, they soon lose interest. They're very demanding, you 
know. So you start off with all the goodwill in the world. If you keep it going when you 
haven't got anything to contribute that's when they'll trip you up because they'll invent 
things for you. They'll throw up things. Instead of you throwing out the morsels for them to 
pick up and enjoy, they'll throw a morsel at you. It might be a bait instead of an edible 
morsel, so it is very dangerous. It's not a practice I ever tried to follow. 

I always felt that he [John Tonkin] was carrying a tremendous personal load. He would be 
very conscious of the performance of individual ministers on the basis that they would not 
be letting him down but letting the team down. So I should imagine he would have been 
very demanding and in so doing he would have made tremendous demands on himself. 

He had undisputed stamina in terms of the hours that he sat in the Parliament. He would be 
the best sitter in the Parliament. I reckon I was pretty good trying to set an example to my 
people, but John Tonkin, whether it was that he liked the atmosphere or whether he 
genuinely believed if you were there you might hear something that you could learn from 
or you could put to advantage. But he did set a good example in terms of his attitude to the 
Parliament. 

I think I mentioned before he believed in the system. Not only he believed in his own party 
but he believed in the parliamentary system. He became, without doubt, the greatest 
authority and the most knowledgeable member of the Parliament so far as Standing Orders 
were concerned,' almost to a point of fanaticism. Now in some ways that might have 
served him in good stead because any little trick of Standing Orders that could be used he 
would know it. Likewise he would very quickly take a point of order if somebody was 
bending the rules a bit or he found the Speaker wasn't being as vigilant as he should be. 
The hours that he spent up there arguing points of order would be legion. It used to make 
me mad because it achieved nothing. You can spend hours arguing a point of order and 
maybe you win the point of order but what have you achieved? You haven't started 
anything, you haven't created anything. You've just wasted an awful lot of time and 
probably haven't got anything tangible to show for it. 

He was a great one on logic. I've heard him quite often holding forth on logic. Well you 
might think this rather strange of me but I could never get excited about these things. I 
always worked on the basis with Standing Orders, for instance, that if what you wanted to 
do was sensible and right, there'd be a way of doing it. You mightn't be able to point to the 
Standing Order to do it, but if it was sensible and right and desirable that it be done, there's 
always a way to get it done. So you didn't have to get all uptight about subsection this and 
something that, you know. I just couldn't get excited about it. I probably knew less about 
Standing Orders than any other member in the House. But I worked on this simple rule that 
if what you're trying to do was honourable and decent and sensible, well there must be a 

1 A view supported by Okely, ibid., pp. 137-8 (Ri). 
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way to do it. The Speaker looks after those things. I couldn't waste my time but John, he'd 
really think he'd had a great day if he got one of these points of order across. 

I come back to this question of logic. I've heard him holding forth on many occasion on 
this question of logic. I don't know the details of it but I think he would be regarded as a 
student of logic. Now you might say to me, "Well doesn't that make sense? If things are not 
logical how can they happen?" Well, again I come back to the point, if what you want to do 
is sensible and desirable the logic somehow or other will look after itself. I know I upset 
him on one occasion when he was holding forth about logic and I reminded him of the 
unofficial British definition. The Brits have an amazing capacity to have unofficial 
definitions. You've heard the one about the statesman. The unofficial British version of a 
statesman is a successful politician who's been dead ten years. It's interesting if you follow 
that one through. It was almost ten years to a day after Menzies had retired - he wasn't dead 
but he'd been retired ten years - and Gough Whitlam started to quote him as his authority. I 
smiled at the time because I remembered Lord Dunrossil when he was Governor General 
and having been a former Speaker in the House of Commons in Britain, how he explained 
about these British definitions. 

Well the Brits have a second definition for logic: it's "the art of going wrong with 
confidence". You think about that, you know. I've seen some people spend an awful lot of 
their time, a lot of their life, arguing the logic of things and achieving precisely nothing. 
They feel good about it. So when you think of that British definition of "the art of going 
wrong with confidence" it's got more merit in it than you might think. On the surface it 
sounds a silly thing to say but when you think of it in practical terms, day-to-day terms, it's 
got more sense than you might think. 

He would genuinely believe that you could argue the logic of something and achieve your 
point. You might have achieved the point in terms of winning an argument or something, 
but I was more concerned about getting things done. Do you get a new industry? Do you 
get a new form of health treatment? Do you get a new form of education or something 
practical like that? Maybe there's room for people with better brains and more orderly 
brains than mine but I must admit I was always more concerned about what was going to 
happen today and tomorrow than what happened yesterday. 

John Tonkin was a very conscientious citizen; not only politician, but citizen. I suppose 
there was a strong Wesleyan touch in him. You always think of the Wesleyans as being 
very proper, always neat and tidy and above all on time. I can never remember John 
Tonkin being late for anything. I used to pride myself on this business: if you're not ten 
minutes early, you're late. That goes for my music days. He was a person who was a 
stickler for time and he expected other people to observe the time and observe punctuality. 
I remember many occasions when he and I have been there with our wives, always a little 
bit before time so that you were on time. That makes sense. If you just start to arrive at the 
appointed time, well you're really not on time. So it goes back to the old musicians' rule: if 
you're not ten minutes early, you're late. So you could bet your bottom dollar that he would 
be on time. My wife and I prided ourselves on the same thing. 
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We were at the Italian Club one night; there was a big function they had there. We were 
waiting in the president's room. We'd been there before the time, admittedly, but then five 
minutes became ten minutes, ten minutes became twenty minutes. I remember old John 
getting very agitated and going to the president and saying: "When do we go in?" He said, 
"Oh, we're waiting for the Lord Mayor," and John getting very testy about it, and rightly so. 
He said, "Why do the people who are on time get punished for the people who are running 
late? Let's go in and when he comes late let him be embarrassed." It was fair enough too. I 
used to get very toey. Some people in public office are notorious for running late. They 
seemed to have no compunction about it at all. It's rude. Not only is it inefficient, it's rude, 
but you could never say that about him. 

Also, being a person obsessed with logic as he was, you could always bet your bottom 
dollar he'd read the invitation about dress and about time and place and so on. He'd always 
have it spot-on right. It was part of his Wesleyan, conscientious background. So I used to 
respect this. We should all be punctual; we should all be respectful. I think I've told you 
before, whenever you were in a public function and he was, say, Premier or he was Leader 
of the Opposition, it didn't matter, he always observed the courtesies. I think I've probably 
told you about.... 

RI You have, yes. 

COURT .. . .the time he got very angry with Herbie Graham, because he (because of 
the nasty streak in him) chose to ignore all the people in the Opposition at that time. But he 
[Tonkin] was punctilious about these things. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 112 
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COURT John Tonkin had an amazing memory. You always had to be very careful 
when you made a quotation because you could bet your bottom dollar if you hadn't got it 
quite right he'd correct it. Things like dates, some of the classic quotations and so on, he 
had an amazing memory for these things. Of course you know my views on these things. 
There are a lot of things that you can commit to memory that don't get you anywhere; they 
only clutter your mind up. He seemed to have an amazing capacity. You can imagine in his 
schoolteaching days that he would have been a walking encyclopaedia for his students, 
which would have been a wonderful thing. He'd have been a very good teacher because he 
had this amazing capacity to remember things and to remember them accurately and to 
insist on accuracy. 

But the thing that amazed me most was his eyesight. I don't know about now, of course, 
when he's over ninety, but he never wore glasses. It was typical of the man, as he explained 
to me one time, that he did these exercises and he could read the newspaper and he'd read 
papers in the Parliament and so on and never had glasses. To the best of my knowledge he 
never had contact lenses because he had applied himself. It was typical of the man that he 
could do exercises that the average person would go up the wall doing. But he'd say every 
day you had to do something about it, so he did it. The amazing thing was that he never 
wore glasses. I can never remember seeing him with glasses. 

I had a brother-in-law like that who was capable of doing the necessary exercise, accepting 
the discipline, not for one day, for one week, or for one month, but always, with the result 
that he'd just read the paper, read documents, books, anything at all. He never owned 
glasses. 

But it was typical of the man [John Tonkin], I think, that he could submit himself to this 
sort of discipline. In some ways, of course, people who can do that, they often don't 
achieve their real potential. They don't achieve their brilliance because they're so busy 
doing these things that are just straight-out disciplines, so if you're going to devote so much 
of your life to doing these things so that you're proficient in recording these things, in 
remembering these things and being able to read without glasses and so on, obviously 
you're not able to spend the same amount of time on things that are more influenced by 
your emotions and your perception of things, your impression of things; if you can follow 
what I mean. It's quite a different approach to things. 

I remember his first wife telling Rita - Rita and her were quite friendly. She must have 
continued to be a practising Anglican because Rita and her used to meet a lot at the 
Mothers' Union, and Rita was very fond of her; she was a very nice person. She once told 
Rita, and I was there, I heard her at the time, she said, "You know John doesn't like fiction 
because it's not real." She then said, "If we went to a documentary he'd enjoy every minute 
of it, but if we went to see a fiction film he'd say, 'Oh, they're only play-acting', and he'd go 
to sleep." Rita couldn't believe it but still his first wife told Rita this, and I was there at the 
time. Knowing the man as I did and his pedantic ways about Standing Orders and logic and 
all of these things, I could see it would be a natural corollary to his attitude to these things. 

RJ Bruce Okely also says about the Tonkin period about how very busy it was 
in Parliament. You had that first year, of course, with the death of Speaker Toms, which 
caused problems. "It was a horrendously busy time as was the next year," is what he says. 
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"1 would think that sort of backlog never really cleared during the time that he was 
Premier. We had the feeling all the time that he was under great pressure to get his 
parliamentary business through and was having a lot of difficulty." How do you feel about 
that comment? 

COURT Well that's a fair assessment by Bruce Okely. Don't forget the Clerk of the 
Parliament and his assistant, they see everything. They've got to sit there by the hour. They 
also have to be prepared to advise the Speaker if they feel that things are not being done 
right. You often see a little note go up and you know that something is going wrong. 
When you've been around a long time you can guess what's in it anyhow. But it is true that 
he had a very tough time in getting his legislation through. 

You also have to realise that we were a fairly well-informed opposition. When you've been 
in government for twelve years and some had been ministers for the twelve years, like me, 
some had been ministers for six, some for lesser periods some hadn't been ministers at all 
but they'd been in Parliament. So you weren't dealing with a mob of novices. We had the 
flow-on information about how negotiations had been undertaken and so on. So they really 
had a disadvantage having been out of office for 12 years and us having been in office for 
12 years. Plus the fact that we were very anxious to be a good loyal opposition and we 
were going to do our job. We wanted to get back into government in 1974, so that didn't 
make things easier for him. 

But it wasn't altogether his fault that he was having trouble with his notice paper. A 
Premier only handles a certain amount of the legislation. I can give you one example. They 
had an Industrial Relations Bill. I'm just trying to think of the minister handling it. I think it 
was after John Harman became a minister or he was handling it. I wouldn't trust my 
memory but I'm pretty sure it was him. Now he was a babe in arms on that legislation 
compared with our people. Des O'Neil was handling it and he had taken the Bill, as an 
Opposition should do, and had gone round and got advice all around the traps from the 
different organisations, like Employers' Federation and some of the big employers where 
they had specialists in industrial matters. I very well remember that Des had this big book 
that used to lay right out and it was quite big in size. It would be like a double foolscap on 
each side of this book when it was laid out on his desk in front of him, every clause, and 
the reason why we were opposing it and so on. It was superb piece of work that had been 
done. Well John Tonkin's minister handling the Bill hadn't half the knowledge that our 
people had, either myself or Des, and one or two others. 

I remember that Bill. It had a very tedious path through the Parliament because it's very 
embarrassing when the opposition knows more about the technicalities of the thing than 
the minister. Now it was the minister's fault because it's his job to know his Bill, to know 
his legislation. When you get into that Parliament you don't have your bureaucrats there 
with you. You can under certain circumstances, with a highly technical Bill, with the 
permission of the House and the permission of the Speaker, have the officer sitting 
alongside of you. It's not unusual for, for instance, the minister to change his seat and sit at 
the end of the seats in the Assembly with his adviser sitting in the space alongside of him, 

1 lbid., p. 138. 
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which would normally be a corridor through there. If you can imagine his seat would be 
alongside the end of the ministerial pews. That was so he could advise the minister on a 
matter that was very highly technical. Now we didn't need that because we'd got all that 
information. I remember this Bill in particular. Now that would have cost days and days 
because we just had the knowledge of it. We were able to demonstrate our point of view as 
to why we believed it was against the interests of the State and against the interests of 
attracting investment, still calling on our 12 years of experience. No matter whether it was 
an industrial relations Bill or whether it was an industry matter, resource matter, medical 
matter, we took this seriously. 

I doubt whether there's been an opposition that was so well briefed and was so well 
rehearsed, as an opposition should be. I don't apologise for this for one minute because the 
ministers with all the resources at their disposal, compared with an opposition that had 
nothing at its disposal by the way of infrastructure, they should have been on top of it, even 
if they were new boys in the class. 

This held things up quite a bit and I believe in a legitimate way. Now you'll find that if you 
trace back the notice papers for that time, that towards the end of the sessions there was a 
tremendous accumulation of business. You could see the notice paper getting longer and 
longer and more and more embarrassing. The private members' stuff, of course, the 
government had its own way of dealing with that. If that got out of hand they always just 
pressed on with their own business because they had the right [by resolution and by 
arranging the Notice Paper] to give priority to government business. Then when the end of 
the session came, well the poor old private members' business just dropped off the bottom. 
I'm now talking about legitimate government business, quite apart from the private 
members' business. Private members' business, by the way, would come predominantly 
from the opposition. A government, especially one that was trying to get its business out of 
the way, wouldn't encourage its members to keep moving a lot of private motions and 
Bills and so on when it was in trouble getting its own business through. 

So it was quite obvious on occasions there that without the cooperation of the opposition 
the session wouldn't end. There were times when frankly it was our cooperation at a certain 
point, when there was no purpose in just prolonging the agony, when we'd work out a deal 
about things going through. So you'll find that if you studied in detail the notice papers and 
the business of the House that all of a sudden towards the end business started to get 
through. Government would drop certain measures and leave them for the next session. 
Private members' business would be by agreement expedited or not proceeded with. So he 
did have some trouble. It's interesting that Bruce Okely, who would be the independent 
observer in the matter, has assessed this. 

It didn't only apply for one session, by the way; it applied for each of their sessions when 
they were in office. But in case you've got the idea that we were just being an obstructive 
opposition, I think if you go and read back what was said you'll find that we didn't do too 
badly in being positive in why we wanted to oppose things; why we wanted answers to 
things, as we should. 
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There were, of course, some classic cases. I remember the time when a Bill was introduced 
by Cohn Jamieson - I'm guessing now, I think it was in his capacity as Minister for Works. 
I allocated it to Ian Thompson, who was a backbencher, but I used to spread the business 
around. It was a wonderful way to test out your members. We didn't have shadow 
ministers. David Brand didn't have them and I never had them. I wouldn't have them today 
if! had my way because [without Shadow Ministers], it's a wonderful way for the leader to 
say to a member: "Look, this Bill on transport, you've had a lot to say about this, try 
yourself out handling this. Tell us what team you'd like to put together and you're going to 
handle it." Then you would just sit there, of course, to watch. If you were needed you could 
intervene. It's very important the leader knew what was going on and knew what was in 
the Bill and didn't rely on his own people to tell him as much as they wanted to tell him 
and no more. So he had to know the background of it and the reaction of the industries 
concerned. The Leader of the Opposition is a very busy person if he's doing his job right. 

So this particular Bill, I gave it to Ian because it concerned his electorate. I remember Ian 
coming to me and saying: "Look, I've had a look at this and I can't see anything wrong with 
it. There might be something that I'm not understanding but, just on the surface I can't see 
anything wrong with it." I said, "Well there must be something wrong with it. Even if 
there's nothing wrong with it, there must be something you want to be informed about. Are 
there any queries you've got?" "Oh," he said, "what's this mean, and what's that mean?" I 
said, "Well, why don't you ask?" Ian tells the story much better than I can tell it because he 
was rather proud of this little escapade. 

So when the House reassembled and he was called on to address this Bill, he made a quite 
nice little speech about it and then went on to explain that there were certain things he 
didn't understand, and would the minister please explain this clause and that clause and 
another clause etc. Well, Cohn Jamieson had expected the Bill to go through without any 
queries or let or hindrance at all, and obviously hadn't done a lot of homework on it. So he 
was sufficiently impressed with the way Ian Thompson had phrased the questions that he 
undertook that he'd have the necessary studies done and would report to the House in due 
course. Well, to this day I haven't the faintest idea why we never saw the Bill again. It just 
dropped off the notice paper. [chuckles] Apparently when he went back to seek the 
information on these particular points, he must have assumed that we knew something that 
he didn't know and that we'd asked the questions in all sincerity seeking information. In 
point of fact all we were doing was to try and make sure the minister justified his existence 
and justified the Bill! 

You'll find that Bill never went through that session. It just dropped off the notice paper. I 
haven't to this day found out why, but there must have been something fundamentally 
wrong with it and obviously it wasn't of any great significance otherwise it would have 
been either explained and amended, which was quite easy to do, or it would have been 
resubmitted in another form. 

The moral in the story, of course, is that if you're a good opposition you are searching and 
probing. They were quite legitimate questions. What I was trying to teach our members, 
especially the new ones, was that it was their job to understand the legislation. No 
opposition should plead that they didn't understand legislation, it was too complex, because 
they shouldn't let it go through if they don't. Even if it means holding the thing up and the 
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government's got to work a hit harder, that's what good oppositions are about. If you're just 
being pedantic and raising stupid questions then, of course, I wouldn't have a bar of that, 
but if you've got genuine concerns you're entitled to be told. Then if the government can't 
answer, or won't answer, it's on record that at least you tried. 

That was a very interesting period in opposition because at the end of that three years I 
reckon I really knew the members, really knew the material that I was going to have to 
form a government with. So it was a classic case of how, when you're in opposition, you 
should use it as a training period, and you should also use it as a period during which the 
members get to know one another, their strengths and their weaknesses, and above all the 
leader gets to know what material he's got, because that's all he's going to get. Not like a 
footie team where you can go and buy some players. That's all you're going to get and 
you've got to try and make them into a team, try and find out their strengths and their 
weaknesses. 

As you know, John Tonkin remarried during this period when he was Premier. I couldn't 
be precise on the date, but a couple of my members used to be a little bit mischievous and 
when Mrs Tonkin would appear in the Speaker's Gallery at about whatever time it was, say 
ten o'clock at night, they used to say to me: "We won't be late tonight, boss." The first time 
this happened I said, "What makes you say that?" because I couldn't see any reason why 
we'd be going any earlier. He said, "He's only recently married and his wife's in the 
gallery." I treated it as a bit of a joke but we did eventually learn that that was a signal that 
we weren't going to sit late that night, and fair enough. 

RJ [laughs] From what you have said about your role in opposition, what you 
are quoted as saying in the West was perhaps tongue in cheek. You are quoted as saying 
about Tonkin's Government: "You have had an armchair ride from a co-operative 
opposition." 

COURT I don't quite follow what you mean there, that the government's had an 
armchair ride? 

RJ Yes. The West says in an article in November '73 that you say about the 
Tonkin Government: "You have had an armchair ride from a co-operative opposition." 

COURT Well, that's fair enough. [I was perhaps being a little cynical.] We were a 
good opposition and all we were doing was to test them out to make sure they knew what 
they were talking about. 

RJ Right. 

COURT If we had been a nasty lot of people like, for instance, the way Herbie 
Graham and others reacted on a number of occasions [when we were in government], 
including that infamous time when they threw all the Hansards and books and everything 

'West 1 Nov. 1973. 
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[from their desks], in the air and on the floor [of the Legislative Assembly], over an 
industrial matter, I wouldn't be very proud of us if we had acted like that. 

RJ David Black has done an evaluation of the Tonkin ministry and some of 
them.... He writes about the seven out of 12 of those ministers being in their forties and 
were "young and inexperienced". On the other hand "the Legislative Council ministers 
were in their 60s and 70s and lacking in dynamism." You wouldn't have actually seen 
them in operation, but did you feel they were young and experienced as you saw them 
operate in the Lower House? 

COURT You're talking now about the Tonkin Government? 

RI The Tonkin ministry, yes. 

COURT At those ages, you know, they're hardly inexperienced, hardly young. Some 
of them might have been inexperienced, but now that you test me on it I'd have to say if 
you've been in opposition for 12 years you probably felt you were never going to be in 
government anyhow. I think it's fair to say that there was a very sharp cut-off line in talent. 

[The following comments were added by Sir Charles to illustrate the above, after he had 
read the transcript.] 

[I mentioned about some of the problems that the Tonkin Government had with the 
handling of the business of the House. Don't forget he was a very experienced campaigner 
and he had quite a few people with him that had a lot of experience, but somehow or other 
they didn't seem to have the good sense to "read the play". I'm sure that John Tonkin 
himself could, but I give you one example which highlights the problem where good sense 
can save an awful lot of time. 

[I just forget the piece of legislation but it was a piece of legislation being handled by Don 
Taylor on which we were very, very steamed-up. As Opposition we weren't very happy 
about it at all. Now we opposed it bitterly in the second reading and it went on and on, and 
you could see that the government of the day was getting very irked at the way we were 
doing this. Not just the leader, not just one or two, but the whole of our team used to come 
in on these things. Don't forget, it was good practice. Some of these people who, under 
some leaders, mightn't have ever said boo, my idea was to get them up front and they'd 
hear some of the experienced ones say their stuff on a piece of legislation and hopefully 
they'd get some confidence, improve their research, or even take up what the others had 
said and then express it in their own way, because it's all part of training in opposition. 

I 
Black in Stannage, 1981. p.  466. 
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[I must go back and find out for you what this legislation was because we were really 
steamed up about it. 

[Now when we got to the committee stages I stood up and made a statement on behalf of 
the Opposition that this legislation was so bad that we were not prepared to try and amend 
it on the basis you can't make something that's basically bad, good by amending it. Once 
you start to amend it or try to amend it, you automatically embrace some of the principles 
of the legislation. That's what the federal Opposition doesn't seem to understand about 
Mabo.1  Once they start to dicker around with it, they're in all sorts of trouble. You embrace 
some of the things within a piece of legislation that is basically inadequate. Even if you 
believed in the principle, it's unworkable; and here they're talking about fiddling around 
with it. So we made this statement because I felt that it was a nonsense to be standing up 
on amendments - trying to get amendments to a piece of legislation you regarded as 
basically bad. 

[Now I remember Don Taylor being very cynical about the fact that because we weren't 
prepared to discuss each of the clauses (which would have taken hours and days) we 
weren't genuine in our opposition in the second reading. Well, you know, it was red rag to 
a bull. So he maintained his cynicism about the fact that we weren't opposing every clause, 
having opposed the principles of the Bill in the second reading, and he kept this up. So 
when we got to the third reading we said, "Right, now we'll let them know who's in charge 
of this Bill. It will be a long time before they get the third reading through," and so it went 
on and on, attacking this Bill. 

[I hoped that he leamt a lesson and others learnt a lesson, that when you've got an 
opposition that declares itself on a particular measure, and then, to try and expedite the 
business of the House when we could have probably taken two days over the committee 
clauses, you stand up and say, "Look, the Bill is bad. We're not going to try and amend it. 
We're not going to become party to it by trying to amend it," the committee stages are then 
entirely in the hands of the government; they take the complete responsibility. 

[Well, because of what he said in castigating and criticising the opposition with a degree of 
cynicism as though we'd been phoney in our attack, we decided that we'd make sure that he 
never forgot that Bill. So by the time the third reading was through we had re-established 
our position on the Bill [beyond any doubt]. 

[I must recall that the next time that we had a piece of legislation in which he was involved 
and we had indicated - not exactly the same situation (it wasn't quite as serious as that) - 
but when we indicated that we weren't proposing to be a party to amendments, he couldn't 
get past it fast enough [laughs] because it was very vivid in his memory. 

I 
Sir Charles is referring to the Federal Parliamentary Liberal Party members and the Mabo legislation (Ri). 
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[Now I don't say that by way of criticism of him because he'd never been through that 
situation before and probably thought it was the clever thing to do. But John Tonkin would 
have been smarter than that. Bert Hawke would have been smarter than that. They'd have 
said, you know, "Well, let's get past the committee stages." [laughs] "They've said their 
piece." 

[I'd learnt my lesson back when we were in opposition the first time and Hawke brought in 
a Bill - I forget the name of it. I think it was "Unfair Trading" or some name like that which 
was a real socialist piece of legislation. They obviously didn't understand the machinations 
of business, running business: small business, big business, medium-size business. We 
were in a very difficult situation because A F Watts, the Leader of the Country Party 
(bearing in mind, in opposition they didn't sit in coalition) he wanted to fiddle around with 
amendments. So it was my job, on behalf of the opposition, to stand at the appropriate 
moment and say that we didn't intend to make something that, in our opinion, was 
irredeemable; we weren't going to play around and be parties to it. But unfortunately for us, 
A F Watts played around with fiddley amendments and Hawke was smart enough to 
embrace most of them because they didn't mean a row of beans anyhow. They didn't make 
the bad Bill good, they didn't really do anything to it at all to assist its administration even, 
but A F W felt good about getting some amendments accepted by the government, and 
Bert Hawke was smart enough to let him feel good about getting some of these little pin-
pricking amendments through. But it was some embarrassment to us in view of the fact 
that we refused to have anything to do with the Bill in its committee stages. 

[So I'd had some experience on this before but Hawke was smart enough not to be 
castigating us for being phoney in our opposition. [chuckles] He was damned glad to see 
some clauses go through without any further comment. We'd made our point and that's 
where it stood, and when we got to the end of the committee stages, we again rose and said 
our little piece so that no-one was in any doubt that we were diametrically opposed to the 
principles in the legislation. 

[I give you that as one example. It wasn't the only time it happened in the time of the 
Tonkin Government. 

[But when you understand the mechanism that works, the mentality of the people you've 
got around you, it's amazing how much you can cover without surrendering any principles 
at all, and we were quite genuine in that case that I referred to when Don Taylor was 
handling it. We were quite genuine. We had no desire to have anything to do with the 
amendments at all because we thought that it was a bad, bad Bill. 

[There was another bad case involving an Industrial Arbitration Bill they brought where 
days and days were lost because of their ineptness and our preparedness.] 

[The transcript returns to the interview from this point] 
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Cohn Jamieson explained it to me one time, why the Labor ministries had a long tail, 
talking in cricket terms. I don't know whether it prevails today, but he explained to me that 
they had a peculiar system of electing their Cabinets. I'm not sure whether I have it right 
but I think he implied that everybody was nominally or notionally a candidate. They had 
this exhaustive system. He explained to me that the first few were fairly obvious and the 
newspapers would have picked them before because they were obviously the most capable 
people and the most logical people, either through experience or personality or ability, to 
be in the ministry. Then when you got past that first few, he said, "Your big problem was 
the people who were voting to keep people out, rather than put good people in." I don't 
know if you're following my point, but he said under this peculiar system they had that 
those who felt disgruntled because they weren't, say, in the first five or six, then started to 
make assessments of who'd kept them out of the top bracket. Then they'd be more 
concerned about trying to keep those people out than voting good people in, in order of 
merit. I don't know if they follow the same system but he explained it to me at the time this 
exhaustive system they had that could play tricks. 

It was he, in conversation one time, when we were talking about electoral systems 
privately, explained, and I quote his words: "You might understand better now why certain 
people who you thought wouldn't have a chance in hell of getting in the ministry were in it. 
They were probably voted in at the tail to keep somebody out." A rather sad reflection on 
their system if that was it. This is one of the big advantages, of course, under our system 
where the Premier has the problem, or the leader has the problem, of selecting his ministry 
and not having them elected. 

However, coming back to your original question there. They did have some people who 
you found it very hard to understand that they would have them in preference to other 
people. I'm not talking about their integrity or anything of that kind; I'm talking about the 
fact (this is putting it quite crudely) they weren't very bright. They might be quite nice and 
honourable people but they weren't all that bright. Don't forget under their system that's all 
the leader's got to work with. A person like Hawke or Tonkin, they would be told by 
caucus: "This is your team." The only people who could change that team would be caucus 
itself. So if he finished up, say, out of a dozen, he had five that were good and, say, four 
that were "pass muster", you'd bet your bottom dollar the last three out of the twelve would 
be not all that bright. 

RJ Just to finish that period. You've spoken about Mery Toms to me and his 
role as Speaker. He was followed by Daniel Norton who was Speaker from November '71 
until the election. What did you think of Daniel Norton as Speaker? 

COURT Well, Dan Norton, I think, was an honourable man. He wasn't the brightest 
Speaker that I've served under or have known of, but I do believe in his heart he wanted to 
be a good Speaker. He wasn't as capable of taking a stand on a principle as Mery Toms 
was. I think that was not so much due to his integrity or anything like that at all but I think 
it was the very nature of the man. Mery Toms would be a much brighter intellect and so 
on, and would be able to react quicker in these situations. But when there was any decision 
to be made, let's face it, Dan only knew one thing to do and that was to, when in doubt, 
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favour the Labor Party. If the House felt strongly enough about it they'd do something 
about it. I don't say that in an unkind way but you must realise that here again the House 
has to have what the party in power throws up for the time. After going through this trauma 
of the Mery Toms demise, he [Dan Norton] was what they got. That would be by caucus 
vote and so they did the best they could. But he wouldn't go down as one of the great 
Speakers of the House. I never questioned his integrity at all but sometimes I questioned 
whether he was really as bright as you need to be, to be a good Speaker. 

END OF TAPE 112 SIDE  



TAPE 113 SIDE A COURT 1486 

RJ If we could now turn to the Court Government. Your ministry was sworn in 
on 8 April 1974. It was a Liberal Party/National Alliance coalition government at that 
stage. You were Premier, Treasurer and Minister Co-ordinating Economic and Regional 
Development. How did you go about choosing your Cabinet that was sworn in that day? 

COURT We come back to what I said earlier about the period in opposition. Under 
the system we operated, that is we gave jobs to people to do, particular assignments, 
projects, call it what you like, handling special motions, handling special Bills and so on. 
There was method in our madness, that you move them around a bit so that you could test 
out the different ones. Some succeeded, some failed. You tried to reason with somebody 
and explain to somebody and help somebody where they hadn't done too well on a issue. 
They knew they were on trial. They were on trial in the party room because they would 
have to explain to the members how they suggested we handled this legislation in the 
House. That was hurdle number one. Often that was even worse than the House because 
being in opposition, of course, the Country Party didn't sit with us in our joint meetings, we 
didn't have joint party meetings, because they drew this very sharp line. When in 
opposition they were on their own but they always wanted to be with us when we had the 
numbers to get into government together. So we didn't have joint meetings then. So you 
can imagine that a member who'd been given the job of introducing a motion, or handling a 
Bill or preparing a new Bill, he had to run the gauntlet of explaining to his peers why he 
was adopting a certain approach. 

That was good practice and was very important because the person concerned was not only 
rehearsing what was going to come in the House but he was also establishing in the minds 
of his peers how good or not so good he was. You've no idea the number who failed that 
test and never got past that test. Not only failed more than once, but one particular man 
who was very - even to this day feels very vengeful that he was never given a portfolio. He 
was a man who was nursed right through this period and three times he was given different 
assignments and failed on each one. Not in the Parliament but in the party room. So he 
couldn't jump that hurdle, so what chance did he have in the House? 

But we'd been through those three years. We were a busy, busy opposition. The benefits 
again of not having a shadow portfolio where people get locked into a portfolio and think 
they're Agriculture, or think they're Transport, or think they're Health, as the case may be. 
They don't get any illusions about that. 

If they're performing well, of course, they're entitled to assume that they're going to get a 
portfolio because they've performed so much better than their peers. That's one of the 
purposes of the exercise. So you'd watch these people perform or fail to perform, as the 
case may be, and you kept your little list, a little score card. You had to take into account 
personality, their acceptability in the wider electorate, their acceptability within their own 
peers. 

You also have to remember that I had the benefit of all the governments that David Brand 
had put together because as his deputy he always had me in consultation when he was 
forming lists before he had his discussion with the Country Party. So I'd seen a fair bit of it 
and was very well briefed in the procedures and the pitfalls. 



TAPE 113 SIDE A COURT 1487 

So when we eventually formed the list - not easy by the way, because you can't put the 
gallon into a quart pot. You've got to realise that they've all got ambitions. Even those that 
have failed still believe that given the chance they'd make the grade. So you've got this job 
and not being by election but by selection the responsibility is yours. 

So then you have to weigh up another factor: you've got Upper House and Lower House. If 
you only had the one House you could then look at the total team and allocate accordingly, 
but that division between Upper House and Lower House is quite tricky. There's another 
factor too: you've got rural versus metropolitan. You have to be very careful to make sure 
that there's proper recognition of the fact that we have traditionally had so many seats 
outside of the metropolitan area. These factors all have to be balanced. You never get it 
right, properly. You never get it perfect anyhow, you just try, and you hope that it will 
work out. 

So on that note you eventually get out your rough list. My technique was to get out a rough 
list, a very rough list, and then discuss it with the deputy. Bearing in mind that at that stage 
you were never quite sure who you were going to get from the National Party; or Country 
Party as it used to be. So you had to allow..., say you'd agreed on three ministries, four 
ministries as the case may be, but you were never quite sure what talent they were going to 
give you. Bearing in mind that they would want Agriculture, maybe some other portfolio 
they'd agreed on. But then you had to wait until they made their election and gave you the 
list of three, four names, whatever it is, and then try and put it all together like a proverbial 
jigsaw. 

Many sheets of paper have been torn up in trying to arrive at the final list but eventually 
you get to a situation when you're going to have so many ministers, you're going to have a 
Speaker, you're going to have a Chairman of Committees, you're going to have a Whip, 
you're going to have a Parliamentary Secretary, and that's that. So it's like a deadline on a 
newspaper; there comes a moment of decision when for better or worse that's what gets 
printed. It's a traumatic moment. 

I used to follow another principle that I used to purposely see all those who weren't going 
to be included. That was a self-inflicted punishment really because it's not pleasant when 
you've got to say to somebody: "You won't be in the list that comes out in the paper in the 
morning," and give them reasons. Most of them used to take it pretty well. There have only 
been one or two who have ever really got very angry to a point of threats and so on. 

But it's one of the prices of leadership. If the leader can't face up to those things he 
shouldn't be the leader anyhow. But it's better to have those things before rather than after. 
If you just threw the list to the press and announced in the party room, "This is the new 
Cabinet," without consultation, you could expect a much worse reaction than if you had 
actually seen people. One thing they couldn't say is: "I read about it in the paper," or "The 
journalist rang me up," or something of that kind, when you'd actually seen them yourself. 

They would have a chance to react and maybe get it off their chest. As I say, most of them 
accepted the explanation. Where it was a case of falling short on a number of things and 
you told them frankly what it was, some of them actually overcame that and became 
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ministers the next time round because they had the good sense to say: "The man might be 
right." There's plenty of opportunity for them to demonstrate in the party room, in the 
Parliament, especially if they're backup speakers, if they're backing up a minister on a 
particular Bill. If the minister's got any sense he gets a number of backbench members who 
are knowledgeable about that piece of legislation and then when he's said his piece he's got 
some backup speakers. When he gets into committee he's got people who can help him to 
carry the burden. It's good for the member concerned because he learns how to analyse 
Bills, he learns how to debate the committee stages of Bills, and at the same time he's 
practising; he's getting ready for his turn next time. Quite a few of them came good the 
next time. 

But I always made it my practice to see those that were going to be left out. As I say it took 
the 'edge off the bowling' a bit. It didn't make them feel happy, they didn't go away 
shouting "glory hallelujah" or anything like that, but it was the only way that I knew how to 
do it. I'm sure it was the only way David Brand did it. He used to tell them too, before they 
read it in the paper. 

U In that time between you knowing you were the government and 
announcing your decision, did anyone lobby you on their own behalf or anyone else's 
behalf? Did that sort of thing go on? 

COURT Yes and no. Anyone who did lobby, as you can guess, was not much chop 
anyhow. It was a guilty conscience or an inferiority complex, that they felt they weren't 
going to be there. They hadn't made the grade. There were some that quite without any 
inhibitions at all would.... I know one of them used to always tell me that he was 
"ministerial material". During the war they used to have some things that'd often appear on 
a soldier's record, "OM", you see, officer material. Well this fellow used to always be 
telling me how he was "ministerial material". He never made the grade but he never would 
because he just didn't have the attributes. One that he lacked was hard work. He really 
believed there was an easy way through all of these things, but that was another issue. He 
was no great difficulty to handle because the members knew that he wasn't up to it. But I 
didn't get a lot of lobbying. Don't forget we'd been a pretty tight team. It wasn't an ordinary 
opposition that three years; it was a pretty tight team. So everyone knew one another's 
strengths and weaknesses and so on. 

RJ You said you advised those who missed out in advance of the newspaper 
story. Does that mean you also advised those who had succeeded? 

COURT Oh well, you have to tell them that they're going to be in it. You run into 
another problem there. Thank God it didn't get to any great proportions, but you'll get the 
fellow who you want to put into Health or you want to put him into Transport or you want 
to put him into something, and he believes he's capable of something better or something 
different. 

RI That's exactly what I wondered; if at that stage you started getting people 
argue with you? 
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COURT Then you don't have much problem there because you just say: "Well if 
you're unhappy with that, that's okay. It would be nice to have you in the team, but...." You 
had no more problem after that. 

RJ So you were virtually saying, "If you won't take what I'm giving you, you're 
out." 

COURT You listened to somebody that had a reason for wanting to do a particular 
job. Again I repeat we were a very tight team and most people had made their feelings and 
their strengths and weaknesses known to you. We were talking all the time. If you were a 
leader allocating Bills, allocating projects, allocating motions to be introduced and that sort 
of thing, you're talking to these people all the time. You might have tried a fellow out on 
Transport and he didn't do too well but he might have done well on Health or some other 
particular thing. It was a trial and error thing, rather like, again, the old footie team. A 
fellow didn't perform too well on the wing but he might have been a good back man or he 
might have been a good something else. But you tried him out. 

That was the time to do it in Opposition. You can't do it when you've got this shadow 
ministry business because they get locked in and they believe they own something. They 
believe they are the minister for this or that. If no-one's got a title and they're having to pick 
up something and run with it, it sharpens up the old wits, you know. So there weren't too 
many but we did get the odd one who would say: "I'm disappointed," or so on. 

Well, it's rather like you tell somebody you're going to nominate them for a CBE, and he 
says he doesn't like taking that because he thought he was going to get a knighthood. It's 
very much in the same context, the same relationship. But most of them were very grateful 
to have what was given. By that time they would assume that you had made an assessment 
of their capabilities and that was the best one for them to do. 

RI But if I'd actually said to you, "I'm grateful you've chosen me for Health but 
I wanted Education," what would be your response to me? 

COURT Well, I'd have to say, "Quite frankly that's what you're going to get if you 
want it but are you going to have a chip on your shoulder or not be happy with it, because 
you don't have to take it?" But there were people who said, "I thought I'd do this one 
better." In most cases the sad part about it was that you found out another trait in the 
person, their ambitions, or their assessment of a position, that that particular portfolio 
would be an easier one and a more comfortable one and a more glamorous one than the 
one they were going to get. 

One of the tests of leadership, now I'm talking about potential leaders (not the leader 
himself but potential leaders), that the "goodies" accept the responsibilities given to them 
without question. You'll find that comes out in the address that I gave to the Defence 
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Forces Academy recently,' that I made this particular point about those who accept 
cheerfully responsibilities that are given to them. They don't start and talk about why me 
and what's in it for me? Do I get promotion out of this or something of that kind? They just 
say: "Right, if that's what you want me to do I'm going to do it and do it like it's never been 
done before." 

RJ Was there an occasion in those three ministries you chose that someone 
managed to say to you.... well, even if it was a minor portfolio, persuade you that they were 
perhaps better suited to something else? Did you change your mind in other words? 

COURT I can't recall any where there were changes made. Don't forget before they 
were consulted another test had been applied. Pd been through it in great detail with Des 
O'Neil or whoever the deputy was. In most cases it was Des ONeil, not necessarily at that 
stage the Deputy Premier; he was only the deputy to the Leader of the Liberal Party and 
then eventually became the Deputy Premier. But don't forget he would have discussed the 
matter with me, and he was a very wise man to talk to you. You could talk to Des. I can tell 
you there would have been changes made at that stage when with his knowledge of the 
individuals and his perception of the individuals was something that I valued. There would 
have been a juggling of portfolios where you had a little bit of indecision about this 
portfolio or that portfolio, whether this one had too much burden and this one not enough 
and so on. 

So Des was a very sensible sort of a chap and so by the time that you got to a point when 
you were going to disclose the list, there'd been a lot of very careful consideration, and then 
there'd been this added test of your deputy. 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library 
Building on 16th December 1993. 

Sir Charles, you will recall that at the end of last interview session we were talking about 
the process of selecting your Cabinet as the Premier, and there was a point you wanted to 
add about what then went on with the Nationals. 

COURT When we were talking last time I was really covering the formation of a 
Cabinet and the mechanisms used up to the time when we had to blend into the final lists 
the nominations from the Country Party (or National Party as the case may). You realise 
that we could only surmise as to who they would nominate, bearing in mind that they 
actually elect their ministers and don't select. 

You knew who the leader was and usually had a rough idea who the deputy leader was, 
and you'd assume that he was going to be one of their elected nominees anyhow. But you 
never were quite sure, if it was three or four, who the last couple were going to be. So you 

1 After the interview, Sir Charles supplied a copy of this address which is held in the Battye Library. It is titled: 
"The Myth that Leaders are Born and Not Made: Notes for the Petro Fedorczenko Memorial Lecture", Australian 
Defence Force Academy, Canberra, 1993, 654.4092 COU 
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had to leave a degree of flexibility in your mind and often this would prevent you 
communicating with your own ministers as to what they were going to be allocated in the 
ministerial lists. You'll understand the logic of this because whilst they would demand 
Agriculture for the National Party, Country Party (by whatever name it was known at that 
time), there was never the same certainty about other portfolios they might seek. For 
instance in the run-up to the formation of David Brand's Cabinet in 1959 they'd publicly 
made it clear they wanted to have Railways. They thought that this would enable them to 
dictate the freight rates on rural products, wheat and other grains, superphosphate and other 
chemicals and the like. But when the crunch came they realised that it was a bit too hard 
and going to be a bit too difficult and they'd much rather the Liberals have the problem so 
they could criticise. 

You'll recall this was how I came to be Minister for Railways. David Brand said, "Look 
you just take it on for a few weeks and we'll sort it out from there onward and convince 
them they should take it on," but it didn't work out like that and I finished up being the 
Minister for Railways for some seven or eight years. 

So you'll see that we had to have a degree of good sense about waiting for their 
nominations. Now when they came it might cause you to change slightly the allocations 
you'd made because they might have put up a person who'd be eminently suited for one of 
the portfolios; better than the man that you had at least temporarily allocated in a tentative 
way to that portfolio. So there could be some minor changes and it made good sense, rather 
than talk to your people first and then have to come along and say, "Sorry, the National 
Party put up somebody I think might be better in this portfolio," or vice versa. 

So we just had to leave things tentatively until their names came in. Then we'd make the 
final adjustments (in other words the fine tuning) and would then proceed to contact the 
people concerned, ahead of any press announcement. There's nothing worse in this sort of 
thing than people being phoned up by the ABC or by the West or somebody saying: "I 
believe you're going to be Minister for 'X', 'Y' or 'Z'. You'll be disappointed won't you 
because you thought you were going to get 'A', 'B', or 'C'?" This is the way they adopt. 
Being an immature, inexperienced person he might react and say, "Yes, I'm disappointed," 
instead of saying, "I don't know yet," or "Whatever the Premier wants me to do I'll do 
well." 

So we always made it our business before these "leaks" started around the place, that you 
made contact with the people concerned so there was no doubt in their mind. If they had 
any bleats they could get them off their chest. The only two that would know at that stage 
with this particular list would be Des O'Neil and myself. Previously it would be David 
Brand and myself. 

I don't think I can recall any case during those long years where we had a minister who 
would have expressed a view that he had been slighted or not given sufficient importance 
in the pecking order or something like that. This was all because they'd been told and if 
they had a bleat about it they could then express their concern. It was just plain good sense. 
What's more, good sense is usually based on courtesy. Communication is the best thing I 
know to remove misunderstandings. Most misunderstandings in political life, as well as in 
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public life generally or family life, are due to a lack of communication. If everyone had 
known what was in everyone's mind, a lot of things would never have become festering 
sores. When they do become festering sores, boy oh boy they take some stopping. 

So you'!l see the process was a logical one and while some people wouldn't have been 
happy with what they got, they realised that if they performed well and if there was 
something they could do better, with a slightly higher prestige, well it would only be a 
matter of time, but they'd prove their ability on performance. It's the same things that I set 
out in the address that I gave to the academy (that's the Defence Forces Academy),' that 
when you are given a responsibility, if you embrace it cheerfully and then got on and 
demonstrate how good you are, recognition follows. And I think I gave the classic case of a 
portfolio offered to a man deliberately in 1959, so as to cause some embarrassment, but he 
said, "I'll give it all I've got and I'll make it a high profile portfolio", which he did. 

RJ I was actually going to raise that one with you. I assume you're referring to 
Charles Perkins. 

COURT Yes. 

RJ Because all you have in the notes that you gave me from that speech, you 
actually say: "Remember 'The message to Garcia' and give the example of Charles Perkins, 
a minister and true leader in the Brand W.A. government in 195  9,,,2  and the episode is not 
actually then spelt out. You were obviously talking off-the-cuff at that point, so if you 
could add that would be terrific. 

COURT Well, that was a classic case of a person who accepted what was given to 
him, knowing that it hadn't been given to him with goodwill. I don't refer to David Brand, I 
refer to Charles Perkins' own Country Party leader. He [Perkins] knew the circumstances 
and he made a declaration. In talking to me he said, "I'll show the so-and-so just how I'm 
going to make these into two high-profile portfolios." In the limited time that he lived and 
was in the ministry in those portfolios, he did just that. It was a classic example. He never 
complained publicly, he never whimpered about it at all, he just got on with the job. 

RJ But what was the background before, when you say he was given 
portfolios.... 

COURT Well, that was a case where the Country Party nominated their members of 
the Cabinet after election, not selection. So their leader had no say over that [the election], 
but he did have influence with the Premier of the day to be able to say: "These are the 
portfolios I'd like these particular members to be allocated." Two of those portfolios were 

Ibid 

2Jbid, p. 18. 
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the most unpopular portfolios at the time.' They were given [at his request] to Charles 
Perkins. But the point I make, and it's a wonderful example of the moral that I was trying to 
convey in my address to the Defence Force Academy, of a person picking up the ball, 
running with it, and on sheer performance made what some people would have regarded as 
an onerous, unpleasant, uninspiring sort of no-profile type of thing, into a high-profile 
thing. The two portfolios benefited forever from what he did. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 113 

1 Charles Perkins held four portfolios - Transport. Police, Labour and Native Welfare. The two most unpopular 
would have been Police and Native Welfare (RI). 
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Ri But was his leader being nasty in asking that he be given those two? 

COURT Well, I've already explained, I think a long, long time ago, that A F Watts 
didn't support the entry of Perkins into Parliament, but Perkins did get into Parliament 
because he was such a good member, such an obviously good member, and had such a 
high profile and such a high reputation amongst real farmers. Perkins was a farmer who 
approached farming as a business. I learnt very quickly from my contact with the farming 
people, particularly in my Railways portfolio, that they watched very closely what Perkins 
did in connection with his farming operations. 

Perkins explained to them that he used the railways for his particular purposes because it 
was the economic and sensible thing to do. In other words it was practical from a labour 
point of view and it was economic from a total cost point of view. 

Instead of jumping on the bandwagon and assuming that the railways were inefficient and 
the costs were excessive, he reversed that process and pointed out that he'd made his own 
proper assessment. I was at a meeting when he did this to some other farmers and it was 
music to hear it. Of course he'd like to see the freight rates down, and of course he'd like to 
see something different, but he took things as they were, and then decided to relate his 
operations to the railway operations. He demonstrated that he used them because it was the 
best thing to do from his point of view. Forget the railways point of view, but from his 
point of view. 

One, of course, was the question of the use of labour because if you're going to use the 
railways you don't have to have your son or one of your paid employees driving a truck all 
the way down to the nearest port of appropriate terminal where they took the wheat to 
and you didn't have the cost of running the truck. Most farmers didn't properly assess the 
cost of running a truck - depreciation [repairs, insurance, tyres, licences] as well as petrol 
and oil. They [petrol and oil] were about the only things they ever took into account. 

So he made a full appreciation of this. On top of that he took the total cost as against what 
it would cost him to do it the other way (ie, by rail). Now it was a very sensible, practical, 
earthy, business-like approach to the thing. That was typical of Charles Perkins. So he did 
enjoy this good reputation amongst farmers. 

Likewise his farming practices. His use of chemicals and other things was very much 
watched and copied, in appropriate cases, by some of his contemporaries, as were the 
practices of a man named Jack Stewart who represented us for a session or two (I'm not 
sure whether it was one Parliament or two Parliaments)' in the House. He [Stewart] was a 
more capable farmer than he was a member of Parliament. He wasn't all that good at the 
politics of it but he was superb to have alongside of you if you went talking to farmers 
because he did have a lot of respect because of the practices he followed. 

1 Jack Stewart was the Member for Merredin-Yilgam for one term from 1968-71 (Ri). 
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Coming back to Charles Perkins. He was able to approach these things in a very 
businesslike way. Unlike most politicians that backed away when they were confronted 
with a question at a public meeting, he would go straight in with a factual explanation 
based on his experience and terminating with the statement: "That's why I do it this way." 
It's very convincing. It carries a lot of weight, especially when you're talking to farmers 
who in the main don't have much opportunity to assess these things in a cold-blooded 
business way and are mainly influenced by emotive reactions to these things. 

Admittedly the railways had a lot of things to correct. I have to say when I was minister in 
'59, it was Charles Perkins who helped me with a lot of these things. For instance, the 
question of demurrage. It was crazy the way it was handled. It was on his advice that we 
introduced a completely new system which made the farmers happy, put the railways on 
notice to be efficient. Again this question of communication: so that people knew when 
something was going to arrive, like their superphosphate, or when other things were going 
to be available to be picked up. So they were given reasonable notice and reasonable 
chance to pick things up without demurrage. 

Now from the Railways point of view it was a good thing because I did some simple 
calculations and I found they didn't make any money out of demurrage. Having railway 
rolling stock just lying idle ticking up a bit of demurrage while somebody found out that 
their superphosphate was waiting to be unloaded and other things were waiting to be 
picked up. If somebody told them it would be ready at a certain time, then if the farmer 
decided that he was not able for good reason and didn't negotiate something with the 
stationmaster, of course demurrage applied, but then it was something that was 
manageable. It was something that was under the control of the customer. 

So we introduced a completely new system. It was to the profit of everybody and I have to 
say it enhanced the reputation of the Railways in rural areas immeasurably because it 
removed an irritant, an unnecessary irritant. But I have to say quite unashamedly that here 
was a practical farmer who gave me examples of why there was this [unnecessary] friction 
on this question of demurrage. 

So perhaps I've gone to unnecessary lengths to demonstrate that this man was [a good 
minister]. You wouldn't say that he was better than he should be, but he was as good as he 
should be, as good as all ministers should be, in a very practical, earthy way. For that 
reason he shone through. It's very sad that he didn't live longer and wasn't part of the 
Cabinet longer because he always brought a very earthy type of approach to Cabinet 
meetings and to matters of contention that arose. Slowly but surely a person or a number of 
persons within the Cabinet become noted for their common sense, their conscientiousness 
in doing research, and their courage in speaking up when they should speak up, instead of 
letting things just go by and hope for the best. 

I've given you the example of Ian Medcalf, what a good minister he was, because he did 
his homework and he was prepared to come along and challenge some of things that were 
put forward. I've also given the example of Bill Grayden. He was a minister who always 
did his homework and came along and was prepared to ask questions, simple questions, 
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logical questions. It was amazing how often they couldn't be answered. So that meant it 
was back to the drawing board for the minister concerned. 

So these are qualities that the public doesn't always see but sooner or later they show 
through and you eventually build up a good Cabinet. People become identified within that 
Cabinet as being the performers. Again I come back, I know with monotonous regularity, 
to the footie team. You get the players who put in a good performance every Saturday. 
They mightn't get the fairest and best or mightn't have kicked the most goals or got some 
headline for that weekend, but they put in this good, solid performance. They are the 
backbone of any Cabinet, any organisation for that matter, but particularly in a Cabinet 
where the Premier of the day has to rely for his eyes, ears and nose to be working out in the 
community through the ministers, assuming, of course, the ministers are up to the task. 

RJ I might be quite wrong and misleading you because, as you are aware, this 
interview process has gone on for a long period and there have been things off tape and on 
tape, but I cannot remember you telling me about Watts opposing Perkins' entry into 
Parliament. 

COURT Well, I'd be surprised if it wasn't done earlier but still we've done it again. I 
think that covers it adequately. 

RJ But how far did he go, Watts? 

COURT Well, you realise that he was a very influential man for many years within 
the organisation. He was their leader for a long time. I've explained that Watts was a very 
capable man. No-one could deny his ability and his mind. If you got down and discussed 
something with him he usually had something to contribute. I learnt, as I think I've 
mentioned earlier in the interviews, that when we became the government in 1959 Dave 
Brand and I, with him [David Brand] having had the experience of the McLarty 
Government, made up our mind that we weren't going to go through the sort of thing that 
McLarty had to suffer. So it very quickly settled down when it was known that we were 
going to work as a team, a total team. The integration of the Country Party and the Liberal 
Party [as a Cabinet] was the only way it would work. I think I've paid credit to A F Watts 
many times for the fact that if he was approached in the formative days of proposals he 
could be a very strong ally. On the other hand if he got up a head of steam in another 
direction he was very hard to win back to the cause. 

One of the classic examples, which I think you'll find is already recorded, dealt with the 
BHP agreement, that's the 1960 agreement, and also related to that was the standard gauge 
railway. 

RJ Yes, you have covered that. 

COURT I've explained that.... 

RJ Yes, you have. 
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COURT ....where I had to go not only to a meeting of the full joint parties, but I also 
had to go to the Country Party executive and get the blessing on the thing. That never 
seemed to happen again after that particular episode which I think spelt out everything that 
was necessary. 

RJ So in 1974 when the National Alliance came to you with their list, do you 
remember any disagreement in your mind over the portfolios they were seeking? 

COURT Nothing serious. There would have been some minor adjustments for the 
reasons that I've given to you, the commonsense reasons that I've given you. If you found 
that somebody from the C P had a degree of ability that could be used in another direction, 
well it was better that he filled the role rather than insist that it be a Liberal. So that settled 
down very quickly. Plus the fact you must realise that at that particular time I was the only 
one who had any real experience in government. I'd had that memorable 12 years as deputy 
to David Brand, not Deputy Premier, but deputy in the Liberal Party, and with fairly high-
profile portfolios, and had acted many times as Premier. That's as acting Premier in the 
absence of both David Brand and A F Watts. 

RJ What was the situation with Des O'Neil? Did you give him the right to 
make his own decisions about the portfolios he wanted? 

COURT Well, Des being Des, apart from the fact that he was deputy leader by 
election - that's the only one you've got by election, apart from the fact that the Upper 
House appoint their own leader and as good sense you incorporate him into the Cabinet. 
You'd have a ridiculous situation if their leader in the Upper House wasn't actually in the 
Cabinet to know what was going on. But Des being what he was, I can never remember 
him even requesting a portfolio. It was always a question of, "What do you want me to 
do?" We'd discuss it and as a matter of good sense you'd work out things that were 
compatible with his experience, parliamentary and otherwise. Then you'd find out where 
your other weaknesses were and use him as the 21C, which is part of his responsibility, to 
strengthen up the whole structure. So I can't ever remember Des responding other than to 
say: "If that's what you'd like me to do, I'll do it." I can never remember Des saying: "I want 
this," or "I want that." It wasn't in the nature of the man. 

Also I had a great respect for these people like Des who had been schoolteachers in a 
remote area. For instance he was in the old Roeboume. That was a peculiar situation there. 
You meet every situation you can imagine in that little community there, with special 
permits for schoolteachers to work on ships and even the local parson working on loading 
ships and all that sort of thing. It was quite a unique situation, even down to burials. 

These people come to you when they've had this remote area experience - whether it's in 
the south or in the north - plus his war service - they come with a degree of good sense 
that's sadly lacking today. People holding these positions today wouldn't have had the same 
chance to mature as people, like some of the people of Des's era would have, together with 
their wives. So I was blessed to have a person like Des. 
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RJ I'm just wondering from the point of view of the people of Western 
Australia, just how strong the possibility is that you get the right team and the best team for 
Cabinet by the time you've got these competing interests to balance. You've talked about 
the need to fit people into the Upper and the Lower House, you've got country versus 
metropolitan, to find a place for the National Alliance people. Just how good a Cabinet do 
you then end up with? 

COURT That's up to the leader. You use all the sense you can. You make some 
judgments. Sometimes you get disappointments. People don't quite fit in to the way that 
you expect them to. But here again don't forget I was lucky; when I became Premier I had 
all that experience and I knew what they were going to go through in their different 
departments. You knew also where there were strong leaders in departments and where 
there were weak leaders, where there were people with tendencies towards the left and that 
type of thing. That was part of your job. So you could help these people without appearing 
to intrude, and you'd just guide them a little bit, tell them who to be wary of, who to rely 
on. Some of these people in some of these departments were top-class people. Many of 
them were better than the ministers themselves but they didn't have a political 
commitment. So it was your job to use their undoubted skills, assuming they were loyal, 
decent, dedicated public servants in the true sense of the word, to use their skills for the 
implementation of your policies. 

I can never remember one of these who seriously tried to oppose government policies if he 
had a minister who knew where he was going and was in charge of his department, in 
charge of the portfolio in other words. I can't remember one of those. There were some, of 
course, who were more difficult to handle than others, but usually when the SOS went out 
it was one of the jobs of the Premier to sort this out. 

Again it was communication. If you let somebody think that he's more important than the 
government, more important than the minister (as we've seen in the last few years of the 
public service here) well then the government itself is neglecting its responsibility, because 
if they've brought down legislation which by some quirk has given the officer of a 
department or the chairman of a semi-government body more power than the minister, well 
there's something wrong with the legislation. Those people are not elected by the people, 
the minister is. 

That's why I get so angry when I see some of these modern-day public servants publicly 
having so much to say, being the spokesman for the government, spokesman for the 
minister, spokesman for the department, when on matters of policy the minister should be 
speaking up and should be challengeable and should be accountable. 

Now in those cases you don't find unelected public servants or members of semi-
government authorities taking over what is the responsibility of government. You might 
say that's pretty tough on the minister, but it's not. There's a very sharp line between the 
responsibilities of a minister and the actual day-to-day administration of a thing like 
Railways, SEC, Water Board, things of that kind. Of course you don't interfere with the 
proper responsibilities of day-to-day operations in these organisations because most 
ministers wouldn't know what it was all about anyhow. But under no circumstances should 
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they surrender their responsibility in respect of the policies of the government, and to see 
that they're properly administered. 

That sadly has changed markedly, both at the federal and the State levels. We've got to get 
back to the proper system whereby the elected peoples have their full responsibility and are 
not allowed to hide behind somebody else. 

RJ When we have finished covering the whole of your period as Premier I will 
get you to comment on the various ministers that you had in your team over that period of 
time. But there's just a couple of small points from our last interview. I think I know the 
answer to this, but I'm going to ask it anyway. You talked about trying people out and 
assessing them while you were in opposition, and a man who wanted a portfolio but who 
failed the test that you gave him three times. Are you prepared to name that individual? 

COURT I don't think it's necessary or fair. The people concerned will know. One I 
have in mind in particular I tried hard because he was a decent sort of a chap. He was a 
very good local member in terms of following up the needs of his electors and that type of 
thing. But there is such a thing as the Peter principle, you know, and you've got to identify 
this. Now that particular person, he would know if he ever reads this, that he had a 
minimum of three opportunities to prove himself. I took him by the hand and realised his 
ambition, and found out some of the ideas that he had, which basically were not bad ideas. 
Mainly in a rural context, they weren't bad ideas. But he was very critical of some of the 
experts that had to operate in this field. 

So I gave him the opportunity to present a paper to the joint party meeting. I used to try and 
select times when Parliament wasn't sitting and you could allocate more generously times 
to a member who wanted to develop a gripe or a particular idea that he had that hadn't been 
taken up by a minister or by me. 

Now that particular person was given time in advance for his presentation. I made sure 
there was room on the agenda for this presentation. Now he started off on the first time, I 
remember, with great confidence and I thought, this is good. At the end of the day he was 
going to be made responsible for a committee of members that he would recruit. They 
would then, by arrangement with the minister (it had all been teed up with the minister), 
would have direct consultation and, if necessary, confrontation with the people they were 
complaining about in this particular department. Complaints such as they were not 
concentrating on certain technology or they concentrated too much on things that had been 
done and done again and were no longer innovative. The objectives were good. 

Now I well remember on this occasion that when he got about five to seven minutes into 
his presentation, all of a sudden it started to fall apart. I never worked out why, but all of a 
sudden it became more or less incoherent. Out of defence for him 1 had to butt in, probably 
a little rudely, but I did it as nicely as I could and say: "Look, you've made out some good 
points up to that point. I think you'd better leave it at that. I'll have a talk to you about it and 
we'll bring it on at another meeting." In other words in a very gentle way got him out of his 
predicament and he lived to fight another day. 
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Now just to show that I'm not the ogre that you were probably told I am - don't forget he 
was a backbench member and I was mighty busy. Now I had him in my office and we went 
over it all and he said, "I'm sorry Boss, I let you down. I put a lot of work into it, then all of 
a sudden I went blank." Well, okay. Up until that point he'd done pretty well but when he 
came to the crunch bit was when he faded out. 

So we said, "Right, well go away and do some more homework, then we'll have another go 
with it." Now the next time (we didn't make it too obvious, we didn't do it at the next 
meeting but at a discreet time) he was given another chance, by which time I told him to go 
and recruit some helpers, some people he thought were friendly and would be interested in 
it, only just, say, three of them, maybe five, but not too many. So I couldn't believe my ears 
when he started off again with the same confident air and clear presentation and at about 
the same point again he went into nowhere. Just something seemed to disintegrate. I again 
had to rescue him out of it. 

So that was twice; that was attempt number two. So he seemed to have this one thing that 
he wanted to develop which, as I said earlier, was not a bad thing. If he was right it was 
important that the minister did something about it. So he had another try. Frankly he never 
got so far down the track. I intervened this time and said, "Now I suggest what we do, is we 
give him a little committee," and I named the people who had shown interest that believed 
that he might be on the right track, "instead of hearing any more discussion, that the 
minister take them by the hand and while we're out of session arrange for a full day's 
seminar (call it what you like) at the department." The minister was very cooperative about 
it. In fact it was a Country Party minister and this was a Liberal member, but the Country 
Party minister was very cooperative about it. I'd discussed it with him. 

That seminar day was duly set up. Now it resulted in a complete vindication of the work 
that was being done by the department and these particular officers. Instead of it being a 
constructive thing in terms of new policies being formulated and new techniques being 
experimented with, it finished up with a complete vindication. The little committee had to 
report back that they'd been very impressed with things going on which they didn't know 
were going on. 

END OF TAPE 113 SIDE B 



TAPE 114 SIDE COURT 1501 

COURT Now although the member didn't cover himself in glory, the one positive 
thing that came out of it was that there was a group of parliamentarians that had had 
contact with officers they'd never had contact with before. They were very impressed with 
their sincerity, very impressed with their integrity, and very impressed with their 
innovativeness, and very impressed with the work that they [the officers and the 
department] were doing. 

Now one thing that did come out of it which the minister was quick to seize upon was the 
fact that they weren't telling the public enough, they weren't telling the farming community 
enough about what they were doing: having the time of their lives doing wondrous things. 
One day they would probably come out and have got a PhD for it and then would have 
announced it to the world, but in point of fact they should have been feeding this into 
practical people who can only respond to what they hear, what they're told, and above all 
what is demonstrated. When you're dealing with rural people, you know the old field day 
has got a lot to commend it. They go along and look at one another's properties, the things 
that are being done. They all go away having learned something or they leave a residue of a 
message to the person that they've inspected or the property they've been hosted on. So 
there's a lot in the old field day idea which the Agricultural Department should be 
extending in a more sophisticated sort of way. In the main they do just that. 

But it did come out that they were not communicating well enough. I give that as an 
example at some length. That person never made the ministry. In his heart he would have 
to admit that on that and a number of other occasions he was encouraged and given 
opportunities. Don't forget this takes time when you're talking to a person like that and 
trying to help him with the presentation of his case. So obviously he would not have been a 
good minister. In his heart he'd have to admit that he wasn't, because if you couldn't win 
that battle in the party room amongst friends, what chance have you got in the public arena 
when you're not only competing with the members of Parliament trying to convince them 
about something but you've also got a wider community that is even more critical and has a 
mixture of people that are themselves not very good, some that are average, and some that 
are extremely good, extremely intelligent and extremely innovative. 

In any portfolio you've got to communicate, be seen to communicate, and seen to perform. 
You don't have to be expert at everything but you at least have to know how things work in 
practice. 

RJ Another thing that you said when you were telling me about you advising 
people that they had missed out on a portfolio prior to release of the information, "There 
have only been one or two who have ever really got very angry to a point of threats." I 
wondered what you were threatened with. 

COURT Well, the main thing they'd threaten would be to say that they were going to 
be disloyal to the government or, as one of them said, "I'll give you hell on the floor of the 
House," sort of thing. Well, you can't accept that sort of thing. You just have to say to him: 

1This transcript p. 1487. 
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"Look I'd go away and have a think about that if I were you because you're going to be the 
loser, not me, not the government, not the party." 

There were only two that I can remember that got at all unpleasant about it. Needless to say 
they weren't altogether charmed with the news but a couple of them, to their great credit, 
they admitted that my assessment of why they weren't given the job was correct and that 
they'd set out to do something about it. I gave them full marks. 

Ri Since our interview session last time, as I've identified in a footnote,' you 
have sent me a copy of the notes that you used when you gave an address on leadership at 
the Defence Academy in Canberra this year. We will be putting that copy in the Battye 
Library for people to use, with your permission, which you've already given us. I thought it 
was worth putting on the record though one statement from the text of that speech: "As 
Premier, I never ceased telling ministerial colleagues that a minister is a servant of the 
people. Ministers had only responsibilities. Any privileges they enjoyed flowed from the 
prior fulfilment of their responsibilities."2  That is you saying to them, really, don't get 
carried away with yourself, don't get too big-headed. Did you feel that people, on 
average..., well, did you see people who became ministers who let it go to their head? 

COURT Some did. A minority did, but an important minority. Somehow or other the 
moment they got that commission they were different people. I've seen it happen in the 
Army with somebody getting a commission. They forget that the day before they were 
probably a sergeant or a warrant officer or even a corporal. They were subject to the 
disciplines that went with it, but all of a sudden because they were wearing pips on their 
shoulder and wearing a different sort of a uniform they assumed a different personality. I 
suppose the personality was always there, subjugated because of the command system. But 
they became different personalities, even to being arrogant, rude, demanding, and doing 
everything that a leader should not do. 

When I made that comment I made it with commitment, with meaning, and with great 
sincerity because I always preached to them that humility was the number one prerequisite 
of a person in public life, in any position of trust, any position of command, any leadership 
position. Humility is the important attribute. 

I suppose it's exemplified in army terms where any commissioned officer who's not 
prepared to do what he demands of his men shouldn't be there because it's from him they 
get their example. It's from him they get their confidence to go forward. From him they get 
the feeling of true leadership. This all comes back to this question of humility. 

In some cases you'd have a confrontation to get these people back to earth. Quite often 
they'd be brought back to earth by the party room which was very quick to sense anyone 

See footnote, p. 1490. 

2 Petro Fedorczenko Memorial Lecture, 1993 
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who had become at all cocky or a little bit arrogant because they had all of a sudden 
become a commissioned officer, you might say. 

In other words, they'd got a commission to administer a certain portfolio under the Premier. 
Quite often you'd have to explain to them there was only one commission to govern, and 
that was the Premier, "and if he loses his commission you're all gone". So you had to very 
tactfully and sometimes quite firmly make this point. But it was usually only about three 
that you were talking to that hadn't got the good sense after the initial exhilaration of 
promotion. You can't help that; in fact they'd be inhuman if they didn't get a lovely feeling 
temporarily, as long as they kept their feet on the ground. 

This question of humility in public life was something that I believe I practised. I can't ever 
remember seeking favours, getting upset because I wasn't given the right seat on the 
podium or something of that kind. I've seen some people get terribly upset and put on a 
show and even leave but that's plain childish. Sooner or later the people running an 
organisation know that they've done it right or they've done it wrong, as the case may be. 

I remember one minister who refused to go to a rehearsal for the Queen's visit in a country 
town. I used to use royal visits as a means of lifting standards. You can get all sorts of 
things done that you can't get otherwise. It's amazing what you can get done for centenaries 
and royal visits and special occasions. You're a fool if you don't use those as sorts of 
milestones on the road, pacesetters, standard-setters, call it what you will. He said, "Oh," 
he said, "I know what to do, I've read the instructions, I've read the book." I had to say to 
him quite definitely, in full Cabinet: "Well in that case we'll get another minister to receive 
the Queen in that particular electorate," bearing in mind that you usually had a minister 
there other than the Premier, unless there are special circumstances. You'll find that David 
Brand did the same, and I always did it, that is, make sure that the Premier didn't dominate 
the whole scene. The Queen would get sick of seeing you six times a day anyhow. It was 
good that ministers and their wives did have this experience, where certain standards were 
demanded and certain protocol had to be observed. Again it was a sign of humility and the 
fact that you were going to rehearse and rehearse and do all things right. 

For instance you've got to learn to use the same car for the rehearsal as is going to be used 
on the real occasion because one might have a door that opens outwards and the other one 
might open the other way. You also have it at the same time of the day because the sun's in 
a different position in the afternoon to what it is in the morning. It may be that the 
grandstand has got everyone sitting in the sun if you have it in the morning, but in the 
afternoon when you're going to have the function, it's in the right position. So these are tiny 
things but they are very good in terms of detail, in terms of chasing perfection. You know 
the Michelangelo statement: "Perfection is made up of trifles but perfection is no trifle." 
These events, they do things to you, because you lift to new standards. Like receiving 
debutantes. You insist on having a proper ceremony, have it properly rehearsed. Then 
hopefully if the dress is right and the music is right and the presentation is right, that group 
of, say, 16 young ladies and their partners have got a new standard. From then onward they 
say that is the standard. That's the benchmark. 
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Anyhow this particular minister, he was quite cynical about it. Anyhow we made it clear 
that we'd change the programme. I didn't say that in a nasty way but in fairness to our 
guest, in fairness to the town where it was being done where they wanted some guidance 
on protocol. They wanted to do it right, never any trouble from them. They always wanted 
to do it right. They'd have two rehearsals, three rehearsals, if necessary, because it was 
again lifting their standard, lifting their knowledge, so that when they had to do formal 
functions down there, they were going to do them by the new standard. That was good. I 
know people laugh at this and they're cynical about it but they pay for it. 

Anyhow that minister then had to request that he and his wife could be left with that 
commitment and that they undertook that they would not only go to the rehearsal but they'd 
do it with all sincerity. When he asked to go back, I said, "Well, does this mean you're 
going to give it a perfunctory sort of response? - because you've got to set an example for 
the people down there that this is a real rehearsal so that they get the message that you just 
can't go through the motions." [We had no more trouble!] 

I think I've told you of the time when an Australian person of high office didn't want to 
participate in the rehearsal parade at St Pauls', London, for the annual service of the Order 
of St Michael and St George. The master of ceremonies, I think it was Major-General Rice 
who'd been at it a long time, just said when this particular gentleman was going to watch 
the rehearsal, when people like John Kerr, Paul Hasluck and a host of others were all 
properly robed to rehearse the ceremony that went through because it's very important that 
you start in the right place, finish in the right place, and stay in the right order so that you 
finish up in the right place, and it's all beautifully done but it is rehearsed. 

So 4.00 pm the afternoon before, if you want to be in the procession, you have to be there 
at rehearsal. So he very courteously said, "Well, I'm sorry, but we'll have to be without the 
pleasure of your company tomorrow." Then, bearing in mind this man had to put his 
banner up in the chapel when another banner was taken down because somebody had died 
ahead of him in the pecking order, he just couldn't bear the thought of missing out, so he 
not only participated in the rehearsal but participated with enthusiasm. This General that 
had been through it so often and dealing with the pompous and the famous and the less 
pompous and the people with proper humility, made it very clear that as courteous as he 
was, there was going to be no place in the procession tomorrow for this person and 
somebody else would move up one in the pecking order and put their banner up. That 
meant you'd have to wait an awful long time before your turn came. 

That [ie, the case of one of my ministers] was a classic example. It only happened twice, 
but that one particular case brought the most unpleasantness with it because it was intended 
to influence other ministers and their wives that they didn't need to do this sort of thing. 

I was rather proud of our ceremonial, not because of the pomp and circumstance of the 
occasion, but the fact that it's building standards into your mind, standards that young 
people don't get enough of today. Strangely enough when they do it properly they love it. 
They realise all of a sudden that's the right thing to do. The message gets around too. 
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I think I told you about the time when the 150th anniversary in 1979, when the Catholic 
church in Bunbury, the diocese there was going to have a very big ball as part of the 150th 
anniversary. They entrusted the preparation of it to the young people (which was very 
clever) with some supervision. They got the message from some source or other that if the 
Premier attended and wore his decorations, which they'd asked for, if he wore a dinner suit 
he only wore one neck badge and one breast badge, but if he wore his dress suit he wore 
the lot. [chuckles] So these young people - I thought very impishly - they said, "We're 
going to wear tails, our partners are going to wear tails. We understand from protocol that 
means that the Premier would wear tails and if he wore tails he'd wear all his decorations." 
They had it all down to a fine art, about neck badges, breast badges and so on. They'd 
obviously consulted people who knew what it was all about. So Rita and I duly attended 
with our very best. I did wear tails and I did wear the three breast badges instead of just the 
neck badge and one breast badge. Then I found there was another little quirk about this 
particular occasion that if there were sixteen debutantes and their partners, we had to have 
our photographs taken 16 separate times each with their partners and the debutantes, Rita 
and 1, which again, whilst it was a bit time-consuming, I thought it was rather nice that they 
wanted to do it as a memory of this particular occasion. 

It was very successfully done. Somebody must have tutored them on the protocol because 
they absolutely couldn't have done it better in Buckingham Palace. 

RJ You have explained in detail the way that the Labor people select their 
Cabinet, where you've got caucus, of course, voting for who should be in the Cabinet and 
then the Premier allocates the portfolios. You've told me about the Liberal system where 
the Premier had that authority to make his own choice. With party loyalties aside which is 
the better system in your view? 

COURT Well, I believe the selection by the leader is the best system. It's demanding 
of the leader. It means that he has to take the responsibility for failures. He has to take the 
responsibility for acrimony that exists because somebody feels that they haven't been given 
either a selection or an allocation based on their idea of their own ability. But that's a test of 
leadership. If you can't face up to that I don't think you should be the leader anyhow. 

Now it must be very comforting for the leader of the Labor Party to be able to say: "Well 
look, your mates didn't elect you so I've got what's given to me." I think I explained that 
Cohn Jamieson once told me how he felt their system.... 

RJ Yes, you did. 

COURT ....had a flaw in it and explained why they had such a long tail. 

RJ Yes, you did explain that. 

COURT But whether they've changed that or not, of course, is another matter. But 
the system of selection does appeal to me with all the burden that it places on the leader. 
It's his first test of leadership. It's his perception about abilities, how to allocate people to 
achieve a result, a team result, and balance up all of these things like town versus country, 
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Upper House versus Lower House, and often have to make appointments over and above 
people of greater seniority. So they might be quite new in the job but they've obviously got 
the ability. 

So if I had a choice of the two systems I would steadfastly stick to the system of selection. 

RJ On the day that your son Richard was sworn in as Premier of the State, we 
actually had an interview and you talked about your relationship with your son and the fact 
that you were not the "power behind the throne", that he would be his own man and that he 
would not pick up the phone and say: "Dad what do you think about so-and-so?" But it still 
appears to me that directly or indirectly ideas of yours influence your son. For instance, you 
speak of not having a shadow ministry and not believing in a shadow ministry, so you 
could give lots of people a chance to show what they had. Now Richard adopted this when 
he became the leader of the Parliamentary Liberal Party in opposition. I don't know of any 
other leader (and I could be quite wrong because I haven't studied it) in Australia who 
operates this way. I think the shadow portfolios have become a matter of fact. Can you 
remember discussing this with Richard or do you think he's just picked up your ideas? 

COURT He would know that neither myself nor David Brand believed in the 
shadow ministry because obviously it is a matter that would have been the subject of 
discussion around the table. You know: "Why do the Labor Party have shadow ministers 
and you don't?" Now I'm not quite sure whether you're right, completely right, in saying 
that he didn't have the shadow ministry. I thought he had a modification of the two systems 
so that instead of jettisoning one altogether he had some of both.... 

RJ Well, he had spokespeople didn't he? 

COURT Yes, that's right. 

RJ For areas, but he made it very clear that that didn't mean they were.... 

COURT He made that very clear they weren't necessarily going to get those 
portfolios. 

RJ And that it was a team effort. 

COURT So that they were going to all be expected to perform. I think he did go 
further. Didn't he specify that they all had something to do? 

RJ Yes, he did. 

COURT He didn't have some sort of an elite front bench and then a rump that only 
turned up to vote. I think that he was trying to test everybody. I studied it with some 
interest at the time. I must admit I never discussed it with him but I studied it with some 
interest as to whether he was trying to walk a tightrope between the shadow cabinet system 
as such and a modification of that, bearing in mind that he didn't have the leadership for a 
whole parliamentary term. He was elected during part of a Parliament so that could have 
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had some bearing because people were fairly well-established in certain practices at that 
point. I have to say he never discussed it with me at the time. I can only assume that 
because it was such an obvious thing, the difference between the Labor Party and us, that it 
would have been discussed from time to time. In other words he'd have known my reasons 
for it because I believe very strongly when you're in opposition is when you try your team 
out, especially as you've usually got quite a proportion of new material. 

RJ Sir Charles, as I've already identified there is a very full summary of the 
Liberal Party's election promises before the election given by Robert Hetherington, and he 
does go through it very carefully and sum up your ideas about education and health and 
transport and so on.1  But I just wondered as you took over the reins, this time as Premier 
and no longer second to someone else, what you had as your vision for those years ahead 
of you? 

COURT Well, first of all I should distinguish between the specific items in the 
policy which is spelt out as the various headings you've enunciated such as health, 
transport, education and the like. But often those things, important though they are and far-
seeing though they might be in themselves, they are not, of course, the basic philosophy 
that you embrace in your own mind. 

You also have to realise that when I became Premier I had that 12 wonderful years in 
developmental portfolios which were destined to change the whole economy of the State 
and the whole perception of the State, internationally as well as locally and nationally. 

So bearing in mind that that was my conception at the start and that's why I was given the 
job to implement it, that becoming Premier in terms of the basic philosophy of being in 
government, what I foreshadowed for Western Australia hadn't changed. That's why I was 
so impetuous, so anxious to get back into office so we could keep this going. In three years 
of Labor they demonstrated that they hadn't either got the ability nor the will to persist with 
this great dream partly, I might add, because of the strange attitude of one by the name of 
Herbie Graham, and partly because of the hurdles that they struck in Canberra with Mr 
Whitlam and more particularly R F X Connor. So even if they'd had the will and the vision 
they did run into a hurdle from their own people in Canberra. 

You have to put your mind back to the preparation of the 1959 document. I just wasn't 
prepared for us to go on forever and a day being a mendicant State and being subject to the 
whims of a Grants Commission which was virtually based on the status quo and never 
based on Western Australia breaking out of a cocoon. 

So I'd have to say in all fairness to you and myself too that when I became Premier and in 
the run-up to Premier, that was still very clearly in my mind. Nevertheless I would be the 
first to admit that unless you were sound in the administrative things that go to make up 
government (like education, health, transport, water supplies and the like) that you couldn't 
achieve your basic philosophies in these matters. 

1Reid, ed., 1976. pp.  55-57. 
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So it was a combination of the two. For instance I've always felt very strongly about 
education, that if you have the right policies and the right practices, that education should 
always be preparing you for the next jump forward going up into another plateau. It's 
lovely to go back to Perth as it was when I was a boy and all that sort of thing, but you can't 
be like that. You can embrace some of the basic goodness of those times, the individual 
goodness, the community goodness and that type of thing that existed. I don't think you 
should surrender those in the interests of modern technology and so on. But on the other 
hand you must realise that the means of doing things has to improve and improve 
immensely over the passage of time. 

END OF SIDE ATAPE 114 
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COURT It's the same thing with health. You have to accept that with modem 
technology and new drugs and new practices and so on, that what existed in the way of the 
old country, lovely "TLC" type of treatment that you got in these little country hospitals 
today would appear to be nothing more than an advanced form of a RAP [Regimental Aid 
Post]. You can't forever and a day go on with those things. You just have to accept that 
there has to be a greater concentration of these things with modem transport, better roads, 
so you have to be realistic about this. The same with transport, you can never persist with 
the old style of transport. Motor cars improve, motor trucks improve, railway systems 
improve, so you've got to move with those things. They're only tools to help you achieve 
the basic philosophy. 

For instance, progressively over the years, you give more attention to cultural things. That 
was left very much to the individual. If you wanted to become a great singer, a great 
violinist, a great pianist, it was more or less something that you achieved on your own and 
if you weren't able to achieve it you get the Eileen Joyce type of thing when the community 
dobs in and sends you off to London. You can't work on that system forever. So the 
cultural activities, they improve. Music in schools, art in schools, drama in schools; all that 
sort of thing. They're all part of the tools enabling you to achieve your ambitions, your 
philosophies, as the case may be, better. 

So one could go on: recreation and the like. I often wonder whether we've made the 
progress in recreation that we think we have. Okay we've broken more world records, more 
Australian records, more State records in swimming, running, all of these things. We're 
inclined to measure it by those achievements, whereas in my day sport was more a means 
not only of recreation but also of generating a spirit of cooperation, learning to win, 
learning to lose, and all of that type of thing. I think you'd be a brave person if you claimed 
they were paramount today. 

Some people would dispute that, but we're in the day and the age when money dominates. 
Who would have thought that the Olympic Games were going to be like they are today 
compared with the days when they were essentially for amateurs? That was the great pride 
and the great joy of everybody that if you won an Olympic [medal], you won that as a true 
amateur, which was watched very, very, very closely, and gradually we saw that change. 

So I don't discount the policy items because you'd be unreal if you decided that you're not 
going to change with modern technology, modern demands, greater speed of 
communication with computers and so on. 

But never in my mind did I depart from this overall philosophy which I tried to convey to 
my colleagues. I think in the main they understood it. We've got to get more and more 
industry. We've got to get greater diversity of interests. We've got to learn how to compete 
internationally. 

We wanted to hopefully one day become energy surplus instead of energy deficient which 
we did in that time, don't forget. Quite apart from anything else that happened in that time 
between '74 and '82 we were able to proudly say at the end we were energy surplus. Look 
back to 1959 and you thought we'd never get to a stage when we were anything but energy 
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deficient. I regarded that as one of our great goals that we carried on from that memorable 
'59-71 period, still part of this broader philosophy that we had, great ambitions for the 
future. 

We looked at water, for instance, in the '74-82 period with much more confidence than we 
ever did in 1959. We always had this terrible fear that we would be held back because of 
potable water. Well no longer is that a factor if you've got the capacity to think big enough 
and to act big enough. The question of adding value to our products. It's still part of a basic 
philosophy to never lose your chance for that, but on the other hand you can't always 
achieve it in your time in your way. 

I had to laugh yesterday when I was asked to say a few words about how the Parmelia 
Hotel was negotiated to replace the Adeiphi. The 25th anniversary of the opening of 
Parmelia was celebrated yesterday and they wanted somebody who had been involved. 
They had three people, myself about how the thing was negotiated, then Noel Semmens 
who talked about some of the great things that had happened related to tourism, and then 
the architect involved explained how they'd put everything together, both for the original 
hotel and then the big extensions that took place. They were three fairly short speeches but 
they all added up nicely without any collaboration, which was the interesting thing. They 
all stuck to their last and covered what they were told to cover. 

But that was a classic example of seeing an opportunity on that memorable, wet, windy, 
miserable Sunday night when I had to take Sir Halford Reddish to St Lawrence Church and 
the hotel had failed miserably this day. The heating didn't work and the plumbing didn't 
work. At some stage Lady Reddish had jammed her finger in the door. You know, 
everything was wrong. Sir Halford was in a very, very bad mood this day. That's when I 
saw the opportunity of saying: "We just haven't got an international standard hotel. Why 
don't you and your friend Lord McAlpine...." (that's McAlpine the senior) "....why don't 
you get together with your influence and your experience," bearing in mind, of course, 
Lord McAlpine senior was very heavily involved with Dorchester and Reddish himself had 
a permanent suite in the Dorchester in London. 

RJ You have covered this before. 

COURT Yes. But that was a case of seizing an opportunity. But that was still only a 
cog in the wheel, don't forget. It was just helping us along the road of adding value, getting 
variety of investment, going a little bit higher, a notch up here, a notch up there. But it's all 
part of the greater concept. If we lose that concept we're going to lose a great vision, not 
only for our State, but for Australia because I have always been very, very conscious, 
rightly or wrongly, and never so much so as when I was Premier, about the vulnerability of 
Australia because of Western Australia being so undeveloped. 

We still have the situation where all our most important energy developments are offshore. 
You don't have to be very smart to work out how vulnerable they are, apart from the 
natural human things that occur to interfere with the operations of these things. But you 
don't have to be very smart to realise just how vulnerable those things are, a long way out 
to sea in very deep water in a cyclonic area. It's to the credit of the people who have built 
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those things, designed those things and supervised those things that they've been so reliable 
in times of cyclones, in times of adversity. That applies to the iron ore ports as well as to 
the rig out to sea, with more to follow. 

But I just come back to the point that they're all part of the great conception. If you're here 
in 20 years time you'd see at least three North West Shelf projects. You're in real world 
class when you get that big! Bearing in mind, of course, experience shows that there'll be 
progressively more oil, and not only natural gas found. Never forget that the natural gas 
found in each of those projects varies immeasurably. Some of them have very high 
proportions of condensates which have the high fractions of oil from which you get your 
transport-type fuels. So you don't have to be very smart. If you're prepared to think this way 
and keep thinking this way and keep working this way, the great concept of Western 
Australia, not only becoming a great productive part of Australia - bearing in mind we 
already earn 25 per cent of the nation's export and by 1997 by my calculations that will be 
up to 30 per cent, if we're allowed to - and I emphasise, if we're allowed to. [In other words 
if the Commonwealth Government does not abuse its position under the Constitution and 
prevent WA achieving its potential.] We've got to make sure we keep our vision going all 
the time. 

Coincidental with this, with our increased sophistication and our increased acceptance 
internationally, we've just got to keep on fighting to get some of the more sophisticated 
industries to underpin the basic industries like rural products, whether it's wheat, oats, 
barley and meat and wool. In addition to that we've got to become increasingly important 
internationally in horticulture which is a very profitable market if you develop the quality-
type product; much more transportable than they used to be. 

We develop this expertise that won't be so dependent on population. In my day the whole 
emphasis when you went internationally, they'd say: "Oh, but you haven't got the 
population to give you a basic home market." Now there are products today that you can 
develop where the home market is not so important. We're starting to demonstrate already 
that there are ways in which we can feed into the competitive Asian market with carefully 
selected industries, where we learn to do something well. Quality, delivery, service. You 
just keep concentrating on the things that you've learned to do well, in addition to our 
natural advantage through natural resources. 

So that's a summary of the things that were in my mind, quite apart from the policy 
document. Unfortunately you can never get elected on a vision. People want to know the 
nitty-gritty of what you're going to do for education, health, transport, culture, recreation; 
you name it. So you become very much inhibited by what the public wants to know and 
what the media insists that you spell out. More and more as time passes on, even less than 
the time when we were elected in '59, they will not accept any great philosophical 
predictions for the future. They want the nitty-gritty nuts-and-bolts things spelt out, which 
becomes very inhibiting sometimes. 

So that's up to the leader to have these great visions of where he wants to go, and to not 
only have them but believe in them. You don't achieve them all but at least you leave your 
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mark by taking them up a notch or two on the steady march forward to achieve what you 
believe is right. 

I think we're going to be under challenge more and more in the next century about 
population and about sharing with the world. The best way to overcome that is to anticipate 
it, and be doing it, and then people can't point the finger at you. You can get a jump ahead. 

We made the Japanese steel industry possible with coal and iron ore, in a sensible way, 
working to our advantage as well as to theirs. When you look at it today, Japan needed the 
stability of Australia and the big supplies of iron ore and the big supplies of coal, at the 
best economic distance. They could then shop around and keep us honest by buying from 
some of these remoter markets like Brazil and so on. But nevertheless, the basic ability we 
had to supply over long, long periods was the key to them becoming the great steelmaker 
that they were in which, by the way, they're now going to be surpassed by other countries. 
But they've performed their role and they're retreating now from a target of about 140 
million tons a year of steel back to something below 100. They'll do that better because 
they'll be producing higher grade steels and more valuable steel products and letting other 
countries like Taiwan and Korea and mainland China do the chunky stuff. 

RJ Was there anything, as closely as you and Dave Brand worked together, 
that you felt now I'm not deputy I can now do, that I couldn't do then? 

COURT To be quite honest about it I'd have to say no, because you realise we 
started from a standing start in '59. We were behind scratch if anything and so we had to 
reverse that for a start. Having regard that we did come from a standing start, we were a 
claimant State, we got rid of the Grants Commission. We were then full steam ahead with 
an unprecedented marriage with national and international finance and expertise and 
markets. You know I can't say that there was a thing that I was inhibited in doing in that 
time [ie, David Brand's time]. That's why I prefaced my remarks earlier when I said you 
must realise that I had the great philosophical approach to what this State should be doing 
in 1959 and the run-up to 1959. So it was really taking over from that point onward and 
going forward to at least notch up a few more successes towards that goal. 

But it will take a long time before we ever achieve that goal. In fact, by the time we see that 
in sight we'll have other goals anyhow. But it would be wonderful to be back here in 100 
years time and see a much increased population, a different sort of population, and 
completely different technology and hopefully, hopefully, with the same philosophical 
objectives: playing our part in the national scene and helping our nation to be so good and 
so creative and so outgoing that no-one has a chance to challenge us because the day you're 
challenged, there's not much we can do about it. 

RJ You just said 'different sort of population'. What are you expecting to 
happen in the next 100 years? 
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COURT Well you're going to see a different mix of people, whether you like it or 
not. We've just got to learn to do again, and again, and again, what we did so successfully 
in the absorption of population in the postwar period and right up till the time when we 
went out of government or at least the time when I retired. We had been very successful in 
a positive programme of assimilation. It's almost a dirty word today when you talk about 
assimilation. I can't imagine any other way to develop a country. 

It's only a few weeks ago that I went to the St Andrew's day function where you see the 
Scots in all their glory. Very proud people wearing their kilts and playing bagpipes and 
eating haggis. Wonderful stuff' But deep down very, very much Australians. I quote that as 
a classic example of people who are quite nationalistic when it comes to their traditions, 
but very nationalistic in their concept of a total Australia and very much opposed to the 
attempts being made to misrepresent this multicultural business, which is very sad - again 
due to lack of proper leadership. But if these various forces that come here become very 
much part of Australia but at the same time do what the Scotties have done and what other 
people have done, bring their lovely things to us. We don't shun them, we get involved in 
them, enjoy them. I thoroughly enjoyed myself at the St Andrew's night function. When 
you boil it down there were kilts and sporrans and bagpipes and haggis and highland 
dancing. A lovely night, all done well, and all done with a great pride. But basically 
Australians. There's no reason why other people can't do the same thing. 

We've seen this happen with Italians. We've seen it happen with all these other races in our 
day when we used to encourage these people to remember their past, like we remember our 
past from England or Ireland, Scotland or Wales. Remember their past, but do so in the 
great concept of one Australia, one people, one law, one fair go for all. 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library 
Building on 25th January 1994. 

Sir Charles, before we look more closely at your period in government, with the 1974 
election you saw quite some change in the House in that there had been no woman in the 
Legislative Assembly and June Craig came into that Assembly. You had one woman only 
in the Council, Lyla Elliot. After the '74 election she was joined by Margaret McAleer and 
Grace Vaughan. Did these women coming into the House make any noticeable changes to 
the conduct of members, in your view? 

COURT Not to my knowledge. I can't recall they sat up straighter or they dressed 
better or they smiled more or they spoke more kindly at party meetings or spoke more 
kindly in Parliament. I can't recall any of our people that had to change their habits. They 
were respectful to women and reasonably respectful to most people anyhow, so there was 
no dramatic change that took place then. We never expected there to be, and it was made 
very clear to all concerned that once you became a member of Parliament you were just 
part of the traditions and the procedures of Parliament. 
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That came to a head, I think, in the day when.... I think it was Alex Panton was Speaker 
and Dame Cardell-Oliver made her appearance with those famous hats of hers, and he 
objected - it was before my day, I might add - objected to her wearing a jolly great hat in 
Parliament. But that's another story. That was a little private war that went on for a while, I 
gather from people like McLarty and others who used to talk about it, and what Dame 
Florence used to tell me herself. But I can't recall any real change. 

Don't forget when June Craig stood for Parliament I went out and actively worked for her. I 
think I've told you before that when we went down to some of the sawmills that were then 
in her electorate and places where there were predominantly male employees, I had much 
less problem in campaigning for her in those situations than I did when you were dealing 
with a lot of lady electors. That was something quite remarkable in my mind. I thought 
that, especially among some of the blue-collar workers, that there'd be a bit of a resentment 
to a woman, there'd be a bit of cynicism about it; there might even be a bit of sarcasm and a 
bit of heckling and that sort of thing, but there wasn't at all. The campaigning in those 
places went very smoothly and quite effectively and, as you know, she was duly elected 
and elected well. But there was still more resentment amongst the female side of the 
electors than amongst the male. 

RJ You have covered this before, yes. 

COURT So I'd been through that, I'd been through the election with June and, of 
course, to a lesser extent with Margaret McAleer. I'd known her [Margaret] for many years, 
mainly through her father and mother when we first used to go to Geraldton campaigning, 
and my experience with her father in the first election when Dick Burt was elected. So she 
was no stranger to either Rita or myself. 

LU Once you were in office - it's common today to poll the electorate to see 
what people are feeling about the things that are going on. Did you ever become involved 
in that? 

COURT I can't recall it. I can't recall us ever going out and having polls like they 
have today. Almost every time the wind changes they want to have another poll. The party 
might have done something about it, but even then I can't recall it and I can't remember 
them ever coming to me and expressing concern. I have told you about the one incident 
leading up to the '77 election where the Labor Party was running a campaign on the basis 
that I was a square and wowser and Victorian in my ways and so on. 

Ri You have told us this too. 

COURT They got all panicky about that after doing their own poll or survey, 
whatever they did. But I used to warn ministers about it and I practised it myself too: "Get 
out and hear for yourself." You're not so much interested in the tycoons and you're not 
interested so much in the hard-core supporters that you've got because you expect them to 
be nice to you, you expect them to say the things you want to hear. But you've got to get 
out to very, very ordinary people. Whether you're in the country, whether you're up north, 
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whether you're out at a mine, whether at a port, whether at a sporting function, it's part of 
your technique to get to know what the real people are saying about real things. 

Unfortunately many members of Parliament think that the big issues of the day are the 
things that the average elector wants to talk about, and often they're not the least bit 
interested. They see a headline in the paper and they see it recur several times, and in many 
cases they say: "Oh that's for somebody else. I can't understand that." But my word, they're 
mighty interested in some small issues. It might be to do with their town, it might be to do 
with their water rates, it might be to do with their local hospital, it could be any one of a 
thousand things, but they are important to them. It might be about their local school or 
some thing which on its own is not a nation-shattering thing. But, you know, the big things 
are made up of little things and if people are happy about those things, they're going to be 
happy about the big things. In other words, they get confidence in the system that 
somebody's doing something about it, and they feel relaxed. 

Now I had my own system which I thought I had told you previously about, about the bus 
stops in St Georges Terrace. 

RJ You told me off-tape, Sir Charles, not on, as far as I remember. 

COURT Well, that simple thing (and people used to laugh about it) but never at 
intervals longer than two weeks; preferably once a week, even if I couldn't do the whole 
lot. 

But go back to the Superannuation Building in the Terrace, opposite Government House 
there, and you just envisage St George's Terrace. You walk right up where the bus stops are 
and then back the other side. I woke up to the fact that the buses are bringing people in and 
taking people out from the central city back to their suburbs. So you're meeting an 
extraordinary cross-section of people. You have to do it leisurely - and you've got to do it 
on your own. I don't know about today, it's probably different today, but don't forget at that 
time we were on TV a lot and you're in the newspapers so you're pretty recognisable. 

About mid-afternoon I found was a good time. People were probably - especially women 
with children and older people - they're going home, they've done their shopping, and some 
of them would be tired and a bit irritable, or the children would be a bit irritable and so on. 
It's not a bad time to talk to people because they will usually tell you what they really think, 
and that's what you want to know. 

Well, it was a fairly long trek right up on one side and down the other, bearing in mind you 
couldn't go very fast. Once somebody recognises you it's amazing; they want to talk to you, 
even if they want to tell you something that they're angry about, or something about one of 
your ministers, or something about yourself. You're getting at the real truth from real 
people, and it's those people, the mass of those people, that elect governments. 

END OF TAPE 114 SIDE B 
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COURT As you know I was not very keen on any security. I had a simple 
philosophy that if you, as the Premier, are seen to have security around you, somehow or 
other it stirs up something in people, whereas on your own in a country like this (and I have 
a great love of our country, a great faith in our country) I just couldn't bear the thought of 
having somebody walk with me up and down on St Georges Terrace in my own town, in 
my own country; Ijust couldn't bear the thought of it. 

But it worked very well. It was amazing the number of people who would stop and it 
would take quite a lot of time. You were a fool if you didn't listen - even the angry ones 
because they might be getting a message to you that you wouldn't otherwise get. Now that's 
not professional polling, that's a very amateurish way but a very effective way of dealing 
with a greater cross-section of people; bearing in mind that very few of those would be 
going out to Nedlands by comparison with those who were going to suburbs on the south 
of river, suburbs in the northern part of the metropolitan area. But you did get a very wide 
cross-section. I didn't find it irksome, by the way, I found it quite pleasant. 

I could relate to a lot of those people through my mother and father and I think that helped 
me quite a bit. You know through some of them I could almost see my mother giving me a 
lecture. [laughs] But you're stupid if you don't listen and the people like to feel that you do 
listen. So in spite of all the nonsense you hear about me and arrogance and all this sort of 
stuff, it wasn't in my nature to be anything but receptive to these people and, as I say, I 
never found it irksome, and I got to a stage when I used to rather enjoy it; plus the fact it 
gave me a source of information that you wouldn't get out of any of these professional polls 
because you were dealing with real people about real things. 

Ri But would people really raise with you their real concerns? How would you 
get them started? How would you encourage them to tell you? 

COURT I didn't have to. When you've been on TV every night and you're in the 
paper every day, I mean you do become reasonably well-known. 

RJ Sure, but if I was standing on a bus stop and I saw you walking down the 
Terrace, I would hardly walk up to you and say, "Sir Charles, I disagree with you over so-
and-so." 

COURT Well, I've got a message for you; it's not quite like that. A variety of people. 
I'll give you the beginning of some conversations: "You're not the Premier are you? You 
look like the Premier." I said, "Well, I happen to be the Premier." Well then you're in, and 
it might be just a nice little message. You know: "You're doing well," or "I think you're 
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doing well and my family supports you," and that sort of thing. Well, somebody else, 
having seen the conversation start is then into you about something, and the clever thing 
then, of course, was to disengage [discreetly without becoming trapped]. But you had one 
salvation or one redeeming thing and that was the bus is going to come [laughs] and take 
the people away. You weren't going to be kept there for too long. So it had method in its 
madness and you could sometimes just wave them goodbye. 

But they could never say, ever once could they say, that you weren't prepared to stop and 
talk to them, and I'd like to feel that I did show a fairly relaxed attitude and that I did listen. 
I can only say that I did it as, not as a routine, but something that I believed was important. 
I didn't ask any of the other ministers to do it, by the way, because that might not be quite 
as effective. But the fact that the Premier did it was very important. 

So we felt fairly well clued-up and don't forget when I went into the country or into the 
north (Pilbara, Kimberley and so on) it was much easier to be close to people there. But 
again you'd be wise to talk to people, not only the road board or the shire council or people 
like that, or your local Liberal Party, but try and find out some other people. You're 
building up a store of knowledge all the time because it's all about people. 

RJ When you took over government you became the Treasurer as well. Now I 
know you'd worked closely with Treasury when you were a minister under Sir David 
Brand but how did you go about putting your stamp on that portfolio? How did you operate 
as Treasurer? 

COURT I was very fortunate. First of all I had the professional background and the 
senior Treasury officers (you get people like Townsing and McCarrey and others), they 
don't resent having somebody who knows a bit about it. On the contrary, it makes life 
easier for them because more often than not they are trying to give pieces of paper and 
explanations to a treasurer who has either not had a lot of experience in business, not had a 
lot of experience in finance, and probably is completely out of his or her depth. Therefore, 
when somebody comes along that has the professional background, rather than the senior 
public servants, who in that case would be the Under-Treasurer and his assistant, rather 
than them resent it, they welcome it because they can sit down and discuss the planning of 
the budget well in advance. They can sit down and discuss how this year is going and try 
and anticipate what's coming up next year. 

Now if you try and formulate a budget in the last four or five weeks before a budget is 
brought down, you've got no chance of having a properly thought out, properly planned 
financial package. It takes months and months to get these things together because if you've 
got good, good people (and we were very blessed with good people) they are watching all 
the time what's coming in from the departments, the demands being made by the 
departments, the lack of control of spending by some of the departments, so that they're not 
only auditing what's happening during the current year, but they're getting ready for the 
next one. They become very knowledgeable about which department you can trust to 
administer their budget, which ones haven't got the faintest idea, and they can maybe put in 
somebody to help to supervise the budget. 
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We had one minister who had a big spending budget but he just didn't have the slightest 
idea how to control his officers and to control the expenditure. When he was confronted 
because he had blown out his budget, and because we had a good Treasury we didn't wait 
till the end of the year (I mean we're now talking about February with the end of the year 
coming up in June) and his retort to me, he said, "You know I'm a minister not a chartered 
accountant." We had to deal with that one pretty severely because you don't have to be a 
chartered accountant or a former bank manager or anything of that kind to be able to 
properly administer a department or administer the budget. You've got plenty of people 
available to you to do that sort of thing and to keep you informed. If you don't keep 
yourself informed you're going to get taken for a ride as sure as God made little apples. But 
on top of that you've got the Treasury which is only too pleased to help. If a minister feels 
that he's a bit out of his depth, he's only got to have a private talk to them (in those days 
anyhow) and they will help him. 

So it was a very good relationship while Townsing and McCarrey were both there, and 
then when McCarrey took over, because McCarrey was groomed for that job, and I always 
felt very comfortable. Don't misunderstand me but I would venture to say that when I went 
to the Loans Council and I went to the Premiers' Conference, there would be no Premier 
there that had worked harder on getting to know the papers and getting to know the 
submission that we were making, as well as what the Commonwealth were putting 
forward, as myself. The Treasury used to love that because when we got into that room, it 
doesn't matter how good your Under-Treasurer was, he couldn't state your case, only the 
minister, only the Premier and/or Treasurer as the case may be, could state the case. 

So we had a very close working relationship. I knew most of the senior officers very well 
and when we were forming the budget we would sit around by the hour because I wanted 
to be informed, first of all on the strategy and secondly when we've got it finalised I'm the 
fellow who's got to sell it to Parliament. I'm the fellow who's got to sell it to the media. I'm 
the fellow who's got to take the arguments to the Premiers' Conference and to the Loans 
Council. It was my nature that I preferred to do that myself, so I was always fully informed. 

We had a very strong Treasury situation. When I dropped out we left a very strong 
Treasury situation because quite a lot of capital works had been done out of revenue which 
is one way of making sure you don't show a "paper" surplus or even a money surplus, and 
at the same time you've done good with it. If you can do capital works out of revenue 
you're saving a future generation having to service loan monies on things that will never 
earn their keep. So we were very proud of our record. But I enjoyed my association with 
the Treasury officers. 

There was one humorous side about it, of course, that some of them were heavy smokers 
and in those days a lot of people smoked, of course. They used to say, when they'd come to 
me and suggest we were going to increase the tax on cigarettes or on tobacco, they'd say, 
"Well, they can't say we're not prepared to tax ourselves," because in some of those 
meetings in the early days (not later but in the early days) it was a smoke-filled room, I can 
tell you. These fellows were very intense; they used to give a lot of themselves. They 
would be puffing away there during these tense moments when we were getting to grips 
with this massive, great, financial situation. I was a non-smoker but I'm just trying to think. 
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I think there were three of them who were very heavy smokers, and so they used to say: 
"Well, you can quote in the Parliament when people complain about it that all the Treasury 
officers that recommended the tax are all heavy smokers and they're going to pay the tax," 
not that that got us very far. I can't recall any of them who smoke now but in those days 
they were, like so many people, quite heavy smokers. But it never worried me; I just used 
to press on, smoke and all. 

RJ Have you ever smoked in your life? 

COURT Oh, a little during the war, and a little bit after, but the thing that cured me 
of smoking is I can't bear having things in my pockets. [laughs] So having to carry 
cigarettes and lighters and matches and things around, it used to irk me so it was no great 
virtue, I can tell you. I think I've told you how Rita stopped smoking after the war. 

RJ No, not that I remember. 

COURT Well, she expected me to carry all the (Craven A it was in those days) 
cigarettes and the lighters or matches, as the case might be. I wasn't carrying them for 
myself. So I said, "Look, if you want to smoke that's your business but you've got to carry 
your own things," and she never smoked after that so that was quite easy. So for many, 
many years neither of us smoked. Then, of course, you must realise for many years after I 
first met Rita I didn't drink either. 

RJ Why? 

COURT I just didn't want to, and even during the war I didn't drink very much 
alcohol I'm talking about; plenty of other things. So I've never been a very heavy drinker. 

RJ What about today? What would you....? 

COURT I drink even less today. I could go for two or three weeks without having 
any alcohol at all, not because there's any virtue but occasionally I do feel like the odd 
drink. It might be a very hot day after gardening or something like that. Also after I've had 
one drink it's got no taste. I don't know if there's something wrong with me but what's the 
use of drinking the next one if it doesn't have any special taste about it? Enjoy the first one. 
So really I don't drink very much at all. [There are occasions of an official and social nature 
when I might have wine or spirits but never very much - especially if I have to give an 
address.] 

RJ And what about your sons? 

COURT Oh, they all drink but not to excess - I hope. They don't seem to anyhow. 
They seem to do it all in moderation, and that's what it's all about. 

RJ You were also Minister Co-ordinating Economic and Regional 
Development; how did you go about that portfolio? 
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COURT There was a good reason for that. Don't forget we brought into the Cabinet 
some new ministers. Take somebody like Mensaros and people like that, they had had no 
ministerial experience and we'd had that twelve dramatic years of development, and that 
was mighty hard work. You know those industries were literally cajoled, coaxed, you name 
it; it was mighty hard work. I don't think the present generation understands how hard it 
was to start from nothing, in fact behind scratch, and having to do what we did, including 
the major international-sized mineral projects which were the biggest of their kind in the 
world at that time. 

But some of the smaller ones were more difficult than the big ones because once you got 
on course with a big one, you're dealing with people that had plenty of staff, plenty of 
knowledge, plenty of money, markets - all that sort of thing. All you had to do was 
coordinate it and bring it together. But when you're dealing with some of the lesser ones, 
they didn't have the organisation, didn't have the staff, they didn't have the money, they 
were probably nervous and wanting the government to do more and more for them. So 
some of those which were absolutely vital to get a cross-section, a diversity of interest, you 
had to work mighty hard for them. In fact, 70 per cent of all of my activities as Minister for 
Industrial Development were on small and medium-size businesses, and 70 per cent of the 
department's activities. I think I've explained how we know that because when Jim 
Macartney was getting pretty testy about us, he put somebody in to have a look at it. 

Ri And you did put that on tape. 

COURT We kept that going but that is the hard work. Strangely enough, going after 
those littlies and the medium-size ones is much more demanding and much more 
frustrating than going for the big ones because the big ones you've got to target. You know 
what they want, you know what their markets are and you know they've got the ability. So 
once you've got something they need, it's only a matter of unlocking the doors and getting 
the thing rolling along. But a lot of these other ones, they're doubtful about their own 
finance, about their markets; they're nervous about expanding from a little quarter acre 
block into something bigger. But they are tremendously important; that's the great diversity 
that you want. Per million pounds of capital investment, those industries employ many 
more men than a mining company because the intensity of labour and the skills of labour in 
those places are quite different. 

You see, if you get a little engineering shop that would be regarded as, say, small or 
medium-size, it might start off with ten; it could finish up with 20, 30, 40, 50 people. Now 
that 50 people in that works in terms of their output, in terms of their wealth creation in 
proportion to the amount of capital invested in those works, would be infinitely greater 
than, say, a big iron ore mine or a big bauxite or nickel mine in terms of the actual money 
invested in a mine. This is because the intensity of labour, the skills that are involved on 
that particular type of work could even be producing spare parts. It could be producing the 
replacement parts for one of the big mines. But while they're working on that piece of 
metal to produce something that has got a lot of skill in it, their concentration of labour, 
and the value they produce, is infinitely greater proportionately than, say, the same number 
of men working in a mine. 
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But the mine is essential. People don't seem to understand if you haven't got the mine you 
don't create the consequential growth. It's got to be built, it's got to be serviced, and the 
more sophisticated they get, of course, like North West Shelf, the more the demands on 
these people back in the capital cities with their expertise. So it's the consequential growth. 

Now, because I'd had all that experience, I felt it was wise, as Premier, to have that 
coordinating role so that without hurting anybody's feelings, if I had to get involved, say to 
go and help with a negotiation, I could do so as of right without a minister feeling that the 
Premier had pushed him aside. So with all of the ministers concerned I was always talking 
to them, and as things went along the track they became better and better at it, so you'd feel 
more relaxed if they were off negotiating. 

Andrew Mensaros had a great brain but he had a problem with his articulation. He spoke 
rather quietly and he never really mastered the language in terms of speaking it. He was 
superbly good in terms of written English but it used to be a little bit of a worry with some 
of the negotiators. They used to come to me and say: "Look, we're having difficulty in 
really understanding what Andrew's on about and vice versa." But we overcame that. [I 
helped tactfully and] when they got to know him better they realised that he had a very 
good brain and that he was very committed to our type of private-enterprise approach. 
Thus we overcame that. But that was one of the great problems with Andrew. There was a 
certain amount of resentment amongst our members, our own backbench members that he 
was so up-front and yet even in the party room they'd have some difficulty in 
comprehending what he was trying to convey to them. But I weighed one against the other. 

It was also one of the reasons why I retained that coordinating role, because if I found that 
we were having some difficulty with, say, BHP or RTZ or CRA or one of these people, I 
could without any problems, without hurting any of his feelings, step in and sort it all out. 

So that's why I took that portfolio. Also it made some of our potential investors feel more 
comfortable that, without upsetting the minister, they could come to me if they wanted to. 

RI And to what extent did they need to? 

COURT Not often, but don't forget I saved them a lot of the trouble because I was in 
and out all the time. I know that's been criticised. The Commonwealth used to criticise it 
because of the way I used to bob up at their meetings, whereas they'd expect an officer to 
come along. Well, it wasn't like that. I learnt that from Playford. When he went to meetings 
and it was supposed to be officers with the Commonwealth, they'd find sitting at the end of 
the room would be old Tom. When he was Premier he'd often be there as minister for 
something else! [laughs] He'd apologise because the minister was too busy and: "Will the 
Premier do?" he always used to say and, of course, he was the one who knew most about it 
anyhow. But I learnt a lot from old Tom. Okay, maybe today you don't do it that way but I 
doubt whether we were so far wrong. 

Australia is going to be in a development mode for another 100 years at least. People have 
got the idea we've made it; we've only started! We'll be in a development mode so the 
whole staffing of the government has to be oriented towards a developing mode. You 
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might wonder why I had so many engineers in key positions. If I haven't told you about it, 
there was a very simple reason, because I believed, maybe influenced by my great affection 
and admiration for Dumas and then John Parker, that the very nature of their training is 
they're more visionary. You know they can see the possibility of a dam, the possibility of a 
bridge, the possibility of a railway, the possibility of a port. Now the average 
administrative fellow, it doesn't matter how good he is sitting in a government department, 
he doesn't have to think about those things. Some of them maybe, but most of them are 
more concerned with making sure that the administration, the management, runs smoothly, 
and the books balance, and all that sort of thing. They feel that's doing a good job, but you 
want MORE than that in a State like this because for at least the next 100 years we're going 
to be in development mode - or we should be. That's why I'm fearful of the federal 
government interfering as they have done before, and still are, because it's only local 
people with a vision who will see these things and be prepared to go on out and give it a go 
and get somebody to look at it. 

That's the reason why I had so many engineers which was resented at the time because 
those who were the sort of professional administrator/manager types, they could see these 
people getting a considerable amount of influence. I mean look at "Parker's parliament" - 
not that he was unpleasant about it or that he ruled with a rod of iron or anything like that - 
far from it. He had a great capacity to deal with other departments, to deal with local 
authorities, to deal with ministers and so on. But the important thing about those people, 
they did have vision. You go back to your C Y O'Connors, you go back to the Dumas. 

You see it was Dumas that could see the possibility when Musaddiq misbehaved and 
kicked out Anglo-Iranian out of there. It was Dumas who, of course, did the original 
reconnaissance of the Ord dam. It was Dumas (and then later Parker) that was enthusiastic 
about that - not the Agricultural Department, not some of the other departments; not even 
the Treasury who saw it as another headache. [laughs] But they [the engineers] were the 
sort of people who also are used to living in remote areas when they're doing their work. 
They go to build a dam. Even if it's in the South West, or they go to build a dam up in the 
North, or they're going to build a railway or a port or something, when they first go there in 
these remote areas, they're usually without any infrastructure, and they've got an amazing 
capacity to launch these things and get them going. 

Now the young engineer who was sent up to build the diversion dam in Kununurra, was a 
young fellow called Roy Hamilton. When I say young, he's now retired, so time marches 
on. He's still not all that old; in fact he's living at Kununurra. But he was living at this very 
remote area, no infrastructure at all, and a very inefficient port of Wyndham to work 
through to get cement in and supplies in and to supervise contractors and bring in men to 
this very remote area. They had to be looked after, they had to be fed, and the contractors 
and others had to be coordinated and kept up to the specification - all this sort of thing. 
Now he was a very young man and he seemed to take it all in his stride. 
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That's the very nature of the animals. It's part of their [training and their commitment]. I'm 
talking about civil engineers now. For that reason I learnt to respect them. I also found they 
weren't too bad at budgets. They seemed somehow or other to keep a finger on budgets. I'm 
not saying they didn't sometimes blow out but in the main they were usually pretty tight on 
controlling budgets and manpower and that type of thing. So I had a soft spot for them. 

END OF TAPE 115 SIDE A 
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COURT Now I sense that the so-called professional administrators and managers in 
government are now in the ascendancy again, and you'll see it will affect the general thrust 
of government. I hope that we can get these people back into the development mode. Of 
course your administrators are important, and of course you've got to have them, and of 
course they're senior and so on, but you've got to have this engineering mentality that can 
see the possibilities and get excited about doing something. Without these infrastructure 
things, often built in remote areas [where would WA be]? For example, when you think of 
some of the roads that were first built up there, it was horrendous having to get them built 
in some of those areas. Today it's much different; you've got air-conditioned cabins and 
you've got decent sort of cooking with gas and all this sort of stuff. You're looking at a 
completely different animal, you're building different sorts of roads. But it was those 
people, going back to the Digby Leachs, and before them the [Ron] Duncans and others, 
that got these things built and, without exception they were engineers. 

I think I've flogged that enough because I know it upsets some of the conventional 
administrators and managers, all of whom have their role to play. But you do have to have 
somebody; preferably, of course, if you've got a minister who's got a vision and then he can 
harness these people. It's the ideal because these fellows, once they're pointed in the right 
direction, they'll push a minister because they just love to get out and do these things. 

Can I add something else to that? You know these huge agreements we had, where the 
engineering of those was mammoth. I mean, when you think of the hundreds and 
hundreds of miles of heavy standard gauge railway that had to be built in virgin land and 
sometimes over rivers that could be dry for nine months of the year and then all of a 
sudden flood their banks 30 miles and that sort of thing, and all of these harbours and 
towns. Admittedly they were going to be built by private enterprise [but it all involved 
engineers]. 

Now under the agreements these people who were going to undertake the development and 
do the paying (they had to progressively make their submissions), they weren't dealing with 
ordinary public servants. They would tell you if you go back to them, Madigan and others 
like that, it was a dream dealing with these people because they understood what they were 
talking about. You know if they were talking about a railway or a bridge or a port or 
something like that, you were talking to people who knew what they were talking about, 
knew what standards [applied], and so they could talk about the technicalities of standards 
and all of the things that went with these HUGE projects. 

Now, because we had those sorts of people there, when we got to the point of approving 
the project to actually commence construction, in some cases they literally wheeled in the 
submissions on trolleys. They were mountains high and in those files each one had an 
engineering appreciation, an engineering plan, programme, call it what you will, about its 
part in this great construction. Now the interesting thing is that when they finally brought 
in the lot, it was possible for me to sign the clearance for them to get on with the job, in 
one case in a matter of hours and in another case a matter of two or three days. 

The reason for it was that the work had been done progressively all the time, so that when 
the final pile came in it wasn't a question of starting to go through all of these like you'd 
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find in some government departments today; it had all been done progressively. The 
department had locked that one up and then the next one, then the next one. So these huge 
engineering things of hundreds of miles of railway, water supplies, power supplies, towns, 
harbours, which in themselves are gigantic, if you're doing piece by piece and you've got 
competent engineers that are approving it in the utmost detail, it follows that when you get 
to the final crunch, when you want a signature you're going to get it in a very short time. 

I can't recall anything from those great projects (and they were huge) where we've had 
reason to regret the approvals we gave. When you think of some of those bridges across 
rivers that might be dry nine months of the year and then all of a sudden get into flood, and 
some of those bridges are quite works of engineering skill in themselves. So that's the 
reason why I was oriented towards engineers for that type of work, without any discredit at 
all on the administrative/management-type public servants. 

RJ In April 1975, we have a major flood which saw the Goddard Creek bridge 
washed away, and you've got some photographs of that which we were going to lodge in 
the library.' What was the story of that episode and how did the State Government and the 
Commonwealth Government negotiate over that? 

COURT You are talking about the transcontinental railway now? 

RJ Yes, we are. 

COURT I think you have those pictures. 

RJ Yes, Ihave. 

COURT Well, periodically you get the 50-year flood, the 100-year flood, and so on, 
with these things. In all of your planning the engineers are very good at this and they will 
warn you: "We are building this for a 25-year flood, a 50-year flood, a 100-year flood." Of 
course, the cost goes up. The structure increases in sophistication and the type of structure 
used so as to counter the flood, and they're pretty good at it especially if they have good old 
records. But they can make their predictions. 

But that was a classic case, of course, where no-one had ever foreshadowed that there was 
going to be this HUGE deluge a long, long way north of the transcontinental railway. I'm 
not quite sure of the location but I think it would be in the Three Rivers area, what is 
known as the Three Rivers area, and when that sort of flood takes place it's irresistible. It 
finds its way down watercourses that mightn't have had water in them for 20, 30, 40, 50 
years or more. The reason why this was so devastating was the fact that it was 
unprecedented, as far as I could ascertain, and it was heading straight for the trans. line. We 
were transporting, and still are transporting, a lot of freight (equipment and other things) on 
the trans. line, because don't forget the standard gauge railway from Kalgoorlie to Perth 

1The photographs were lodged in the Battye Library Photographic Collection in 1993 (day book P40/32). 
They had not been accessioned at the time this transcript was prepared (RJ). 
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had been completed back in my day when I was Minister for Railways. So it was in full 
swing by then and carrying a lot of freight and, in fact, the quantities were going up and 
exceeding all of our predictions. 

So we had a great dependence on the railway. We had the road further south which was 
very useful, but for the first time it brought it home to me that the total amount of tonnage 
carried on that road was surprisingly small when measured against the railway. So it wasn't 
just a question of doubling up on the road if the railway failed. You might increase it but 
you wouldn't get it to anything like what you needed. 

Now, coinciding with that, another thing happened. A freight service, a sea freight service, 
that we had from the Eastern States round to Fremantle, had proved to be uneconomic at 
that point. It could have been influenced by the standard gauge railway anyhow. So that 
ceased operating and although that wouldn't have been the complete answer it was 
nevertheless another string to our bow if we had to bring essential supplies from the 
Eastern States across. So when we got the prediction that it was going to sever the railway, 
we naturally had to spring into action. So without waiting for it we started to plan. 

We talked to the Commonwealth because it was their railway and they didn't seem the least 
bit perturbed about it; it's typical Eastern States' stuff. If it had been somewhere between 
Melbourne and Sydney there would have been all hell let loose, you know, 
EVERYTHING would have been moving. The Army would have been moved in and 
everything, but poor old Western Australia, what does it matter? That's how I came to do a 
very thorough analysis of the alternatives such as the road, the east-west road, and the 
possible freight services - sea freight services. So obviously we had to get this railway back 
into action. 

Now to my great amazement, when it actually happened it was obviously quite devastating. 
It was quite remarkable how this river came down and just took the railway away. Two 
things worried me: one was, how are we going to maintain communications between east 
and west? It brought home the point of how much we were dependent on them for 
manufactured goods and equipment which they were doing very well out of in selling to 
Western Australia because we didn't have a big enough manufacturing base in the west. 

The other thing that caused me consternation was that the engineers and the scientists said, 
"Look, this river is in such force that it will go straight through and it will take the road 
away." It's quite a long way from the railway down to the road, but still they explained: "It's 
come so far so fast." Then they came up with the idea that the only things that would save 
it were these massive caves, limestone caves, in the Nullarbor Plain, in the desert country 
there. They said that there were so many of them, and they're so big and deep that with any 
luck the water will flow into there and not eventually go down and dissect the road. 

Well, as it happened, it never got to the road although we were having checks made on it 
from the air just to keep good information and good intelligence about how the river was 
flowing. 
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So then we were faced with this idea: how quickly do we get that railway back? With just 
absolute nonchalance, the Commonwealth told the minister concerned that they thought 
they could get it operating in three months. Just imagine us cut off for three months 
because we do buy a tremendous amount of manufactured goods, clothing, food in 
particular, plus equipment and so on, from the Eastern States. No ocean freight available at 
this moment. We no doubt could have whistled up some but it takes time. The road not 
able to cope. 

So I got my people in, with the minister, and we said, "What are we going to do?" They 
said, "Right. We've got some pretty dedicated teams that are kept together for no other 
reason than dealing with derailments and emergencies. They're a special type of force that 
are used to this sort of thing when the main thing is to get the railway moving again. But 
usually they're dealing with twisted and broken wagons and locomotives and all this sort of 
thing, and twisted railway lines. They can easily get in a detour, and they get a railway 
going on dry land within 12-24 hours - admittedly on a detour and very slowly but at least 
you keep the thing running until you can bring about your permanent repairs. 

So they came back and said, "Look, we want to take this on. We reckon we can get that 
done in a few days. We'll have to go down to the forest and get certain types of trees that 
are suitable for these piles because if we're doing it at all we've got to do it on a basis that 
it's going to last." They had it all worked out. There were plenty of sleepers available and 
rails were no problem, they could get them. 

So they put forward a programme and we then hit on the idea of taking the passenger train 
out to the western side of the break so that the troops that were going to do the repair could 
live in the train. They had kitchens and everything on board. Although they were stuck out 
in the desert there, they could live in reasonable comfort because they were going to work 
long hours and it can get pretty hot out there. I got in touch with the minister and they 
seemed to be pretty excited about this. This was a great challenge. We're going to show 
these people in the east how to do it. 

Well it's now history, and you've got the pictures.' They went out and got the timber out of 
the forest, special types of poles that they needed to be strong enough and big enough to 
take trains going across there. All of the equipment which they had was from their normal 
break-down type of things. They had plenty of lifting capacity, all that sort of thing. They 
were able to take this train right up to the edge and live there in reasonable comfort. They 
worked long hours and because of the train they had plenty of power to have lights so they 
could work at night, and they REALLY got stuck into this thing. 

I forget the days (I wouldn't like to hazard a guess but it will be on the pictures) of how 
long, how many days, it took them to get this thing operative. Of course, it shamed the 
people in the east. When they saw the thing was nearly finished they then wanted to be in 
the act. So they started to bring in a work force and materials from the other side, but by 
that time the job had been done. So it was a great credit to our fellows. 

1See footnote p. 1525. 
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We met them when they came back (when I say we, the minister and myself) because you 
want to say thank you to people who do that sort of thing. Okay, they were being paid and 
it was part of their job, but they were doing it on Commonwealth territory. They were 
doing it stuck out in the desert and they got a bit of a thrill out of doing it so well. We gave 
every one of them a full copy of all those pictures, properly mounted, so that they'd have a 
souvenir to be able to tell their grandchildren how they beat those so-and-sos in the Eastern 
States and got the railway going again. 

That's the bridge; when you go over it today it's still there. Of course, you'd be lucky if in 
your lifetime you ever saw any water there again, but it had to be built well, and the few 
times that I've been over it since that was done, I always get a bit of a thrill about making 
sure that I check up on the train and find out when it's going to cross that point, and you 
can sit out the back and have a look at it. 

RJ Whose idea was it to give the men photographs? 

COURT I just can't recall. I knew from the Commissioner that they had taken 
pictures. They did that partly for historic reasons, but engineers are great ones on 
photographic work. These days they do a lot of filming. In this case we didn't have 
contractors because it was our own day labour force that was doing the job on a very 
dedicated basis. But when you've got contractors it often pays to have pictures. In fact, on 
big contracts you have photographers going round all the time, so that they can identify 
particular phases of work and relate to those particular pieces of equipment and so on, and 
particular phases of an engineering contract. It can become very important in determining 
any differences of opinion about overruns and that sort of thing. These days with modern 
videos, of course, it's even more helpful. 

But I just can't recall. I knew the Commissioner told me that they had these pictures that 
they were taking so as to follow each phase of the work. But it could have been the 
Commissioner that might have suggested to the minister and I that we sign a good copy of 
these pictures. Those little things do count. Some of them might not have taken them very 
seriously but others, I'm sure, would have kept them and passed them on to their 
grandchildren and say: "I did it." 

RJ It's some time since you gave me those, but if! remember rightly there was 
also a certificate that was signed. 

COURT That's right. I think the minister and I, maybe the Commissioner also, 
signed it.]  

1A11 three men signed a copy of the certificate. Sir Charles Court as Premier. Ray O'Connor, Minister for 
Transport and R J Pascoe, Commissioner of Railways. A copy of an article in the Sunday Times that marked the 
20th anniversary of the incident is attached, p.  2379. 
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RJ Sir Charles, in that situation, wouldn't normally the Commonwealth have 
been responsible to pay for those repairs? What then happened about financing it? 

COURT I couldn't truthfully say but my guess is that we were so concerned to get 
the thing opened that we wouldn't have even asked them to pay. It was their railway, 
admittedly, but it was quite obvious when they said three months minimum that their 
attitude was wrong, their mental attitude was wrong, and they didn't see the urgency of 
getting this State reconnected again. So I doubt whether we would have treated it as 
anything but another railway smash or derailment or something of that kind, and got it 
fixed and didn't worry about the other part of it. I don't know that we made a big issue 
about it because our concern was to get the thing done. 

END OF TAPE 115 SIDE  
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RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court, held in the offices of Hendry 
Rae and Court on 2 February 1994. 

Sir Charles, in 1974, soon after you came into government, the government was involved 
in a major confrontation with the trade union movement. Your government had introduced 
legislation designed to curb the power of the Transport Workers' Union. It was actually the 
Fuel Energy and Power Resources Bill making it impossible for them to withhold essential 
petrol and oil deliveries. You ended up with quite a deal of protest. The WA Law Society 
became involved. It is claimed that there were protest meetings involving seven to eight 
thousand people, fierce debates in Parliament, and that in fact the legislation was 
eventually amended.' What do you recall about that time? 

COURT I well recall that we had a policy of sorting out this industrial problem. You 
have to realise that this State could have gone on to much greater things in terms of 
processing and other industrial activities if it hadn't have been for the very devilish attitude 
of the unions, particularly those involved in key situations. 

When you look at some of the strikes that we had in Pilbara, for instance, it was an 
absolute disgrace to the left wing of the trade union movement, aided and abetted, of 
course, by the similar factions within the political wing of the Labor Party. 

So, as far as I was concerned something had to be done and it wasn't a question of pussy-
footing around. When you're dealing with those things you have to come out very clearly 
and state what you want and bring down legislation for what you want. You're not dealing 
with a mob of naughty Sunday-School children when you're dealing with these hardline, 
left wing, militant trade unionists. 

You have to realise also, sadly, that Australia's interests are not their interests. At that 
particular stage in our history it was quite apparent that we had people throughout Australia 
whose interests weren't Australia's interests. They could be referred to as international, left 
wing political supporters, agitators, call them what you will. I have recorded the example 
of the trade union leader at Mount Newman when we had the German President there. He 
was quite declamatory in the full hearing of all of his members there that his job wasn't to 
make the company successful, it was to send it broke. Then we'd have to nationalise the 
industry and the State would take it over. That was a reflection of that man. As I've already 
recorded, some of his supporters came and saw me privately. They were distressed about 
the thing, very upset about it. They realised it was their jobs at stake, and here was our 
second biggest customer being insulted, deliberately insulted. 

So that's the mentality of the people you're dealing with. So don't get it wrong when you 
find there was a bit of protest from some of these people and these meetings were stirred 
up. Most of the people attending those meetings would be there by direction and afraid not 
to attend. So that's the people you're dealing with. There's a suggestion that today that 

1 Barbara Hamilton (ed), In Firm Hands 1979, Perth, UWA, p.4. 
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element is not as bad, they're not as strong as they were. I've got my doubts. I think they're 
running very deep. I still don't think that they would put Australia first. 

So we've got to keep this in perspective. Don't forget we're looking back a long way; we're 
looking back 20 years. But that doesn't dim my memory of the events, and the fact that we 
faced up to it quite willingly. We didn't like the idea, but we were quite willing to face up 
to it because we believed we had a responsibility to fight the battle for the State, and in 
fighting the battle for the State we were fighting the battle for the workers. It's quite 
interesting when you are in the middle of a storm like this, the number of people who 
publicly are identified with the protesters, in fact make it clear to you that they're only 
protesting because they're afraid to do anything else. 

I was hoping that we would be able to clear the decks on this industrial thing so that we 
could then reapproach the whole of the question of the mining industry with a view to 
adding value. If you've got this sort of industrial atmosphere, if you've got the sort of 
industrial atmosphere we had in Pilbara, for instance, with those prolonged strikes, no-one 
in their right mind would invest in adding value because the very nature of adding value is 
that you have a bigger work force. It's one of the reasons why you want to have 
programmes to add value so as to increase the amount of employment because you're 
increasing the value of the product that eventually gets sold. Therefore the potential for 
industrial madness is even greater. 

Therefore these unions, because they were against the real interests of the State, their 
attitude towards these new industries is quite different to what yours might be. You'd 
probably find it very hard to understand why they didn't have the brains to say: "Let's 
encourage the next phase of processing. We're going to have more union members. We're 
going to have more workers, therefore we're going to have more union members. Therefore 
it's in the interests of the trade union movements; it's in the interest of the workers." But 
they don't think that way. 
Sadly most of the workers don't understand that they're being let down and those that do 
understand are scared stiff. It has taken years and years. It's only in the last couple of years, 
for instance, that you've had people been prepared to stand and fight on this issue. It's only 
the last couple of years when you've had the companies that have been prepared to stand 
and fight on this issue. I venture to suggest that if it hadn't have been for the stand taken by 
Robe River we might never have seen this breakthrough that occurred so that we could get 
back to a bit of sanity, and get the iron ore projects on a basis where they're competitive 
and where they're able to demonstrate to the customers that they are being run efficiently, 
that they haven't got a lot of fat there that's being wasted away by work practices that just 
cannot be justified by any standards, either local or international. Thank goodness 
somebody's taken a stand at last. 

It's no secret that I approached the companies time and time again to get together on this 
question of industrial practices during the 1960s and '70s, particularly in the formative 
years. I was rather anxious that we had a standard iron ore set of industrial rules, awards, 
whatever you like to call it, so that we didn't have the situation where one was played off 
against the other. 
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The negotiations for industrial conditions in the Pilbara were rather like painting the 
Sydney Harbour Bridge. There'd be a confrontation with one company. The unions would 
grab what they could out of that, then they'd move on to the next, starting from that point. 
The finishing point of one would be the starting point for the next. Then you'd go through 
that and then on again. Don't forget you had Hamersley and you had Mount Newman, you 
had Goldsworthy and you had Robe. By the time you'd been round the lot you'd start all 
over again. Hence my reference to painting the Sydney Harbour Bridge: when you've 
finished you start to do it all over again. 

It used to worry me because it was quite obvious that one was being played off against the 
other. There was sadly a substantial amount of prima donna approach by the different 
companies. My relationship with all of them was good. I was in and out of their 
boardrooms, consulting with their management. I was at the mine sites when I was minister 
and then again when I was Premier. But one thing I could not get them to do was to get 
together on this question of industrial practices, so they were easy prey. There's always 
somebody will give way and then once somebody gives way the unions are very smart so 
that when the next project comes up they say: "Well, this is the same job as we're doing at 
company A, why can't company B conform? Company A's agreed to this." So you then 
build in something new, and you weren't building in uniformity, you were building in new 
practices, additional practices, to something that had been given on a particular project 
basis. Then it became the sort of mean for the whole industry. 

So I was very distressed because all this time I was working very hard to try and get people 
interested in adding value. Whether it was producing things like metallised agglomerates 
or straight into raw steel, it was all tied into this industrial question. I did my best to convey 
the message to some of the people within the trade union movement but they treated you 
with scorn, the fact that you were trying to create more employment for their members. The 
end result, of course, would have meant they had more union potential. It just left them 
completely unmoved. In fact I used to say to myself: "There's something wrong with me. If 
I was a trade union boss I'd be talking to this bloke Court, encouraging him to get these 
industries established, and rubbing my hands with glee. I'm going to get some more 
workers, that means I'm going to get some more members." Under the system they used in 
those days, by one means or another, it was compulsory unionism, so you can imagine 
what it would do to the union coffers, and the power of the unions. 

But it was not to be, and I blame the unions and I've said so publicly many times. I blame 
the militant, left wing unions that were the main militant forces of those days. I blame them 
for the fact that we weren't able to negotiate during that period some added value. We did 
have a pellet plant at Hamersley, we did have a pellet plant at Robe, but they were 
officially uneconomic because of energy costs. Quite frankly no-one will ever convince me 
that we couldn't have saved those if we'd have had a decent sort of an industrial set-up 
where unions were prepared to sit down and get rid of some of these obnoxious work 
practices. 

Now this is rather a long way of explaining to you why that industrial legislation was 
terribly important to us. You cannot allow a State to be held to ransom. People like the 
Law Society and others got involved on the question of individual rights and personal 



TAPE II6 SIDE A COURT 1533 

liberties and that sort of thing. I didn't give them any marks because they have certain 
elements within their ranks that seem to get involved in these things very conveniently 
when the left wing is in full flight. I've noticed it again lately. I couldn't believe that the 
main body of the profession was supportive of that criticism. 

Of course you have to watch that governments don't have excessive powers, but when 
you're dealing with fire, you've got to use fire to cope with it. I remember at the time 
pointing out to some of these people: "Why all of a sudden have you fallen in love with 
these people who wouldn't know fairness. They wouldn't know how to spell fairness, and 
they don't believe in it. They only believe in power: power for them. All of a sudden you're 
more concerned about them than the good of the community." 

The important thing about it, what we were trying to do, was done through Parliament. It 
wasn't being done in some clandestine way, it was being done by Parliament. This country 
of ours, if it doesn't sort out its industrial situation even better than it has to date, I tell you 
we're never going to achieve our potential. The compromise that's been made in Canberra 
recently [on industrial legisation] is an absolute joke; it's an absolute joke. Mr Keating is 
now parading this as though he's had a great victory. In point of fact he's been put well and 
truly in his place by the left wing of the unions, and you've got union power that's riding 
just as strong as ever when in fact there's been a lot of talk about enterprise bargaining and 
on-the-job bargaining and that sort of thing. But the restrictions that have been placed on it 
are such that it's really defeated the whole purpose of it. 

This country will not really achieve its potential unless we get some sanity into these 
things. I'm hoping that the breakthrough that has occurred in Pilbara the last couple of 
years will stay, that it won't be defeated by the Commonwealth government using their 
external affairs power. You know that I get very steamed up about this abuse of the 
external affairs power. It's intruding into everything. It is a complete denial of the 
principles of federation. It's a complete denial of the basic principles that the founding 
fathers set out very wisely in the legislation. 

I therefore get a certain amount of - not exactly quiet amusement, but concern, when I find 
some of these people today - again back in the 1974 period when you were talking about 
the Law Society and others at that time - they get so uptight about anything that affects 
these people who don't understand, in many cases, the truth. They certainly don't 
understand basic principles that are intended to make this an efficient, competitive nation. 
But when the boot's on the other foot, they seem to want to all of a sudden parade as 
paragons of virtue, when it comes to this quick question of individual rights. No-one is 
more supportive of individual rights than me. I demonstrated that time and time again, 
even to a point of some personal inconvenience. But on the other hand there comes a time 
when you've got to govern and people expect you to govern. If you abuse your power, 
people will deal with you pretty quickly, but they do expect you to take a firm stand, a firm 
action in these things. 

When people are denied the energy that's necessary for a community to function, they 
expect the government of the day, regardless of who they are, to take some strong action. I 
can well remember even during the Labor government, between 1983 and 1993, when 
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there were times when the Premiers and ministers of those governments had some pretty 
strong things to say about union bosses that abuse their power. They didn't go as far as they 
should have done, but they made it very clear that they weren't amused. 

RJ So can you recall if the amendments that are referred to came out of the 
protests that were coming from various quarters or would they just have occurred in the 
normal course of legislation? 

COURT They would have, in the main, occurred in the ordinary course of the 
legislation. When you bring in a Bill like that, you have to bring in a Bill that says what 
you mean and it might even go a little further than you need to go or you want to go. We, 
being reasonable people and believing in freedom of the individual, would naturally be 
looking at this. 

For instance, I can well recall when some of this legislation - not only this legislation but 
other legislation - was being considered, that the minister concerned and the Attorney 
General, would have said, "This is what we've got to do to get hold of the situation but we 
will look at it from the point of what we need for the thing to function properly." This was 
always under consideration. 

One of the problems you have with these things if you want to do some fine tuning, the 
first thing you're accused by the media is the government abandons something: 
"abandoned", "took fright", or "stepped back". This sort of thing. The media make it very, 
very difficult for governments to govern sensibly because they want the dramatic headline; 
they want to demonstrate that somebody's been forced into withdrawal or something of that 
kind. They will never portray things in the light of a balanced approach that was indicated 
in the first place and which then, by proper evaluation and assessment, is implemented. 
There are many times when you could very easily have shelved something because you'd 
achieved your purpose, but the media being what they are are always wanting to favour 
these militant type of people; for some reason or other always wanting to curry favour with 
them. I don't know whether it was because the newspapers were afraid of their plant, or 
whether they were concerned about their own industrial situation, or whether it was just the 
union bias of most - not all - but most journalists. But this is what makes it very difficult 
for governments trying to do the right thing. 

I speak as somebody who is fairly sensitive about these issues; was quite determined that 
we would take a stand on an issue if it had to be taken. It never used to cause me any [loss 
of] sleep, as long as I felt we were right and as long as I felt we were doing something in 
the interests of the community generally. 

The time when we had that all-night sitting over flour. You're portrayed as an ogre, 
keeping the Parliament sitting and insisting on getting that legislation through. Eventually - 
you might not recall this - but eventually we just had to say: "Right. We're going to get a 
truck into that flour mill and we're going to get flour out regardless." Well, in the last hour 
in Parliament people were running to me on behalf of the unions saying: "Look, please, if 
you don't proceed with this legislation we'll let you have your flour." But just imagine the 
headline there would have been next day if we'd have held up the legislation and accepted 
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their assurance which I wasn't prepared to accept anyhow. You couldn't take the word of a 
mob like that after the experience we'd had with them. But just imagine the headline: 
"Court caves in". Not the fact that he'd accepted their assurance and that the union had 
caved in; it would have been completely the other way. So we had to send that truck in and 
get that flour out, and what a dramatic few hours that was. 

RJ I don't know the episode you're talking about. Give us the background. 
What was this about? 

COURT Well, I could get you the name of the legislation but it was a very 
interesting piece of legislation where we had this defiance by the union, very stupidly. We 
just had to pass this legislation. 

RJ Defiance of the union about what? 

COURT I can't give you the exact incident that occurred but we just had to get the 
right to go in and get the flour out of that flour mill so that we could have bread. It's as 
simple as that. Of course you're painted as an ogre. But just imagine trying to run a country 
and you can't get flour, in a country that produces as much wheat as we do, and because of 
this stupid militancy. It wasn't a question of denying people's rights at all. It was just a 
question of governing for the people. 

I'll get you the name of that particular piece of legislation, but I remember we sat all night 
with it. I was determined that the legislation was going to be passed and that we were going 
to be able to send trucks in there and take flour out. Now trucks were driven by non-
unionists. That didn't please the unions. But as soon as they saw that we were determined 
to do it, the white flag went up and we had no more trouble. In fact when I went up that 
night to Northam where there was going to be a great union resistance up there - I was 
going to have a meeting of the Liberal Party up there that night and we were going to take 
the same action up there as at Fremantle. By the time I got to Northam the surrender was 
complete for all to see, and it was an anticlimax. 

We had our meeting up there, deliberately in the heart of where this trouble was going to 
be. Of course, there was no problem; the place just operated normally. 

RJ Sorry, did this come initially out of a stop work process at the flour mill. 
Was the legislation a response to.... 

COURT I'll get you the legislation because it's no good me giving you half  story.... 

RJ But I wondered what it was in response to. 

COURT ....because so many things happen. You can't remember them all. I've got a 
pretty good memory but I can't remember them all. But when you get an issue like this, 
you've just got to go through to the bitter end. In that case I remember very well that a 
member of Parliament - it was Skidmore, the Labor member for the Midland area - he was 
sort of pleading with us, because they'd realised by then that we were just going to go on 
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and show that you've just got to run the place. Something as basic as flour you've just got 
to get it. So I'll get you the background of that which is an interesting story. But it's only 
just one of the little incidents along the road that gets blown up and the government is 
always made to look the ogre. But the government would be crucified if, for instance, it 
couldn't produce flour. 

So I don't pull back from anything we did on these industrial matters at all. In some ways I 
think we should have been tougher. I think we'd have had the mob on our side. I'd have 
loved to have gone to an election in the middle of one of these confrontations because 
that's when the silent majority can express itself without being identified. There's still a lot 
of fear in this community and the unions have got a lot to answer for. 

The new political forces that are being generated in Canberra under Mr Keating have got a 
lot to answer because you can see the fear that is in the community. You saw Mr Keating 
after the last election, what he had to say about people that had supported the Liberal Party 
and hadn't supported the Labor Party. He's publicly served notice on those people. I can't 
remember any Prime Minister previously in Australia ever doing that because that was a 
terrible thing for a country like this, and I hope people don't forget it. It's inclined to drift 
into the distance, but the fact is the man has threatened. 

I was quite amazed at the media of Australia. If it was true to its trust, they would have 
really pilloried him over that. There would have been a week of absolute mayhem over 
that. To think that a Prime Minister of Australia was prepared to threaten somebody 
because of their political view, because of their political vote. You could see these figures 
that have been announced this week about contributions to political parties. 

END OF SIDE ATAPE 116 
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COURT The figures that have been announced this week about contributions to 
political parties, it's going to become increasingly difficult for the non-socialist forces to 
get donations to their parties because of what Mr Keating did after the last - that's the 
March '93 - election. You don't have to be very smart to realise that one of the reasons why 
they [Labor] want disclosure is so that they can put the finger on people. 

Now, it doesn't apply to the union movement because everyone knows that the union 
movement is 100 per cent, or near 100 per cent, committed to the Labor Party. They don't 
have any qualms at all about it because that's their reason for existence, in many cases. So 
they can contribute with impunity but it's a very different thing when the people who 
actually create the wealth, create the industry and the economy of this country, and they, of 
course, are forever and a day subject to this threat. You only have to go around trying to 
raise funds to know the degree of fear that there is on the part of people. 

Some people assuage their conscience by giving equally to both parties and that's, to my 
mind, a very, very weak attitude. They parade the fact, "We give equally to both parties." In 
other words they didn't have the courage to make up their mind. I'd give them more marks 
if they gave it to the Labor Party instead of the Liberal Party because they believe that 
they're doing a better job, or something like that. I'd give them much more credit for it than 
adopting this attitude: "Well, I'm giving him one, and I'm giving you one." 

But that might seem to be far removed from this question of this industrial problem we 
had. But it's still not out of the system of this country of ours. Don't fool ourselves, the last 
lot of industrial laws passed in Canberra with the support of Democrats and others is a far 
cry from what this country needs if we're ever going to become genuinely competitive 
internationally. 

Don't get me wrong. We've got to have good conditions. We can afford good conditions. 
That's not what it's about at all. It's about being competitive and at the same time giving a 
fair go to all. We see in some of these Asian countries that we used to refer to as sweated 
labour, where some of their conditions will catch up and will pass Australian conditions, 
all because they've been able to sensibly work out how much you can give and still remain 
competitive. It all comes back to productivity. When you're making steel it's the number of 
tons of steel per employee that you achieve at the end of the year that dictates what you can 
afford to pay. But you can't have all sorts of in-house workplace conditions and at the same 
time be competitive unless you're getting the productivity; the tons per worker per year. We 
don't measure too well. 

However, that's the background of these industrial skirmishes we used to have. I assumed 
at the time, of course, that the Labor Party would be forced to oppose the legislation even 
though some of them were very, very worried about the extremes to which some of their 
unions would go. But they had no qualms about supporting what the unions wanted 
because that's where their bread and butter came from. 

If I can just put this into perspective. The unions, union bosses - I'm talking about the 
militant ones who in their heart were more concerned about destroying industry with a 
socialist objective than about achieving good conditions for workers - they will talk about 
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the conditions for the workers. That was quite crazy when you think of the conditions they 
had up in the North, about housing and pay and all of those things. So it made an absolute 
nonsense of it. It was power that the unions were after. 

Just imagine you have a ten-week strike. You're sitting in a boardroom of a steelworks in 
Japan, or in Korea, or anywhere else. Just imagine how you feel about it. There's plenty of 
places you can get iron ore. You might have to pay a little more because of the distance 
from Brazil, or you might have to vary the quality of ore you use, the blending and that sort 
of thing, by getting it from South Africa or getting it from India, as the case may be. But 
there's plenty of ore in the world. You've got these Australians playing up, more so than 
anyone else in the world. One week becomes two, two becomes four, four becomes eight, 
eight becomes ten. 

You have to start to look at your stockpiles. Now the Japanese have always had the 
capacity because of their size to carry big stockpiles. They can afford it. As a matter of 
insurance, not only industrial but, say, some other breakdowns, they have to have a 
reserve. They've had all sorts of alternatives, such as stockpiles on islands and that type of 
thing which is expensive but nevertheless it's a form of insurance. So the Japanese could 
weather the storm, but South Korea, at one stage when we supplied to them the 
overwhelming proportion of their iron ore and they were on the way up, they couldn't 
afford the long breaks that the Japanese could because they didn't have the capacity to live 
on their stockpiles. So you'll find if you look at the history of our supply to them [South 
Korea] where we went up to a very high proportion of their iron ore, they had this long 
sustained strike and they had to go and 'spot buy'. Now when you go and 'spot buy' to meet 
an immediate need, the people that supply it to you don't say: "Oh, I'm sorry you've got a 
bit of a problem, come and get some more ore from us." They don't put it that way at all. 
They just say: "Look, where are you going to get your next lot from?" That's a fair enough 
question: "Where are you going to get your next lot from?" and so you have to commit. 

So you'll find if you look at that graph that from this very high proportion of the total that 
we supplied South Korea, all of a sudden we came down to a much, much lesser 
proportion, less than half in fact. Now it took a long time to build that back again. I don't 
know what we're at at the moment. But the same with Japan when they had to go and look 
elsewhere. People just said to them: "What about your next lot? What about next year?" 
And fair enough. It wasn't just a question of paying a premium on a few cargoes to fill in 
the gap, it was a question of changing your pattern of buying. 

So these union people have got a lot to answer for, bearing in mind what I've said earlier 
that just imagine my position going around trying to sell added value, to get them to add 
value in our country. They'd turn around without any qualms at all and say: "Look, you 
can't even supply ore. What would it be like if we were trying to add value to it in your 
country? We're much happier bringing it to our country, bringing coal to our country and 
iron ore to our country and adding value in our own country. At least we can control the 
industrial situation there. If you people won't supply the coal and the iron ore, there's plenty 
of other places we can go and get it." Even if they had to pay more [for raw materials] 
somewhere else, they made it very clear in the sums that they showed me that they would 
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still make a profit out of adding the value in their country because of our industrial 
conditions. 

Now today the unions profess that if you came along with a proposition that they would be 
prepared to talk basics with you and getting rid of obnoxious work practices. I have to say 
that when my son Ken and I tried to influence the Taiwanese to make steel in Australia 
from a greenfields steelmaking project, that the FIA [Federated Ironworkers Association] 
were very good about it. They were a right wing union; not the same union at that time, by 
the way, that was running the iron ore unions in Western Australia. There is a big 
difference between that union in the Eastern States and the unions that were in power here. 
I have to say that FIA were exemplary in negotiating how to do it. So we got that out of our 
hair, mainly because we were dealing with a greenfields project. In other words we didn't 
have to get rid of bad practices. We could start off with a clean sheet and start off with a 
brand new steelmaking complex. 

But you can imagine the reaction to me of people, when I was out there pleading with them 
to come and add value in their own interests. I thought in their long term interests they 
should add value in Australia. However, the fact is that our customers have good reason to 
be upset, good reason to say: "Look when you sort yourself out we'll come and talk to 
you." 

You were going to raise some other points. 

RJ Well, I think just part of that whole process that you're speaking of. You 
continued to have industrial unrest, as you've said. In '76 it was still going on in the Pilbara. 
You also had in the metropolitan area, a pre-Christmas strike in '76 by the Swan Brewery, 
the first for 60 years. "In October industrial trouble prompted the introduction of union 
secret ballot legislation, amending the Industrial Arbitration Act, so as to provide for free 
postal ballots for election for important union offices."1  It also clarified conditions under 
which applicants could be exempted from union membership. Now this has been a 
continuing battle hasn't it? 

COURT Yes. Well, you're referring to a number of incidents and they're all part of a 
whole. This question of compulsory unionism, the question of secret ballots, they're all part 
of a whole. It was all very much part of an attempt by the government to get on top of each 
one of these in turn. Secret ballots is not as easy as it sounds because you're dealing with 
people in the union movement at that time where thuggery was a common experience. 
They would scoff at anyone that got squeamish at all at some of the tactics they employed. 
We had to take very severe, extreme measures, to try and ensure that there was such a thing 
as a secret ballot. You've got to see the other side of the coin and see what the government 
was up against. It wasn't just a question of legislating in the ordinary way, as though you're 
dealing with decent, gentlemanly people. You're dealing with some very professional 
thugs. It's part of their stock-in-trade. I mean you've had the history of the BLF and all of 
these people. The public haven't heard half of what goes on. 

1lbid. 
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So the government had to try and step in and provide a buffer so that decent, law-abiding, 
peaceful people could go about their legitimate business. It had almost become impossible 
to work in some careers if you were at all squeamish about the tactics that were employed. 
You either had to grovel and just be a pawn in a game or you had to accept the 
consequences which very few people, quite frankly, with families were prepared to accept. 
I think it's to our disgrace that the thing carried on so long. 

I can understand some people starting to say: "Oh, here's a government trying to become 
all-powerful and have dictatorial powers and forget about the rights of individuals, but no-
one seemed to think about the poor old individuals, the great mass of individuals who'd 
had their rights denied anyhow, and illegally, and who had to face up to some pretty brutal 
situations. 

I well remember going back many, many years ago - and I'm going back now to when we 
were in opposition between '53 and '59, and I received a plaintive call from the crew of the 
Dun froon. They sent a message to me and said, "Look, we're sick and tired of being stood 
over on these ships. There are people that sail on these ships, whose job is purely to spy on 
us and to stand over us. When we're in Fremantle the next time we would like you and 
anyone you like to bring with you, to address our crew so that at least we can hear the other 
side." Well, I couldn't believe the message that I got, so I showed it to Dave Brand and Val 
Abbott who was very active in those days. And a few others. They said, "How do we know 
it's real?" I said, "Well, it could be a hoax, it could be quite dangerous, but the only way to 
find out is to accept the invitation." So I accepted the invitation. At that stage I thought I'd 
be going down on my own. I was warned that plenty of people had been down on a ship 
and never been seen since! But I said, "That would hardly happen to me because we're 
going to make sure the press know what it's all about." 

So when the day came, the message came for where to go and where we'd be met and so 
on. Dave Brand and Val Abbott, and I think there was somebody else, decided that they 
should go with me, that it was not fair for me to go on my own, especially as we hadn't the 
faintest idea what we were in for, and especially as the meeting wouldn't be on land, it 
would be down below on the ship at the request of these people. Now these people, sure 
enough, met us at the gangway and they took our little band down various steps until we 
got down to where the meeting was to be held. The members [ie, their colleagues] were 
there. 

I then saw at first-hand the brutality of the union movement. The head steward - I'm not 
quite sure, I think he may have been the secretary of the union, the Fremantle branch of 
the union [and his officials took over]. He then ignored the convenors of the meeting and 
he said, "I want to read out this notice" (under whatever section of the union constitution it 
was - or their rules and regulations). It was convening a meeting at a given address in 
Fremantle City itself, naming the address and the office within that address where this 
meeting was to be held at five minutes from that time and that attendance was compulsory. 
The penalties were - and he read them all out. He said, "This meeting is therefore illegal 
and you all have to go to this official meeting at this time." 
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Now there was nothing could be done about it. The brave fellows who had invited us, they 
protested, but the brutality with which this meeting was broken up [had to be seen to be 
believed]. We were left to be escorted off the ship by the two main people who had sent us 
the original message and so on. That was that. It was quite an experience. 

The interesting thing about that was the media wasn't the least bit interested in what 
happened to us or our meeting at all. They just assumed that the union had taken over and 
the meeting had never been held, and never ever sought to do what I thought they should 
have done, that was to highlight: was there a meeting, were we able to address them, what 
response did we get? But they weren't the least bit interested in it. You'd have thought that 
would have been a front page story, the fact that we were prepared to go down and 
confront; the fact that some union members in a very militant union were prepared to 
request our attendance; and yet not a bleat. We felt good about having been there. It was a 
fairly tense situation but somehow or other throughout life I've never been fearful of those 
situations. You don't like them, any more than I liked being at the war when we got into 
operations, but somehow or other you develop a peculiar capacity to ride above it, and not 
to feel fearful about it at all. Just to ask yourself if you're doing right, you're doing what's 
right. You're doing as well as you can. If you can answer that to yourself you never seem to 
have any qualms. 

My colleagues insisted that we go and get a cup of tea after it [chuckles] because they 
reckoned they'd had enough, but I'd felt good about it, that we hadn't let these two chaps 
down who had been the convenors. I gave them full marks. They stood up in this meeting 
room and said, "We've invited these people here, Charles Court, and he's brought with him 
David Brand and Mr Abbott," and somebody else. That was all they got out. With that the 
union boss took over and in a very brutal, rude way, he treated us like dirt. You could see 
that he had all his thugs there and it was a set piece that had been enacted so often before. 

It worried me to think that in this country of ours, that we'd fought so hard to be a free 
country and we had such a wonderful country, and such a wonderful constitution and all 
that sort of thing, the fact that these forces were in some ways even more powerful than the 
law, more powerful than governments. So you can understand my feelings. 

Don't forget that's going back when we were in opposition, between '53 and '59. It's long 
before I got involved in government and we went through the 1959/early 1960s trauma, 
all the problems of Collie, trying to keep power going in this State, and having to make that 
decision to bring in oil to break the impasse, break the power of the miners at Collie. 

It's sad that you've got to do these things. Then it goes through event after event, and then 
the industrial trouble we had in Pilbara and other places, and troubles that we're still having 
now. I repeat, the latest industrial laws passed in Canberra don't do what is claimed for 
them at all. They still don't permit us to be competitive, and that's a very good reason why 
the State government here had to persist with their laws. There again the threat is that the 
Commonwealth government and the union movement will use the external affairs power - 
or abuse the external affairs power - to defeat what is being done State by State. You've 
seen it in Victoria, trying to take the unions over to federal jurisdiction. You'll see it 
happening here too. 



TAPE 116 SIDE B COURT 1542 

So we've got a long way to go on industrial matters, but it's not a job for the faint-hearted. 
But somebody has to stand up to it and I believe in the final analysis that the public will 
support the people who take the right stand. However, these various things like preference 
to unionists and a dozen other things that kept arising, they're all a part of a whole. You 
can't seem to bring down one bit of legislation that will cope with the lot, bearing in mind 
that you're going to have people asserting their rights to defy the law and then plead the 
rights of the individual, never pleading the rights of the public to be served. 

END OF TAPE 116 SIDE B 
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RJ Just going back to the 1974 Fuel Energy and Power Resources Act. 
Mensaros, of course, was the minister in charge of that Bill, and in vigorously defending its 
provisions in the House I found it interesting - Harry Phillips has referred to this, and 
specifically the clause preventing entry of premises without a warrant. Mensaros reminded 
the Assembly: "There are eight Acts of Parliament sponsored by the Tonkin Government 
containing such a provision."' How did you think Mensaros handled this whole situation? 

COURT Mensaros had a great brain. It's no secret that I brought him into the Cabinet 
in '74 against the wishes of quite a few of our members who felt that he wouldn't be able to 
handle the situation - not because of his brain but because of his difficulty with the 
language. Andrew had a good command of the language, especially in written form. I often 
used to smile. A draft would go to him for comment, it would come back with the 
grammar corrected [laughs] but, of course, people who know my weakness in English 
wouldn't be surprised at that. But very discreetly there'd be just the odd little correction. 

But when it came to verbal explanation or expression, he had severe limitations and it was 
a little bit tricky because he was in portfolios where you had to go and communicate a lot 
with people. In fact some people did complain that they found it rather difficult to negotiate 
with him because they often had to get things restated by him two and three times. His own 
Hungarian friends here, who in the main were very articulate people, they were worried; in 
fact talked to me about it and tried to help. But he was very stubborn over this particular 
thing. 

However, he eventually got alongside of the people he was negotiating with and they liked 
him a lot and they respected him. He was a man of integrity. They started to realise (as I 
did) that he had quite a unique mental capacity to take problems and study them. He was 
very good when we were doing the North West Shelf, for instance. He was able to step 
aside and look at some of the legal aspects there and helped us greatly when we were 
arguing with the Commonwealth government and so on. So you had to be a little bit 
patient. I got used to him. I could listen to him and follow him without much trouble, but I 
could understand other people having trouble. 

So you can imagine when he was in Parliament with an involved Bill. There was a time 
when the Opposition was foolish enough to sling off at him. There was one particular 
occasion where Cohn Jamieson, much to his subsequent regret, said something rather 
unpleasant about Mensaros and where he came from and why didn't he get back there and 
so on. Cohn was inclined to be a little bit disdainful of people who weren't born here, even 
people from UK and so on. He had an extraordinary attitude towards people who weren't 
born here, which was not very tactful. But on this occasion he said something about 
Mensaros which sent a very nasty echo around the community because it wasn't only the 
Hungarians that were upset about it, it was the various ethnic groups who said, "Well, it 
might be Hungarians this time but it could be me the next time." So Cohn Jamieson lived 
to regret that statement he made about Mensaros. 

1 Phillips in Black (ed) 1991, p. 215. 
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However, while [debate on] this Bill was its height, as you can imagine you have things 
that would have to be answered by Andrew and so on. Somebody really got - I forget who 
it was - they really got under his skin, and for the first and only time I saw Andrew angry. 
He was very angry; not just angry, he was raving mad about it because they really said 
something that upset him and got him on the raw. 

I was sitting there. I got used to listening to Andrew because I felt that when he was in full 
flight on a Bill like that I had a responsibility to sit there because I might have to come in 
and help with interjections and that sort of thing if I felt that they were taking advantage of 
his problem with the language. Anyhow, all of a sudden I couldn't believe it. Here's 
Andrew screaming mad, and pointing the finger at them and shouting at them. All of a 
sudden he was articulate. Gone was this very difficult accent. It was almost as though he 
was possessed with tongues. You read in the Bible when they spoke in tongues, and you 
thought, God, this is really happening. [chuckles] The good Lord must have done 
something to him that triggered him off. 

Anyhow, he was so steamed up that he just didn't have a burst, he went on. They started to 
get pretty worried on the other side because all of a sudden this man had called their bluff 
and was really articulating to them where they were wrong, because he had a good brain, 
you see. He had a better brain than any of them. He was able to demolish them just like 
when he produced those statistics about the number of Acts that the Tonkin Government 
had which did exactly the same thing that they were complaining about in our legislation. 
Of course, that's a very telling thing, if you can produce legislation produced by the other 
side, and which they laud as being necessary and being desirable and so on. It's a lovely 
feeling when you can use that type of situation. 

But that never happened again with Andrew. I did say to Andrew when we were having a 
cup of tea after, I said, "Next time when you're going to speak, I'm going to kick you in the 
shins until you scream, and then...." He was quite pleased with himself. He was pleased 
and upset because Andrew was a gentle sort of a person and he didn't like hurting anyone's 
feelings. On the one hand he was proud of the fact that he really demolished these people, 
literally demolished them, in this one very fiery speech. On the other hand he then started 
to have remorse that he'd been rude to people. [chuckles] I said, "Well, you be rude again." 
[laughs] We were having a cup of tea. He went home feeling good about it, I think. The 
troops rallied around him too because they were proud of him. The only thing was that they 
regretted that he never did it again because they always used to refer to this particular 
speech, you see, "Give him one of them, Andrew," you see. That was a one-off as far as 
Andrew was concerned. I can't remember him any other time either, within the party room 
nor in the Parliament, where Andrew really let fly again. 

Ri One of the things that happened in the time of your government actually 
came out of a Royal Commission established by the previous government that looked into 
gambling. The statement is made that "a proposal for state-run gambling houses did not 
appeal to the government". What was your view about what came out of that Commission 
and about gambling overall? 

COURT I can't remember the precise detail of that report. It would be dangerous of 
me to try. I do know that there was one dominant thought in my mind. I know it was in 
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David Brand's mind. You'll find that we're both on record, quite independently of one 
another, that there would never be a [legalised] casino while we were at the head of the 
government. 

LU Why? 

COURT We had many discussions about it and we also had good occasions to get 
some very valuable information at a time when we were in opposition and the Hawke 
Government brought in that legislation, very much inspired by John Tonkin, about 
offcourse betting which we wouldn't have a bar of. If we were going to have legalised 
betting on the races it would have to be the TAB system which might seem a contradiction 
because it might seem to be something of a socialist thing to have a government Totalisator 
Agency Board, but we believed that was the only way it could be run, where you could get 
rid of the corruption and the suggestions of corruption. That's why we supported that 
[when we came into office]. It was a great success and we were fortunate in having a man 
like Jack Maher, who was the first man to be in charge of that particular Act. He was not a 
racing man but he was a real hardline public servant and no-nonsense man, and started that 
off on a good basis. 

We both were convinced that once you brought in a casino as such, that you left the whole 
situation open to forces that you just could never be sure how powerful they were going to 
be. Our concerns were partly to do with the actual conduct of the casinos themselves, but 
more particularly the unnecessary suffering that you could bring to people who couldn't 
afford it. Now if somebody like Kerry Packer can lose a million dollars, that's his business 
and it doesn't hurt anybody. He still pays his debts and still goes his way and leads the life 
that he leads. But if you have casinos where people who might have just a propensity for 
gambling and they just can't resist the gambling (you have gamblers that have the same 
compulsive attitude as they do towards liquor and that sort of thing) well, we believed that 
it can cause unnecessary hurt and unnecessary suffering and the people who can least 
afford were the ones that suffer. We didn't think it was necessary. There's plenty of other 
forms of gambling. You've got your races, you've got your trots, you've got your various 
forms of gambling. 

Now this brings us to this very vexed question of toleration and containment of both 
gambling and prostitution. We [David Brand and I] - and again quite independently - had 
made a decision that we'd rather live with toleration and containment than take a risk on 
legalising these things, either prostitution on the one hand or gambling on the other. All the 
advice we got around the world was that when you legalise these things, 'Mr Big' moves in. 
You only THINK you know who you're dealing with. That was the advice of some very, 
very wise people that didn't have an axe to grind. Whether we were right or whether we 
were wrong, that happened to be the principle that we embraced and which we publicly 
stated, again quite independently because it was well-known that there would never be a 
casino while I was Premier, nor would there have been while David Brand was Premier. 

So people will argue forever as to whether we disadvantaged the tourist industry and so on. 
I adopted the attitude if that's what we've got to have to bring them here, we don't need 
them. There's plenty of better things here for people to come and see, and I'm sure will be 
the main reason why they come to see. In any case my understanding is that most of these 
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institutions are supported by the locals anyhow, predominantly supported; their bread and 
butter comes from the locals. 

But we were very insistent about it. This brings us back to this question of toleration and 
containment. Now I know you can write a book about it and say if there's any corruption in 
the police force, toleration and containment just is a fertile breeding ground for them. But 
we adopted the other line and I would not change today: that is, if you have the police force 
as well run as it should be, that doesn't present a serious problem; it doesn't present a 
serious problem. You don't have any of the 'Mr Big' type of things that come from going 
for these things on a big, big scale. 

Now I was very proud of our police force. All sorts of people - you get Sergeant Daniels' 
allegations and all that sort of thing. Don't forget every one of those investigations 
disproved the allegations. No doubt there were people in the police force who didn't do the 
right thing but I felt very comfortable with the Commissioners we had in those days. I 
wouldn't have a bar of interference from outside the force. That put the whole onus on the 
Commissioner. The Commissioners in our day and David Brand's day and my day, knew 
that the force was treated as a paramilitary force. We trusted it, we expected them to 
perform, we expected them to discipline the people within their own ranks. We reckoned 
they should know better than any outside person, any ombudsman or anybody like that, as 
to where the problems are in a force. It was theirjob to make sure that those people that did 
transgress were treated with severity. If anything, with more severity than they would have 
been if they'd have been dealt with under the normal processes of the law. In other words 
within the force as a paramilitary force. It had to be known by the people in it that there 
was no second chance. 

Now I can never recall being in any way uncomfortable with the force. We had different 
commissioners. They approached it differently to others. Leach, for instance, adopted a 
different type of command to his predecessors and people that came subsequently. Then 
you had dear Athol Webb; you never regarded him as a strict military-type person, you 
regarded him as a friendly country policeman. Just a nice man, but nevertheless there was 
always that understanding within the force that there was the honour of the force at stake, 
and I believe in it. Now we've lost that. We'll never retrieve it because of the number of 
intrusions into the command of the force. Once you put someone in there who takes over 
some of that responsibility and you have people overviewing this and overviewing that, 
you lose the very basis on which we were prepared to base our trust. I believe the force 
itself responded. 

It was my privilege, as well as my responsibility, to not only deal with commissioners (not 
often by the way; only when the minister felt it was time that the government, as the 
government, through the Premier had a talk with him, i.e., to the Commissioner) to try and 
get some assessment of the current morale or the current community situation. We got very 
good intelligence from the police about what was going on in the community. It was 
therefore good sense to occasionally have a talk with the minister and the Commissioner 
just to get an appreciation of the community morale, and the police morale, from the point 
of view of the Commissioner. They used to do it with great thoroughness and with great 
integrity so that you were at least warned and informed about what was going on. 
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I was trying to think of the name of the man who was king of the underworld, or something 
like that, in Sydney, who tried hard to establish here. P11 think of his name in a minute. 
[Abe Saffron] He was the 'Mr Big' over there, and he tried it three times while I was in 
office to establish here. He had some involvement in Perth on the south side of the river 
and in fact one day announced - you'll find it in an issue of the Sunday Times when he said, 
on 18 October that year that they would be given the right to operate a casino at the 
Majestic Hotel on the south side of the river. Why he nominated the date I don't know. 
Anyhow we responded to that, the date duly came and duly went. What amazed me the 
media didn't make any feature of it. You'd think they'd have had a headline, you know: 
"The 18th October's been and gone and nothing happened". But we said there just wouldn't 
be. Anyhow.... I'll think of his name in a few minutes, [Abe Saffron] but he made that 
dramatic statement that he'd tried three times to establish in Western Australia and because 
of Charles Court he'd been frustrated. He then made the dramatic statement, which was 
meant to be devastating as far as I was concerned, that he would never attempt to establish 
in Western Australia while Charles Court was Premier. [chuckles] That was supposed to 
be very devastating but in point of fact, of course, I couldn't have had a better testimonial! 

I gave the Police tremendous credit for the way they kept track of these people. They were 
a jump ahead all the time. They had our confidence which they had to have to be able to do 
these things. I believe they kept these people very much under control. That applied to 
illicit activities, whether it be alcohol or drugs or anything of that kind. These people had 
their methods, wanting to come in to the city and bring their poisonous little games in. I 
gave our police full marks for the way they handled it, so I had confidence in them. 

But, of course, let's face it, you could only do it under the toleration and containment, and it 
had to be mutual trust. I believe there was substantial trust by the community in the police 
force of those days. There's been so much adverse publicity, some of it quite unfair. The 
police are still expected to go out and do the dirty, stinky work, but people say: "Oh, that's 
their job," sort of thing, but they've only got to get one of their number to transgress and, of 
course, it becomes the big issue and you've got to take more restrictions, more inroads into 
the authority of the Commissioner and the force generally. It's got to a point when I think 
that it will be very difficult to retrace your steps and get back to a paramilitary force that is 
self-disciplined, demanding a certain standard of the Commissioner himself and from 
within the force itself. 

That's the story of casinos. We never moved to have casinos. There was gambling, there 
was toleration, there was containment. I don't think you can point the bone at any case 
where that impinged on the social factor of a wide cross-section of the community. I'd 
much rather be measured by our performance and our experience than I would against the 
number of pawnshops you've got in Western Australia today, since the advent of the 
casino. I'd dearly like to be measured against that because they are a reflection of 
something that is not right, a disease that is there. I'd be very interested to see the statistics 
of the number of pawnshops that were there when I went out of office, compared with the 
number you've got today, by whatever name they're called, of course. They're probably 
called some other highfalutin name today. 
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But that's the story of gambling. I know people will swear black and blue that unless you 
have laws you can't police these things. Sometimes a little bit of good sense, and above all 
integrity in these things, can do much more than all the laws in the world. 

RJ You've just said how you had faith in your police force, but it did cop a lot 
of flack in that first period of your government. Ray O'Connor was the responsible minister 
and it is claimed that because of the continuous attacks that occurred on the police, he 
became the second most publicised member of the coalition government. There was 
criticism over the use or misuse of discretionary power which inevitably was exercised by 
members of the force. Now that sort of niggling away and attack ended up, in the early 
years of your government, in two Royal Commissions, one over charges of corruption 
against the members of the force, and another over an allegation of police perjury at the 
trial, in October '74, of an Aborigine from Narrogin, Baymis Ugle. Those two Royal 
Commissions reported. In both cases, the Commissioner said that their investigations had 
not supported the allegations.' But you were kind of pushed into this weren't you, having to 
appoint two Royal Commissions? 

COURT The situation arises when you get constant harping and these allegations, 
when it doesn't matter how much you deny them and how much you might believe that 
there's no substance in them, that the public, because of the media emphasis on the thing, 
they assume that the police are corrupt. Of course, within the police force it's so big there 
must be some people who don't do what they should have done. People don't realise the 
number of people who get disciplined by the force and disciplined very, very severely by 
the force. People don't want to hear about them. A man's probably lost his job. He'll 
probably find it very hard to get the sort of employment that he would be capable of doing 
because forever and a day he can't [refer to a good record]. It's like somebody discharged 
dishonourably from the Army, he can't ever produce an honourable discharge certificate. 
That's very, very important in the case of a policeman. So the discipline is very severe. 

So occasionally and with great reluctance we appointed these Commissions. The two of 
them, if I recall correctly, didn't find any substantiation of the allegations. This is the sort of 
thing you're up against. You'd be having Royal Commissions every day if you were at all 
weak with these things. But when certain evidence is produced, you believe that the time 
has come. So it was with reluctance, I can tell you. I just didn't like having these inquiries, 
once you'd satisfied yourself internally that they were all right. 

1 Hami1ton, 1979. p. 5. 
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However, we had those inquiries and they were duly held. But I have to say the longer I 
stayed in office the more reluctant I would have been to have any inquiries at all because 
you'd never get anywhere. You might get a report like that one. You'd say, "Thank God 
that's the end of that," only to get another allegation the next week. There's always 
somebody got a gripe about these things. 

END OF SIDEATAPE 117 
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COURT There's always somebody got a gripe about these things, and where do you 
draw the line? I think a good government that's got nothing to hide itself, sometimes has to 
take a stand on these things and decide, right, if the internal discipline is applied and it was 
found that there was something wrong and somebody's been punished, or they didn't find 
anything wrong and that they therefore didn't have any punishment to inflict. 

These days these things are made up into such a big issue. I used to say when they used to 
come to me about the number of Aborigines in gaol. Somehow or other people used to 
accept it at the time. I used to say: "Well, they [the Aboriginals] can easily stop it, just by 
not being naughty." Behave themselves and they won't be in gaol. People don't put them in 
gaol because they want to. No-one ever says: "1-low about the people who are in gaol doing 
something about their conduct." It's always the poor old police that get the blame. They 
have the dirty, stinky jobs to do all the time. Don't forget the same people who are 
protesting would be the first to rush to the police and want somebody arrested for making a 
disturbance on their front lawn or something of that kind. 

It's a nicety of judgment by government to first of all make sure the police force is sound, 
that the Commissioner is strong, the Commissioner has got the confidence of his force, and 
he's got the confidence of his policemen, he's got the confidence of the public. You'll find 
that a commissioner who has got the confidence of his force, has got the confidence of the 
public. They go together. Policemen have an amazing capacity of judging the qualities of 
the Commissioner. You often hear of a man referred to as a policemen's policeman. If the 
Police Commissioner is regarded by the policemen as a good policeman, you can bet he's a 
good commissioner. 

It's very much the same situation as the present Governor [Major-General Philip Michael 
Jeffery], when he was a commander in the Army and I saw a fair bit of him, both at the 
regimental and then at the other level. He was quite unique as a commander; the soldiers 
thought he was a good commander. That's terribly important because a person like that can 
get that extra bit out of people. If he looks like a soldier and he acts like a soldier, they feel 
good about him. You saw this during the war. As old Bruce Ruxton in his funny old ways, 
said, "Some people look like leaders. They walk and they talk like leaders," and it's true. 
Well, that applies equally in the police force. So you'll never get to a situation when 
everyone's going to be regarded as a cleanskin, and everyone's going to be happy. 

I only had a case over the weekend. When they can't think of anyone else to ring up, and 
they can't find their local member or anybody appropriate, the only number they can find in 
the phone book is mine. These people - there were two lots: one rang up because their sons 
had been bashed on Australia Day night by one of these hoodlum mobs. It was very, very 
sad. I felt very sorry for them and realised that they had a genuine grievance. Of course, 
there was so much of that on Australia Day night that the police obviously couldn't cope. 
There's something gone wrong in the community. But another crowd were quite the 
reverse. They were just upset because their darling little boy had been naughty and the 
police had done something about it. So that's the other side of the coin. I had to be quite 
firm with them. I said, "If I were you, from what you tell me, I think I'd change tack a little 
bit. I might go and have a private word with the sergeant and find out what your darling 
little boy did do. Just get your facts right then you might take a slightly different view. 
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You've heard your son's version of it, but it mightn't be a bad idea if you, as the father, 
went and had a private talk to the sergeant and got the true story from him. You might want 
to go and deal with a little bit of discipline at home, like my old man would have." 
Anyhow I hope at the end of that discussion the parents probably were a little bit cooled 
down. I had to tell them of the time when I upset the policeman, my brother and 1, and he 
said, "Will I deal with you, or will I take you home to your father?" 

RJ Constable Bannear, yes. 

COURT That's when I said, "You deal with us." 

RJ How good was Ray O'Connor as police minister? 

COURT He was quite good. You realise his family has a tradition in the police force. 
I think his father was a sergeant in the police force, so he had a certain affinity with it and 
seemed to fit in very well with the police force. He also seemed to work in pretty well with 
the union, again I have an idea because of the family tradition. As you know, there was a 
time when most of the police force were Irish anyhow in Western Australia. I suppose that 
applied in America and other places too. They were very good policemen. So by tradition 
they were always assumed to have a big proportion of Irishmen. So with a name like 
O'Connor.... If I remember rightly his father was a sergeant in the police force, so he had a 
tradition in the police force, which was quite helpful. That flowed on also to the union. 

I remember I had a number of meetings with the then president of the Police Union. They 
were very constructive meetings too. They didn't seem to be anything like I read in the 
paper with the relationship between the union and the government, the minister and the 
union. They were quite constructive when we discussed in a pretty sensible way certain 
things we wanted to do, certain objectives we wanted to achieve. It wasn't a question of an 
adversary-type of situation, it was virtually the then president feeding to me his reactions to 
a number of issues that were canvassed. He was reacting as the force was reacting, which 
was quite good. It wasn't an antagonistic sort of a way at all. It was a discussion about how 
something could best be achieved. 

RJ That's O'Connor in relation to the police itself but, of course, a whole lot of 
this criticism was coming from the public and so on, and no doubt was being picked up by 
the media. How good was he at handling that side? 

COURT He seemed to handle that quite well. I can't recall any particular problems 
where I had to intervene. Again I say his relationship with the force seemed to be quite 
good, and that's not a bad basis on which to start dealing with the public criticism. Whether 
you've got to deal with the union, whether you've got to deal with the commissioner or 
both, it's not a bad place to start. 
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RJ Two other issues that we don't need to look at in any depth but that came up 
in your time, and I really wanted to know your personal view. One was homosexuality, and 
one was abortion. 

COURT Well, my views are very well-known. I haven't changed. I made it very 
clear in Parliament that as far as I was concerned I wasn't prepared to tolerate 
homosexuality and I regarded it as an evil. I always made sure that when we had legislation 
or motions or anything of that kind on the subject, that I thought the best thing to do was to 
declare myself, that is, my attitude towards the thing. My attitude wasn't much different to 
that of most ex-servicemen - of the Second World War anyhow. 

The Army handled that extremely well in the wartime. We didn't need a lot of legislation 
and not a lot of help from Mary Ferber or anybody else, [chuckles] to handle it. The troops 
handled it in a fairly straightforward way.1  The Army handled it in a straightforward way. I 
can't speak for the other services, but no doubt they did. That made it better for all 
concerned. I think in the interests of any homosexuals themselves that were identified in 
the force, they were handled very quickly, and I believe as a result of being handled quickly 
and firmly that it was in the interests of the person concerned. Otherwise it could have been 
a pretty cruel situation but it was handled very firmly, very quickly. So I had very strong 
views on it, and I suppose my views would coincide with 98 per cent of ex-servicemen 
anyhow. So I declared my position then, and the government's position. 

There were a number of issues, of course, that became conscientious belief which the 
Liberal Party has always honoured. So that and things like gambling and alcohol and 
abortion and so on, come in those categories. We take a very tolerant view on those as a 
matter of conscientious, personal belief, as distinct from the Labor Party which has a policy 
issue and that's that. You either accommodate to it or you get out. 

You had that experience with the Upper House member from the Fremantle area, Ron 
Thompson, who had very strong views. He actually left the party as a result of that which 
was rather sad, that they couldn't accommodate a person like that [because of a 
conscientious personal belief]. That was a big difference between them and us. 

But on the question of abortion I was opposed to it, always have been. I believe, as I said 
on one occasion when I was stating my position in the Parliament, that if there are people 
who feel that they, because of what they've done, they would like to abort, well then I didn't 
accept that we should accept that as a matter the law of the land but we should do all in our 
power to make it easier for those people to handle their situation [in having a child]. I felt 
very strongly on that. It's no good pontificating about these things and saying people 
shouldn't do these things. Of course they should think before they do it, but people still do 

I 
Usually any homosexuality was first identified by the troops early in training periods. NCO's would be alerted 

and communicate discreetly to higher levels. Soldiers with these tendencies were removed to appropriate units. I 
am unaware whether, after proper assessment, this meant discharge from the Army. Prompt action was necessary in 
the interests of the individual. In cases where there were delays, the soldier could be in for a tough time - not 
physically but through taunts and unofficial segregation. Rarely can I recall these tendencies going undetected and 
having to be acted upon after operational areas had been reached (CC). 
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it. You go back through the centuries and people haven't changed very much in these 
matters. But on the other hand if so be that they find themselves in this situation, I believe 
we should make it easier for them to handle it. 

My wife didn't take quite the same attitude as I did, she took a rather more tolerant view of 
it than I did but in her heart I think she really believed what I stood for on the matter. 

For that reason I just felt it wasn't for us to decide that we were going to dispose of life. 
People rave blue murder about capital punishment but they seem to see no problem with 
abortion. To my mind it's the same thing. 

RJ But in a case where a woman has been raped and does not wish to carry that 
child, you would say that she should? 

COURT Well, where do you distinguish between it? Admittedly that's a very, very 
difficult case and people could say it's actually borderline. Rape, of course, that's where I 
differ from so many other people. I would have capital punishment for rape and don't muck 
about with it at all. That would be fairly salutary. 

But when you see the distortion that takes place, and the contortions that take place, with 
the law over rape cases, they don't seem to have that clear-cut line that I would have had. 

There was no doubt in people's minds where I stood on the question of capital punishment. 
That, by the way, would have been only for cases that were proven beyond any doubt at all, 
and where it was the bad forms of murder. As you know there are degrees of murder which 
are very clearly spelt out. When we actually hanged people, it was my unfortunate position 
to be Acting Premier for I think the last two, if not the last three. I always used to say to 
Dave [Brand] and Arthur Watts, they seemed to be conveniently absent from the State at 
the time when this happened. So by a quirk of fate, I know for the last two anyhow I was 
the Acting Premier. So we had this business of wailing and putting on a commotion on our 
front lawn all through the night when it was known that the execution was going to take 
place at, I think it was eight a.m. was the statutory [or accepted] time on the Monday 
morning. So we had these people camped on our lawn [over night]. 

Strangely enough it didn't upset Rita. Normally she was pretty sensitive about these 
demonstrations and things. I lived in fear. I didn't want to get the police to come and tip 
them all out and put a sort of armed camp there. So we had them with their wailing and so 
on. Their wailing had the same effect on me as our sprinklers do when the automatic 
sprinklers come on; they soothe me off to sleep. [chuckles] I don't say that cynically, but 
these people, they intended to [influence me]. [think this was intended to move me to do 
something about it, but we never did. 

But I had quite firm views on that. People are inclined to read something into you that is 
not there. However, that doesn't exist now. But when you come to this question of rape, 
some of the bad cases of rape - it's like murder, there's various degrees of rape - but some 
of the bad cases I think they're even almost worse than murder, if it's possible, and they 
should pay the price. 
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RJ But that's still not helping the woman who has to carry the child. 

COURT No, I know, but on the other hand you do come to this question of who's 
right in making the decision to terminate that. I know Rita's attitude towards that was that a 
woman should have the decision there, but only in those cases. She didn't agree as a 
general rule, not a general "on demand" sort of thing. 

You have to have views on these things, and when you're the leader, people expect you to 
have views. You please some, displease others. But I think people give you marks for at 
least knowing where you stand. 

RJ Just coming back to the question of homosexuality. As you know there is 
currently a whole lot of research going on, and it is possible that it will end up bring proved 
that a homosexual is born and not made. If you found overwhelming evidence for that as a 
fact, would that change your view? 

COURT Not really because I'm very suspicious about some of the research being 
done. This was brought to my notice, even while I was Premier, people were feeding this 
stuff in so I decided I'd do something about it myself. A lot of research being fed into me 
was very, very suspect; very suspect. I just feel sad that people are making such a big, big 
issue about this thing. They're virtually attracting into the fold a lot of people who wouldn't 
otherwise be homosexual or have any desire to be homosexual. But it's almost becoming a 
cult. 

That's why I find so objectionable these young Liberals and the stand that they're taking in 
the Eastern States - not here thank goodness - the stand they're taking in wanting the 
Liberal Party to have a float in the mardi gras procession and that sort of thing.' It's quite 
crazy; quite crazy. 

Life is such a wonderful thing if it's lived in a very natural way, and proper practices are 
observed. It's such a wonderful thing in itself. Why we've got to go and distort it with all 
this nonsense is beyond me. 

I saw some of this in the days when I was very active in the theatre. It seemed to attract 
more than its share of these people. Don't get me wrong. I'm not suggesting that everybody 
in the theatre was suspect, far from it, far from it. But there seemed to be an attraction to a 
certain element of the theatre and the arts. As a young man I saw the first signs of that; 
certainly not in the blatant form that it's in today. In the wartime, as an officer in various 
positions you naturally had to come in conflict with this sort of thing but it was dealt with 
very quickly and very effectively and, as I say, the fact that it was dealt with so firmly and 
so quickly was the kind way to deal with it, so that some of these people who could have 
been very cruelly dealt with otherwise did not have to suffer that ignominy and 
embarrassment. But you'd be battling at my age to convince me that it's something that 

reference to the Gay Mardi Gras held annually in Sydney (RJ). 
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you've got to accept as being born into a person. They've been trying for a long time; I 
think they've given up now. 

RJ In the light of what you had to say about abortion, were you in any way part 
of the process where the police actually raided the homes of Abortion Information Service 
counsellors in your time, and four doctors' surgeries?' 

COURT No, I never at any stage was involved in any decision for any police action. 
I had very strong instructions to all ministers. In my day, they were never to be involved in 
instructing the police to do anything because that was quite wrong in law and it was quite 
wrong in the morals of the matter. Therefore you had to give the Commissioner complete 
freedom to act, use his judgment to act or not to act as the case may be. The moment you 
had ministers or members of Parliament or others leaning on somebody like a policeman or 
Commissioner or whoever it might be, you had the real seeds of corruption. 

LU In 1974 Bill Grayden was accused of allowing a development company, 
Landalls, to exploit migrants brought to Western Australia by them. "Later the federal 
Minister for Labor and Immigration Mr Cameron alleged that the Premier's personal and 
family interest in that company had caused the cancellation of migrant sponsorship 
regulations."2  Did you have personal and family interests in Landalls? 

COURT The family might have had some interest in Landalls as an operation, I 
couldn't recall. I certainly didn't have any great personal interest in them. Whether they did 
or not, I remember the Landalls operation. I'm just trying to think of the name of the man 
who was most prominent in its operation. But there was certainly no influence brought to 
bear by me. But this is the sort of thing that was going on all the time, trying to give the 
impression that you were using your position. Try as hard as they would they were never 
able successfully to prove anything because we never did it. I was punctilious in all of 
these things, not to be involved. 

Ri And the accusations against Grayden? 

COURT Well, they'd be completely false too because he was just doing what was 
right and proper at the time. Why they tried to bring this up. I think they raised it a couple 
of times, this Landalls name, because they were developers at the time. I can't recall any 
position of profit as far as I was concerned on the one hand. I think you'll find that's one of 
many things they kept coming along with monotonous regularity. I think the fact that they 
didn't pursue it more often was a sign of the fact that they never found anything wrong. 

1 1-lamilton 1979, p.  5. 

2lbid, p. 7. 
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RJ Sir Charles, in July 1975 you went off to London over a petrochemical 
project but we're going to come back to that at a later time, but something else that 
happened in 1975. Apparently Tom Uren as Minister for Urban and Regional 
Development for the Australian Government, was "throwing money at state governments, 
including that of Sir Charles Court, for the purpose of picking up cheap land. Mr Uren 
originally planned to maintain federal ownership of the land while leasing it to low-income 
earners, but the Court government wouldn't have a bar of it." ]  What do you remember of 
that episode? 

COURT I remember the Whitlam Government's ambition to try and wean 
Australians from freehold over to leasehold. You'll recall that the titles in Canberra were 
leasehold; long term lease. For borrowing purposes it had the same value as a freehold. But 
the fact is it still was a leasehold and this used to stick in the craw of many people because 
Australians are addicted to freehold, they love freehold, and for good reason too. 

Anyhow Whitlam as part of this deep-seated, socialist objective he had - and it's quite 
amazing how much he tried to do in such a short time. Thank God he tried to do too much 
too quickly otherwise he might have succeeded in the Fabian system of little by little, softly 
softly, gently gently, achieves the objective. But you'll recall that he set up a Royal 
Commission under Judge Else-Mitchell (that's Else-Mitchell; it's Else, E L S E-Mitchell. I 
think it's a hyphenated name). That was not a Royal Commission about WHETHER 
Australia should have leasehold or freehold, it was a question of HOW Australia could 
have leasehold. We gave evidence very strongly. As Premier I personally gave evidence 
against it. I pointed out that this wasn't a question of whether we should have leasehold or 
freehold, this was a straight-out question of asking the Commission to say how we had 
leasehold instead of freehold. 

END OFTAPE 1I7 SIDE B 

1 West 17 Dec. 1990. 
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COURT I give you this by way of background because it does colour the next part of 
the answer to your question and that was the money that Whitlam made available, 
apparently from what you say, through Tom Uren, as far as I was concerned the overtures 
were made by Whitlam. He personally got on to me and asked me to pass the necessary 
State Act of Parliament to match the conditions that they wanted, and I refused. I said, "It's 
against our policy to have this type of land being first of all [developed as] leasehold, and 
secondly the State having the right to resume. It's very clear what we can resume land for 
and how and why and so on. But for this particular purposes, no we don't need to and we're 
not going to." [The key to it was a statutory authority.] 

So eventually he was so anxious that we be part of his scheme that he accepted a 
proposition that I put up to him, quite frankly with a degree of cynicism. I had to say: 
"Look, Gough, it's contrary to our policies. But I'll tell you what I will do with you, that if 
you advance us the money for us to acquire cheap land that's available, we'll use it [for that 
purpose], but on the understanding that we won't bring the legislation down [at this stage]. 
To satisfy you [and your immediate needs, I will undertake] that if we haven't brought it 
down in 12 months we'll repay the money." 

Now it was fairly cynical because I was quite sure he wouldn't be there in 12 months. In the 
meantime we quite unashamedly went to the opposition which was going to become the 
new government, we hoped, and told them what we were doing and we wanted an 
assurance from them that they wouldn't expect us to bring down this legislation. We could 
use the money in accordance with our policies but not have to refund it and not have to 
bring down legislation that we would find obnoxious. 

So he agreed to the conditions, that if we hadn't brought down legislation to match their 
requirements within twelve months that we'd repay the money. Well it's now history, of 
course, November 11th, 1975, came and went and we had a new government. It was all 
sorted out, all fair and above board. There was nothing underhand about it because the 
money had to be repaid [if we didn't meet required conditions]. Whatever the conditions 
were we met anyhow [but no legislation]. 

But that's how the money came to us. We did buy quite a lot of land with the money - 
which was good business from our point of view. The land not necessarily for housing. I 
don't want to chance my memory too much but I think you'll find we bought a lot of land 
and admittedly some of it might have been from Bond, but using this money that was 
available to us. One lot of land we bought was to stop Bond subdividing land. In spite of 
what's said in a book about Bond which gives the impression that we were doing him a 
favour, on the contrary he was howling blue murder because he wanted to subdivide this 
very big area of land, I think it was referred to as St Lucia or some estate of that kind, quite 
big, and amazingly close to the Perth Town Hall when you measure the distance. To have 
this huge area of land, to grab it, and stop it being subdivided because we were looking at 
the development going north and we wanted to make sure that we had plenty of land on 
which institutions could be erected, like schools, hospitals and that sort of thing, because 
governments often find themselves over a barrel paying premium prices for land they could 
have got for a song. 
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Well, we didn't want to miss the chance of taking up this land. I couldn't tell you now what 
it's used for but they didn't need it for institutions. I think some of it is part of Whiteman's 
Park, if! remember correctly. 

But Bond was hell-bent on subdividing this. It only had value to him if he could subdivide 
it. Well we weren't prepared to agree. Cyril Rushton, I know, fell foul of Bond; probably 
June Craig might have too. We had very strong views and we refused to allow this to be 
subdivided. Bond didn't want to sell it [as broad acres]. He wanted to subdivide it because 
a big slab of land like that subdivided is worth a fortune, whereas if you just buy it as broad 
acres you don't make much money, if any, out of it. 

So that's how we came to buy that land using Whitlam's money. We bought it on the basis 
that Mr Whitlam wouldn't be there after 12 months at the very most. Our judgment was 
pretty sound. You didn't have to be all that smart to work it out, whether he was going to be 
defeated by election or by some other means. As it happens the Governor-General put an 
end to his term in office. 

So that's the story of the Uren money. I think it's fairly well documented as to where we 
bought the broad acres. 

RJ Well, apparently some of it was what has now been made available for the 
Notre Dame University, so that would be Alkimos.1  

COURT I wouldn't be so sure about that. I wouldn't be so sure about that. I'd want to 
do some research on that because I think that [Alkimos] land is much further out than the 
land that we were acquiring because some of the Bond land was related to his Two Rocks 
and Yanchep development and some of it was related to this St Lucia Estate; this very big 
broad acres area which was amazingly close to the Perth Town Hall. 

At the time, I recall now, that our reason for wanting to get our hands on that land [St 
Lucia] was that if it wasn't required for institutional purposes we could have a second 
Kings Park. Now you might question that because most of that land had been cleared. I 
think it was either in farmlets or farms, as the case may be, and therefore had been virtually 
cleared. But it was put to me at the time that it would be quite possible, if we wanted to 
have a park area to balance Kings Park to serve the northern suburbs and you could have 
roughly a thousand acres the same as Kings Park. The idea was to invest a certain sum of 
money each year on a properly planned basis to re-establish forests in that area or at least 
[indigenous] timbers in that area, so that you had the equivalent of a Kings Park developed 
on a very scientific basis. It would have all of the flora - I'm not suggesting fauna, but flora 
- of the State concentrated in an area there. Somebody laughed at that at the time but I said, 
"Well, what does it matter if it takes 50 years? What does it matter if it takes 100 years? 
Every year you'll be going a step forward." 

1 Th1s assumption was based on an article in the West of 17 Dec. 1990. "Notre Dame land has a chequered 
history". 
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It's one of my regrets that we never actually faced up to that particular issue and set aside 
this area and physically set about establishing this area, reafforesting it, and then having a 
real play area in there. You could have had some areas directed at a family recreation area. 
It wouldn't have cost all that much money. If you set aside a million [or two] a year or 
something of that nature for an area like that, it's amazing how much you can do. Then it 
becomes self-perpetuating. Of course, once you get it established then nature takes over 
and does the rest for you. It would have been, to my mind, a nice thought for that part of 
the metropolitan area to have their own Kings Park without having to come all the way 
down here if they wanted to enjoy it. Plus the fact that I really believe that if you were here 
in 50 years time you're going to need another Kings Park. This idea projected it that much 
further forward into the northern suburbs. 

Very much the same story is related to Joondalup which no doubt we'll get on to in due 
course. 

Ri Yes, we will. 

COURT Because that was thought to be a fairly crazy idea for a very, very difficult 
piece of land with all those limestone quarries. People get the idea that we were just 
bulldozer happy and only thought about mines and that sort of thing. The more you look at 
it the more you realise that we were quite civilised and we did think about these things. I 
had great ambitions about that area but unfortunately, of course, I didn't stay in office long 
enough to pursue that to its logical end. You can't do everything in one time. You can only 
hope that somebody takes over. 

Ri When the story of the Uren offer of land was reported in the West in 1990, a 
quote is given from Cyril Rushton, who was at that stage Urban Development and 
Planning Minister. It appears that Tonkin implied over the deal with the land that people in 
the government may have benefited, been given kickbacks. "Honest John's accusations so 
incensed the 13-man Court Cabinet that every one of them took out writs."' Now you've 
told us about the episode where the whole Cabinet signed stat. decs. over another 
accusation of Tonkin's, but what about this quote that they took out writs over Tonkin's 
accusations? 

COURT I think there's probably just a misunderstanding there or a slip of memory. 
The Tonkin incident to which I think he is referring wasn't related to this particular thing. 
He was always implying something, unsuccessfully hoping and trying to point the finger of 
suspicion at one of us and particularly at myself, but without success because we were 
rather proud of the fact that we didn't get involved in these things. Woe betide any minister 
that did. So I can only assume that the late Cyril Rushton was referring to a rather tense 
moment in Cabinet one Monday, when a report came out that Tonkin had made the 
allegation that certain government ministers had influenced a land deal or a subdivision - 
I'm not sure which; it's a long time ago. But it was something to do with the administration 
of land. If my memory is right it was in the Swan Valley area. 

11bid 



TAPE 118 SIDE COURT 1560 

RJ And you have recorded that on tape, and that's when the stat. decs. were 
signed. 

COURT I think this must be it. I can't think of another one because if we'd have 
issued writs against Tonkin, all of us, that's something that I'd remember. I've got a pretty 
good memory. You don't issue writs, especially when a dozen of you [do so, without 
remembering it]. [chuckles] You'd certainly remember that. 

But we did have the statutory declarations and we did confront Tonkin with them down in 
my office and he had to apologise, publicly apologise to us, because it was quite obvious 
that he was wrong. He'd been wrongly informed and he'd, like so many politicians, been 
only too pleased to grab a sniff of something wrong or allegedly wrong and try and make it 
into a big thing. By lunchtime that day he had been forced to make a statement that it was 
quite false. So I think that's an association of ideas; it's not quite correct.1  

RJ Sir Charles, in November 1975 we have Whitlam's dismissal, as a result of 
John Kerr's action, which has been well and truly documented. What did Charles Court 
think of what John Kerr did and what effect did it have that you noticed, if any, in your 
own House of Parliament in Western Australia? 

COURT Well, first of all I felt that John Kerr was very courageous and very proper 
in what he did. I thought he was very patient before doing what he did. You'll realise that 
Kerr did a lot of work before he actually finally made his decision. Some of us were feeling 
pretty toey about the whole thing. Here we saw a man [Whitlam] who was leading a 
government that was obviously quite determined, if the need arose, to defy the constitution, 
and certainly not setting a fine example. 

I know it hurts when you're in a position of leadership, you're a Prime Minister. I suppose 
the same thing would apply to a Premier to a lesser extent. But you're the Prime Minister, 
and all of a sudden you've achieved your dream. You've only been in office three years and 
you're threatened, not by an election, but by a procedural matter, a constitutional matter, a 
legal interpretation. So naturally you believe that you've got right on your side and you're 
going to bluff your way through. 

Now it was quite foolish of Whitlam to do what he did. He was obviously taunting the 
Governor-General. I think it was fair to say that the Labor Party had assumed that because 
Kerr had the Labor background that he did, that he was their appointee, that this would 
never happen. Now they thought this once before, when a previous Labor Premier of New 
South Wales, who'd become Governor-General, made a double dissolution decision in 
favour of Menzies. They didn't seem to assume that people that they appointed were people 
of honour. Bearing in mind they were both people with legal backgrounds. They didn't 
seem to assume that they would have any skerrick of honour in the matter at all, any 

I 
Perhaps the explanation is that had Tonkin not apologised. we had decided to take legal action jointly or 

severally as appropriate (CC). 
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professionalism about it, for that matter. In both cases they were wrong. It's to the credit of 
the two people concerned that when they were confronted with the supreme test they didn't 
fail. So I was very, very supportive of the decision that Kerr had made. 

Now I mentioned that he was very studious about it, he was very cautious about it, he was 
very conscientious about it. I can now say that in the run-up to the decision that had to be 
made, when he was doing his normal rounds of Australia - because this went on for some 
time you know [- he continued his enquiries and assessments]. It just didn't blow up one 
night over a port after dinner or anything like that. It wasn't something that just came right 
out of the blue; it was coming for a long time. 

I suppose Fraser reached the greatest degree of public respect during that period because of 
the tenacity he showed. He had a mob of members of Parliament that were blowing hot and 
cold. They weren't just standing shoulder to shoulder, 24 hours a day, I can tell you. The 
comings and goings within Fraser's own ranks were quite remarkable. I was personally 
very surprised and agreeably surprised that Fraser stood as firm as he did, and was able to 
carry the numbers as long as he did. 

Whereas don't forget between Joh Bjelke-Petersen and myself, we were firing our salvos. If 
he was firing in the morning, I fired mine at night, and vice versa, so there were salvos 
coming all the time to try and keep up the morale of our own people in Canberra. I tell you 
it wasn't easy. Some of the members of the Liberal Party and the National Country Party, 
they would be able to tell you better than I, but I had an axe to grind. I had a vested interest 
in trying to achieve a satisfactory result, either for Whitlam to do the decent thing or for 
him to be kicked out. Bear in mind we had some pretty severe bruises that we were still 
nursing from R F X Connor, and from Whitlam himself. 

Whitlam, as I've explained to you, handled things in a much more sensitive, courteous way 
than R F X Connor, but the fact is, of course, he couldn't depart from the policy, even 
though he might have wanted to. So we were nursing some pretty severe bruises from the 
Whitlam administration. Some were over export licensing in connection with iron ore and 
other projects. Then the worst thing, of course, was the fact that they tried to nationalise the 
North West Shelf and take that off us, and take it off the companies. So we weren't all there 
sitting there cheering for Whitlam. We naturally wanted to get a result that suited us: either 
Whitlam to do the right thing or Whitlam to go. 

Now in the run-up to all of this, the Governor-General [would be assessing public 
reaction]. All you had to do was read a newspaper or listen to the radio and listen to the TV 
to know the intensity of the battle and the reasons for the battle between Western Australia 
and Canberra. There were other States fighting the federal government at the same time, 
but the most heated and the most pointed and the most significant was between Western 
Australia and Canberra. So the Governor-General would have known all that. 

When he was in Perth during one of those times he actually asked me some very, very 
pertinent questions about our relationship with Canberra and my view on the constitution 
and so on, and which I answered with great frankness, as you can imagine. I also had to 
make it clear that we felt very strongly that under no circumstances should Whitlam be 
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allowed to govern without supply. I made my position very, very clear. There was nothing 
improper about that. It was all very proper what the Governor-General addressed to me. He 
was a rather severe man when you were talking to him. I could never say that I was a very 
relaxed, personal type of friend with John Kerr. You always felt as though you were in the 
witness box when he invited you into his presence, as he did on this occasion at 
Government House. We canvassed a number of issues. I made it very clear that from my 
point of view that if anyone sought to govern without supply, well I'd be leading the band 
in revolt. There'd be no shortage of leaders because if you believe in the constitution you've 
got to be prepared to do something about it when somebody defies the constitution. 

Anyhow that was purely academic because at that time there was no reason to suspect that 
either Whitlam wouldn't ultimately do the right thing or the Governor-General would get 
rid of him. So it was something that went on, and I was not surprised when it happened. I 
was surprised in one way that Fraser was able to keep his nerve and his supporters were 
able to keep their nerve so long, knowing as I did that they had some people there with 
cold feet. We did our best to "get out the footvarmers" to make sure that they stayed firm 
to their leader. So it was not unexpected. 

Now having said that, it all happened, like all of these things it happens with dramatic 
suddenness. I'm sad that the media and other forces weren't more outspoken than they were 
to demonstrate beyond any doubt at all, and to remind people and to continue to remind 
people, that Kerr didn't appoint a new government, he put a caretaker in, but all he did was 
to do what the monarch or her representative can do, and that is to let the people decide. 

You realise that if the people had decided to re-elect Whitlam, Kerr and the Queen would 
have had to accept Whitlam as the new Prime Minister. People forget this. The public 
decided, not Kerr. The public decided. They gave, as you know, an overwhelming majority 
to Fraser. People conveniently forget this, that whatever Kerr did, all he did was to give the 
people the right, very quickly, to decide who should govern this country, and they decided 
overwhelmingly that Fraser [should be Prime Minister]. In other words they confirmed 
what the Governor-General had said. Now we don't hear enough of this. 

These people who keep talking about "maintaining the rage" and so on (which they don't 
do all that well) but deep down a lot of people who should know better keep the thing 
going as though Kerr did something terrible. The more you read about what Kerr did and 
how he did it, and from my own personal knowledge of how conscientiously he went about 
it, he was not only right, but he made it appear that he was doing what was right by all 
manner of man at the time. A very difficult situation. 

Now that, of course, was then seized upon by certain elements in this land, including 
academics, and some of whom should be ashamed of themselves, as though something 
draconian had been done, as though something unlawful had been done, when in point of 
fact it was quite lawful and quite proper. It called for a lot of courage for it to be done. The 
Governor-General should never have been in that position; should never have been in that 
position. People don't criticise Whitlam enough for placing the Governor-General in that 
position. 
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So it was only natural that when the decision was made, that there was this degree of 
bitterness. I know quite a lot of the - in fact the majority of the Labor members in the State 
Parliament were very, very bitter about it. They were very sullen about it. They felt as 
though they'd been deprived at the federal level of the right to govern, and that that in turn 
would project itself against them here. One or two of the older ones didn't seem to raise the 
issue. I can't remember them raising it with the same rancour, as did people like Jamieson 
and one or two others, who with a great bitterness..., they looked sullen and they WERE 
sullen. They were, I think, taken aback. I don't think they ever thought it would happen. I 
think they'd been assured that when the crunch came that Kerr would let things be. 

So there was a very unpleasant atmosphere around the place. That went on for a long time, 
by the way. It didn't dry up over Christmas and when the House resumed it was all sort of 
forgotten, it was always there. You get people like Jamieson, I remember Bryce, I 
remember A R Tonkin. I can never remember John Tonkin making a big issue about it. I 
can never remember him making a single speech that was a vitriolic, cynical type of speech 
on the matter. I'm assuming that he wasn't amused about it. But don't forget he didn't have 
a lot to thank Gough for, when you think of the Alwest situation on the eve of his election, 
in the State election in early 1974. 

I sensed that some of the older brigade that were more of the conformists didn't get the 
same venom and the same spleen around the place and the same unpleasantness. But most 
of them were, unfortunately, pretty sullen, and I think it carried on for years. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 118 
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RJ You passed the comment when this was all going on that people who were 
looking like getting cold feet you made sure that their feet were warmed. How do you do 
that? "Get out the footwarmers", you said. 

COURT Well, you make noises. 

RJ What sort of noises? 

COURT Well, when you're the Premier you can make plenty of noise. You can make 
press statements. You can go on radio and TV. I found the most productive was radio. You 
see even then TV wasn't developed to the same extent as it is now but there was one thing 
you could rely on, going around the whole of Australia, was the ABC. They had a couple 
of sessions, morning and night (I'm guessing now, I think it was about five o'clock, a five 
o'clock session or thereabouts) that seemed to have a nationwide coverage. If you could get 
on to that either by way of commentary or a statement or something, you could bet that 
every station right around Kimberley, and around Australia for that matter, was going to 
get it. I became pretty good at timing these things. As I say Joh was in full flight in those 
days. He was pretty good as a backup on these things. He'd often ring me up and he'd be all 
steamed up about something that he'd dreamt up overnight. He used to get some pretty 
good ideas, or somebody did for him. Then we'd let him know - if we were going to run a 
line we'd let Joh know what we were going to do, so that he didn't go and cut across it by 
either not supporting it properly or by diving off on another line. 

I'm trying to think of that radio session. 

RJ It's not what would have been - now is PM at six o'clock - an hour of 
comment around Australia, that is national, but back in '75 I'm not sure. 

COURT It must have been that election because I was in New South Wales the 
election that followed [the dismissal of Whitlam], and they badly wanted to get somebody 
on to this session because it was the last night that electronic media was allowed to 
function. Remember it used to cut off at midnight [on Wednesday]. 

RJ Yes, yes. 

COURT Well, for all practical purposes this was the last of these sessions. It could 
have been five o'clock, it could have been six o'clock. I think it was six. I was 
campaigning in Cessnock, at a mine down there, and a frantic message came to get back to 
Sydney quickly because they wanted to get somebody on this session because it was going 
to be the last one and Hawke, who was then the president of the ACTU, was going to be in 
the Melbourne studio and they wanted me in the Sydney studio. So they flew me all the 
way back [to Sydney] and the ABC met me at the airport, from this little private plane, and 
rushed me into the studio. I was desperately anxious to get on because this would go right 
around Australia and pick up our own stations, (pastoral properties). It was the one thing 
you could rely on around Australia; you got a complete coverage. 
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I'll always remember that, because Bob Hawke was in the Melbourne studio and not 
altogether in the best condition for appearing on this session. They [the Labor Party] were 
pinning their whole faith in him, just like the Liberal Party decided to pin their whole faith 
in me. It was a most embarrassing session because my man, my press man who was 
travelling with me, he was in the control room and he told me the story afterwards, because 
of this ranting and raving was going on from Melbourne. He [Hawke] wouldn't let the 
moderator get a word in. He was, shouting, you know: "Fraser's a liar," all this, terrible 
stuff; terrible stuff. The language wasn't all that good, and it was coming over. Anyone, 
anywhere in Australia could tell the circumstances without us going into too much flowery 
detail. 

So eventually I went as long as I could let it go and I had to intervene and say to the 
moderator, who was sitting in my studio, not in the Melbourne one, I said, "When am I 
going to have something to say?" because of this abuse of Fraser and so on. I got all self-
righteous about it. Then I remember Bob Hawke started to get a bit offensive from the 
other end, and I remember being very naughty by saying, "Now look Bob, if you don't 
behave yourself I'll tell your father on ya!" [chuckles] It was a pretty diabolical thing to do 
because it highlighted to everybody exactly what was going on. Then I came in with my 
bit. It was like taking candy from kids. This thing going around and around Australia. 
Everyone could tell what was going on. Here's this very sober voice from this bloke from 
the West who's going to tell his father on him if he didn't behave himself! 

Anyhow we duly ran the 25 minutes and they wound the thing up as quick as they could. 
Then when I came out of the studio my man said that they were trying to work out in the 
operations' room [prior to my intervention] how they could terminate the session on a 
malfunction. He was sitting there while they were trying to work this out. They eventually 
decided they'd just have to grin and bear it. 

RJ So this was because of Hawke's language? 

COURT Yes, yes, and the way he was conducting himself. It was before he was in 
Parliament. He was president of the ACTU. A lot of the feeling, of course, was coming to 
the surface then. (I always remember trying to get on to this session [on many occasions].) 

But you talk about us keeping it warm, you see; this [broadcast] was long after the event. 
Kerr had made his decision and the Parliament had been dissolved. So this wasn't intended 
- don't get me wrong - this particular session wasn't intended to keep anybody's feet warm 
then. But during that critical period we used to use this session a lot and try and get on to it 
and again in the morning session, because you could bet your bottom dollar all the pollies 
throughout Australia were listening to these sessions. We'd come out with a little snippet as 
to why they had to stick by their leader and that Whitlam had to go. You'd be surprised. 
You get these little things that keep coming in, especially if you get one from Queensland, 
one half of the day, and one from WA the other half of the day. But that's what I meant by 
the "footwarmers" that we got out. 

Ri In April 1976, Cohn Jamieson succeeded John Tonkin as Leader of the 
Parliamentary Labor Party on John Tonkin's resignation. Tonkin stayed in the Parliament 
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until February 1977. You've already given us an evaluation of Jamieson in the Parliament 
but I just wondered when that change occurred if there was any noticeable change in the 
opposition with the change of leadership, and the relationship between your government 
and the opposition? 

COURT I don't think there was any great change because Jamieson and John Tonkin 
would be about as orthodox as you could get in terms of Labor Party moulds. They rather 
spoke the same and they reacted the same. They were a conservative version of Labor. So I 
don't think there was any basic change in values. I think that Cohn Jamieson would have 
very much the same values and the same loyalty to the Labor traditions as John Tonkin 
would have. So in that regard there was no noticeable change. 

As I've mentioned earlier, with whatever faults he might have, you always regarded 
Jamieson as an honourable man. If he gave me his word on any procedure or other thing I'd 
never question it at all. So there was no noticeable stepping up of the temperature of the 
place or the vigour with which things were pursued. I always felt that Cohn had got there 
by virtue of his loyalty, both to the trade union movement and also to the Labor 
Parliamentary Party. He commanded that sort of basic respect from them. There was no 
great excitement in the camp, I remember. 

Ri How did Tonkin behave in the Parliament after his resignation and 
Jamieson took over? 

COURT Oh, he was very circumspect about it all, as you would expect, as was Bert 
Hawke when he was sitting in the back bench. The nature of the man was that he wouldn't 
want to do any show pony stuff. He wouldn't want to intrude at all. He would want to be 
very supportive of Jamieson. He was not the sort of person who would want to make any 
waves at all. You felt that he was just going to loyally fill in his time. If he had anything to 
contribute, no doubt he contributed it to Jamieson. 

Ri Sir Charles, we have in 1976 the thing that's known as the Tresillian affair. 
It actually had started back in 1974. But there's a whole mass of material that is available to 
researchers in the form of newspaper articles. It certainly hit the press in a big way. You've 
got the opinion of psychologists of the time and those responsible for Mental Health 
Services and that sort of thing. You also have Margaret English who's written a case study 
of the effectiveness of public opinion over the episode.]  

Just as a quick summary, these children were located at Tresillian Hospital in the Nedlands 
electorate, which was your own electorate, of course. The decision had been made to move 
them to another more up-to-date facility. There are those who accused you of only having 
an interest in it because it was within your own electorate and that you were responding to 
pressures within that electorate. You were certainly accused of acting fairly ruthlessly and 
quickly over the thing where the plea was for people to be given more time. You were 

1 Margaret English, The Tresillian Affair: a case study of the effectiveness of public opinion in Western 
Australila 1974-1976 [?]. 
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talking about, okay the facilities are going to be better. Parents and those in the Mental 
Health Services were saying, "But it's people that are important, not the facilities." You 
then had members within your own party who seemed to take a stand against it as well. 

In writing about this time.... I should just say I don't feel that we need to go through the 
whole thing and what occurred because it is documented. But in writing of that time 
Margaret English says: "The irony of the Tresillian affair is that the major 'political' 
backlash came from within the Premier's own party rather than from the opposition ... In an 
unprecedented action five members of the Parliamentary Liberal Party disassociated [sic] 
themselves publicly from the Government's stand."' What are your comments on that? Did 
you respond to your own party members, or did you change your mind? 

COURT We never changed our mind on the matter at all. We were capable of 
changing our mind, but the people who were making an issue about this, the real people 
making an issue about this, weren't concerned about the people involved, they were only 
concerned about trying to cause some embarrassment to Charles Court and his party. Had 
they been really concerned about the individuals, I might have adopted a different attitude. 

But what is not reported very faithfully there because it spoils the story a bit, was the 
amount of work that I did in trying to determine what was good for the people who were 
housed at Tresillian. Now had the authorities been doing their job, Tresillian would have 
been shut down long before. I used to shudder, knowing it as well as I did at that time, 
bearing in mind two of my five boys were born there when it was run as a private maternity 
hospital, so I knew the place pretty well. But when I visited the place, I was appalled at the 
fact that these people, bearing in mind that their mental condition was important. I was 
appalled that had there been a fire in that place, how they'd have got them out? On the 
admission of some of the people there that were opposing the change, it was extremely 
difficult for them to handle any crisis of that kind. To my mind number one thing was to 
get something that was safer, and above all something that was better. 

Now there comes a time, especially when it's in your own electorate.... It would have been 
much easier if it had been in somebody else's electorate, I could have handled it much 
easier, because it was just a sitting shot for the media to give the impression that I was only 
concerned about getting this out of my area. 

The people in that neighbourhood did have a case. I mean they were not to be ignored, but 
they weren't the be-all and end-all. But people don't realise what they put up with in that 
area. A lot of the talk that went on from people that were criticising the local people was 
quite unfair. I thought the neighbourhood people there behaved exemplary, especially some 
of them who were having illness problems of their own because of the place, but that 
wasn't the final decision at all. 

1 1bid., p. 17. 



TAPE II8 SIDE B COURT 1568 

The best advice I got was that there had to be a better place for them. The time had come 
when the decision had to be made. Of course it concentrated on me because it happened 
to be in my electorate. Normally a thing like that would have been handled by the Medical 
Department and the local member would have hardly been involved, and certainly the 
Premier wouldn't have been involved. But I felt very strongly about the hypocrisy of some 
of the people there. 

Now it has its humorous side, of course, if you can have a humorous side. In my way, 
when I'd worked this all out, I thought it would be nice if we could find good 
accommodation in a number of places in the metropolitan area. The idea was, if you got a 
nice place up in, say, the northern suburbs, and one in the eastern suburbs, and one in the 
southern suburbs, just imagine how much better it would be for the parents of these people. 
Instead of having to come all the way down to Nedlands, we could accommodate them in 
the area nearest to where the parents or their guardians, as the case may be, were. I was 
promptly told by the people in charge, who knew the problem and knew the individual 
cases, they said, "It's a nice thought but we don't want to disillusion you on this matter, but 
you won't be thanked for doing this." I said, "Well why not? Just imagine somebody 
having to come all the way down, say, from the northern suburbs, all the way down to 
Nedlands every time to see their children." They said, "Very few ever come." They gave 
me, on a confidential basis, those that had visitors. I was appalled that these people whose 
hearts are supposed to be bleeding for these people, and had this terrible burden to carry, in 
most cases, including the man who was the greatest opponent of me on this, a senior 
officer within the department, even he had to admit that very few of the parents ever came 
once they committed their child. Initially they might make a visit or two, but after a while it 
became less and less frequent. So, so much for that side of the story. 

There were parents on the other hand, my heart bled for them, because they felt very, very 
keenly about it, but they were in the minority. This is not me telling you this because this is 
what the officers themselves, who were in a position to know, and had all the records, were 
telling me. They also said, "Of course you're very concerned about getting good facilities 
and good conditions, and we have to tell you that most of these people [the patients] 
wouldn't know whether they're good or bad conditions." That shocked me too. 

RJ That's most of the children, you mean? 

COURT Yes. 

Ri Wouldn't have been aware of their surroundings? 

COURT Yes. Don't forget one very senior officer within the department actually had 
a child who was at Graylands. He was very helpful to me over the whole of this. He was 
very senior and very highly qualified professionally. He said, "I have to tell you, Mr 
Premier, because you're getting a lot of misinformation. I have a child who is at Graylands 
and I could easily influence it to be anywhere because of my position. I have to tell you that 
child would not have any comprehension at all whether it was there or anywhere at all. 
So," he said, "if you get that into your mind you'll realise that you're not dealing with 
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something like you think it is, that if you gave them nicer surroundings and better facilities 
and so on that it would have an immediate impact." He said, "It must have some impact to 
have a nicer environment. In any case if it's a more modem place the hygiene must be 
better and sanitation, all that sort of thing is better, and it must be easier for the staff to 
handle. But I would be deceiving you if I didn't tell you that the.... and I quote my own 
child's case, he wouldn't have any comprehension of where he is or what was done for him, 
or of me or anything else at all. So," he said, "you've got to get that into your mind before 
you can really evaluate the position." He, by the way, was 100 per cent behind what I was 
doing, but for different reasons. He was behind it mainly because I wanted to get 
conditions that were safer (fire and that type of thing); also easier for the staff because the 
facilities at Tresillian weren't all that good. 

Now the pressure was on and the press loved every minute of it. The one or two people 
down in the district, including a priest, they took up the cudgels. Dr Cohen, I think was one 
of them, Dr Harry Cohen, I think. I'm just not quite sure, but I think it was Dr Harry 
Cohen' because he was very much opposed to anything that was to do with Charles Court. 
Ideologically he was as far removed from me as you could possibly have. He was one of 
the local people. 

But the talk there about people in our own party being so upset about the thing. Now from 
my recollection of it (and my recollection's pretty good) we didn't have a lot of feeling. 
They had accepted the minister's explanation in the party room about why things were 
being done. The minister was Norm Baxter. He was a very conscientious person, a person 
of above average sensitivities. Don't forget it was he who finally came to me and said, 
"You've got to do something about this place," and gave his reasons and I accepted them. I 
didn't initiate the thing but he explained to me why it had to go. It wasn't because of the 
complaints of the local people. Admittedly they were having a bad time there; that is, some 
people in that immediate vicinity were having a bad time. Some things that happened there 
were rather frightening for the people that lived there. You're going to have these wherever 
the place goes. You can't stop people wandering and you're going to have incidents that are 
going to be unpleasant wherever they are. So that wasn't the determining factor because all 
you did was switch it from Nedlands to somewhere, and somewhere else to someone else. 

Now the dissent within the party was quite small. As you know Ray Young led the band on 
that one, and he had an involvement with a family that had someone involved amongst the 
inmates. If they didn't have someone as inmates in Tresillian they had people with similar 
complaints in some other place. He was very foolish. I want to tell you he never had 
support from any single minister. I remember when he decided to make a big issue of this 
thing, that - not me, but the other ministers told him just how stupid he was to adopt the 
attitude he was, and to achieve precisely nothing, because the change had to be made. The 
government was committed to the change for good and sufficient reason. But he still went 
ahead with what he did and if it hadn't have been such a tolerant Premier and such a 

1 Dr Harry Cohen was chairman of the Friends of Tresillian (Dr A S Ellis, interview transcript. 1979-80, Battye 
Library 0H396, p.  642.) 
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tolerant lot of ministers and party members, he would never have made the grade again the 
next time because the members themselves were pretty uptight about it. [i.e. his actions]. 

RJ Just so people know, this is where he resigned as secretary to the Cabinet, 
he claimed over the Tresillian affair.1  

COURT Yes. Well, they thought he was being very, very ill-advised. I remember the 
ministers, some of the more senior ones there, told him in the bluntest of possible terms 
how stupid he was being and he was going to achieve nothing. He wasn't going to change 
things. 

Now you mention there about us pulling back. I don't think we pulled back from anything. 
What we did do was to arrange a different timing of the thing to fit in with administrative 
and other reasons. There was no panic about it; there was no great haste about the thing. 

RJ Well you had actually insisted that the move would take place, though it 
was postponed. Then you said it had to occur on July 21st. Now it's claimed that with the 
pressure within your party you did back down from that. "The Premier revised his 
priorities, allowing Tresillian to remain operational until such time as all other cases were 
accommodated." That's other cases that needed to be re-accommodated. "Although Sir 
Charles later stated that the move made by his own party members did not influence the 
decision which had already been made, it is the opinion of the Speaker, the Hon. Ian 
Thompson...." who was one of the five who was listed as having opposed you, and he was 
interviewed for this case study, "that it was their action which forced the revision."2  

COURT There was no change at all. 

RJ You had an "eleventh hour change of heart".3  

COURT No, no, the move still took place. One of the problems you have in 
situations like this, when you try to do the decent thing and you try to help people and try 
to be a bit flexible with these things, you immediately get pounced on by the media and by 
other people and the smart alecs, to try and give the impression that they browbeat a 
government into doing something. Now the fact is the government had made a decision, 
the government adhered to the decision, and you'll find in the minute that I wrote to Dr 
Ellis, a very carefully reasoned programme of allocation of space and transference of 
people, and that took into account the TOTAL picture, not only the Tresillian people.4  
People seem to think this was just Tresillian people, but there were people everywhere. I 

1 English, The Tresillian Affair. [?], p. 17. 

2lbid, p. 18. 

3lbid. 

4  Premier to DrA S Ellis, 20 July 1976, copy attached pp.  2380-2382 (RJ) 
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was pretty worried, as you'll find there's reference in the minute, and if you discussed the 
matter with Dr Ellis he'd tell you that for the first time people started to talk about the new 
people that were going to come, the 12, 15, 20 whatever it might be, going to come next 
year and the year after and so on. There'd been no concerted plan to do this. So while we 
were doing this and sorting out this Tresillian business we, at the same time, looked at the 
total question, and what's more the people that were going to come in next year. 

Also I noticed from that minute you showed me that I referred to the fact that once they'd 
got the allocations completed in accordance with this minute, that they had to fine tune it 
so as to try and put people better located towards where their parents lived.1  Now I've 
explained to you, either on tape or off tape, that this move wasn't altogether welcomed 
because I was told very bluntly that a lot of the people who put their children in places like 
Tresillian never kept contact.2  

RJ That is on tape. 

COURT Yes. So that reference to the fine tuning probably didn't have as much 
meaning as it should have had, although there were still some people, as I've made clear, 
who still retained their contact with their children or their dependants, as the case may be, 
so to their credit they'd want the children located convenient to them. But the fact is if you 
read very carefully.... 

END OF TAPE II8 SIDE B 

1 lbid., p.2. 

2This transcript. p. 1568. 
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COURT If you read very carefully that minute that was addressed to Dr Ellis by me, 
as the Premier, that we not only dealt with Tresillian people, but we dealt with the 
relocation of many other people and hopefully provided for those that were going to come 
on later. Now in the process the timetable of some of these people was changed. That 
caused no problem at all. The fact is, and I made it very clear when I had my final meeting 
with the people, I said, "The Tresillian movement's going to take place. Now you've got to 
accept that. So if you're prepared to accept that, that it's going to take place, that then the 
rearrangement of the timetabling, that presents no problem to us at all." We therefore set 
that out with a lot of thought. The minister wasn't very happy about it because it meant that 
it wasn't in quite the sequence they originally planned, but that's the way we agreed on it. 

So for these people to say that they changed the government's plan is quite wrong. I know 
it's a lovely thought, but I do get a bit tired of it. As I've explained to you that one of the 
reasons governments find it so very hard to be flexible in this sort of decision, to even 
show a little bit of change of timing and so on, which is not a button off your shirt (people 
think it's a great deal, but it's not a button off your shirt) it makes it very, very difficult for 
governments to show that little bit of flexibility that they love to do. The fact is, and I think 
if you read the Ellis minute all over again you'll find that one thing is clear, the move was 
going to take place; the Ray Youngs and the Ian Thompsons and others not withstanding. 
The move was to take place, it was agreed to take place. The parents agreed it would take 
place. 

RJ But they were given longer to achieve that. You went from July '76, to 
December '77. 

COURT But that doesn't matter. You're getting mixed up with the same thing as they 
are too. This is, as I explained to you privately, that subsequent to this, in the light of this 
experience and my unfortunate experience with some very hypocritical people, the next 
time a thing like this arises you wouldn't change your mind, you'd just press on. It's all over 
in a nine days' wonder. If you press on and get it done, it's amazing how quickly these 
things disappear. Admittedly this one they tried to keep going to my next election, and all 
they did was increase my majority. I don't say that with any great joy either because it was 
to their great discredit, having seen the way this was handled with sensitivity, that they then 
set out to try and distort it. 

In fact because they tried to distort it, they made it very, very easy for me to politically 
make a profit out of the deal which was the last thing I wanted to do. But it just shows how 
these things backfire. 

All you had to do was produce the Ellis letter which became fairly general currency by this 
time. I think it was very foolishly used by somebody in the election campaign. The more 
people read it, the more reasonable they thought it was. 
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So I make the point that Young and these others didn't influence the government decision 
at all.' The Tresillian move was decided by government, the timing of it was not a button 
off our shirt. In fact there's a bigger problem we had with the timing of the move which I 
didn't allow for at the time, was the fact that there was a commitment from the department 
for Nedlands City Council to take over Tresillian to use it for what they do now. They use 
it as a community centre. They had been given a time, I think, by the department which 
meant that under the new program of movement that the building wouldn't be available, 
but that didn't present any serious problem. The mayor and others who were very sensitive 
to the whole issue and very supportive of the whole issue, they didn't present any serious 
problem, but for a little while I thought, well, God, I thought I'd settled it all down and got 
one thing sorted out. Then I found I'd got a local problem about the timing of the premises 
being available, but that was no great shakes. 

If you read that and read it again, the fact is that the whole thing was based on the fact that 
the move took place. Now I well remember the meeting that I had with Dr Ellis because he 
was, of all of the people in the department, the most realistic of them all because he 
accepted the fact that the move was going to take place; it was only just a question of how. 
You'll understand from our point of view, if those from A, B, C, were moved on a different 
timetable, it was no problem to us. 

The important thing I remember in my mind - because I got involved in the bigger issue 
when I originally was only involved in Tresillian - I got involved in the bigger issue when I 
realised that we had a whole new army of these people coming along, that no-one was 
bothering to think about until they arrived. Then you can imagine, they just stuck them in 
here, stuck them in there. I hope they followed on the policy that I decreed at the time, that 
there would be adequate accommodation for these people to be absorbed sensibly and not 
just on an ad hoc basis so that the inevitable - knowing what governments are like - the 
inevitable is that they get some very temporary, very unsatisfactory accommodation and in 
government anything that becomes temporary has a bad habit of becoming mighty 
permanent. But there's some sad cases amongst these people. 

RI A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the offices of Hendry 
Rae and Court on 15 February 1994. 

Sir Charles, we finished talking last time about what's become known as the Tresillian 
affair, and you have explained the decision-making process that went on. Geoff Bolton in 
referring to this episode in the publication "State on the Move" has made the judgment that 
by 1976 you were taking what he calls "stubborn stands". To quote him, "A Premier of 
more pliable or conciliatory temper might have sought to diffuse an emotional issue. 
Increasingly he was disposed to thrust his personal values into moral questions of a kind 

1 Dr A S Ellis confirms this view. When asked whether the resignation influenced the final decision. Dr Ellis 
replied that he thought Sir Charles had 'already made up his mind ... there was no need for Mr Young to go to all 
these lengths, but of course he didn't know that at the time, and I don't think to be fair that this influenced us at all." 
(Dr A S Ellis, 1979-1980, 014396, p.  655) - RJ. 
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which might have been left open to individual judgment." What do you think of that 
comment? 

COURT Geoff Bolton is a person of some reputation as an historian and a person 
who would make his own assessment. I'm quite certain he'd make that according to his 
own good judgment. But often you perceive a person being quite different to what they are. 
You have to realise that I went through a very difficult period when I first became Premier, 
1974/75 was pretty tense. Firstly we had the problem of the Whitlam Government and I 
had to completely turn around the situation that existed when, under a Labor government 
headed by John Tonkin, the federal Labor government could very largely dictate or 
influence the attitude of that government, and not to the good of Western Australia. 

I made it very clear that when we got into office that they were going to be dealing with a 
completely different institution. We were just unashamedly federalists, we were 
unashamedly pro-Western Australia, within the Australian context. We had that traumatic 
period when I was always at loggerheads with the federal government. One thing in 
particular was the North West Shelf which we've dealt with otherwise. 

RJ Well, we're going to deal with in detail, yes. 

COURT We have discussed it off the tape but we will discuss it in more detail when 
we get to the actual recording of it. You'll find that was a very traumatic period. And a 
number of other things. Then we had the dismissal and the fall of Whitlam and the rise of 
Fraser. All of that brought a lot of tension and you had to give leadership. You had to be 
seen, you had to be declaring a position. You had to maybe appear quite dogmatic about 
things. Don't forget I used to irritate our Liberal federal people as much as I did the Labor 
people because many of them didn't know which side of the street they'd come from. They 
weren't always the federalists that they should have been. That was exemplified during the 
time of the Gorton Government when we found that he was a centralist of the first order 
and very much opposed to the States. Don't forget we had many times when we were in 
public confrontation with our federal colleagues, and I make no apologies for it. I made no 
apologies then. I'd be approached by some people from the federal sphere to break it down, 
both from the lay organisation and from the parliamentarians. I had to be quite blunt with 
them, that I had to speak up for the State, I had to work for the State. If I was doing things 
that weren't honourable and things that weren't desirable, then I had to take the rebuke that 
came. Bearing in mind that it was them that were not following the policies; they were not 
following the federalist policies. 

As an aside I can say it's about time somebody had a talk to the federal Liberal members 
again at the present time, in 1994. However, leave that till later. 

I can therefore see that I might have appeared to be a little dogmatic. Also I have some 
fairly strong views on some moral issues, such as homosexuality, abortion, and that type of 

'Bolton in On this Side, 1985, p. 223. 
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thing. So here again it might have appeared that I was quite dogmatic and I was not 
prepared to compromise, and neither I was. 

When you're the leader, people have got to know what you stand for. I told you about 
Menzies' letter when I first became Premier. He said, "Be prepared to make a decision." 
You'll please some and you'll upset others, but you'll confound the rest, because they 
expect a leader to make decisions, not always popular decisions, but at least make 
honourable decisions and make them positively. 

So it could be that when I expressed myself on some of these issues, and as I reflect back 
on it (it's a long time ago, the best part of 20 years) it may be I was fairly declamatory about 
it but that was my upbringing and that was my belief at the time. So I wouldn't criticise 
Geoff for forming the idea that I was a grumpy old bloke who was fairly dogmatic in my 
views. Don't forget my colleagues expected me to declare myself. They wanted a lead. A 
lot of people out there in the community wanted a lead. It's not often that you get people 
who are prepared to declare themselves on these important issues. 

I think I've told you how I used to welcome Rabbi Coleman when he was the chief rabbi. 
You'd have some social issue that was raging in the press and other places. All of a sudden 
he'd come out with one of his little scholarly letters [to the medial that said it all, and that 
seemed to be the end of the argument. A person of repute and a person of some scholarship 
had come out and set it all out so clearly. It was right or it was wrong. 

So maybe I should have been a little softer, but had I been a bit softer it would have been 
misunderstood and they'd have said, "What's the man stand for?" so you can't win. I don't 
take umbrage at what Geoff Bolton said. I respect him as an historian, but my side of the 
story is that you're expected to lead. 

I'll hark you back to the time when we were talking about my period as Leader of the 
Opposition in the run-up to 1974. I think he was one of those who might have said that I 
was a little bit too dogmatic and a little bit too rough on the then Premier, John Tonkin. I 
had to explain to you I was there to win. I was the leader. They expected me to lead them 
to victory, just as they expect the captain/coach of their footie team to lead them through, 
even though he might have had to bruise a few people on the way through. But I'd like to 
think that everything we did was honourable even if it might have been a little bit harsh on 
occasions. 

RI The other thing that occurred in 1976 was the buying of His Majesty's 
Theatre or the finalisation of the buying of His Majesty's Theatre. It was actually bought 
for $1.9 million and $5 million was spent on refurbishing it. It was the only surviving 
Edwardian theatre in Australia and it has been described in The Bulletin as a "bold political 
decision. Indeed it was an election promise to restore a building that was both seedy and 
inefficient."' Now you have already put on tape the background to that decision and some 

t Bulletin, 10 October 1978. p. 75. 
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of the story. We have the situation where in September the idea was abandoned' and your 
government in fact came out with plans to build a whole new theatre complex to take its 
place.2  Then in October it was back on again,3  and the buying of it went through. In a radio 
programme that I heard that you were involved in in September 1990 on 6PR, you actually 
passed the comment that, "it was one of the few decisions I made as Premier where I 
virtually pulled my rank and insisted that we do it,"4  which would indicate that you were 
also having problems, perhaps, within Cabinet about this decision. 

COURT It's a very simple explanation. A Premier likes to take the Cabinet along 
with him, that's why in our Cabinets we never voted. You'd go to extreme limits to talk it 
around and hopefully get a consensus, so never once was there a vote. The only time that 
we ever got to the point when David Brand found he had to take extreme measures was 
over the standard gauge railway and the BHP decision in 1960. I've told you about that and 
how that went to the party room. It was most unfortunate, but still it was the only way to 
break an impasse. Normally things went by discussion and eventually a consensus. I've also 
explained to you how I used to write and rewrite the minutes in longhand until we 
eventually got something. When ministers would pass on to the next papers, you knew 
then that they'd accepted it. But on the other hand if you had one word there that they didn't 
like or they weren't comfortable with, you heard about it. So it was a good way of getting a 
decision. It suited David Brand's temperament, and it suited mine when I took over. 

But it is a fact of life that occasionally the Premier does have to lean a little bit because of 
something that he's promised or half promised, something he believes in, something he 
thinks is in the interests of the government, interests of the cause, interests of the State. 
That's what he's there for as the leader. 

Now coming back specifically to His Majesty's. It wasn't that I was having so much trouble 
with the Cabinet but I was having a lot of trouble within the ranks because most backbench 
members of Parliament, in fact all members of Parliament, in those days particularly, used 
to equate loan funds with public works like water supplies, sewerage, power extensions, 
hospitals, schools, that sort of thing, because we'd been brought up on this very clear 
division between loan funds for capital works and revenue for revenue. Therefore the 
members were often more sensitive about the capital works programme than they were 
about the consolidated revenue. "Is my school going to be in there? Are my classrooms 
going to be there? Is my local water supply, my local power extension?" Things like that, 
whether they are going to be reflected in the capital works. They were very, very vigilant 
about it. 

West, 28 September 1976, p. 1. 

2 
West, 29 September 1976, p. 1. 

3West, 2 October 1976, p. 1. 

4  6P 21 September 1990, Friday Magazine. 
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Now when the suggestion came that we were going to restore a clapped-out old Edwardian 
theatre, and I think you mentioned a figure of $5 million.' I don't think that would be 
adequate. I can get you the actual figure that it cost, but you can never call tenders for a 
building like that. You're really going into the unknown. I think I've told you the device 
that I used with a former Treasury officer in the Under Treasurer of days gone by, Sir 
Kenneth Townsing, on the one hand to look after the money bags, and the other one was 
Peter Parkinson the architect who had a love of theatres and had the aesthetic side and the 
working side of theatres very much in his heart. So I purposely used the two so that if they 
had any trouble, they came to me as the person who had to make the final decision. It 
worked very well. We spent a lot of money on that theatre but it was all spent out of 
revenue. 

So I was able to assuage the fears of the members when this thing came up. I remember it 
coming up. People saying: "We're going to waste money on a clapped-out old theatre and I 
want this for my schools, and I want this for my water supplies," and things of that kind. I 
was able to say: "Look, we're not going to use a penny of loan funds on this. We're going to 
be able to do this out of revenue." I had to explain to them in simple terms why we could 
use revenue without impinging on the government's finances, the same as the Art Gallery 
and some other buildings that were built out of revenue, because quite obviously if we'd 
built them out of capital we'd have been so much longer doing it because we didn't have 
the capital funds. It was always a sore point with the Commonwealth as to how much 
capital funds we got. If we'd have done it that way we'd have shown surpluses in our 
consolidated revenue fund. [The Commonwealth would immediately deduct such 
surpluses from our annual allocations.] 

Now you might say that's goodie-goodie, that's good, but when you're the Premier and 
Treasurer you've got to be a bit thoughtful about that because, first of all, people would 
say: "Why can't you reduce the rates and taxes and things of that kind?" or "Why can't you 
spend some more money on welfare?" and that type of thing. This is the true test of a 
responsible premier/treasurer, whether he's going to throw around pennies from heaven and 
hope that he'll get a blessing from the electors or whether he's going to show responsibility. 
You've got to make a judgment as to whether you've gone far enough with social welfare 
or some other things, or reducing revenue and so on. But you also have to realise it's when 
you're dealing with things of a welfare nature or public handouts, you can give but you 
can't take away. 

So the judgment was made that we would use some of our surplus revenue to do things 
that would normally be done out of loan funds. You'll notice that the things we did were 
the things that were never going to be able to service their capital. Never in a fit could you 
expect to get money from an art gallery that's used for public purposes as the basic building 
from which an art gallery operates. Never in a fit could you think you're going to make 
money out of His Majesty's Theatre when it wouldn't even be working every night. Even in 
a good year there'd be some weeks when it wasn't functioning. 

1 This figure was taken from an article in The Bulletin of 10 October 1978, p.  75. 
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But we decided to make that the home of the opera, the home of the ballet, and thereby 
give it a greater economic usage, and at the same time make it into a very, very attractive 
theatre that was Edwardian in its concept, but at the same time very modem in its facilities, 
both for the performers and for the audience. 

It was this judgment that one had to exercise. So I made up my mind that it was a chance 
that we'd never get again, and man doesn't live by bread alone. I remember using the phrase 
at the time. When I assured the members that we weren't going to use any loan funds on 
His Majesty's, it was a completely different game. No-one was going to lose a classroom or 
a water supply or a power extension or anything like that. So on that basis I was able to go 
to Cabinet and say: "I believe this is what we should do," and we did it. There was no 
acrimony about it. People didn't throw all their papers in the air and scream, "No His 
Majesty's," or anything like that over it, don't get me wrong. It was a decision taken after 
this approach had been explored and we were able to demonstrate that it was possible. 

I should add that there was another overriding reason why we should have done it, quite 
apart from the good reasons for restoring the theatre. That was the fact that we would have 
shown up surpluses, and the Commonwealth government would have just scooped the lot 
off and reduced our cheque by that much. They give you no credit for performance. The 
no-hopers get a bit more, the good boys, the performers, get it taken away from them, so 
the government accounting is completely stupid, especially at the federal level. They 
punish those who succeed. Fraser put in the Grants Commission while I was still in office, 
to make an assessment of how much to take away from us instead of saying, "Good on you 
sonny, you've done a great job, you've helped yourself. You've got a good budget, a good 
Treasury. Thank goodness you're off our back," and that sort of thing. But no, no, no, no, 
they had to put in the Grants Commission, not to see what they could give us by way of 
assistance but see how much they could take away. That was that horrendous report they 
made that wanted to take that huge amount of money away from us. I had to literally have a 
confrontation with Malcolm Fraser with the result that he didn't implement it while I was 
there, but he did after I left.' 

However, leaving that aside, and I can give you some more information about that. That 
was the background of it, and that's how we came to make the decision, and let me repeat, 
there was no great furore at the party meeting or at the Cabinet when we decided to do it, 
but I do have to say in all honesty that I virtually put forward a godfather case, you might 
say, because no loan funds, out of revenue, and we could afford to do it without running 
into deficits and at the same time we were making sure that the Commonwealth didn't 
pinch the money off us anyhow. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 119 

I 
Discussed further, see p. 1597 (RJ). 
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RJ Sir Charles, we have an interview with Harry Bluck; his version of the 
negotiations that went on about His Majesty's Theatre and the fact that he was very early 
involved with Sir Norman Rydge, who owned the theatre after it was sold by the Edgley 
family. I've just given you a summary of what Harry Bluck has had to say about the whole 
process,' and I'd like your comments please. 

COURT Well, I don't want to spoil Harry's great dream. Harry was a dear friend of 
mine. We had musical association for donkey's years. As you know I'm a life member of 
the Musicians' Union at both State and federal levels. Harry and I had a very fine 
association, a great friendship that went on for years and years, starting with music, and 
some of the things we had to do to assist musicians. I think I've mentioned in another 
interview the great commitment he had to music and musicians. As a union secretary he 
was not only out to get the pound of flesh on behalf of members, but he also was seeking 
opportunities to further musicians, to give them chances. Whether they were jazz 
musicians, whether they were in the more classical field and so on, he was always out to 
further their interests, which I used to admire and we used to have a lot to do, together, 
including brass bands. 

So I wouldn't want to appear to be trying to destroy a lovely story but it's not quite how it 
happened. The sad thing about it all is the fact that, as he has mentioned, the Labor 
government could have bought this theatre for a very much lesser figure, in dealing with 
the Edgleys or whoever had it. My memory doesn't serve me well on the point, but there 
was a stage when I think Cooperative Bulk Handling actually owned all that real estate 
around there. I'm not quite sure whether they owned it after or before the Edgleys. Be that 
as it may, it doesn't matter. There was a time when it could have been bought for a lower 
figure than we eventually had to pay. 

So you must realise that that's when the thing should have been consummated and the 
decision made to hold the land against the day when they wanted to restore or reconstruct, 
as the case may be. 

The other thing that Harry hasn't mentioned with any great emphasis there, that there was a 
tremendous pressure amongst those that had considerable knowledge in the artistic field, 
about getting a complete package of theatres which would include a lyric theatre, which is 
a term that when I first heard it was new to me, but when I researched it I found that they 
meant a theatre of about 2400 to 2800 people, and there was a reason for that. Unlike 
earlier days, especially before there was any amplification, the Edwardian-type theatre was 
the ideal theatre. His Majesty's, you might be surprised to know, had a very large seating 
for a theatre of those days because they sat on slats up in the gods. Even in the dress circle 
it wasn't all that comfortable. But it [the theatre] had a capacity, if I remember correctly, of 
over 2000. The first thing that became obvious, if you're going to restore it as a modem 
theatre but in the Edwardian style, and you're going to get rid of all the posts and you're 
going to have air-conditioning and that sort of thing, you're going to reduce that down very 
considerably, maybe to 1200, maybe to 1100, maybe to 1500 at the most. 

I 
Harry Bluck interviewed by Ronda Jamieson, 1985, Battye Library 0H2307 pp.  220-231. 
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These were factors where some of the people who were very knowledgeable about the 
theatre, had very serious misgivings about restoring His Majesty's. They would have 
preferred to settle for a commitment, a genuine commitment, from the government for a 
package of theatres, starting with a lyric theatre, and then with a drama theatre, with an 
experimental theatre that went with a drama theatre and so on, so that you could have the 
best of all worlds in a complex. The complex we had in mind, of course, was in an ideal 
situation in that James Street/Roe Street complex around there, where you're going to have 
your art gallery, you're going to have your library services, you're going to have the theatre 
complex, and you're going to have parking which fortuitously could be used by day and by 
night, with all the commercial operations just across the railway and all the night life that 
you were going to hopefully develop one day with Northbridge and with the cultural 
complex there. 

So it had everything in its favour. I have to say that had I remained in office longer we 
would by the next year have had the drama theatre as part of the total complex, and within 
a maximum of seven years we'd have had the whole complex: the drama theatre, the 
experimental theatre as one package, and the lyric theatre incorporated in it, because by 
that time the decision had been made, of course, and the action taken to develop the 
Concert Hall. The original idea would have been to bring the Concert Hall into the same 
complex because you've got a different type of forum with a Concert Hall as against a lyric 
theatre, as against a drama theatre. You're dealing with different animals altogether. As you 
know from your own experience how difficult it is to present an operatic performance in a 
Concert Hall because you haven't got all the machinery and all of the things that go to 
make up a real stage, with the equipment where you can fly all your scenery and all that 
sort of stuff. 

So you need a Concert Hall though. It's great for meetings, great for things like investitures 
and graduation ceremonies, [orchestral and choral concerts], that type of thing. But it's a 
different role altogether to a true theatre. I had made up my mind that had I remained, that 
first of all the drama theatre was a must, so as to get rid of the Playhouse and have a proper 
modem drama theatre. 

Coming back to the numbers thing. You know, people don't realise how small some of the 
great London and European theatres are. I'm thinking of the Savoy Theatre which is part of 
the Savoy Hotel complex in The Strand in London. As you know that goes with the Savoy 
Hotel and the Savoy Theatre, they go right through from The Strand, right through to the 
Thames road that goes along the Thames. It goes right from one street to the other. That all 
goes back to Gilbert and Sullivan days with their Savoy Opera, as they were called, and 
that's where it got its name from. But that theatre is amazingly small, and yet it's got a 
tremendous history. 

But in those days when you had 700, 900, the actors were able to control the crowd, 
visually and for sound, without amplification. Today artists seem to want to have to get 
wired up, and really it's all artificial. That's why I get so angry when I go to a theatre and 
you get over-amplification. It's lovely to hear somebody perform without amplification. As 
I've said in previous recording you made of my comments on this, that no-one should be 
allowed to perform or speak in His Majesty's that needs amplification because if they can't 
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command that theatre there they shouldn't be there, either as a singer or as a speaker or as 
an actor, as the case may be. That's why I refused to let them use amplification when we 
reopened the theatre. That's all part of this total story. 

Harry gives the impression that the Cabinet was a mob of philistines and had no interest in 
art. Admittedly we didn't have many ministers who were interested in theatre. They didn't 
attend probably as many performances as they should. I went because I liked going and I 
suppose the ministers said, "Oh well, if the boss is prepared to go along and save us a night 
out that's enough," because when you're a minister you're under so much pressure. So I 
didn't take that as a lack of interest on their part, although I would have liked them to have 
been more involved. If they get involved in the various forms of theatre, they then get a 
better understanding. We mentioned earlier today, man doesn't live by bread alone. That's 
terribly important in many of the decisions you make. 

There has to be something done in the life of each Parliament, that's the three or four year 
term as it might be, that is not measured in economic terms; it's not measured in political 
terms. It's got to have some finer motive about it. Hence this expression 'man does not live 
by bread alone'. You can always find a way, but you've got to have the will, you've got to 
have the inclination. That's why these people were more fortunate than they believe. 

Now Harry was quite right on the emotive side of my involvement. I didn't shed tears about 
the place or didn't get emotional about it. But Harry knew, of course, that the first 
professional job I ever did was in His Majesty's, and I had to join the union at 14. You 
know the story about the long pants and so on. I played there with some of these great 
people there. I've told you about when the Italian Grand Opera, the real Grand Opera, came 
here, and how I was able to sit alongside Phil Helm, and these things, and the great 
Moncrieff and all of these performances you're in. People would laugh at it when I say, but 
I do get emotionally involved in performances. I'm glad I do because it gives you another 
dimension. If you go to an opera and you don't get involved in it, well you shouldn't be 
there. The same when I used to be playing in the old His Majesty's, the curse of it was that 
you could see the stage from the orchestral pit. It would drive the conductors mad because 
the players that should be concentrating on the music would be taking a quick look at the 
show. That's why in the European orchestral pits, of course, they can't see the show, thank 
God, and they're built so the sound is projected out and they do what the conductor tells 
them. They can't see what the actors and actresses and the choruses are doing on the stage. 

I used to, whether we were playing a Tchaikovsky symphony or a Beethoven symphony, or 
we were doing one of the concertos when I was working with the ABC, or we were doing a 
show, even one of the musical comedies of which I did many, I used to thoroughly enjoy 
the emotions of the performance. So there was probably a Dr Jekyll and Mr Hyde working 
there all the time. This was working in the favour of all these protesters and people who 
were stacking on a turn. I had to say to them: "Look, do you want the theatre or don't you? 
If you're going to kick the government like this, I can tell you, you're going to get nothing 
because they've got other things to do." I remember saying and having roars of anger: 
"There's no votes in culture." Now I believe that to be true, sadly. I just had to say to them 
because they were saying: "You'll lose the next election," and all that. I said, "Well forget 
it, there's no votes in culture." 
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I remember laying the law down this Saturday morning when we had this seminar, a long, 
long seminar, which Harry, I think, refers to.' He refers to debating this thing in public. 
That's the only time I can remember where it was actually discussed. I can't remember any 
public discussion with him by me. He did not, if I recall correctly, embarrass us in public. 
He had some good sense. But some of the other people did. I had to explain there's no 
votes in culture. If I had to choose, from a political point of view, between restoring His 
Majesty's theatre and building a new school or building a new hospital or building a new 
water supply, there's only one decision you could make: build the school, the hospital, or 
the water supply. Your members would embrace you and what's more your electors would 
embrace you. No-one's going to run and vote for you because you put up a new theatre or 
because you restored His Majesty's. I had to be quite vehement with these people, for their 
own sake, to try and explain to them. So you don't go around kicking a government where 
you're trying to coax them to do something like this, when they know they're going to get 
many more marks if they say: "No His Majesty's, but we're going to build a new school." 
Some of these people don't seem to want to understand that sort of thing. 

I remember Harry explained to them that they'd probably go a long time before they got a 
Premier who was so involved and understood it all, and would be emotionally as well as 
otherwise committed. But that didn't seem to impress them. So I have to say, when we 
finally made the decision, it was a decision made under a lot of influence and pressure 
from me and not because of the agitators. In fact I well remember one of the ministers 
saying: "Well, good luck to you, but you're not going to get any political kudos out of these 
people that have been prepared to kick you to death when they knew that you were the only 
one that really understood what it was all about." 

So that was the atmosphere in which it was done, and I know Harry was very heavily 
involved in this. 

Now coming back to Mr Rydge. Rydge was a hard, hard businessman, a friend of mine. He 
started his Rydge's Business Journal long before. I should imagine he did very well out of 
it. He had a very famous share column in it. Old Norman Bede Rydge must have laughed 
all the way to the bank with it because he used to have a page every month, or week, 
whatever it was, in Rydge's Business Journal. A very good journal by the way. It used to be 
very basic in its teaching about office systems and various other things. It was very, very 
basic. I don't know who wrote it, but it was very well done. It had a very good coverage. 
But this share column, the heading was something like, "This week's share". He'd take a 
share like Dunlops or somebody, one of the well-known companies of the day, and he'd 
analyse it. I'm talking now about the Depression years, and when we were coming out of 
the Depression. He'd analyse this company and then predict that it was a good buy, bearing 
in mind they were mainly a blue-chip company, and this share was a good buy and should 
appreciate in value; expressed in very professional ways, very well analysed. I don't know 

He does, but he also refers to numerous public meetings and seminars about the retention and the acquisition 
of His Majesty's Theatre", ibid., p. 222 (Ri). 
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who did it, whether it was Rydge himself or an expert that he had, but it was always very 
well done, easy to read and so on. 

This journal run by Rydge developed its own reputation as a tipster about shares that were 
going to rise. Now it was a very, very clever thing. All marks to Norman Bede Rydge, 
because sure enough if he tipped that they were going to rise, it would rise. Now it 
wouldn't go up 30, 40 per cent or anything like that, but if a share in those days moved, say, 
from 10 shillings to 10 shillings and nine pence, or from 10 shillings to 11 shillings, that 
would be dramatic, you see. The fact is it was an appreciation, it was a sign that the thing 
was going up. So the mere fact that he tipped it, because he'd developed this reputation, the 
shares would go up. In fact you could actually buy that sheet 24 hours in advance at one 
stage. It was a special subscription - not the journal, just that one sheet. You could then be 
down to the market and buy before the announcement was made. Now I don't know how 
long that went on, but that was the nature of the man you're dealing with. A nice man. I got 
to know him quite well. When I became a minister I had the opportunity to meet him a few 
times. 

When the idea of the theatre got to a point of decision, we did say at one time that we were 
not going on with it. The reason for it was that he was so tough that we couldn't justify 
against valuations the price that he wanted. I don't know the exact price that he wanted, but 
we just said, "Look....", and I communicated to him by telephone, if I remember rightly, 
that we just weren't prepared to go that extra bit. Being a government we had to have 
regard in a realistic way for valuations. You can imagine a valuer putting a value on His 
Majesty's in that clapped-out condition, the building would be a liability. 

I remember one valuer saying to me, because I was trying to find a reason why we could 
buy the place: "Look, the building is a liability because you've got to value the land and 
then allow something for its demolition. So don't assume that you're going to get anything 
out of the building. You can't debowel it and restore it in another form and that sort of 
thing." For good reason. When we started to restore it, I can tell you that proved to be very 
good advice because we had to do a lot of things there that were more than just restoration; 
they were quite expensive in making the building safe. But we did make this decision. 

Then I - I don't know from what source - but I did hear that we might be able to get it at a 
more manageable price. I think in one article you mentioned, something like $1.9 million. I 
could find out for you but I just can't recall exactly what happened. Now he wanted more 
than that. When I eventually got in touch with him and I said, "I'll come over and have a 
talk to you about the building," he didn't refer to Harry Bluck in the same sort of lovely, 
warm, friendly terms, as mentioned in Harry's version. Perhaps I shouldn't record it but 
he [Rydge] gave the impression Harry was a bit of an irritant to him. Of course he wanted 
to sell the place and he was trying to get anyone that could promote a buyer, but he'd 
reconciled himself to the fact that it looked like a demolition job and somebody to buy it 
for the land. He made it clear how much he wanted to get out of it, which was much more 
than we felt he should, and much more than we were prepared to pay for it as a theatre 
thing. 
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So eventually - you'll find that the final chiselling came on, instead of it being two million, 
I think it was $1.9. You're testing my memory a bit. Don't forget a lot of water has flowed 
under the bridge since then. I think the reason why it was $1.9 and not $2 million was that 
we'd got him to come down to (figures in excess of that were canvassed) was that we 
withheld the payment for a certain time which, because of the interest we could earn 
through the short-term money market, it gave us the money to bring it up to enable him to 
get his two million and us to get it at the price that we were prepared to pay. We still 
thought it was too much having regard for what he bought it for, but still that wasn't the 
point. If he was smart enough to buy it as a spec. and then get a buyer for it, well good luck 
to him. 

There was never any suggestion of him building a theatre. We did discuss it. Don't forget 
he had an interest in, I think it was Greater Union Theatre, so he knew theatres; not 
legitimate theatres. I use the word legitimate because in those days you were either a 
cinema theatre or some other thing, or legitimate, which meant where you had live shows. 
They don't use that term these days, but in those days they always referred to legitimate 
theatres or cinema theatres. He made it clear that there were a number of reasons why he 
wouldn't want to build a theatre there: location and a few other things. So it was discussed. 
We naturally would have discussed with him the prospect of having more than one theatre, 
having a live theatre, or a legitimate theatre, whatever you call it, and having a movie 
theatre. 

By that time the idea of smaller [cinema] theatres had become quite the vogue. In the 
earlier days you had the bigger theatres like, in Perth, the Metro, the Ambassadors and 
Capitol and so on. But by this time the idea of having smaller theatres with probably one 
usher and one operator, later on having cameras so located that you could have one 
operator for three, four, five, even more, theatres. So I mean you're talking about a different 
animal to what you were at that time. 

Anyhow he was not the least bit interested, but eventually we did this deal. He tried to give 
the impression to me that he'd given us a bargain only because of friendship and so on. I 
had to say to him: [chuckles] "The day you do this for love and kisses Norm, that will be 
the day. The fact is that we're doing a business deal. We're paying more than we'd like to 
pay," but it was within the limits that the Treasury felt I could negotiate. We finalised it. I'd 
made up my mind when I went over we were prepared to go to two million. That was the 
magic about messing around with the payment date and investment in the short-term 
money market and that sort of thing so that we achieved our figure within our limits and he 
achieved his. 

I can tell you there was no magnanimity in the thing at all. He did it as a very hard business 
deal. I think he formed a bit of an affection for Harry in the dealings he had with him, not 
because of his business acumen or potential, but being such a tough operator himself. I 
thought he found it rather quaint that somebody was trying to do this, appeal to his 
emotions and so on. The idea of him having a theatre that he was going to be identified 
with, it didn't register with Norman Bede Rydge. He was basically a nice man though to 
deal with, quite a pleasant man to negotiate with, but like so many of these people, he was 
as tough as tough. He was a very efficient man, and this was reflected in his journal. 
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So that's the other side of the coin. I don't want to spoil a good story. 

The near disaster of all of this was, of course, the people who were demanding that the 
government should buy His Majesty's and restore His Majesty's. They weren't asking, they 
were just demanding. They were saying as though they were doing us a favour by letting us 
use the taxpayers' money. None of them had any sense of realism about how much it would 
cost to restore the theatre. When I used a figure once as five million dollars, as a top-of-the-
head figure, it was based on a lot of experience with restorations of a lesser nature. 

END OF TAPE 119 SIDE B 
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COURT I thought five million at the time, without having the refined estimates and 
so on, would allow a little bit of fat for furnishings and the inevitable contingency items 
that come along. I was also conscious of the fact you couldn't call tenders. You can't say 
with a restoration job, bid for this, because you never know what you're going to find the 
moment you put the first pick into part of the construction or you try to open something up 
or you have a look at the foundations. You never know what you're going to be in for. You 
hear a lot of talk about the craftsmen of old. I can tell you there's a lot ofjerry building stuff 
went on back in days when the supervision by local authorities and so on wasn't as great as 
it is today. You weren't building the 50 storeys, 40 storeys and so on that you are today. So 
the amount of science and engineering that went into it was quite limited compared with 
what it is today. 

So I was very wary of this, and as it happened I had good reason because I remember one 
morning I was taken along by Ken Townsing and Peter Parkinson to make a decision. I 
wouldn't say to settle an argument, but to make a decision on a particular matter where 
there were varying points of view. It was appalling to see a concrete slab supported by a 
pine upright which was riddled with dry rot. It was a criminal thing that it was ever allowed 
to be built in the first place, but this is the sort of thing that you've got to expect with a 
building like that. 

The other thing that people don't understand which I've told you earlier, that we had to 
build a complete six-storey building at the back there so as to make the theatre workable in 
the modern standard, particularly so far as the artists and the actors and performers were 
concerned. We're very proud of what came out it. I will get you the figure for the final cost 
but I think it's more like ten million than the five. 

But once you're committed to it you can't go back. No-one has ever criticised the way we 
went about it because we had two very sensible operators. Ken Townsing, apart from the 
fact that he objected to going to so many meetings at 7.30 in the morning, was the sort of 
person who was sensible. People don't understand how much knowledge and background 
and appreciation he has of things artistic. They think because he's a Treasury officer, 
people like he and McCarrey must be artistic zombies or something. In point of fact when 
they were handling money for the Arts, they were never better off, because they [the Arts] 
had a personal contact with the people who were going to handle the money and make the 
recommendations. They get much further than just dealing through the various authorities 
like they do today. The artistic world wouldn't tolerate that for two minutes, but they don't 
know how wrong they are. If you have a chance to go and present to the people themselves 
what you want to do and why, if you've got a good case, if you're genuine, well then you've 
got a much better chance of getting their support. This system of committees, authorities 
and the like that we have these days can be very self-defeating and also, of course, it leaves 
itself open to pretty horrendous lobbying by people who have got axes to grind and 
influences.... I was going to say influence at court, but don't get me wrong, not a Charles 
Court. 

But the decision once made, I think we went about it sensibly. We finished up with a 
theatre that works. It is culturally and artistically nice. It's got facilities that artists never 
dreamt about in the past. Having worked there in the old days it was quite unbelievable the 
conditions under which great artists have performed there. 
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RJ Yes, you have put that on tape. 

COURT And great orchestras have had to perform. But today that's all changed. The 
other thing that will eventually raise its head but won't be a problem as the population 
increases, and that is what are you going to do when you have a lyric theatre? I hope the 
government of the day never takes its eye off a lyric theatre. My intention was to make a 
commitment to a lyric theatre. Once you've made a commitment even if it's ten years down 
the track it doesn't matter, you've got the land, and then you can start to work on design and 
make sure that you build the best there is in the business when you build it. You're not 
going to just throw it together in a hurry for an election, but you make a commitment 
you're going to do a drama theatre, experimental theatre. You also pre-empt other people 
doing things with your parking and access and that sort of thing that would go on if you 
don't tell the public what you're going to do with a piece of land. Also anyone that's in 
occupation knows that they're on borrowed time. So it's good to do these things in advance 
and design them altogether, design your drama theatre and your experimental theatres and 
your lyric theatre and anything else you want incorporated into it, design it all at the one 
time. 

I think I've given you as much on that that you would need or that you'd want. But it was 
quite unique in its way. But I come back to this question of numbers. It was very strongly 
represented to me by people who knew the theatre, and they weren't only local people, 
people who knew the theatre world in the literal sense, the international world. In view of 
the trends taking place they said, "You might regret having a theatre that's got 1200, 1500 
capacity. You build a lyric theatre, you build a drama theatre, and then are you going to 
need a theatre, an Edwardian theatre, that seats say 1200, whatever the number is, and a 
concert hall and an entertainment centre?" Bearing in mind the Entertainment Centre was 
for the big brash things, pop stars, circuses and the like, and sporting activities; completely 
different things. You'd have a lovely complex with Entertainment Centre, His Majesty's, 
Concert Hall, drama theatre, lyric theatre. You'd really have the lot if they were all of good 
quality. 

So I did face up to that. Ten, 20, 30 years goes very, very quickly, amazingly quickly. My 
estimate was the population of Perth would rise so quickly in that time that you're going to 
need all of the venues. Also, as I explained to a special function held in His Majesty's a few 
months ago when they wanted to pay tribute to those who had done so much as foundation 
members of the National Trust organisation. They got me to talk about His Majesty's as 
being something typical of maintaining and restoring the heritage. 

I used that occasion to give something of the background. Also I used it as an occasion to 
express my concern and my disappointment that through the Perth Theatre Trust we'd 
finished up pricing people out of business that His Majesty's was intended for. Now what a 
superb theatre it is, say, for a Gilbert and Sullivan society which perform professionally 
with amateur people. We've got a lot of that in Perth: perform professionally with amateur 
people. What a perfect theatre for the local ballet. What a perfect theatre for your better 
type schools of the arts that want to put on an annual presentation or a special presentation. 
What a superb place it would be. Take the Graduate College of Dance that have had to go 
down to the Burswood complex down there, that very line complex that they've got for 
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conferences where you've got a theatre - it's not exactly a theatre but you can use it as a 
theatre if you have to. It's mainly for major revue-type things. But it's a sad thing that they 
couldn't afford to go to the Concert Hall and they have to go down there because they can 
get sponsorship down there. They should be able to go into His Majesty's any time they 
want to, with the quality of performance they present, and get there at a livable, affordable 
price. If you're going to use that [I-LMT] for things like Cats and South Pacific and West 
Side Story and 42 Street and all that sort of stuff, where you get long seasons that tie the 
place up and probably pay big rents in that time, well you've defeated the whole purpose of 
the restoration of HMT. 

I said this with some feeling on this occasion. The then chairman of the Perth Theatre 
Trust, Jack Marks, was there. Simon Dawkins, the manager of the Theatre Trust, was 
there. At least Simon Dawkins came and saw me about it afterwards, to get me to enlarge 
on why I had said what I did. I explained to him, I said, "That's why it was built without 
debt. The only condition I laid down was they had to keep the place maintained," because a 
place like that, an Edwardian theatre can degenerate very, very quickly. You've got to keep 
it maintained. I couldn't legislate for that, of course, into the future but at least you could 
lay down a few conditions. 

They seem to be keeping it in good order and I hope they do, but all of these places have to 
be kept in good order. There's some beautiful work inside the theatre, for example, over the 
stage. You can even sit there and enjoy it while you're waiting for a performance to start or 
at interval and so on. That's how it should be, that was all quality stuff. It cost money; it 
also has to be maintained. 

So I was very angry when I found that some of these people who should be able to go in 
there, not for nothing, but on a manageable basis so they can regulate their prices 
accordingly, bearing in mind they might have [a two night season in the case of Graduate 
College of Dance and] a ten-night season [for G & S, Ballet, WA Opera]. A long one 
would be two weeks, three weeks. But they can't always guarantee to get 100 per cent 
seating but they've got to make a good effort to present the show well, the quality's got to 
be there. I'm all for putting a quality test on them. Then these people get the pleasure and 
the live theatre experience. [Many of them are young and can provide the stars of the 
future.] 

Gilbert and Sullivan is a classic. Many young singers, male and female, use a Gilbert and 
Sullivan presentation to launch themselves into a theatrical career. What a lovely feeling it 
is in a beautiful theatre like that with everything that works. There's nothing more modem 
than they've got with the flies they've got in there for the scenery to fly up into space. 
You've seen some shows there lately where they're as modern as today. The theatre lends 
itself to it. 

So that's my involvement and the reason why I persisted. I don't want to spoil Harry's great 
story about this but I think the public have got to know there was another side to the story. 
He was helpful to me in some ways in being something of a break on the hotheads who 
were doing a lot of harm. He understood that if they were kicking the government in public 
when somebody was trying to find an answer, that they were just defeating their own 
purposes. I had to ask them at one time: "Do you want a theatre or do you want headlines?" 
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I can remember this particular meeting: "Do you want a theatre or do you want headlines?" 
I'd made up my mind that they wanted headlines. 

Ri Sir Charles, an article appeared in the West on October 1, 1976 quoting 
Cohn Jamieson. You'd already referred to the industrial unrest that was going on in the 
State, and apparently you were quoted as claiming that the Soviet Union was behind this 
industrial unrest. In an interview you did with David Frost, the British interviewer, you had 
said that it was being created by a small section of the extreme left "which wanted to 
destroy the system". That led Jamieson to accuse you, at 65, of getting into your dotage and 
beginning to "lose your grip a bit".1  What do you recall of that occasion? 

COURT Oh, I remember it very well. It was one of many. It wasn't an isolated one. 
That didn't get them anywhere at all. It was like his allegations in running up to the 1977 
election that I was Victorian and square and a wowser. He played right into our hands. 
That's why we got such a big majority in 1977. These people [Labor Party] are supposed to 
be so smart but they don't seem to understand the fundamentals of it. The people love to 
think that their leader is a wowser and a square and a Victorian so he can mind the shop 
while they have a good time, but that's another story altogether. 

But I think if I remember correctly the person who surprised me most that got involved 
very obediently at the behest of his leader, was John Harman who would be, because of his 
background, a very right-wing sort of fellow and would have an absolute abhorrence of 
left-wing socialists who were in fact communists. But for Cohn Jamieson to refer to me 
being in my dotage, I seem to recall that somebody reminded him that I was a lot younger 
than his own John Tonkin from whom, I think, he'd taken over at that time. That sort of 
thing never used to worry me at all; we just pressed on. 

But it was rather sad that we could never get them [the Labor Party] to understand the 
damage that was being done to this country and being done by this extreme left-wing group 
of militants. Now I always refused, under challenge from them in the Parliament and 
elsewhere, to name specifically the people who were the main organisers. But I was always 
at great pains to explain, particularly when I was in the Pilbara, that most unionists were 
violently anti-communist. Most unionists wanted to get on and do a good job but the 
powerbrokers wouldn't let them. Their origin, of course, came from this hard socialist left 
which in those days was called by one simple name, communist. 

Don't forget at that time Russia was still very powerful. It's also very interesting that quite a 
few of the young Turks that were brought in by the Labor Party from the universities, when 
they decided to bring in a new breed of politicians, most of them - well I don't know 
whether it was most of them, but a lot of them, a lot of them - seemed to go through a 
routine when they were recruited from the university. Some of them had a better education 
than the people on the conservative side of politics. They seemed to have a whole rash of 
these graduates throughout Australia that they'd recruited from the universities to bring in a 
new breed of people, a new type of people altogether, to get away from the old-style trade 
union secretary who was the stalwart of the Labor Party. Some of these academically more 

1 West, 1 October 1976. p. 26. 
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qualified people who were graduates, used to refer to these former old chaps as 'boofheads'. 
They used to say this in a very disrespectful way and in point of fact, you know, if I had to 
trust anyone I'd trust one of these old, hardline trade union blokes that had been brought up 
from the ranks, and in many cases might not be very scholarly, but I'd trust them more in 
terms of basic honesty and basic principles than I would some of these other smarter 
fellows. 

But Ijust remind you that some of these smarter fellows that were brought in as part of the 
routine training not only went through the trade union process, which was a hardline 
training to teach them how to handle the rough and the tough in the course of their ordinary 
work, but they were also sent for a spell in Russia. I remember on one occasion saying: 
"Why is it that these people have to go to Russia for their training? If Russia's got nothing 
to do with the people we've got here, why do these people have to go over there to 
diligently be briefed?" There's a whole string of them, and some of them are very sensitive 
about it; became very sensitive about the fact that they'd been to Russia. I remember a few 
of them being challenged during the life of the Burke Government that they'd all done their 
tour of duty in Russia. Now it wouldn't be all of them, but a big proportion of them. It was 
part of the sort of finishing-off school. Some people go to finishing schools in Paris to 
learn good manners and airs and graces, but in the Labor Party some of those who wanted 
to be real socialists and real hardliners, they were sent to the finishing school in Moscow. 

It did me no harm what they were saying. In fact when they attack you on a thing like that, 
you just sit back and laugh because it highlights to the people the difference between your 
attitude, their attitude. 

I was also intrigued on that and another occasion when they said I should go to Moscow 
and find out what it's all about, that I'd get a different idea. True you can get another side of 
the Russians, with their music and their ballet and that sort of thing. The amazing thing is 
that they were able to keep that alive while this hardline, cold-blooded, unemotional, 
dangerous type of propaganda was the dominant force. Somehow or other, like religion, it 
survived. It's quite amazing when the pressure came off USSR and the communists were 
defeated, how they found large numbers of people that were still practising their religion 
and still had bibles and that sort of thing. 

You've probably read the story when bibles were sent into Russia in huge numbers to 
replace the void that had occurred, the vacuum that existed, that when they actually issued 
one load of them, - could be a truckload or whatever it was, that turned up [at Parliament 
House] - that they lost a quorum in the House while the members went out to make sure 
they didn't miss out on getting their bible. So I suggest that somewhere down the line these 
finer things survived in spite of the revolution. 

But what I couldn't say publicly at that time and later, was that the then Russian 
ambassador made a special trip to Perth to invite me, on behalf of the Russian government, 
to go to Russia as their guests, all expenses paid; that I would be quite safe and that I could 
have a look at anything I wanted to see. He said, "My government is very worried about the 
very strong things you're having to say about our regime and about the communist 
philosophy. We feel that it would be mutually beneficial if you came and had a look for 
yourself." He kept emphasising that I'd be safe, which rather made me smile, as though 
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everyone would assume that it would be a pretty dangerous mission. That wasn't in my 
mind at all, but I had other things to do because any visits I made abroad were directed at 
capital, directed at trade. You weren't going to get either capital or trade in USSR, so I 
wasn't going to waste my time. Be nice to see some of the things, but I never went. 

Ironically a few months later, the same ambassador came back and said, "Look we'd like 
you to accept our invitation to go to Siberia." I started to laugh. He said, "Now I know what 
you're laughing at but I want to explain to you, my people have had a look at what you've 
done and how you've done it. We know we've got this huge reservoir of resources in 
Siberia which we're not using properly. We are asking you, we know you won't take a fee 
or anything, but we're asking you if you would spend two, three or more weeks, in Siberia 
and give us your considered opinion as to how we should go about unlocking these 
resources." I said, "Well, thank you for that but the answer is no because first of all I can 
tell you the politics [the ideology] of how you develop it, but I can't tell you the technology 
and the engineering of how you develop. You should get different people to me. I'm 
assuming that your own people have got the concept of why you need to develop, how you 
need to develop, but you'd know more about the resources [than I would in two or three 
weeks]. But thank you I won't be prepared to go because I've got my hands pretty full 
here." 

I explained to him that their big problem was to find out how to cope with the permafrost. 
See, if you've got these huge thicknesses of permafrost and you've got magnificent 
resources underneath them, you've got a real problem. I explained to him about the 
problem of the 1000 mile railway to go into the heart of Siberia and their deposits, with a 
view to railing them out and shipping them out to Japan. Quite frankly one of my great 
concerns was that they'd do it one day because it's only just across "the river". [chuckles] If 
you can ever get them to one of those eastern ports and then ship them across to Japan, 
knowing the quality and the volume of resources they've got in Siberia, it's a real Pandora's 
box when they ever get around to doing it. [I think the ambassador was surprised at my 
knowledge of Siberia and its resources.] 

You probably know that they've got great inefficiency in handling their huge quantities of 
oil and gas. They're now relying on the western world to come in and hopefully help them 
sort this out because some of the oilfields that they've got, that are by their standards 
worked out, are in fact not a half worked out by western standards. So it's a classic example 
of inadequate technology. That's what I tried to explain to the man. It's no good getting a 
fellow from Western Australia with its handful of people, admittedly a lot of resources, but 
in a climate quite different to theirs. I explained to him we had no permafrost and our 
deposits are comparatively easy to work once you know what you've got. The same with 
our oil and our gas. 
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But he didn't know that I knew about the negotiations that had been going on for years 
between the Japanese and the Russians, for putting a 1000-mile railway into there to take 
out, in a very efficient way, the resources they had, bring them to the east coast, and then 
ship them across to Japan. Now that would have killed us in our iron ore and other 
minerals if they could have done it economically. It so happened that a very good friend of 
mine in Japan, Saburo Tanabe, was in charge of those periodical negotiations and in a 
facetious moment he said to me: "You don't have to worry about them," he said, "I have to 
go through the motions at least once a year." It was then that he explained to me the 
conditions. He said, "This place which is Arctic and so bitterly cold and that sort of thing in 
winter," he said, "at the hot time of the year, the heat's unbearable," in this particular place. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 120 
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COURT His reason for saying I had nothing to worry about, he said was, "Every 
time I go there we go forward three paces and back four." He said, "Negotiation's a 
nightmare. Suspicion, lack of ability, lack of understanding what's involved. Most of all the 
suspicion." So having been briefed in this by my friend Tanabe I had no desire to be a 
martyr to the cause and go over there and in all good faith make a suggestion as to how 
they could do these things, because who am I to tell them about permafrost when we don't 
even have snow, and a few other things like that. [But do not fool ourselves, one day the 
resources will be efficiently unlocked both for internal and external use.] 

That's only a bit of by-play because of this Russian thing. The Russian ambassador who 
extended those two invitations was a man named Basov. I think his spelling was B A S 0 
V. He's the man that I told you about when we had the WA 150th anniversary function at 
Parliament House for the Liberal Party's annual conference. All the ambassadors always 
follow the circus around and go to the main parties conferences in case there's anything 
they've got to convey back to their governments. He was the one that really believed my 
off-the-cuff remark when I told them to eat up all the food because Rita had spent all day 
preparing it! [laughs] Those beautiful tables, all laid out as they had been done in such a 
magnificent way. He took it literally and even his assistant travelling with him couldn't 
explain to him that that was just an off-the-cuff, throwaway remark, much to the 
amusement of everybody else, except him. He really believed, even to a point when I met 
him in the Eastern States subsequently, he still expressed amazement that my wife, as the 
Premier's wife, would do all that sort of thing. 

However, he was an unusual man and it was he, when I facetiously said to him when we 
gave him a Cabinet lunch - because regardless of where they came from, if an ambassador 
came here for the first time we always gave them a Cabinet lunch, even though we might 
be diametrically opposed. When I asked him why was it that the Cossacks were like they 
were, and even Peter the Great had a lot of difficulty in subduing them and getting them 
over to his cause. "Oh," he said, "we Cossacks, we're different." Then he waxed eloquent. 
He said, "The communists found us the hardest to convert. We were the last to go over to 
the cause." I got the shock of my life because he said, "I am a Cossack. 1 am a Cossack." I 
realised that deep down when you scratch these people, underneath there's a different 
person. He was so proud of the fact that he was a Cossack and the Cossacks were different. 
I had a fair bit to do with him. He came over quite often [compared with other USSR 
ambassadors]. 

Anyhow that's a long way of telling you my answer to that. But I really believe with all my 
heart that the reason why we couldn't get on and get added value was because of these 
people. I've told you the story of Mount Newman, where the shop steward.... 

Ri Yes you have. 

COURT ....with all that.... 

RJ The German President's visit, yes. 
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COURT .... you know, where the President of [West] Germany [was paying an 
official visit.] When I challenged him [the shop steward] in front of his people, he said he 
wasn't there to make the project work, he was there to send it broke, and then the State 
would have to take it over. 

RJ Just as you've raised your wife's cooking and foreign dignitaries, you did 
tell me an episode over lunch about Lady Court and lamingtons. Would you briefly like to 
put that on tape for me? 

COURT Oh yes. Well, when you're in Japan, especially in those days, you rarely 
went into a Japanese private house. We did into some, but normally you didn't because 
their places were quite modest, even for people holding down senior positions. It was their 
way of life. It was no reflection on them. It was just that they were a little self-conscious 
because when they came to Australia or other countries, people in similar positions usually 
had such large, and in some cases quite pretentious places. But we had been into one or 
two and we had developed a very strong friendship with many of them. It was unusual for 
them [the Japanese businessmen] to come to Perth, if they didn't come and have a meal at 
our place. Usually it would be a man travelling with his male secretary or something like 
that. Sunday night used to be the favourite time. Rita used to have a special momay dish 
that was easy to prepare and it would help them over the weekend, because we used to be 
prepared to work on weekends. 

But during our 150th anniversary in 1979, the Australian/Japan Business Economic 
Cooperation Committee decided as a gesture to Western Australia, they would have their 
joint meeting in Perth. One year it's in Japan, the other year it's in Australia. Well this time 
they decided that they'd have it in Perth. Out of deference to the State, and to me in 
particular, they decided they'd bring their wives. So we finished up with about 22 Japanese 
wives who had to be entertained while the meetings were going on. We had official 
functions. We had the joint business cooperation functions. Bearing in mind they were only 
here - most of them - for two days. Some of them decided to stay a little longer because of 
the occasion. 

So Rita offered to entertain these ladies out at home. We were used to having Japanese in 
our place by this time. Some of her friends - not paid staff but some of her friends rallied 
around to help with the afternoon tea. Apparently it was a very successful function, very 
pleasant. But the Japanese ladies couldn't understand why the Premier's wife did all this 
herself and didn't have any paid help around. They eventually found excuses to go all 
around the house and round the backyard, and on the front lawn, because it was a lovely 
day. They finished up in the kitchen, crowded into the kitchen, obviously just intrigued. 
Rita was still doing things and so on. She'd served some lamingtons. She thought to give 
some local food, and lamingtons were as Australian as you can get. 

So they were fascinated with these lamingtons; they wanted the recipe. The interpreter lady 
was working a bit hard on this, so Rita said, "I'll show you how to make them." She had a 
bit of sponge left and she made these extra lamingtons. They were all playing around with 
it. You can imagine they would just be fascinated with it. So they finished up having some 
more lamingtons and some of them had actually had their fingers in to help make them. So 
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if you get lamingtons in Japan, my guess is that they are the result of the demonstration and 
the recipe they got from Rita in 1979. 

Those little things, by the way, are tremendously important in human relations. You can 
make all the speeches in the world. You can do all the right things in the world, but one 
little, tiny thing like that can do more to give a warmth that cannot be achieved with 
money. It can't be achieved with elaborate organisation, grand shows and all that sort of 
thing. When you're dealing with people of any nationality at all, if you can touch the heart 
and their mind, you get much further than you will by any other method. 

I think it's important for people to remember that, that things often that cost nothing, just a 
little bit of effort, a kindness or something of interest, mutual interest. Dear old Mr Shiina, 
of Sumitomo Shoji, and his love of passionfruit. If it gets to be known that, you remember 
these things. I don't care whether it's big business, whether it's sport or whether it's politics 
or whether it's church, anything at all, it's the little human things that count. 

LU Something that I meant to pick up on after you'd finished talking about His 
Majesty's and then I overlooked it. You said that in your dealings with the Commonwealth 
government, if the State was efficient in the way it went about its operations and actually 
had money left over, it had to give it back. You were Treasurer for your time as Premier. 
You have the situation where government departments have to give back money at the end 
of the financial year if they haven't spent it which does lead in some cases to very rapid 
spending of money rather than to do so. Did it ever occur to you to review that sort of 
process? 

COURT We did review it. We did review it. It goes right back to my first 
appointment, my first year as Minister for Railways, when I found the budgetary system 
was - inefficient would be the kind word - but in fact manipulated would also be too kind a 
word. They'd built up a tradition over the years that it was a game of cat and mouse. You 
made bids to the Treasury in coming up to the budget. If you got half of it you reckoned 
that you'd fooled them. It was a terrible way to be. With my background I was more 
concerned to have a budget that could be demonstrated to be accurate, that was related to 
specific things. That's where we had the first showdown with the then Commissioner 
because he and his staff were very, very concerned when I wanted to sit down with them 
and have the budget explained to me and the budget proven to me, and also related to last 
year's performance. So then they had to say to me: "Well, this is how we go about it. We go 
for a ballpark figure. We naturally have information to support it. The Treasury then beat 
us down sometimes by half and then we say we've made a profit out of it." 

It was a terrible thing. So I went and did a deal with Townsing. I think I've explained that 
to you. 

RI Yes, you have. 

COURT But I did the deal with Townsing, which he honoured, that if we were good 
and having put in a genuine budget with specific targets that we were going to try and beat 
in revenue and in expenditure, that we weren't going to get that skimmed off and given to 
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some no-hoper department. Under the system that prevailed in the past the incompetents 
always got looked after. They became the squeaky wheel that got the grease. He did the 
deal with me and he was quite happy about it. I think he was probably a little bit sceptical 
but he agreed to give it a try. I, for my part, had to prove that I would make sure that the 
department was honest about it. 

Now we introduced a system - I've explained that to you and I won't go over the detail of it 
- a system with tests as you went along, where if you didn't qualify in one of those three 
tests the money became surplus. We built up quite a bit of money. Then the arrangement 
with the Treasury was that we could enter into genuine bona fide projects that were 
priorities further down the scale. So if you had priority one, two, three, four, and the 
Treasury was only prepared to finance one, two, three, then you could revive four if you'd 
found a way of doing one, two, three cheaper. So that's fair enough because the incentive 
was there. 

Now when I became Treasurer - and I think this had partially applied but not as much as it 
should have done - when I became Treasurer I said to the ministers how I'd practised 
myself with my own department and I had this arrangement and I hoped they had the same 
arrangement with Treasury, that having got a genuine budget through - not a bluff budget 
but a genuine one - that if they were able to beat it by efficiency, which you often can, that 
they could use the money for bona fide purposes. 

Now don't get me wrong, they just couldn't use it for any old purpose to please the 
departmental head or the whim of the minister. They then had to go to the Treasury and 
explain how they were spending it, but that's a big difference between having it taken off 
you because when you're going to have it taken off you, you'll either spend madly and 
waste it or you will hide it in some way, you'll be less efficient and so on. But if you know 
you're going to keep it, it's amazing what you can save. 

So we introduced that system. I might add we had very few occasions where ministers 
were running surpluses through efficiency. We had more occasions, even then, where you'd 
have to go and rescue a minister, and I gave you a case not so long ago which was quite 
serious for that particular minister. He very nearly got us into quite a lot of bother, but 
fortunately the Treasury was vigilant as far back as the February and were able to detect 
that things weren't well. They got involved and I got involved, and we had to put Treasury 
people in. That's when the minister said, "I'm a minister, not a chartered accountant." 

I agree with you that if departments lose it because they haven't spent it, even though they 
don't really need it, well then it's scandalous. But on the other hand if people are 
encouraged to work efficiently, and then if they do have a genuine saving they can use it on 
authorised programmes within their own department, I'm all for that. It induces efficiency, 
and you don't have a feeling of being cheated, and you don't feel that some no-hoper crowd 
down the line are going to get looked after because they didn't spend properly. 

RJ So are you saying that during your time there would not have been this last 
minute spending spree as departments realised that they were running under budget in 
some categories? 
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COURT That would be dishonest of me on the one hand and too egotistical on the 
other hand. Of course we had trouble. We had people who couldn't control their budgets 
properly. Of course we had people who would panic and then just go mad to try and spend 
before the cut-off point. But I would like to feel that during my day we reduced that to the 
minimum. I wouldn't say we eliminated it altogether because that would be asking too 
much. You always get the minister that's scared stiff with finance and he's got bureaucrats 
that never learn how to properly handle finance and they haven't got the courage to often 
stop the excesses, because you've got to take a stand. That's where leadership comes into it. 

What they do today I wouldn't know, but I still hear very disturbing stories about people 
just spending madly in the last few weeks just to get the money out of their system because 
if they had it left it would be taken away from them. 

Now I made the point before and I think you've got it clearly, that this idea of allowing 
departments to use savings within their departments doesn't mean to say they're going to 
squander it on somebody's pet hobby. They had to justify or demonstrate what they wanted 
to spend it on in a legitimate way. There's nothing wrong with that, but there's a big 
difference between doing that in a positive, constructive way, as compared with having it 
taken off you just because you've got a surplus, just because you were good enough to have 
a surplus. 

That was my big objection with Fraser. We'd work like beavers, and we'd work well. The 
natural growth that we generated, generated income. You get more stamp duty, you get 
more freight, [you get more payroll tax,] you get more tax revenue in many, many ways, so 
that you've got the capacity to go on and improve your budgetary position. But that was 
because of our efforts. That's what we objected to. We created the royalties from which we 
were able to do better. We created the prosperity from which we were going to get more 
payroll tax, more stamp duty, more everything, more revenue of various sorts, and become 
more efficient. Get the economies of scale because we had more population. It was because 
of that I objected to the Commonwealth government putting in that Grants Commission 
test to take it all off us, skim the cream off which we believed we'd worked mighty hard to 
generate. 

Ri You've also got, in my experience, having worked for government 
departments, that very rigid allocation of money to certain types of expenditure. This 
doesn't apply now, there are changes that have come into vogue. But for many years if you 
managed to save money on salaries, you could not transfer that to furniture or equipment, 
or other things. What was your attitude as Treasurer to that situation? 

COURT Well mine was a total concept, and that's what I insisted on with the 
Railways. We put in what we thought was a genuine budget. That covered rolling stock. It 
covered the ordinary repair work. You name it: operating costs, fuel, the whole lot. We 
tried hard, and after the initial encounter I tried hard to get the officers to budget on an 
honest basis and be accurate, pinpoint it, on the assumption that having [framed such a] 
budget, we would insist on getting [approval for] the budget. This was not a phoney thing, 
a bargaining thing where they say, "We'll give you half," and you'd settle, "Oh well, add in 
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another half a million and we'll call it quits, sort of thing." That's no way to budget. You 
see, if you're genuine in your budget then this was a total thing. Having things in 
compartments like you're talking about, which applies in other departments (and more so 
than in the Railways) where you're dealing basically with a wage and salary structure. The 
stationery and the pins and the pens and the paper, they're only a tiny part of the total, but 
your wages are usually about 70 per cent of your total costs. In that case it's very stupid to 
have inflexible columns. They are necessary to highlight something. For instance to make 
sure that your salaries are not blowing out. So that's fair enough [but a sensible use of 
economies by a department is to be encouraged]. 

For example, you don't throw any savings in stationery away and grab that for somebody 
else's budget. Salaries the same. It's a total thing. Okay you're down in your wages; you're 
up in your stationery items; you're up or down, as the case may be, in revenue items. Well 
you balance out the lot. So you don't have the crazy situation where you cream money off 
from salaries, and cream something off from stationery [etc to pass to someone less 
competent] and let all the rest just wallow. So I think we achieved as good a balance as 
you'll get. 

But it comes down very much to ministers taking a day-by-day interest, and above all 
having officers in charge that know something about finance, not as accountants, but in 
terms of controlling money. Then most of all having a good relationship between the 
Treasury. I tried very hard, and I know McCarrey did the same, Townsing before him, but 
particularly in McCarrey's day, we tried hard to get ministers to be prepared to come and 
have a talk to Treasury. They were all scared stiff of the Treasury. Get them to come and 
have a talk to the Treasury, and you build up this link between a department and the 
Treasury. It doesn't interfere with the overall supervision of the budget but it does mean 
that department by department you get trust and you get efficiency, and if individually 
they're right, well the whole must be right. 

You know you get some strange things within these departments and you often wonder 
what makes them tick. You wonder how the people concerned got into the positions they 
did. Now there was a time while I was Premier that I became very concerned about the 
arrears of maintenance. You know in government budgeting, especially the old system 
which was open to manipulation and didn't encourage initiative and resourcefulness, the 
first item to get axed when the big argument took place between the department and the 
Treasury, was maintenance. It was always the first one lopped off. It was the easy one to 
go. Oh, we'll postpone the painting or we'll postpone guttering or something for another 
year. We've got by this far, we'll get by another year. This went on; it compounded. 

Now I realised that the schools and the hospitals and buildings like that were getting into a 
bad way. Once they start to go, it compounds. I mentioned earlier about making a condition 
of restoring His Majesty's at a high level, they had to promise me - I had no way to 
supervise it - but had to promise me that they would keep the place maintained, and that 
maintenance wouldn't be the first item lopped off the budgets. 

Now I decided that the time had come, particularly with education, that we would scrape 
up some money to be directed entirely at maintenance, improving the quality and standards 
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of these buildings. It was going to be a continuing programme. It was only a fairly modest 
one that year. I wouldn't hazard a guess but it would be no more than a couple of million 
pounds or dollars, whatever prevailed at the time. But it was a start to launch ourselves on 
a definite campaign of maintenance with a view to saving capital works. If you maintain a 
building properly you can easily double the length of life and double the length of time 
before you have to spend more capital. If you maintain it properly, it probably looks just as 
attractive with better paint schemes and all that sort of thing than when you started. Your 
plumbing's in good order, your paintwork's in good order and so on. So I announced this, 
this maintenance programme. 

Then I heard on the grapevine, to my horror, which was confirmed by the minister, that one 
department, and to be precise it was the Education Department, had gone and put all of this 
into a very cosy arrangement to buy carpets. Well, the last thing I was thinking of was 
carpets at that stage. Maybe down the track, okay. If carpets are desirable under certain 
circumstances, well let's work towards carpets, but in the meantime I was after getting 
premises watertight, protected against the winter and against other factors and making the 
places look better, apart from anything else, because if they look better, they're usually 
maintained better. And the painting and the timber that needed to be replaced and that sort 
of thing. 

So I had no alternative but to cancel that programme on the spot, and then think again as to 
how we're going to do it next time. Also it was a programme, I remember, where we were 
trying to get them to use local contractors more. There was this obsession about getting the 
Public Works to come in. A team of people would go all the way down to a country town 
or to a suburban school, as the case may be. It was quite amazing the amount of time they'd 
spend measuring up and making estimates and so on and so on, and nothing happening. I 
wanted them to use local contractors, because usually the local plumber or the local painter 
could come in and do these jobs. As long as there was proper supervision and proper 
quoting, he'd probably do it for a third of the cost of having somebody come all the way 
down from Perth to first of all measure up the job and then do drawings and all sorts of 
things. 

I remember the famous case of a fence down at - I'm not sure whether it was Rockingham 
or Kwinana. It became an absolute scandal; in fact it became a joke if you read the diarised 
version of what happened before the fence was even started. Eventually it was done by just 
the minister in desperation getting hold of a local contractor and getting a quote and getting 
the darn thing finished. Any self-respecting contractor would want to put the fence in in 
two days, but here we were after about seven or eight weeks and we hadn't got past the 
designs and drawings and estimate stage. You can imagine what that cost. Probably cost 
much more than the whole of the fence when we eventually did it. 

So we were trying to get this maintenance programme wherever possible undertaken 
locally, because you can imagine it's got an appeal to the local community if their 
contractors are being used and you're not bringing in people from outside. 

END OF TAPE 120 SIDE B 
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COURT There's another thing in relation to this that we introduced, that was to give 
the local schoolmaster more authority to spend a bit of money on these things, even if he 
didn't spend it as wisely as it might have been spent by somebody who knew more about it. 
Any difference between that and what it would cost by having the thing done from head 
office, taking out a sledgehammer to crack a peanut would be a big, big saving for the 
taxpayers anyhow. So that was another thing. I don't know how far we were successful. 
You can't supervise everything, but it was a very popular thing. 

Needless to say we told everybody about it. We made sure that all local contractors knew 
that they were in the field to get that work if they wanted it. I could only assume that they 
would have been pretty vigilant in making sure that any work within their competence 
would be available to them. Plus the fact I should imagine it would make their 
schoolmaster feel good to think that he can have a talk with the local contractor and do the 
necessary procedures about quotes and the like. If you've got two contractors, either in that 
town or a neighbouring town, and the specification was an honest one, the schoolmaster 
would feel good about getting the job done. 

Ri Sir Charles, we have another one of those episodes in November 1976, 
when accusations were made against you personally, and against your government, when 
Mal Bryce made the statement in the House that some Cabinet ministers had grown 
wealthy during their parliamentary careers by manipulating capital. He went on to say: 
"One of them has sticky fingers." ]  At the time it was claimed that you had shareholdings 
that were suspect, and O'Connor had been involved in a financial deal through his wife, 
and had a pecuniary interest with the same government of which he was a minister. 

As a result of that accusation a select committee was appointed to inquire into those 
allegations consisting of Burke, Tonkin, McPharlin, Thompson and Laurence.2  Bryce was 
called to give evidence to that select committee and refused to do so until eight demands 
that he set out were met. Ian Thompson then moved in the House to bring criminal 
proceedings against Bryce for failing to give evidence.3  Bryce claimed that that was an 
attempt to make the whole thing sub judice and that the allegations then could not have 
been aired.4  

Those criminal proceedings were eventually dropped in favour of the Legislative Assembly 
expressing its contempt of Bryce. But it's claimed in the West that it was a result of strong 
public criticism and because the National Country Party wouldn't support it;5  and then in 

1 West. 12 Nov. 1976, p.1. 

2Wesi, 13 Nov. 1976, p.1. 

3Dai/v News, 25 Nov. 1976, p. 1. 

4West, 26 Nov. 1976, p.1. 

5West, 1 Dec. 1976, p. 1. 
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the Daily News it was claimed that the National Country Party actually claimed victory in 
getting the government to abandon its legal action against Bryce.' The actual statement was 
made that there was a section of the National Country Party and Liberals in conflict.2  

Without going into the whole thing because it's on the record anyway, but what would you 
comment about that and why criminal proceedings were dropped? 

COURT As I mentioned before, there was this sort of thing going on all the time. 
We had these mean-minded people who sort of felt for some reason or other that the only 
thing that stood across their path in getting elected to government was Charles Court. They 
flattered me, but still that was their belief. 

Bryce in particular brought this thing forward, Bryce and A R Tonkin. They brought this 
thing forward and it was a rehash or an attempt to be a rehash of something that had 
already been dealt with, and where the person concerned had had to make a complete and 
unqualified withdrawal, paid all costs and that sort of thing. Sometimes I wonder whether I 
should have gone after him for money and that seems to be more convincing to people, but 
we weren't interested in money, we just merely concerned about getting the thing cleaned 
up. 

Now this was the most despicable thing on the part of both Bryce and A R Tonkin that I 
know. It upset some of their own people, by the way. I'm not sure whether it was that time 
or another time, where one of their members, who himself was a lawyer, who actually 
voted with us and against the government, which was not a very usual thing for a Labor 
member to do. 

RJ Tom Hartrey voted with you over this episode.3  

COURT Well, Tom Hartrey was a lawyer, who had a nationalist background in his 
earlier days. He was from the goldfields. It was not unusual for Tom Hartrey to speak in 
support of me and the government on an issue, much to the annoyance of his colleagues. 
For instance he was a very devout royalist and he lost no opportunity to make one of his 
dramatic and colourful speeches, including condemnation of some of his colleagues, who 
were known to be opposed to the royal family and opposed to the present system, the 
monarchical system and so on. It was quite entertaining to hear Tom in full voice because 
he was a very colourful personality, and also he was in the old oratorical style. He was a 
pretty convincing and entertaining sort of a colourful type of personality. We welcomed his 
presence in the House because he brightened the place up a bit. We actually occasionally 
got somebody who used to think of the logic of things and the law of some things, even 
though we didn't always agree with Tom. 

I 
Daily News, 1 Dec. 1976, p. 1. 

2Wesi, 29 Nov. 1976, p. 1. 

3Wesi, 24 Nov. 1976, p.1. 



TAPE 121 SIDE A COURT 1602 

This was an indication - it was more than the old boy could stand - an indication of the 
nastiness and the poisonous nature of what was brought forward by these people. Now 
their attempts to destroy the proceedings of the select committee were plain for all to see. 
They refused to give evidence, Bryce in particular, and laid down conditions that were 
ridiculous anyhow. I don't know who was advising them. It certainly wouldn't have been 
Tom Hartrey, but somebody must have been advising them, maybe one of the lawyers for 
Labor; one can only guess. But it was intended to try and frustrate, and eventually the 
decision was made to condemn him [Bryce] from the House (and that was a pretty severe 
thing to carry for the rest of his days) rather than mess around with a long, legal action and 
maybe a very expensive one, and achieve nothing more. So the Parliament decided it 
would be the master of its own proceedings and its own discipline, and they passed that 
motion and got rid of it on the spot, and I think it was the wise thing to do. 

Now the reference to the National Party claiming a victory. I think you'll find, if I heard 
you aright, you said a section of the National Party or National Country Party. 

RJ Idid. 

COURT Now that would be two people, who, whatever they could do to embarrass 
the Liberal Party they would do because they never wanted the National Party to be in 
coalition. We went through all that nonsense when we first got back in 1974. Not long after 
that we had that walkout by the National Party, but they very quickly came back because 
the sensible ones realised that it was a nonsense, that we'd been very, very patient. We'd 
been very understanding in trying to accommodate their wishes. There comes a point when 
you've got to govern. So they came back on agreed terms and very quickly and we got on 
with the job. Apart from two who seemed to try and make all the trouble they could, we 
had no worry. 

So they would instinctively - not because of any logic, not because of any fairness in it, if 
they felt it was going to embarrass the Liberals and particularly Charles Court, they would 
do that sort of thing. But it wasn't a button off our shirt and we went on our merry way. If 
every time they did something like that to irritate Charles Court we'd have called it a crisis, 
well we'd have been in perpetual crisis. We treated them for what they were. Don't forget 
that I had no problem in handling the situation because the people who most agreed with 
me about these little episodes were their own colleagues. 

Don't forget there were also quite a few Labor people who were very, very concerned about 
the way the Bryce/A R Tonkin episode was handled. As I mentioned one time before, it's 
the only time that I've ever known Rita (that's my late wife) to ever feel so upset about the 
unfairness and the indecency and the poisonous nature of something (and she's taken plenty 
from people over her life), as this one. If she could avoid it, she was never in the same 
place when these people were around. I could understand that, because she tried to do 
everything right with herself and the family, and to be dragged into this sort of thing, which 
she was, was too much. You might not pick it all up from what you've recorded there, but 
you've got to realise that this was [falsely] giving the impression that there were bank 
accounts everywhere and all sorts of rotten nonsense like that, and that some people were 
getting rich. 



TAPE 121 SIDE A COURT 1603 

The one person in the Parliament who suffered most financially by being in Parliament was 
me. 

RJ So okay, so if it was right to censure Bryce in the House as the more 
suitable action, why bring criminal proceedings in the first place? 

COURT Well, I can only assume that whoever was the Leader of the House at the 
time, which would be Des O'Neil, had sought advice, and it had been suggested that that 
was a course. It's not unusual when you get in these situations, you can take course A, or 
course B. In the case of course B you can clean the thing up within your own organisation - 
in this case the institution of Parliament - it's much better than having something like this 
drag on, could be for months and months and months. You know what it's like with these 
court cases. If they had one of these smart alec lawyers for Labor that would be advising 
them, their one purpose would be to delay it to keep it before the courts as long as they 
could, even though in the final analysis it was going to be to the detriment of their 
members. But I know in cases like this it's not unusual. We had very good advice in these 
matters, not necessarily to get the last drop of blood but to get the sensible solution. 

If you can get a decision made against a member like we did against Bryce there, he's got to 
carry that for the rest of his days. It wasn't just an ordinary objection from the House or 
suspended for one day, which everyone forgets about, it was a permanent censure of the 
man. I think that it was very wise that it was decided as it was. 

Perhaps I can enlighten you to what was my role in the matter. I, for good reason, kept as 
far away from it as I could, all the mechanics of it, because you're too close to the scene. So 
there would have been people like Des O'Neil, who's a good level-headed sort of a fellow 
and pretty sharp on parliamentary tactics. He knew his way around Standing Orders and the 
Parliament. People like [Ian] Medcalf in the other House, who was the Attorney-General 
and would be readily available to us. They would have worked out what was the best thing 
to do. In a case like that I'd rely on their judgment rather than the person directly involved. 

If it's any satisfaction to you, I think that was in November, wasn't it, 1976? 

RJ Well, it all started earlier than that. It started in.... yes November '76, yes, 
you're right. 

COURT Yes, well I remind you that we were getting pretty close to the end of the 
session in December, with an election coming up early in 1977 where we got a record 
majority. So we didn't do badly. 

RJ Yes, the motion against Bryce was passed on 30 November 1976.1 

WAPD No. 214, 30 Nov. 1976, p. 4785. 
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COURT Yes, well that makes it even more pointed because they dragged the thing 
on as long as they could to get the last bit of mileage out of the media which was always 
very anxious to cooperate in these things. Just around the corner, with Christmas and New 
Year out of the way, we had an election, so it's very interesting that that's the year we got 
the record majority. It also follows on, I think, some criticism you reported from the then 
Leader of the Opposition, Cohn Jamieson, about me and the Russians and a few other 
things. So we didn't handle it too badly. We weren't very bright, but we usually managed to 
do the right thing. 

RJ Yes, just for the record, Labor was left after that election with its lowest 
parliamentary representation since 1921.1  

COURT I think that says it all. 

Ri A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the offices of Hendry 
Rae and Court on 24th February 1994. 

Sir Charles, yesterday you were at the funeral service for John Hearman and gave the 
eulogy, and I thought it was a good chance to record your memories, or some of your 
memories, of Mr Hearman. 

COURT Well, the Honourable John Merrifield Hearman CMG was a one-off type of 
person. It's a pity that people like him don't get properly understood and properly 
appreciated and properly used during their lifetime. 

He had quite an extraordinary brain really. He never really succeeded in getting his 
message across. A few of us learnt to respect his judgment; we learnt to respect his brain; 
we learnt to respect his capacity to study things. I suffered many hours of punishment, you 
might call it, from John Hearman because I learnt to listen to him fairly early in the piece, 
fairly early in my meeting with him not long after the war. His wife was a sister of a lady 
that we were very closely connected with through our neighbours. 

I quickly understood that this man had something to contribute in his brusque, rather 
aggressive sort of way. David Brand I think deep down respected John Hearman's 
judgment and his brains and his capacity to think things out. He found it rather difficult to 
keep close to John Hearman, although they had the affiliation of war service from the 
battalion that they served in. However, somehow or other there was a bit of strain there 
because John Hearman didn't make life easy for people. 

For instance, when we eventually got into government and John became Speaker, he'd 
come up from his potato patch down in Donnybrook there, almost as he'd walked off the 
tractor, I think. Then he'd present himself at the Premier's office or he'd present himself at 
my office. No such things as appointments. By virtue of his office, discretion was really the 

1 B1ack in Stannage. 1981, p.468. 
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better part of valour and so you'd see him. John had a very annoying habit of walking in, 
picking a comfortable chair, pulling it up to the table, then putting his feet up on your table. 
I remember him coming in to see me one day and saying, "Dave didn't seem very amused 
this morning." I said, "Well, if you have a look at your boots that you put up on his table 
you'll understand why, and you wouldn't have been very amused either!" His retort was, 
"Oh, you fellows take yourselves too seriously, you know," in this gruff sort of way of his. 

But I, having said all those things about him, he really believed in his country. I am sure he 
never thought of himself. He always thought of his community in which he lived, the State 
in which he lived and the nation to which he proudly belonged. 

He was born in England in 1910. Actually he was ten months older than me, but he was 
brought out on a ship on which he had his third birthday while he was coming out to 
Western Australia. It was always a sore point with John that I was here first, because 
although I was born in England ten months after him, my parents brought me out while I 
was still being fed by my mother. He used to, in his funny way, throw this up occasionally. 

However, it was natural that this man would enlist very early in the war. In fact he actually 
formed the Donnybrook troop of the 25th Light Horse Machine Gun Regiment. He was 
requested to do that and that became the Donnybrook troop of which he was the troop 
leader. I think he did that in March 1939. Then he went from there, which was an AMF 
unit, into the AIF the following May (that's May 1940), and was one of the first, if not in 
the first contingent to march into Northam for training as the 2/16th AIF Battalion. Not 
long after that, of course, they shipped them away to the Middle East. 

The reference in the book about [General Stan] Savige, There Goes a Man, has a part 
dealing with Hearman. It summarises it all, when it refers to the crossing of the Litani 
River in Syria and the fact that, although he was wounded time after time, he kept this 
improvised canvas ferry going across this swift-flowing dangerous river, to get the troops 
across, six a time. He must have just been exposed to fire the whole time. The 
extraordinary thing is the man lived. 

In later life he got involved with a tractor. Again no-one other than John Hearman would 
have lived. In more recent years, of course, when they had to take one of his legs off, he 
was very philosophical about it. Then he had to lose his second leg. But he still kept as 
busy as busy, worrying about the country; never worrying about himself. 

When he had his farm (he developed that with his boys before he had retired into 
Donnybrook town), he probably spent half his time on the tractor worrying about the 
country. He was always writing letters to the paper, good letters, I might add, thoughtful 
letters, not ratbag type of stuff. The letters editor will feel that he's lost a very valued 
customer who wrote with some degree of responsibility and wrote in a very considered 
manner with a message to tell. He got some of them published but not all that many. He 
used to be very, very proud of the fact when he got one published. 

I should tell you that even after he lost his second leg, he used to ring me at seven o'clock 
every morning. While Rita was alive as soon as the phone rang at seven she'd say, "There's 
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your mate." I never bothered to say, "Who's speaking?" I always said, "Yes, John." I tried 
hard to get him to ring me at quarter-to-seven or quarter-past-seven so that I could listen to 
the seven o'clock news, but I was on his schedule for 7.00 a.m. There were people like Bill 
Hassell and Richard [Court] and others. Apparently these calls would start at six in the 
morning and he'd go the circuit, so you had to stay in the circuit. 

But I learnt to listen, even though sometimes it was very annoying, very frustrating. Most 
times I listened until I'd got the message. Sometimes I might have to ask him to ring me 
back. I mention this to demonstrate that this wasn't a crank; it was a man who really 
worried about his country. He worried about the politicians abusing the Westminster 
system which he tried to explain to them was a proven system but it had to have honest 
people, conscientious people to make it work. 

Right until the end he kept this up. The last letter he wrote to the West was on 10th 
February. The last letter he wrote telling a member of Parliament what he should be doing 
was on 14th February. The last seven o'clock call that I received from him, telling me what 
I should be doing to stop the rot about the federation and about the dismantling of the 
constitution was at 7 a.m. on 17th February. 

RJ And when did he die? 

COURT He died on the 19th. 

But he was a remarkable man, I believe a truly great Australian. It's a phrase they use a lot 
and they use it very loosely these days. But this is a man who was of the people, he was of 
the earth, he was of the soil. He was very much of a farmer mentality, as are his boys. He 
thought way beyond himself, of the community, of the State, of the nation. In that regard 
he's quite remarkable. 

He was a very good Speaker when he was in Parliament. He was like myself, he joined the 
Liberal Party fairly soon after he was discharged because he was concerned about the 
inroads that the Communist Party had made during the war. He became very active in the 
Donnybrook branch and became the Member for Blackwood (which covers that area, 
including Donnybrook) in 1950. He became Speaker in 1959 and remained Speaker for 
nine years. You would be battling to find anyone who was in Parliament that served under 
him who would complain about his fairness, his firmness and his genuine desire to see the 
system work, and administered in an even-handed way, relating both to the government 
and to the opposition. That was because of his belief in the system. So when he used to talk 
about the Westminster system and the system of government, he was not only speaking 
from the heart, he was also speaking from nine years of experience as a good Speaker, a 
very conscientious Speaker. 

We had a few moments of mirth at the funeral. I know it's not the time when you normally 
can get a bit humorous but there was another side to the man, he could be quite impish. 
When he wasn't being responsible as Speaker, when he was a backbench member and 
when he was not in his official position, he could be quite devilish and was always one for 
a story. When he was in opposition during the Bert Hawke Government, he was always 
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coming up with some imaginative ideas as to how to keep the government on its toes and 
to embarrass them in one way or another. 

This classic, which I told them yesterday, was over some troubles with the potato industry. 
He naturally was interested because of his electorate. He couldn't get the answers out of the 
minister, so all of a sudden we found ourselves landed with a series of questions for each 
of us to ask. He purposely picked metropolitan members as well as country members. This 
was to deceive the minister, or put him off track. So all of a sudden the minister found a 
series of questions from different members, nine in all, I think, some of them, as I said, 
were metropolitan electorates, some were country, but mainly metropolitan. The minister 
must have said, "Why all of a sudden are these metropolitan members interested in 
potatoes?" you see. 

END OF TAPE 121 SIDE A 
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COURT At the end of the day, the minister had answered these questions as best he 
could and in the process had given snippets of information which gave John Hearman 
exactly what he wanted to know and which the minister had refused to answer in the first 
major questions that Hearman had asked. He thought that was great fun. He used to always 
quote this years later, saying: "This is what you can get if you try," you see. "If you don't 
get it one way you come another." He used to give this as an example, how you do it quite 
legitimately but with a bit of imagination. 

That was another side of him. I don't know how much you want me to record on the man. 
His war service was quite remarkable, as you'd expect from a man like him. He was always 
known as Ben. If you ask anyone about John Hearman at the 2/16th Battalion assembly 
that was there at the crematorium to say farewell to an old comrade, they'd have probably 
said, "Who are you talking about?" Apparently at school he was called Ben. But I think 
then he was called Ben Hur because of the Hearman name, and he was such a big 
impressive sort of fellow. He would have been impressive, even as a boy. But the soldiers, 
they told me yesterday, called him Ben because that came from Big Ben; the London Big 
Ben. Because he was such a big bloke and because he was nicknamed Ben, they used to 
think of him as Big Ben. So it was the same end result. 

A remarkable career when you think that he served in the Middle East and went through 
that river crossing of the Litani River when Savige refers to him as having been wounded 
time and time again in that particular assault and which he refers to as the most difficult 
advance ever undertaken by the 2nd AIF and sadly one of the most costly in terms of 
casualties. But it gives you an insight into this man who wouldn't have thought of himself 
at any stage, even though he was being shot at and wounded. The only thing in his mind 
would be to get those men across the river in this canvas boat, six at a time. 

He served subsequently in New Guinea, Borneo, Celebes. The fact that he went back to his 
unit after being so badly wounded gives you an insight into the man. 

There's another thing that won't be very well known. I happen to know about it because I 
discussed it with Hearman quite often. That was after the war when he was seconded to 
assist in Celebes with the transfer of government from the Dutch to the Indonesians. 
During that time quite senior officers were doing things that he believed were corrupt and 
were wrong; basically wrong as well as corrupt. He had no compunction at the time in 
speaking up even though the people involved were quite senior, and much senior to him. I 
think it's typical of the man that he wouldn't have hesitated at all. In his gruff old way he'd 
have said, "That's not right, what you're doing." He'd even have told them they were 
cheating or something like that, knowing Hearman and the way he went about things. It 
was typical of the man that he had this basic sense of honesty and integrity and courage. He 
didn't only have physical courage (that was evident in the war), but he also had moral and 
spiritual courage. You don't often get people that have got all of these things in the one 
man. 

His wife, Jean, is a very nice person. It has been said, which I mentioned yesterday, that 
she was the only one who could put up with Ben and keep him under control. I think it's 
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true too, because she was the sort of person that could keep him within bounds and also 
preserve the peace in the family and that sort of thing. 

It was a life spent to the full. One felt proud to have known him, and also proud of the fact 
that at one stage in my career I decided the man had something to contribute. I probably 
listened to him more than anyone ever did. Dave used to shudder [chuckles] when Ben 
used to.... Ben would want to tell him how to run the government, run the Parliament, or 
something like that. But I found it was time well spent in talking to him, plus the fact as 
Speaker, of course, you're foolish if you don't talk to him and find out the things that are 
worrying him, not only about the conduct of the Opposition, but the conduct of the 
government itself. Very often, I can tell you, he would sound a note of warning to the 
government members: "If you carry on like that I'm going to deal with you," and deal with 
them he would. That was good. 

RJ Well now, you are also very kindly going to donate a copy of the eulogy 
you gave, to the Battye Library, so that will be available for reference as well.' Thank you 
for that. 

COURT That doesn't include some of the asides, of course, which I think they made 
a recording of anyhow. I did include there one story, mainly at the request of one of the 
family who was very anxious that her father be portrayed as a warm man with another side 
to him, an impish side to him. Everyone knew him as a big man, a rather severe man, with 
a gruff voice. They sort of shuddered when he put his hand on. He had such big hands and 
he was such a powerful man, if he ever put his hand on your shoulder [chuckles] you sort 
of crumpled a bit. You got to know him and understand him. 

He used to love to come to Parliament with a new story. He'd get some story down at the 
cattle markets or one of the places where stories generate. He came to Parliament with a 
story about the lovesick rams. These rams were all very distressed because they'd been 
allowed to come too close to the homestead and they'd heard the latest hit tune being 
played, There'll Never be Another You (Ewe). This is the sort of thing that old John would 
come up with. [laughs] He'd rock with laughter with this. But I have to say he started that 
story at Parliament because everyone was telling it from then onward. I don't know that 
you've ever heard it. 

RJ Yes, I have. 

COURT You probably didn't mix in that sort of company. 

RJ I haven't heard the joke, I've heard the song, yes. [laughs] 

COURT Yes, well you've heard the song, you see. He used to relate it to a sheep 
stud. Anyhow I'll gladly give you a copy of the notes, but there were a few little things that 
were added and just gave a bit of colour to the day and broke some of the tension for which 

I 
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the family were grateful, otherwise you could have given a very pompous, boring sort of a 
story about the famous Ben. 

RJ Right, to change tack totally. In 1976 there was a State Government agency 
set up to develop 100 hectares of crown land into a new regional centre as part of the 
decentralisation programme at the time, and this is Joondalup. What can you tell me about 
that? 

COURT Well, Joondalup was a genuine attempt to try and create a well-designed, 
well thought out city. The Act of Parliament that was introduced came as a bit of a shock to 
some people to think that I, being such a rugged private enterpriser, would introduce such a 
Bill, or get one of my ministers to introduce such a Bill. But there's good reason for it 
which I can explain to you. 

Incidentally, Dr Tom Stannage is now doing the history of Joondalup and it will be very 
interesting because he's doing a lot of work on it. Following the interview that I had with 
him, I have a feeling that he will go beyond just the bare bones of Joondalup and will be 
relating it to broader issues of planning. I don't know that, but I'm only guessing from the 
nature of the questions that he asked me. He seemed to have understood that although I 
didn't bring the Act in myself (I got Cyril Rushton to bring in the Act), and although I 
didn't figure in it publicly all that much, he's obviously found out from people he's 
interviewed that I did take a great interest in it, both in the conception of it and in the actual 
subsequent development of it. Cyril Rushton was the first minister, then June Craig took 
over. Stannage has interviewed her. 

The idea was to project into the northern suburbs a very well thought out city development. 
You realise that there'd been a helter-skelter mad rush in developing suburbs everywhere, 
north, south, east and west, when the great breakthrough occurred in the sixties. It happens 
that when you have a dramatic breakthrough like that, you might not necessarily have done 
everything according to the purists' book. You can always be wise after the event; you 
could have done it better. But the important thing is to do it, to get something to happen, 
but you're a fool if you don't realise there are other consequences. 

Now I think I have told you about the problem we ran into about residential land. I think 
we've been over that one, which is a rather sad experience we had to correct. It was a 
classic example of leaving that to the bureaucrats and leaving it to the minister concerned. 
It was not caught up initially in the 'one stop shop' system. I have to be quite honest about 
it, we never thought of the development of a metropolitan town planning scheme and the 
development of residential land and new suburbs and that sort of thing having to come 
within the 'one stop shop' system which was primarily directed at resource and industrial 
development. 

With hindsight, of course, we could have worked that out better and we wouldn't have 
allowed any one minister or one public servant to put us in a situation where we were 
running a very severe political as well as economic risk and a social risk, through land 
assuming a quite unreal value because of scarcity. 
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I've told you how we eventually got it right by insisting there had to be plenty of land in the 
right places, fully serviced, and above all on the market. 

Now the suburbs that were developed progressively were in the main quite good because 
the planning (not only by the department, by the way, and by the Town Planning Authority 
but also by the private sector) got better because they learnt from their own experience and 
so each suburb was better planned. You didn't have the old road patterns that you had in 
the old days where you drew a series of lines north and south, and a series of lines east and 
west, and masses of intersections. With that system, of course, today, you've got masses of 
'stop' signs and 'give way' signs and so on. But they did progressively introduce some of 
the more modern concepts, a discreet use of cul-de-sacs and all that type of thing. Don't get 
me wrong, there's been a lot of progress there, and some very delightful suburbs and high 
quality housing development. 

The concept of having a city as distinct from a suburb had never been tackled. I was 
privately getting a bit worried about the size of the metropolitan area as it was then 
developing. I wasn't worried about the size of population because I realised that a State like 
Western Australia just can't tolerate having so few people, even today, whether we like it 
or not. The world won't let us stay like this for long. So the best thing is to do it your own 
way and beat the gun. 

Also you might find it rather strange that I worried about this piece of land that we now 
call Joondalup. Every time we went to Lancelin - that's where we had an old shack up there 
that the firm owned originally which we converted into a duplex - every time I went up 
there I used to drive through this area and look at it and say: "What are we going to do with 
this?" At that stage, don't forget, it looked fairly remote because the suburbs south of it 
hadn't started to push into Joondalup. I used to think about it. 

Then I worried about it for another reason. There'd been a huge amount of limestone 
quarrying. In those days I don't suppose there were too many conditions imposed. We 
wanted cheap limestone, we wanted plenty of limestone. Don't forget we had the time 
when there would hardly be a house built that didn't have a limestone foundation. Today 
you wouldn't see one except for aesthetic or ornamental reasons. But fences were all built 
out of limestone. Goodness knows how many millions of tons of limestone had been carted 
from different areas including that BalcattalWanneroo area down into these residential 
suburbs. So you had some pretty frightening quarry scars there. 

Anyhow I decided one time that I'd have a look at this. I worried about these quarries and 
somebody said, "Have you ever thought of putting the quarries to good use? Why don't you 
go and have a look at Wellington Dam?" which I knew well, but I thought next time I'm 
going to Bunbury or Collie I'll have a look at Wellington Dam specifically. Well, I remind 
you that that was the first time the engineers, when they built a dam, literally built into it 
the tourist facilities, even if they didn't call it tourist. What they were doing they were 
building in facilities so that people could inspect the dam with safety and with comfort, 
plenty of parking, plenty of barbecue facilities and all that sort of thing which made for 
safety and good orderly use of the area. 
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It was so different to Mundaring [Weir] which I knew as a boy, and then Canning [Dam]. I 
don't know what they've done there today, but at both those places, it wasn't easy to go and 
have an outing at those places because they built the dam, full stop. They weren't very 
interested in people coming to have a look at it. They might have even thought they were a 
bit of a nuisance. They were both worth seeing and people used to love to go up there, 
especially when the weir was overflowing. Also I remind you that in the early days people 
could go up by train. So it was quite a different scene. 

Anyhow when they did Wellington, they did sculpture the quarries where they'd taken the 
granite out. If you recall there's plenty of parking, barbecues, picnicking areas, and at the 
same time there's provision, deliberately made, for people to see the dam at its best. It then 
dawned on me that with a bit of thought the engineers could do wonders in converting 
these sites for some use that would become part of the total development. 

It was pointed out by a few imaginative souls you could have some residential 
development on the top of the cliff, the side of the quarry. If you maybe restructured the 
quarry you could use that site better. That's even been incorporated into the Joondalup golf 
course. It's made it a pretty tough golf course. Nevertheless it's become a feature; it's been a 
positive thing instead of a negative thing. They haven't bypassed that, they've put it to work 
as a positive thing. 

So I was fascinated by it. It seemed to be the ideal distance from the city to have another 
development that you could identify as a city development. If it was too close to Perth it 
would not achieve its purpose because with commuting distances what they are these days, 
it's quite different to the horse and buggy days. On the other hand you do get to a point 
when people don't want to have to come down to the city for everything. 

So the real concept of Joondalup was to become a city and have the facilities of a 
reasonable city. I also had in mind looking north rather than south. Now I find it rather hard 
to get this message across because most people think that Joondalup was put there mainly 
for the suburbs that were coming up from the south. Well, I worked on the assumption that 
they were fairly well provided for, and they were still within commuting distance to Perth 
and so on. Naturally if there was anything good going on in Joondalup and it was easier to 
go there by looking north instead of going south, they'd go there. That would be a natural 
thing, not an artificial thing. But I did believe that we needed a city structure there so that 
the suburbs that were inevitably going to be developed north of Joondalup would naturally 
treat Joondalup as their city base. That meant you had to have appropriate tertiary 
education, as well as primary and secondary. It meant that you had to have proper 
administrative facilities. 

I got a lot of criticism and was accused of having political bias and political motives when 
we made the decision to put the Wanneroo Hospital where it is. I don't know if you've ever 
stopped to think but that was really to put a structure of size and importance into 
Joondalup. Bear in mind Joondalup's part of Wanneroo anyhow. But other things were 
intended to expedite the development. Wanneroo were pretty good. Wanneroo Shire, now 
Wanneroo City, were pretty good, because they put their offices where they are. 
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RJ What was the criticism of you wanting a hospital there? 

COURT Well, it was questioned by some medical administrators (not by doctors, it 
was medical administrators) as to whether we needed to have a hospital there or, if so, 
whether you shouldn't have waited until the development went further north and put it 
further north. But it struck me - you've got to make a decision that the time has come, and 
if you want to have a city you've got to have two things: education and health. They both 
worked out pretty well, with the health facility there, which can grow, and you've got a 
major administration of the law there, and you've got all the Edith Cowan [University] 
developments that are there. Now you've got the city centre with the railway line operating 
straight into it. 

Now I don't want to be accused of talking as though I was in office when the actual 
development was taking place because I wasn't. I was out in '82, January '82 when I retired. 
Then I had to leave it to my successor. Then, of course, after that the Labor government 
took over. But I'm very proud of the fact that we had the foresight to bring in that 
legislation. It would not have been done if we hadn't have brought in the legislation. There 
would have been piecemeal development and it would have got out of control, and you 
would never have lassoed it; you'd have never got it back into some sort of order and 
system. It was unique that the government owned most of the land anyhow, so you weren't 
going to be taking land off other people. Admittedly some land had to be brought, but the 
government owned most of the land. That in itself was a great plus. 

The idea of the government setting up such a corporation, of course, was not unique, 
although it did bring a lot of criticism. Some of the private sector people, with good reason, 
said, "Why would Court, who's a great private enterpriser, want to have a corporation. Why 
can't it be just thrown open to people to buy the land from the government and develop it?" 
Well, as much as I love them dearly, I felt there are times when you do have to grab a 
situation. There are two previous occasions, one was Kewdale Land Development 
Authority, and the other one was [LDA, Industrial Land Development Authority. 

Now Kewdale, and I don't want to duplicate what we've been over with the development of 
the marshalling yard, but when I found the intolerable situation regarding the land 
originally set aside for a marshalling yard, and we had the standard gauge decision right on 
our plate, something had to be done. Everyone had shied off it, taking one of these bolder 
approaches. They always tried to fit it in to something you already had. It was the mentality 
of their thinking. I've told you about the budget problems we had, trying to get them to 
think about first best, rather than third best. It's like water, it never gravitates up, it always 
gravitates down. So if you ask for third best you're going to get fifth best. 

So we looked at this thing, and we had this great mass of land [at Kewdale] that was badly 
drained. It had horse agistment places on it, poultry places. It was never ever going to 
achieve any great potential. It was too expensive to be drained by the then owners. No 
government would be bothered about it anyhow [for housing] because it was a rather 
forbidding piece of land. In the wintertime particularly it was not the sort of place you'd 
want to live in. 
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So we then decided that we'd take hold of the whole of that area and not only provide that 
magnificent site that we've now got for a marshalling yard, that will take us long, long, 
long into the next century, but with it we had to acquire a lot of other land which we 
needed, badly needed, for industrial land, that is always attracted to a marshalling yard. So 
I don't want to go over that, but that's why you've got these lovely industries around that 
marshalling yard area. But it was only the government that could take hold of it, drain it, 
put in roads, power, sewerage, all of these things. 

END OF TAPE 121 SIDE B 
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COURT It was only a government that could take hold of an area like that and drain 
it, and put in roads, power, sewerage and all of the other things that went with it. We did a 
very generous deal with the former owners of the land. I never heard anyone complain 
about the treatment they got. They could either be part of the development or they could 
get paid. Most of them wanted to be paid because they never thought their land would ever 
be any good and all of a sudden they find they're being paid a sensible price for developed 
land. 

However, that had to be done by statute. I think even the Labor Party got a shock. But that 
was only way you were going to get a good marshalling yard. The only way you were 
going to get some properly developed, properly drained, properly serviced with power and 
sewerage and roads, land, was by doing it as a composite deal, treating everybody fairly. 
That was such a success that we then decided to have the authority to do the Industrial 
Land Development Authority, which was the same thing only on a much bigger basis so 
that you'd always have land ahead of development, ahead of industrial development, so that 
you weren't getting people held to ransom. You made sure that with a degree of planning 
and hopefully - hopefully - you wouldn't have industry that made noise and smell and 
smoke in the middle of residential. 

We tried hard to get the local authorities to stop residential intruding on industrial areas. 
We needed the industries, we needed the industrial areas. But there's always this tendency 
for them to keep releasing land until it gets to a stage when the people on the other side of 
the road complain about the industry being there, although they [the residences] came last. 
In that case the public usually win. Queens Park's a classic example of that. 

So we had this experience. Admittedly that was with industrial land. Of course, we did 
have the experience that when the crisis over residential land came we had to let people 
like R&I Bank undertake some selected development, some of which, I think, they 
continue to this day. That was inevitable when we were getting over that residential land 
crisis. 

So it wasn't foreign to me in my thinking that we should have this authority, Joondalup 
Development Corporation, especially as we had some very difficult land, but we did have 
this great big lump of land. 

The other question you might query is why did we get Holmes a Court to be the chairman? 
There's a very good reason. Robert Holmes a Court was always on my back telling me how 
incompetent governments were, including my own, and how much better private enterprise 
could do it and so on. So I went to him out of sheer devilment really and I said, "Now look 
Robert you keep telling me how incompetent we are and no government can do things 
right and so on. We've got a special reason for wanting to develop this as a corporation. It's 
going to be a self-extinguishing piece of legislation. When the job's been finished it winds 
itself up. I think it would be a good idea if you, as a businessman, demonstrated how 
private enterprise can do it better. There's going to be almost a blank cheque to bring in 
private enterprise methods into a corporation. If you get wrong office bearers and wrong 
professionals, wrong consultants, that sort of thing, well it's going to be your fault." 
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Well, he thought it would be good, so he accepted it; quite cheerful about it. I thought, this 
is good. Maybe if he's as good as he says he is that he will give some of the government 
departments a pattern to work from. So he accepted the chairmanship. 

But I found that it was a bad move on his part and my part because the man was so heavily 
committed between here and London and anywhere you like to mention, and the sort of 
deals that he was doing, you can imagine even the good Lord himself would have to take 
some time off to sort them out. Therefore I did have to keep on his back a bit, just saying: 
"What's happening, what's happening?" But that's another story that I wasn't very closely 
involved with, except to keep on to the minister, "What's happening at Joondalup?" He 
[Holmes a Court] - I really believe it was unfair to ask him to do it. It was really unwise of 
him to accept the commitment to do it. Some good things did come out of his 
administration but I think the mere fact is that he didn't have the amount of time to give it 
the thought and the cooperation it needed. You've got to be alongside people. For instance, 
with John Parker when I had him working in that engineering role, you had to be prepared 
to allow enough time for the man to discuss his problems, to discuss his ideas and for him 
to get your idea of your concept. If you don't give a man the concept you have, how can he 
interpret it on the ground? 

So maybe we should have had somebody else there, but he accepted the position and held 
on there for some years. It was renewed in 1981. There was a big query at the time as to 
whether it should be renewed because of the factors I mentioned, not because of any 
antagonism with him. But he, at the time, assured me that things were going to be easier 
and so on which I should have known better. That couldn't be, the pressure under which he 
worked. 

I went out in '82 and the Liberal government went out in '83 and then the Burke 
Government took over. Thank goodness they did let the corporation function. I have to say 
that some very good people were involved at the professional level. Some years down the 
track I had quite a bit to do with [Michael] Kerry, who was not the chairman but he was 
virtually the chief executive. He built a team around him that was quite remarkable. These 
were professional people, engineers, planners and that type of person. He came to me right 
out of the blue and asked me if I would open a seminar they were going to hold. They 
wanted to have this seminar to try and get the message of Joondalup over to a wider front 
altogether. Bearing in mind, of course, I was long out of Parliament by this time, several 
years down the track. I'll let you have a copy of the paper I gave if you want it, just for 
reference.' It's a fairly lengthy one, but I went to a lot of trouble to prepare this to give the 
background of it. Strangely enough I read it the other day when I was going to be 
interviewed by Tom Stannage, and I don't think I'd want to alter any of it. 

It was a rather clever move on his [Kerry's] part to bring along the man that conceived the 
original legislative approach to tell a new generation that he [Kerry] was trying to interest, 
mainly on the commercial and industrial side, to tell them about what progress had been 
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made. It was very well conducted. I gave him full marks. In fact out of that I assisted him 
in his representations to Coles. This might seem strange to you because I was long since 
out of Parliament, and there was a Labor government there. I'm quite sure he never 
consulted anybody. I actually went, when I was in Melbourne on one of my many trips, I 
took a full briefing. Let me hasten to say I wasn't getting any fees, I wasn't even getting my 
fares paid, but I took a full briefing because I knew Mr Quinn, the chief executive of Coles, 
very well, and to just let him know that I believe in this project, that I believed that it was a 
far-sighted thing they should do. I got a good reception from him, and that has since borne 
fruit in one way or another. 

But I was very impressed with this young man [Kerry]. When I call them young men, of 
course, at my age they all look young, but he had a great team and great enthusiasm. Two 
or three times before he left and went over to work in the Eastern States, he'd have me out 
and show me the latest developments taking place and the planning that had been done for 
the future developments. 

This, of course, brings me to the question of the rail link. Now I'm not suggesting that we 
would have necessarily put in a rail link had we remained in office. But I do have to 
remind everybody, because people have short memories, that when we resumed the land 
for the freeway (that's the Mitchell North Freeway), the instructions were given that you 
might as well get hung for a sheep as a lamb. When you're going to resume land, for 
goodness sake get enough because you'll only get one bite of the cherry. So there was 
provision - and you'll find this mentioned in a number of references - there's provision 
made for a fast lane for traffic in the road reserve so that you could have a freeway going 
up and coming down, but you could also have a fast form of traffic, public transport, in the 
centre. It could be - we discussed it could be road, it could be express buses, it could be 
one of these new type of tramways you have, where the tram can actually hydraulically 
change the wheel structure and become a road vehicle. That gave you the flexibility to go 
out into the suburbs because the big problem about a train is it has one track and that's that. 
People seem to object about getting into feeder buses and all that sort of thing. It doesn't 
matter how good they are, and I've looked at them around the world. The most successful 
one I've seen is at Shaker Heights in Cleveland. That's a rapid transit system that works 
very well. But people seem to object to getting out of a train and getting into a bus, even if 
the bus is there waiting for them, and vice versa. It's like people with aircraft. They don't 
mind if the plane has to land at Hong Kong and then take off for Taiwan or Japan, as long 
as they don't have to get out and stay overnight or wait around and get into another aircraft. 
That's human nature. 

Anyhow the provision was there for a transport system, not only the Mitchell Freeway 
(referred to as the Mitchell Freeway North), but also for a public system of transport. 

We weren't all that keen on railways after our experience with the Armadale/Perth, 
Perth/Fremantle one. They never seem to be able to get within a manageable distance of 
covering their costs. There's always this very big social cost that you incur. However, the 
decision was made by the next government to put in an electric railway system which 
seems to be working reasonably well. That, of course, goes straight into Joondalup, and it 
made Joondalup all that much more attractive. [In due course it can continue further 
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North.] But I do have to remind everybody that the provision for the rapid transit public 
form of transport was there. Whether it was run by a private company or run by the 
government, it was still a system of public transport. So all the ingredients were there. I'm 
very glad that we did do this. 

It just shows that we did take some time off to do things other than iron ore and nickel and 
bauxite and things. People think that's all we did but that was the lesser part of our time, 
frankly. They were things that you could organise and you were dealing with plenty of 
people that had the expertise, whereas when you're dealing with these other things you've 
virtually got to create them all the way. Little businesses are a little miracle each on their 
own. Some succeed, some fail. 

When you came to this Joondalup concept, as I look back on it I get quite a lot of pleasure 
out of it. I'm glad that we did decide to put in a corporation because it made it very difficult 
for our successors to change course. 

Sadly, sadly, towards the end of their government they decided to amalgamate Joondalup 
Development Corporation with Landcorp and other corporations they had. I think it was a 
bad decision. The Joondalup Corporation had been administered very well, so much so that 
any seed capital that went in had been long since repaid and they were sitting there with a 
big surplus. That cash was intended to enable them to do their next big phase, the big city 
centre development, and move towards the final thing when they would wind themselves 
up. I think it would have been a nice thing if they'd have demonstrated that they were 
allowed to complete their job and wind themselves up. Unfortunately this young man who 
had done so well [Kerry], at one stage apparently saw the writing on the wall and decided 
to go East. He was a loss to the State, not only to that project. But it would have been much 
better if they had've allowed the thing to go its proper course, complete its work, and then 
demonstrate how it was going to extinguish itself. Then, of course, it would probably have 
to be a new local authority, because that area up there is ripe for subdivision, and 
presumably would be the City of Joondalup. 

It's a nice place, the development's been a very high standard, the road structures have been 
very scientifically worked out and very modern. They've got this beautiful golf complex 
which now, of course, is foreign owned. Ironically I'm the patron of the golf club. They do 
everything very nicely. Then you've got this new big sporting complex which fits in very 
nicely with the original concept. West Perth football team is now moving up, but they're 
only one of many sporting organisations that will be accommodated there. 

Again it demonstrates this idea of standing off and having a look at the idea of a new city. 
That city will naturally serve the people immediately south of it, but more particularly it's 
intended to look north. As you look north into those areas which are fast going to be 
developed - there's some lovely land up there to develop - it will service them. You're 
talking in round terms, I suppose 400 000 people. That's when you talk about Joondalup 
itself, plus the areas it will logically serve. If you've got theatres and you've got 
entertainment of various sorts and sporting activities and education things, the people 
immediately north are going to assume that Joondalup is their city, just like the people at 
Claremont and Cottesloe think of Perth. 
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So that, I think, is a fairly brief, but rough summary of the Joondalup concept and how it 
came into being and why it was a corporation and wasn't allowed to just develop like 
Topsy. 

RJ In that planning process that you've spoken of, was a campus of a university 
envisaged? You've now got Edith Cowan University with a campus at Joondalup. 

COURT Oh, the original concept of a city, it was a prerequisite that you had to have 
emphasis on health and education. We moved maybe prematurely on the Wanneroo 
Hospital, but I never regretted that. You've got to show faith, so you've got to put in some 
government money. It's no good telling everybody else to do it and then you leave them 
short of these things. That gives an assurance to a community going to live in an area like 
that. The local authority shows good faith, and the other one, of course, is education, 
because it's no good just stopping at primary and secondary. It's tremendously important 
that you move too soon rather than too late when you're talking about tertiary education. 
I'm delighted that they've got so much tertiary education there with TAFE and with Edith 
Cowan. That will do much to stabilise that area and make it very attractive to people. 
Hopefully a lot of people will not have to move out of the general area and go down to the 
city of Perth or the other parts of the metropolitan area. You'll have industry develop there, 
you'll have all forms of education develop there. You'll have all the sporting facilities you 
want, entertainment facilities. That breeds its own cultural development if you've got the 
facilities. There's always somebody that will use them, hopefully not all imported from 
other parts of the State, other parts of Australia or from overseas, but hopefully some of it 
will be the home-grown variety. With the extra emphasis on music and drama and dance in 
schools these days, well, hopefully they'll produce their share of performers and 
presentations. 

The man that we were talking about earlier, that I believe played such an important part is 
Michael Kerry. I hope that he gets proper credit because I was very impressed with the way 
he not only had inspiration and seemed to have dedication and vision and all of these 
things, but he seemed to be able to convey it to the people working around him. I don't 
know what his relationship was with the government and I never asked, but he apparently 
made his own decision to talk to me about things and, as I say, got me to open that 
seminar. 

Ri Sir Charles, in November 1976 we get the passing of an amendment to 
the Police Act, which is the section 54B was put into the Act. Perhaps one of the best 
summaries of what that amendment did was given by Ron Davies when he was speaking 
about the Bill in October '79, in which he said in summary, the provisions of the Act 
were that you had to get a permit to have a meeting in a public place or a march; that 
only the Commissioner of Police was authorised to grant those permits, and there was 
actually no right of appeal against the commissioner's decisions. 

any gathering of three or more people constituted a meeting; and there was no 
real definition of'public place' and the law was interpreted to include churches, 
halls and so on. 
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He went on to say that 

it was bad law because it was vague, uncertain, repressive, and an abrogation of 
the cherished freedoms of speech and assembly. In 1976 we warned that it was a 
bad law and that it would serve the community badly. The government ignored 
our warnings and pressed ahead. To some extent, the public also ignored our 
warnings. Our stand in 1976 has been well and truly vindicated, the warnings we 
issued have been proved correct.' 

Was 54B a bad law? 

COURT No, it was a very necessary law at the time.2  It's all right for people like that 
to pontificate, especially when they don't have the responsibility of running a State. Don't 
forget you had some people around that were up to no good. You had elements in the trade 
union movement, for instance, who I believe were un-Australian. If you had reasonable 
people you didn't need these things, but you get to a point when the government has to 
govern, and the government has to take the odium of doing things. Most people saw the 
reason for what we were doing, and most people accepted the fact that you had to have a 
degree of statutory control if people got to a point when they weren't being reasonable. 

Now you had a case recently in the last days of the Lawrence Government - I'm sorry, the 
early days of the Court Government. 

RJ The Richard Court Government? 

COURT The Richard Court Government, yes, sorry. I find that Richard's made it 
because twice in the last fortnight I've been to functions where I've been introduced as Sir 
Richard Court. When that happens [chuckles] you know that the young bloke has taken 
over. I had to laugh because the people said it in all sincerity because they think of Court 
and Premier, then they think of Sir Charles Court and then you can see their mind tick 
over, he's no longer around, so it must be Sir Richard. 

Anyhow coming back in a more serious vein to this thing. When the Parliament opened it 
was the first parliament in the time of the Court Government. You remember the great 
hoo-ha that went on there,3  and I hadn't been told that I wasn't to go in the front door. At 

WAPD, 10 October 1979, pp. 3475-76. 

useful summary giving the background to the introduction of the amendment and reaction to it is contained 
in D W Black and A Peachment. Values and Votes: The 1980 Western Australian Election, 1982, WAIT, pp.79-
111 (RJ). 

reference to a rally organised by the Trades and Labor Council to protest against the Court Government's 
policies. Originally peaceful. "it turned ugly when a big chunk of the 7000-strong crowd broke away from union 
and political speech-making outside the House and pushed through police lines shortly before official guests 
arrived for the opening ceremony" - West. 18 June 1993, p.1  (RJ). 
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least I hadn't been told on the day, because my original invitation gave me instructions 
about how to come in via the front door, and I wasn't to arrive there after a certain time. I 
knew why because there's the guard of honour assembled there before the governor arrives. 
You don't want people landing there in the middle of that. So in accordance with my motto 
"if you're not ten minutes early you're late", I was there in good time with Barry and 
Margaret [Court], and we found ourselves in the middle of this great confrontation. 

Now that was a typical example of bad faith. I'm quite sure the police would have made an 
arrangement with the protesters on that day that they were going to be there at a certain 
time and they were going to have a certain place. They were going to follow a certain route 
to get there, and when they got there they were going to be in a certain locality, and they 
would all be gone at a certain time so that the guard could assemble, and the band and all 
of the things that go with it, that nice little bit of ceremony that we have with the governor 
arriving, [inspecting the guard], and then going in and opening the Parliament. It is 
symbolic of the whole system that we have. Terribly important that it be enacted every 
time, just to remind people of certain things in our Westminster system. 

Now those people had broken away from the authorised protest that was there. They were 
allowed to protest [but some were not prepared to respect sensible conditions]. Plenty of 
people protested while 54B was around, as they should, but with a little bit of good sense. 

You now know the story of how I foolishly or otherwise barged straight into the middle of 
this because no-one was going to stop me going into the Parliament.1  

END OF SIDE A TAPE 122 

1 The reaction of Sir Charles to the situation was published in the West. He is reported as saying to ajournalist. 
'Some of us gave six of our best years to fight for these people to have the freedom to do this,' ibid., p. 8 (RJ). 
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COURT I took one look at the scene there, because the moment they recognised me 
getting out of the car, the worst elements immediately decided that this was a chance to 
cause further embarrassment. I don't think they ever bargained on anyone like me turning 
up because they had probably been told by this time, something that I didn't know, that the 
Premier and the Governor were going to be taken into the Parliament through another 
place, which I wouldn't agree to in a fit. You don't run away from these things. I don't 
blame Richard and I don't blame the Governor, because other people made that decision, 
but it's always best to meet these things head on and expose the people concerned. 

Now you've only got to look at the TVfootage of that event to see the type of people you're 
dealing with. Now they, "the little angels" that they are (people treat them as though they're 
just Sunday school boys being naughty) they mean to be bad. They mean to do what they 
did. These people have to be dealt with. You'll notice that they always come to the fore 
when there's conservative governments about. There's a reason for that too. So on that 
occasion I launched myself into the mob. My only concern was for Barry and Margaret 
because with a bloke of 80-plus it doesn't matter much what happens to him. I was more 
concerned about them because they are not as used to this sort of thing as I have been over 
the years. We eventually got through, and the events that followed you know. 

I give that as a case of the sort of thing you're up against because those sorts of people 
never play fair, they never play decent; it's not in their nature. If they can make trouble, 
cause inconvenience and embarrassment, they love it because they get the publicity. [That's 
their objective.] But I think people were rather horrified at what they saw on the TV that 
night. People got unduly concerned about my welfare. They needn't have been because I 
had a pretty fair idea that the leaders would make sure that they'd go as far as they could, 
but they'd make sure they didn't put their hands on a former Premier over 80 and that sort 
of thing because that would have done them a lot of harm. So I pushed through knowing 
that if anything happened it was just too bad, but I was pretty sure that they'd go to the nth 
degree, but they wouldn't go the ultimate step. 

However, that's a classic example of the sort of thing you have to deal with, and 
governments have got to deal with them. I repeat we had more trouble with that sort of 
person than a Labor government would have because they're part of the Labor government. 
I think we must get that into our mind when you talk about 54B. 

Now a lot of nonsense has been talked about 54B. That stuff you read out from Ron Davies 
is the typical emotive stuff that you get. It's quite removed from the cold hard facts of 
everyday government. The provisions that were brought down and all the hoo-ha that went 
on about civil liberties and that sort of thing are blown out of all proportion. Now I know 
you can take some of these things literally and make out a [superficial] case. Looking at it 
in history they'll put all sorts of interpretations on this. But the cold realities of it were quite 
different. Anyone that wanted to cooperate had no problems at all; no problems at all. 

Now they used to keep throwing up to me this question of any three or more cooperating. I 
remember reminding one fellow, in the prayer book it says, "when two or more are 
gathered together," but that didn't seem to impress him at the time. So why three? Why not 
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five? Why not 50? Well, the reason is you've got to have a number, otherwise you can't 
implement a law. There was no malice and aforethought; we could have said two. 

RI But how can three give enough trouble to warrant that sort of thing? 

COURT Well, it all depends who they are and what they are, and what forces they 
command, and why they're there. 

Ri But we live in a democracy. 

COURT We do live in a democracy and that's why we have this thing that happened 
at Parliament House that I've just related. 

RI But you wouldn't deny people the right of protest? 

COURT Never have done. 

RJ I know to disrupt a due process was extreme, and no-one would defend 
that, I don't think, but you would not deny people the right of protest because of what you 
have told me. That [54B] could be read to deny that right, because there was no right of 
appeal against the decision once it was taken. 

COURT But I remind you of another fact, another fact, which destroys the argument 
about no appeal. We didn't make that application to the minister; we didn't make it to a 
member of the government, but to the Commissioner of Police. In those days, I remind 
you, the police force was respected, the Commissioner of Police was respected. The 
average citizen was quite happy to go along with the decision of the Commissioner of 
Police because you have to understand that you're talking about public safety, you're 
talking about public convenience. These people had developed a reputation that they didn't 
care a damn for other people's convenience, other people's comforts and so on. If they 
could destroy, or disturb, disrupt, as the case may be, that was their stock in trade. 

It might sound ridiculous with three people, but in fact if you stop to contemplate the 
practicalities of it, it's quite different, because three people - and that wasn't the test - but 
three people could cause an awful lot of inconvenience to other people. It all depends how 
they're going to do it, where they're going to do it. So you have to have a number. I was 
quite comfortable with it. The implementation of it, I think, was done pretty sensibly. The 
press always make it look worse than it is, but when you get to a situation like that you 
have to bring down some law that at least gives the police a definition of how they're going 
to handle it, of what they've got to handle it, and when they can bring in the law to serve 
their purpose - to cope with the situation, rather. 

RI But it's not as if there weren't existing laws; why was this law necessary? If 
you were having problems with the form protests were taking (and I know that there was a 
lot of upset at the extreme protest when Whitlam spoke at Forrest Place and that sort of 
thing) there are laws about public disturbance and that sort of thing that can be brought into 
operation. 
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COURT Look, I know they're all there, but that assumes you're dealing with 
reasonable people. That means you're dealing with law-abiding people, and most people 
are law-abiding, most people want peaceful demonstrations. Most people would be 
horrified if you couldn't have protest. No-one has been more tolerant of protests than me. 
Goodness only knows I've suffered enough indignities because we went to war to make it 
possible for these people to be able to protest. But there does come a time when you have 
to define how you're going to handle it. But most of these times, protests would be held, 
marches would be held and people would hardly know it ever happened. They certainly 
would not have experienced any problems. 

Even with 54B it didn't cause any great problems to those that wanted to do things 
peacefully. I can tell you now a lot of people welcomed 54B because when they got a 
permit there was no problem, no question. They were being lawful and they could then do 
the things that they'd undertaken - I'm sorry - wanted to do, within the terms that they'd 
agreed to. 

But you must understand that there are people and they are here today, the sort of people 
we mentioned up at Parliament House, whose sole purpose is to disrupt. If they cause 
inconvenience to people they cheer, they think it's beaut, because it's the nature of their 
business and they're very professional at it. I've been the recipient of it on many, many 
occasions. I've always found in my long experience, partly due to wartime experience, the 
best thing is to go straight into it. 

The only time the police diverted me from some of these people, these hoodlums, was 
when they made me go in a back door at Murdoch University for a Liberal conference. I 
coped with that one pretty well because we ran straight into a group of these people, 
strange-looking types, at the back of the main hall where we were meeting. That was a 
time, you might not recall, but they'd learnt that they could pick up on their CB's, the police 
communications. So while the police were talking about the various convoys that were 
coming - not instigated by me by the way, but Fraser was going to be there and he was 
very, very conscious of security. So we had this crazy security superimposed on that 
Liberal conference that played right into the hands of the protesters' because of the 
publicity they got. But if they'd have let the thing happen in the ordinary way, first of all 
they wouldn't have heard what the police were saying, but the police were communicating 
all the way along the lines and I didn't know that they were talking about my passage. 
When I went past one place, then they'd communicated to the next, and these people were 
listening to the lot. When the police, unbeknown to me, decided to divert my driver to this 
back door place I was furious. As it happened I got some good TV out of that, unwittingly, 
because when I got out of the car, surrounded, in this enclosed area, surrounded by these 
strange looking types, I probably, very wrongly, followed one of them, you know, got a fix 
on him. I used to find it best if you get right up to their face, they start to back away straight 

I 
There were concerted protests at the Liberal Conference, including some professional protestors from the 

Eastern States. The protests were mainly directed at Malcolm Fraser, who was attending the conference, and his 
government (CC). 
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away. That was the famous TV of the fellow that.... I didn't know there was a bank there. It 
was the edge of a bank and, of course, the next thing he disappears over the bank. One of 
the stations, one of the commercial stations, had the whole of this on TV. People got a bit 
of amusement out of this terrible looking fellow, with me going right up to his face and 
him backing away. The next thing he disappears down the slope. I don't know who got the 
biggest shock, him or me. [laughs] Then I knew it was time to go and walk in the door. But 
we won that little encounter which should never have been there; it should have been at the 
front door. 

That was the trouble over Kerr. When Kerr came here after the dismissal and Fraser was 
the Prime Minister by then, Fraser insisted on the Commonwealth being responsible for his 
security. We protested violently. We said, "Look, we know the State mood better than you 
do and your police do. WE want to look after Kerr. There'll be NO trouble." [He wouldn't 
agree.] Well, we had that terrible time when they took him in the back door down there, 
down Mill Street, I think it was into the Parmelia. We had that terrible time [at the finish] 
when the man came out [the front door] because the crowd hadn't gone home; they were 
fed grog [in the meantime]. By the time that he was coming out, of course, they were all 
steamed up - a lot of Dutch courage, a lot of false courage had been built up and, of course, 
there was that very nasty scene. Now if our policemen had handled that, he'd have gone in 
the front door, there'd have been a bit of a hoo-ha while he went in, shouting and screaming 
and all this sort of stuff. He'd have gone into the hotel, and there'd be no purpose in them 
staying. They'd have eventually got tired and gone away, but because they were denied 
their little bit of fun and games, they stayed around and they were pretty well primed up 
when he came out. It was a nasty thing. Now when he went out of the city, Fraser let us 
take over. 

On that basis I accompanied him to Camarvon. He was pretty nervous at this time, not so 
much for himself, but for his wife. I went up to Camarvon with him. I went to Exmouth 
with him. We had a lovely trip. We had a meeting in the.... I don't know what they call the 
hall in the main street of Camarvon, but we had a big reception there. I said to him: "Look, 
I want you to walk down to the hotel where the luncheon is being held," and I said, "there 
won't be any police." This rather shocked him. I said, "Look, this is Carnarvon. These are 
lovely people. They'll deal with any trouble, and they'll deal with it more effectively than 
anyone you've ever seen, but there'll BE no trouble. So I want you and I and your wife, and 
local shire president and a few other notables, just to walk down the main street." 
Camarvon's got those very wide streets from the old camel days. "Let's walk down there. 
There's going to be a lot of people. They're wanting to say, 'thank you' and encourage you." 
So he agreed. 

So we just went down the street, almost like the Pied Piper. There was a big, big crowd, for 
Camarvon anyhow. All they wanted to do was to thank him and congratulate him and wish 
him well and tell him not to be put off and that sort of thing. So the walk from the hall 
down to the hotel was quite a triumphant procession. I can tell you that anyone that had 
tried to pull any tricks there, there was some pretty powerful,1  pretty resourceful, local 

1 Physically strong (CC). 
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people there, that would have dealt with them in a very appropriate manner. We didn't 
want that to happen, of course, because in those cases it's always the goodies that get 
arrested and the baddies that get the sympathy. 

So that's the reason why I wouldn't allow the farmers, when the farmers loaded the sheep 
on to the ship at Fremantle,1  go on the wharf until we'd got rid of everybody. Then they 
could go on and load, because as sure as we'd let the farmers go on while there were others 
there, they'd have a skirmish and they'd have tossed one of these wharfics into the sea and 
they'd have picked the one bloke that couldn't swim! So the next thing you'd have one of 
the goodies on a manslaughter charge. So you just had to keep it completely free - get the 
wharf completely free, and you only had your own people that you carefully selected and 
trusted. 

I'm trying to give you a background of why it becomes necessary at certain times to take 
these actions. I have never ever been uncomfortable with 54B. Everyone seems to get 
excited about it. I don't know of any section [of the Police Act] that people can quote as 
much as 54B. There's very few Acts of Parliament where people come up and say, "What 
do you think of 69A?" or something like that, you know. You might hear people say, 
"Section 96 of the Constitution," or something of that kind, because that's been very much 
publicised. But how many Acts can you remember where people can remember 54B, or 
69A, or any other thing for that matter? 

But I was disappointed and amazed that so much fuss was made about this. I said to one of 
my colleagues at the time: "You know we must be doing damn well as a government when 
the media and everybody's got to make so much hoo-ha over this thing with all the 
important things that are happening, so perhaps we've got to grin and bear it." 

RJ Who was responsible for bringing it in? Whose idea was it? 

COURT I forget which minister it was. Can you remember the date of the Act? 

RJ November 1976. It would have been the Minister for Police at the time. 

COURT Oh yes, he'd have brought it down. 

RJ Which would have been O'Connor then. 

COURT Was it O'Connor or Hassell? 

RJ O'Connor. Yes, I've got the Hansard here, and it is O'Connor who moves 
the second reading as the Minister for Police.2  No, no, no, Hassell does not even like it 
being suggested that he was responsible. In the West in 1990 he said, "There was the 

1This episode was discussed later, see pp.  1690-1697. 

2WAPD 11 November 1976, p. 3889. 
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perception - he says unfair - that he was the instigator and defender of the contentious 54B 
free assembly legislation. In fact, Mr Hassell inherited the legislation when he became 
police minister in 1980 and says he even tried to convince Cabinet to have the legislation 
dropped or amended."' So he's really saying he did not agree with it. 

COURT Well, not really, not really. 

RJ I'm sorry, when someone says that they tried to convince Cabinet to have 
the legislation dropped or amended, they are not in support of it are they? 

COURT Well, no-one could have explained and defended 54B better than Bill 
Hassell in terms of the practical application of it. But you have to realise that Bill himself, 
of course, is a great advocate of individual rights and that sort of thing, and what's more 
means it. So you don't do these things unless you have to. That's what leaders are for: to 
assist, encourage, and when you get to a certain point of no return, say, "Righto, now we 
go," because you realise that none of that legislation could have been introduced if the 
Premier had not been in support of it. So I don't run away from it at all. 

You also have to remember that Ray O'Connor himself was a fairly easygoing fellow. He 
had a police background through his family (his father was a sergeant in the police) so he 
had a good background in that sort of thing. He was the sort of fellow who wouldn't have 
brought in something like that unless we'd got to a stage when we couldn't function without 
It. 

RJ Yes, but a minister introduces a Bill but doesn't necessarily initiate a Bill. 
What I'm trying to find out is did 54B come as a result of the police wanting something 
done, or Cabinet deciding something should be done, or Ray O'Connor deciding something 
should be done, or Charles Court deciding something should be done? 

COURT I'm trying to recall, and you're testing me a fair bit going back that far for a 
specific thing, but I well remember the thing coming to Cabinet, not from me, but from 
minister or ministers concerned, because a situation had got out of control and was quite 
dangerous and something had to be done. In the light of all of that, we did bring in the 
legislation. Now I, as I say, there comes a time when you have to make a decision on these 
things. That's what governments are for. I'm just trying to think of the date of that Bill. I did 
ask you earlier.2  

RJ November '76, the second reading.... 

COURT 54B you're now talking about. 

West, 14 June 1990, p.9. 

2After reviewing the transcript, Sir Charles composed additional notes about Section 54B of the Police Act, and 
these are attached, see pp.  2383-2384 (RJ). 
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RJ Yes, specifically 54B, the second reading was on Thursday 11 November 
1976, when he [O'Connor] moved that it be read a second time. 

COURT We must have done the right thing because it was in '77 that we got our 
record majority and that was only around the corner so if we'd have been treading on the 
proverbial thin ice or just being devilish about it, we certainly wouldn't have brought in 
such a Bill in November which means it would be in full public memory when we went to 
the election a few weeks down the track. 

RJ Sir Charles, we've just had a break for lunch and you've told me of a couple 
of John Hearman's sayings that I would like to see recorded, please. 

COURT You're referring to some of the anecdotes that were told by 2/16th Battalion 
veterans who were comrades of his when they were serving in the Middle East and other 
countries. He told a story of being in a dugout with John Hearman and he was having a bit 
of trouble with his batman who had some rather strange things to say about John's 
birthplace, which was Britain. He made the comment: "Why aren't you drinking over there 
with your pommy mates instead of being here?" This used to incense John. He proudly 
proclaimed that he was an Australian, and rightly so. Anyhow when he was reminded that 
he was born in England, John replied by saying, "Well the fact that I was born in a stable 
doesn't mean to say that I had to be a horse!" It was typical of the sort of thing you'd expect 
from him. He wasn't all that sharp normally but he seemed to have these moments when he 
came out with these bright things. 

After the batman had gone, John, in talking to the soldier who stayed with him, he said, 
"That's the trouble with a closed mind, you know. They don't ever seem to understand that 
a parachute works best when it's open." 

RJ Thank you for both of those. 

Sir Charles, we now move to the 1977 election. One of the things that happened just before 
the election which was expected to have possible electoral repercussions was the "abolition 
of free bus and train travel for pensioners, whose fares were set at the level of the general 
increases, ranging from five to 30 cents." Why was that seen as necessary and did you get 
flack for it at the time? 

COURT You're testing my memory a bit because so many things happened, but 
there comes a time in government when you do have to do what is responsible. I can well 
remember the response from pensioners. A lot of people within the Liberal Party were 
pretty upset about it because they said, "This will cost you the election." Well, if you take 
notice of everything that's going to so-called 'cost you the election', you do nothing. We did 
quite a few things that were important. The question is whether it's right or not. When you 
have things being done for nothing, it's amazing how they get abused. It's not as though 
pensioners at that time, and since, were getting nothing, or getting a pittance rather. We'd 

1 Hamilton, 1979, p.2. 
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become a fairly civilised country by then. I go back to my boyhood days when anyone [in 
your street] who was getting a pension, the old-age pension, was more or less something 
that you didn't mention because there seemed to be some stigma with it. When people said, 
"Oh, they're on the pension," as though they'd done something evil or they were bludging 
or something, it had a nasty connotation. Of course, that changed. Don't forget in those 
days they were only getting a pittance anyhow. 

But by this time the whole thing had been worked out nationally on a basis that was 
intended to be reasonable. I think it's quite important that people do make some 
contribution. The reaction of most old people is quite remarkable. Don't forget you are 
dealing with a generation that had come from the Depression. You're dealing with a 
generation that had been taught responsibility. As long as the charge was not unfair they 
said, "Well, fair enough." So I think it didn't have much of a ripple. Our members weren't 
very happy about it because they were in election mode. The job was to sell it properly. We 
found on a number of occasions before elections, going back in David Brand's day and my 
day, that if you explained things properly and there was a good logical reason for it, it's 
amazing how people were able to accept it and understand it, and say: "That's fair enough." 

I don't think governments have been quite as brave as they should have been in explaining 
these things and going forward with good things. Unfortunately, they've always taken the 
line of least resistance. 

END OF TAPE 122 SIDE  
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RJ We won't spend long on the '77 election because again there is a book 
devoted to that campaign and its outcome, and is available to people to see for themselves. 
But it is just of interest that for the '77 election there were 55 seats in the Legislative 
Assembly, four of them new seats because the Assembly had been increased, and 17 in the 
Council, two for a new province. Four of the sitting Liberal members did not seek re-
endorsement. 

Now a change on that occasion as far as the Liberal Party was concerned was to bring in 
advertising consultants from Melbourne. It was the first time the party retained the services 
of Masius Wynne Williams. They had directed the 'Turn on the Lights' campaign for the 
federal election, and an executive of the firm, Mr J Jarvis, and other people in that firm 
made periodic visits. "From the discussions with the professionals, the broad theme of the 
campaign, the projection of a competent government, emerged and the slogan 'Keep the 
West in firm hands' was accepted."2  What did you judge yourself about the activities of 
that firm? 

COURT I didn't have much to do with the actual bringing in of these people because 
don't forget the government doesn't pay for the party's campaign. I left it to them [the State 
Liberal Party] because by this time campaigns were getting much more professional. This 
is the campaign when I told you before about the fact that the Labor Party were branding 
me as a wowser, a square, and Victorian - not Victorian State, but Queen Victorian in 
vintage. 

RI And you have told us this. 

COURT I remember that very well. I was very concerned because the Liberal Party, 
mainly advised by their professionals, panicked and thought that they should have a 
campaign to rebut this. It was then that I advised them against it. I found that campaign 
went very smoothly. Jamieson was the Leader of the Opposition. We got a very, very 
handsome majority. In fact we wouldn't have got such a big majority if the Labor Party's 
advisers had allowed Jamieson to be himself. He would have been seen as an honest to 
goodness rough old Labor type of the past and wouldn't have been so suspect as he was 
because they literally buried him. I didn't see it but I believe the actual launch of their 
campaign at a lunch was terrible because they had lots and lots of good television but they 
seemed to hide him all the time. Sooner of later you have to put your candidate on show, 
especially your leader. They kept minimising his appearances and what he had to say. It 
was quite obvious why they were doing it. They'd have been much better if they'd let him 
appear as he was. I made some comment about this after the elections when I was 
approached by the media. It suited us the way they did it because it was the unseen, the 
unknown man that they were running. You can't run a campaign trying to bury your 
candidate. The public sense there's something wrong, whereas if you're pushing him up 
front all the time, warts and all, people get used to the warts. 

11bid., p.29. 

2lbid.. p.30. 
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RJ I found it interesting in Barbara Hamilton assessing this campaign, and she 
obviously spoke to Liberal Party people: "Party officials made the point that Sir Charles 
gave them every opportunity to contribute their ideas to the party's policy; this only 
reflected his behaviour as Leader of the Opposition, but never had a Liberal Premier been 
so open to advice from the party on policy formulation." Is that how you also saw it? 
Were you open to advice on policy formulation? 

COURT By this time the party was better organised. I have to remind you that when 
we went into the 1974 election, it was just the reverse. We actually launched ourselves and 
our theme song, and I've told you about that. 

RJ Yes. 

COURT "J T and his Jazzmen". 

RJ That's right. 

COURT It was a disgrace that the party wasn't there at all. The next thing that they 
knew we've got a rip-snorting, lovely theme song that everyone could whistle and so on. I 
have to say that their input into the 1974 election was nil. If we hadn't have taken it unto 
ourselves to do it there wouldn't have been a policy. So between Bill Mitchell and myself 
and one or two others, we got the policy document put together. At one stage we wondered 
whether we even needed to give them a copy. I also remind you that certain senior office 
bearers of the Liberal Party had told us that we should not try too hard in '74. 

RJ Yes. 

COURT That the economy was getting into such a mess, and leave the Labor there 
to wallow in their mess and then take over later on. Well that was a terrible thing to say; a 
terrible thing to think. So the run-up to '74, they weren't very heavily involved. I don't think 
we need to dwell any more on that. But in the meantime because that was such a disaster 
from their point of view, and it was so ridiculous from everybody's point of view, that I, 
with the help of the president, made sure that we overcame that and got right alongside the 
party and encouraged them to give us an input. Whether we accepted it or not was another 
matter but at least they wanted to have an input so that they couldn't have a repetition of 
1974. So they did have some good input but we reserved unto ourselves the right to use 
what we wanted to for the election. 

The arrangements between us and the party were much smoother. We'd been through that 
traumatic period when the National Party, or National Country Party, I forget what name 
they used at that time - we'd been through the period when they'd left the coalition and then 
come back again. That in itself had the effect of involving the party machine more. That 
was a good thing because they had to be involved in that, as did the National Party's own 

1 lbid., p.3!. 
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machine, through which, of course, they told their members to get back in coalition just as 
quick as they could. So that was only a hiccup along the road. 

So when we went into the '77 election we were in a much better shape. The party was quite 
happy, we'd performed fairly well and I and my colleagues were very, very active in the 
party. So it was a much better arrangement. I appreciated the fact that they were involved. 

RJ You actually delivered your policy speech on that occasion at a rally in the 
Perth Concert Hall and it is said, again by Hamilton, "The Premier had chosen for his 
speech those aspects of Liberal policy which he believed worthy of emphasis" under three 
headings which she's given. "He spoke without notes, and it was generally held to be a 
remarkable and masterly performance." Had you rehearsed that if you could get up there 
and do it like that? 

COURT I treated it as just another speech because if you're not careful the policy 
speech becomes rather stiff and very much a disciplined type of thing, whereas if you're 
going to get a message across and you can give the impression that you're really giving it 
with conviction it has a much greater value, particularly to your own supporters, otherwise 
they go away feeling that, well, he read it all, and somebody had written it for him. Poor 
old Bill Mitchell used to get blamed for it. [chuckles] I always felt more comfortable if I 
could look at the people. Remember the old music adage. The Italians used to say "the 
conductor should have the score in his head and not his head in the score" so he can look at 
his players and hopefully inspire them. Well, it's very much the same when you're leading a 
political party. This was also drummed into me by Campbell Egan when I was doing solo 
work. He wouldn't let me use music when he played my accompaniments because, he said, 
"the people can't see you and you can't see them, and it blocks out half the sound anyhow." 
It was very much that training at that time, plus the fact you felt good. 

I can't remember it being all that remarkable but I can assure you it would have been 
rehearsed. There's no substitute for rehearsal; even hearing your own voice does help. So 
probably in the backyard talking to our favourite apricot tree I gave a spellbinding speech 
[chuckles] for no other reason to get used to your own voice and also your phrases and so 
on. 

Again you're stupid if you don't have rehearsal. It's no good hiding it. It's nothing to be 
ashamed of. No great performances are given by musicians that haven't been rehearsed and 
rehearsed and rehearsed. No great orators and actors and people like that have ever done 
anything they haven't rehearsed and rehearsed. So to try and hide the fact that you've just 
walked on to the stage and thought up a few ideas would be quite untruthful. But that 
would have been rehearsed a lot. 

Wherever I was going, I used to try and make some time to at least, even if I was going to 
use a prepared text, to hear it. It was a bit of a joke in the family that whenever we were 
going to an important function poor old Rita used to hear out aloud, and the driver of 

t lbid., pp. 32-33. 
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course, the names of all the people we were going to meet. It's tremendously important if 
you were launching yourself into a speech, even as a vote of thanks, or even if it's just a 
very small unimportant part of the proceedings. 

If you can get the names right you've won them over anyhow. "At least he could pronounce 
my name!" That's not as easy as you might think when you've got Japanese one day, 
Germans another, and Italians another. I used to make it my business. Sometimes you'd 
have to ring up your friend in a particular ethnic group and say: "Now how do I pronounce 
this bloke's name? I believe he's a bit touchy about it," so you'd go over this and over it and 
over it, and try and get the pronunciation right. What's more it made you feel good, the fact 
that you'd rehearsed it. 

You might say: "Well, where did Rita come into it?" While we were going there I'd be 
saying: "Now we're going to meet Mr So-and-So, and Mr So-and-So, Mr So-and-So," and 
she knew what it was all about. She never tried to repeat them, but the fact that you were 
saying it out aloud to somebody, you see, and some of them were a bit tricky. 

That speech would have been no different except I wouldn't have had ethnic groups there. 
They wouldn't have had Italians or Japanese as such. If they were there, they were as part 
of the local community. 

RI So did that actually involve you really putting across to the apricot tree and 
speaking out loud. I mean could someone driving past have got a preview of your speech? 

COURT Well, the neighbours probably heard plenty of speeches. [laughter]. They 
never mentioned it. They probably weren't interested. They probably thought the man was 
mental or something. I didn't do it out on the front lawn addressing all the people going by, 
but round the back. It just helps you to become relaxed about it. 

That night, I remember. There was a very good atmosphere that night amongst our own 
supporters. That helps. We'd been three years in office and the coalition had had its hiccup 
and been reformed. We were riding pretty high and the party was feeling pretty good. Oh, 
it all helps. We're all only human and if you feel you've got a great crowd behind you, 
especially when you've got difficult things to do, it's amazing how confident you feel and 
then how confident you sound. Public life is very much a matter of perception, you know. 

The other thing is to have a policy speech that you can believe in. You don't try and sell too 
much. We didn't have those idiot boxes in those days. 

RJ The autocue, you mean. 

COURT What do they call them? You know the.... 

RJ The autocue, where you actually can have your speech rolling in front of 
you. 
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COURT Rolling in front of you and you've got to talk at that speed, or you can speed 
it up or slow it down, as the case may be. We didn't have those things. In any case I would 
never have used them because I was never good at it. 

Also if you're confident enough, you don't have to wear glasses or anything like that. That 
in turn has an impact on the audience, although people would say it doesn't matter these 
days. The fact that you've got that much more freedom; it's all good stuff. I think you're 
only allowed about, I think it was 20 minutes on TV. If I remember rightly that speech was 
broadcast live. I also remind you that that being done live gave us a great ascendancy over 
the Labor Party with them having to present their leader through a very professionally 
prepared film-type thing. They just didn't allow their leader to come through as an 
individual enough. It made a very big contrast with the one being able to belt it out as 
though he really meant it, and there was the man. Whether you liked it or not that was the 
bloke you were going to get. I used to be very strong on that. 

RJ Well now, this summary of Hamilton's goes through the various policy 
undertakings that you made. She referred to the three basic commitments of the party: 
"First, to increase job security and career opportunities with a new wave of beneficial 
development, second, to give special attention to the rights of individuals under the law, 
thirdly to improve the way in which government and people might work together in 
building and improving our many communities and in caring for the needy."]  

One of the things that was also an undertaking during the campaign was that payroll tax 
would be eased.2  I wondered if it was once you got into government? Were you able to 
make any moves in that direction? 

COURT I wouldn't be able to tell you the exact amount but I wouldn't have said that 
unless I was going to do it. By that time I was very well established as Treasurer and would 
not have done that without the Under-Treasurer, who by that time I think was McCarrey, 
without the Under-Treasurer being consulted. I'd regard that as bad to have to apologise 
later on for not doing that. But don't forget we were making concessions all the time, little 
by little. The reason for that is if you make a concession too big in any one bite it doesn't 
have very much lasting effect. 

The policy that I mentioned to you before, a little and often, is a good way to govern. If you 
give too big a concession to pensioners or water rates or something of that kind, it's all 
gone the next day, but if you're always making little concessions it's remembered as such; 
it's good news. It mightn't be big good news, but it's good news. Therefore the concessions 
made with payroll tax were such things as lifting the base figure a little bit before you had 
to put in a return, before you had to pay any tax, or slightly reducing the rate. 

1 lbid., p.33. 

2lbid., p.132. 
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What we tried to do was to keep lifting the base figure, because you've no idea, once you 
lift that quite a modest amount, how many people disappear out of the tax. It's lovely. It 
mightn't cost us very much, but they just say: "Oh, thank God, no more payroll tax." It's not 
good really because they're usually the people that are not trying to expand and not looking 
to the future with optimism because if they were vigorous growth people they'd very soon 
eat up the concession that you give them. They'd put on more employees and pay more 
wages, therefore more tax, and their base level would have been lifted. It was good to try 
and get as many people as you could who could say: "Right, no more tax." That's why it 
was best to lift that base figure rather than reduce the tax figure a little bit. You'll find it's a 
combination of those things. 

The only sadness I had was that I couldn't get rid of it altogether because it is a tax on 
effort, it's a tax on enterprise. It has a psychological effect. 

RJ You referred to the National Country Party and the process of returning to 
the coalition, but during the campaign apparently things were not always smooth. 
Apparently when they delivered their policy speech they referred to the abolition of death 
duties within three years, and it was "firmly stated to be a condition of forming a coalition 
after the election, whereas the Liberals had adopted a far more cautious timetable." What 
can you tell me about that? Were you aware that they were going to come out with that? 

COURT I can't recall being aware of it, nor can I recall getting excited about it. The 
fact was that death duties were on the way out. We were the people that had initiated the 
idea. I know the Country Party wanted it removed quicker, but I had to say to them, "Look, 
a little and often. Don't take it off so quickly that you've got to go and put it back on again, 
so you move with steady steps forward knowing that every step forward is a step you've 
taken never to retreat. But if you go forward three steps and then come back two you'll get 
into an awful lot of bother." It's better to be a little slower taking it off (but make sure you 
do take it off on time) than to make a rash dramatic type of promise and then find that 
you've got to go back on your word. 

In the main the average country person has always been very sensitive about probate 
because it usually affects the family farm. Having to sell the family farm to pay probate is a 
very, very sore point. So I had no problem in explaining, "Look, it's on the way out. We 
can't take it out in one bite; let's take it out in instalments that we can manage." 

RJ And you don't recall it being an issue about re-forming the coalition after 
the election? 

COURT Look, I didn't let that be an issue. It was crazy the way they used to insist on 
being on their own when in opposition, and how they used to insist on appearing to be on 
their own in the run-up to the elections. Don't forget even during the election campaign 
Cabinet was still meeting. I had to remind them that we were a government. It was a 
government that was going to the election, but they wanted to have their own policy 

1 lbid., p.34. 
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speech. I can well recall it never caused us any pain at all. It was evident in the election 
result. 

RJ Well, again according to Hamilton, there were documents circulating 
among the Liberals which suggested that the National Country Party had been considering 
the possibility of supporting Labor proposals for electoral reform. There was quite a 
quarrel apparently - not a lot of detail was given. 'The quarrel subsided, probably because 
both the Liberals and NCP understood the need to keep the peace for the common cause, 
the prevention of a Labor government. The Premier had refrained from campaigning in the 
constituencies of the three NCP ministers." Liberals had been endorsed in those electorates. 
"His discrimination may not have pleased the Liberal candidates for those seats, but it 
served the important cause of Cabinet harmony."1  Do you recall that as being a deliberate 
decision on your part? 

COURT I thought it was a sensible thing at the time. The party understood it. They 
insisted on endorsing candidates. 

RJ This is the Liberal Party insisted? 

COURT Yes. I made it very clear that if the National Country Party had endorsed 
seats against ministers, against Liberal ministers, well then, of course, it would be open 
season. Likewise if there wasn't a Country Party minister in a seat and the Liberals had 
endorsed a candidate I'd reserve the right to go and campaign there all out for the Liberal. 
But so far as the ministers were concerned, I felt it would be quite wrong for the Premier - 

bearing in mind there was only three of them - for the Premier to be openly campaigning in 
those electorates. I didn't lift a finger to stop the Liberals campaigning but I felt it would be 
wrong for the Premier. I wouldn't say the NCP were always as proper as they might have 
been on these issues but that didn't make it right for me to go and rock the boat. 

RJ What was your personal opinion of the Liberals endorsing candidates where 
there were NCP ministers? 

COURT I understood their position and I think the Country Party ministers 
understood the position because if you've got a branch in an area and you don't run a 
candidate, even if it's not a good prospect to win, the people feel thwarted. I can understand 
that. There are some Labor seats, for instance, where you'd have to have a miracle before 
your candidate would have a chance but the local branches like to feel that they're 
identified. They find that they can get more members for their branch if they've got a 
candidate. Even if the candidate's not going to win, they always attract a few people to 
support the candidate and then they can rope them in to become branch members. It's 
amazing how you can build up strength by being involved, to be seen to be involved. But if 
you go election after election and you haven't got a candidate there, very soon you haven't 
got a branch. 

1lbid. 
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So I don't think I protested against them endorsing candidates. I would have discussed it 
with the Country Party ministers, but everybody was happy that I didn't campaign there. 

Don't forget you can't hide your leader, so although he mightn't be appearing in the 
electorate, TV ads, newspaper ads, radio ads would be coming out on a universal basis, 
because you can't put a circle round the radio waves or the TV waves going into a 
particular town or electorate. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 123 
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RJ One of the other things that came out of that campaign that's been referred 
to in later times. You apparently promised to make membership of student unions 
voluntary and remove the compulsory unionship, which is still an issue today. According 
to the Sunday Times, Ian Medcalf backed retaining compulsory student unionism, but it 
was claimed that the guilds were so forceful that they forced the government to "break an 
election promise".' What do you recall of that issue? 

COURT It wasn't the guild that had its impact on the government. I believed always 
that the compulsory levy was quite wrong and I wanted to get rid of it, but we had very 
strong representations made from the universities themselves. They, particularly UWA, put 
forward what they considered to be a reasoned case as to why the present system should be 
prevailed. In fact they put forward a much more reasoned case than the guild did. But they 
were looking at it very much from the point of view of an accounting exercise, an 
administrative exercise. 

They had very little thought for the ideology of it. I still believe it was one thing we did 
wrong, that we should have then bitten the bullet on it and ignored the difficulties, which 
were real, but in a dollars and cents way and not in an ideological way, and get it over, get 
it out of the way. 

But we had some of our own members who I would have thought would normally be very 
much for getting rid of the compulsory levy, who in some cases said, "No, there's a good 
case being made out for retention." In other cases they said, "The time's not opportune." 
That favourite phrase: "The time's not opportune." 

I wasn't very happy about the whole thing. I was ideologically oriented, of course, to 
getting rid of the compulsion. But it is important to say that there was very strong 
representations made - not to me personally but to the ministers concerned - by the bodies 
themselves who seemed to feel that it was much better to have the compulsory levy, and 
therefore the compulsory membership, but I still believe that we were wrong. 

RJ In February 1978 we have a change of leadership in the Parliamentary 
Labor Party, with Ron Davies taking over from Cohn Jamieson. 

COURT 19..? 

RJ February 1978. 

COURT '78, yes, yes. 

RJ We're into '78. [laughs] 

COURT Yes, okay. 

1 Sundav Times. 2 Dec. 1990. 
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RJ How did you feel about that change and were there any noticeable 
differences in the Parliament in the way the party operated? 

COURT It caused me no anguish but I must admit that 1, like some others, didn't like 
the way they did it. I could understand them making the change because it suited me while 
Cohn Jamieson was there. You like to feel that when they're going to do these things, they 
do it in the proper way. He was a faithful workhorse and he'd done everything the party 
wanted him to. Whether he liked it or not he was always very faithful to their cause. He 
was very much in the mould of John Tonkin when it came to the loyalty to the party. But 
that was their business, and I adopted the attitude it was their business. But I just felt a little 
bit sad, not for my sake, but for Jamieson's sake, the way it was done. I thought his wife 
took it better than he did. She was very philosophical about it. She probably saw the 
picture clearer than he did because she probably could see that he was battling to put the 
image forward. She was just a basically very decent sort of a person and I think did what a 
good wife and good supporter did. 

We always had a very easy social relationship with them, although Cohn wasn't the easiest 
fellow to even be nice to. He was in the old brigade of the Labor Party that sort of was 
suspicious of anyone that was going to be nice to them. You know, "what's the catch?" As 
I've mentioned before he was a person I basically treated as an honest man and trusted what 
he had to say. If he made a deal with me, I never questioned it. 

So the change was not unexpected, but the way they did it wasn't altogether the nicest way. 
Whoever they brought forward from the team they had didn't cause us any great concern. 

Ri But was there any noticeable change in the way they operated? 

COURT There was, up to a certain extent. A new broom sweeps clean. There are 
certain changes take place within their own format and their own attitudes. Certain things 
were treated more up-front than others, but there was no great wave of momentum or 
emphasis. We just went about our business of being a good government. So I'd have to be 
quite frank and say it didn't cause us any great worry at all. I look back on it with a fairly 
vivid memory of the change because of the way they changed leaders: the way they did it, 
not the people involved. 

But that was not our business. I used to tell our people, "that's none of our business, just 
like we object to them wanting to tell us how to do things." 

R.J You actually just said earlier, "it suited me" for him (meaning Jamieson) to 
be there. What did you mean by that?" 

COURT Well, the devil you know better than the one you don't. [chuckles] Cohn 
Jamieson was very predictable, and it's very nice if you're playing a team that's predictable. 
It's the ones that are not predictable that you have to stay up a bit later to make sure you're 
in front. That's the selfish way of looking at it. There was no indication that they were 
going to change their attitude. Somebody in the party obviously had a big reservation, 
otherwise they wouldn't have done to him what they did in the election. When you try to 
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bury a man behind the anonymity of TV coverage which doesn't show your image, allows 
you to be heard but not be seen, somebody's made a judgment, and the judgment must have 
been they didn't want him to be seen. 

RI In those sort of reunions that ex-parliamentarians have from time to time, 
did Cohn Jamieson ever speak to you about how he felt over the loss of the leadership; 
how he'd been treated by the party? 

COURT I don't think I should go too far in this but he did speak to me quite frankly. 
Strangely enough his bitterness came to the surface more when they dumped Davies and 
put Burke in. He was REALLY upset about that. 

RI Do you know why? 

COURT Well, because he felt it was a dirty trick. He thought it was a new breed had 
come along and, of course, he had no reason to be grateful to Davies. I think it was a 
reflection of the man that he didn't like the way it was handled. If the Jamieson changeover 
was done in a way that we felt could have been done better, I think the changeover to 
Burke must be the classic of how not to do it in terms of decency. It might be the classic in 
the way how to do it, if you want to achieve a result there and then, but it must be the 
classic in how not to do it if you want to do it decently. It was a very, very skilfully, 
brutally-exercised campaign, which resulted in one of their members having to go to the 
east to get approval from certain people who were over there from Western Australia to 
fire the gun. 

Don't forget it was Cohn Jamieson who made the observation that I've already recorded for 
you, when Burke pulled that stunt just before the tea adjournment. It was Cohn Jamieson 
in a very loud, very public voice, in the corridor, who made the observation he did, because 
he saw in what Burke tried to do then, a very deceitful, unparliamentary-type of action. I 
think the fact that Cohn Jamieson reacted the way he did would have had some impact on 
their party. They didn't try that stunt again; neither did Channel 7. 

Ri Yes, you have covered that. 

COURT We've been over that. But the changeover to Burke was a much deeper 
thing; it lasted much deeper. Don't forget there were some members of the Labor Party, 
some of those who were basically regarded as fairly decent, they might be the old school 
and they might have been regarded as a bit out of touch, but they were basically pretty 
decent people. They never, ever accepted Burke. They voted and did what they had to, of 
course, but they were never, never comfortable because they were very resentful of the way 
the axe fell on Davies. 

Ri What did you think of Davies, yourself? 

COURT Oh, we regarded him as a fairly easy fellow to deal with, in the main. When 
he was agent-general, he couldn't have been more helpful and more courteous to our 
people, fulfilling the job as it should be done on a non-party political basis. But when he 
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was in the House most of the time he was fairly predictable. He used to occasionally have 
outbursts. You'll probably find it recorded in Hansard a couple of times, when I very 
improperly reminded him that he should be over on my side having a look at how stupid he 
looked when he used to put on a tantrum about something. But I used to realise that the 
Labor Party demand a certain amount of that. They expect a certain amount of that. Even 
the new breed, with all their scholastically superior people that they bring in compared 
with my earlier days there, they still demand a certain amount of this. 

We're appalled, for instance, at the conduct of Keating, and I think it's the lowest I've ever 
seen in my long parliamentary history, even the worst of the people. Most people are 
appalled at the way he goes on; real gutter stuff, and he doesn't seem to be able to help 
himself. Don't forget with all the degree people and the new breed of Labor people they've 
got, they still think that's marvellous. They feel lonely when he's not there and putting on 
one of these turns. But any decent people would be appalled at the way he handles it. I'm 
amazed that people like Beazley and others can tolerate it so long. It won't go forever. The 
time will come when they decide that there's got to be another way. 

But I always felt that once in a while Ron had to put on a bit of a turn and bang the table a 
bit and shout. I must say that he was less effective while he was doing that than when he 
was adopting his normal style. Don't forget he came out of the union movement into the 
Parliament with a different background than most of the Labor members. It was apparent 
always. He, if I remember rightly, came from the railways section, ]  and he was quite 
different to, say, somebody who had come from the Boilermakers' Union or from one of 
these other blue collar-type unions. He came out of the railway atmosphere as more of a, 
almost a white collar-type of person. So it did reflect in his conduct. But he was always at 
his worst when he was supposed to be at his best, so we used to have our own methods of 
dealing with him when he used to try and put on these simulated rage sessions, because 
they looked simulated. If you're going to put on that sort of stuff, you've got to be like 
Herbie Graham; either be a damn good actor or really be angry. 

RJ Harry Phillips has said about Davies that it was said that he was "too kind 
and nice for contemporary politics."2  What do you think of that comment? 

COURT I don't think that's fair comment because he had a very sharp political edge, 
and he had to. They don't tolerate easygoing, nice people. See J T Tonkin, you couldn't get 
a harder sharper, more intolerant, unforgiving person than him. When it came to the 
political scene, it's inbred in a lot of these people. John Tonkin, of course, came in from the 
schoolteacher area so he virtually came in from a white collar area, but he had a very hard 
suspicious cutting edge to his political approach to the Parliament. 

1 Ron Davies was Assistant General Secretary of the WA Railway Officers Union 1951-1961 (RJ). 

2Phillips in Black. 1991, p.214. 
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I well remember one night when one of his real left-wing people spoke to me, after Tonkin 
had been hammering something. Even after most people said, "We've had enough of that," 
he was still hammering it, quite ruthlessly and in some ways quite mercilessly as far as the 
individual was concerned. This fellow, as we went out of the door, he was shaking his 
head. He said, "Old John plays it too rough." It was too rough for him. 

But perhaps I had a slightly different attitude. When you've got your stuff across, you could 
be determined, forceful, you could carry on even for an unreasonable length of time, but 
you never got to a point when you gave the impression that there was a viciousness about 
it, that nothing short of the man's body would be enough. [chuckles] 

I remember Bert Hawke when we were in opposition and he was in government. We were 
pursuing somebody. I wasn't involved in it, but the then front bench was pursuing 
somebody. Bert Hawke had had enough. They had a good case but they were really 
pursuing this rather in the John Tonkin line, just still going on when they'd made their 
point. Bert Hawke was so exasperated he said, "What do you want, me to deliver the body, 
do you?" [laughs] He was so fed up with hearing it. He'd made the concession about it, but 
they were still on, and on, and on about this thing. I think they were the words he used, 
something like that. 

Some of them got to a point when they just became so repetitive and so demanding. Mind, 
there's a reason for that too, especially if they had a gallery of union people up there. You 
saw very few Labor people as party members as such in the galleries up there. The only 
people you normally saw supporting the Labor Party were organised trade union people. 
You'd very rarely see the ordinary type of branch member. Occasionally they'd come in; be 
invited by a member and come in for supper or something of that kind. But you never saw 
them hanging over the gallery looking and listening with great intent. If the galleries were 
full or had people in, they were invariably from the trade union movement and all geared 
up to heckle or to try and get thrown out, as the case may be. 

So it meant that when they were there, the Labor members of Parliament felt they had to 
respond, had to give them a performance. So there'd be a lot of this relentless, ruthless 
attack going on, mainly responding to the trade union element up there. I became quite 
tuned into it. Dave used to be the same. He'd say: "Oh, we'll get plenty of it tonight," when 
he'd see the people that assembled in the gallery. It used to worry him a bit. It didn't worry 
me because they were going on with a lot of nonsense. 

I learnt over the years to evaluate the members, including the people on the other side. 
Those that had a surface performance, but deep down were quite sensible, reasonable, 
people, and those that it was just part of their very being. They believed it and they hated 
their opponents. I suppose no different to some football teams you get like that. Some 
people play because they enjoy the game, others are there to win at any cost. 

I think I've told you the story of Rowberry, the member for down the Manjimup way. I 
forget, I think it's called Wellington, I'm not sure what it was called in those days. But he 
was a.... I don't want to insult his ethnic background. I think he'd be a raw Scotchman, I'm 
not sure. He had an accent anyhow that was fairly strong. An unusual chap. I never quite 
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understood how he got elected, but that was none of my business. He'd give the impression 
on the surface that he was not the nicest bloke to know; he'd be uncompromising in his 
political belief. But the time that we had the worst demonstrations we've had up there over 
industrial matters, when I came out [of Parliament House], we were in government at the 
time and he was in opposition, I was confronted with a great number of these trade union 
people. We had to come out to get our cars. There were these two columns, starting wider 
than the door, and shoulder to shoulder right down, until you went through and into a 
funnel. There was barely enough room even then for you to go out the other end. There's 
no alternative but to go in those things; at least that's been my philosophy in life. 

So I knew there was going to be trouble. As you got down [towards the narrow end of the 
human funnel], you could see them doing this old thing that the Japanese use for dealing 
with their demonstrations in the streets up there. They have these people with their shields. 
When they have one of these student groups coming, they just close in [on each side of the 
student column]. They just crunch them in between these shields. These people didn't have 
shields. Most of them were reasonably young, steamed up, union people, and protesting 
about the legislation that was in the House. I didn't realise that there was somebody with 
me. When I got to the end and it looked as though I was going to have some real trouble 
and they were going to physically close the open end of the funnel and then physically 
assault, or do something to me, old Rowberry in this accent of his, he just moved alongside 
of me and said to these fellows in his deep accent: "I wouldn't do that if I were you." It was 
magic, because what was going to be a very nasty, ugly scene, and they'd picked their place 
where there was no police or anything around at all, he just, at that moment stepped in, as 
an older man, of course. [They pulled back.] 

But it was the other side of Joe Rowberry. In fact, whenever I went to Manjimup before 
and afterwards, I always went to his home, because we used to drive down often late at 
night. Sometimes I actually used to give a ride to the local members so that we'd be ready 
to go on with our job next day. We worked tremendous hours. You'd drive down after 
Parliament rose so as to get to bed down there and be ready to start work at eight o'clock 
next morning, instead of leaving Perth at eight o'clock next morning. It was the only way 
you could cope with the programme you had. 

I know his wife used to make some very special - I'm not sure whether it was pies or what 
it was, but they were very good. You'd get there about midnight and we'd always call in 
there before we went to our digs, wherever we were staying. It was a very pleasant sort of 
an interlude. It always seemed to be very natural. There was nothing forced about it at all. I 
just mention that because you learn to size up some of these people, but I've always 
remembered Joe Rowberry for that night when I didn't know he was there. I thought I was 
on my own and I knew I was in for it, but there was no way out. I just had to go on. He just 
stepped in just at the appropriate moment and this deep voice, with this rather lovely accent 
he had. He just said to these "I wouldn't do that if I were you," and they just pulled away. 

END OF TAPE 123 SIDE B 
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RJ Did Ron Davies ever say anything to you about how he felt about his 
defeat? 

COURT Not to the same extent that Cohn Jamieson did. I think he would feel it 
very, very deeply. I'm sure he would have felt very hurt about it. But he seemed to say: 
"Well, that's how it happens." He wasn't as communicative on that issue as Jamieson was. I 
think Jamieson had to tell somebody. But Ron Davies had more people who were 
remorseful over his overthrow than Cohn ever had. I think it was fairly inevitable in 
Cohn's case, but you had some people up there who remained aloof right to the end over 
the Davies issue, and you didn't have to be very smart from our side to see who these 
people were. You could tell by their conduct in the dining room, their conduct in the bar, 
the way they stuck together and that sort of thing. 

There would be a very large number, and when I say a large number, when you've been 
defeated like that, ten would be a large number. I don't think it would be an exaggeration to 
say there were five that felt to a point that they never forgave and five felt very strongly. 
That's a very solid core of people to have in a party that just feel that it was badly handled 
and ruthlessly handled and so on. 

It reflected into the future. It was no credit to the people concerned. 

RJ Without trying to be comparative, whether Davies would have made a 
better Premier than you or a better Premier than Jamieson, but would Davies have been a 
good Premier? 

COURT I think that he would have done the job very much along the party lines. See 
they don't allow the same amount of scope as we do. So he would be very much a captive 
of some people who would not necessarily be of the same mind as he was on some issues. I 
think Ron Davies would have been anxious to steer a course which would have been 
anything but extremist. I think he'd have wanted to pursue a fairly moderate course and 
convince the business community that he wasn't going to be a radical, that he wasn't going 
to turn everything upside down and that sort of thing. But he would have been very much a 
captive of the caucus, captive of the party, and captive of the union movement. So he might 
have been forced into doing things that he wouldn't have done otherwise. 

Now that's something beyond his control. There are very few leaders they've had who have 
been able to buck the party. They have a discipline that's quite strong. See even Bert 
Hawke with the fact that he didn't like [Joe] Chamberlain and he felt that Chamberlain had 
a leaning towards Graham - both in respect of Bert Hawke and Tonkin. Chamberlain 
would have liked to have seen Graham in charge, but even then, see, Hawke had to keep 
one eye out because Joe was pretty powerful. Hawke could handle Chamberlain better 
than anybody. He had more presence and he had more prestige with the party. He would 
have been a much more difficult person for Chamberlain or Graham, or anyone else for 
that matter, to buck. If he'd have put out the war cry that "I'm under siege", there would 
have been an awful lot of people who would have come to his aid. I don't think Ron would 
have been in that position. Jamieson wouldn't have been in that position. Hawke of all of 
them would be the most impressive. We're talking about Hawke, Tonkin, Jamieson, 
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Davies. Bert Hawke would have been the most impressive of them. Not only was he a very 
good debater of issues, but he had a much sharper mind than people gave him credit for. 
He used to plead that he didn't understand figures, but he understood figures better than 
most of them, in a simple way. He had to have things demonstrated to him, but he was no 
fool. I always found in watching him reason things out, watching him handle the budget 
and that sort of thing, he mightn't have had a lot of professional knowledge but he had a 
very simple, effective way of sizing up issues. I think he was head and shoulders above any 
of the others. 

RJ You have dealt with the replacement of Davies by Burke, which occurred in 
September 1981, which wasn't all that long before you left the Parliament. But I wondered 
- you've certainly expressed what you thought of Burke in various ways, but I wondered in 
the time that you saw him in operation, did he have any good points? 

COURT Oh, if being cunning and shrewd and smart in that way is good, well then 
he'd be above average. That's not the way you run a country. So that's what worries me 
about the machine. Somebody like him is more likely to rise to the top in a party, than 
somebody who's just a plain good man, even a good leader. He wouldn't rise to the surface; 
he wouldn't be identified. 

So it's rather a reflection on the system, the fact that Keating can go on like he does, the 
fact that he's almost revered by some of his people, whereas there must be some good, 
good people in that Labor Party there in Canberra, that would run the place better and give 
more credibility to the Parliament, give more credibility to the government, give more 
credibility to our country. One has to realise that the Parliament doesn't work quite like a 
business or a corporation. 

RJ In August '78 there's an article in the Weekend Australian, that actually, 
referring to yourself (by then you were coming up for 67 years of age): "Although a 
prodigious workaholic" and that has not changed, I might add, "the wear and tear of four 
years as Premier is beginning to tell. He looks tired and drawn these days, despite his 
continued capacity for work and good health."' Do you remember a period when the "wear 
and tear" was beginning to tell? 

COURT I can't recall one. I'd have been worried if I didn't look tired and drawn on 
occasions [chuckles] with the pace we were keeping. Even going abroad, the programme 
we used to set was a crazy one, but you never saw a fat racehorse that won any races. 
[chuckles] 

RJ It made me wonder though, just from a detached point of view, was it more 
enjoyable to be minister than Premier by any chance, or less onerous? Onerous is not the 
right word, but.... 

COURT Oh, it's more onerous. 

1 Weekend Australian, 19-20 August 1978. 
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RJ You would be shielded from certain things when you were minister and 
Brand gave you a lot of freedom. Ijust wondered which role you enjoyed most? 

COURT I just took it as it happened. Don't forget I'd been Acting Premier quite a bit. 
It was nothing new to me. Also I was in an unusual situation that the Premier and I were 
sharing the burdens of the day. He always treated me as he should treat a deputy; that's to 
keep him informed and talk to him and discuss things with him, just as I treated him as the 
leader and made sure that he was fully informed. So it made it very easy to run the 
government because if he was sick or away for a day, you didn't have to have a lot of 
rehearsal, you just walked in and did it. I can never remember being uptight about it. 

The person who looked after my health and mental state of health better than any doctor or 
anyone else was Rita. She had her own particular way of saying: "I think you better try and 
have a bit of time off in the garden this weekend," or something. That's all she needed to 
say, and I knew that she was telling me something. So it didn't need the Weekend 
Australian to say that I was tired and drawn. If I'd have been looking tired and drawn she'd 
have been on my back. 

You are your own pacemaker. When I look back, even talking to you as we've been doing 
now for months and months and months, you some days go away and ask yourself how did 
we fit it all in? - because you're only hearing a fraction of what went on. You can imagine 
the interminable negotiations that went on at high level with top people and so on. Then 
having to be a 'one stop shop', and then keep everybody happy, keep everybody informed, 
you're running here, running there. 

But I can never remember being.... probably if somebody said I was tired and drawn, I 
must have been tired and drawn, but I can never remember being off the play. 

RJ And you didn't enjoy one role more than the other? You're saying that you 
were often Acting Premier before. 

COURT Oh no, I didn't. I found it more rewarding, in some ways, doing all the 
negotiations. See when you're the Premier you don't get the same time to go out and dream 
things, get new ideas, new fields to conquer. You try to, and you pass them on to 
somebody like Mensaros. It dies because you can't pass on that inspiration unless you get 
somebody that's as geared up as you are yourself. 

I had high hopes that Bill Hassell would eventually fit into the pattern of being the great 
innovator and great pursuer of ideas, because he had the ability, and he had the toughness, 
and he had the commitment, but he needed quite a while to get him to mellow to have a 
broader approach to things than he had when he first came into the ministry. He was not 
the best of backbenchers. That's probably an unfair thing to say about him. He was a good 
member of Parliament, but in a government he was still trying to adopt the 100 per cent 
idealistic approach to things, instead of realising that you can't always get your objective by 
going straight down the middle. Sometimes you've got to go around the flanks a bit but you 
still get your objective. You get there probably a longer way round and a slower way 
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round, but you get there, and what's more when you get there you're there to stay. I always 
had high hopes that Bill would mellow out to the hardline, logic type of person that he was, 
to start to get just that little bit flexibility you need which helps you in dealing with people 
and cultivating ideas. 

I didn't stay there long enough to really develop him right through. Everything I gave him 
to do he did well. He never shirked any issues and he had all the hard ones to do. But he 
would have been the person who you could have given some very bold imaginative things 
to do, and he would have taken them up and run with them, and after a bit of practice 
would have pursued them successfully. 

Some of the others weren't quite in that mould. When you talk about comparing the two 
positions, if you don't have the final responsibility as Premier, well then, of course, you can 
concentrate more on your objective of achieving economic development in many forms, 
and all the things that go with it. 

I took them as they come. You just don't sit down and think I'd rather be doing this or that. 
The important thing is do what you're doing at the time as well as you possibly can; give it 
all you've got. It makes its own fun. 

RI A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the offices of Hendry 
Rae and Court on 8th March 1994. 

Sir Charles, on 29th November 1978, there was the announcement that Wittenoom town 
would be closed. The blue asbestos mine had actually been closed in December 1966. Now 
in writing about that mine closure, Phillipson actually refers to you considering yourself a 
humanist. He goes on to say, "For many years he had been extremely disturbed by the 
appalling conditions suffered by outback mineworkers in some of the remote centres of the 
Pilbara and Murchison districts. He was particularly dismayed and outspoken about the 
dangerous and unhealthy conditions at Wittenoom. In this respect he insisted on reform."' 
What reform did you insist on and is that an accurate reporting of your feelings? 

COURT I'm not quite sure where he got his information from but it would reflect my 
feelings and my sentiments. That started in my earliest days as Minister for Industrial 
Development. In fact it went back before that when I was in opposition and was in and out 
of those areas in the run-up to the 1959 elections. Now I had an incurable habit of wanting 
to know what goes on. I think it's been a plus and a minus. I was taught very early in my 
ministerial life, and in fact before that back in my professional life, that it's very important 
to go and see what you're talking about, what you're reading about, what you're hearing 
about. 

It goes right back to the days when I was a young audit clerk. I might have told you about 
the days when Coventry Motors - it was Coventry Motors before it became Coventry 

1 Phillipson, Neil, Man of Iron, Wren, 1974. pp. 27-28. 
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Motors Replacement Parts. I was an audit clerk there and my senior left me to my own 
devices for a couple of days working there. I just came across some invoices in the days 
when auditing was different to what it is today, before computers and the like. Ijust wanted 
to know what these things were all about, so I eventually finished up out in the spare parts 
section and the man in charge of it was none other than Ron Kyle, who was then in his 
overalls and was a very dedicated and very knowledgeable employee. This is in the days 
when Coventry Motors handled cars like Morris Cowley, Morris Oxford and that sort of 
thing. I won't go into that story as to why they were handling them and why they had to get 
rid of them, and how Coventry Motors Replacement Parts came out of that. 

But the boys in the store had never seen an auditor. They'd heard about them and they had 
rather doubtful opinions about auditors from what they'd heard. All of a sudden here's a 
young auditor presenting himself and wanting their advice on certain invoices. I well 
remember this man, complete in overalls, taking me round and showing me with great 
pride the systems that he'd used and tracing this particular invoice right back to the shelves 
where these particular parts were. 

In other words it was good for two reasons: one they got to know that the auditor was 
human and did have a genuine interest in what they were doing, and secondly it taught me 
to go behind the scenes and talk to the people that were actually doing the work. That man, 
of course, that Ron Kyle, then the senior storeman in that particular show (quite a small 
show), who eventually became the legendary head of Coventry Motors Replacement Parts. 
All the skills that he learnt and the commitment that he had and the dedication he had, 
projected itself into the Coventry Motor Replacement Part organisation that subsequently 
grew out of Coventry Motors when it shut down as a motor vehicle distributor. He became 
a legendary character, years and years down the track. Of course, Coventry Motors 
Replacement Parts became a tremendous investment, a tremendous enterprise. He's now 
long since dead, but he was a great man. I remember him ever so well because of the 
commitment this man had. His eyes lit up when somebody was interested. 

It's not about Ron Kyle I talk; I talk about the effect on Charles Court. It taught me a 
lesson. I'd be about 18 at the time. I was a junior audit clerk under a man named Harwood, 
a great trainer, a great teacher. I followed this through in later life, whatever I did. It was 
equally applicable in business, equally applicable in the profession, equally applicable in 
the army, equally applicable in public life. 

That brings me to the story of Wittenoom. We were in opposition and we were trying to 
find out why we couldn't own some of these seats in the North West. I'd worked hard, 
having been elected in '53, then we had the Kimberley by-election following the death of 
[Bob] Coverley. It only whetted my appetite as to why we didn't have more influence up 
there. There was a good reason why we didn't; we hadn't done anything about it. We hadn't 
got involved, we hadn't been seen to be involved. The pastoralists knew us, and probably 
knew us better from their contacts when they came to the city at Christmas/New Year, but 
the people who worked on the wharves and dominated the area in those days were virtually 
left to the Labor Party. It followed as night follows day they won those seats. 
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But when I first went to Wittenoom - as a matter of fact it was Lang Hancock who took me 
there because, as you know he had an interest in asbestos before CSR came along. We had 
another, a man who eventually became our candidate. I'll give you his name next time,' I 
just forget it at the moment, but he eventually suffered from the disease that comes from 
asbestos. He wasn't a miner, but he was the man who did the transport of the asbestos in 
bags to Samson, the port from which it was exported. So as these bags were dumped onto 
the trucks and dumped off the trucks at the wharf and that sort of thing, you can imagine 
the dust. 

So I wanted to just see how this mining took place. They could show you on the outside of 
the mine, on the rock faces (the hill faces actually), they could show you this narrow seam 
of asbestos. It was quite fascinating to be able to follow this narrow seam of asbestos. It 
was quite well-defined because it was asbestos. So if you can imagine a sandwich, with 
several layers of bread and then the filling, which was the asbestos, very narrow - might be 
three or four inches or something of that kind. I just forget the exact measurement of it, 
but it was quite defined. Then another layer of rock and then some more asbestos and some 
more rock, which was the bread, and then the meat in the sandwich come all the way up. 

I remember on that occasion getting on some overalls and getting a miner's lamp, and the 
then manager taking me into the mine. I'll tell you it was frightening because you had to 
crawl into where they mined and were chasing the asbestos. I spent quite a lot of time there 
with a very enthusiastic manager that was determined that once I showed an interest he was 
going to show me the lot. 

Then I realised that this was not a very desirable condition under which anybody should 
work. I quite frankly was glad to get out of it, although I stayed longer than I had to 
because I was just very anxious to make sure that I knew what it was all about. Then it was 
explained to me why there were such low ceilings. That was because the miners wanted to 
get as much asbestos as they could, and the minimum of spoil. I gather it affected their 
remuneration. I couldn't be precise, but it must have affected their remuneration. So they 
were after getting a return in the form of asbestos as distinct from getting just plain big 
tonnages of rock. The way they were able to do it was quite fascinating. I can't remember it 
being unsafe. It must have been very stable rock. I can't remember them having any falls 
there. In a goldmine you'd have been absolutely horrified at that sort of condition. But the 
people in charge of the mine, running the mine, were experienced operators and they were 
in and out of the place anyhow. 

So I then got fascinated about where the labour had come from. Now a lot of the migrants 
that went there had come straight into Darwin and then straight down to Wittenoom, so 
they'd never seen an Australian city, or they'd never seen the Australian way of life. So they 
probably assumed that Wittenoom was what Australia was all about. I'm going back, don't 
forget, a long way before 1959. 

I 
Cecil Radley who unsuccessfully contested the Pilbara seate in the 1959 State election (CC). 
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Having come from a tradesman's family and having heard a lot about these things, I did 
reflect on this. 

END OF TAPE 124 SIDE A 



TAPE 124 SIDE B COURT 1651 

COURT You've heard me say this before, but no-one in a position of responsibility 
and authority should ever expect the people under him or her to do what he's not prepared 
to do himself. He should never expect them to do something that he's not able to 
demonstrate that he can do it himself. This applies in wartime particularly, but it also 
applies in other forms. When I was working excessive hours as Minister for Industrial 
Development and later as Premier, the thing that carried me through with the staff that I 
had who gave me such wonderful dedicated service, was the fact that they could see that I 
was doing more (or at least as much but in most cases more) and accepting more 
inconvenience family and otherwise than they were. So rarely do you get an adverse 
response in that case. It's all a question of example. So I did seriously talk this over with 
the management. There must be a better way of getting that ore out. 

At that time, of course, I wasn't conscious of the disease that went with asbestos. The 
management of the day, the unions of the day, would have to tell you that whenever I went 
to Wittenoom I always went into the mine. Some people say, "It's a wonder you didn't get 
the disease yourself." I used to be worried about the mill. When you go into the mill it was 
a cloud of dust. The number of times I've been in and out of there I'm just amazed, if there 
was something to be caught, some disease to be caught, that I didn't get it myself. I was 
obviously fortunate, and perhaps the fact that I wasn't there all that long. I mean even if 
you're at Wittenoom for a day, or for a half a day, or for a couple days.... it wasn't all that 
long but then, of course, everything around the place, if I remember rightly the airstrip as 
well as the roads [were from asbestos tailings]. The tailings from the mine made very good 
material for road construction, airstrip construction and so on. So you're in and out of that 
all the time. 

It was only some years later that I got to know about the disease that came from this 
[mesothelioma], otherwise I'm sure I would have moved in much quicker. It might have 
been fortuitous that CSR were losing a lot of money. They've never made any money out 
of Wittenoom. It proved to be one of their disastrous investments. CSR are not a mining 
company, or at least they weren't then. This is before they got involved in mining like 
Mount Newman. But I think I've told you before that we had difficulty in floating Mount 
Newman which was to be 50 per cent AMAX and 50 per cent CSR. That would have been 
ideal in its way, but the financial companies would not back it. None of the institutions 
would back it because they said, "We won't invest in an iron ore company being run by a 
sugar company." It was as brutal as that. I could understand that. That's why eventually we 
brought in BHP, but that's another story. 

The fact is that they never made any money out of Wittenoom, and it's probably an 
investment they wished they never had. But on the one hand we were seeking ways and 
means of trying to make the industry profitable because we wanted the industry to 
continue, but we wanted it to continue on a basis that was acceptable from a work practices 
point of view. So I feel that it was probably fortuitous in some ways that the thing came to 
a head. It was probably for the wrong reason that it came to a head, lack of profitability and 
no prospect of it being profitable, short of introducing a completely different system of 
mining and processing and so on. 
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But the fact is that we all had to stop and think about it and that brought us face to face 
with the dangers of the industry, quite apart from the lack of profitability. If the industry 
had been profitable, no doubt excuses would have been made and the thing would have 
gone on. It would have involved more and more people, another generation of people and 
so on, and we'd be lamenting it today. 

By this time we, of course, had the first indications coming through very strongly that there 
was a hazard with the industry that was quite unique. It was inevitable that sooner or later it 
would raise its ugly head and become very much part of the argument as to whether the 
town continued without a mine. As you know that's been very much a factor in the years 
that have gone by in the meantime. But we didn't realise that CSR was going to incur the 
continuing and consequential costs that they have, otherwise no doubt they could have 
done something about it early in the piece, early identification and then work out 
manageable deals under workers' compensation at the time, which you can do when you've 
got an operating mine as distinct from a mine that's been shut down and you're dealing with 
things in retrospect. 

So one has to look back on this and make sure that in future that when you're mining a 
particular substance that you know what you're doing. It might interest you to know that I 
have, since my retirement, taken an interest in this sort of industrial disease, for the want of 
a better name, because I am a great believer in prevention's better than cure. When you're 
going to mine any substance, or manufacture any substance - not only mining don't forget, 
but you're going to handle any materials, going to process any materials, going to 
manufacture any particular materials, that you know what you're doing. There's very few 
hazards you can't overcome, as long as you know what you're doing and you go about it 
conscientiously and bring in the best advice with this idea of prevention is better than cure. 
It's always better to do it on the prevention route; it costs much less. It's the old story of do 
it right the first time that is what the apprentice is taught by the master tradesman: do it 
right the first time, which is basic philosophy. Well it applies equally in these situations 
where prevention is better than cure. Do it right at the start and you'll have no problems 
down the line. 

You've probably gathered from what I've said that my interest in the Wittenoom project 
went right back to my earliest contact with it and crawling in, literally crawling in, because 
you couldn't stand up to go into the mine. I was concerned about the physical problems. At 
the time I didn't know about the chemical and the disease problems. I was concerned about 
the physical problems of doing something unnaturally, as it was being done. But it was 
explained to me the miners wouldn't have it any other way because they'd be shifting so 
much waste material in their efforts to get at the pay dirt; the pay dirt being asbestos fibre, 
which then was taken out of the mine and processed in the plant and put into bags and on 
its way by truck to Samson for export abroad. 

RJ But Phillipson in saying that you insisted on reforms. What reforms did you 
insist on? Obviously that was something that you couldn't change, that attitude. 

COURT Well, as it happened, apart from the surface things that you can do about 
the facilities available for miners, for their general comfort and the things that normally go 
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on at mining projects.... Mining's not ajob for pansy people. You can't come along dressed 
up in your Sunday best. It's ajob where you've got to get dirty; you've got to get your hands 
dirty. You might have to get wet, you might be hot, it might be all sorts of things. But you 
can make facilities available for the work force when they're going in and when they're 
coming out of their work. 

But these were matters of discussion with the management and the management was very 
cooperative. Don't get me wrong, there were some nice people up there. They themselves, 
of course, were exposed to the very thing that the workmen were exposed to, and which 
now is having its repercussions. 

So it was in some ways fortuitous that the mine was closed for economic reasons, although 
as we learnt more about the potential disease, that in itself would have made me want to 
have another look at it. Whatever I might be accused of, I've always been very conscious of 
what is fair and proper for people and the conditions under which people work. As I say, I 
did have an initial contact with it before we went into government and I was a bit worried 
about what I saw. Bearing in mind that many of the people there were brand new migrants 
that had come into Australia, come straight to Wittenoom, and in many cases hadn't seen 
an Australian city. I'm sure once they saw an Australian city they'd say, "Well, this is a 
great country, and Wittenoom is not a reasonable sample of what we can expect." That's 
another story. Phillipson's summary of it is not far off the mark. 

RI Sir Charles, you're saying that it came to a head not long before the mine 
itself closed, which you were then pleased to see happen, but I thought the medical 
knowledge was known well before that. 

COURT I have no doubt that there was scientific knowledge and medical knowledge 
about the dangers of asbestos, but I have to say that it was never paraded and publicised 
like it was in subsequent years. So don't get me wrong, I'm not suggesting we didn't know 
about it until just about when the mine was due to shut because there was this suggestion 
that was coming through that because of the conditions under which the asbestos was 
mined that there was a health factor. 

Don't forget we've had this experience right back in the goldmine days, when I was a boy, 
and probably this alerted me to some of these dangers, when it was quite early in my career 
and particularly through bands and my association with the goldfields' bands, when they 
used to talk about somebody being 'chesty'. That means that they'd been picked up in the 
system that had been introduced as having some.... 

U Miner's phthisis. 

COURT Miners' phthisis and some impact on their lungs. If I remember rightly they 
used to be graded. There was a point at which they were still allowed to go into the mine 
subject to a very strict series of tests. There was a point beyond which they weren't allowed 
to go into the mines. They could do surface work, but they weren't allowed to go into the 
underground mines. That had become very well regulated by that time. The miners' 
diseases had been very well identified so far as goldmining was concerned. The series of 
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tests was statutory. It was mandatory and supported by unions and by workers and by the 
mine owners because it did give a degree of protection to the mine owners, and it gave a 
degree of protection to the mine worker. As you know there was a special form of 
insurance for that. That was very clearly defined and the workers had no doubt about their 
entitlement. The unions had no doubt about workers' entitlement, the employers had no 
doubt about their responsibilities, and that's how it should be. 

Now had this been detected earlier in the asbestos mining, you wouldn't have the problem 
you've got today because this would have been picked up and the same rigorous disciplines 
would have been introduced and might have, in fact, shut the mine down earlier. Now it's 
no good being wise after the event. I referred earlier to the mine management itself being 
subject to the same conditions, the same town, their children went to the same schools. 
They themselves moved in and out of the same processing plant with all the dust that was 
apparent for everybody to see. Don't forget you're in a very dry climate. It was very difficult 
to operate in the way that you probably would in a place where you were in a different 
climate with plenty of water available for washing, sluicing, whatever the case may be. 

So it's no good being smart after the event. But it's true that medical people had 
commented on this. In some cases, I've read some people trying to be virtuous about it and 
my reaction to them is why weren't they more public, why weren't they more declamatory 
about it, because no-one can stir up a headline quicker than a doctor that talks about some 
health danger. If they were making reports and they weren't getting acted upon and they 
weren't getting proper attention [bangs table] the remedy was very easy for them, very easy 
indeed. So let's not pass judgment on that. I certainly wouldn't want to. 

I have to say that when I first saw the mining I was more concemed about the physical 
disabilities under which the work was going on. Then I was appalled when I found that the 
workmen themselves wanted the mining practices the way they were because it was related 
to their recovery of the mineral that they were chasing. I talked to some of the miners. 
Some of them were a bit hard to talk to because in many cases they were straight out of 
Italy or whatever country they came from, but you could talk to them. They were quite 
happy to mine under those conditions. I don't know what pay they got, but I can only 
assume they were getting adequate pay by the standards of that time. I'm not talking about 
the subsequent iron ore period, and the subsequent conditions, say, in other new mining 
operations and that sort of thing. 

RJ So from what you're saying, Sir Charles, if you had had strong medical 
evidence earlier than you did and if the mine had been profitable, the Brand Government 
would have taken steps over that mine? 

COURT Not only whether it was profitable or not. If there had been the sort of 
evidence that exists today and in fact existed later on from there, such as when we were 
considering the town and its future, well then we would have moved without doubt. But I 
also want to say that the company would have too because CSR are basically decent 
people. You had people like Sir James Vernon and others. They wouldn't want to be party 
to something that was so disadvantageous to people and so dangerous in terms of industrial 
disease. So you've got to review these things in perspective. 
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Also you have to realise that the Wittenoom mining history, right through from the 
Hancock white asbestos and then the blue asbestos, was at a time when you were dealing 
with projects that weren't subject to the same degree of negotiation, the same degree of 
professional and expert assessment as you had later on. It has been recorded that one of the 
reasons why I was so insistent on the standard of towns [that came later], was because of 
my knowledge of the old goldfields and the old remote mining towns. It's well documented 
that I made it clear that we weren't prepared to accept galvanised iron as the basic building 
material for future mining towns. 

RJ And you have recorded that on tape as well. 

COURT I think it's important to raise that issue again now. But when we went into 
the iron ore, when we went into bauxite, when we went into nickel and salt and all of these 
things, you realise that we were in a different era. We, in the Brand Government, take a lot 
of credit for that. Myself, I was very directly involved in the negotiations and in fact I was 
the one minister that did all the detailed negotiations, particularly about standards; not only 
standards of engineering which were supervised by a man like John Parker, but the social 
standards, the quality of houses. The other thing that I wanted to get away from was 
making mining always be seen as a short-term thing. The reason why some of the old 
mining towns were so poor in terms of quality of construction and what would today be 
regarded as unlivable conditions, was because everyone assumed they were just there for a 
short time. Somebody was going to mine a mine and then move on, the days when you 
'took the best and left the rest'. Well don't forget it was basic to our policy. I think it's got to 
be understood it was basic to our policy. No longer could you take the best and leave the 
rest. 

I hope that if we've done our job properly that they won't be able to come along in 100 
years time and mine the old goldmine dumps and still get gold. If it has been done 
properly, as it should have been, they've taken the lot. 

So it's all part of a conscious policy by a government that cared. I know we're not going to 
get any credit for this, but we probably gave more thought to those things than a Labor 
government ever did because most of their ministers at that time were brought up in the old 
goldmining attitude, the old mining standards of the day. Anything better than what they 
had was better than what they had, if you can understand what I mean. That was an 
improvement along the road, but whether it was sufficient improvement is another matter. 

Now Lang Hancock objected to the standards that we insisted on for iron ore companies, 
for instance, and for other companies like bauxite/alumina, nickel and so on. Kambalda is a 
classic example. Look at Kambalda compared with the old-style Kalgoorlie (all within 40 
miles of one another) and it's chalk and cheese. Lang used to froth at the mouth when he 
used to talk about the standards that we had insisted upon, and made it very clear that if we 
hadn't made it a statutory requirement by virtue of the ratified agreements, that he wouldn't 
have tolerated it. In fact he couldn't see anything wrong with the transportables. But in 
those days we felt that the time had passed when you looked at these towns as temporary. 
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I'll give you another example. When I first became a minister, and before that, up in the 
North West, building roads, building wharves and that sort of thing up there, people were 
living in camps and tents and wood stoves that were just unbearable really by today's 
standards. When you established a camp for the Main Roads, it was a camp, full stop, and 
it was a camp in the old sense of the word. The conditions were very poor. I think I've told 
you about Digby Leach and Ron Duncan. They said, "We wouldn't have built a road, we 
wouldn't have built a bridge, we wouldn't have built a harbour in the North, if it hadn't been 
for the fugitives from the police, the fugitives from their wives [and the fugitives from their 
creditors]!" We laugh about it today but it had an element of truth at the time. 

Today you go to a Main Roads' camp and you've got air-conditioned transportables. You 
cook probably with natural gas or with Kleenheat gas, something of that kind. You have 
reasonable food, you've got refrigeration, you've got all of these things. It's still a tough life 
but it's not quite like it used to be back in earlier times and the days that coincided with the 
early days of Wittenoom. 

Now the establishment of Wittenoom, of course, goes right back to the McLarty 
Government. I think you'll find the initial arrangement was made by McLarty, with some 
reluctance, with CSR for the establishment of Wittenoom. There are some humorous 
stories told about the negotiations that took place on the spot between McLarty 
accompanied by the then Under Treasurer, Sir Alexander Reid, and the directors of CSR, 
but we're not here to talk about that this morning. The whole atmosphere was quite 
different. I don't put it down to a learning curve, I put it down to the fact that we knew 
nothing better. We'd had this tradition of mining towns, mainly goldmining, of course, 
which were all thought to be temporary. So the accommodation and other facilities were 
temporary; substandard by today's standards. 

You've only got to go to some of the old mining facilities that have been developed there 
on a tourist basis. I'm trying to think of the mine in Kalgoorlie that has been redeveloped as 
a tourist mine. It used to be Hainault. I remember that because one of our RSL Band 
members who was an old Kalgoorlie-ite wrote a march that the band used to use a lot 
called Hainault. It was named after that mine where he used to work as an underground 
miner. They've got some of the old-style houses there that probably had families and others 
brought up in these places. You look at them today, if you went there on a day when it was, 
say, 33 [degrees] in the shade, you'd get some idea of the conditions under which people 
lived and which was the order of the day. 

So you've got to keep things in perspective. We all feel sorry for those [at Wittenoom who] 
paid the supreme price, in many cases - including our own candidate who was the cartage 
contractor. I have a very sensitive response to the whole question, but I've got to keep it in 
perspective. Had this thing been identified earlier - don't forget there was a Labor 
government there from 1953 to 1959 when all of this was going on, this recruitment of 
migrants coming straight into this area and undertaking the mining with these, what I 
believe were quite primitive mining conditions, but I've explained why they were as they 
were and why they weren't changed at the time. 
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So you can't point the finger at any one particular person. Had there been the same 
understanding of the disease then as there developed in the goldfields.... Don't forget they 
went for quite a long time before they found out the problem of underground mining and 
miners' phthisis. So if there had have been the same knowledge of it, what would have 
happened is the mine would have either been stopped, killed stone dead, if they couldn't 
find a way around it or it would have been adapted. If the requirements for health care, 
prevention, treatment, supervision, and so on, had have been such that the industry couldn't 
stand it, the industry would have stopped. 

That position never arose. There was never, to my mind, any attempt made either under the 
Labor government from '53 to '59 or during our term in office to get down and look at this 
on the same basis as the miners' diseases were on the goldfields many, many years before. 
It would have had a much better effect if it had been assessed on that basis because you 
wouldn't have all these court cases that are going on. People would have got their 
compensation as of right and it would have been simple. It would have cost them nothing. 
It would have been well-defined. Any of the mining union secretaries in the old days could 
recite the special legislation that dealt with miners' phthisis and they knew exactly what 
their entitlements were, and it was covered by the State Government Insurance Office. 

END OF TAPE 124 SIDE B 
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COURT My interest in this has continued because it was always very real in my 
mind, my knowledge of the early goldfields mining, my knowledge of Wittenoom and 
some other places that I saw. The big companies I found were usually pretty sensible about 
the whole thing. But as late as five or six years ago I was talking privately, not in any 
official capacity, with some of the major mining interests pointing out the importance of 
them, whenever they mine something that they don't have a lot of knowledge about, to find 
out what are the pitfalls with it, what are the potential diseases, industrial diseases, that go 
with it. The devil you know is the one you want to take note of because you can do 
something about it. Then scientifically and otherwise - publicly as well - do something 
about. You'll have less trouble if you do these things publicly. 

If the particular disease, for the want of a better name (I think it's the only name you can 
use) - an industrial disease (in other words some disability that comes from that particular 
industry), then, of course, you get to a situation when it will never be mined unless they 
have a method of doing it whereby it is completely safe. But even then you have a system 
of compensation in place so that it's automatic. See, if these miners had all been covered 
and this had been understood properly back in those days, you'd be looking at a different 
situation. You have one particular firm of solicitors that figures in most of these cases 
where they have to deal with them on a one-off basis. They have to go to court to establish 
claims and so on. Well most of those would have automatically been dealt with and the 
entitlements paid either on a one-off or a continuing basis, as the case may be. 

You can't turn the clock back, but I have been talking with these people. I find them quite 
receptive. In fact I find that in many cases, this research into industrial disease is being 
spearheaded more by the private sector than by governments because they're conscious of 
the fact that it's better to know what your problem is. If there's a devil in it that you can't 
cope with, well don't touch it. 

I thought I should mention that because of my learning curve, for want of a better name, 
going back from boyhood right through to my experience with Wittenoom and other 
mines. Don't forget Wittenoom was not the only mine that I saw that I didn't like, mainly 
run by little people who couldn't see the dangers, were only concerned about the nett take 
they got out of it. Back to the old idea of 'take the best, leave the rest'. You don't have to be 
very smart to follow that one because most of the mines that are being developed with such 
good effect for gold today had their origin back in some little show that probably two men 
were working with great danger just pursuing gold. They didn't seem to worry about the 
danger if they could pursue a show of gold and probably been down in the bowels of the 
earth, in some cases not that far down, but chasing what they felt was a lode that was going 
to give them the maximum gold. 

Now they weren't concerned about ore that didn't measure up to their test of how much 
gold you want per ton. They had a measurement that they worked out. They were prepared 
to handle the volume of ore in return for so much gold at the end of it. 

Now that meant their cut-off points were pretty high, whereas a modern mining project 
using carbon-in-pulp and modern techniques that are available, go down to unbelievably 
low yields and still are profitable. But that's the onward march of technology and you don't 
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have the industrial disease problems that were rampant in the old days because we're all 
that much more knowledgeable. You're using open cuts, whereas in my early days in gold 
you only saw underground mining of one form or another. Even if it was a little shaft put 
down by two or three people working as a partnership, it was still underground mining. 
They didn't have the equipment to go and do huge open cuts like you have with the big 
hole up in Kalgoorlie. 

So it's got to be kept in perspective, sad though it is. There's always somebody looking for 
a scapegoat around there. It was fortuitous, as I said earlier, that the thing was brought to a 
head. The fact that it was uneconomic might not be the right reason, but it was a good 
enough reason to eventually stop the project. 

RJ Sir Charles, the government and the company were criticised at the time of 
the closure of the mine because it was considered that not due notice was given. The 
announcement was made that the mine would close a month later. The company had been 
equally blameworthy: "The notice given to the Wittenoom company was brutally short; the 
reasons it has given, through Mr Court, for confining the notice to a month are entirely 
selfish; and to make matters worse, the movement subsidy it has offered its employees is 
paltry."' Do you recall why only a month's notice was given? 

COURT Once you decide that you're going to close a place like that, you've got to 
move quickly. The company would have been very, very conscious of the fact that they 
were losing a lot of money and that they were not going to convert the mine in a way which 
would be profitable or that was going to be even more acceptable in terms of mining 
practice than it was. So it makes good sense when you're going to do something like that to 
do it quickly. The whole experience in industry and commerce and in all other things, 
sporting activities the same, that if you're going to do something, do it precisely and get it 
over with because if you try to be a little bit sensitive about it or a little bit compassionate 
about it, and you say, "Oh well, we'll give you 12 months' notice," you have nothing but 
trouble in between. You get to a point where you can't operate because people naturally are 
going to go elsewhere. If they get an opportunity to go elsewhere they're going to go 
elsewhere. So you can't do it that way in spite of the fact that people are always very 
generous with somebody else's money. You never knew the unions say, "Look, we'll put up 
one dollar for three," or something like that, "out of our funds, so that you can make the 
closure more gentle or more generous," as the case may be. 

So in my long experience, brutal though it sometimes seems, it is the most sensitive way to 
do it. It's the LEAST hurtful way to do it. 

Modem business consultants who specialise in this sort of thing, especially over the last 
three or four years when throughout the world there's been major reductions getting rid of 
unnecessary fat out of places that should NEVER have been allowed to accumulate, you'll 
find that the experts will always tell you to grit your teeth and get it over because other 
forces start to take over. You find that not only is it more costly in terms of dollars, but 

'Comment. West, 20 Dec. 1966. 
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worse than that, there's more pain to the people that are involved because it drags on and 
on and on. 

RJ There was also criticism at the time of the closure of the mine that the 
government had gone on spending money on the town when the writing was really on 
the wall. In the immediate prior period there was half  million spent on public buildings 
over the previous two years and 1800,000 on 186 State Housing Commission homes, 
on which the outstanding debt is nearly $700,000." ' Now that does seem a little out of 
kilter with what you were saying that you could see there were problems well before. 

COURT You'll always get people that are smart with hindsight. The same people, as 
I told them time and time again at public meetings and otherwise, they were the people that 
were raising merry hell because these things weren't done. They were the people that were 
saying, regardless of the future of the mine, they're necessary for the future of the town. 
Now I know we could all sit back and write a book. I could do a PhD on this without 
having to do much study, on the closure of Wittenoom or something like that. The very 
people that were raising bedlam about these things being needed, were the ones that 
criticised when they were done. The fact is that these things were done. No-one wants to 
say that they weren't done because they were physically there. One has to realise that in the 
government process that once these things get wound up they rumble on. I'm speaking 
from memory now, but my guess is some of those things were agitated for, for years before 
[and were long overdue]. The machinery eventually caught up with them and hey presto, 
they finished up there. 

You'll always get some of these things and the smart alecs come along. Frankly I've got 
very little patience with them. It's very convenient sometimes to keep a record of what 
people said today and what they said five years ago. You'd find many of them were in the 
vanguard of those pressing, even to a point of threatening, if these things weren't done. I 
don't say that it was right that they were done. If people had known what they know today, 
of course, they wouldn't have been done. In fact the mine would have been shut down long 
before then. I don't lose much sleep over these sorts of things. You don't like it happening, 
but there would be a dozen other cases you could give like this. 

RJ Sir Charles, with what you were saying earlier about miners' phthisis and 
this sort of thing, did the government do anything at all in your time of association with it 
about what were then identified as future health problems? 

COURT As I recall it, the reference to the potential industrial diseases from asbestos 
became more talked about. You must realise that, with the benefit of hindsight, people had 
mentioned this going back many, many years; I think almost the whole of the life of the 
Hawke Government. 

One can't seek to vindicate or justify any stance because of something like that. The fact is 
that it wasn't understood until later on. Now I distinctly remember this question of the 
disease being talked about more and more. Bearing in mind we came into government in 

West, 16 Dec. 1996, p.4 



TAPE 125 SIDE COURT 1661 

'59, and by that time we'd had six years of Labor government and Wittenoom was always 
in the headlines because it was an important industry in that day. There was no iron ore, 
there was no salt, there was none of these things. No diamonds, any of these things, in the 
North. Wittenoom was a very important thing in the life of the Pilbara and was a very 
sensitive thing in the life of the local authorities, for instance. They were very jealous of 
any operation they had, whether it was goldmining in a small way, tin mining in a small 
way. Asbestos by comparison was fairly big. So it was a very sensitive issue. 

But I don't think anyone really talked about it in that period from when we came in in '59 
through until the mine eventually closed, with the same drama and with the same 
understanding as they do today. 

It was also at a time when the mine was very much on the brink. The closure really didn't 
come as a surprise to anybody because the unions would have known, the workers would 
have known, the local people would have known, that CSR weren't making any money out 
of Wittenoom. They were always hoping to. They were always introducing new efficiency 
methods and trying to ginger up the productivity and the markets; anything that would help 
the future of the mine, because it was not a money-spinner as far as CSR were concerned. 

But the question of the disease gradually got louder and louder, and it was a very important 
factor in the final deliberations about closure because if you were going to combat it you'd 
have to completely rethink the whole mine; the method of mining as well as the method of 
processing. You'd have probably had much more mechanisation, fewer work people, all of 
whom would have to be protected in some way. I think it's now transpired that with 
modern technology there's no way in which you can protect people against the disease. For 
that reason I don't think there's any way in which it will be mined in future. My 
understanding is that in Australia anyhow it's a forbidden substance. So it's not a question 
of doing it by a better means, asbestos is out. Even buildings that have had no known 
reactions from the use of asbestos in those buildings are now being either destroyed or 
completely remodelled so as to get rid of the asbestos out of it altogether, whether or not 
there's a history of infection. So you're dealing with a different situation altogether. 

One cannot be too critical of those concerned. The first people who were worried about the 
mine closing, ironically weren't talking about it on terms of health, they were talking about 
it in terms of the effect on the local economy and local tourism and all that sort of thing. 

It's interesting that a long way down the track now, in fact a year after I ceased to be a 
minister, ceased to be Premier, and ceased to be a member of Parliament, when Ian 
Medcalf, the Attorney General in my government and then in O'Connor's government, 
continued on with legislation that he had in mind, which was very far-sighted and very 
sensible and very practical. Everything that Medcalf did was practical; good sense. He was 
a good lawyer but he also had a lot of practical common sense, either for the political side 
or the practical side, as the case may be. 
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He actually drafted legislation to my knowledge which was too late to be introduced by the 
O'Connor Government which would have spelt out the entitlements of the people that were 
affected because of the mine, by the way. You couldn't expect this legislation to prevail in 
respect of other cases far removed. But in respect of the mine it would have spelt out 
entitlements and the method by which people achieved their entitlements. 

This is very important because it gives a degree of certainty that doesn't exist today and 
which has been the result of some very heart-rending cases where they've had to go to 
court, and people have died before the court case, and before the court case is completed in 
some cases, even though it's been part-heard. It brings anomalies of the law and some very 
sad cases. 

Under this proposal of Medcalfs, as I understand it (and the drafts would be available 
somewhere) it spelt out a certainty of entitlement and how you achieve that entitlement. It's 
another version of the miners' phthisis thing where that settled down donkey's years ago 
because people knew what they were entitled to, they knew the procedures by which they 
were going to get their entitlement, they knew the certainty of their entitlement. That would 
have prevailed in respect of people that were involved in asbestos mining. 

Now some would say, well maybe they'd have got a bigger claim if they'd have gone to the 
courts like some of them with a firm of solicitors with a Victorian origin, but I think they're 
now established in Western Australia. They've become specialists in this sort of thing. I 
don't like that sort of thing because it means that you're very much subject to the whims 
and the varying fortunes of the people concerned. These things can be dragged on at great 
cost. You never fully recover your costs even if you win. Also you have a different law, for 
instance, in Victoria to what you've got here and so on. 

It would have been a good thing if Medcalf's law had been persevered with and 
implemented, because in all of these things when you're dealing with a cross-section of 
people, certainty is the most important thing. 

Now the type of Bill that he was planning, it would have been easy to administer. The 
unions involved could just as easily have handled that as they did for years and years 
handle the miners' phthisis legislation because everyone knew what it was. The families 
knew what it was, not only the person affected. It was a pity that something like that didn't 
get on to the statute book. 

I don't know how it would have prevailed in other cases where asbestos diseases were 
incurred; people who have never seen Wittenoom, never seen an asbestos mine. You've 
seen some of this in the railways and you've seen it in the Navy. No doubt they're taken 
care of by their workers' compensation which will prevail differently in the Navy as 
against, say, working in the railways. But those people will no doubt be covered by the 
ordinary laws that exist. But there are a lot of people that do get the disease that you find it 
very hard to determine who should be responsible, if anybody. 
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I know, had I been in office, I would have been encouraging Medcalf to pursue this type of 
legislation, if for no other reason than establishing a certainty so people didn't have to go 
through a lot of litigation. It was clearly defining how they got an entitlement, and once 
they got the entitlement it was spelt out in the clearest of terms how much they got. 

Ri Sir Charles, there's a whole report written that came out of a Wittenoom 
working committee and the report was published in April 1979, because the residents of 
Wittenoom at the time of the announcement of the town being closed - well at least some - 
were very opposed to that decision. It was claimed that the Minister for Health, who was 
Ray Young at that time, "had been unable to advance any constructive alternative plan to 
adequately relocate or compensate the Wittenoom community as a result of its intended 
action, even assuming its decision had been well founded. Moreover, the State government 
had failed to present any evidence which could establish beyond doubt that the residents of 
Wittenoom could contract mesothelioma through environmental exposure to airborne blue 
asbestos tailings." They go on to say that there had been no consultation with the residents 
before the announcement of the closure of the town,2  and in a press release it was also 
claimed that Mr Young had showed continuing lack of judgment on the Wittenoom issue, 
and that was "forcing his Cabinet colleagues into a position from which they soon would 
be unable to recover without great embarrassment and which, as a result, might prejudice a 
just decision in favour of the Wittenoom community."3  What are your comments about 
those various issues? 

COURT If ever there was a no-win situation, it was Wittenoom. For them to claim 
that we had no proof that they were going to contract the disease was the most ludicrous 
thing I ever heard. I said so at the time. Who wants to wait 20 years to prove that they're 
right or we're right. It's much better if you've got to choose between making sure you don't 
get the disease, to get out, even if you don't like it and even if there's some loss, because at 
least you live. 

We had two conflicts. We had medical people who were saying that even if you walked 
around the place where we'd had the tailings used for roads and airstrips and that sort of 
thing, and the race track and so on, that you were in danger of getting the disease. On the 
other hand you've got these people pontificating - non-medical people pontificating - 

saying we've had no sign of any disease and our children have played in this dust, and all 
that sort of stuff. It was rather cruel and rather sad what was going on. 

It was strange to me that at no stage did the media come to our aid and say, "Look, these 
people are being quite unrealistic about it." It had been established by then that you didn't 
actually have to work in the mine or work in the processing plant. The processing plant, by 

t Wittenoom Working Party, The Wittenoom Report, 1979, p. 60. 

2. 
1/nd, Preface 

3David Oxer and Associates. "Statements by Minister for Health Reinforce Findings of Wittenoom ReportS', 22 
April 19'79,p. I. 
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the way, was the worst because that's where all this dust was going everywhere. Even if 
you wore a mask it was still apparently dangerous. 

The only thing I'm amazed about, I was in and out of the place so often myself, especially 
while I was a minister before I became Premier, that by the rules of the game I suppose 
there's a chance that I would have got it myself. So I wasn't a stranger to the place. I wasn't 
a stranger to the problems of the place, the harsh conditions of the place. I understood all 
that. I also understood the fascination of Wittenoom, with their gorges and so on. So I 
wasn't unmindful of what was going on. 

Now the minister, whether he handled it well or whether he didn't, the fact is he was in a 
no-win situation. Here's a place that has been condemned by the medical profession as 
being too dangerous for you even to walk around, let alone walk on the tailings, let alone 
walk on the roads that have been surfaced and repaired with these things. On the other 
hand lay people who, partly because of a love of the place, they liked it, it was in their 
blood, they just liked the surroundings, and partly because in some cases they had an 
economic vested interest in the place, they were prepared to sacrifice their own health and 
that of their children and their visitors. 

Don't forget we had another problem. That was the tourist industry, because these days (we 
were just starting to see the beginning of it at this time) you don't know where your liability 
extends to. You might have somebody in America turns up with disease in 20 years time 
and says they got this when they went on a tourist bus and they walked in over the tailings, 
walked through the old mine and walked on the racecourse and did all these things. These 
days you've got legal people, especially in America, who proceed on a 'pay by results' basis. 
You never know where your liabilities are going to end. 

Once the decision was made to close it, we naturally tried to handle it as delicately as we 
could, but quite frankly I didn't have much sympathy with those that tried to plead that we 
were prejudging the disease. Who wants to prejudge this disease? Who's going to come 
along in 20 years time and say you were right or you were wrong if the person's dead? I 
really couldn't understand the attitude. I could understand them pressing for compensation 
if they have to shift. I don't think we were unreal in the compensation that we did put 
forward, but you have to realise that the poor old taxpayer can't stand the cost of all of 
these things. I thought the proposition we put forward at the time was realistic, but you can 
never get something that's going to please everybody. It would either be too generous, in 
which case you'd have a taxpayer revolt, or not generous enough, in which case you have a 
residents' revolt. 

END OF TAPE 125 SIDE A 
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COURT I was very, very worried about the people who wanted to keep this town 
going. They had ideas you remove the material that had been put down and used in the 
town and other places, as though it was just like shifting gravel or something like that. 
There was one move to get rid of the tailings and that sort of thing. Where do you take 
them to? It was pointed out that when you get a decent rain up there, because you can have 
months and months and months of dry, dry weather, dry as dry, then all of a sudden you 
have torrential rains. That's characteristic of the area. Well, floods are no respecter of 
where they take residues to, or existing soils or anything of that kind. When they just pick 
it up they just take it and dump it anywhere. So it wasn't just a question of removing this 
stuff. And who's going to remove it, because you're running into another risk, just as you 
had with the miners and in the processing plant. 

I remember one time asking the direct question, "Will you sign an undertaking that if you 
or any of your dependants in the years down the road contract this disease, that you will 
absolve the government of the day, the company, and others from any liability?" Now, I 
have to add that even if they'd have been prepared to sign it I wouldn't have accepted it 
because later on down the track, say 20 years, 15 years, 10 years down the track, they did 
get the disease, no-one would excuse you for enforcing such an agreement, even though the 
morals were what they are. There'd be an outcry from the media, there'd be an outcry from 
the association that supports these people. They themselves and their relatives would have 
been front-page news, and either CSR or the government or both would have been copping 
criticism. Even if you had this signed in triplicate, it wouldn't have overcome the problem 
that would have arisen. So even if they were prepared to sign that, I had made up my mind 
we wouldn't take it. We'd give the same reasons as I've given you now, because I would 
have thought they wouldn't be prepared to gamble on their own lives. 

But it was a fair question to ask; it was a question that people expected me to ask. I can't 
recall anyone who was prepared to sign it. They were all very big and brave and said, "It 
won't happen to us. Who are you to predict that I'm going to get the disease? I'm healthy; 
I'm obviously not affected in any way. I've been here for 'X' years. I've played in it as a 
child." All this sort of stuff. I heard it all. But I can't recall any of them that were prepared 
to accept the challenge of signing such an agreement. But I repeat, my colleagues knew 
that we weren't prepared to accept such an undertaking. 

RJ Sir Charles, we have the sesquicentennial celebrations in 1979, which you 
referred to briefly in a previous interview. The actual work towards those celebrations 
started back in September '74 when you asked Ralph Doig to investigate and recommend a 
suitable organisation to plan those celebrations. Then eventually Air Commodore 
Dallywater was appointed to the position of director of the celebrations. What are your 
strongest memories? There is a lot of information on record about the various forms the 
celebration took and the committees formed to organise them and that sort of thing. 
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COURT Well, it's very vivid in my mind because it was a great year. You mentioned 
Ralph Doig. Ralph had a lot of experience so we brought him in to give us a lead as to how 
we started the whole thing. It was never intended that he would be the man who actually 
ran the thing, because you realise he'd been retired for some time then. But with his 
knowledge it was wise to bring him in, and in fact I well recall when we had the first sort 
of launch of the whole concept. Ralph, if I remember rightly, acted virtually as director of 
ceremonies for that, because that was the day when the Mayor of Albany stacked on a turn 
and set out to sabotage the whole thing and introduced a very sour note when everyone was 
full of joie de vivre, wanting to get on with the job and have the big celebration. He was 
the one who tried to get the meeting to abandon the concept of 1979 and have the 150th 
anniversary at Albany, treating Lockyer as being the man that settled Western Australia. 
Well, of course, there was good reason to oppose that because that was only just a very 
local thing. Lockyer was sent from New South Wales [in 1826]. Well, we all know the 
history of that. 

Now there was no intention of leaving Albany out of it. In fact, we helped them very 
generously to have their little celebration, which they did magnificently. We put in very 
generously to it, much more generously than the Mayor of Albany ever dreamt we would. 
The people of Albany were very concerned about the discordant note that he kept trying to 
strike. Later on, when I went down to Albany to discuss with them how we were going to 
help them with their project, the day I'd got there he'd already published in the local paper a 
very condemnatory article accusing me of not helping them at all, not cooperating at all, 
not being prepared to contribute at all. What he didn't know was we'd already worked out a 
very generous proposition, much more generous than the council was going to ask for. So 
when I went to the council and told them how I objected to what the mayor had said in this 
article that had been published - so it must have been given to the press before that day - he 
tried to give the impression that it hadn't been, that he'd been misquoted and that sort of 
thing, because he was very sorely embarrassed when he heard what the government had 
worked out through Treasury and through Cabinet, as the assistance we were going to give, 
because we believed that this was something that was quite important. 

Furthermore we thought it was going to be a magnificent way to rehearse for the big one in 
1979. The women of Albany were absolutely marvellous. They set about making period 
costumes [in 1976] for that particular era, which was the same as ours for 1979. They 
played a magnificent role when it came to the main event, the 150th anniversary 
celebrating Stirling's settlement of Western Australia. 

I think I've told you the story about Sir Wallace Kyle's suit. We all used the Albany ladies. 
Then, of course, they passed their expertise over to people like Margaret Aitkin, who was 
heading up the women's section of our [1979] organisation and did a superb job there. 
Margaret Aitkin is the wife of Don Aitkin. She was very prominent with the Girl Guides 
before that. She's a very efficient, effective person. 

So the Albany exercise, which we all joined into and had a lot of fun from and we learnt a 
lot from it, but it was unfortunate that the then mayor had this bit of a chip on his shoulder 
and he made it very embarrassing for them as well as for us. But we did help them. They 
would have to tell you that they were helped very generously and, in fact, more than double 
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what they ever expected to get from us. We didn't give them what could be called largesse 
or anything like that. It was worked out very carefully by people who knew what we were 
up to for the 150th anniversary generally, Albany in particular at that time, and then 
followed on by the Statewide one. We had a better concept of what was necessary down 
the track. 

I mention this at some length because it did give us a very firm basis. But it was 
unfortunate that he chose that meeting, that public meeting, knowing that he'd get a lot of 
publicity from it. It struck a sour note which Albany had to live with. It wasn't as though 
they'd say to the Mayor, "Good on you mate, you're on the right track," or something like 
that. There was a feeling of resentment, because there were times when even the 
Opposition has to join into these things in the right accord, the right spirit. 

Anyhow we then appointed Air Commodore Dallywater, but that position, by mutual 
arrangement, was changed over and we then got on to a different organisation which 
prevailed right through and with great success. We changed, by the way, not only his 
director position, but we also had to change over the ministerial set-up which wasn't 
working. So we changed over and got a very effective system. 

Now I think I've mentioned in earlier interviews that the big success of it was it went for 
the whole year, 52 weeks, with a bit of an overflow. It's quite ironical that the overflow was 
the scout jamboree, a great success. It carried us right into the new year. It's ironical that as 
we sit here the next of those jamborees, probably even bigger, is going to happen again 
next December into January, so it's just a coincidence that that occurs. 

But the big thing about it was that we had a minimum of state enterprises and a maximum 
of local enterprises. You've no idea the success of these 'Back To York', 'Back to Tammin', 
Back to This, Back to That, the great success of them, and the numbers they generated. 
Don't forget in very few cases did we even have to put in seed money. It took off because 
they got local sponsorship. The local authority would take off and the local organisations. 

The various organisations too, on a Statewide basis were made responsible for their own 
historic events, whether it was football or other things. That's a good thing because it meant 
that lots and lots people were working, each in their own way, and each with their own 
expertise. 

The other thing that I want to mention, which I've already mentioned before, is the fact that 
it gave us a link back to the beginnings, because 150 divided by two, you get 75, and 
there's a lot of people who had lived partly in the first 75, were still alive in the second 75. 
For instance, Rita and I were at primary school when Forrest died. I remember at 
Leederville Primary School - it was known as 'bubs' in those days. They always used to call 
the infants' school - it wasn't even the primary, but the infants' school, the first, second and 
third 'bubs', it was always known as. But we were paraded and I can remember Mrs 
Friedman telling us about this great man who had died. So Rita and I would have both 
been six then, when he died. I think he died in 1917, speaking from memory. We'd have 
both been six or seven. I can remember being told about this man, because we'd already 
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been told a bit about Alexander and John Forrest. I was always an Alexander man in those 
days. I used to be fascinated by his exploits, his explorations. 

You see this overlap. You still had people who were in full possession of their faculties 
who went back into that first 75 years, so it was an ideal time. 

They didn't get very much out of the centenary, by the way. I was surprised when I did 
some research on it; I was surprised how unspectacular it was. I remember it very well, 
through the RSL Band, believe it or not. You'd think that all my life was dictated by the 
RSL Band. But I remember the number of times that we turned out for ceremonials for that 
[the Centenary], because we were in great demand for that sort of thing. We therefore were 
very much in touch with public events. As a young boy and young man, I was very much in 
touch with public events. 

We got a tremendous amount out of the 150th. I don't think I've mentioned this earlier, but 
we commissioned those, I think it's 14 volumes - don't hold me to that - but I think it's 
fourteen volumes.6  I think the people who wrote those 14 volumes - there was one about 
migration, there was one about industry, you name it; education - I think the people who 
were given the job to do that were staggered that the Premier, who's supposed to be a 
meddling old bloke, didn't interfere at all. They were given the money, they were given the 
organisation, and they were told to get on with it. So there was no editing or no 
government interference, no government policy laid down at all for those publications. 
Anyone who wrote one of those, or rather headed the editorial committee for any one of 
those, would have to tell you it was done completely free of any government interference. 

That was for a purpose because we wanted people who were independent from the 
government (in fact might be opposed to the government in their political views) given 
complete freedom to publish those. Those volumes will no doubt have a great value with 
the passage of time. The people that were involved in that project have often said to me 
that they felt it very rewarding, particularly as they didn't have the overseeing by the 
government to make sure it came out satisfactory to us. 

We had a host of these things. We had the traditional costumes, using the expertise that 
we'd inherited from Albany. My costumes were made in Albany. Rita's were made in 
Albany, including her bonnets which we've still got. Mine I've still got, but they're 
absolutely worn out because they've been used by so many schools for plays and the like. If 
they ever want any period costume, they seem to feel the Courts have got some of these 
things. The last one to use mine was Richard's girl Billie. She was Colonel Pickering in the 
school play for Pygmalion, so she borrowed it top hat, long coat and all for the play. 

There were so many things going on. We had a Captain Stirling. I'm trying to think of his 
name now. He had a naval captain's rank. He played the part of Captain Stirling for the 
whole of the 150th. Rodriguez his name was. I'm not sure whether his father or his uncle 
was the great footballer and then became a magistrate, but he headed up a number of these 

6There were 14 volumes in the Sesquicentenary Celebrations Series (RJ). 
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play-acting things we had, where we involved the schools, where they re-enact Stirling 
going up the river with all the people in proper dress and so on. The local school where 
they went ashore would come down to the river and they'd re-enact this thing. He got pretty 
good at it. He's often been reminded about it since. 

But there were things going on everywhere. Out of this you've no idea the history that came 
to light when you had so much involvement on a local basis. 

Now, if we'd have had a series of State-sponsored things you wouldn't have had anything 
like the enthusiasm. It would have cost a fortune. You wouldn't have had the reaction. 
Everyone would have had a good time for one day or one afternoon or something and that 
would have been the end of it. So I was very proud of the way the people put it all together, 
whether it was women's things, whether it was church things, or any other body. The 
emphasis was on them doing their own thing. In some cases they had to get seed money 
from the government for obvious reasons; others didn't even ask for it, they just got on with 
the job. 

We finished up at the end of the year having had a good time. There were certain occasions 
when you'd get an invitation saying "traditional costume preferred", and that meant the 
Governor was going to wear his, and the Premier was going to wear his, so you were 
expected to all conform. After they got over the initial shock, everyone thought it was great 
fun, even the people that were the most resentful of it. I had a couple of Cabinet ministers 
who swore they weren't going to wear it, but their wives fixed that. When they found all 
their mates were doing it and enjoying it they soon got over that. In fact with one exception 
I think they enjoyed it right to the end. 

So it was time for making history. It was a time for learning about history. I think a lot of 
children and young adults are the richer for that experience because they had it in a very 
painless way, whether it was an enactment of Stirling landing at A particular place on the 
river or whether it was something else being enacted in their school. It leaves an indelible 
impression on your mind. You don't have to work hard to learn it, and it's virtually 
portrayed for you in a way that you don't forget. 

We had lots of visits from different people. Lots of conferences. People were all 
encouraged if accountants or engineers or lawyers or anybody, you were expected to get 
your organisation to adjust their calendar so that you'd have your national conference in 
rotation in our State for that year. Somebody might have to skip a year or two, but it was 
better to have them here. It was great for the economy. The hotels have never had it so 
constantly good with all of these conferences. 

I don't think I need to elaborate beyond that. 

I'll tell you what happens. When I was about to open an exhibition at Boans - they wanted 
to have an exhibition because of their historic association with Western Australia. Just as I 
was about to open this exhibition, which was very well done, relating them to the history 
and the history to them, the manager came up and said, "This will make you smile," he 
said, "there's a couple just come in, having read about our history and having read about 
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our desire to improve our historic record at this stage, and they've brought in the docket, 
the actual docket they found amongst their parents' belongings for a wringer." You know 
the old hand wringers you used to put on the troughs, the actual docket, where their parents 
had bought this wringer the day Harry Boan started trading. Now that's what comes when 
you get this sort of publicity, things that you wouldn't get in a thousand years, and they'd 
actually brought in the cash docket. 

As you know you get a lot of this when Grandma dies or Auntie dies and you find old 
notes and old coins and all sorts of things when you're cleaning up the papers. When you're 
taking up carpets, of course, you get all the old newspapers of the time, and usually in good 
order. 

But it was a time that I was very proud to be associated with. I think we all came out of it 
the other end feeling good and having learnt something, and remembered something, and 
paid tribute to those who made it all possible. 

RJ Sir Charles, I could be wrong because we've had a long time of these 
sessions together, but I do not remember the story of Sir Wallace Kyle's suit. 

COURT Well, it was not a funny story for many years with him, but eventually he 
used to laugh about it. When we set out to get everybody properly equipped, the Albany 
ladies, had been to a lot of trouble and got patterns and they'd got pictures of different 
years, of 1829 and round about that time. They'd been very, very good about it. They could 
almost give you one by the month as well as by the year. They were very good about it, and 
very fussy about it. What they asked you to do was to send down an old suit, and you had 
to send the trousers as well as the coat. Then they'd cut the coat so it opened and showed 
your vest. They needed the trousers so they could put the tail on the coat, so that you had, 
like a version of a morning coat 150 years ago. In those days, of course, they had these 
lovely velvet lapels and the vest was a thing to behold. The trousers all fitted very tightly 
and they used to open at the side and not in the front. Then you'd have elastic bands under 
your shoes, like the guardsmen, to keep your trousers straight and tight, and all of these 
things, which were a sign of the times. You'd have the lace frills around the neck. They'd 
all come back from them with these full sets. They'd send little instructions on how you 
wear them, because we'd never been used to putting on bibs and tuckers and so on that 
used to go with these things. It took a bit of getting used to, but it wasn't the fault of the 
ladies; they used to give us very clear instructions. 

Anyhow we all sent our suits down there, but the one person who apparently didn't get the 
right instruction was Sir Wallace. He didn't know you had to send an old suit down 
because he thought they were just trying to get the fit. He didn't think they were going to 
make a suit out of this one, he thought they were just getting a fit. So he sent down one of 
his best Bond Street, brand new suits down to them down there, thinking he'd better send 
the best because that's when they get the proper fit. He didn't know that they wanted just to 
cut it up. So he got a magnificent traditional outfit back, made from his beautiful new suit. 
[laughs] By this time, of course, it had been reduced to the bits and pieces to make up this 
coat. 
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You can imagine he wasn't amused at the time because it apparently wasn't made clear that 
they wanted to cut it up, they just didn't want it for fit. If they got your coat, an old coat, 
and cut it up, obviously it was going to fit you because it fitted you in the first place, as far 
as the shoulders were concerned, but the rest didn't matter much. 

However that was one of the more amusing things. It was a fairly well-kept secret for a 
long time until at one stage Sir Wallace had got over his anger and he made a joke of the 
thing. I think he still had a little bit of resentment about it, but at least he told it with a 
smile on his face when he eventually told the story. 

END OF TAPE 125 SIDE B 
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RJ Sir Charles, in January of 1979 your government announced the closure of 
the Perth/Fremantle Railway for economic reasons. It is claimed that the decision was 
"made at Cabinet level without either party room consultation or a mandate".' It is also 
claimed that back in January of '77 - that's two whole years previous mind you - that your 
government had "promised to retain and upgrade the suburban railway system ... O'Connor 
had quoted ... Court as having given an unequivocal assurance" that it would be retained.2  
There is also on the record "sustained opposition" from Dr Tom Dadour, who was the 
Member for Subiaco,3  and there are details of a petition that was taken up which was 
claimed to have 100 000 signatures.4  What can you tell me about those various points? 

COURT The Fremantle/Perth Railway became a great political build-up. I'd have to 
say even now that anyone that had any sense of efficiency in operations and use of 
taxpayers' money would have to support the closure of the railway. It would be very 
interesting to look, even today, with a new system in with all the efficiencies that are 
claimed for it, as to how much it costs to run our passenger transport system today per 
kilometre, as against the revenue per kilometre. I saw some figures not so long ago. This is 
not unusual, of course, in Western Australia. 

But don't get me wrong, there was never any intention of leaving the area between Perth 
and Fremantle unserviced for public transport. In fact it would have been possible, and it 
was intended, to have a better system from the passengers' point of view, than with just the 
straight rail. One of the problems of rail is the fact that it has this general problem of being 
a fixed line. People have to come into it, rather than it go out to the passengers. Between 
Perth and Fremantle if you just have a look at it there's a tremendous lot of dead ground. I 
don't say that meaning to be humorous but, of course, you've got the whole of Karrakatta 
there which used to be an old joke when I was a boy. Somebody used to say, "Where's the 
dead centre between Perth and Fremantle?" You'd go and try and work it out in miles until 
you woke up that the "dead centre" between Perth and Fremantle was Karrakatta, but that 
was a hoary old story you learnt at school. 

There is a tremendous lot of land along the route that is not productive. I did a lot of work 
on this when I was Minister for Railways because we were trying to find a way of easing 
the burden of passenger transport. When I was in America I went to Cleveland first of all to 
see the people who were the partners in Robe River (that was Cleveland Cliffs) but on this 
occasion I was particularly anxious to see their rail system, their passenger rail system. The 
suburb served that I was particularly interested in was a place called Shaker Heights. They 
had developed a system of encouraging people to come in and park and leave their cars 
with special security by day, and then go into the city and go out again. They'd invented a 
system called "Kiss and Ride". The idea was your wife drove you into the suburban 
station, you kissed her goodbye, and she took the car home and you went off to work. I had 
to admit that it was quite a successful system. 

'Black and Peachment, 1982, p. 46. 

2lbid., p. 47. 

3Phillips in Black, 1991, p. 219. 

4Black in Stannage, 1981, p.  470. 
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When I talked about that back in Perth, people didn't seem to be very impressed, least of all 
the Opposition. But it was a system that had developed over the years to be fairly 
successful and they also had a very good interchange system where you got to the centre 
and then could off on to different routes, very much like coming from Armadale into Perth 
and then going on to Fremantle. We didn't have any other links in those days, but we've 
now got one up to Joondalup and beyond. 

So we had looked at a number of systems right back in those days, but forever and a day 
we were confronted with this very inefficient, clapped-out system, which was certainly not 
a very comfortable system to ride in between Perth and Fremantle. Armadale to Perth 
wasn't so bad because they seemed to have a more natural reservoir of people that fed into 
the system. They might have been brought up to use it more. However, it was intended to 
replace it with a system that would have been more frequent and I believe more flexible 
than the railway system itself. 

People get an affection for a railway system. It's not the right word, but they get an 
attachment to it. It's no different in the country when you want to close down railway lines. 
Don't forget we went through this in the Brand Government day, of shutting down some 
railway lines. The fact that no-one used the system didn't seem to mean anything to them at 
all. "We just want our railway there." The argument they used to use, "Oh, that keeps the 
road transport honest." The fact that the taxpayers were paying a fortune for something 
they didn't want to use, yet they had every argument in the world why they shouldn't use 
the railways (they had their road transport). But you try and shut it down! We eventually 
did. We just took a stand and thanks to the help we got from people like Charles Perkins 
back in 1959, we were able to take some action there which the Labor government had 
been inclined to push off, mainly under pressure from the railway unions. 

But whenever you try to close a railway system it's even worse than trying to close a 
school. So we knew we were in for trouble then. Now I can't be precise because it's going 
back a fair way, but when people say that we made the decision in Cabinet without 
consulting the party, I wouldn't accept that. It suited people to say that, but the matter was 
discussed very widely and very openly; it was not a secretive thing. It's not the sort of thing 
that you can discuss secretly once you start to discuss it with a commission, or the 
commissioners. Don't forget, they were discussing it with us. It was the railways people 
pushing us to get this burden off their back, so they were giving us the chapter and verse. 
Once that starts to feed through it's only a matter of time when it gets out into the public. 
So you can't very well do these things in secret as some people suggest. 

Tom Dadour, who was not the most cooperative of members, carried a chip on his 
shoulder from 1974 onward because he'd made up his mind he was going to be the 
Minister for Health and he never was. He saw this as an issue where he could curry a lot of 
local favour and maybe a bit of support from the Labor Party and at the same time 
embarrass the government. So there was no way you could talk to him with any reason or 
logic in this matter. He just had this chip on his shoulder, and you've got to know Tom to 
know what sort of person you're dealing with. He was certainly a very popular and very 
effective local doctor. But, as I had to explain to him in the bluntest of terms as to why he 
could never be Minister for Health. He had too many wars he wanted to fight with people 
that hadn't been kind to him when he was an intern. It's an established fact of life that it's 
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usually not good to have a medical man as Minister for Health. Now I know that sounds 
silly, but you have the same problem if you have an ex-Army officer, make him Minister 
for the Army. History records that he's more concerned about getting even with the people 
who weren't nice to him when he was serving, than he is about getting on with the job of 
winning the war. 

So I know it sounds illogical to the man in the street, but don't forget if a person is in a 
Cabinet and he has a lot of expertise, he can feed that in without any trouble at all. In fact 
he can do it better, he can do it more dispassionately than he can if he actually holds the 
portfolio. 

I know there are classic exceptions to the rule. One of those is the Attorney General. If 
you've got a top-class lawyer in your Cabinet, he's the only one that should be Attorney 
General. There are cases when you haven't got people who are all that good in their own 
profession, not respected, not senior and all that sort of thing, that they wouldn't make good 
Attorneys General, but if you've got a top-class lawyer in your Cabinet he must be Attorney 
General. But again it's a test of quality. You have a very unique situation with the position 
of Attorney General, not properly understood in this country. In Britain, I don't about now, 
but some years ago if they hadn't got a lawyer of sufficient experience, seniority and 
background and reputation within their members of Parliament, they could actually bring 
in a quality person from outside and be a minister without being a member of Parliament. I 
don't know if that still exists, but that was the importance of the position. As a general rule 
you don't have a person in a specialist position like that, like Minister for Health, who is 
himself a doctor. As I say there are classic exceptions to that, but that's not the general rule. 

I remember the day I had to tell Tom Dadour that he wouldn't be in the Cabinet even. He 
was a fairly volatile sort of a fellow which he subsequently apologised to me for, but it was 
just the nature of him and it's a pity because he had a lot to contribute in many ways. He 
was a very intelligent fellow with a lot of energy. There's a lot of good things about Tom 
Dadour, but unfortunately you couldn't use the good things if he wanted to be always 
stirring up trouble purely for the sake of his own feelings. Having failed in the one position 
that he was interested in, he then, for the rest of his time in Parliament, at least while I was 
there, he just carried this as an oversized chip on his shoulder. 

Now he saw in this an issue that would ingratiate himself with the local people and also, of 
course, it was good for the press, because they liked to find anyone that was offside with 
the Premier. He was just everything they needed. So we learnt to live with that situation. It 
wasn't comfortable. You don't like having a person like that because it's a very disturbing 
element within the parliamentary party. The members of Parliament themselves expelled 
him from the party room at one stage for a period of three months. That wasn't because of 
me, that was because they wouldn't tolerate his conduct. It wasn't because of voting against 
the government or anything like that at all, it was just that they weren't prepared to tolerate 
his conduct. That's all on the record, there's nothing new about that. 

It was a pity because he was the sort of chap that had a lot to contribute. There's another 
side to him that we could have used to great advantage on certain issues, but he made it 
impossible for us to do that. 
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Anyhow he became something of a figure in what became a cause célèbre as far as he was 
concerned. That didn't help the government at all. The media were always prepared to blow 
this up but no-one ever got down to studying what was the real economics of the thing. The 
minister concerned, I remember, Rushton, he did a lot of work on it. He naturally was a 
railway man because of the Armadale end of his electorate. But if there'd have been a case 
to be made out, he would have made it out. 

Then we had the link buses, which were condemned at the time. I notice that when there 
was a change of government, they used to be singing their praises. They're quite a unique 
type of vehicle for carrying big crowds and moving them quickly. Of course, you get 
greater flexibility; you can whistle up more buses more quickly than you can trains. So I 
never regretted what we did, but I realise it brought a lot of pain with it from a political 
point of view because it's so easy to stir up the emotions. Most of the people that signed the 
petition, for instance, had probably never been on the train. Purely out of curiosity, we 
worked out quite a few of them where they were identifiable, not out of any desire to pry 
into their affairs but purely to determine how many of them never used the train. You'd be 
surprised the number of people who will sign a petition just to get rid of somebody, or they 
get caught up in the emotions of it and don't stop to think. 

But it was one of those unpleasant things, difficult things to handle. I think the actual 
closure occurred what, about 1978, '79. 

RJ January '79 was the announcement. I don't know how long it took to put 
into effect. 

COURT It was known before then that there was going to be a closure. I mention '79 
because the election was 1980, and governments don't usually do things that they feel they 
can't live with. But with our short span of three years, you know, you can't always coincide 
these things to come at an appropriate time. Four years is a bit better, but with three years 
you had the election year and getting over it and getting your Cabinet sorted out again. 
Then you had one year you get down to some real things and the next year think about the 
election. It was a very precise timetable that you followed. 

RI You would not, of course, have been able to forecast when that decision 
was made what would happen to Fremantle. As I think most people know with the 
America's Cup, Fremantle was redeveloped to a large extent and I think we were all very 
pleased to see how that city developed and its retention of its historic value and that sort of 
thing. Fremantle really became a centre for social activity in a way that it had not been, 
certainly in my lifetime before. In the light of what then happened, would you see it as 
good that the railway was still there to be used and could be re-opened? 
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COURT It wouldn't have changed the decision at all. See the disparity is so great in 
actual cost. If you can introduce something that gives as good or better service and more 
flexible service, well then that should be the real test, and you have to then demonstrate it. 

Now you realise when this decision was made I was still emotionally involved with the 
railways. I had been Minister for Railways during a very dramatic period, from 1959 to '67, 
I think.' A lot of things happened and I was very proud of that period. We had 
standardisation, we had the conversion from steam to diesel. We had some rail closures 
and we had all sorts of things that we did to lift the morale and improve the economics. At 
one stage there they made the first profit in 25 years, an operating profit that is, all of these 
things, so I had an attachment to the railwaymen. The railwaymen were very good to me. 
That Bunbury by-election, it was through them that we retained the seat. So it was not a 
question of being indifferent to the whole thing, but one thing I did understand was railway 
costs. When it was put up to us we were looking at what would give the public a good 
service [and improved operating costs]. 

I mention about that petition - you'd be amazed at the number of people that signed that 
petition that never used the railways. It's the same with the freight trains out in the bush. 
Farmers who just were petitioning all the time to use road transport, wanted an open go on 
road transport, and yet were the front runners [to keep the railway open] at the rowdy 
meetings we used to go to. 

The test of that is that if you look at the cost structure today, and the revenue structure 
today with all the benefits of a rejuvenated Fremantle, whether, [from the taxpayer's point 
of view], you retain the system. I know the government is committed so far you wouldn't 
change it now after you've gone into electrification and all that but, of course, the biggest 
problem they've got at the moment is the vandal factor and the problems, as further 
evidenced in this morning's paper, about hoodlums going on those trains, with no other 
intention than to bash people up. I thought that letter this morning was very sad, a 
reflection on the Australian people. There's 20 people in that coach, not on the train but in 
that particular coach, and a conductor, and no-one came to the aid of either person that was 
in distress. 

That sadly is the history throughout the world today. If you were a doctor in America and a 
thing like that happened in front of you in the street, you'd go the other way because you 
couldn't afford to expose yourself to the legal costs that would flow from it if that person 
finished up with some disablement or some flow-on from there. The mere fact that you 
tendered assistance, as a medical man you'd be then held up for negligence. When I was 
doing my studies I remember we were taught [about honorary unpaid service] that there 
was no liability for no performance. but there's all liability for faulty performance. 

Correct (Ri). 
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Coming back to the railway, I remind you that we, when we had the resumptions for land 
for the Mitchell North Freeway - and I've told you this. 

RI Yes, you have. 

COURT We kept that land there and gave an instruction for that land to be there so 
that a system of rapid transport could be developed. Now we made it clear that it didn't 
have to be a railway, it could be a tramway, it could be a motorway, but it was to be for 
public transport so that you've have rapid transport. Some forms of transport you can go 
out into the public and go and look for your customers, others you can't. I must admit that I 
could not justify the railway on any economic ground, even today. 

RJ Still in 1979, apparently one of what is claimed to be "the less advertised 
but significant achievements of the Sir Charles Court Government was to push for and get 
the first West Australian appointed to the High Court." Did you push for it? 

COURT I'll say I did. We'd never had a Western Australian, either by birth or by 
practice experience, on the High Court. In fact the federal government adopted a very 
haughty attitude and we knew why they did because it's a very interesting thing. If you take 
that document that went to COAG a couple of weeks ago, you look at all the High Court 
decisions since 1901 and they've all favoured the federal government. The last High Court 
decisions are the worst, but still going back as early as 1908 and times like that, they were 
always, whatever the federal government seemed to want they got. Now it might be unfair 
to everybody concerned but it's regarded as no coincidence that their appointments come 
from the Commonwealth government, they would all be people known to the 
Commonwealth government. I say this, regardless of whether they're Liberal or coalition or 
Labor governments. 

Now we were pushing pretty hard on this. We said there should be consultation. That was 
number one. Having a Western Australian was another matter. We never wanted a Western 
Australian just for the sake of having a Western Australian, but we believed if there was 
anyone with the background and the experience, that we should have somebody - in our 
turn. We had no basic right to have somebody there always, but we never had one. So I 
pushed the matter pretty hard with Fraser. 

It so happened, of course, that [Ron] Wilson was our Solicitor General. Now that has a 
special significance. It was during a Liberal government that we decided to bring down a 
special Act to deal with the Solicitor General. So you'll find that the Solicitor General is 
quite special inasmuch that he virtually has the same protection as a judge. He has 
approximately - I'm not precise on this but I think it was the intention anyhow at the time - 
that he'd have not only the same position as a judge in terms of service, length of service 
and that type of thing, but he would have the same emoluments of office roughly, as far as 
is practicable, as a Supreme Court judge. You'll see that there was a relativity between a 
Supreme Court judge and a Solicitor General. Of course, above all else the Solicitor 
General had to be a person who would be capable of being a Supreme Court judge. 

'West, 7 Dec. 1990. 
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I haven't seen the statute for donkey's years. It was my understanding because I was privy 
to the drafting of the legislation at the time - because this had a great impact on me in view 
of my portfolios, of course, then later my position as Premier. So we brought down this 
Act. That was really to cope with the position of Wilson who prior to that, presumably, 
was just a member of the Crown Law Department, and you couldn't remunerate him, you 
couldn't treat him any different to anyone else within the service. 

So we created this special position of Solicitor General by statute. He was therefore ready-
made, because I mentioned earlier that he had to be a person who had the experience and 
the qualifications and all of the other requirements to be a Supreme Court judge if needed. 
So when the time came, Wilson happened to be in the position of Solicitor General and it 
was a very easy recommendation for us to make because he was in this ready-made 
position. 

I have to say that during the time that he was there that he performed very well indeed 
because there was only two of them who showed any tendency to have any regard for the 
constitution in terms of the responsibilities of the States. I'm not talking States' rights - it's a 
term that should be banished - responsibilities of the States. Dawson from Victoria was the 
other one - still is there. He's the only one left now. 

Since he ceased to be a judge of the High Court, of course, Sir Ronald hasn't performed 
quite like we thought he used to as a judge, but still that's another matter; that's his affair. 
As you know when he resigned from the High Court he became the leader of the Uniting 
Church in Australia. Since then he's got some other appointments like the Aboriginal 
Reconciliation body. He's deputy chairman, I think, of the Reconciliation Commission,' by 
whatever name they're called, and Human Rights, I think he's chairman of one of those 
things.2  But that's his business. 

But we pushed very hard and I emphasise, not only because he was a Western Australian, 
we thought he had the qualities and the qualifications. We thought it wouldn't be bad to 
have somebody there who had been on the receiving end of centralist governments, 
including coalition governments. So he'd his fair share of experience in working with us in 
trying to defeat, not only the Whitlam Government, but other governments that had shown 
centralist tendencies. 

END OF TAPE 126 SIDE A 

Sir Ronald was Deputy Chair of the Council for Aboriginal Reconciliation at the time of the interview 
(RJ). 
2  President, Human Rights and Equal Opportunity Commission. 
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RJ Did you actually go so far as to talk with Ron Wilson, or did you already 
know that he would give some weight to the States and their situation? 

COURT There was never any implied requirement of the appointment at all. He 
would be the first to tell you that. But don't forget he'd worked under the shadow of a State 
that was getting a raw deal, that was subject to centralist ministers. Even if they weren't as 
bad as, say, the Keating Government and the Hawke Government and the Whitlam 
Government, they were doing things that we regarded as quite improper as Liberal or 
Country Party ministers. McEwen was one, for instance; Anthony was another. We had no 
end of trouble with Gorton. Gorton was the worst of them all; absolute avowed centralist. 
So in fairness to Sir Ronald Wilson, I have to say that there was no suggestion to him that 
he was getting the appointment because, because, because - States' responsibilities and all 
that sort of thing. It was because we believed that the time had come for a man from our 
State and that he had the qualifications. 

He wasn't altogether an enthusiastic candidate for it because he's a fairly homely sort of a 
person and a very modest sort of a person, and not all that keen on honours and things that 
go with it. But he accepted the position. We would have preferred that he stayed on, but I 
know he felt very strongly that once he accepted the position to be the head of the Uniting 
Church, that it was best that he didn't sit on the High Court. I didn't agree with him, but still 
that's what he believed, and so he resigned from the High Court. 

RI A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library 
Building on 6 April, 1994. 

Sir Charles, before we get on to the 1980 election, back on the previous election, the '77 
one, you had promised that payroll tax would be eased. Had you managed to do anything 
about that in those three years? 

COURT I think you'll find every budget we eased the burden. We had no capacity to 
get rid of it. I don't think I ever said we'd get rid of it, although we wanted to work towards 
getting rid of it. 

LU No, you said "eased", yes. 

COURT Every step was a step along the road. With probate we were much bolder, 
but even then I adopted a slightly different tactic to the other States. I didn't get rid of it in 
one hit. I think Queensland did; they just got rid of it in one swoop. But I knew we couldn't 
afford it and it would be a bit irresponsible. The public would accept it if you were 
working towards it. 

So we eased out of probate very quickly by comparison with payroll tax. But the method 
we used was to keep lifting the basic figure. That was possible for two reasons. One you 
had inflation, of course, which meant if you had an exemption at a certain level it gradually 
eroded because of inflation. So we tried to do it two ways. One was to more than cope with 
the inflation that had taken place. In other words restore the figure to the same comparable 
level, and then a little bit extra. I think I've made the reference to you earlier that both 
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David Brand and 1, both when working together and then when I was on my own, we 
adopted the philosophy of a little and often. The public are of such a nature generally that if 
you take one big bite and get rid of a tax or give them a benefit, after a few days, even, they 
say, "That was nice but that's gone. That's in the past." They don't come along in 12 
months' time and say, "Wasn't that a great thing to do," because it's been done and it's 
virtually impossible to recall it. It's impossible to decide that you're going to take back a 
concession you made either in reduced revenue or increased pay outs. 

So it makes good sense that if you're seen to be caring, you're seen to be giving something, 
even though it might only be a little, you're moving in the right direction. Of course, people 
will say you should have done more but the fact is you've done something. Then you 
develop your own reputation that after a while you do something more. Hence the saying, 
"a little and often", and it gets you much further. 

That was behind the philosophy of the payroll tax, bearing in mind that we lived in the 
hope that either we would get an unexpected form of revenue, such as from royalties or 
some other source of income, that we could use that to offset payroll tax and accelerate 
getting rid of payroll tax, or we would be able to induce the federal government to give us 
a taxing medium that was less diabolical than the payroll tax. 

Now payroll tax always was a bad tax. It's really a punishment for people employing 
people. That can never be good. When the Commonwealth government, I think in 
McMahon's day (either when he was Treasurer or when he was Prime Minister) gave that 
tax to the States, they did it with malice and aforethought. They knew it was an 
objectionable tax and if they kept it, it would get bigger and bigger and would be a further 
thorn in the sides of the States when it came to carving up the cake, because the States 
were going to be doing all the things that would generate more wages through their 
development programmes, and the Commonwealth was going to punish them and punish 
the employers. So it was a very cunning thing when the Commonwealth said, "Look, we'll 
give you a growth tax. You've been screaming out for a growth tax, we'll give you a growth 
tax. We'll give you payroll tax." 

I think if you look back at the records you'll find that before the Premiers left that 
conference they mutually agreed to increase the tax so that it would come out from the 
Premiers' Conference as though it was a decision of the conference and not a decision of 
the States. Now I suppose that was a smart thing to do in terms of public relations and a 
political minimisation of the impact, but it really wasn't a very principled thing to do. So 
payroll tax not only went on, but it went on at a higher level than ever. A nice source of 
revenue, but it was always one that worried me because it was a punishment for employers 
creating employment. And we've still got it. 

As you know the State government had a programme to get rid of it on the assumption that 
Hewson was going to become Prime Minister. The Premier of the day (that's Richard 
Court), had a deal with Hewson that that was going to happen. But unfortunately that didn't 
happen so payroll tax still goes its merry way. They're' still doing very much the sort of 
thing that we were doing a long, long time ago, that is lifting the base figure and exempting 

'The Richard Court government. 
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more people from tax. That's good because it's amazing how many people you can get rid 
of, how many actual taxpayers - that's companies or employers that pay the payroll - how 
many you can get rid of every time you lift the base figure. 

We used to make an analysis so that when we made the adjustment in the budget we 
specified the number of firms and employers who were going to be exempted from the tax 
because of the new threshold. It's not very satisfactory but at least you're honouring a 
commitment. I couldn't be precise as to how much we did every year or whether in fact we 
did it every year. I think you'll find we always lifted the threshold every year (that is, the 
base figure) and exempted another group, taking into account the two points I mentioned 
earlier: namely, allow for the inflation that had overtaken the threshold and then give 
something a little extra as well. 

RJ Coming up to the 1980 election as well, you have the decision of Des 
O'Neil to retire from politics and not to stand in 1980. By then you were a man of 68 
yourself. I wonder if he could have seen that one day he could be Premier if he would have 
stayed on. Do you think there was ever any ambition in Des O'Neil to have led a 
government? 

COURT I would have liked to have retired handing over to Des O'Neil. I believed 
that he had the attributes to do it. Not a headline hitter, not a person seeking personal 
aggrandisement. But Des explained to me the reasons why and it arose from a visit that I 
made abroad when, in the course of that (and I have to say it was by design on my part) he 
and his wife Nancy had to undertake some of the protocol and social activities that are 
inevitable in a Premier's life. I should say, in the life of a Premier AND HIS WIFE, 
because it's tremendously important you remember the role that she plays. Without a good 
strong support from a spouse, it's very, very hard to be a good Premier. There's so many 
things that temper your judgment, so many things that help you in presenting yourself as a 
complete person, a complete team. It's amazing how it silently registers with people. Plus 
the fact that you're a better person anyhow. 

So it's tremendously important that a wife has this experience. I think I've told you that I 
used to go to quite a lot of trouble to make sure that when we had royal visits, for instance, 
that the ministers and their wives each had their opportunity to be the host minister at a 
function. I recalled to you, on one occasion, one minister who was always a little bit 
difficult and he felt he knew everything and he wasn't going to go to rehearsal, so we easily 
fixed that one by just saying, "Oh well, sorry, we'll send somebody else." 

RJ Yes, you have put that on. 

COURT He very quickly - especially when his wife got to hear about it - went to the 
rehearsal. He was, from then on, saying, "Yes sir, no sir. What do I do next, sir?" sort of 
thing, you know. It wasn't for that reason that I did it, but it was good for the wives and 
their husbands to have this responsibility. You've no idea. If you're a sensitive person with 
any sense of occasion or sense of history, it is an experience. Now I assume it's not for Mr 
Keating or people like that. But any normal person it is quite an experience. 
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I used to be very interested in the reaction of the wives, the ministers' wives who, in many 
cases, got a greater experience out of it than the husband. They took it probably more 
seriously than their husband which was a good thing, because you're establishing a 
standard, the fact that you've got to rehearse. The dress is proscribed and the ceremony is 
proscribed. It might only last 20 minutes. People forget that, you know, that you often have 
a royal visit that occurs at a hospital or some other occasion for an official opening, there's 
so many things going on in the one day, that it's got to be rehearsed to the minute because 
that particular thing might only be ten minutes, 20 minutes; a half-an-hour is a long time in 
the one ceremony. 

I give you one example: the Queen actually did 14 engagements on one day. Rita and I 
were with her for the first one. We were with her half way through the day and we were 
with her at midnight that night on board Britannia. People don't realise it, but it's such a 
well-oiled machine, if you do it properly. There's many a business manager would profit by 
having to do a royal tour because of the detail. You're thinking about people all the time. 
Will the people be able to see properly or hear properly, and all that sort of thing. It's quite 
an experience, I tell you. 

But if you made a minister and his wife responsible for that particular thing and they had to 
rehearse, it did them good, and also gave you a chance to have a look at the minister 
working. 

Now during that particular visit from the State, a number of things happened that were 
quite important. I thought Des and his wife, Nancy, who was a nice person, a very helpful 
person, they would have this experience, with him being the Premier for the time and she 
being the Premier's wife for that time. There's a big difference being deputy and being the 
Acting Premier, when you are the Premier for that time. 

When I came back I realised that Des had had this exposure. Don't get me wrong, they're 
great royalists and all that sort of thing and they always do the right thing, but Des and 
Nancy, I felt that that wasn't for them to have to do that all the time. The Premier and his 
wife have got to do things like that all the time. Some are great, some are not so great. You 
get the special occasions of royal visits and other special occasions, like we had in the 
150th anniversary. It was on every day, every night. So it didn't surprise me when he said, 
"Look Chas, I won't be going on." 

I was disappointed because I felt that he deserved a chance to be the Premier and he would 
do it honourably, do it efficiently. There was no doubt of his integrity. He's a very able 
man. He had a great capacity to smell trouble within the ranks and so on, and tip you off as 
to who wanted a little bit of attention. It's great to have a 21C like that. You can go out of 
the State, out of the country. You never had any worries about a little bit of manipulation 
going on while you were away or trying to grandstand while you were away. I therefore 
was disappointed. 
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I would have retired with a much more relaxed state of mind if Des had been taking over 
from me. Also the members, both the Liberal and the Country Party people, had a great 
respect for Des. He handled the House well. I think the Opposition had more respect for 
Des than they did for me, because he had a great habit of talking to them and a great knack 
of getting on; on the other hand, without being weak about it. He also had a turn of humour 
that I saw probably more than most because he was sitting alongside me. Some of his little 
asides that are not recorded in Hansard are quite classics. I always felt comfortable with 
the man. I was disappointed, but I understood when he didn't want to go on. There was no 
question of coaxing him to carry on because I personally probably knew better than most 
the reasons why he didn't want to carry on. 

But he served the Parliament well. He had an ideal type of background. He was a very 
intellectual person too. An intellectual person has the capacity to grasp the basics of 
somebody else's problem, as well as his own problems, and see clearly through the haze of 
what people are trying to achieve. So he was a loss to the Parliament. I think the fact that 
he wasn't going to stand also had its impact in the electorate. There are always people out 
there who have watched and discerned the activities of certain people. Des was one that 
they would have noticed that he was going to be a loss to the party, a loss to the 
Parliament. 

RJ If he had told you that he was prepared to take over as Premier, would you 
have retired in 1980 to make way for him? 

COURT Not in 1980, but I might not have waited until as long as I did. After all we 
were running up to an election. You've got to have a reasonable time for a man to be in 
office before he has to face the electors. It's very difficult to change leaders at an election 
because it really opens the floodgates for the Opposition and for the media to focus the 
attention on the weaknesses (what they perceive as the weaknesses or imaginary 
weaknesses) of the new man, and keep talking about what a void it's going to be. All of a 
sudden they fall in love with the person that's retiring. [laughs] It's quite amazing that. They 
do that only so as to say how many weaknesses the new man has got. Well, if you do that 
after you've been elected (I know people say why the expense and that sort of thing) I think 
it makes sense so that the new man can have a run for a year or two before he actually has 
to go to the election. 

I hadn't, at that stage, decided that I was going to retire at 70. I have to say I just was never 
conscious of age because I was so fit and so well and performing at a pretty fast rate and 
still vitally concerned in the programme that we'd set out to achieve. So I didn't have the 
problem that, say, Ross McLarty had when his health was suspect, or later on David Brand 
had. So I wasn't looking at the clock on the terms of how soon I could get out to go out to 
pasture. 

In 1981, the end of 1981, when I made the decision to retire in January '82, I was so 
frustrated with the treatment we were getting from Canberra. A combination of that and the 
fact that I was 70, really tossed the thing in favour [of retirement]. Rather, made me think 
the way I did about retirement. I, all of a sudden, started to look at this figure of 7-0, and 
that seemed to be the time to go. Once you get over that, unless you're in Asia, they think 
you've had your chips anyhow. It's quite fascinating to see the difference between the 
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attitude towards 70 in Australia and 70 in Asia; assuming you're performing, of course. 
The Asians are quite ruthless with people, regardless of age, if they're not performing. 
Don't get the idea they keep you around as a doddery old chap of 80-something, just 
because you're 80-something. The Japanese, in particular, they want performance, but on 
the other hand they have no problem with age, and the other Asian countries even more so. 

RI You have today, and previously, summed up Des O'Neil in certain ways, 
but I wondered if there was anything else you wanted to add. 

COURT I think I've given you a fair summary of Des. I got a lot of pleasure out of 
making a recommendation that he receive a knighthood. I feel that he was one of the very 
worthy people, based on performance; in many ways performance that the public might not 
have seen as clearly as I did, but consistent performance. I put it forward very confident of 
it and it was ajoy to do it. 

A lot of the members got to know Des in a very relaxed sort of way. I used to get a lot of 
fun out of him. As you know, he had a schoolteacher background. It was a very broad 
background he and Nancy had. He could have you in fits telling you about the time he was 
up at Roeboume, when the schoolteachers and the parson and service station proprietors, 
they all had permission to take a shift on the ships so that they didn't have to bring in 
special people there because there wasn't enough work to keep people going [full-time on 
the wharf]. Des would have you in fits about those things. 

But it was all part of the conditioning process, all part of a learning curve, and it also made 
him very human in his approach to things. He was a signaller during the war, and a very 
good one. I think part of that must have been the fact that he was an amazing man with 
gadgets, electronic gadgets. He'd take these things that to me were an absolute mystery and 
in two minutes flat Des would have them worked out. So it was not unusual of me to bring 
back some little gadget when I went abroad, for Des. He used to get a lot of fun out of it. 
I've never known anyone who could take gadgets and master them. He was a great one 
with crossword puzzles. He'd sit in the Parliament by the hour doing these things while the 
debate was going on. Occasionally he'd refer to somebody who he might think had a bit of 
a clue on this. But I was quite amazed at his command of words and their uses which, I 
suppose, goes back partly to his own intellectual capacity and partly to his schoolteacher 
background. 

There's another aspect of him: the way he could make these quips. I think I've recorded the 
one about the Bill about birds. We were putting a Bill through the Parliament to do with 
birds. It was a very complicated sort of a Bill for some reason or other, mainly the 
schedules because it set out all the particular birds in different classifications with their 
colloquial name and their scientific name and so on. Barnett, who subsequently became the 
Labor Speaker during the Burke/Dowding/Lawrence days, was always a troublesome sort 
of a member, never contributed anything very constructive at all. He was the Member for 
Rockingham. He decided to just play 'SBs" this night. We had these fellows that came 
along from time to time. They had nothing to contribute but just to be destructive and 
obstructive. He was reading out deliberately one of the schedules to the Bill which set out 
pages of these birds and their scientific names and their colloquial names and so on. It was 
quite obvious that he was going to go right through and record this, using up his [allotted] 
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time. There was nothing the Speaker could do about it and nothing that anyone else could 
do about him. 

Des was sitting alongside me and getting a bit restless because he [Barnett] was just 
wasting time, and I think even Barnett's colleagues weren't very amused. Des all of a 
sudden interrupted, interjected across the floor to this chap. He said, "You missed one." 
[laughs] The fellow was startled, you see, because he didn't think anyone was listening to 
him at all because he was just rambling on with this schedule. He said, "Which one?" Des 
said, "The double-breasted mattress thrasher." [laughs] Where Des got this from I never 
knew. It was an inspiration. The fellow says, "What?" He said, "The double-breasted 
mattress thrasher." Then, of course, Barnett was completely nonplussed because he 
couldn't find this in the list in front of him. It so perplexed him that his speech just fizzled 
out and he realised that he was being a nonsense. 

END OF TAPE 126 SIDE B 
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COURT It wasn't until many years later that Mike Barnett must have seen the 
humour of it all. He cited this to me (one of the few relaxed moments I ever had with 
Barnett) and he told me about this [laughs] and how it caught him unawares, and how he 
subsequently laughed about it, although at the time he wasn't amused. But it was the sort of 
thing that Des could do; completely stopped the nonsense, you see, in a very simple non-
aggressive and non-offensive sort of a way. He also used to come out with some strange 
statements at times. 

We were in Cabinet one day and we were having quite a few worries, as things sometimes 
happen. Des came out and he said, "Oh," he said, "it's not all that bad, you know, not all 
that bad." He said, "You want to remember the dog with one flea. A dog with one flea goes 
mad, but a dog with 1000 fleas, he doesn't notice another one." [laughs] There's a lot of 
logic in it. When you've got lots of things happening and problems here, problems there, 
you cope with the next one; it's just another part of the footie match. You take the good old 
game of football. As fast as you overcome one situation when you are being defeated on 
your way to the goals, you overcome that and then somebody else invents another problem 
for you. Well life's rather like that. So I've always remembered: remember the dog with one 
flea. It goes mad with that one flea, but the dog with 1000 fleas doesn't notice another one. 
There's a lot of good sense about it. The sort of thing that only Des seemed to come up 
with, usually at a time when there was a bit of tension and you wanted somebody to break 
it. But I think that further characterises the man and you can understand why he was such a 
good deputy and why I believe he would have been a good leader. 

U Did you try to talk him out of retiring? 

COURT I did, but if you knew Des as I knew him, he didn't do anything lightly; he 
thought things out well. When he came to see you about anything or he was responding to 
any request that you'd made to him, you always knew that he was rather like Medcalf, that 
he would have worked it out well, he would have thought it out well. He just wouldn't give 
you a flippant answer for the sake of getting rid of you. 

I realised that when he came to me, and the explanation he gave to me, that it was not 
reversible. Naturally 1 let him know my views that I would have hoped that he would have 
gone on. But he'd made up his mind, he and Nancy, for good reason and subsequently, of 
course, he was proved to be right because he had quite a few health problems later on 
which would have mitigated against him doing the bigger job. 

RJ But even without doing the bigger job, just to have stayed on after 1980. It's 
one thing to say to you, "I'm not prepared to lead," but why retire in 1980? 

COURT He felt he'd done his job and that if he wasn't ambitious to go on to the 
other position, that it was the right thing to step aside and let it be clear to the party that he 
would not be the leader. I think without doubt that no-one - O'Connor, with all the 
lobbying that he did subsequently, or anyone else - no-one else could have been appointed 
leader ahead of O'Neil. There wouldn't have been an election; it would have been 
automatic. 
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RJ Well now, with the 1980 election, there are a series of pamphlets that the 
Battye Library holds that were put out at the time spelling out what was called "The Liberal 
Policy for the Eighties". Those pamphlets covered "The North", "The Country", and just 
the "Liberal Policy for the Eighties". We also have a book by Peachman and Black which 
covers the election and the election results,2  so those things are available to people. But do 
you have anything to say about that particular campaign? 

COURT Not that I can recall. It doesn't stand out in memory so much as the 1974 
and 1977 election. It was a hard slog. You realise that the North was important to us, not 
only in terms of what we wanted to do for the North and what we had done for the North, 
but in terms of holding seats there because they count like every other seat. It was 
becoming increasingly harder to hold the North, particularly Pilbara. You can't be 
developing all that number of mines and ports, even though you had a different sort of 
work force that you might have had in similar situations, 20, 30, 40 years before. But it was 
becoming harder. The union influence was becoming stronger and stronger, and they, of 
course, had a very strong political component. 

We were fortunate. We had people like Brian Sodeman who was a remarkable member for 
Pilbara; held that seat for three consecutive elections. I think had he contested it, he would 
have gone on and held it again because he was the ideal member. He was very capable, 
based on some very earthy experience in his trade and in business, and he understood the 
North, he understood Pilbara. He also believed that if you serviced an electorate properly 
and explained things to people properly you could handle the hard issues. He worked like a 
beaver in that electorate and it wasn't cheap and it wasn't easy travelling. He had his 
famous caravan. It wasn't funny getting that over some of the roads, but he was always 
seen to be there. Because of people like him, and to a lesser extent people like Bill Withers 
who was the Legislative Council member.... They almost moved around as twins, electoral 
twins, around the place, Bill being established in Kununurra and Brian down in Pilbara. 
Because the province in those days used to cover both parts, it was logical they worked 
together. But Brian Sodeman was the man for detail and if we had a problem, he'd want to 
know what it was. I used to spend a lot of time with him in the electorate as well as down 
in the city, and he would very courageously and with great integrity go and face the 
electorate, if he accepted that it was a sensible thing to do. In other words he wasn't a "yes 
man". 

I know that Sodeman used to irritate some of the ministers, but I used to have to 
remonstrate with them in very, very firm terms, that this fellow was one of us. If he was 
trying to get a message across to them it was because it was in OUR interests and the 
interests of the Pilbara, and he was only trying to give them the benefit of his knowledge 
and his experience as a tradesman and then as a businessman and then as the local member. 
I used to have to reprimand quite a few of them. There were four or five of them that used 
to be very uneasy with Sodeman. In most cases it was because they didn't have the integrity 

'All available in the Battye Library at 324.294 COU. 

2  Black and Peachment, Values and Voles, 1982. 
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or the ability to cope with such an earthy sort of a fellow. He had a Seventh Day Adventist 
background. I don't think he was a practising Seventh Day Adventist at that time, although 
he subsequently went back and became very heavily involved with the church in New 
South Wales. But the principles were there. I had to be quite firm with the ministers. "If he 
irritates you, it's too bad." He did have a rather irritating way because he was determined to 
get an answer that he could write down on a piece of paper that he could sell to the 
electors. 

To tell you how good he was. I used to go to Mount Newman and be met by a shop 
steward with Liberal stickers on the back of his car to drive me up to the mine face. Now 
you're winning when that's on because that fellow obviously didn't feel threatened; 
therefore we were in front. So I used to explain to them, where else in Australia, in a 
mining town like that - you had the mine at Mount Newman, you had the mine at Tom 
Price, you've got the one at Paraburdoo. There are a number of other smaller ones, but they 
are the big iron ore mines. You had the ports. And to think that we held this seat against 
all-corners in that time thanks to Sodeman. 

Now I said that he could have held it had he stayed on. There's one qualification there. He 
and Ray O'Connor never had a good dialogue at any time. Sodeman being what he was, a 
very straight-laced sort of a person, very strict set of morals which I could understand 
because of my background. I could understand that and I accepted that. It was good for me 
as well as good for him. I spent a lot of time with Sodeman both in the electorate and in the 
city. I told the ministers to do the same. They'd learn a lot from this fellow. He brushed 
with O'Connor and eventually said to me, "Look, when you go, I couldn't serve with this 
man." He made it quite clear; he didn't hide it at all. So he decided that when I left he'd had 
enough, because it was difficult; he would have lost money. [Sodeman's capital would 
have gone down while he was a member so great was his commitment.]They didn't get the 
allowances they even get today. In those parts the cost of living was very, very difficult, 
and the tribunals and other people didn't have enough regard for people like public servants 
and people like members of Parliament. But people working for firms on wages were 
better off, strangely enough, than people like a member of Parliament or an ordinary public 
servant up there. They didn't have the same margins built in as the workers did, sometimes 
for the wrong reasons, but still it was very galling to be in that situation. We couldn't make 
any special provisions. There should have been some machinery for him to have got 
special allowances, special assistance. 

Which brings me to the point that I tried hard after the 1980 election to get Sodeman to 
come into the Cabinet. Now you might feel that was a rather dicey thing to do, but first of 
all I wanted a strong man representing the North. I thought it would enhance his reputation 
up there and it would be some reward for the loyalty and the persistence and the efficiency 
with which he'd represented us. I was wanting to make an announcement about this for the 
1980 election because I felt it would enhance his position and also would strengthen our 
position as a government if they knew that this man was going to be rewarded, because by 
this time he had a very strong following. 

He would not agree to it. He believed that the demands of the electorate, big as it was in 
those days and as challenging as it was in those days, would not permit him to do justice by 
both the local membership and the ministerial position. I think that in itself was a measure 
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of the man, rather than seek the rewards that would have come, because it was much easier 
for him to travel as a minister. He would have had unlimited travel in that area as part of 
his duties, and a lot of other benefits that he would have had, but he still felt that he 
couldn't do justice to a portfolio and at the same time give the service that was necessary if 
we were going to command this area. So he never accepted the offer, although I have to say 
I deliberately told the ministers that I was going to invite him to be a minister so that they'd 
get the idea that I thought that much of him, because of their own little petty irritations with 
his persistence. He did have a bad habit of spelling it out in pithy little minutes that left you 
in no doubt that you promised to do this and you didn't! Some ministers were a bit thin-
skinned on those things, but as I used to say to them, "Well, why didn't you do it, and then 
you'd be his friend?" But still that's how human beings react. 

But the 1980 election was one that I did worry about and put a lot of work into it. A lot of 
the literature we put out was much more professional than had been the case previously 
because I realised things were changing. We had the great enthusiasm, the great hype that 
went from the development from nothing to these great world-standard projects. Well, 
they'd been built and they were operating. Industrial trouble, of course, was raising its ugly 
head. But the fact is they were there. You can't produce one of those every week because 
there's a limit to the capacity of the economy to absorb. 

So I was pretty worried that we were going into a new era and that other things would start 
to demand more attention, things like culture, recreation, health and all of those things. I 
think you'll find that to the extent that we could afford them with our budget, that they did 
reflect in the changing attitude that we had to government, bearing in mind that I was 
Premier and no longer Minister for Industrial Development, but heavily involved 
nevertheless. 

It was during that period that we, of course, had to negotiate the final agreement for the 
North West Shelf which was a very difficult agreement to negotiate. We had to have faith 
in the future. We had to be able to see into the future. We had to get the companies to 
accept what was then, and has since proved to be, a marginal investment. People have got 
the idea because it's oil that everyone's going to make a fortune. They overlook the fact that 
it was over 30 years before Woodside shareholders ever got a dividend. It's important to 
remember. You've got to keep their faith up. Don't forget they've got boards, they've got 
bankers. People forget this. It's part of the job of the leader to keep up the morale in these 
things. 

So 1980 was an important election for us. Somewhere in my mind, of course, I had to be 
thinking, whether I admitted it or not, I had to be thinking about retirement. It was the first 
time that I'd seen Rita start to say when? You know, "How far, oh Lord, do we go?" She'd 
been doing it, poor girl; she'd been doing it for a long time, and doing it well. I have to say 
that she did have a say in my final retirement. 

You might not recall this but some lady made a comment in the newspaper about me and 
my retirement. By this time I had retired. It was just too much for Rita. I remember taking 
in her cup of tea this morning, into the bedroom - because I used to get up very early and 
often it was the second cup of tea that I made for the day when I took one in for her. I 
couldn't believe it. She's up there in bed with a pencil and paper and she drafted that letter 
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that appeared in the West, the only public statement she ever made. I think it started off 
"My compliments to Mrs...." (whatever her name was). Then she spelt out why I retired. It 
was very concisely done. You'll probably be able to find the letter if you want it'. I don't 
know that I kept it. It was the only letter or any public statement that Rita made about 
official things. She was so angry that she wrote this little letter (it's very brief and very 
much to the point) in which she says that one of the reasons - I think it was the last one 
she stated - "and I asked him to". That was only time I think it was ever known publicly 
that she had had an influence in my retirement at that particular time. She'd contributed 
much and she'd had enough. The pressure was on all the time. She did it manfully right till 
the end. I have to say that she was the final deciding reason why I dropped out at the time. I 
had no reason to from the point of health and I was in full flight and I had no problems 
within the party, but the time had come. 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the offices of Grant 
Thornton, previously Hendry Rae and Court, on 28 April 1994. 

Sir Charles, we're going to go backwards before we go forwards, if we may. We were 
actually talking about 54B at the time and you gave a couple of episodes in that about 
security and so on, involving Fraser and yourself. At one point you said, "That's the reason 
why I wouldn't allow the farmers, when the farmers loaded the sheep on to the ship at 
Fremantle, I wouldn't let the farmers go on the wharf until we'd got rid of everybody."2  
Now we don't actually know what that episode is that you are referring to. Would you mind 
giving me that please. 

COURT I can't give you the date, but it was when I was Premier and also I know 
very well that it was on the night when I was about to make the presentations for the Caltex 
Sports Star of the Year Award.3  It was at the Sheraton. I remember it ever so well because 
we'd shifted our battle headquarters to the manager's office at the Sheraton. The then 
manager of the Port Authority, Captain Beresford-Noble,4  had come with me to the Caltex 
Sports Star Award, so that we could continue the communications which were at a vital 
stage. 

Now we'd had a series of crises on the wharf, getting sheep loaded. They were loaded by 
wharfies who had very little skill in loading livestock. Something that would take them a 
long, long time to do the farmers would do in minutes. [Worse than that, there was a never- 

'The letter could not be located. 
2  This transcript, p. 1626. 

The date of the Caltex Star Award was Monday 10 April 1978 (CC). 

Capt Beresford Lewis Noble was appointed Divisional Manager-Operations at the Fremantle Port Authority 
on 20 Oct 1969. He became its General Manager on 4 July 1972, a position he held until 31 Oct 1984 (CC). 
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ending series of strikes, "go-slows" and refusals to load sheep.] We got to a crisis point 
when we decided that this particular ship [the Mashaallah] was going to be loaded by 
farmers. We were going to make a real issue about it.' No longer could we place this 
market in jeopardy. Plus the fact that when you're dealing with livestock, once you decide 
to load a ship it's got to keep loading, in the interests of the animals as well as the good 
practices of the port.2  

This ship was picked out to be the target that we were going to use to demonstrate that we 
were in command. So we had a conference and the farmers were pretty irate at this stage. 
They wanted to send 2000 farmers; you know, have a great show of strength. I rejected that 
because we'd have had a real riot down there. Just imagine some steamed-up farmers 
getting on to the wharf when you've got some wharfies around there. That's why I made the 
comment to you that they'd have probably thrown one of the wharfies into the harbour, and 
they'd have picked the one bloke that couldn't swim. So you'd have a manslaughter charge 
against the goodies for something they did to the baddies. That's one of the problems you 
have when people try to defend themselves, even in their homes. 

So it was agreed that they would select a group of somewhere between 150 and 200, under 
a known leader, and that we would provide a space, a secure space, down alongside the 
wharf where they could assemble. It was very necessary to get everybody off the wharf. We 
didn't want any waifs and strays around the place at all. There could be moles from the 
union, there could be anybody there, so we weren't prepared to take a chance. 

We had to put through a special regulation. I remember we had to cause some 
inconvenience to the Governor - it would be Governor Kyle at the time - but he gladly 
cooperated, and accepted the inconvenience. The necessary regulation was approved and 
duly published. You've only got to publish it in the Gazette and then it becomes law; 
everyone's had notice of it. The fact that few people read the Government Gazette, of 
course, is not the issue. However, that was done and we made sure that all the parties 
concerned, including the unions, were advised about the new regulation because we didn't 
want them pleading ignorance about it. We wanted them to be warned. So having done this 
it gave us the right to clear the wharf so that there would be no people there that were 
suspicious or could even be innocently present and get in the way of the operation. 

Now it was also important to have the cooperation of the Port. Fortunately Captain 
Beresford-Noble had retained his Master's Certificate. Although he was no longer at sea 
and was doing a shore job, he'd retained his Master's Certificate, so he could, if necessary, 
take a ship to sea. All of this was part of the predetermined plan. Also when that ship came 

The action we took followed sustained and serious disruption by the wharfies both here and in the Eastern 
States where Ian MacLachlan was the leader who brought things to a head in those states (CC). 

2 The wharfies were striking mainly because of pressure from the meatworkers who claimed the live sheep 
exports were endangering their employment. The reports into this exposed the shallowness of those claims - 
especially by a union that had over the years denied its members much employment because of its militancy and 
short sightedness (CC). 
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in that day, he made sure that it was turned around as it came in and pointed the right way, 
so that it didn't need a tug. That again was also part of the planning. 

I gave him and some people working with him full marks for doing some really good 
thinking in the matter, which was very helpful to me. These were the practical day-to-day 
things of port operation that was very important that somebody that knew their way around 
was not only sitting alongside us but was prepared to keep us informed. These are things 
that we wouldn't ever think about. 

You might wonder why that was so important that the ship was in the right direction and 
could sail out, even if he had to take it out. The reason for it was that we had assumed that 
all the tugs and all of the auxiliary services would be 'black' anyhow, once we decided we 
were going to load this ship. Also there was a grave danger that the pilots themselves might 
get caught up, although they were properly commissioned people. They would be sea 
captains in their own right. We wanted to make sure that we had everything covered. We'd 
look very foolish if we had the ship loaded and then we couldn't sail it because the pilots 
wouldn't take it out or tugs wouldn't work and all that sort of thing. 

However, that was well planned. It was a real battle plan that was drawn up for it. But it so 
happened that was the night of the Caltex Sports Star Award where the Premier normally 
officiates, so having got it organised up to that point, at six o'clock we transferred the 
command headquarters down to Sheraton Hotel. With the concurrence and help of the 
manager we took over his office which was nice and convenient, good communications, 
good security and so on. 

The secret of the operation was that this selected group of farmers under a good and 
respected leader was never at any stage going to become a rabble or get stirred up by the 
emotions of the moment, because if you've got a small compact force you can guard 
against these things. 

So as I was in at the Caltex Award, one of my staff was coming in with messages. Captain 
Noble was on the spot too, so things were proceeding, because we were very anxious to 
give the order that night, bearing in mind we had to have the sheep all ready within hail of 
the port, so that the moment the signal was given they could start rolling in and hey presto! 
- load the ship. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 127 
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COURT I well remember Tony Charlton, who had been the compere at the Caltex 
Sports Star Awards ever since they started and who I knew when he was a boy, came to me 
and said, "Look, we've lost a bit of time and I'll have to ask you to keep your speech pretty 
short so that we can keep within the allotted TV time when we go on air." I said, "You've 
no idea how short it's going to be, and I'll tell you later why," because by this stage things 
were building up to a real climax. 

The night proceeded and at a critical stage, it could have been about 8.00-8.30, a message 
came to say that we were having trouble with the ship. We never counted on having 
trouble with the ship or the ship's owners or the ship's captain. But the ship's captain had 
gone missing. Apparently he didn't want to be caught up with this situation, so he just took 
himself off for the night, or at least they alleged he had. Therefore he couldn't receive the 
instructions. This was critical because the manager of the Port Authority, when we ran into 
some trouble like this, was able to demonstrate that there was already provision in the 
statutes and the regulations whereby, under certain circumstances, a notice could be served 
on the ship on the basis that it had become a navigational hazard or some other reason. It 
was all spelt out very clearly. One of these sort of supreme powers you have to have 
written in. In the case of an emergency, the Harbour Authority could take command of the 
ship. 

Well, having had this trouble with the captain it was a situation that we hadn't thought of. 
However, we were confronted with it. So we had to invoke this particular power. It was 
quite amazing. Of course, this was all going on while the Caltex Sports Star Award was 
going on. So I authorised Captain Noble - not that he really needed authorisation, but in 
view of the very serious nature and the sensitiveness of it all, I felt it was only fair that the 
Premier took the blame, the responsibility for it. I authorised him to serve notice on the 
ship, which he promptly did. 

Well, you've no idea how quickly that captain appeared. Once he knew that his ship was 
going to be taken over and we were going to sail it, if necessary going to move it because 
of this alleged hazard, and it would have become a hazard if the industrial strife had blown 
up say next day, around this ship. So we, all of a sudden, found that the captain was 
available and was going to cooperate because it was very clearly served on him that we 
were taking over the ship under this particular by-law, regulation - whatever it was. So he 
reappeared from wherever he was. Our guess was he was never off the ship but still that 
was another matter. 

We then got everything ready, and it was about midnight and the order was given to load 
the ship. It was quite a dramatic period. By this time, of course, the Award was over and 
I was back in the manager's office with Captain Noble and the final instruction was 
given to load the ship. Then, and only then, the farmers joined up with the trucks as they 
started to bring the sheep and by next morning [1900 sheep had been loaded on] the ship 
[to supplement 6000 already on the ship for several days]. It wasn't a very big ship. It 
was a good ship to try ourselves out on, but it was very effective, and it duly sailed. 

The problem that we thought about with pilots didn't materialise, because I think once they 
realised we were so far down the track, it was going to happen anyhow. So we didn't have 
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the problem of the Harbour Master having to be his own pilot or his own captain, as the 
case may be. So the ship duly sailed. It was probably the quickest that sheep have ever 
been loaded, because you can imagine these husky farmers that knew what to do about 
sheep. They were well-disciplined and by this time we were in supreme command, of 
course, and they were in high spirits. So the sheep were loaded and the ship sailed. I'll try 
and get the name of the ship for you because that's rather important.' 

There was a little bit of drama that arose over it, because how were we going to get the 
pilot off the ship? We didn't want him sailing off to the Middle East. Normally they get off 
at Gage Roads somewhere, at an appointed rendezvous with their little boat. The pilot boat 
or some other boat would take them back to the harbour. So we had to work on the basis 
that none of these little boats would be working because they'd all be declared 'black' like 
the tugs. Then we had to work out an idea. I didn't want to be privy to it, but there were 
some volunteers, and a very prominent Perth business man, who was then holidaying at 
Rottnest. He was one of those who were selected. Just by accident he was sailing past the 
ship when the gangway was down for the pilot to come off. Then we had to think very fast 
because if he came into Fremantle with the pilot we'd have another problem on our hands 
because the intelligence of these wharfies and their associated unions is pretty good. So he 
had to go all the way down to Kwinana [chuckles] to get rid of his passenger down there 
and by that time, of course, he just dispersed in the crowd. The cars were ready and off he 
went. But it was just a little bit of drama, showing how well we had the thing organised, 
because we didn't want this poor man having to go all the way to the Middle East with all 
these sheep, just because of this little incident in Fremantle. 

But that's the incident I was referring to. I'll try and get you the date.2  One thing I do know 
for certain it was on the Caltex Sports Star of the Year night, and that we did have our 
office, our command headquarters, as we used to call it, shifted from the Premier's 
Department down to the Sheraton. It was just one of these little dramatic incidents that 
occurred. They're very tense and they're very nerve-racking at the time when they happen, 
but when it's over you all feel good about it and you laugh about the funny things that 
happen. 

But I was forever grateful for those farmers, the way they behaved. I'll try and get the name 
of the man who was in charge of them because he was first class.3  He was a known leader. 
I have an idea he came from the Darkan area, but he was a very good man, and had the 
respect of everybody. 

The Mashaallah, (CC). 
2  10 April 1978 (CC). 

The man in charge of the farmers selected to do the job was Max Cameron (MA J Cameron) - a prominent 
and successful farmer who was very active in the Pastoralist and Graziers Association of WA and a number of 
other farmer activities (CC). 
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The moral in the story, of course, when you're dealing with people like you're dealing with 
down there [Fremantle Harbour], you don't let 2000 people loose.' I think I've all ready 
told you the story with the lady with a flag when Kerr came over in the time all the protests 
were going on, how she could deal with the thing better than the 200 footballers that 
offered to come down. [laughs] 

RJ I don't remember the lady with the flag. I remember you talking about Kerr 
coming and a time of security problems. 

COURT Well, I told you about the problem down at the Parmelia. 

RJ Yes. 

COURT Where Fraser insisted that the federal government had to be responsible for 
security, and they made a proper botch of it. I think we've dealt with that in one of the 
transcripts. 

RJ Yes, you have. Then as compared with taking him, yourself up to 
Camarvon, and not having.... 

COURT No security at all. 

RJ Yes, yes. But I don't remember the lady with the flags. I could be wrong. 

COURT Well, the same visit when he was coming, there was expected to be a lot of 
trouble at the airport. Bob Davies, who was my under-secretary, got a message from some 
group of footballers. I think it was rugby code, I wouldn't be sure; anyhow one of the 
codes. They were apparently very incensed about the threats to Kerr's person and the fact 
that there was expected to be a lot of trouble at the airport when he arrived, so they wanted 
to send down a couple of hundred of these fellows who were going to have the fun of their 

Action taken in WA (Fremantle, Esperance, Albany) as well as the Eastern States had a dramatic impact 
on the industry and industrial matters generally. It demonstrated that if there was resolute and soundly based 
action, the militant unions could be beaten - especially if you had public opinion on your side. Throughout the 
Eastern States and WA sheep loading experiences, the Fraser Government and the then President of the ACTU, 
R J (Bob) Hawke did not cover themselves in glory - nor did the Premier of South Australia, Don Dunstan. 
They were always seeking conferences and reports followed by more conferences and reports. I refused to be 
diverted from our course once we took the decision to act and rejected the 'go soft" entreaties by the 
Commonwealth Government and Mr Hawke. We (the Government of W A) and the farmers had had enough. 

Coinciding with the Mashaallah incident, there was action at Esperance and Albany. Geraldton was to be 
involved, but the action was so complete at Fremantle, Esperance and Albany that special action was not needed 
at Geraldton. Albany: Farid Fares started loading at 12.30 p.m. Monday 10 April 1978; 40 533 sheep were 
loaded in 22 hours. Esperance: A Clausen ship was loaded - for humane reasons; Monday 7700 sheep loaded by 
union labour (mainly farmers or farmers' sons), Tuesday 20 300 sheep loaded by non-union labour together 
with 997 cattle. Total for Fremantle, Albany and Esperance 93 553 sheep and 997 cattle - including 25 000 on 
Mashaallah (CC). 
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lives dealing with these protesters, you see. You know, it would be really good practise for 
next Saturday! 

Anyhow, I said to Bob Davies: "For God's sake don't let that happen. We can handle it. The 
lady with the flag is going to be there." You might laugh at this, but she was very real. She 
was an elderly person. What is elderly, I wouldn't know; perhaps middle-aged, we'll say. 
Anyhow she could have been anyone's grandmother or anyone's mother. She had this 
custom of being at all official occasions, especially royal occasions. She'd just stand there 
and hold this lovely flag, you see. 

RJ What, the Australian flag? 

COURT Yes. Just hold this lovely flag, you see. That was all she did. She used to do 
it in such a way that it commanded tremendous respect. As I say, she could have been 
anyone's mother or grandmother. I'd seen her in action and she always used to be there 
when a royal procession would go by. At some given vantage point she'd be there on her 
own, with her lovely flag out there, proud of it and looked the part. 

So Bob Davies had found out that she was going out there when he arrived. Well, we 
worked out that she was a better force to deal with the protesters and the hooligans because 
we knew where they there were going to come from. They'd be a rent-a-crowd mob, they'd 
be some pretty nasty people. The police would naturally do their part so as to allow safe 
passage of Kerr on his way into town. But we had to have some method of coping with the 
situation, peacefully if we could. 

I don't know whether Bob Davies had any communication with her or not because it 
seemed more than coincidence to me that she was right at the place where the car came out 
of the protected area in the airport where the protesters couldn't get inside there to cause 
trouble at the planes. For good reason, they have to keep people away from those areas. 
Not like they used to be, when you used to go up and see your VIPs off right at the steps 
without any problem. But this time they had very heavy security, and so people like these 
protesters could go into the airport, into the public buildings, but they couldn't go beyond 
that, and that didn't get them anywhere because Kerr was going to drive away [from the 
plane] in his car. So here's this howling mob on one side of the road and here's the lady 
with the flag on the other. Now they could have dealt with policemen, they could have 
dealt with a mob of counter-protesters in a physical way, but who can deal with a dear lady 
with a flag. [laughs] As I say, she could be anyone's grandmother or mother. So he drove 
straight through on his way to Perth. 

But that's the sort of situation you deal with. Often you can cope with something with some 
very, very simple little thing like that, when you can't do it with great masses of people, 
when you just invite confrontation. We could never seem to explain this to the federal 
people. They seemed to rely on numbers all the time. There's a time when it's clever not to 
have obvious security: have it on hand but not obvious. You only incite people. 

Does that cover your ship [the Mashaallah]? 
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RJ Yes. [laughs] 

COURT An aftermath of that was that I asked that that ship, which was declared 
'black', come back again so we could repeat the dose, because you wanted to establish in 
everybody's mind that we were running the place. It did. I think it came back here until it 
went to the breakers and never had any incident at all, because by this time the wharfies 
had got the message that they'd lost all that income, the ship had been loaded for nothing, 
and been loaded very quickly, very efficiently, good for the sheep as well as good for the 
State. We never had another incident on that particular ship, although it had been declared 
'black'.' 

RI Last time we finished with the 1980 election and Des O'Neil's decision to 
retire, and you summed up Des O'Neil for us. Of course, that then meant an election for a 
deputy when the Parliament reassembled. Apparently June Craig, Bill Grayden, Cyril 
Rushton, Ray Young, Jim Clarko and Ray O'Connor were all involved in that, according to 
Phillips.2  Craig has actually said in an interview that it was probably naive of her to run for 
the deputy leadership because she hadn't done enough politicking behind the scenes,' but 
what can you tell me about that election and Ray O'Connor's success at that election? 

COURT I had to be very careful in handling the situation because don't forget it was 
the right of the party to appoint their deputy. Under our system, the Premier has to accept, 
and rightly so, the deputy who's been elected by the members of Parliament. Therefore he 
automatically becomes part of the government. That makes good sense. The rest of the 
ministry, of course, is at the discretion of the Premier. The other person that he has to 
accept as a matter of good sense is the leader that's appointed by the Legislative 
Councillors in the Upper House, because it would be quite crazy if they'd appointed their 
own leader and then you didn't include him in the Cabinet. So those two people are fixed. 
Apart from that, the Premier has the right and the responsibility to select the ministers. 

So you realise it wasn't a question of an appointment by me to be deputy; it was the one 
time there had to be an election. You appreciate that Ray O'Connor being what he was, he 
had been lobbying and ingratiating himself to members on the assumption that there had to 
come a day when I would retire. I think he was more conscious of the fact that I would be 
retiring, rather than Des, because I think Des must have come as a bit of a surprise to the 
members. He was such a natural person to be the deputy and was doing it so well that I 
think had he remained he would have automatically become the Premier in due course 
when I dropped out. But Ray was always a wheeler and a dealer and so I think when the 
time came for the election of a deputy to replace Des, he would have got himself into a 

1  Sir Charles contacted the Fremantle Port Authority for further information. Copies of his letter forwarding the 
material to the Battye Library and the FAX received from the FPA are attached, see pp.  2385-2387 (RJ). 

2  Phillips in Black (ed.). 1991, p.  213. 

June Craig interviewed by Ronda Jamieson, 1987, 01-12001, pp.  301, 305. 
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very strong position. The outcome of that vote, I can't recall, except that Ray became the 
deputy. I can't remember a lot of boo-ha about it. 

There was an incident that arose over the time when I retired and my successor had to be 
appointed by the party, particularly in which June Craig was involved. But I don't think 
we'll confuse the two things because they were quite different. 

RJ No, don't. 

COURT I don't think she was naive in putting her name forward. I think anyone that 
has any ambitions in this direction should make their ambitions known. If you hide your 
light under a bushel, you'll never be known. They won't come and seek you out; they don't 
draft you. So she was wise to let it be known. I didn't think she did it very effectively at the 
time, and some of the other names were people that felt their moment might have come 
when they could get into the Cabinet by ELECTION rather than wait for SELECTION by 
me. Ijust would like to get the names again. 

RJ It was June Craig, Bill Grayden, Cyril Rushton, Ray Young, Jim Clarko 
and Ray O'Connor. Amongst those did you have any preference? 

COURT Not really; not really. It's a very delicate situation. See, I would have known 
in my mind that I wasn't going to be there forever. But there were others beside them that 
would have been even more viable at the time. But I don't think they would have been 
contemplating moving at that time because they would have assumed that because of the 
amount of wheeling and dealing that Ray O'Connor had been doing, that he'd probably got 
it fixed anyhow. 

He was a great wheeler and dealer, Ray. It was part of his business. It was a strength and a 
weakness. From the party's point of view it was a great weakness because he usually got 
himself positioned for something which rather stifled opposition or stifled discussion. For 
instance, when he had something difficult coming up before the party room, I could tell 
that he had been around amongst some of the members who might be querulous or might 
be a little bit difficult and made, not exactly deals, but sort of made the peace in these 
areas, more so than any other minister. In fact I can't recall any other minister that would 
have done more than answer questions, or if a particular member was concerned about 
something that was going to be done in his electorate, the minister as a matter of good 
sense would have talked to that person, so you didn't have that problem when it came up 
before the party room. But if Ray had a matter of a general nature which might be a bit 
sticky, he had a habit, and it was part of his nature, to go round and make these people feel 
comfortable with what he was doing. 

Now there were occasions where he probably didn't give them "the whole truth and 
nothing but the truth". He wouldn't have given them a warts-and-all type of thing like I 
would have done, because when you're dealing with your backbench members, if you've 
got some toughies it's best you tell them why it's being done and how tough it's going to be, 
and why there's no better way. They might even be able to give you a better way. In those 
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cases I found that was the only way to do it. Now one of the members that had a very 
uneasy relationship with Ray was the Member for Pilbara, Brian Sodeman. 

RI Yes, you said that last time, and you also passed the comment: "He brushed 
with O'Connor, and eventually said to me, 'Look when you go I couldn't serve with this 
man." 

COURT That's right. 

RI Now tell us why. 

COURT Well, you see Ray was a wheeler and dealer. Sodeman was just the reverse. 
He had this Seventh Day Adventist background. 

Ri You did tell us that. 

COURT Yes. So when you're dealing with those people you get much further if you 
just tell them the whole truth and nothing but the truth, the warts and all part of it, and why 
there's got to be warts. Once they accept the situation, they will then go out and defend it, 
and that's what Sodeman used to do. Bearing in mind he held that seat for nine years, three 
elections, in what would have normally been regarded as tiger country; be regarded as 
straight out Labor territory. But he did it because he would go into a town whether it was 
Newman or Tom Price, Pannawonica, wherever it might be, particularly if that was directly 
concerned more than another town, and he'd get the people around and he'd tell them once 
he was convinced. It was terribly important that he had the whole truth and nothing but the 
truth. He was absolutely marvellous in going in there and explaining the honest-to-
goodness situation. He was a classic example of how much people will absorb and what 
they will accept if they're given a simple, honest-to-goodness statement of a difficult 
situation. There were a couple of things that Ray promised to do for him and he didn't. 
Sodeman was inclined to adopt a black or white sort of situation. There were no shades of 
grey with Brian. If you gave him a commitment and you only met half of it, that was as 
good as meeting none of it. 

I warned the ministers, including Ray, that they had to understand that this man was 
fighting their cause in tiger country and doing it extremely well, and if he was a little bit 
difficult because he was demanding answers (two plus two equals four, plus one equals 
five, as simple as that) was because he had to go and talk to people on their behalf [i.e. the 
Ministers' behalf] and convince them. Two or three incidents occurred that Sodeman saw 
me about and Ray didn't have a proper explanation. I had him up to explain why he hadn't 
told Sodeman the whole truth and nothing but the truth, so that he could go out and fight 
our battle for us. He was very, very evasive about the whole thing, with the result that 
Sodeman just put the shutters up and said, "I just can't work with this man." 

'This transcript, p.  1688. 
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RI Are you prepared to say who you saw as perhaps a stronger candidate than 
any of those who presented themselves on that occasion for the election of the deputy? 

COURT No. I wouldn't mind going through the list again and giving you an answer 
on it, although I don't think it would achieve anything at this stage.1  

RJ I think it's interesting, because you had worked closely with people and you 
knew their strengths. 

COURT Yes. 

RJ Right. 

COURT But I'll have a look at it for you because I did have one or two that I felt 
were worth nurturing. I brought Hassell into the Cabinet, not because he was a difficult 
back bencher, and boy oh boy he was the most difficult back bencher we had because he 
was good. When he raised matters it wasn't just like a normal back bencher, some narrow 
little point. It was usually on a matter of principle or policy. He was very, very articulate, of 
course. He was the sort of person that you need in the back bench to put the ministers on 
their mettle. Now the ministers didn't like him because he was good. He didn't raise things 
just for the sake of raising them. He would have policy and principle on his side. I used to 
get a certain amount of quiet amusement. The two back benchers the ministers liked the 
least were Hassell and Sodeman, and both because they were good. I'd have brought 
Sodeman into the Cabinet if he'd have wanted to. I offered him a place after the 1980 
election. 

RJ Yes, and you did tell us. He refused. 

COURT Hassell I felt if he came into the Cabinet while I was there and I gave him 
some pretty difficult, stinky sort of jobs to do, it would do two things: one he would prove 
himself (which I knew he would), and the other one was it might take a little bit of the 
rather arbitrary approach that he had to things. He'd learn that you're dealing with people 
and sometimes you can't go down the centre of the footie field, you've got to go round the 
flanks, but you keep your eye on the goal all the time, and that he would mellow a bit and 
be seen by his colleagues to have mellowed a bit, but without in any way blunting his 
enthusiasm and his obvious ability, and above all his integrity. You must realise that he 
was brought into the Cabinet deliberately by me with a view to him having a chance to 
demonstrate his worth, bearing in mind that down the track I would have to drop out 
anyhow; sheer age would catch up. 

RJ And did he live up to your expectations? 

On reviewing the transcript I still feel no good purpose would be served in making a judgment on the six 
candidates for Deputy Premier, nor on others who may have been suitable but did not nominate. You will, 
however, deduce from my subsequent comments about Bill Hassell that I had high hopes for him to take a 
leadership role in the absence of Des O'Neil (CC). 
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COURT Everything that I gave Hassell to do he did and did well. Some of the jobs 
that weren't all that pleasant and I knew they weren't pleasant, and he knew I'd given them 
to him because I was testing him, without exception he faced up to them and faced up to 
them well. He might not have done them all always with the same political sensitivities as 
other people might have, but he had to learn. When you've got a good horse you don't like 
to break its spirit. You've got to ride it and you've got to let it perform. So you don't just 
pull its head off. He was a classic example of somebody who was, in terms of intelligence 
and some other characteristics, he was ahead of most of them - not all of them, but most of 
them. Therefore I was very anxious for him to have a chance to perform. 

END OF TAPE 127 SIDE B 
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RI With June Craig's nomination, of course, it would have been very new 
ground for the Liberal Party if she had managed to win that election as Deputy Premier in 
1980. Could you have worked with a woman as deputy? 

COURT No problem at all. Don't forget I brought her into the Cabinet. I campaigned 
for her to get into Parliament for a start. I've told you before I had more trouble with the 
women than I did with the men. 

RJ Yes you have, yes. 

COURT Sawmills and SEC and that sort of thing, no problem; some of the women 
were a bit difficult. I'd have had no problem at all whatever the party put forward. The fact 
that she was a woman wouldn't have caused any problem at all. 

RJ Sir Charles, if we could move now to the North West Shelf agreement that 
was signed in 1980. Black has actually said that it was a time of "growing energy crisis and 
rising prices" and the reason the "massive North-West Shelf natural gas scheme and the 
successor to the ill-fated Alwest project might at last 'get off the ground' was because of the 
situation that then existed",' because it was a very long protracted process. Now I raised 
with you before the trip that was referred to in the Sunday Times in July 1975, when you 
were supposedly going off to London to chase a one-million [dollar] Redcliffe 
petrochemical project for WA.2  You felt that was going to turn out to be an association 
with the North West Shelf, but you can't remember specifically that particular episode, 
which is understandable in the light of all that you were doing. But can you comment on 
that at all? 

COURT I can't for the life of me find out why there's that association by the 
newspaper with that Redcliffe project and my visit abroad. You'll understand that when I 
made a fairly hurried visit around the world it was of a very delicate nature. It was really a 
last throw of the dice to try and get the Joint Venturers to accept our proposition of 
unilateral renewal of their rights. We argued with them that although the relationship 
between Commonwealth and State because of being an offshore arrangement really 
involved both Commonwealth and State and any renewal should have both 
Commonwealth and State signatures, because of research we'd done they should accept our 
unilateral renewal. I know Mensaros takes all the credit for this, but it wasn't only 
Mensaros, there were other people like Medcalf and many others. Some of the best brains 
in Australia were engaged on this. Andrew Mensaros did have an input but it wasn't the 
only one and I had to discuss this with him before he died to point out to him that he was 
being unfair to his colleagues in that book of Murray's,3  to claim that he was the sole 
person responsible for this decision we made, but that's another story. But we had made up 
our mind that the companies (that's the Joint Venturers) would have been wise to accept a 

1B1ack in Stannage, 1981, p.  469. 

2Sunday Times, 20 July 1975, p.3, also see this transcript, pp.] 702-1705. 

3Robert Murray, From the Edge of a Timeless Land, Allen & Unwin, Sydney 1991. 
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unilateral renewal of their permits signed by us as the government when we couldn't get 
any sense out of the Whitlam/R F X Connor team. At least they'd have a piece of paper to 
argue with. They'd spent all this money, in round terms about 180 million, finding natural 
gas for Australia's benefit, for WA's benefit. It was a crucial energy project. We believed 
they owed it to themselves to accept this unilateral renewal so that at least they could fight 
in the courts, even if it was only to help them with compensation if Whitlam and Connor 
found some way of nationalising the project. 

You'll recall Connor's objective was to take the whole project over or at least take all the 
gas over at wellhead; a terrible proposition. He wouldn't even fix the price. He wouldn't 
even give an indication whether it was worth getting the stuff out of the ground and having 
a contract of sale to the Commonwealth government at the wellhead; a crazy idea on 
Connor's part, but nevertheless that was his idea. He felt that because of Burmah being the 
weak reed at that time, because of the problems they'd got into, that this was a heaven-sent 
opportunity to flex their muscles, refuse to renew their rights and then take the project 
over, hopefully by default. It was a terrible, terrible thing for the reputation of Australia, 
quite apart from the importance of getting our hands on that energy. I'll deal with that one 
later. 

So when I found I was having reluctance on the part of the Joint Venturers in getting them 
to accept this proposition, I decided the only thing to do was to go and talk to each of them 
individually, talk to the presidents or chairmen whatever the case may be, the top man in 
each organisation, to explain why we were doing it, in their interests as well as our own. 

They had previously fed back through their Australian senior men, the fact that they were 
international and they'd been used to dealing with strange governments and cranky 
governments around the world and they had to learn to live with these things, and they 
learnt to accommodate somehow or other. It caused a bit of pain but they couldn't imagine 
that in the final analysis an Australian government would virtually walk out on a contract 
made in good faith, which was operating at great cost - not to the State or the Federal 
government but to the companies. 

So I decided that correspondence was not getting us anywhere. The Australian managers 
could only just mouth the words that were given to them by their masters. So by 
appointment I decided to do a quick visit to London, then across to California. London was 
to see Shell, Burmah and BP, and then get across to California to see Calasiatic. The 
toughest nut to crack was McFadgen who was then Sir Frank McFadgen, who was the 
head of Shell.' Everybody said he was the tough one. So you start on that first because the 
others would have been very much under his influence. So I decided that we'd walk into 
the lion's den and the appointment was arranged so that I went to him first. It was a very 
long and fairly tough sort of a meeting, but I had to use some pretty strong language in 
trying to illustrate my point and give him the picture. Here was Whitlam and Connor 
cutting their throat and debowelling them and doing a few other very painful things to 
them, and they were still smiling at the man, hoping that he would give them something in 
return. I remember a little bit of drama that I depicted of this man looking into the eyes of 

Sir Frank McFadgen was the Chairman of the Shell Transportation and Trading Company, PLC (CC). 
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Whitlam and Connor while they cut his throat and debowelled him and did some other 
very painful things, and he was still hoping for a favour. That impressed Sir Frank 
McFadgen. He said at that point - and I well remember it because by this time it had got 
well past 6 o'clock and it was getting fairly dark and no-one had thought to turn the lights 
on. [laughs] Anyhow, that added to the drama. He said, "Well, you've convinced me and 
you can tell the others." Then I knew we'd won. 

The idea was that they would accept the unilateral approval and renewal [from the WA 
government]. I also have to say that I was a bit naughty because I said, "Look, Whitlam 
will be gone by Christmas. I've got an understanding with the alternative government that 
the arrangement that I make with you will be confirmed and ratified. But I want to tell you, 
Whitlam will be gone by Christmas." I didn't know we were going to have a double 
dissolution. 

RJ How could you make that statement? 

COURT Well, because the heat was going on to such an extent that I couldn't see 
how the man could survive. 

RJ So that was purely based on that. There was nothing in hand? 

COURT I couldn't see how they could survive with what they were trying to do. It 
was not because I had any forewarning from Kerr, because don't forget the heat on that 
started to come up later than that and the big decision came in November. 

But that night [i.e. the meeting with Sir Frank McFadzean] gave me a very relaxed night, 
and I went and saw the others like Burmah and BP, and with the endorsement of Shell that 
was quite easy. You've no idea what it's like dealing with international companies when 
you want them to take a public stand on an issue like this. They're very, very sensitive of 
the fact that they deal internationally. If they defy an elected government somewhere, they 
feel that people around the world will take that into account in their dealings with them. 
They learn to live in a very strange, strange world and I can understand their predicaments. 
Some of these countries, more so 10, 20, 30, 40, 50 years ago, where they dealt with 
countries that probably didn't bother about the law anyhow. They had despots or dictators 
that they had to deal with, so it became a completely different ball game to dealing with a 
country like Australia which did try to observe the law and tried to honour its contracts. 
But this was a classic case where Australia was going to dishonour a contract, at least at the 
moral level if not at the legal level. 

Then I went over to America, all part of the same high-pressure trip. That presented no 
problems because Calasiatic was only too pleased to go along with the others. That's the 
real reason why I did this high-pressure trip around the world. 

Now it may be that if that particular journalist [from the Sunday Times] had spoken to me 
about it I might have given the impression that we naturally wanted any petrochemical 
industries hitched on to our North West Shelf, which was ever so true, because it's sad that 



TAPE 128 SIDE A COURT 1705 

we haven't got a petrochemical industry here to use up a big lump of the North West Shelf 
Natural Gas. That's how you get added value from petroleum by using it as a form of 
energy within your own State or alternatively to convert it into petrochemicals. These are 
transportable and become much more valuable than just sending out the raw material, 
whether it be oil or whether it be natural gas. So it wouldn't have been unusual for me to 
react and say, "If they can get that why can't we?" because it wasn't the first time that I had 
gone in to try and pull a project away from somebody else. 

Don't forget in 1960 1 went over and negotiated the BP lubricating plant for Kwinana that 
was destined for Westemport in Victoria. Well, because of the hard work that [Sir Lance] 
Brisbane and I did over there, and the logic of putting it where they already had a refinery 
won the day and Westernport never got the lubricating plant. 

I've still got a habit, although I can't put it into effect, whenever I read the paper and I find 
something's going to be done in India or in Taiwan or in Thailand or China or something 
like that, I instinctively say to myself, "Why can't we get that?" Why are they getting it and 
we can't get a petrochemical plant, or some other plant, a steel plant, whatever it might be. 
If you just keep your antenna up it's amazing the signals you get. Often people just 
travelling through, they're talking about a particular industry and the hints they drop, you 
don't have to be very smart to pick up the trail and then pursue them. 

I used to work on the principle that the worst that could happen to you is you get thrown 
out of the boardroom. At least you've registered [your interest]. We also used to have a 
very simple system that I used to try and inculcate into our people, that they always want to 
get into the queue. If you've got an industry that you want or you need, get yourself into the 
queue around the world, let people know that you're a candidate for that particular industry. 
Your initial experience might be that they say, "We've got all the capacity we want and we 
are now committed to go into Middle East," or "We're now committed to go into Japan," or 
some other place, but you've registered yourself in the queue. You've no idea how many of 
those things fall off the perch. For some reason or other, circumstances change. Look at the 
turmoil that happened over the fuel crisis in the Middle East, for instance. Look what it did 
to Japan and how much it cost Japan because of their investment in processing there [i.e. 
the Middle East]. 

So you let it be known. I used to explain to my staff working with me when they'd say, 
"This has got no chance, you know; too many people are ahead of us." I'd say, "You want 
to think of a queue at the theatre or at the footie. It looks 50 long, and they say, 'Oh God, 
I'll go home and read a book or something, or listen to it on the radio' and you give up. But 
it's amazing how quickly a queue disappears." The man at the ticket office or the woman at 
the ticket office is doing her best to get rid of people and get them on their way. Then 
somebody gets called away because he has to go to the toilet or something like that, or his 
mother calls him away or something like that. The next thing is you find yourself looking 
at the lady or the man in the ticket box. It's amazing how quickly queues dissolve or get 
attended to, as the case may be. So with industries, get yourself up in the queue. So that 
was part of the business there, because while I was there naturally I was discussing with 
them how they were going to use the gas. Don't forget we're talking about 197-.... 
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RJ '75. 

COURT '75. 

RJ Early days. 

COURT And North West Shelf had been on the go since '63. See it's a long, long 
time, finding it and then developing it. So you had to be talking about the future plans 
because it's no good having gas unless you're going to be able to sell it and we were already 
starting to talk about it. 

As you know I had an obsession about two things: potable water and energy. North West 
Shelf was tremendously important to Australia. It was tremendously important to Western 
Australia. It was tremendously important to my own philosophy in these things, this 
obsession about potable water and energy without which you CANNOT GO forward. That 
applies not only to industry, but applies to people. Therefore it was more than I could bear 
to think that Whitlam and Connor were going to take this North West Shelf off us or in 
some way frustrate us, because we lived under the shadow of Collie coal. Don't forget we 
were importing all our petroleum. We haven't had much luck onshore. We've got some gas 
at Dongara, and we've had a little bit of oil up at Blina [Kimberley] and places like that. 
We've had reasonable success at Barrow Island, which is for all practical purposes on dry 
land, although it's on an island. But the rest of it, these huge discoveries we've had both of 
oil and gas, have been offshore which brings its problems. Oil not so bad, but gas quite a 
serious problem. But the fact is it's energy and an alternate form of energy. The Collie coal 
we've got is not of good quality. There's a lot of it. There's a lot more coal than people 
think. There's at least four places where there's quite substantial deposits of coal but none 
of coking coal [or high quality grade steaming coal] quality. 

So we've got this assurance that we've got this form of energy, but not [sufficiently] 
diversified. The whole of our ambition was to have a diversified form with petroleum, with 
coal, with uranium [nuclear], with any other forms that we could find: solar, wind, [tides], 
the lot. We had them all going for us. Then a little bit, a little bit in Kimberley of hydro, but 
all put together you're probably only talking about 200 [to 250] megawatts if you harness 
the lot, allowing for 40 or 50 megawatts at the main Ord Dam, about 7.5 megawatts from 
the diversion and then a number of small hydro schemes on the Fitzroy River. Put them all 
together you're only talking about 200 [to 250] megawatts from the lot; that's not much. 

But it was always an obsession of mine, this question of energy. I lived in fear of energy, 
the same as with the potable water. This great dream we had of harnessing this huge 
quantity of gas. We didn't know we had as much as we now know, but that in itself was 
tremendous to us, so you can see the great urge we had, why North West Shelf was 
important to a degree that very few people understood. The fact that we were importing oil 
didn't seem to register with people. I used to explain to Fraser it's tremendously important 
we find all the forms of energy we can and we harness our uranium, not just by sending 
uranium out of the country but by enriching it and eventually having our own [nuclear 
power] generation within Australia, so that we've got this alternative to the oil companies, 
to the coal companies, and to anyone else. Also the more you diversify it, the more you're 
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diversifying the power of the unions. So it was part of an amazing - well not amazing; it 
was part of a very important policy. So I when I went abroad I was a man with a mission. 

I came back feeling very relaxed, but I couldn't tell publicly the full story, because you can 
imagine the delicacy of it all. If I was a little bit evasive on some of those issues with the 
journalists at the time, it was because I had to keep the main chance in mind and be ready 
for the big day when these companies were going to take us up unilaterally. That would be 
challenged by the federal government, but we had information to the effect that we might 
just get away with it. At least the companies would be ready to fight another day, and at 
least we'd have the thing alive, if Whitlam overplayed his hand and ceased to be the Prime 
Minister, or whenever he did we had this on record that we'd committed the government. 

U Why is gas more of a problem offshore than oil? 

COURT Very simply you see, if oil is found offshore they have very modern 
appliances where you have virtually a sophisticated form of anchorage where a ship can tie 
up or anchor alongside it. I don't know how they actually do it, but it's a very sophisticated 
thing in the sea where the oil comes up from under the seabed, and can be sent on its way 
in tankers to the cash register, to the oil refineries of the world, either in Australia.... you 
can send it anywhere. See quite a bit of the oil that's being shipped out of some of these 
projects in the North doesn't come to Fremantle even, it doesn't even come to Kwinana. It's 
a very complex set-up, the oil industry, and certain types of oil can be better 
accommodated and get a better price at refineries that are more equipped to handle that sort 
of oil. Very rarely do you get oil [from different fields] that's identical. You get some that's 
got a lot of high fractions, some that have got some of the lower fractions. Most Australian 
oil has a preponderance of higher fractions. You don't get so much [of the lower fractions] 
as you do, say, in the Middle East where you get the very heavy fractions, where you get 
your furnace oils and that sort of thing. So it's horses for courses, and once it's in a ship it 
can go anywhere. 

Now you can have these things out on the sea, 50, 100, 200 miles, it doesn't matter because 
they're not affected very much by adverse weather. They are affected up to a point, but 
normally they can keep operating. They're getting more and more sophisticated and more 
and more safe for people to use. 

Now with gas you can't do that. You've got to bring it ashore somewhere to treat it. If you 
get into excessively deep water that presents a problem. How are you going to get a 
pipeline from there because a pipeline has got to be along the seabed to have stability. 
That's one of the problems the Norwegians found with the gas they got in the North Sea. 
They had to bring it around to Europe via the Shortland Islands is it? or the Shetland 
Islands, I forget which. 

RI Shetland. 

COURT Shetland Islands [off Scotland], and they had to bring it ashore somewhere 
there where it could be brought ashore and then cope with it on a manageable basis. It's 
apparently a very deep trench and you couldn't put a pipeline across a trench. You couldn't 
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go down into the trench [and then up the other side]. It was engineeringly impossible. So 
you've got these problems with natural gas, and you've got to get the gas on to dry land 
where you can put a treatment plant. 

When you come on to dry land there's one of two ways you can do it. One is you can send 
it straight off to customers like they do from the North West Shelf pipeline, comes down to 
SEC, it comes down Alcoa. It doesn't have to be processed beyond taking out any fractions 
that they might want for another purpose, because all natural gas is not natural gas, it's got 
lots of things in it. For instance, the North West Shelf, they get huge quantities of 
condensate they take off before they send the gas on its way and that condensate has got 
very high fractions which are dealt with at the refineries. Things like gasoline and so on. 

But once you've got it ashore you can either process it, either to turn it into LNG to be 
shipped abroad in a refrigerated state, or you can turn it into petrochemicals or you can 
send it down a pipeline to a potential user. But you can't do that at sea. Somebody will 
invent something one day. The Japanese have done pretty well in some of these things, but 
one day they'll invent a plant that floats somewhere and you'll process it. We laugh at it 
today, but nothing's impossible. 

We have huge quantities of natural gas in very deep water which hasn't fully been explored 
yet. But we had high hopes in my day that we were going to find a lot of oil. The seismic 
work which was done on a coordinated basis.... Mensaros was the minister and I got him to 
get companies that normally were incompatible with one another to use the government as 
the sort of honest broker in the matter, so that they could get this very, very sophisticated 
seismic work done, and then farm back to the individual people. There's a lot of 
confidentiality about this, but that exercise was done very well. Mensaros handled that very 
well. As a result of that they had made up their mind that there was going to be a 
substantial oil reservoir but it was in very, very deep water. I'll think of the name that's 
given to the location, a rather deceptive name, but I'll think of that and give that to you.' 

Then they brought out these very expensive ships; quite amazing the technology. There's 
not many of them, but they can't anchor them. The water's so deep you can't anchor them 
anywhere. So they have to be computerised. All this high-tech stuff comes down from the 
bottom of the ship. They put it up for sailing but then when they get into position they let it 
come out of the bottom of the ship. Then they can drill from this platform (the ship is the 
platform), using this high-tech stuff, and it holds itself in position just as though it's 
anchored. This high-tech stuff is working, these computers are working. You can imagine 
how sophisticated it is and how expensive it is, bearing in mind they've got to put a rod 
[down to drill]. The drilling rod's got to go down probably two miles before it hits the 
seabed. 

END OF SIDE ATAPE 128 
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COURT It's probably got to go down two miles before it gets to the seabed and then 
it starts drilling, so you can imagine the sophistication of these things. 

However, these experiments that were done, both with the seismic work and then with the 
drilling, instead of finding the oil that we thought was going to make us rich, they found 
very big quantities of natural gas. Now the oil they could have handled for the reasons I've 
given you, but the natural gas they couldn't because of the fact that you've got to have a 
pipeline, and just imagine trying to construct a pipeline two miles down in the sea, 
physically as well as the actual costs of it. So that was a disappointment, but I'm assured 
that when they reappraise it and they get around to having another look at it that they'll find 
a way. They'll either find oil or they'll find a way of getting that gas. It won't be in my 
lifetime, but if the energy is there they'll find a way of getting it up, even if it is gas and not 
oil. 

So the whole thing is part of a total concept as far as we were concerned and summed up in 
one word: energy. If you want it in two words, alternative energy, because that's the key. At 
that point I think I'll have to leave you. 

RJ Yes, we'll continue it next time. Thank you. 

A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the offices of Garth Thornton on 5 July 
1994. 

Sir Charles we're going to take further today the story of the North West Shelf gas project, 
but I think it's important to identify that there are documents that support the history of this 
project and therefore we will not be covering the whole in our interviews. One of them is 
your statement to the Royal Commission into Commercial Activities of Government and 
Other Matters that was written on 21 May 1992. You have made a copy of that available to 
the Battye Library and that is a very extensive coverage of the history of the project and the 
various steps involved in the negotiations and the outcome of those negotiations. Robert 
Murray has also dealt with the project in his book From the Edge of a Timeless Land, 
published in 1991. Then we have the report of the Royal Commission itself, it's Part I, 
Volume 1, which covered the project and the findings of the Commission after it was 
investigated. So we're really going to look at the things that those documents do not tell the 
whole story about. I noticed in that report of yours on page 17, that you make the 
statement, "We encouraged the search for petroleum".' What form did that encouragement 
take? 

COURT The main thing was to find people who were prepared to invest the money 
and the expertise, of course, into finding petroleum in one form or another. That wasn't 
easy because in the early stages you have to realise that these areas were untried and 
untested and it was like looking for the proverbial needle in the haystack. It took a lot of 

1 Roval Commission into Commercial Activities of Government and Other Matters, Term of Reference 1.10 
SEC WA/North West ShelfJoint Venture, Statement of Sir Charles Court. p. 17. 
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courage for people to even invest in the preliminary work. Your seismic work costs money, 
it can cost a lot of money. It's very skilled work and not only the actual seismic work itself, 
but the interpretation of the seismic work. So it's tremendously important that you get these 
areas explored. 

We were very roundly criticised for the amount of land that we made available to Wapet 
for instance. But the story of that is very important because there was no-one else that was 
prepared to come in and even have a look at it. Now there was a lot of criticism at the time 
of old Bill Walk!ey,1  but he was a man of great faith. He believed that one day we would 
find a lot of oil, a lot of gas, and he was prepared to go around the world and get people to 
join with him, people like Shell, people like Calasiatic. You've got to give them a lot of 
credit for the fact that they were given very, very big areas by anybody's standards. Now it's 
very smart of people to come along today and say, "No-one should have got that much 
land." On the other hand no-one was prepared to do anything about it, except the few. 

That brings us, of course, to Woodside, because if it hadn't been for a person like Geoff 
Donaldson with a very tiny Australian company, with great hopes in the Eastern States as 
well as here, if it hadn't been for a person like him being prepared to seek partners to 
examine these areas, goodness only knows when we would have made a start on what is 
now North West Shelf [Natural Gas project]. It's interesting to note that the shareholders of 
Woodside I think never got a dividend for 32 years. People don't understand this. This is 
the magnitude of what you're dealing with and it calls for tremendous faith. 

Now in the case of Donaldson, to his great credit, he was able to bring in people like Shell, 
Burmah Oil, BP, Calasiatic, a pretty powerful group. They not only have the money, but 
above all they have the experience, they have the expertise and they know the risks 
involved. 

You go back to Wapet. They had that dramatic time when they found oil in the first hole, 
almost without precedent, because in the oil business they expect to search and search and 
search, and one day they get a smell of petroleum, either as gas or oil, as the case may be, 
but they have an awful lot of disappointments in the process. Now in the case of Wapet it 
might have been better if they hadn't found oil in that one hole because it triggered off a 
great panic, people investing, mortgaging houses, all that sort of stuff, on the basis if they 
can find oil in the first hole, we must be on a sea of oil. They were the expressions used, 
"We must be on a sea of oil." People expected every time you put a drill hole down that 
you're going to find more oil or gas, one of the petroleum products, and that didn't happen. 
As they stepped out that hole they never, ever found the secret of why there was oil in the 
first hole and no great reservoir of oil that they could determine. One day they'll find out 
the secret of that and it will be very interesting because it might open up a complete new 
vista so far as oil in those parts are concerned, bearing in mind oil is the easiest 
commodity to handle and the easiest commodity to sell compared with natural gas. If you 
find natural gas on land, of course, it's not so bad, you can pipe it all over the place, but if 

'Sir William Walkley, founder Ampol Petroleum Co. Ltd.. Sydney. 
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you find it at sea, it's got to be brought ashore so that you can process it and then start to 
either use it or distribute it. 

So one has to keep these things in perspective. The armchair critics that come along as they 
have done and criticise the amount of land that was made available to Wapet, the amount 
of land that was made available to Geoff Donaldson and his Woodside Company, these 
people never had the responsibility of getting things started. You only have to look at the 
North West Shelf area today and if you look at a map of the successful exploration that's 
taken place in those parts already, you'll get an idea of what flows from the original 
successful search. I venture to say that if Woodside hadn't have gone in using Burmah in 
the first place and found that great reservoir of gas, I doubt whether you'd see anything 
that's up there at the moment. There'd be no indication that this might be the place to 
explore, and give the come-on signal for other people to have a look. Somebody has to be 
the pioneer, somebody has to have the breakthrough. It's quite interesting that a lot of the 
land that was originally owned by Wapet which they had to surrender progressively under 
the code that was laid down for search and for surrender of certain percentages of areas at 
given times, other people have gone in there and found petroleum [products]. Now that's 
not unusual because under the system of exploration when you make people surrender a 
certain percentage of their areas on a timetable, it follows as night follows day that they're 
going to surrender some areas they would have found oil or other minerals in, had they 
been given the time [to be able to search thoroughly]. 

I felt that our method of doing this was not quite right, but I can understand that you 
progressively have to tighten these areas up. For instance, when we were looking for 
copper in the Halls Creek area and we had Pickands Mather doing work there, I was 
opposed to the system that we had - bearing in mind that wasn't as big an area as you're 
talking about with the oil - but I was opposed to the surrender of the area on the basis laid 
down because it didn't encourage the company to apply itself systematically to the total 
area. I was more concerned about the QUALITY of the work they were doing and others 
were more concerned about being able to say, "Oh well, we forced them to surrender so 
much of their land after certain periods." The result was that you didn't get the quality of 
exploration on the TOTAL block that you otherwise would have got. However, that's 
another story. 

I realise that when we were talking about some of these original oil exploration areas they 
were huge. The reason for it was that there was no worldly interest in it until somebody 
like Walkley comes along, somebody like Donaldson comes along. To their credit they 
harnessed people and today you have the Gorgon field which is not yet exploited, and you 
have the North West Shelf areas which are being exploited, and to great advantage to the 
country. Behind it, you've got to go back and get into the feeling of things. It's very hard to 
get the emotions of these things right [unless you were involved at the time]. 

Also you have to realise something that I've told you more than once before, that I had an 
obsession about our two deficiencies of energy and potable water. 

RI And you told us last time too, yes. 
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COURT Yes. I've told you about that. That was an obsession. I admit it because 
without those two elements satisfied you cannot develop the potential of this State. So the 
mere fact that somebody was prepared to have a look and hopefully tap a new source of 
energy was sufficient for us to be prepared to back those people and give them these very 
big areas, if for no other reason than getting the thing started. I think it's paid dividends. It's 
taken a long time, but always with this goal in mind of tapping big reserves of energy to 
give us that energy sufficiency and energy surplus status that we were chasing. We've got 
that now. 

So I don't know whether that's answered your question, but if you want me to amplify on it, 
because it's a very important aspect of both our relationship with Wapet and the 
relationship with Woodside, and particularly with Geoff Donaldson, who is entitled to a lot 
of the credit for what happened. Without his audacity, you might say, and his tenacity, 
one's only conjecturing as to whether it would have ever happened. The fact is it did 
happen and eventually we were able to lead up to the North West Shelf agreement which 
has been criticised in some quarters, but it never causes me any unrest because I just say to 
myself just imagine Western Australia without North West Shelf. What's it's done to us 
over the last ten or more years and what it's going to do in the future is just unbelievable, 
but more importantly it was the come-on sign for other people to go and look. Now you 
have a situation, for instance, that BHP, which is one of the joint venturers in Woodside 
(when I say Woodside I mean North West Shelf), has in fact petroleum areas of its own 
that are now being exploited and which will be the basis of great new projects going from 
Karratha to Port Hedland, and then they'll be parties to the pipeline that's going to go out to 
Newman, down to Meekatharra, then on down to Kalgoorlie and to Kambalda. 

Well, there's got to be a catalyst and when you're doing this job of development, as I was 
entrusted with, you've got to be a born optimist, you've got to be adventurous, you've got to 
force things along. I make no apology for the fact that we did force the companies into the 
1980 agreement over what is now the North West Shelf project. But it was all based on the 
importance of having our energy equation right. When you have alternative sources of 
energy, you can play one against the other. 

Had I gone on forever in the portfolios I was in, well, I can tell you now we'd have been 
exploiting every means of generating energy that you could. I would have been finding 
ways of harnessing the hydro in the Kimberley, not immediately, but at least knowing how 
it's going to be done, because if you want to develop that lovely clean power (not big but 
important) in Kimberley, you've got more problems with the greenies than you have with 
the technology of developing it and financing it. This lovely clean power that you get that 
goes on forever [once harnessed]. 

But somebody has to be prepared to be the big bad wolf and get on and do these; the same 
with nuclear. Another generation down the track will be taking a completely different look 
at nuclear energy to what some of the present generation does. They'll be saying, "Why 
haven't we got it?" Bearing in mind that the latest projections are that the world will be 
battling to find enough oil after 40 years, and that's only tomorrow. Even allowing for the 
huge reserves of gas that are coming on stream that weren't previously known to exist, 
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even allowing for them and allowing them to be used for a multiplicity of purposes, you've 
still got to be realistic about it; these things are finite. If you can develop something safely 
that has almost unlimited potential, specially when you get into the second and third 
generations of these things, well you're neglecting your responsibility to a future generation 
[if you don't plan and act for the future]. 

Perhaps I've said enough on that, but from that you'll realise that I always felt very strongly, 
and I still feel very strongly about this question of having plenty of energy and in as many 
forms as you can get. 

RJ I should have identified before we go on that you have just come out of a 
very bad cold, and your voice is not quite the voice it normally is, and people may notice 
that when they're listening to the tape. 

We've just talked about the huge reserves that you made available for petroleum 
exploration purposes, but did the government knock on doors and say you were prepared to 
do that? How did people out there know that this is an interest the government has? 

COURT Thank you, by the way for mentioning about my voice; I am struggling a 
bit. 

You'll realise that the oil industry is very international. It's very international and they've 
got their spies everywhere, and they're looking for expansion. There's been a great 
dominance of the Middle East and you know how dangerous that became when we had the 
energy crisis; it affected the whole world. It not only affected the whole world about the 
threat to supply but more particularly it threatened the whole economy of the world. It 
turned things completely upside down. For instance, Japan had to take some very, very 
strong, quick action to overcome the crisis that was confronting them. Therefore they are 
watching everywhere. So when you make it known that areas are going to be made 
available, you don't do it in secret, you make it known publicly that these areas are 
available, they're thrown open and the extraordinary thing is that you don't get a rush, or 
you didn't in those days, get a rush of the people that have got the established expertise. 

I mean take the two cases we've been talking about. Old Bill Walkley, great enthusiast that 
he was, great optimist that he was, I've known him walking down the aisle of a plane 
coming from Melbourne to Sydney or to Perth, hawking his shares, telling people what a 
great thing this is going to be for Australia. He must have been breaking every rule in the 
book, but it didn't worry old Bill with his cowboy hat and so on. But he was a great 
optimist, a great enthusiast about it all. We need these people. 

Now the fact is that they didn't have any competition in taking up those areas. The same 
with Woodside. People can't say that anyone got a favour or that we were being unrealistic. 
They look at a place like Texas today, where you fly over some of the suburbs there and 
you see those - I forget what they call them. You know those pumps that are going up and 
down, up and down; they've got a name for them ['noddies']. You fly over some of the 
backyards there and they're everywhere. They actually deal these days in pieces of land not 
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much bigger than you build a house on, but you've got a proven history. The whole of that 
gulf area and the land around it has got this proven history as a result of many, many years 
of search starting off with the inevitable failures and then you prove a field and you can 
start to get very precise. 

No doubt in future the areas thrown open for selection in Western Australia will get 
smaller and smaller as people are homing in on something that is substantially proven as a 
petroleum area. So you're not comparing like with like. But when you look at it, we haven't 
done badly because we've come from these huge areas that no company could fully exploit, 
but as a result of what was done you're now getting to a situation where these fields are 
bobbing up everywhere. I was very impressed [with a recent map]' and I hope I'll bring you 
in the latest report on these. It's a very impressive series of dots around this comparatively 
small area, where they've either got oil or gas. You're talking about quite big quantities. 
You're now starting to see a link-up of these different projects so that they're not being as 
selfish or as unrealistic as they might have been a few years ago. If you've got one project 
that can be operated successfully from an island and you're within a commercial distance of 
it, well it makes good sense to join together and have a common carrier type of thing for 
your pipeline, whether it be for oil or for gas, bearing in mind, of course, oil is so much 
easier to handle at sea than is gas. 

RJ Sir Charles this document I referred to that you prepared for the Royal 
Commission clearly had a great deal of time put into it. How come you chose to make such 
a thorough job of that exercise? 

COURT The explanation is very simple. I was absolutely incensed when I found that 
the Lawrence government, for a very narrow, mean political purpose, had placed this item 
on the end of the terms of reference. Obviously they hoped that the Royal Commission 
would dredge up something that might cast a reflection on the Court government and the 
work that it had done on this particular project, and then they'd say, "Well, this discredits 
all the work the Liberal and Country Party governments have done over the years." It was 
as simple as that. I thought it was a terrible thing they did. 

Now it's one thing to score nasty little political points for the sake of local political gain, 
but any responsible government has to have some regard for the international impact. 
When you're dealing with a project like this; it's one of the world's great projects. It's not 
just another mining or farming or similar development, it's one of the world's great energy 
projects. It's certainly the biggest single project ever undertaken in Australia. You can 
imagine the international repercussions of doing this because you've got these great 
companies like Shell, BP, Calasiatic, BHP involved, and they're subject to this Royal 
Commission. Overseas they don't look at it as a small-minded, little local government here 
trying to take a political point over somebody that's even retired many years. 

Sir Charles provided three maps: "North West Shelf Oil & Gas" (0 16 269), "Barrow Sub Basin 
Locality Map" (016 267). "Carnarvon Basin Permits, Wells & Fields Showing Wapet Areas of Interest" (016 
268). These maps have been deposited in the Battye Library map collection, at the accession nos. shown in 
brackets (RJ). 
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So I felt very strongly about it. Also I had complete confidence, not only in myself in the 
matter, but the people who had worked with me, including the officers of the government, 
whether they be in my own departments or whether they be in the SEC. Therefore there 
was no alternative but to drop everything and together with Peter Jones, who was the 
responsible minister for important parts of the project after Mensaros, and make sure that 
all the records were there, and that the people who were going to give evidence didn't lose 
their memory! 

Now I say that with some feeling because you'll recall that this Royal Commission became 
quite famous by the number of people from the Labor Party and people who worked for the 
Labor Party in the Burke/Dowding/Lawrence period who either had lost their memory or 
they couldn't recall. I think the favourite expression was, "I cannot recall." It became 
something of joke around the town. Now I was determined that we were going to make 
sure that all of the story was there, all of the records were there, and it took a lot of work. It 
took hours and hours, days and days, weeks and weeks, in fact, trying to get this 
information together, bearing in mind we weren't in government and we had to rely on 
records outside of the government most of the time. Fortunately Peter Jones had kept much 
better records of his time in government than I had. Between the two of us we were able to 
put his submission together and my submission together and go to the Commission with 
absolute confidence that they were going to get the whole story, and they were going to get 
"the whole truth and nothing but the truth" about the whole thing. 

In fact I was very annoyed when the Commission wouldn't allow certain parts of my 
submission to be dealt with because I was quite sure if they'd have been dealt with they 
would have given us the right to call ministers like David Parker and others up, and let 
them be questioned on the veracity or otherwise of our interpretation of the deals. That 
would have been very enlightening because you have to realise that, with due modesty, we 
knew more about the negotiations of these things and the operation of these things than the 
Labor Party has ever learnt. So we were in a completely different position to what they 
were. The 1985 debacle would never have occurred if they'd have known what they were 
doing, the magnitude of the project, the nature of the project, and not only the project thus 
far, but the project in the future that was already built into it. 

So it was very important that this document be prepared and that I be ready to answer any 
questions. Well you now know, of course, it was an absolute fizzog. 

END OF TAPE 128 SIDE B 
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COURT You now know it was an absolute fizzog. I felt like Grade Fields: "1 took 
my harp to the party and no-one would let me play", because it was so clearly presented 
and documented. The other important thing of which I was very proud was that all of the 
officers (some of them hadn't been with the government for ten years) who were called to 
give evidence, had superb memories of what had happened and they were very, very 
forthcoming and straightforward in their comments. It must have impressed the 
Commissioners after all the experience they'd had for month after month of people without 
recall. I was rather proud as I sat there and they all were very, very frank. In fact I 
remember one of the officers who hadn't been in the government employ for ten years, 
when the Commissioners and their counsel were finding some difficulty in identifying a 
particular thing, that he very casually said, "If you look at page so-and-so, you'll find the 
answer." It said all. Some of these people, by the way, had been working out of the SEC 
and working in the Premier's own department and Treasury and could have been, had they 
been lesser people, contaminated by that, but their answers were equally forthcoming and 
forthright. So it wasn't very long before the Commissioners decided that the whole thing 
was a farce. 

Then when we went on to the second phase about the actual pipeline construction, which 
didn't concern me so much as it did people like Jones who were actually involved in that 
era, it wasn't very long after the star witness, who was going to allegedly give some very, 
very damning evidence and which the West Australian was waiting for because they'd been 
fed this information, that particular witness collapsed [i.e. his evidence collapsed] within a 
few minutes of starting. The evidence just fizzled out and the Commission spent the next 
two or three hours ringing up witnesses telling them not to bother to come in because the 
whole thing had collapsed. That's how devastating the whole thing was. It should never 
have been on the agenda in the first place. It didn't do us a lot of good internationally to 
think that we have governments [i.e. the Lawrence government] like that. 

So that's the reason why a lot of work went into it. I can say that the best part of 12 months 
work went into that, in preparing in advance of it coming up at the end of the 
Commission's work, virtually. I was determined that if the records existed they would be 
produced. Between my own records, Peter Jones' records, some of the other [former 
Liberal] ministers' records, and some of the SEC records, we were able to put the story 
together. 

You would realise, of course, when you're writing a document like that you're not allowed 
to introduce a lot of political propaganda into it; you've got to be pretty cold-blooded in 
your statements. So as a document it stands on its own and no doubt Peter Jones's 
submission would stand on its own too. But it didn't alter my anger and my concern at the 
fact that it was on the agenda at all because even that document [my submission] doesn't 
give you any of the drama that went on to bring it to where we eventually got it. 

Even when we were on the eve of signing that document [i.e. the 1980 main agreement], 
the company still had reservations; I'm talking about the Joint Venturers. It was no 
bonanza. Had the price of oil that was going to develop in the future been known to them, 
they wouldn't have signed it. But one of the big things about negotiating these sort of 
projects is to get to a point of decision, get the government locked in with commitments, 
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and get the companies locked in with their commitments. When you're dealing with people 
of the calibre of these people, Shell, Calasiatic, BP, BHP, they will perform, and they have 
performed, and they've performed magnificently, with the result that you have this great 
pipeline from north to south, you have a new pipeline being negotiated, you have new 
projects that are being developed, and they're getting to a point when they'll be able to 
deregulate natural gas, which means you're going to have more competition for oil. But 
the base load - and this must never be forgotten - the base load is still going to be the 
North West Shelf for many, many years to come. [People often overlook it is not only 
underwriting the quantity but also the quality and specification of the natural gas.] So the 
total concept has to be borne in mind. It's very hard to communicate that to people. 

But can I come back to some of the drama that went on. For instance the efforts of 
Whitlam and R F X Connor to destroy the project. 

Ri Just before you get on to that, you made the comment in what you've just 
told us that had David Parker fully understood the background to that agreement and the 
details of that agreement he would not have said some of the things that he said. What sort 
of records did you leave behind when you left office? Was that information available to 
him? 

COURT The whole of the information was available; I mean otherwise how could 
we, out of office, many years out of office, produce what we did. They would have had 
easier access to those documents than I had or Jones had, because they're sitting on all the 
records, unless they had, for some reasons of their own, destroyed them, as they did with 
some other records. As you know, it's now history, that over some things their shredders 
were working overtime. But they would have had much easier access to these records. 
There was no embargo on them at all, they were government records. I worked on that 
principle. That's why I took so little stuff of my own when I left because I believed they 
were records of the State and they belonged to the State. So I had no compunction about 
another government having a look at the reasons why I'd done certain things. 

If they'd have understood the project, for instance they wouldn't have got into the 1985 
debacle when they allowed the companies, the joint venturers, in desperation to go to the 
Commonwealth Government and get them involved in the act. That brought a lot of 
troubles that we're still paying for, again because Parker and Burke didn't understand what 
it was all about. Then later on in 1987 and '88 (1 think it was about that time), when they 
started to say to the world, "Look we're short of gas. We want people to come and find 
some more gas." But they had no regard for the basic contract they had on the North West 
Shelf, and the importance of preserving and protecting your base lode. That's why it had 
"take or pay" provisions. There would be no agreement if you hadn't had "take or pay" 
provisions. 

These are things that it's very hard to get across to the media, it's very hard to get across to 
the public, but I think as a result of that Royal Commission, because it was such a fizzog in 
respect of this North West Shelf item, it probably established for once and for all that we 
did run an honest government, we ran a sensible government, we followed proper 
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procedures and that we didn't ride rough shod over the advice we got. Everything was 
given its proper consideration. 

That was one of the features of the evidence that came out of the Royal Commission, the 
number of officers, senior officers as well as middle-management officers, who were quite 
categorical that the government was a sensible government to work with, that their 
professional advice was heeded, at least was taken into account before decisions were 
made, and decisions were properly communicated. 

Try as hard as they would with one of the counsel to the Commission, he tried mighty hard 
to break some of these fellows and they wouldn't have a bar of it because they knew how 
the thing had been done. There was nothing extraordinary about it, there was no great 
brilliance about it, it was just the sensible, commonsense way to do things. If the 
Commission did nothing else, it demonstrated that this is how the government was run and 
this is how governments should be run. So the more people who study that document and 
study the findings of the Royal Commission and the evidence of the Royal Commission, 
the better from my point of view because hopefully some people will learn a few lessons 
about how you run government and how you keep it simple and going straightforward 
down-the-line, and identifying people's responsibilities, identifying decisions as they're 
made. Some of the records that went into the Cabinet minutes were fairly exhaustive. 
Some of them no doubt we could let you have if you wanted them, but all they do is to 
demonstrate the detail in which these things were studied, and the extent to which Cabinet 
was informed. That was the important thing. 

I believe with all my heart that Cabinet government fails if there's not collective 
responsibility. Now if you want to have collective responsibility you've got to make sure 
that everybody's informed. One thing that came out of that was the amount of detail, 
progressive detail with which Cabinet was informed by me or by Mensaros or by Jones, at 
the appropriate times, and the extent to which Treasury were brought in to comment where 
they should comment, the extent to which SEC got involved. Therefore it's important that 
people in the future understand that when you have a project of that magnitude and that 
complexity, that it's very important that it be studied, it be researched, it be argued and 
negotiated, so that when you finally put something down on paper everyone knows what 
they're committed to and they know also the rough from the smooth. 

Now the "take or pay" contract was critical to the thing. Without it there'd have been no 
project. So anyone making their final judgment about it, quite apart from the success it's 
been and the importance it is to the economic structure of this State, to say nothing of 
employment, to say nothing of the expertise that we've got we wouldn't otherwise have, 
they've got to realise there comes a time in the life of any government, any project, when 
somebody has to be prepared to bite the bullet and make the decision. It was equally hard 
for the companies, for the joint venturers then, as it was for us because they knew that at 
that point it was marginal. Now they had to gamble on the price of oil improving, which it 
didn't. They've been through some very lean times. That's why I say if we hadn't have 
clinched the deal then, it could very easily have been postponed indefinitely. That's the one 
thing you can't stand when you're trying to press on with a State like ours that desperately 
needs these sorts of projects. I think the moral in the story is that if you can open a door, it 
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gives you the chance of opening many, many other doors that flow from there and that's 
exactly what's happened with North West Shelf. 

I believe that we have already recorded some of the drama that went on between the States 
and the federal government. 

RI I'm just going to stop you again, I'm sorry, but it's just that you have just 
been saying things that are important I think in what Murray has in his book, From the 
Edge of a Timeless Land, in what Mensaros had to say. Now you did refer to this in our 
last interview and that you actually tackled Mensaros about the way he didn't give credit to 
all of the people involved. But the impression is given here.... You've just talked about you 
involved the departments who were part of that decision-making process and you kept 
Cabinet informed, etc. Mensaros actually makes the comment, "The Mines Department 
opposed us."' Is that correct? 

COURT I can't recall any straight out opposition and I don't know if he says why 

RJ He doesn't. 

COURT ....and on what basis. I think again it was unfortunate that he used that 
expression because in my experience we had nothing but cooperation from these 
departments. Now it's right and proper that if they have a professional or administrative 
reason why they don't like something the government is going to do, then they have to say 
it. We were rather proud of the fact that we had people of the competence of Parker and 
Munro, Gorham and others who had no compunction at all. It was just like Townsing in 
the Treasury and McCarrey in the Treasury. They could be very strong in their views on 
things, that was good, but then it was the job of the elected government, as they accepted 
without question, to deliberate on the advice they got and make the final decisions, because 
the elected government makes the final decisions. Unfortunately today governments are 
getting away from this. They'll take refuge under reports and conferences and discussions 
and so on. But I'm very strong on this that the elected government of the day finally carries 
the can on this and it goes to the elections on its successes or failures. But I'm at a loss to 
find out, to recall offhand where it was right to say that they opposed us. Does he say in 
what particulars? 

RJ No, he doesn't at all. He just merely makes that one sentence, "The Mines 
Department opposed us."2  He's actually saying that he "almost single-handedly rescued the 
project"3  and you have said how unfair that was. 

1 Robert Murray. From the Edge of a Timeless Land: a histoty of the North West Shelf Gas Project, Allen & 
Unwin, Sydney, 1991, p. 61. 

3lbid., p. 60. 
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COURT Well, I can come back to that one because.... 

RJ And I think it's also fair too, because you've just talked about Cabinet and 
keeping Cabinet informed. He says, "I talked to Cabinet for more than an hour to get its 
support",' almost as if he had to persuade them reluctantly. So could you comment on that 
overall? 

COURT Look I'm sorry that Mensaros has recorded it that way. [It is not correct] 
and I had to see him, although he was very sick at the time, but I couldn't allow him to go 
without some record, which I duly properly recorded at the time, to him, to tell him that we 
weren't amused about it, that it wasn't correct, and that he has always received full credit 
for what he did. 

Now one of his strong points, based on his legal background before he ever migrated to 
this State, was that a unilateral assigning of renewal would be challengeable, but it would 
at least give the parties a piece of paper on which they could litigate if they wanted to, 
maybe to seek compensation and that sort of thing. Now that was one of many points that 
were taken into account. The Mines Department, of course, would have been looking at the 
documents as they were and would have said it's a joint operation. But in all of this, the 
discussions that were going on between the companies [joint venturers] and us and the 
intervention of Medcalf as Attorney General, and others, the Crown Law Department, they 
were the people that were putting together the final case on which we could go forward and 
confront the joint venturers. 

We'd got to a point of no return with Whitlam and with R F X Connor. After you've had a 
look at your records we might come back and deal with those things in more detail. 

RJ You have certainly put on record your problems with both R F X Connor 
and Whitlam. 

COURT But there were some memorable meetings. 

RJ Yes, and that's what we're not sure if it's already on the record. 

COURT But we can come back to them if you haven't got them, if I've got them 
confused with some other statements that I've made on these issues. But they were very 
dramatic days, and the meetings that we had with Whitlam and some of his ministers in the 
early days of my ministry, and then we had with Whitlam, Connor, Lennox Hewitt, 
Mensaros and myself. So anyhow if you haven't got those recorded already we can come 
back to them,2  because they are very important in the overall atmosphere in which this very 
difficult project was negotiated. 

'Ibid., p.61. 

2  N record of these meetings having been recorded on tape could be found, and they were therefore discussed later, 
see pp.  1734 -39, this transcript (RI). 
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But coming back more specifically to Andrew Mensaros's comments, don't forget this book 
was written quite a while after the events and quite a while after Andrew had been the 
responsible minister. There were times when controversy was blowing up over this thing 
and some very wrong statements were being made by Parker and others trying to besmirch 
this great project. They were very much supported by the media in those days, first of all 
when Murray was at the Western Mail, and then when he transferred over to the West 
Australian. Both Peter Jones and I found it rather difficult to get basic information from 
Andrew at the time. That's why I got very worried when we went further down the track 
and we were looking at the prospect of having a lot more cooperation from him. I could see 
his health was failing because when I talked to him he just didn't seem to have the 
sharpness or the cooperation that we'd had in previous times. 

Nevertheless, I was very disappointed when that came out in the book, because it was quite 
unfair. He gives the impression of Horatius holding the bridge. It was nothing like that. 
The fellow that had to do all the talking and the persuasion about this was me. I was the 
Premier, and I was the one that was going to have to carry the can with Whitlam and with 
R F X Connor, and then with the companies. 

Admittedly the ministers have their role to play, but it's quite wrong to give the impression 
that he was having to browbeat the ministry over this thing. It was nothing of that sort at 
all. It wasn't as dramatic as that. It might have been easier for me if it had been, but it 
wasn't, because in all of these representations the person that I relied on most was Medcalf; 
he was the Attorney General. Medcalfs not only a good lawyer, but he's a very 
conservative person, and Medcalf was the last one that would encourage me to go into 
something if it carried any risk. I remember Medcalf saying to me, "Well," he said, "you 
know if we sign this we may be in breach of the agreement, but wouldn't it be lovely if they 
prosecuted a Premier and put him gaol on the eve of an election? Wouldn't it be wonderful 
to think that we were fighting the federal government to that extent, and they were 
prepared to go to that limit," and some of the more humorous observations about the thing. 

The main discussions I had, with due respect to Andrew, were with Medcalf, bearing in 
mind that he in turn was calling on all the brains he could. Medcalfs great strength as 
Attorney General was his capacity to not only help with the law, but also the good sense 
the man had - not only a political sense, but the good common sense. It's one thing to 
know what the law is, it's another thing to know how to handle things sensibly and in a 
good commonsense way, often without being too precise about the law. The commonsense 
solution invariably wins. 

I don't record this out of any antagonism towards Andrew because I helped him a lot over 
the years, and I always regarded him as a good loyal minister, but out of fairness to some of 
the others who were involved in this exercise. Don't forget we had to demonstrate to 
Cabinet what the risks were, and there were risks. In terms of personal risk I was the one 
taking the greatest risk because in the final analysis it was going to be my decision to sign 
any renewals that had to be made. 

However, we don't want to flog it unnecessarily because I do believe it was just that 
Andrew had got to a stage when his health was failing and he was starting to have this and 
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a number of other cases where he probably felt that he hadn't got all the credit that he 
should have had. Also I told you once before that he rather resented Jones being put into 
that portfolio, because he felt that he should continue and I had to explain to him and to 
Cabinet the reason why I'd put Jones in was that we already had me that had a lot of 
knowledge of negotiation, you'd already had Mensaros that had had quite a lot of 
experience with negotiation, and if I wasn't there you'd have a government with only one 
minister that had any knowledge of this sort of thing. It was my responsibility to try and 
prepare the government for the future, not only for today. I was very anxious, because of 
the complexity of this agreement, to have more than one minister that understood what it 
was all about. I think my judgment was vindicated. The fact that Mensaros had a term at it 
so that he had the background of resource development and how you negotiate and how 
you bring these things to finality, and then Jones had the same experience, so that when I 
dropped out we had two ministers there that had had practical experience under my 
guidance. So I was rather proud of that. 

RJ Sir Charles, when Mensaros is talking about these original negotiations, 
Medcalf was not actually Attorney General at that time. These went on for a long period of 
time, of course, and then Medcalf became Attorney General in December '75, but he'd been 
an honorary minister since June. 

COURT Well, I think I have explained to you that I had some difficulty in getting 
Medcalf to become a minister. Medcalf is a very honourable person and he was quite frank 
about it. He had a number of interests that he felt that he'd have to resign from if he became 
a minister and he just couldn't bring himself at that time to separate himself from those 
private enterprise interests that he had. Don't forget he was then the senior partner in a very 
successful and prestigious law firm. He would have been one of the few people in 
Parliament that would have been worse off as a member than had he stayed with his 
profession, because he was very senior. 

So we had to bring him in as an honorary minister because there wasn't a Cabinet vacancy 
until we could get the law adjusted. If I remember rightly, we had to amend the law so as to 
have an extra minister or something of that kind. I can't recall anyone that was about to 
retire to make a place for him. So we had to bring him in as an honorary minister which 
meant you could do without transgressing. He didn't get paid as an honorary minister, but 
he was quite willing, once he'd made the decision, to go along. 

Also I have to say that before he became a minister he was very generous with his time in 
discussing matters that normally you'd discuss with an attorney general. I think that 
explains why Andrew refers to the fact that he was talking to Medcalf, which would be 
right and proper. But he [Medcalf] was quite generous; he would often talk to me. So we 
owe a lot to Medcalf for the way that he not only took up his duties but also was so ready 
and willing to give his advice, his professional advice [before he was a minister], which 
cost the government nothing, of course. Mensaros, obviously like myself, was talking to 
Medcalf before he actually became even an honorary minister. 
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I ran into a problem with him [Medca!f] being an honorary minister because when you're 
an honorary minister you have to work under a minister. The responsibility for what you do 
is taken by the substantive minister. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 129 
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COURT So you do get a conflict where you've got a minister like Mensaros who 
was highly qualified, very experienced, and he is working under a substantive minister who 
is nominally accepting the responsibility for what he does. Now some ministers, being 
human beings, they react differently to others. I ran into a problem with that particular case 
where the minister concerned rather fell in love with the title of Minister for Justice 
because it had a certain amount of aura and a certain amount of prestige about it. He 
couldn't be called Attorney General because he was not a lawyer. But I had to intervene 
because this minister was being very childish, until we could get the Act altered. To expect 
a man like Medcalf to go through all the fiddly things that this particular minister expected 
him to was just beyond a joke, so we had to read the riot act a bit on that. But the point I 
want to make is that Medcalf was effective long before he became officially the Attorney 
General. As such I was forever grateful to him, because it was at a time when we badly 
needed his sort of advice. It demonstrated, of course, that it's so much better if you can 
have a very good lawyer as Attorney General. 

RJ So Neil McNeill was the person you would have been talking about as 
Minister for Justice. 

COURT He was the Minister for Justice, yes. 

RJ Yes. Did he not have a legal background? 

COURT No, no. See had he had a legal background, we would have gone the whole 
hog and made him Attorney General, but you can't have an Attorney General who isn't a 
qualified practitioner. That's why under the old English system, I don't know about today, 
but they regarded the position of Attorney General as so important that up until one stage (I 
don't know if it still prevails), if they didn't feel they had a minister of sufficient seniority 
who was a qualified lawyer, they had the right to bring in one from the community who 
was the only person in the Cabinet that could be a minister without being a member of 
Parliament. 

That is the significance of an Attorney General. We don't understand it properly in 
Australia. It's tremendously important that you have a person of outstanding competence 
who becomes the Attorney General and Medcalf is one of the outstanding Attorneys 
General we've had, not only in this State but in other States, because of his background as a 
lawyer and as a person and his plain good sense in handling these situations. 

RJ Sir Charles you have said previously at our last interview that the North 
West Shelf agreement was "a very difficult agreement to negotiate."1  Again we refer to the 
fact that you have given us the steps involved and you've talked about the difficulties with 
the federal government, but can you just sum up for me what you had in mind. What were 
the real problems? 

1 This transcript, p. 1689. 
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COURT The real problems were the magnitude of the project, bearing in mind it was 
one of the world's great projects at that time. I think it would have ranked at least third, if 
not second, in terms of complexity and magnitude. It was a long way offshore; it was not 
as though it was just 40 or 50 kilometres. It was in very deep water. Compare it, for 
instance, with the project that I went up to Brunei to have a look at when we were 
negotiating. I wanted to see what an offshore project looked like so I went up there and I 
took Mensaros with me. But that was a piece of cake compared with this one because your 
rigs were not all that far off the shore. Still an offshore project, having to bring the gas 
ashore and all that sort of thing, but it was nothing of the complexity or the size of this 
particular one. You didn't have the depth of water; you didn't have the distance out to sea. 
All of this adds to cost and all of this affects the economics of the project. 

So it was bringing all of these things together that made it so difficult. First of all there had 
to be a base load which became known as the domestic gas. That at least gave them bread 
and butter to earn something while the project came to its final fruition. That project is 
where the "take or pay" contract comes into it. Without that there would have been no 
project. So we had to think long and hard on that one, the responsibilities that we were 
accepting. We were dependent on the estimates of the SEC, both for now and for the 
future. In all of this it was a very difficult decision for us to make. 

Now on the other hand it was equally difficult for the companies. They had to harmonise 
their joint venture interests and they also then had to justify to their boards, internationally 
as well as locally, that the project would pay its keep, that they could afford to invest 
billions - not millions but billions. These companies need to be satisfied because we were 
competing with many other projects within those companies. As big as they are they 
haven't got a bottomless pit. So we were dependent on them going along with our 
proposition that here was a stable country, with political stability as well as economic 
stability, and where contracts are honoured, and therefore they could give us some credits 
for that maybe, if the margin was a little bit thin compared with doing the same exercise in 
another country. Most of the other countries would not have been as difficult as this one; 
they wouldn't have been so far offshore or in such deep water. So they had to suck hard on 
this one and work hard on it. I give full marks to the Australian senior representatives of all 
these joint venturers. I think they were just as steamed up about it as I was, and the 
government was, to put their name to a project of this kind. 

Eventually they, of course, had to go and convince their boards. You had the hiccup that 
occurred with Burmah. Burmah got into trouble within itself and they became what 
R F X Connor referred to as "the cripple". He thought because of this "cripple" that had 
been so heavily involved in finding the gas, it would be an ideal moment for them [the 
Whitlam Government] to step in and administer the coup d'etat and pick up the project on 
the cheap. But he didn't allow for what was going on in the negotiations.' 

Sir Charles added further information about these negotiations which follow after the end of tape 13013, pp. 
1746-1749, this transcript. 
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We were very pleased when within themselves the joint venturers worked out the 
replacement of Burmah with BHP. That did two things: it overcame the Burmah problem 
as far as we were concerned and, of course, it gave us a big lift in the Australian 
component to have the Big Australian as being on equal standing with your Shells and your 
Calasiatics and your BPs. So out of that hiccup came a lot of good as far as we were 
concerned. You put all these things together and you can imagine there were some very 
wearisome and worrying discussions going on, advice being fed in from Treasury, advice 
being fed in from SEC, and information being fed in from the joint venturers. 

The final decision on this thing was made in the middle of the night because we'd been on 
it for days. When we got to this crucial point, and there is always a crucial point with a 
project like this, I know Sir James McNeill [BHP] was the spokesman for the joint 
venturers and the thing that had to be finalised before the thing could be completed was the 
"take or pay" contract. It would have been 3 a.m. in the morning his time, I a.m. my time, 
when we finally hammered out the method by which we could go into the project, which 
includes what was known as "the lifeboat clause".' These are the things, the machinations 
of an agreement of this magnitude. They're tremendously important in a project like this, 
because you're committing the State for a long way down the future and the companies 
themselves are committing themselves. You must realise this that [some] governments had 
a bad track record. When the game starts, governments have been known to change the 
goalposts or change the rules, but they won't ever let the companies do that; they hold the 
companies to it. So the companies were very conscious of this: whatever they signed they'd 
be forced to honour, as it should be. But on the other hand I had to convince them that 
they'd have a watertight agreement with the government and the best way to get that was to 
have a ratified agreement. 

We eventually got there. There was a lot of hoo-ha about the fact that I was pressing to get 
the agreement signed on my birthday. Well, I think if they look at the records they'll find it 
wasn't my birthday. I think it was 30 September; my birthday's the 29th. But there was a lot 
of the sort of hoo-ha that went on. It makes you mad when you're trying to do something 
that's terribly important and somebody brings up these snotty-nosed little things and tries to 
make them important. Unfortunately the media being receptive as they are [to a headline], 

To explain what I mean: the lifeboat clause is covered in Article 11, Section 3, Part 1 of the contract which 
states that irrespective of all the other pricing mechanisms, the underlying philosophy of the contract is that "the 
gas must be able to be commercially marketed in a mixed-energy market". This important safeguard was 
sacrificed by the Burke Labor Government when there was the debacle between that government, the joint 
venturers, and the Commonwealth government in late 1984/early 1985. As a result of the concessions made by 
the Burke Government, the price redetermination provisions were frozen for five years from 1 July 1985 to 30 
June 1990, at the end of which time it was extended for a further three years. This effectively also suspended 
the lifeboat clause and changed the basic philosophy whereby the government and SECWA took the risk on 
agreed volume and the joint venturers took the risk on price. Under the altered arrangements brought about by 
the Burke government, the government and SEC WA were effectively taking the risk on both volume and price 
which then applied from 1 July 1985 for the following eight years. Subsequently, following actions by the 
Richard Court government, a new regime was negotiated in 1994. The basic principles of the original purchase 
contract were reinstated whereby the government and SEC WA took the risk on agreed volume and the joint 
venturers on price, an arrangement made possible by the flexibility incorporated into the original agreements 
(CC). 
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they're inclined to fall for the bait. But that was far from our thoughts. The big thing we 
wanted to negotiate was this agreement which was going to be memorable in Australia's 
history as well as in Western Australia's history and more particularly what it did to change 
us from being energy deficient to being energy surplus. Don't forget that's important for 
Australia, not only for us. We were rather proud of it and I think it's worked out as we 
planned. It's had its moments but that's been mainly due, of course, to the markets rather 
than to the validity or the good sense of the agreement. 

I pay tribute to the companies because they've faced up to their side of it. This is what 
happens when you get big companies that have got the expertise. The main provider of 
technology, of course, has been Shell ever since Burmah dropped out. When you talk about 
Shell you're talking about the world [-wide company]. Plus the fact that when these 
companies get into difficulties like they did over the legs on that new platform, they've got 
the world's petroleum expertise to call on. This is the difference between the private sector 
doing it and the government sector. Now that's cost over 300 million to fix that hiccup and 
not a cent of that will come back on to the taxpayer; that's entirely the problem of the 
private sector. 

So they should get credit for bringing all the technology they have. It would be world's best 
as far as technology is concerned, and when you look at the project and the complexities of 
it and the way they can bring this gas from so far from a well up to the main platform and 
then bring it ashore and they can take the various components out of it and they've got 
these huge constructions in place that look huge now, then you realise there's more buried 
for security and safety reasons than there is actually to show, and that's the enormity of it 
all. 

To think that they are not getting the return that they would normally expect. Of course, we 
shrug our shoulders and say, well, that's their problem. Of course it's their problem, but on 
the other hand as a State and as a nation we're much better if these people are doing well 
because if they're making big profits they pay a lot of tax and what's more they want some 
more of the action. So my great worry always was they wouldn't make enough, but we 
weren't prepared to underwrite it. We couldn't because we didn't have the budgets that 
could underwrite a thing like this. The best we could do was the "take or pay". You're 
going to finish up, you're going to need all the gas they can find as evidenced by the panic, 
the premature panic by the Labor government in 1987, 1988, when they were screaming 
out for more gas and they started to deregulate without knowing what they were doing. 

RJ In all of this, you've already spoken of the '75 trip around the world when 
you talked to joint venturers etc., and then you've just talked about what went on to come 
to the agreement, how much of this was Charles Court and how much of it were your 
ministers and other people? 

COURT The detailed day-to-day negotiations were essentially the ministers and 
SEC. The SEC would be talking to the joint venturers about some technical matters. The 
minister would be talking about policy matters. All the time, as came out from the 
evidence given to the Royal Commission, there was this constant communication between 
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the minister and the Premier and the Premier and Cabinet. It was a model example of how 
this was going on all the time. I'd learnt my lessons from the 12 years with David Brand 
when I was the "one-stop shop". If you want to go ahead successfully and with confidence 
with projects of this kind for goodness sake keep your Premier, keep your ministers 
informed. You've only got to have one slip-up where you fail to keep somebody informed 
and all hell's let loose. If you're keeping people informed it's amazing how they will go 
along with the action. It's no different to ordinary human beings whether you're doing little 
things or big things. If you know what somebody's up to and it's in accordance with what 
you thought it should be, you have no problems. It's even in family life the same. The 
bigger they are, it doesn't make any difference, it's just that you've got to observe the rules. 
So this constant communication SEC to the minister, the minister to me, and me to the 
Cabinet, the minister with the joint venturers, the SEC with the joint venturers, was going 
on all the time. But there has to be somebody who eventually guides something of this 
magnitude through Cabinet and that can only be the Premier. 

Some of Mensaros's reporting to the government was absolutely superb (that's reporting to 
Cabinet) and it was part of the policy. One submission there was like a book, but it was 
done with a purpose so that every minister had the opportunity to understand the 
complexities and the dangers and the problems that were likely to be inherited. For that 
reason, I can't recall any single minister ever saying I wasn't told. Subsequently when the 
bullets started to fly when we were out of government, of course, I can't remember any of 
them that came back and had any second thoughts about the thing at all, in their 
conversations with me. They were supremely confident that we'd done it the right way as 
came out with the Royal Commission. 

U Murray gives the impression in his book that the problems with the federal 
government didn't end with Whitlam's demise in '75. He also says in the time of Fraser that 
there were many disputes between the Commonwealth and the W A Government "over the 
borders of their respective areas of influence."' Is he right in saying that? 

COURT Yes and no. The federal government never surrenders any of its powers 
cheerfully. Don't forget we had a very clear understanding before the election, before the 
1975 election, that this was going to be a joint project and that we were going to be doing 
the administration. For us to be the second fiddle in this thing it would have been hopeless. 
But we had already thrashed this out and so we weren't prepared to give an inch. They were 
always trying different things. 

I remember one thing. Mensaros came to me, he was almost in tears from the fact they 
were trying to get us environmentally. Now they couldn't attack us on another side, but 
another department had decided they were going to get in there. I well remember the letter 
that I wrote to the Prime Minister, which was a pretty naughty sort of a letter, but I wanted 
him to be under no misapprehension we weren't going to have this sabotaged by some 

1 Robert Murray From the Edge, 1991. p. 75. 
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minister and his department that was trying to flex its muscles to get into the act. I know 
that one didn't last very long, but it was one of the irritants along the road. 

The proofs in the eating; we retained our position. As I say it was only because the Burke 
government didn't understand the complexities in the way these things have to be run that 
they got into that trouble in 1985. Of course, they virtually forced the joint venturers to go 
direct to the Commonwealth seeking help. Well, you never let the Commonwealth in your 
front door because they just love it. Any excuse to get their foot in the door and then keep 
prising the door open. Well, as I said very clearly in my submission to the Royal 
Commission, it should never have got into that position. They obviously hadn't understood 
or didn't take any notice of the advice they got. 

But there was no insurmountable problem there and the last thing they should have done 
was to let the joint venturers go to the Commonwealth Government, but they went there in 
desperation. You had boys on a man's errand [i.e. at the State Labor government level] and 
so they [the joint venturers] brought the thing to a head by virtually going to the 
Commonwealth Government and seeking help and, of course, they [the Commonwealth] 
couldn't get in the act quick enough. They couldn't believe their luck because they just love 
to flex their muscles and say: "We're the big boys and these are little boys." 

But there are still some repercussions, by the way, from that 1985 deal that was done 
between the State, the federal government [and the joint venturers]. But it's very often hard 
to reverse these things and put the clock back. 

RJ One of the things that regularly comes up in the media about the North 
West Shelf gas project is that the contract decision was made against the SEC's wishes, on 
September 30th, 1980 (quoting from the West in 1990), "just 18 days before a Federal 
election and within the commission's proposed time frame. The SEC was stopped from 
signing simultaneous contracts with the consortium and the biggest prospective user, 
Alcoa, which would have put it in a stronger negotiating position." 

Now whilst the findings of the Royal Commission into Commercial Activities are readily 
available as part of the public record in their report, Part I, Volume 1, of 1992, 1 think it's 
important to record as part of this interview that according to that Commission in its 
conclusions in that document point 2.18 on page 2-36, they say: 

The Commission has found no suggestion of corruption, illegality or impropriety in 
its inquiry into the North-West Shelf natural gas sales contracts.2  

West, 21 Nov 1990. 

2Report of the Royal Commission into Commercial Activities of Government and Other Matters, Part I, Volume 1, 
1992, 2.18.1, p. 2-36. 
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It goes on to refer to the agreement between the parties, the take-or-pay provisions of that 
agreement and the allegations made by David Parker that SECWA had signed the contracts 
while energy growth rates were falling. 

He claimed that the contracts were the result of 'inept management of the State's 
interests' by the then Liberal Government and had left the State with more gas than 
it could use.]  

The Commission has found that 

There was no evidence to suggest that the commercial judgment of those involved 
in making the contracts was so flawed, if at all, as to be improper.2  

And as far as SECWA was concerned: 

In particular, we have found that: 

SECWA, at all material times negotiated the terms of the Memorandum of 
Understanding which was concluded in November 1977 free of any political 
direction.3  

They talk about SECWA exercising the option under that Memorandum, "of its own 
motion as a result of its assessment of future needs."4  The same applied to its negotiating 
the addendum to the Memorandum. It is said that SECWA at all times: 

maintained an appropriate relationship with the relevant minister.5  

SECWA did not counsel the Government against entering into the contractual 
arrangements with the joint venture partners without a back-to-back contract with 
Alcoa having been first concluded.6  

Ibid., 2.18.3, p. 2-36. 

2lbid., 2.18.5, p. 2-36. 

3Ibid., 2.18.6 (a). p. 2-36. 

4Thid., 2.18.6. (b). p.2-36. 

5lbid., 2.18.6. (c), p.2-37. 

6lbid.. 2.18.6 (e), p. 2-37. 
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Under point 2.18.7 in referring to Sir Charles Court and Mr Peter Jones: 

The Commission has found that neither the then Premier, Sir Charles Court, nor 
Mr Peter Jones, the responsible Minister, required SEC WA to sign the gas sales 
agreements of 30 September 1980. The Premier did not instruct or direct SEC WA 
to abandon the requirement from the JVP or parental guarantees. The timing of the 
execution of the gas sales agreements on 30 September 1980 was not related to the 
impending Federal election.1  

So the findings therefore said, in reverting back to the terms of reference, there were "no 
matters addressed in this chapter" which should be referred to any other authority "with a 
view to the institution of criminal proceedings ,;2  and, to quote: 

There are no matters addressed in this chapter which render changes in the law of 
the State or in administrative or decision-making procedures necessary or desirable 
in the public interest.3  

END OF TAPE 129 SIDE B 

1 lbid., 2.18.7. p. 2-37. 

2lbid., 2.18.8 (a), p. 2-37. 

3lbici.,2.18.8(b).p. 2-37. 
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RI A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the offices of Grant 
Thornton on 26 July 1994. 

Sir Charles, we were talking last time about North West Shelf and you referred to meetings 
with Whitlam and his ministers that were important in this story that we were not confident 
whether had been recorded previously or not. I can find no trace of them having been so, so 
would you mind putting them on the record now. 

COURT Well, both occasions are very important. They are important for a number 
of reasons. But you must realise that I'd been in government under David Brand from 1959 
to '71 and had been very much upfront on all the negotiations that went on, and we had this 
extraordinary situation of a "one stop shop". So quite often I'd be talking to federal 
ministers regardless of their portfolios because we were trying to put the whole package 
together for any negotiation we were doing. This worked like a charm up until 1971. Even 
though we had our own people in power [in Canberra] we still had problems, but we could 
take them head on and if necessary go to the Prime Minister of the day and so on. 

Now we then went out office in 1971 and John Tonkin came in. By 1972 he inherited 
Whitlam. Quite frankly the Tonkin government would have been quite different and might 
have been more difficult to get rid of in 1974 had there been a coalition government in 
Canberra. Now that's rather hard to explain or to understand, but I believe it to be true, 
because it's a strange thing that when you get governments of different political 
persuasions, you do get periods when they try to accommodate one another. At least that 
was my experience. 

But John Tonkin found himself confronted with Whitlam who was going to turn the world 
upside down in three easy lessons. They'd been out of office so long that they felt they just 
had to do something different. They had to get on with the job of socialising Australia and 
letting their socialist doctrines come to the fore. Likewise if Whitlam had been a different 
personality and had been less impetuous and less anxious to make his mark within the 
Labor Party as the socialist that was going to return Australia to the basic original 
philosophies of Labor, he would have lasted much longer, because he wasn't a fool, he 
wasn't without some personality, he wasn't without some leadership qualities. If he'd have 
gone quietly about it, you know, "softly, softly catches monkey", he would have probably 
survived much longer and much better. Had he been a disciple, a committed disciple of 
Fabianism, "softly, softly catches monkey", the philosophy of gradualism, the old story of 
throwing the frog into the pot, which is very apt in these cases, he would probably have 
lasted much, much longer and we'd have done much better [from him during that period]. 

Whether Australia would have been the better for it I'm not prepared to vouch. I don't think 
it would have been, but we'd have probably found that he achieved much more of a 
permanent nature and with less irritation to the community, and less irritation to the private 
sector, than because of the way he went about it. He did try to achieve far too much in too 
short a time and in the end, of course, crashed the lot. So they were only there that 
comparatively short period from 1972 to '75, including a snap election in between that 
period which he won. 
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You've got to get yourself into that situation. So John Tonkin, instead of finding himself 
with a friend in Canberra, found himself with a person who was trying to tip Australia 
upside down, didn't believe in the States, had an Attorney-General in Murphy who 
believed that they could avoid the Constitution, bypass the Constitution, amend the 
Constitution in reality by using the external affairs' power. The man [Murphy] had a 
mission which Whitlam embraced; the High Court helped them. So Tonkin found himself 
confronted with a Prime Minister who was a dedicated centralist and just bulldozed on. 

Included in that, of course, was the question of environment. He [Whitlam] got hooked on 
this environmental issue, with the result that he came in head-on conflict with the WA 
government, then led by John Tonkin. So every time they wanted to make a move they 
found themselves confronted with this superimposed influence from Canberra. 

We'd had it in a modest sort of a way, but we had our own methods of dealing with it 
because we were dealing with our own people and we could quite ruthlessly pursue it with 
the government, not so much publicly, but privately. Then if necessary, with the Liberal 
Party at things like federal conferences and the like. But we were quite rugged about it. I 
make no apologies at all. I kept reminding [our federal] people, "You are federalists. If 
you're not, put your hand up and we'll deal with you another way." So it was not simple but 
it was effective. 

Now John Tonkin found himself in a situation, first of all over North West Shelf, secondly 
over the Alwest Project, and it was unbelievable that with an election coming up in 1974 
that Whitlam virtually killed the Alwest Project, and not for proper reasons at all. As you 
know we went on with a similar project, almost the identical project, admittedly with 
different people involved, and it's now a very prosperous, long-term project with some very 
good international partners in it, supplementing and complimenting what has been done by 
Alcoa with such great success, so there's no doubt about it, the project was a good one. I 
knew all about it. The people involved in it were talking to me all the time [although I was 
in opposition at the time]. I felt sorry for them they were so frustrated. They had the 
support of the [Tonkin] State government, which couldn't buck their own people in 
Canberra. 

From a cold-blooded political point of view, you can imagine we had smiles all over our 
faces. Here they were going to go to an election down in the heart of the South West where 
they badly needed this sort of project and their man in Canberra was going to say, "No, no, 
no." The only way to defeat that was first of all to get a new government in Western 
Australia and then get a new government in Canberra. So you can see the ingredients 
working. 

Now at the same time you had this North West Shelf project and I have reliable 
information that on occasions when the State minister went to conferences with 
R F X Connor, he was treated with disdain, almost put in the corner like a naughty boy, 
because he [Connor] had an absolute contempt for the States, he had a contempt for the 
private sector, and he was aided and abetted by Whitlam. 

Now we knew all this. Our intelligence was pretty good. It had to be. People used to accuse 
me, as you've mentioned before, of being pretty brutal in leading my band of warriors to 
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make sure we won the 1974 election. I think in what I've told you I've made no bones about 
it, we were there to win, and as the leader it was my job to win. Now it wasn't for me to say 
sorry for Mr Tonkin: "These people in Canberra are the trouble, not Mr Tonkin". Our 
slogan was we could deal with Canberra better than they could. We knew how to deal with 
Canberra better than they could, and so we did. 

So with that knowledge I.... We hadn't got to the point when Alwest had been killed in the 
run-up to the election, but we're building up this story ready for the time when we took 
office. So when we did take office in '74, the deed had been done; Alwest had been killed, 
North West Shelf was in disarray because of this claim by R F X Connor that they would 
take over the gas and they would have a pipeline across Australia. It was a crazy idea 
because he was going to take the gas all the way across Australia at great cost and then if 
there was going to be export they were going to turn it to LNG on the other end of the 
pipeline. Just imagine taking it 2000 miles and then process it when you could do it right 
on the spot here with no transport involved at all, like we do now, and off it went to the 
customer. However, that's another story. There have been a lot of stupid things said about 
that pipeline, but let's forget that for the moment. 

So when we got into office in 1974, 1 wrote to Whitlam and said, "Look you're an elected 
government, we're an elected government. You've got certain policies, we've got certain 
policies. Don't you think it would be wise for us to have a very frank, private meeting with 
such ministers as you nominate, to see first of all where are the differences and where we 
have things in common or can be harmonised, so that in the interests of our country we can 
get on with the job." By this time, of course, Alwest was dead, and for all practical 
purposes it looked as though North West Shelf was going to be indefinitely delayed. He 
said yes, he'd only be too pleased. He understood what I was on about. 

Then he had this election, this unexpected election thrust upon them. He was courteous 
enough to phone me and say, "Look, Charles, this election's on and I can't very well divert 
myself from that and talk to you, so if you don't mind we'll have the meeting as soon as the 
election's over." Well, true to his word, the election was over, he was re-elected and he 
phoned me and said, "Now when can we have this meeting?" He said, "I intend to invite a 
number of ministers who I think are key ministers." They included, of course, 
R F X Connor, they included Crean, they included people like Hayden and a number of 
others, whose name escapes me at the moment, but I could easily complete the list for you. 

So we met at the government's residence in Sydney. I can never remember which is 
Admiralty House and which is "Kirribilli". I think Kirribilli is the government one, but 
wherever it was, we met. It was early one morning. I took, by arrangement, Des O'Neil 
with me. That was only to have somebody there that would be privy to what was said. 

Well, it was a very momentous meeting. When the meeting did settle down I saw another 
side of Mr Whitlam that I'd heard about but didn't believe, and that was that he could get 
very, very personal and quite bitter about things. At the time he was having quite a bit of 
trouble internally. While Des and I were sitting there waiting for a couple of late arrivals 
and we were just minding our own business, Gough let fly attacking one of his senators. 
He used a phrase - I'm fairly certain I've got the words right - "And you were one of those 
bastards twisting the dagger in my back." Of course Des and I, being used to working 
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together for a long time, we made a few unseen unheard signals just to shut up and be a 
little mouse in the corner while this went on. I could see it was very embarrassing to the 
rest of the ministers there because they were conscious of the fact that Des and I were 
sitting there, you see, right in the middle of all this. So this little skirmish went on and the 
other ministers duly arrived. 

Then Gough handled it very well. He said, "Now I've told you why we're meeting. Charlie 
wrote me this letter and suggested that it would be a good idea if we had a very frank talk, 
not in public, but we're both elected governments, we've both got policies, we both want to 
get on with the job." He was quite fair in the way he stated the position. He then asked me 
to say some words. The general response was quite amiable and pleasant. It gave me a 
good chance to meet some ministers that I hadn't previously met and who were going to be 
important in our subsequent talks. 

You remember my story about the C's, and the number of ministers that got the sack from 
the Whitlam Government and their name all started with C. 

U No, I don't remember that. 

COURT Oh, good heavens! 

Ri [laughs] I don't think you've told us that one. 

COURT Anyhow it was ironical that most of the C's were there. You had Cass, you 
had Connor, you had Crean. About five of them eventually were dismissed as ministers, 
but they all started with C. 

Anyhow I explained what we had in mind and I meant it too. I said we weren't going to like 
it, [that is compromising] but after all we had been elected and we were newly elected, so 
we had a mandate from the people to get on and do the job. They [the people] weren't 
liking what was done over North West Shelf, they weren't liking what was done over 
Alwest - both of which had been the victims of the federal government's policy, both of 
which were important projects for the nation - and surely there must be a way in which we 
could get these things moving. 

It was a nice "get to know" you meeting with no decisions taken, nor would you expect 
any, but the important thing about it was that those ministers heard me and they heard him, 
and they would have got a very fair idea of, first of all who I was, and secondly what I was 
on about. They would have known my work for 12 years under David Brand, and so they'd 
have a rough idea of my attitude towards economic development and population and other 
growth and the things that went with it. 

Now it is interesting that out of that meeting I developed a very good communication with 
some of those present, particularly with somebody like Bill Hayden and so on, who were 
very sensitive to the occasion. I suppose they accepted that I was genuine in my approach 
and was very anxious to try and find a way. 
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So in subsequent years we did have a flow-on from that because it was much easier to pick 
up the telephone and talk to some of those people, some more reasonable than others. 
However, it was not a meeting where big decisions were made. We only could hope that 
some impact had been made on the Prime Minister, Whitlam, and on some of the 
ministers who we were going to have to deal with, whether they were Treasury or other 
portfolios. 

It was a dramatic experience for both Des and I, because we hadn't ever had a situation 
where we were sitting there in full view - there was nothing secret about it - and the Prime 
Minister lets fly at one of his senators, who, by the way, later on down the track actually 
resigned from his portfolio. He wasn't dismissed, he resigned, but that's another matter. 

Now you wanted to know about the other incident. This is down the track after we'd been 
through a lot of trauma with Mr R F X Connor, in iron ore - you name it, everything. He 
was then not in possession of the dastardly weapon that they eventually perfected, namely 
the external affairs' power, at that stage, which was a Murphy doctrine and which was an 
obsession of Murphy's, and which now, of course, has enabled the successive Labor 
governments to virtually destroy the Federation and destroy the Constitution. He had to 
rely almost entirely on export licensing powers, which is pretty powerful anyhow. You can 
kill any project by saying the product can't be exported, because you know the market in 
Australia is too small to support an iron ore mine or a nickel mine, or most of the large-
scale energy projects like North West Shelf: smaller ones no problem, but the big ones, 
they've got to have big markets which inevitably means some form of export. 

So we went our weary way and it was very, very nasty. R F X Connor was an unfortunate 
man. He was an uncouth man, he was a very rude man, and I never knew what was the 
other side of him, because you could never find out. He only used to grunt and I think 
purposely went out of his way to be rude and sometimes quite uncouth. But we did our best 
to work with him, but without surrendering any principles or any of our rights in the 
matter. 

We were desperate to get North West Shelf moving. The gas had been found, it had been 
proved up to the required extent, about $175 million had been spent, real money. You can 
imagine the amount of expertise that went into it. This first big reservoir had been found 
and so we naturally wanted to get on with the job, because you know my obsession about 
energy and potable water as the two basic ingredients on which all your development is 
based. Without them you can forget it. This was drifting away from us, threats of 
nationalisation, taking the gas at wellhead without declaring what price, all that sort of 
stuff. Terrible, terrible atmosphere in which to invest. So the position had got to an 
absolute stalemate. 

It was at that point that I again got in touch with Whitlam and the same story, "You're an 
elected government, we're an elected government, we've both got our responsibilities, both 
got our policies, but in the interests of our country for God's sake! Here's this great 
reservoir of energy and it's got to be tapped, it's got to be put to work either within 
Australia or export or both, but we've to get our energy factors in some sort of balance so 
that we're not dependent on either inferior Collie coal or imported oil. You know, we're not 
trying to do something for ourselves we're trying to do something for the country." 
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Particularly at that time Australia was importing a very high amount of energy which put 
them at the behest, almost at the mercy of the oil industry of the world. "So surely there 
must be a way. I've got a formula that I think might enable you to give, and for us to give. 
We won't like it, you won't like it, but at least we get the damn thing developed, and then 
the country gets the benefit of it." So he said, "Well that's all right, I'll arrange a meeting 
with Rex," Rex being R F X Connor. 

This time I went over with Mensaros. Having had our previous experience 1 said to 
Andrew, "You just keep out of it because we haven't the faintest idea what's going to 
happen, but after the Sydney experience" (which I explained to him) "anything could 
happen. So just remember you're here just to be a factor of protecting my integrity in the 
matter, that if subsequently the thing is misreported, well then at least I've got somebody 
that was there." So that was arranged and Andrew was quite happy to go along with that. 
So when we duly assembled there was Gough, and Andrew and I, of course, sitting 
together and quite removed, which was the custom of R F X Connor, as though he was 
only there very reluctantly, sitting away to my right. When I say sitting away, I'm talking 
about from here to that door, which would be what? - about ten paces. It wasn't just a 
couple of paces. Over to my left an equal distance away was Sir Lenox Hewitt who was the 
adviser to R F X Connor by this time, and had had a number of other positions back in the 
Gorton Government and so on. 

Gough said his piece. He said it as he did previously quite fairly and completely. He was 
very good with a brief. Part of his professional training would have helped in that, but he 
was always very good at stating a case as to why we were there, and how I'd explained that 
there may be ways in which we could give a little, they could give a little. After he'd 
explained and I then said my little piece, he said to me something rather strange. He said, 
"You know you take Rex too seriously." I responded by saying, "Well, you give me some 
heart, some hope, because if it's just a matter of him being rude that doesn't worry me at all. 
I've been insulted by experts all my life, so that doesn't worry me, as long as deep down 
we're going to get where we want to." But that was the opening sally. So I said, "If that's all 
the problem is, let's get it on the table and we can see what the problems are. That's what 
we're here for." 

So he then said to Connor, "You've heard what Charlie had to say." He went on to explain, 
"I think he is quite genuine in trying to find a way round this, and he's put forward some 
ideas. What do you think about it?" Well, the longest period of silence in my life then 
ensued. I could see poor old Andrew was getting agitated, wanting to put in his threepenny 
worth and upset the whole works. I had to just calm him down and make sure that he didn't 
say something to try and relieve their embarrassment, because it was their embarrassment, 
not mine. You know five seconds is a long time, ten seconds is a long time, 20 seconds is 
an eternity. When you go beyond that it's forever. So you can imagine even I had to take a 
hold of myself so I didn't butt in to try and break the silence, because the embarrassment 
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was theirs. It was a very dramatic piece of eye play from Gough to Connor to Hewitt back 
to Connor. I had a feeling that I still have this day, that Gough would like to have gone 
along with the proposition, but for a reason I'll give you in a minute, he couldn't. 

END OF TAPE 130 SIDE A 
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COURT I said I'd tell you why he couldn't go along with it. As a Prime Minister I 
would have thought that he would have the authority to say, "Look, I think this is a good 
idea. We've both got to give a bit. For God's sake let's get on with the job and get this 
project developed." I had in the meantime in a more jovial, relaxed talk with Gough before 
we actually met, I said, "You realise that if you do what I want you to do, this will make 
you a great Prime Minister. You'll probably win the next election and I will too, but I'm 
prepared to suffer that in the interests of the country, of getting this thing moving." This 
was a more jovial, relaxed time [before the meeting]. 

Anyhow just to come back to these tense seconds that were ticking away. I tell you it was 
very hard to remain silent, but for once I did. Eventually R F X Connor said one word. He 
just barked out one word, "No!" He didn't explain, he didn't do anything at all. I thought it 
was a demonstration to the Prime Minister what we were having to put up with with this 
man, because he had this obsession that they should control all the resources. He also had 
an obsession that they'd be worth more in the ground in 200 years time. He used to say that 
- they'd be worth more in the ground in 200 years time. We used to say, of course, "What 
are we going to live on in the meantime and what's the world going to do about it in the 
meantime, if you've got these great resources." So we had this terrible period. 

Now I do believe to this day that the Prime Minister would have liked to have gone along 
with something, but it sort of took.... you could almost see it deflate him and the last words 
in the conference were, "Well Charles, you see what I mean, that's our policy." It 
demonstrated then to me why he couldn't intervene as a Liberal Prime Minister would have 
and said, "Look, we'll go along with some idea"; he'd override his people, as a leader he 
would override them. But then I realised, of course, it was not for him to do that. He didn't 
have that authority. They're so disciplined within their policy. There it ended. 

Now you know the history, of course. We went on to the dismissal of the government and 
then the new order took over. We had a prior arrangement with the coalition that they 
would clear the decks and let us get on with North West Shelf. But it gave us a tremendous 
setback. It took us years to recover, you know, and the costs were going up and up and up 
all the time. But if we could have developed that project at that time it would have come on 
stream at a time when the world was absolutely desperate for natural gas. You imagine the 
contracts we could have written at that time, and also the cost in dollars of the day would 
have been so much less than it was: roughly 4 billion as against 12 billion, that's the 
difference. It just shows how important governments are and government policies are and 
government actions are. 

But they're the two meetings to which you were referring and I'm surprised they're not 
already on the tape. 

Ri They're not, because I would have remembered all that. [laughs] 

COURT Okay. 
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RJ You were saying that Connor just said no, and that was accepted, but 
couldn't you even be given the chance to discuss that with him, to argue with him? 

COURT Not with Connor. This was the thing that I was trying to get across. 
Normally a Prime Minister would say, "Okay Mr Minister, the government will have 
something to say about this." But it showed the discipline within the party. Connor 
obviously knew he had the numbers to socialise, nationalise - call it what you will - the 
North West Shelf, and Whitlam didn't have the right to, the power to resist it. So there was 
no discussion I can tell you. That was the end of it. 

RJ And from what you're saying it therefore would not have been appropriate 
to have got Whitlam to one side and said, "How can we work this out better?" 

COURT Well, I thought I'd made the point, that's why we met. 

RJ Yes. 

COURT I'd already discussed with him privately. 

RI Sure, but there's no point in following up on that.... 

COURT No, well he couldn't because you know the man just had to say, "Well that's 
the policy, full stop". We just left at that point. It was a shattering experience, but it was all 
part of the learning curve. 

Now, of course, you know the history. The great project went on but that much later, so 
when it came on stream the world was starting to be awash with natural gas, whereas had it 
come on stream on our original program, the world would have been desperate for natural 
gas and you could have written contracts which would have been long-term contracts and 
which would have been much more rewarding than the ones we've got now. 

RI So on your original schedule, if everything had gone perfectly smoothly and 
that's both with the federal government and anything else that was involved in construction 
and so on, when would that project have been started? 

COURT Oh well, I was quite confident that we would have actually, say, the 
domestic gas side in actual production by, say, 1980 or something like that. Because don't 
forget once the company got the all clear they did a remarkable job in doing all that 
delicate offshore work. This is private enterprise at its best. Their capacity to marshal the 
expertise, to marshal the production of the plant and get it into place. Don't forget we were 
talking in 1974 and again in 1975 and had we been able to go ahead and sign up at that 
time my guess is that by the time I went out of office, the construction would have been so 
far advanced that it wouldn't have mattered because it would have been heading for 
production. 
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As it happened, of course, we didn't complete the great agreement until 1980 and then 
there was all the preliminary work had to be done after that. A lot of survey work and 
proving work, and that had been done, so that was all going on. Once we got into office in 
the federal sphere in 1975 we could unravel this mess and then get it going again, but it 
takes time. It's just not as easy as saying, "Righto, slips, no go. We'll get on with the job." 
So it took some years, which is evident by the fact we never signed the main agreement 
until 1980. When you think of how quickly from then onward they got the domestic gas 
flowing and then the export gas flowing it makes you scream, or want to scream, when you 
think of this valuable time lost and the cost. The worst thing of all was, of course, we were 
losing the opportune time to go into the markets [and we're still paying for it]. 

It's a great project, Australia's greatest single project still, but the fact is that it would have 
been much happier days if we'd have come on-stream at a time when the world was 
screaming out for natural gas. 

RJ Just referring to the period after you left government when the Ray 
O'Connor government went on with the North West Shelf project, I wondered if you 
became involved in that period at all. Were there any consultancy services you gave the 
O'Connor government? 

COURT As you know I made it a condition after I dropped out of Parliament that I 
would not accept any fees, and that didn't only apply to the government, it applied to 
everybody. Whether it was the right decision to make or not I don't know, but after 121/2   
years I can say that because things were free, people did impose a bit. It's very hard once 
you get involved to get out of things. However, I purposely would not accept any 
consultancies, but you will find in the documents that after I had been out of office a few 
months (it could have been three or six, I'm not sure) there was a bit of tension between the 
government and the joint venturers. At the request of the government, the O'Connor 
government, I did agree to go to Melbourne on a one-off basis, purely to re-create the 
situation that existed while I was there, the understandings that we'd reached, and to 
remind the joint venturers of the special conditions that had to be honoured by both people. 

It was a very effective meeting, a little bit traumatic because it's surprising how quickly 
relationships change. Up until the time of my retirement, the relationship between the 
government and the joint venturers was very close, it was constant, as was my custom 
throughout the whole of the 12 years in the Brand government and then during the eight 
years of my own premiership. It's the only way to do these things. You've got to be right 
alongside of the developers, encouraging them, finding ways of overcoming hurdles, 
difference of opinions, avoiding crises being developed, which can very easily develop if 
you don't keep a close touch on personalities. 

This communication at all levels is crucial and it's constant. Unfortunately I think it's not 
quite as good as it used to be. New people come along, new ideas, new methods of 
communication and so on. You've got a different system of management at the 
international, national, other levels these days. It's lacking in something. It just has to get 
more personality into it. Everywhere where this personality exists there's success. Now 
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there was nothing clever about it, but those who served with me would say that there was 
constant communication Premier to his minister; the minister to his department or 
authorities, like SEC WA, as the case may be; between the authority and the developer; 
between the minister and the developer; between the Premier and the developer. There has 
to be this constant communication so that everyone knows what is being done and above 
all you get into the mood of things. If you move forward as a team it's amazing how 
quickly you detect obstacles, problems, personality clashes and that sort of thing. You can 
get rid of them before they become mountains high, because there's nothing worse than 
personality clashes. Reason goes out the window, common sense goes out the window. 

So it's one of the jobs of a Premier to be constantly watching these things. I'm not 
suggesting it's an everyday thing, but often enough to give people a chance to 
communicate and feed back to you. You build up a certain amount of confidence: the 
Premier talking to his minister; the minister talking to the authority or the department; the 
Premier occasionally talking to the authority and the Department. You glean these little 
snippets of information that enable you to keep things on course. 

Somewhere along the line a little bit of friction had developed - misunderstanding would 
be a better word. The authority, which was SEC WA, had been inclined to assert itself a 
little bit and that wasn't good. They had to realise that they were very much moving in 
concert with the developer, with the government, with the minister, with the Premier, with 
the government as a whole. I think we were rather proud of the fact that we'd developed a 
very smooth system of government. It came out in that Royal Commission submission that 
you saw that we had no inhibitions at all in going before the Commission. We had no 
inhibitions about the officers concerned being interviewed because they all told the same 
story: communication, communication, communication, that's what it was all about all the 
time. That was many ways: minister to Premier, Premier to department, Premier to 
minister, Premier to developer, the whole lot all the time. It was just a well-oiled machine. 

So somebody had to go over and get this thing back on course. I made it a condition that it 
was a one-off thing, that I was not a consultant, I was not going to be in the business of 
consultancy as such. I didn't mind coming into many, many problems in the private sector, 
any other sector for that matter, but I didn't want to get myself committed to a professional 
position because that can be very, very dangerous, especially when you've been the 
Premier. If you'd been some insignificant person, a fair way down the line, that wouldn't 
have mattered so much, but when you'd been the Premier you'd find that they'd be 
bypassing the ministerial structure and coming to you knowing that you knew what you 
did. So it was very clear with Ray O'Connor, which he accepted, that this would be a one-
off thing. 

My information then and now is that because of that rather traumatic meeting that took 
place, the thing was cleared to such an extent that from then onward negotiations just 
flowed. Probably everybody had to be reminded of the role that they had previously played 
and how they'd played it and there was no place for prima donnas. One of the jobs of a 
Premier or a leader is to very tactfully, and sometimes firmly, deal with prima donnas, and 
boy oh boy, do you get them! A little power can corrupt; absolute power, of course, 
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corrupts absolutely. But it's in all of us that when we start to feel a certain amount of power 
it does - you'd be completely unreal to say that it doesn't. You've got to fight against it all 
the time. It's easily done if you keep your objectives in mind, keep them up before you. 

So that's the only time I came into it. There might have been the odd private discussion. As 
you know [Peter] Jones was appointed to the job by me.1  I had passed on to him everything 
that I could. I had given him every opportunity to perform. It would only be natural that 
occasionally we might have had a passing discussion about some particular thing, but 
never on a consultancy basis, after that one thing, one visit to Melbourne. Let me repeat I 
got no fees at all. They paid my fare and that was all. 

RJ Why should you pay your fare? 

COURT No, they paid my fare. 

RJ Oh, they paid your fare, right. I'm glad of that. 

COURT No, they paid my fare and that was that, but there was no fee involved. 

RJ Sir Charles, I have put into the record the findings of the Royal 
Commission.... 

COURT Yes. 

RJ . ...that looked into North West Shelf, which very unequivocally states that 
all of the things that were raised as criticisms of your government had no basis. This 
project comes up in the media from time to time. The criticisms that came before the Royal 
Commission are included in that coverage. Do you think the Commission's findings will 
put an end to that? 

COURT No. If you so desire I'll give you a classic example of it - it's on my table at 
the moment - when the man writing for the Financial Review, who in fact, of course, was 
very close to the Labor government and employed by the Labor government, continually 
states a grave inaccuracy, what is the folklore in the newspaper files, that Charles Court 
directed SEC WA to sign contracts beyond their needs and SEC WA were forced to do it. 
Hence the government has paid for it ever since. He went so far as to give the Labor 
government credit for their 1984/85 negotiations which were an absolute disaster. 

Now Peter Jones, as the minister responsible at the time, wrote what I thought was a very 
good letter to the Financial Review. To the best of my knowledge it hasn't been published, 
but it completely deals with this folklore. I'll let you have a copy of it  because it answers 
the very question you're on about. Here we are in 1994, we've had a Royal Commission 

A reference to Sir Charles appointing Peter Jones as a Minister for Resources Development, Mines. Fuel and 
Energy, Industrial Development and Commerce (among other portfolios) in March 1980. He continued with the 
same portfolios, except Industrial Development and Commerce, in the O'Connor Government. 
2  Copy attached see p.  2388. 
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which said that all these allegations were false and without foundation. The project's now 
moving along at an ever-increasing rate. Other projects are developing around it because 
this one got off the ground - don't forget BECAUSE this one got off the ground - and we 
still get this uniformed, folklore-type gossip. It's very much like the Hancock stories about 
iron ore, and it's very hard to get the proper story established. 

I told you recently about the Ludwig story that's now been published in a book about North 
West stories, which is completely wrong as far as the final outcome is concerned. Some of 
the statements of what Ludwig wanted to do, okay they're correct, but what was permitted 
and what was logical to be done is completely misstated. There was a case where if we'd 
have let Ludwig and Hancock have their way, every ton of iron ore mined in Pilbara would 
have to go through their port. Well, you can imagine the dangers of that from an industrial 
point of view, from a cyclone point of view and all the other reasons. The original plan of 
the two-railway systems, the two ports, would have been completely lost. Still we get this 
thing published as though the Hancock/Ludwig version of it is fact, when it's not fact at all. 

I don't know what you can do about it. It's under this modern system of putting these things 
into memory banks and the like, that somebody's going to press a button in 20 years and 
they'll still get the wrong story. But you can only answer it if you're here to do it and it's 
damn hard to get it answered. 

To the best of my knowledge Peter Jones's very factual letter has not been touched by 
Financial Review, and they won't. The same journalist will come up in a few months time 
and requote what he's said although it's a complete fabrication. 

The whole [Royal] Commission found that there was no direction given to SECWA. In 
fact SECWA at one stage wanted to take ALL the gas, take all of the gas, because they 
wanted them to have the control of this form of energy and THEY would decide what 
happened to that form of energy. Well, thank goodness we were able to say, "Look fair go. 
Let's handle what we can handle and don't let's get over-ambitious." But I can understand 
Kirkwood's attitude. Here we were hungry for energy, and they'd been brought up on this 
diet of mine, you can't have strong economic development unless you've got energy surplus 
and you've got potable water in abundance. So here they saw this abundance of energy and 
they wanted to get it under the control of SECWA. So what happened was sensible, it was 
proper, and it was a tragedy, as we tried to demonstrate in our notes, that when the Burke 
government found themselves as boys on a man's errand, they fell for the three-card trick 
with the joint venturers going direct to the Commonwealth Government, and they (that's 
the State government under Burke and Parker) finished up accepting an arrangement which 
the State has paid for ever since. 

So the short answer to your observation is that there's nothing I can do, apart from 
hopefully somebody will rise up at the right time and say, "This is not correct." You never 
hear them quote from the Royal Commission, which, of course, debunks the whole of 
these allegations. It was ever thus. The stories of Pilbara will be distorted because of this 
folklore which has now become embedded in concrete almost. The true story is very hard 
to get out because at the time it's much more exciting to be telling a story of a little Aussie 
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battler being browbeaten by a government and this autocrat Court, and so on and so on. It's 
a much better story than telling the real story about how it's all happening so nicely and so 
properly and forever. 

I mean look at this 25-year celebration at Mount Newman. Very few people attending that 
would know the trauma that went on before the 25-year point was even started. Before that 
is a great trauma of negotiation, a trauma repeated with the Robe River negotiation. Now 
people don't want to talk about that; that's gone and past. It's only people like you that are 
interested in putting that on the record, and hopefully someone, some day will try and get 
the true story across. 

Another version of this is Bunbury and the Laporte project there. Now every so often, 
about two-year intervals, some journalist is going to write a story about the terrible things 
that Court and the Brand government did to Bunbury. I've never found anyone that has 
been prepared to write the true story of how the industry was negotiated, the reasons why it 
was using that particular technology, and the fact that it must have been the perfect 
negotiation where every local authority in a radius of 70 miles was brought together, the 
very worst of the project as well as the best was explained to them, and they were given the 
opportunity to say whether they wanted it or not. Without demur they said, "We want it", 
because they knew the flow on that would take place later on down the track. A little bit of 
trauma, maybe, but then down the track they would get a lovely industry based on new 
technology. 

The Harvey Road Board, as it was then, they were given the chance to go back and talk to 
their council, because it was all in their shire. People think it was in Bunbury; it wasn't it 
was in theirs, although it's right alongside Bunbury. By nightfall they'd come back to me 
and said, "We're all for it." Now everything about that project was explained, the type of 
process and why we couldn't have the new process that was then in the laboratories and not 
proving very successful, by the way, economically. 

But today because that industry was there, you've now got a new industry, SCM, which is 
out of Bunbury and further away from the coast there in an area set aside for industrial 
development, which is the new process which doesn't have the problems that went with the 
original process. It has some problems, but manageable. You'll never get anyone to ever 
tell you the story as to why they've got SCM which they wouldn't have had with the new 
process if they hadn't had the first one. We'd still be exporting ilmenite around the world 
for a pittance instead of turning it into the finished product. 

But I've given up trying. The last time this bobbed up in the media, both in the South West 
and in the metropolitan media (perhaps it's a sign I'm getting old) I said three times I've 
debunked this nonsense with the support of the old hands who were there when it 
happened, but I can't be bothered this time. That's probably bad on my part, but you know 
that every couple of years somebody, some researcher's going to dig up all the old records 

'SCM Chemicals Ltd. 
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and treat them as fact, and no-one's ever going to go back and work out how it really 
happened and why it happened and the support it had. 

[The following was added by Sir Charles after the above interview.] 

I thought it wise to enlarge on what I'd said in a previous interview1  and give you some 
of the background of the delicate negotiations that were going on behind the scenes. 

We were quite unique as a government, maybe because we were typical Western 
Australians and rather simplistic in our approach to things. We were worried for 
Burmah; it was none of our business really. But we (and I think it's typical of people 
from our State) felt that they had been the people that had joined with Woodside to do all 
the exploration and my understanding is that the provision of technology and all of that 
sort of thing up to that stage had predominantly come from Burmah. Therefore it seemed 
to me rather sad that because of problems within their own company they were not in a 
position to continue to play the part that they should play as a joint venturer. 

I could understand R F X Connor rubbing his hands with glee and saying, "The mighty 
have fallen, and this is our big moment." It wasn't very bright of him because don't 
forget you're dealing with giants like Shell, Calasiatic, BP, even if you forgot about 
Burmah. They just weren't going to stand idly aside and see somebody like R F X 
Connor come in and pick up the carcass and take it away and devour it. 

However, I had two objectives. One was to try and use the occasion to increase the 
Australian equity, bearing in mind at that time of necessity it was pathetically low, but 
there was no way we could do anything about that unless through this substitution of a 
new joint venturer for Burmah we could bring in increased Australian ownership. 

With that in mind I explored a number of avenues. It was not a good time to be raising 
money and, as you know, I'm a rabid private enterpriser and the last thing I wanted to do 
was to see the government a partner in a venture like this because it could be a 
bottomless pit. That's quite apart from any ideological approach to it. 

However, I felt so strongly about it - that's the two issues of being fair to Burmah (not 
generous to Burmah, just FAIR to Burmah) and at the same time trying to step up the 
Australian proportion of equity in the project. I had very serious discussions about either 
promoting an Australian company or creating some mechanism, using SEC if necessary, 
to be a bidder for the Burmah share. I hoped that we wouldn't be successful [with a 
direct government bid], but on the other hand I hoped that the alternative would be better 
than what we had, both in terms of being fair to Burmah and giving increased Australian 
equity. 

reference to the North West Shelf gas project, seep. 1725 this transcript. 
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In the process I had talks with the then chairman and chief executive [Sir Phillip Jones of 
the Herald & Weekly Times Ltd, Melbourne, which at the time controlled a formidable 
stable of media influences in several states]. At that time they were in a very strong 
financial position. If I recall there was a tight credit squeeze at the time, and if anyone 
had money in the bank they were sought after by banks; not only by other people 
[needing finance] but by banks in a time of a tight credit squeeze. [ ... ] 

Sir Phillip Jones was in a position that he could not only be the source of considerable 
funds, but because of his position at the time he was able to influence very considerable 
other funds. It also happened that when he came over to the board meetings at the West 
Australian, which were presumably at monthly intervals, he always made an 
appointment to see me. He was a rather egotistical man, who believed that he had a lot of 
answers to problems such as those of government. 

I welcomed his visits, because you're a fool if you don't listen to somebody like that. He 
was successful and he was in a position of considerable authority and power. He was in a 
position to influence a lot of other people as well. So I used to listen to him. By the very 
nature of his position he was always well-informed. You can imagine the head of an 
important newspaper would have access to a lot of sources of information that we poor 
mortals don't have, so I thought it was the sensible thing to do, plus the fact that I 
wanted the man's goodwill. 

Sir Phillip got very enthusiastic about this idea of creating an [Australian] entity that 
could be a bidder, because he had great faith in the future of this project. I think he had 
ideas that it might even be a good investment for the paper, not for the total [Burmah] 
amount, but for a part of the amount, because if you're going to invest in a project like 
that, you'll never find a better time. The fact that you've got partners like Shell, 
Calasiatic, BP must give you a tremendous degree of confidence because of the 
technology they have, apart from the finances and experience they have in a very, very 
tough international industry. With the result that he came back to me very shortly on the 
telephone and with much more detail the next time he came over, giving me an 
assurance that he could find the people to underwrite a bid up to a very impressive 
figure. I just can't recall the exact figure, but it was a realistic figure, bearing in mind 
that the dictum that I'd laid down in connection with the rescue of Burmah was fair 
treatment, but not generous treatment. And they understood that. I was talking to 
Burmah all the time and I said, "You can't expect people to be generous in these 
circumstances, but we as a government believe that they shouldn't just devour the 
carcass, that they should be fair about it." 

So we were in the middle of all this negotiation and all I could do was, in the briefest of 
terms, explain to Cabinet that these discussions were going on for two reasons: one of 
being fair to Burmah and the other to increase the Australian equity about which we'd 
had a lot of unfair criticism, but still you couldn't ignore it. There was a lot of emotive 
stuff that we should have Australian equity in these things and we shouldn't be letting 
the foreigners take us over. All the stuff you became immune to after a while. However, 
if you saw a run on the rails you were stupid not to take it. 



TAPE 130 SIDE B COURT 1748 

So Cabinet knew that this very tentative discussion had taken place and that I might be 
coming to them with a firm proposition whereby the government, through SEC, had to 
get involved. It would require parliamentary approval as a matter of good sense. I don't 
think it would have required parliamentary approval in strict legal terms, but that's not 
necessarily all that matters. You'd want to get a public understanding and parliamentary 
acceptance of this sort of thing. I had no problem about that except we would be 
criticised as a private enterprise government wanting to get involved in a venture like 
this, but our cause was just. In any case I only intended that SEC would be there for us to 
achieve our purpose of being fair and improving the Australian equity and get out as fast 
as we could. I had no fear that there wouldn't be a buyer once we had time to explain 
and to develop the merits of the project, especially if we had a change of federal 
government. So it was quite an interesting little exercise. 

We were ready to go and right out of the blue Sir James McNeill [Chairman of BHP] 
rang me one day and said, "Look, we're seriously thinking of getting involved in North 
West Shelf. We think it's an excellent opportunity for Australians to get involved and 
that we have a duty to get involved. We've had all this experience with Esso on the east 
coast and we have now seen enough of it to know that it's an industry we should be 
involved in more deeply, and therefore we're making a bid. Is this all right with you?" I 
said, "Well, it's 100 per cent right with me, but I have to tell you that we've laid down 
two objectives. One is fairness to Burmah - not generosity to Burmah, but fairness to 
Burmah - because of the special circumstances, and an increase in the Australian equity, 
for which purpose I have taken some preliminary steps to provide a vehicle that in an 
emergency we can intervene." 

Now I never told Sir James McNeill the details of what I'd done, or who was behind it, 
because I didn't think it was necessary or fair. It would sound something like a threat. 
But once I knew BHP were involved, I knew they were big enough and strong enough 
and respected enough both at home and abroad to be able to meet the criterion that we'd 
laid down. Obviously they gave us 100 per cent Australian ownership for that particular 
section of the joint venture, which previously had been 100 per cent UK. So at least we 
made that progress into the joint venture. 

Well you now know its history. I got a phone call not so long after from the chairman of 
Burmah, who was by that time Sir Alistair Down, well-known to me and a fine man, 
previously very senior in BP and when Burmah got into trouble he was seconded to 
Burmah. In fact I think it was a senior position used to run out his working life before 
retirement, and they couldn't have got a better man. He said, "Look, thanks for the 
interest you've taken. Well, I can tell you now that we're in the process of accepting a 
bid from BHP which has the blessing of all the joint venturers. We have been treated 
fairly" - not generously, but fairly. "So we appreciate the support that we've had from 
the government." 

Of course it was a happy ending. We had an Australian, a great Australian, with the 
capacity to go with the project, and the company that had been in difficulties and to 
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whom we felt some moral commitment had been fairly treated. 

One of the things I should expand on was that [the government] buying into Burmah's 
share was not the greatest of my problems. The greatest of my problems was success. If 
we were successful, we then stood with these great partners, Shell, Calasiatic, BP, with 
all their experience, all their expertise, all their money and all their international 
influence. As they went along providing the expertise - as you know subsequently most 
of that was provided by Shell - but as they provided the expertise in accordance with the 
normal procedures with a joint venture (one partner is usually made responsible for the 
main management thrust in the project for simplicity and good sense in administering it) 
you've got to put in your share. That could be big, big money. Just look what the 
project's cost now. 

So I had to work out with Jones, not only buying the [Burmah joint] venture [share], but 
how we were going to match it down the track. It was at that point that I had made it 
very clear that we wanted out. Once we'd got in and established this Australian equity 
and been fair to Burmah, it had to be clearly understood that the new entity would 
assume that SEC would disappear as soon as it could and before it became committed to 
huge sums of money that we couldn't possibly meet. 

The technology didn't worry me much because I knew that one of the joint venturers 
would be made responsible for providing the technology in the main and, as you now 
know, that was Shell. They dominated all the technology side of the project. So that was 
no problem, but the money was, huge money. 

So we had a happy ending without having to go through the pain and trauma. There was 
a degree of risk had we become [one of] the proud owners of the Burmah equivalent 
within the joint venture. But I was completely confident from the information and the 
assurances that Jones had been able to bring me from very strong finance houses that we 
would be taken out of it if we had to be, later on. Hopefully, of course, they would have 
even put a package together to be the new identity within the joint venture partners, 
without us being in it at all. That would have been the ideal. But somebody had to be the 
catalyst. It was a delicate little operation going on behind the scenes. Sometimes I used 
to say, "It's none of our business. If Burmah do their money, it's none of our business" 
But it wasn't a bad thing to use their plight to try and bring in some Australian equity. 

It was much better that BHP came in, by the way, because the people that Jones was 
talking to had no petroleum expertise to offer at all. Don't forget SEC didn't have any 
either, whereas BI-IP had all that experience they'd had in Victoria with Esso, and they 
were getting to a stage when they were starting to identify as a real petroleum company, 
and just not a joint venturer with Esso in one particular project. Today, of course, they 
are a great international petroleum company. 

END TAPE 130 SIDE B 
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RJ Sir Charles, we're going to be get to overviewing several things about your 
premiership before we come to your retirement and so on, but there's a few points along the 
way that we could perhaps tidy up. One of them is the Perth Concert Hall, which was 
officially opened on 26 January 1973. Now in an interview I did with Sir Frank Callaway, 
he referred to the very important role that Sir Kenneth Townsing had in both the selection 
of the site and the funding for the Concert Hall'. Can you tell me anything about that? 

COURT Well, Sir Kenneth Townsing is deserving of a lot of credit for his role, not 
only in this but a number of other things. In those days of the Brand government we didn't 
have all these committees and things that you have dealing with cultural things. They all 
ran their own thing, but they used to have to have their annual pilgrimage to the Treasury, 
and between people like Townsing and [Les] McCarrey, they used to work out a pretty 
good deal. Quite frankly they'd be better off if they could have a Townsing/McCarrey 
combination and go back and get rid of the lot, let everybody run their own things once 
they've got their allocation and have less influence than some of these central government 
bodies, but that's another story. 

But at that time the Treasury influence was very important in determining the monies that 
went to culture. Contrary to the public conception and contrary to the view of certain 
people (not all people but certain people within the "culture vultures") they were much 
better off in dealing face-to-face on an annual or half-yearly or whatever basis it was with 
the Treasury. Now people always think of Townsing as "Mr Moneybags" - you know, 
never smiles and never tells funny stories. "Two plus two equals four, and one equals five." 
They think of the great work he did for the university on their financial side and their land 
development and all that sort of thing. That was great work. You need somebody like that. 
When you're dealing with academics and you're dealing with artistic-type people, you've 
got to have somebody who's got their feet on the ground and does know how to add up and 
does know that you've got to learn to live within budgets, because some of these "culture 
vultures" they have no idea about money at all. They just assume that whatever they want 
they get and they spend. If it didn't quite work out, "slips no go". What does it matter - 
and they're back again. 

So the influence of Townsing was very, very great and very sensible. He doesn't get the 
credit for this. You can understand now why I made him one of a committee of two when 
we restored His Majesty's. Here is the tough old Under Treasurer, retired by then, and the 
other fellow was Peter Parkinson, the architect, aesthetic and all that type of thing, and had 
his vision. It was a perfect balance. Whenever there was a bit of a problem they used to get 
me in. I know I liked to do it early in the morning. Townsing doesn't like getting up early in 
the morning so he used to groan a bit. But it was the ideal combination because deep down, 
although he was a tough money man and he wanted to get things justified, he also had a 
feel for the things that should be done, things like a concert hail, things like the restoration 
of His Majesty's. I had much less trouble with the Treasury and people like Townsing than 
I had with Cabinet or the backbenchers, over His Majesty's, because they could see the 
vision splendid, they could see what had to be done. They knew it was going to cost a lot 
of money. They knew you couldn't call tenders for it. But these are these people who are 

Transcript of an interview with Sir Frank Callaway. 1984. 0H624, p.  361. 
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regarded as stony-faced, hard, unbending sort of people, that if you know them they're 
quite different. But they are realists when it comes to how much money's available and 
how you're going to spend it. 

Now that's why people like Townsing were very important in the concept of the Concert 
Hall. We needed a concert hall. By the orthodox means we wouldn't have got it, but you've 
got to have somebody who could talk to the Premier, to Sir Thomas Wardle [Lord Mayor 
of the City of Perth], to the then Town Clerk in the City of Perth, and between them work 
out something that could be viable without having too many frills about it, and something 
that the State could afford and the Council could afford. 

So it's right and proper for Sir Frank Callaway to give credit to Townsing for this, and 1 
don't know if he's done it in connection with other things, but so many other things where 
money was needed from the State. Often it was they that would have told the Premier and 
the Treasurer of the day how they could overcome a problem, bearing in mind that you've 
also got a Parliament up there, both Labor and Liberal, with backbenchers wanting things 
done everywhere, and the last thing they were interested in is some cultural activities and 
facilities. Why do they want money? Why do cultural buildings want money? So you've 
got to have people that were prepared to give this leadership. 

I, because of my own known involvement in things musical over the years, probably had 
more involvement with these things than people realised, because I was the one in Cabinet 
they knew had been a performer and had a great love of things musical in schools and in 
the community generally. I was very close to Frank Callaway, who did a tremendous job in 
taking the university out into the community. That was his claim to fame when he first 
came here as a reader, was taking the university out into the community, removing the 
mystique, whether it was a brass band or whether it was a choir. Up until then the 
university had been something that was "holier than thou". I mean it was only the really 
super people went down there, the people above average intellect and so on. Well, he 
probably did more to debunk all that than anybody because he.... I've seen him in 
bandrooms, [local church choirs] and places like that. 

So it was a very interesting period and therefore the role of Townsing in making sure they 
didn't stop sensible projects from lack of money, that deserves proper recognition. 

I myself went to great pains when I reopened the restored His Majesty's, to completely 
reverse the protocol. Instead of paying a lot of homage to the people that you normally do, 
to go through the list of protocol, I insisted that the first two people to be acknowledged 
were those that had done all the work behind the scenes to bring this to fruition in the 
wonderful way that it is. Those people, of course, were Townsing and Parkinson. So we 
started off by acknowledging them and then we referred to the dignitaries and others. I well 
remember that night my reciting the first few words of the prologue to Pagliacci. Those 
famous words: "A word allow me sweet ladies and gentlemen, I pray you..." and you went 
on and I think people thought I only knew the first few lines, so I offered to recite the lot 
for a substantial donation to charity, but I wouldn't sing it. I remember opening this, 
because it was too good a chance to miss, in this beautiful new theatre and remembering 
those famous words of the prologue to Pagliacci. 
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But that was a classic case of Townsing doing a superb job. So it would be no surprise to 
you as to why I put him forward for a knighthood because a lot of these people working in 
that sort of area are only known as the people that say no all the time, or wanting more tax 
and so on. But there was another side to the man. It gave me a lot of pleasure to send a 
recommendation to the Queen that he be knighted. I think it gave a lot of pleasure to a lot 
of other people who knew what the man did. So this is only just another one of the many, 
many things. 

He's a dry old stick. I was at a dinner with him the other night and he hasn't changed. He's 
cynical. He came in the office one morning when he was Under Treasurer; he was furious, 
furious. You could always tell when Ken had got out of the wrong side of the bed. I said, 
"What's the matter Ken?" He said, "1 got on a bus up there", he lives up in Mt Lawley, near 
where some retirement villages are. There's a whole string of them up there. He got on at 
this particular point, and the bus was packed and he was the only one that paid a fare. He 
came in - it must have riled him all the way in from when he got on until he got off that he 
was the only one all the way into Perth that paid a fare. I think the driver probably found 
him an embarrassment because in that area you'd expect the whole busload to be full of 
people that were travelling on passes. But old Ken had come in and had really vented his 
spleen about this. 

Deep down he was a man of considerable achievement, unquestioned integrity and 
unquestioned ability. Anyone that was prepared to listen to him could get a lot of very 
good, sound advice - not how to stop something but how to make it happen. That would 
have been the situation over the Concert Hall, as it was over His Majesty's. 

RJ I'm currently interviewing Sir Francis Burt who, as you would know, was 
Chief Justice from 1977 to 1988. I expected for some reason that Chief Justices would 
have a say in the appointment of judges and I found that those recommendations in fact 
come from government. How did the Court government go about selecting the people they 
chose to be judges in that time, and I wondered.... You had the appointment in December 
1981 of Howard Olney becoming a judge in the Supreme Court. He was Labor,' he was 
noted for his formidable criticisms of government.2  Can one be cynical enough to think 
that that was a way of getting rid of that opposition? How did you select judges? 

COURT Well, I'm surprised that Sir Francis indicated that he had no say in judges. 

RJ Oh it was discussed with him, but he didn't make the recommendations. 

Howard Olney was the Labor MLC for South Metropolitan Province when he was appointed a Judge of the 
WA Supreme Court, taking up the appointment in Feb. 1982 (RJ). 
2  Phillips in Black, 1991, p.223. 
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COURT Well, that relieves me a bit because I'd hate to think that during the Brand 
government or the Court government, that any appointment was made that didn't have the 
final blessing of the Chief Justice. Quite frankly if the Chief Justice had said he didn't want 
such a person or it wasn't opportune or something like that, that would have been 
respected, at least by me, and I'm sure by David Brand. 

There's not a lot of communication between Premiers and Chief Justices and for good 
reason, but periodically they do talk, as they should. It's not about how the Chief Justice 
does his work or anything like that, but after all the Chief Justice has to have facilities and 
he has to have administration and so on. So like any other head of a department, section, or 
whatever it might be, he has to confer about those things. 

I have always found the Chief Justices very easy of approach and sensible in their reaction. 
I never struck one that was demanding. On the contrary I found in most cases we had more 
trouble in getting them to use the emoluments of office, such as transport of the proper 
form, than the other way round, they were always rather frugal in their approaches. They 
had a feeling that they were being watched, for some reason or other. 

For instance it used to horrify me with a Chief Justice driving himself. I always had this 
fear of a headline, "Chief Justice kills child," or something like that, that put the worst 
possible construction on it. Even if it was an ordinary accident it would become a big crisis 
just because it was the Chief Justice driving himself. So I preferred them to use drivers. I 
wasn't suggesting an open cheque for judges, but all the Chief Justices I've known have 
been rather mean in their [attitude to expense and especially emoluments of office]. I don't 
know about the present one, I can't speak for him, but the other ones from Chief Justice 
Burt back, they've always been fairly mean in handing out emoluments of office and 
facilities to theirjudges. 

I also adopted the attitude that the Chief Justice was the CHIEF Justice, right down as far 
as magistrates were concerned. Therefore you looked to him for some guidance if you were 
wanting change, to change any of the [judicial] structure through to there. 

Now coming back to this question of judges. The Attorney General (and I'm talking about 
my particular time when I was blessed with Medcalf, who himself was a good 
communicator with the Chief Justice) would say, "We've got to get some more judges." 
Somebody had died or retired as the case may be. He would come up with a list and 
Medcalf would tell you that my only test was, "Who are the best lawyers?" because people 
are inclined to forget that if he's not a good lawyer he can't be a good judge. This happened 
also with QCs. I think you'll find most of our people were rather reluctant to appoint QCs 
who were known to be hardline Labor or something of that kind. Maybe I made history 
because two of those that were appointed in my time were both committed Labor people. 
One was [Ian] Temby, who stood as a candidate for one seat, as a Labor candidate, and 
Olney, of course, who was actually a member of Parliament, a Labor member of 
Parliament. 

Now dealing first of all with our QCs, when they came to me on the recommendations of 
the Attorney-General, I applied the normal test and said first of all, "Who are the best 
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lawyers?' List them in the order of what you think is their professional competence and 
any personality things that might arise", because a judge is rather a different person. When 
you're appointing QCs, they've got to give an assurance that if they are called upon they 
will go to the Bench. Now this mightn't mean much to you, but it was a very strong point 
with Chief Justice Burt and also Jackson before him, because they were very much 
opposed to people getting QC appointments purely to enhance their practice. In fact I think 
most of them would have preferred that they came from the Bar. Now I could never accept 
that because in my long professional experience as a chartered accountant and as a citizen, 
I found that some of the best lawyers in the town, if I wanted advice from, were actually 
practising in practices. Whether they were QCs or not didn't matter, they were practising in 
practices. I found they were good lawyers and therefore professionally, before I went into 
Parliament, and commercially in business interests before I went into Parliament, you 
would develop a particular understanding of certain lawyers, in my case all of whom were 
in practices, established practices. I found them to be good. Some would have specialty in 
company law, some in other things. So you made your selection based on that. 

I could accept the fact that first of all if you're going to get a QC he's got to be a good, 
competent practitioner. The other thing was, to overcome this claim of QCs having to 
come out of the Bar only, which I was against (I know David Brand was against it), you 
had to make it a condition that anyone who accepted an appointment as QC would, if 
required, go to the Bench, because if a man is a good practitioner at the height of his career 
usually, he would make much more as a QC operating within a good practice than he'd 
ever get from being a judge, even allowing for the dignity and the pre-eminence that's 
given to people who are judges. So these two tests were imposed. 

When first of all Temby came up, I had no compunction in recommending him, although 
there was a bit of an outcry from my own people because on the list that was presented to 
me he was high in the order of competence as a practitioner. So that was number one. 
Olney was the same. Now everyone got a bit of a shock when Olney went to the Bench, but 
it didn't cause me any trauma at all because the tests we used to impose when we were 
talking about judges was first of all are they good lawyers? And secondly, will they be 
good judges? Have they got the temperament and so on? Of course, included in this was 
"What's the Chief Justice think of them?" 

I can tell you quite honestly, and I think Sir Francis Burt would confirm this, that there was 
never any appointments made by me or by Brand, that weren't discussed with and approved 
by the Chief Justice. Had he, or his predecessor disapproved, well we wouldn't in a fit have 
appointed them. 

There is a history of this, however, going back to a Labor government, over Chief Justice 
Wolff. [I was advised that] when the Labor government wanted to make him a judge, the 
then Chief Justice was not favourable to the idea. There's a long history, you'll find there, 
of this argument between the government and the Chief Justice. Eventually that person did 
become a judge, and eventually became the Chief Justice: Wolff became the Chief Justice. 
My relationship with him was always very good. He was an unusual man, but I found him 
only too anxious to cooperate and to talk. 
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I think I've told you the story of his Rolls Royce, but there again you see you had a man, 
he'd retired from the Bench and I think he was then Lieutenant Governor, I'm not sure. But 
he had this beautiful Rolls Royce; it was his pet hobby. I think it had only done a very 
small mileage when he died. It was a superb vehicle, but he used to do a little run around 
the block more or less on the weekend. I was horrified when I found that he was driving 
this, particularly as it was one of those Rolls Royces that had a very large bonnet and 
unless you were sitting up high you couldn't really see very far in front. He had it in its 
garage there with a beautiful linen or calico (I'm not sure) cover for it, made to fit the car, 
you see. It was his pride and joy. 

I had to go and see him at his home and say, "Look Sir, this is worrying me. Just think of 
the headline if you hit a child. I don't care how good a driver you are. And you deserve 
better." Now we'll take over the maintenance of the vehicle, and we'll provide you, any 
time you like, ANY time you like, with a driver who'll take you wherever you want to go, 
keep the vehicle cleaned, maintained and everything." Anything to stop him driving it. 
What he didn't know was that up there in the government garage I had a quite a number of 
drivers - nothing to do with their wages or their work - who would give anything to go 
and drive this beautiful vehicle, you see. Even to take it up and clean it and service it was 
always an occasion. When they took it up to clean it and service it, it was always an 
occasion at the workshops. 

So he agreed to that, and so until he died, which wasn't long after he had this service 
available to him.... But it was an indication of my desire to stop Chief Justices driving 
themselves. Judges it didn't matter so much, but Chief Justice, just imagine. Anything he 
did at all would be headlines and quite embarrassing to the Chief Justice, whereas if a 
driver did it, it was another matter. 

However, I think I've answered your question about Olney. You didn't mention Temby, but 
I thought I'd mention him because he was a very committed Labor person and stood as a 
Labor candidate, but that didn't influence my judgment at all. They were deemed by the 
Attorney-General to be high in the pecking order of ability and were prepared to be judges 
if they were wanted. As it happened, of course, they both did that, because Temby went on 
to that position in New South Wales, which was virtually equivalent of a judgeship, and 
then Olney did become a judge. 

RI Did you have any personal say with Sir Francis Burt's appointment as Chief 
Justice? 

COURT I'm just trying to recall the year when he was appointed. 

RJ 1977. 

COURT Yes. It wasn't a question of me having a say in it, the government would 
always have a say in a thing like that. That presented no problems at all. 

RJ No, I mean Medcalf would have come to you and said.... 
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COURT Oh yes, yes, he would have. 

RJ .... what did you think, sort of thing. 

COURT And we would have discussed it and then he would have discussed it with 
the Chief Justice elect, because it was no good appointing a man that didn't want the job. 
But his was a very smooth transition. There was no problem there. He more or less selected 
himself because of his pre-eminence and his special position in the matter. The public 
generally didn't know much about his background as a practitioner, because most 
practitioners go about their work and they don't hit the headlines, but he, if I remember 
rightly, didn't he become nationally famous over the Voyager inquiry? 

RJ Yes, he was the counsel assisting the Royal Commission, the second Royal 
Commission. 

COURT Yes, and wasn't that the one John Kerr headed? 

RJ I can't answer you that. 

COURT Because John Kerr was always very, very eulogistic about Sir Francis Burt. 

RJ He certainly built a very good reputation over that case. 

COURT He always was very eulogistic about the ability of Sir Francis Burt and used 
to refer to the Voyager case. I have an idea he was the Commissioner. 

RI I think you're probably right. Certainly Burt was associated with Kerr, so it 
was probably that one. 

COURT He felt very strongly about his ability and I'd be surprised if they didn't 
maintain a communication to the end. But Sir Francis's appointment as Chief Justice was 
one of the easy things along the track. No-one objected. The Labor Party didn't object; they 
couldn't. I can't remember any rumblings at all. It was just one of the logical things that 
takes place and thank God there were a few like that. 

END OF TAPE 131 SIDE  
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LU A small matter that you referred to off tape, which I think should be on, was 
the Sea Scouts and Hackett Drive, protecting birds at Pelican Point. 

COURT Well, at the time it was quite important; still is for that matter. We had this 
problem of the redevelopment of Pelican Point. A lot of things happened. Royal Perth 
[Yacht Club] moved out of Perth Waters. All that had to happen, of course, because of the 
Narrows Bridge. Other clubs had to move down the river to be clear of the Narrows 
Bridge and so you had a completely new situation down there. 

At the same time, the Sea Scouts were badly in need of accommodation and a home. There 
was a very strong move for some reason or other to get them out of there. You might not 
remember, I think you're too young, but for many years there was an old - could have been 
a coal hulk, it could have been anything - used to be moored in the river [in Crawley] 
opposite Shapcott's home, which used to annoy him greatly because it wasn't a very sightly 
vessel. I think it was called the Dolphin, I wouldn't be sure. But it was run by a man named 
McKail and he was a very dedicated, innovative type of fellow. In fact he taught science at 
Perth Boys' School when I was there, always trying to recruit us to join the Sea Scouts, to 
go and become part of the Dolphin. They used to actually live on this on the weekends and 
learn all the skills of living on a ship, scaling up the mast and all that sort of thing. 

Well, a boat like that doesn't last - or a ship, whatever you call it. It was in between a boat 
and a ship, I suppose. I'm not sure of its origin, but it could have easily been a coal hulk 
down in Fremantle back in the coal days. But it wasn't a very sightly vessel. It was painted 
black; it wasn't even tizzied up. I know it was the bane of Shapcott's life. So eventually it 
went and they had to go somewhere ashore. 

By the time I became the Member for Nedlands in 1953, their future had become 
something of a crisis. I, not only successfully pleaded for them to remain where they are 
today, but to extend because it meant that they would have virtual control of that bird 
migratory area. If they didn't get it I could see that every weekend that was going to be a 
mass of lively parties, rather reminiscent of the old hot water baths, or springs, whatever 
you call them, round where Tawarri [Reception Centre] now is. You know they [the 
"partying" people] would be the last people to have there if you were going to try to protect 
a migratory area. So I had to plead long and hard to get the Sea Scouts access to that area 
because I don't know about today, but in those days I think all scouts were members of the 
Gould League of Bird Lovers and who better to protect an area like that than the scouts. 

So I worked rather hard on that, not publicly but privately on it. I became very closely 
attached to the people running the Sea Scouts down there at the time, and I think with good 
result. I don't know what the position is today. I must plead I'm not up with it. But the Sea 
Scouts, of course, don't have much money so they didn't build very salubrious premises, 
and that was a sore point with people who were wanting to see very elaborate, costly 
buildings. But they've gone on for years down there, and I hope that they're still operating 
the same but I must plead that I haven't been down there lately to have a look. 
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RJ And then there was Edgar Nottage's appointment to music in schools, in the 
Education Department. 

COURT Well, Edgar was well-known to me, mainly through the CTA choir where 
he was the pianist and member of the choir, and a very good pianist too, a very good 
accompanist and generally a good sound musician. Campbell Egan was due to retire. Now 
Campbell Egan was a dear friend of mine. As I've told you, he was one of the masters at 
Perth Boys' when I was there. He was the deputy head. He also took English and 
geography. He was a good teacher. He used to practise for his solo concerts in the hall at 
Perth Boys', so much so that they had to introduce some rules because the boys used to be 
so enthralled with him playing his Chopin and other things that they wouldn't go outside in 
the sun in the breaks. So Tommy Chandler had to intervene there. 

But he got very friendly with a few of us who were musicians in the school, people like 
Ken Jones, myself and others, who were probably better than our years in terms of our 
musical performance. Cam, as I've told you, was the musical director for the Perth Concert 
Artists and things like that. We used to get roped in to [assist in the orchestra in] these 
amateur theatricals. Good experience. 

But strange enough when he became Director of Music, the first Director of Music (he left 
Perth Boys' the year I left; he got married in the period immediately after Christmas and 
then became the Director of Music), he had very limited ideas on the extent to which 
school [ensembles] could perform. He used to resent the fact that you'd teach these young 
people and, of course, just when they were starting to get a bit good, they'd leave school 
[and then you would get new ones coming in]. I remained very friendly with him. 

We used to combine in the music for Anzac Day. He was a First World War man, Cam. 
We used to combine for the music down on the Esplanade, me as the conductor of the RSL 
Band and him as the conductor of the overall hymns and music for the occasion. In fact it 
was Cam and I that got the RSL to agree to introduce a new item on to the program which 
was rather sacrosanct. That was In Memorium. We were always getting pieces submitted to 
us [for inclusion], and the RSL were very cunning. They'd send them on to Campbell Egan 
and Court to advise whether they should be approved for Anzac Day. People with one of 
their number, their uncle or their aunt, or somebody, would compose a new hymn or a new 
piece. Some of them not bad, some of them pretty sloppy but very sentimental, but we 
knocked them all back. We stuck to the basic program which hasn't changed much over the 
years. But the one thing we did recommend to the League that they introduce was In 
Memorium, and it's still performed to this day, usually by one of the school choirs with a 
brass accompaniment which introduces all the trumpet calls in between the singing, 
actually, of each stanza by the choir. It's to the.... you know with the words, "They grow 
not old, as we who are left grow old." It was a very effective, very simple, short piece. So 
you can understand that Cam and I were very close to one another. If he wasn't able to 
appear on Anzac Day, well I used to conduct the hymns as well as the band. 

He, quite often, while I was still playing solos, used to play my accompaniments. A superb 
accompanist. He was very artistic right to his fingertips. It was ajoy to have him as an 
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accompanist. He would never play for you unless you rehearsed, even though you'd done it 
many times before, which was good. 

So it was a rather strange friendship of a schoolboy and teacher that grew up. With the 
passage of time, of course, the years don't matter so much. 

But he would not sponsor ensembles in schools. Some had them, but not because of any 
initiation by him. They'd have a very strict musical curriculum. I don't know if you can 
recall but you could almost tell what each standard was going to sing at Christmas and so 
on. "Blue" Robertson [Director-General of Education] and I, who used to be pretty thick, 
we thought this was wasting a lot of opportunity. Get people to get the feel of ensembles, 
whether it was strings, woodwind or whatever it was. But Cam wouldn't budge. He used to 
say, "You work like hell on these young so-and-so's and just when you're getting a decent 
tune out of them they leave." We tried to explain, that's what it's all about. They get the feel 
of music and they leave and they either join bands or orchestras. Even if they don't, they've 
got the feel of music and it does things to people. But he was very, very adamant about 
this. 

And yet he was a beautiful conductor, you know. I think the greatest male voice choir in 
Australia at the time was the CTA [Commerical Travellers' Association], Perth. There was 
no-one in Australia that I ever heard that could give you the same beautiful sound and 
beautiful feel and sensitivity as when Cam conducted the CTA Male Voice Choir. They 
seemed to have a magic about them, and they'd completely enthral audiences, whether they 
were singing something light or whether they were singing something a bit heavier. They 
had this very dedicated band of people, including Edgar Nonage, by the way. 

So "Blue" and I had a meeting, quite unorthodox, of course, and he said, "What are we 
going to do about it?" "Well," I said, "for God's sake let's get somebody who's going to 
have a commitment to ensembles, whether it's strings, whether it's woodwind or it's brass, 
it doesn't matter. We want them all. We want choral, we want instrumental, because this is 
the way to catch them young." He accepted my view that if you're going to have these 
ensembles, you've got to bring in good teachers because if they don't learn right from the 
start they never develop their potential. 

So the name of Nottage came up and I remember we had a meeting together. Egan 
probably has never known this, but we had this meeting. He said, "Well, the fellow that 
strikes me as being most likely to implement the sort of policies we want is Nonage, but he 
hasn't got the academic qualifications." So we had a bit of an unofficial talk. I said, "Well, 
there's always a way round these things. Is he the best man for the job? He mightn't have all 
the academic qualifications, but at least we know that he's got the basic qualifications, and 
he is a performer, and he does believe in these things." 

So quite unbeknown to the then Minister for Education, we worked out this deal that 
Nonage would get the job. He proved to be a very good director. You'll find that the 
ensembles started to develop from that point of time. 
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I think the first ensemble was East Victoria Park School, mainly due to the efforts of the 
parents, if you trace this back, and the energies and the dedication of Sam Meagher. They 
were the first real ensemble. It was a brass band. They might not have been A grade, B 
grade, or even C grade, but the fact is that they became a very important part of the school. 
Sam Meagher wouldn't go down as a classical conductor or performer, but he was a great 
teacher. Some people can teach. They can get young people to get eager about things, and 
do it because they want to and not because they've got to. Sam was like that. Even right up 
till the time when he lost his voice and he became a very sick man, he was still training 
young people. He went to live in Port Hedland later on. But you'll find that that was really, 
I think, the first official ensemble we had. I might be wrong, but I'm pretty sure I'm right 
that the instruments were mainly produced by the parents. Victoria Park had a citizens' 
band that never got very far, years before (nothing to do with Sam Meagher), so they may 
have inherited some instruments from there. But they never got past C grade in the old 
Victoria Park Citizens' Band, but they had a set of instruments that might have been 
inherited by the band, but somehow or other they got a set of instruments together and 
from then onward ensembles, be they vocal, string, woodwind, brass, emerged. You now 
know the story that followed. 

There'll be a festival in a couple of weeks' time. There'll be 66 bands from the schools at 
that festival. Sadly they won't get any publicity from the press at all. As I said the last time I 
presented the certificates as their patron that if one of the players threw a pie at the 
adjudicator because they didn't like what he said, they'd be front page. In that year 70 bands 
performed for three days. You can imagine the number, Port Hedland to Esperance, and all 
with their families and supporters, teachers, down there, giving some wonderful music, 
ranging from almost beginners through to people like Churchlands, Modem School, and 
these bands that are world class; for their age they're world class. It all goes back to the 
start that was made. Every school has some sort of a combination. Some, of course, 
specialise in music like Modern School, Churchlands, and they have bands of greater 
skills. 

I hope the department still continues doing what was originally planned and that is to see 
they have good teachers. You see if you bring in some of the principals from ABC and a 
succession of former military men like John Embleton who came out from England and 
had been to Kneller Hall, they were taught the basics of music whether they were a tuba 
player, a violin player, or a piccolo player, oboe, it didn't matter; they were basically taught 
the principles. Then, if they have any quality, any potential at all, they develop that 
potential. But you would know from your own experience, if people who have some 
natural ability are not given the basic fundamentals in music, they never get to achieve 
their potential. So that's the story. It's a long story, but it all started around Edgar Nottage. I 
don't think he's ever got a lot of credit for it, but he was appointed mainly as a result of this 
conversation that Blue Roberts and I had. It wasn't one conversation, it was several, 
because it was a very difficult appointment for Robertson to make. I can't remember any 
great repercussions from it. 

RJ Sir Charles, did you have any involvement in the Argyle Diamond set-up? 
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COURT Oh very much, very much, because you realise it was one of the many 
things negotiated while I was either minister or Premier. Argyle Diamonds was quite 
remarkable because you realise that the people who are supposed to have known most 
about diamonds had actually been in that area. Pm talking about the Anglo-American 
people, and they had given it away as a prospect. To the credit of the CRA people, they 
were able to read the satellite pictures and they determined that there were pipes there. 

You don't hear much about Ellendale which is on the western side, but that has some, not a 
lot, but very high-quality diamonds. Then Argyle, of course, was the big one, which if you 
ignore the quality of the diamonds, it would be the biggest diamond-producing mine in the 
world. But they don't have the same quality as some of the African and other diamonds, or 
for that matter Ellendale, but they have the volume. 

They to their credit determined that this was the place for a diamond mine. All the 
negotiations took place. An agreement, of course, had to go through Parliament. All of a 
sudden up comes a company that I'd never heard of, anyhow, that made some rather 
outlandish claims to this area. Without being too precise about the nature of the claim, it 
would have meant that had they succeeded, that the whole concept of ministerial reserves 
would have been destroyed and our reputation internationally would have been 
besmirched, because it would have meant that the great claims that we made about 
certainty of title would have been proved false, not because of our fault but because of an 
interpretation of the law as it stood. 

We had made this commitment, the Argyle people had made their commitment, and they 
were pretty onerous commitments. It's not the most hospitable place. I don't know if you've 
ever been there, but it's not all that far from Kununurra, but getting there is not easy. This 
was a great demonstration of faith by CRA and the others involved. So we were anxious 
for it to go. It gave us diversity. We weren't only talking iron ore and alumina and salt and 
gold and a few other things, here's another thing, another dimension of diamonds. I'd 
watched this with great interest. I was originally very intrigued and excited by Ellendale, 
but then all of a sudden up comes Argyle because of this improved reading of the satellite 
pictures, and so Ellendale had to go on ice for a while because the other one was so much 
bigger. 

Anyhow you haven't asked me to talk about that, but it was quite intriguing some of the 
early visits we made there before the decision was made to go ahead, especially on the area 
immediately outside of the pipe. There was an area there when they get visitors and give 
them a sugar bag and say, "We'll guarantee if you fill up that sugar bag and put it through 
the gadget, like in the old dryblower machine, that you'll have at least two diamonds." Sure 
enough you would. They mightn't be very big, but at least they'd be diamonds. 
[Incidentally, you couldn't keep the diamonds!] It wasn't a very big area; it was just this 
particular area. It had a name that I can't recall. [The Terrace.] It was between the actual 
edge of the pipe and the Ord Dam water - obviously the route of alluvials as they went on 
their way down the water course. So that was in itself quite exciting before the decision 
was made to go ahead. 
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But when we were all ready to go we had this spanner thrown in the works. It's amazing 
how people like this attract media support, as though they're the goodies and the others are 
the baddies, when in fact the goodies were the people that should have been supported in 
this venture, the people that spent all the money and had had all the expertise and 
discovered everything and proved everything. You get them almost being treated as the big 
ugly boys leaning on this "little battler". 

Now I was pretty close to the scene, as you can imagine (always was on these things), 
because I believed we had a responsibility to protect the developer. Having given them a 
title we had to protect their title, assuming they were doing their part of the deal, they were 
honouring their commitments, honouring their agreements. I believed we had a 
responsibility to protect their title; that was our part of the deal. Now here they are being 
challenged by a company that hadn't got a chance in hell of developing a project calling for 
all this expertise and all this capital, and literally holding the whole project to ransom. 

Now eventually when I got to know more intimately the detail of it, I started to find out 
who these people were and what it was all about. I got a message (amongst many, by the 
way) that there's nothing that $4.7 million wouldn't fix! So that didn't amuse me. It was 
blackmail of the first order. As I said to Cabinet at the time, I was always taught about 
blackmailers that their first demand is their lowest. Meet the first one and then you're 
confronted with another one, and another one. They're always getting bigger and bigger. 

They gambled on the fact that CRA would be prepared to pay a large sum to get them out 
of their hair so there wouldn't be a court case because we were told that if they had the 
money and they decided to contest this that it could take seven years to get the thing 
through the various stages of the courts and to the High Court and get it cleared. 

I remember some people being brought into me who were some of the officials of this 
particular company. It wasn't a very pleasant meeting. I can well remember, also, the 
pressure that was on me from backbench members from both sides of Parliament. The 
great big giant was trying to keep out this little battler. We had to have some pretty strong 
things to say because if they had have been right - we were assured by our Crown Law 
people they weren't right, they had no substance at all - but if they had have been right the 
whole ministerial reserve system would have failed and agreements like the Argyle 
agreement wouldn't be worth the paper they were written on. 

So it turned out to be a straight out case of blackmail. When I saw the representatives of 
these people, I just had to tell them that I was taught that the first bid by a blackmailer was 
the smallest. I said, "You understand that IF anyone was stupid enough to meet your 
demands that as soon as you were out of the way, your mates would come along with a 
similar demand, only bigger. Then somebody else, if anyone was stupid enough to pay 
them any money at all. So the answer is no. Just to make doubly sure, we're going to 
introduce a Bill, an Act of Parliament, to cope with this situation, to expose it, and to put it 
beyond any doubt." That's why you'll find we did bring in a special Bill, which had special 
conditions in it so far as the [title and the] responsibilities and the role of Argyle Diamonds 
was concerned. They, of course, didn't want to pay anybody to get rid of them; they knew 
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that get rid of one, somebody else is going to take their place, because if they had a 
legitimate claim, or they had even a bogus claim that they got paid for, somebody else 
would be stupid not to stand in their place. 

So we very quickly dealt with that one. It was a fairly acrimonious Bill as you'll find from 
Hansard, because of the amazing number of people who wanted to get on the side of this 
so-called battler. They went around.... their propaganda was superb. You know, saying 
how they were the people that had found all this, and the people that were being hard done 
by, by this great giant, this multinational. You've heard the story before. But we persisted 
[because they were phoney]. That debate that took place then, in Parliament, was very 
interesting reading, but it put an end to this. 

My information is that the same people tried to do the same thing in Africa, exactly the 
same thing. I gather they didn't get very far. But it was the sort of thing you had to contend 
with all the time. If governments are worth their salt, they take it in their stride and if they 
can't deal with it by ordinary negotiation, they deal with it by legislation, but never pay 
blood money for these things. Never pay blood money. 

[Argyle Diamonds to their great credit achieved a great breakthrough in the marketing of 
coloured diamonds. I'm no authority on diamonds but my understanding was that 
previously the emphasis was on the traditional white diamonds and others were treated as 
inferior. 

[All of a sudden, with superb promotion, Argyle demonstrated the attractions of some of 
the unique coloured diamonds they had discovered, This coincided with some magnificent 
mountings and jewellery displays featuring Argyle diamonds converting these diamonds 
into premium products. 

[This is private enterprise at its best with spin-offs for both the company and the State.] 

END OF TAPE 131 SIDE B 
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RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the offices of Grant 
Thornton on 7 September 1994. [It should be noted that Sir Charles was suffering from the 
after-effects of a cold which explains the difference in his voice during this interview.] 

Sir Charles, we finished last time talking about the Argyle Diamond project and you talked 
about the sort of pressures that people tried to apply, you know, using blackmail. That 
made me wonder, in your time in public life, did anyone else try to blackmail you at any 
time, or put pressure on you? 

COURT There were quite a few people who put pressure on, but they seemed to 
back away pretty quickly when they found who you were [and how you operated]. I've told 
you the story about the man that slammed the door in the old Treasury Building and 
brought down all the plaster (because they were all lath and plaster walls,) and I left that 
great big hole over the top of the door just as a souvenir of those times. The staff wanted to 
get it all repaired, and I said, "No leave it, because it's lovely to sit here and look up at that 
thing over that door," because I can see it to this day, when this man tried to get me to give 
a direction about certain tenders. When I said, "We don't do business like that." I said, "I 
can assure you of one thing, I should tell you to get out of my office, but I can assure you of 
one thing, which is probably more than you're entitled to, and that is that the tenders will be 
considered fairly and properly on their merits." With that he got up and went out the door 
and said at the top of his voice, "And that's what I was bloody well afraid of," and slammed 
the door and this great big blob of plaster came down and caused a certain amount of 
consternation amongst the office staff. I think I've told you about that before. 

RJ No I'm sure you haven't, because I would remember that if you had. 

COURT That's when I was Minister for Industrial Development. Most of the people 
who try to put a bit of pressure on you, try to lean on you, they wilted pretty quickly when 
they found that first of all you weren't interested, and secondly that you were likely to make 
it pretty hot. Those sort of things I didn't treat them as being anything more than par for the 
course on the job. Things like the handling of the huge amount of scrap iron that the 
railways had to handle when I was Minister for Railways and that type of thing. Certain 
industries attract that sort of people. You just have to be ready for it and not accept any 
compromises at all, and then you can't get into trouble. 

If they go off and complain to somebody that you weren't prepared to do a deal with them, 
well they're only singing your praises anyhow. There's some people it's lovely to be 
criticised by because their reputation is known, so you learn to be a bit realistic about those 
things. 

But there were very few cases where people tried seriously to involve you in some 
manipulation of something. I think mainly if you were known to have a certain standard of 
conduct and a certain line of approach to these things that they smelt it out and they backed 
away. I had more fear about them going to some of our colleagues. I'm not suggesting there 
was any corruption on their part but because of their being fairly naive in these things, they 
would listen to the story from some of these people, and these experts are pretty 
convincing, you know. They're the poor little people that are being trodden on and being 
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run over by big companies. You hear it time and time and time again. But when you get to 
the bottom of it you find that ifs not that at all. But they do suck people in because of their 
cleverness; [real "con men]. 

So I really believe that it would be very hard to find anyone in our [coalition] governments 
that went close to being involved. David Brand's attitude on these things would be exactly 
the same as mine. Again people would back away from him once they tried it once. 

There were some humorous cases which, if you could see the humour - which I can today; 
I couldn't at the time I might add - but I had some very good friends around the place and I 
was very grateful that they used to tip me off if there was anything going on, little schemes 
being worked out to cause me embarrassment or something of that kind. 

But this particular one, I got tipped off that our friends Hancock and Wright decided that 
maybe I had another side to my life instead of being this good Christian gentleman that was 
normally portrayed as being a little bit of a square and a little bit Victorian and something 
of a wowser. That came to a head in the 1977 election. That was to our credit. I laughed 
that one off with great success at the polling booth, as you know. But they [Hancock and 
Wright] had made up their mind that perhaps this man's sex life and possible 
perambulations outside of his normal marital status would be worth a look at. 

One of the places where whoever was working for them was operating, was at the Windsor 
Hotel in Melbourne, where I always stayed - as did Rita if she was with me. We always 
stayed there. It was a lovely old hotel and it was a very good place from which to negotiate 
too. I could always get a suite there where we could do negotiations and the companies 
would come in. You could lay everything out and get busy on it in what was neutral 
territory. There was one particular suite there, 413, which was ideally suited and many of 
the negotiations have been done in that particular suite [that is, when in Melbourne and not 
in Perth]. 

The then manager of Windsor was well-known to me and unbeknown to me, he knew 
about this snooping that was going on. The devil, he just egged them on a bit, and thought 
it would be good fun to sort of drop a few morsels around. It so happened at that time both 
Rita and Margaret were in Melbourne for the Australian Championships, tennis 
championships. We had a suite so that Margaret could have a room in the suite, and Rita 
and I could have our own room. Then there was a sort of common space which was very 
useful for me. So he led these people on apparently with the idea: "He's not only got an old 
thing, but he's got a young thing." [chuckles] Unbeknown to me, this drama was being 
enacted until it got to a point when he felt he had to kill it. You can imagine there being 
some red faces when the old thing was Rita and the young thing was Margaret! 

He told me about it at the appropriate time, but the devil, he'd had his fun in the meantime, 
because a fellow in that position's got to know what's going on around the place. He never 
told me at the time because he knew what the score was. Somebody had given them this 
lead that about why I was so often in Melbourne and so on. 
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Anyhow at the time I was mighty angry about it, but you're working your heart out for the 
State and for the projects you believe in and you've got this sort of thing going on around 
you. I suppose it was ever thus. Now I can look back on it and laugh. In fact it wasn't very 
long after it that I could sit back and laugh about it. Rita got to know about it and she, 
strangely enough, was much more angry than I was. She was very friendly with Lang's first 
wife, Hope, [now deceased], and she always tried to see some good in Lang, but from then 
onwards she just wouldn't have a bar of him. As you know Rita was the sort of person that 
was very slow to anger and very slow to condemn, but when she did get to a point when 
she believed that somebody should be condemned, it was absolute with her. She never, 
ever came back again, because she was slow in getting there and so fair and forgiving in 
getting there that when she crossed the line it was complete. 

RJ I wondered too in your time of government whether you had any direct 
contact with the entrepreneurs that became a feature of the Burke Government, people like 
Bond, Connell, Holmes a Court, Dempster, these sort of people. 

COURT Yes, I did in varying degree because.... you mentioned Bond, Connell, 
Holmes a Court, Dempster. Holmes a Court never hunted in the pack that the others did, so 
you'd have to treat him separately. I had a lot to do with him when I was Minister for 
Industrial Development over the Albany episode, Albany Woollen Mills, and I think we've 
covered that somewhere along the track. I never had any dealings with him in conjunction 
with the other people like Bond, Connell, Dempster and others. I had quite a bit to do with 
him because he, on occasions, would seek me out, discuss things. On other occasions I 
would have to discuss things with him. But we never got to a point of being all that 
involved to the same extent, for instance, as Bond. It was always in a different way. I could 
never remember Holmes a Court ever discussing anything with me that involved Bond and 
others. In fact I gathered the impression that he didn't want to be identified with Bond, 
Connell and others. He regarded himself as being superior in capabilities and influence and 
significance in the community. I think he'd have been rather irritated if anyone had 
suggested that he was part of the pack. 

I cannot recall him approaching me on the basis of wanting to manipulate something, or 
get our involvement in something on his behalf or with him. He did discuss a number of 
issues with me which were important to the State. That happened while I was minister, 
while I was Premier, and subsequently. Apart from the specific dealings we had on the 
Albany Woollen Mills and then the renewal of that arrangement further down the track, I 
cannot recall anything that was specific so far as the government was concerned, apart, of 
course, from the fact that it was me that invited him to be the Chairman of the Joondalup 
Development Corporation. You have details of that. He had been very critical of the 
incompetence of government and government departments. So you will recall from the 
previous interview that we virtually challenged him to show us how to do it. It wasn't all 
that successful at that stage, but it eventually went on to be a great success. 

1 Hancock and Wright also initiated an investigation into the private affairs of Sir Charles, presumably looking 
for evidence that he had gained financially during negotiations he was involved in as Minister for Industrial 
Development. Sir Charles has written notes about the investigation and these are attached. pp.  2389-2392 (RJ). 
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Bond was a different kettle of fish. Bond was a different personality. The cold-blooded, 
enthusiastic, rather crude, entrepreneur type. There was no finesse about Master Alan. He 
was just a bull at a gate, type of thing. After he had got past his sign-writing days and had a 
few land deals which whetted his appetite, he was a completely different person - 

immediately started to talk big, started to talk as a big wheel, quite unashamedly, almost to 
a point of it being rather entertaining to see the way he changed his dress, his approach, his 
speech even. It was quite humorous in some ways, but you learn to live with these people. 

Don't forget we'd been through a barrage of entrepreneurs during the time when we had to 
do that very difficult negotiation on the Pilbara iron ore. People came out of the woodwork. 
We had all sorts of shapes and sizes wanting to be given favours, given areas, given some 
access to various minerals, particularly iron ore. 

He [Bond] came along at a time when he had started to become prominent in doing some 
deals which used to worry me. There was the famous story which I think was purely a 
story, but it was one of the stories that used to be told at dinner parties and so on when they 
were talking about Bond, this new, brash entrepreneur, where his secretary walked into his 
office and said, "I've got good news and bad news." He said, "Well give us the good news 
first." He said, "Our man's been successful in getting that option on that building in the 
Terrace," which was duly named. I wouldn't attempt it now, but it was duly named in the 
course of telling this story. He said, "Congratulate him, that's very, very good. Good news, 
good news, good news. But now give me the bad news." "They want ten dollars deposit." 

This used to be a story that went the rounds at dinner parties, but I think it was indicative. 
There would never have been a story like that about Holmes a Court, you see. He seemed 
to do it in a much more genteel way, a different atmosphere to that. Also, of course, he was 
having some success stories that in ways might have been just as audacious as what Bond 
used to do, but they appeared to me more astute and more professional and more 
successful. 

However, Alan was fast getting a reputation for doing deals. The big dollars were starting 
to be talked about and instead of people being quite as disrespectful to him as they had 
been, they started to assume that maybe the man's going to make it. He's just lucky, or he's 
got the entrepreneurial streak. 

Then he got to a stage when he started to get in very deep. He challenged, as you know, for 
the America's Cup, and I don't think he had the faintest idea of the rules for it. He was 
involved with the Japanese in this Two Rocks/Yanchep proposal. I think he genuinely 
believed that you could challenge for the America's Cup, win it, and then, of course, be 
able to make that the home of the America's Cup. It would have done wonders to that 
particular area, and all future challenges would come from there. It's now history, of 
course, that they reminded him very promptly that you had to be nominated by a club. Joe 
Blow or Billy Smith couldn't just turn up and say they wanted to race for the America's 
Cup. It had to be a reputable club that challenged. Then there was a certain amount of 
trauma that went on to get him the required membership and then to get the club to actually 
mount the challenge, as a recognised club that could be the challenger. That in itself was 
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quite a saga. There were a few people down there [RPYC] like Bill Lucas and others who 
saw that here's a fellow going to risk his own money and do something that they in 100 
years wouldn't be able to do as a club. We'll never get anyone that would personally take 
the initiative and provide all the funds that were necessary. So they eventually backed the 
challenge. As you now know it was [ultimately] successful. 

But when he first challenged, it was an audacious thing that he did. It aroused the ire of 
quite a few people with whom he was dealing. He was naturally very heavily involved with 
the banks and the financial institutions in doing these deals. As I explained to him on one 
occasion, he had far too many balls in the air at one time. I gave him the example that a 
juggler has to know how many balls he can juggle, because if one drops to the ground his 
act is finished. A fellow juggling as many balls as he was around the world (that was the 
audacity of it all: not around Perth or Melbourne and Sydney, but around the world) is 
playing a very dangerous game. I used to say to him, "Always remember the juggler. When 
one ball drops to the ground his act is finished and you're going to be no different if you get 
too involved." 

Now he kept coming back to me with some of the most ingenious devices, wanting us as a 
State government to take a share in a corporation that was being set up to finance some of 
these "balls" that were being juggled in the air, or just an interest in one of the "balls" that 
was being juggled in the air, or to just give a simple, as he used to say, "Just a simple letter 
underwriting it, or sponsoring it, or supporting it." He didn't care [about the detail], it was 
just one of these letters. I used to have to say, "The answer's no Alan." He kept bouncing 
back. He never seemed to be affronted when you said, "No, no, no, a thousand times no." 
He kept bouncing back. He'd always get into your office by saying, "Look, this is 
something completely differently to what I was talking to you before. Terribly important to 
the State. There's no risk in it for the State, but I just want you to know what I'm doing and 
to let it be known that you're supporting me." Well he'd come in and it would be another 
rehash of these things. 

Of course we had a golden rule with these things. They had to be put to the Treasury for 
them to take a dispassionate view, for no other reason than assessing how much money had 
to be put up by the government, or if it didn't put up money, how much latent demand was 
there from guarantees or any other reason at all. In other words whether there was a 
contingent liability. Governments are very, very - or should be - very, very wary of 
contingent liabilities because a contingent liability both to a government and to a company 
can completely paralyse your balance sheet and they have to be disclosed. 

So we were very concerned because in the case of government contingent liabilities, they 
can be huge. The primary liability might be very small, but the contingent liability could be 
millions, hundreds of millions, if you're not careful. So you have to be careful, and 
governments are expected to honour their commitments anyhow. 

You know the story of the Khemlani case later on, with Whitlam's Government and 
R F X Connor. That seemed innocent enough, goodness only knows. A letter on the 
minister's letterhead was all that Khemlani wanted! From then onward he could go and 
make his overtures around the world. 
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It was always a source of amazement to me the type of people who would do business with 
a fellow like Khemlani. It never ceased to amaze me. If you saw some of these people you 
wouldn't want to be seen dead with them. Anyhow they had some mesmerism with them 
and all they wanted was to get some credibility, and what more credible piece of paper can 
you have than a ministers letter of introduction, especially a federal minister. That's why I 
was always warning our ministers about giving references, especially to do with financial 
matters. Never do it without consulting me, or preferably consulting the Under Treasurer, 
because he would be just as cautious, if not more so, than I was, bearing in mind this 
contingent liability. The mere possession of the letter. You mightn't say you guarantee 
something, or you sponsor something, but the mere fact that you give it a kind smile can 
bring with it, in the case of a government, a moral obligation. 

So we were constantly very, very firm with Alan. I'm trying to think of the man who wrote 
a book - he was to do with the ABC - a book on Bond. He tried very hard to give the 
impression in his book that we'd rescued Bond from operations. We never rescued him 
from anything. We did acquire land from him, but only because it suited our convenience. 
I'm talking about the Santa Maria land. We were very tough with Bond. We just refused to 
give him the subdivision that he wanted. We had our reason for wanting that land kept in 
broad acres. The minister consulted with the government, and based on that advice from 
the government, he was able to say to Bond, "We're not going to agree to the subdivision of 
this. In fact we want to buy your land [as broad acres]." That was like a red rag to a bull 
because he didn't want to sell broad acres, because when you sell broad acres, you get paid 
broad acre rates. What he wanted was the right to subdivide, which meant he'd have made 
a fortune. We had other ideas for that particular land in the longer term. 

So it wasn't all sweetness and light when dealing with Alan. He was very, very resentful of 
that particular deal. We also had that experience over the Yanchep/Two Rocks land. In 
other words we wouldn't go along with his schemes. It would have made all the difference 
to him. 

Now what I did do with him was to try and encourage and help him to work these things 
out on the merit of each particular thing. It's very well recorded that I might ring up a bank 
manager where there was particular pressure coming on Bond and discuss the thing with 
him, as to whether they were wise to push Bond too hard at that particular time. I 
remember Robert Norman, the then manager of Bank of New South Wales, who I knew 
very well and who at one stage managed the Perth office. He was a very senior banker, 
very tough operator. They somehow or other were involved and they were putting some 
pressure on Bond. I felt that they were being a little bit unrealistic having regard for the fact 
that if they put the sort of pressure on they were planning at the time, they could be 
responsible for the first of these balls that were being juggled in the air, falling to the 
ground, and that meant the whole act was off and everybody would suffer. It was a 
question of whether it was the right thing to keep the balls being juggled until a time 
arrived when it suited them to bring one of them out of the act, instead of letting it fall to 
the ground. 
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So there were quite a few discussions of that kind, banks here and banks overseas. 

END OF SIDE A 
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COURT Inevitably the Robert Normans and others would say, "Will the government 
guarantee this?" or "Will the government give some indemnity?" or "Will the government 
invest in this scheme?" And the answer was no. 

We never risked a cent with Bond and we never backed him for a cent. We were prepared 
to encourage, we were prepared to help negotiate, but with always the same answer, and all 
the ministers had the same instruction, and the Treasury understood this completely. We 
didn't have to convince them, they didn't want to have a bar of it, but we had to make sure 
that if they smelt a rat anywhere that somebody within the government was implying some 
support that they had to move very quickly and get on to me as Premier and Treasurer. So 
that was the atmosphere in which we dealt with these things. 

On the more humorous side I remember Robert Norman ringing me up about this "so-and-
so friend of yours". He always used to start off like that. I knew he meant Alan Bond. He 
said, "Who owns this so-and-so boat? We pick up the paper and find that he's challenging 
for the America's Cup, this prestigious thing. This is for rich men! Entrepreneurs like him 
without two bob to rub together don't go into that sort of thing. Who's buying this boat, 
who owns the boat?" I said, "Well, that's up to you. Why don't you ask him where is the 
boat, who owns the boat and can you get title over the boat?" and that sort of thing. I said, 
"It's not for me. I wouldn't know, but I do know that if he gets away with it it's going to be 
big for Australia as well as big for him." I knew what Bond's objective was. 

Anyway it was always "this stupid boat" kept coming up. I'm talking about his 
unsuccessful challenges now. Here he was in the middle of all these very delicate 
negotiations and sometimes by merely talking to a bank manager, either in America or in 
Australia, it gave him the necessary time to get to the other side of the world and catch the 
ball before it fell on the ground. It might sound far-fetched, but it was as fast-moving as 
that, because this man was helter-skelter from one end of the world to the other. You have 
to pay him for his stamina and his quick wit in trying to run around and keep all these 
things in the air. 

He did understand the message that I gave him, "If one of those drops to the ground that act 
is finished." So he carried this on for some years, but always there was this America's Cup 
thing in the background. Eventually, of course, he won it and he was something of a hero 
for a while, but it wasn't enough to deal with the cold-blooded financial side of his empire. 
But for a while he became a national hero and he's still talked of with a degree of affection 
for that particular thing but, of course, other things have caught up with that. 

Now he then came to me with another proposition. That was all good and fun and games 
up until that point. I felt that I'd demonstrated that we were anxious to encourage 
entrepreneurs as long as they stuck to the rules, but we weren't prepared to back them 
financially. We'd do what I did: pick up the telephone and talk to people and try and help 
him to get the necessary time that he needed on occasions, but not a cent of guarantee. We 
had to make it very clear. 
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But then he came to me and said one day - a few of us had been talking and he implied it 
was people like Connell and a few others - and, "We think you haven't done a bad job 
when you were a minister and now you're Premier, but we think you can do it much 
better." I said, "Well, that's very interesting, always interesting. I happen to be the fellow 
that's got to do the job, but you tell me how I can do it better." He said, "Well, you know, 
all of these great projects like these iron ore things and the bauxite and the nickel and the 
alumina and now the North West Shelf, there's not enough Australian equity." And he said, 
"What's more there should be more WESTERN Australian equity." I said, "Well, that's 
very interesting but I can tell you that when we launched the first iron ore project, we 
couldn't have got 20 cents in Collins Street, Melbourne, for a project that wasn't going to 
pay a dividend for years. Everybody's used to buying a share today and getting a dividend 
on Tuesday fortnight." That was the mentality in Australia. As for investing in something 
that won't pay a dividend for years, even though it's a generous dividend hopefully at the 
time, you've just got to realise that, if you want the development - and we desperately 
needed the development. "Oh," he said, "but it could have been done differently." I said, 
"Such as?" He said, "Well, you could have nominated a person like me, or Connell" and he 
named a couple of others, "who would be the Western Australian entrepreneur in the 
matter. Before all of these foreign people or the big people like BHP and CRA could get 
the final title, we had to be a 10 per cent, or 20 per cent sort of base investor, and it would 
have to be a Western Australian, like me and Connell." Others were mentioned. 

So I said, "Well Alan, it's very interesting, but you realise the size of these projects." At 
that time we'd done a costing on the ultimate costing for North West Shelf. I said, "We 
give you this pre-empted right to a five per cent equity in North West Shelf." At that time 
we thought it was going to cost $10 000 million. Ten per cent of that is a lot of money. I 
went on and referred to others like iron ore and bauxite and alumina, and spelt out the 
capitalisation. He'd mentioned 10 per cent, 15 per cent, 20 per cent. I gave him the figures. 
I said, "Now where would you get $1000 million of hard cash?" Hard cash, because that's 
what was involved if you were in, say, 10 per cent in the North West Shelf. I gave him the 
other figures for iron ore and the like. He said, "You've got me all wrong. We don't put up 
any money." He said, "You just nominate us as having a 10, 15, 20 per cent interest, and 
we're the WA sheet anchor, the equity holder, representing the State to ensure that we've 
got this Western Australian input." I said, "You mightn't have realised it, but before I gave 
you those figures 1 realised what you were up to. What you're wanting is a 'carried ride'." 
He said, "Now you're talking." So I had to say, "Well look, it's not on. It's not on, because 
why do you or somebody, else get this right from the government to a 'carried ride'? People 
have got to put up real money. If you had the pre-emptive rights at the start, say you owned 
the title, and you went to one of these companies - not the government - but you went to 
one of these companies and said, 'I, Alan Bond, have got the title to this piece of land,' or 
to this piece of mining tenement, or some petroleum tenement that's been proved, and they 
said, 'Right we'll pay you x for it,' that's nothing to do with us. That's purely a deal between 
two entrepreneurs: one who's the entrepreneur in the purer sense, and the other one who's 
an investor with an entrepreneurial background or skill. If they said, 'Right, we'll give you 
a carried ride for 5 per cent, 10 per cent, 20 per cent', that would be none of our business, it 
wouldn't be taxpayers' money or title, but for me to say, the government to say, the 
Minister for Mines to say, and the minister in charge of petroleum tenements to say, 'Look, 
if you want to develop this particular area you've got to go and talk to x, y or z, and they 
have a 5 per cent, 10 per cent, 20 per cent, whatever it might be, [pre-emptive] position 
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[from the government]," I said, "that would be to my mind absolute corruption. I can tell 
you now...." He said, "Well, will you take it to Cabinet?" I said, "No, I won't." 

Now he was talking to some of my colleagues and I had to make sure at the next Cabinet 
meeting I told them precisely what had happened, because I used to have a habit of 
minuting these things very precisely and very quickly while it was fresh in my mind. So I 
said, "I just want to warn you. It sounds very impressive, that we wanted to guarantee, for 
example, a 10 per cent Western Australian equity in it, and this is how it's talked about. In 
case you don't understand, I'll explain to you what a carried ride is. You put up no money, 
somebody else takes all the risks, money, expertise, markets, construction, and you at the 
end of the day finish up not having contributed a cent, as aS, 10, 15, 20, whatever it is, per 
cent owner. It's a lovely thought, but it's not on as far as this government is concerned. [We 
only deal with real investors and developers.]" 

So he became very resentful over that. He thought he'd got a great idea and he used to talk 
to some people. They used to make it very clear to me how impressed they were until I 
sounded them out as to what they were talking about and debunked the idea. Did they 
know what they were talking about? Initially they felt that I was holding the State back, 
holding back WA investments, WA equity. In other words Western Australians owning x, 
y or z per cent. Then you'd say to them, "Have you got your facts right?" and you'd egg 
them on a bit. You'd just say, "Does this man want to invest real money and have a 10, 15, 
20 per cent interest, and have it in the name of WA." So I said, "Well, it's not like that. He 
doesn't want to invest anything. Go back and have a talk to him, go back and talk to him, 
because he doesn't want to invest a cent, but he wants to finish up owning that percentage 
because I, the Premier, or "x" the minister, or "y" some other minister, gave him this pre-
emptive right. Do you as a citizen believe that he should get it? Why not you?" Of course 
in every case where you could expose this, people went away shaking their head [feeling 
they had been deceived by Bond]. 

But he became very resentful about that. That explains why as soon as Burke became the 
government and he [Bond] gave an address - it was down at the Entertainment Centre, not 
in the main auditorium, but there was a function held down there. He wrote a very scathing 
address on how I'd held the State back. In fact I sent for him. I was out of parliament at the 
time. Well, I was out of Parliament altogether at the time. But I sent for him and said, "This 
is what you said. Are you going to correct this because it's not true." I did take steps to 
contradict it, but by this time he was the "flavour of the month" and Burke was "the flavour 
of the month", and you couldn't get the media, especially the West Australian, to even 
listen. 

So this went on. That's why he became so vitriolic about me and what I had done - [or 
refused to do]. He tried to retrieve that some years down the track at a public gathering, but 
the damage had been done. 

Then, of course, as it developed over the years it was to my credit that I hadn't backed him, 
but he never told the people that this was a "carried ride". 

Now just to complete the story. Burke did give people pre-emptive rights: Connell, 
Dempster and others. That carried right on until the PICL thing where they had pre- 
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emptive rights in the matter. At one stage I was asked if I'd see some very reputable visiting 
people in the aluminium industry. They were international people of repute and they asked 
if they could see me. I assumed it was just a courtesy visit because of my previous heavy 
involvement, internationally as well as locally. I saw them and they said, "Look, we want 
to invest in an aluminium smelting plant in Western Australia". Because I knew smelters 
were the next objective of the government, any government so far as aluminium was 
concerned, I said, "Well, that's good. What can I do to help? because regardless of what 
government's in office I want to see it come here." They said, "Well, we've been told that 
we've got to talk to Mr Connell and Mr Dempster about it and we've done that. We thought 
they were people that were going to invest in these things and it might have to be a joint 
venture or something like that, but then we found it wasn't that at all. It was the infamous 
carried ride concept. They are sitting on this exclusive right, pre-emptive right, it was 
called." Now I said, "Look, I can't believe it." He said, "You've got to believe it because we 
went to the Mines Department and we said, 'this can't be true.' They said, 'Well it is. We 
can only give information to these people or whoever they direct because they have the 
pre-emptive right to do a feasibility study." Now that might be technically a little bit 
different from having pre-emptive right to a title, which they could use for a carried ride, 
but it has the same practical effect. These people of world class couldn't go and negotiate 
direct with the government at all, they had to go through these people. 

So they went back to these people - I think in this case it was Connell and Dempster. 
Ironically, of course, they came up together in the PICL deal later. But they went back to 
them and they said, "Well, we've been told that you have the pre-emptive right to do this 
feasibility study. We're interested because we've got all the expertise and the technology, 
and there's not a lot of technology around the world." In making aluminium you follow one 
route or another. People like Alcoa have got their own particular technology, people like 
Reynolds and some others have got theirs. The French people, Pechiney, they've got theirs. 
I think they all are very much the same, but they like to believe and to give the impression 
that they've got something that no-one else has, and that's fair enough. But they all finish 
up producing aluminium anyhow. [Connell and Dempster] just said, "Well, we expect you 
to provide that." It came down to, they [the international company] would provide the 
expertise, they'd provide the capital, they'd provide the markets, but these other people 
[Connell and Dempster] would be sitting there with a predetermined percentage of equity 
without contributing any money. In other words the "carried ride", using this pre-emptive 
right to do the feasibility study, although they were people who didn't know how to start 
on a feasibility study. They'd have to go and buy it from somebody else, buy the 
technology, and buy the people that were going to do the feasibility study, having no 
knowledge of it themselves, and expecting somebody like this group to come in [and pay 
for everything]. This group just walked away from it. They said, "We've got something else 
to do with our money around the world than do this sort of thing." 

They were absolutely shocked, but that's the sort of thing that Bond had in mind. I thought 
it was rather ingenious, instead of calling it a carried ride they gave them the pre-emptive 
rights to do the feasibility study, in the process of which they could then go and negotiate 
with potential providers of the technology, potential joint venturers, and people who would 
put up the money and the expertise and the markets. 
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So you can see how that flowed on. Where we were resolute in resisting it, it was embraced 
in a very similar form in the Burke Government. You don't need to be very smart to realise 
it was the same people just translating it to a government that was very receptive. I think 
that covers the point that you wanted. 

Ri Sir Charles, we've got some fairly major things to cover in detail, but a 
couple of small other matters to just sort of polish off. I was listening to your broadcast that 
you gave to 6PR on 21 September 1990, when you were kind of the.... whatever it's called, 
not the Di, but [laughs] the talkback host or whatever for a session, and people were 
ringing in etc. You were talking about your vision of Perth and how you and Sir Ernest 
Lee-Steere had plans to improve and upgrade Perth. What was that vision? 

COURT Well, the particular session you referred to, it was an afternoon, and the 
station invited certain people like me to take the station over for an afternoon, somebody 
who'd been fairly prominent around the place, and then have phone-ins and play their 
favourite music and all that sort of thing. It was quite a fun afternoon, and I did bring in 
quite a few people including Sir Ernest Lee-Steere and many other people - Johnny 
Leonard the footballer and others. It was quite a fun afternoon, time went surprisingly 
quickly. 

But don't forget it wasn't only Sir Ernest Lee-Steere that I had talks with as Premier about 
the city. Sir Frederick Chaney was one, and others. The then Town Clerk, Ossie Edwards, 
was very prominent in all our talks. There was a very special relationship developed 
between the State Treasury, the Under-Treasurer and his officers and Ossie Edwards when 
he was the Town Clerk of Perth and had a long, outstanding period there. I think he 
followed after Mac I Green, who himself was a notable person. We've had some very 
outstanding town clerks going back to Bold and people like that. 

But I always had a very fond memory of Perth, with that great sweep of grass from the 
Narrows freeway bridge, you might say, where all that carpark is and where the bus station 
is, from there right round through the Esplanade, through to Langley Park, and then on to 
what was previously an eyesore in Heirisson [Island], and then Burswood Island, which 
was an eyesore. This concept of having this great grassed area between the city and the 
river always got me in. Don't forget I go back far enough to when the Esplanade used to 
flood regularly. The great flood when I was at Perth Boys' School, when they actually 
rowed people up in boats from the Barrack Street Jetty, up to where the Weld Club is, 
where the rise was sufficient for them to be able to put people on dry land. Progressively 
they overcame the drainage and other problems on the Esplanade, and instead of having 
water once a year opposite the old Esplanade Hotel, of course you had this lovely swath of 
green there. 

The thing that I used to like about it was the number of sports that were played there that 
didn't have a gate. They didn't have grounds with a fence around it so that you could take 
money at the gate. To my mind that was always sport at its best. People just played for the 
fun of it. Have a number on their back and run around in the club colours and get a sweat 
up and thoroughly enjoy it, and all in good fun. The only reward you got was the 
satisfaction of playing, and then the extra satisfaction of winning. 
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Also, when you went down to Langley Park on a Saturday, it used to be a mass of people, 
all sorts of sports, winter and summer. That used to make me feel good. In fact it got me 
into conflict with Herb Elliott. He heard me talking on this one day, about the great joy of 
seeing people playing for fun. He said, "You've got it all wrong. You've got to have elitist 
facilities to get elitist people. If you're going to win gold medals at the Olympics and other 
sports, you've got to have these elitist facilities and we've just got to get the message in 
Australia and pick out those that are going to make world class; gold medals in other 
words." I said, "Herb I can't agree with you. Okay it's lovely winning medals, but I'm more 
concerned about having thousands of people getting a sweat up and having a lot of fun than 
the few, wonderful though they are." I said, "You're the last people to talk about elitist 
facilities. The best that you had was Percy Cerutty and his sandhills, and you didn't even 
get a hot shower." I said, "I've heard you on about that, and what did you do? You've run 
more consecutive four-minute miles than any other person that has lived. So it's the will 
and the spirit and the determination, so I'm afraid I can't go along with you." But he came 
to see me on behalf of some people here, wanting me to change my attitude. Maybe he was 
right and we are winning more gold medals. If that's what you want to do, well okay do it, 
but surely there's room for this other type of sport. 

Now I just want to remind you, you don't see as much of that sport as you used to. Okay, 
out in the metropolitan area you've got more greens, more open spaces there for people 
playing netball, basketball and all of the other games that go with it. So I suppose a lot of 
those people have disappeared into the suburbs and that's not a bad thing. 

But I did have this view that we should have this unbroken swath, right down past 
Heirisson, round to that filthy mess that used to be the start of Burswood, right around [to 
Belmont Racecourse]. Forget what Burswood used to be, as a dump and a sewerage farm. 
Forget all that, and develop all that right around to the racecourse. It's ahead of its time, but 
when Perth gets to the size it will eventually get, you're going to desperately need that sort 
of place, so people can spill over into it, and there's always somewhere where they can go 
with their children and their dogs, chasing balls and all that sort of thing, and hopefully 
playing sports. 

Now the Heirisson Island, if I remember correctly, that was converted to what it is during 
the time of Frederick Chaney, Sir Frederick Chaney [as Lord Mayor]. I think you'll find 
there's a plaque down there where the Council and the government had a function there to 
celebrate that. That was number one. Originally people used to talk about putting buildings 
on it and that sort of thing. Well there's nothing more crazy because imagine the traffic 
problem if you had lots and lots of people there? You want people there, but not lots and 
lots of people generating traffic, motor vehicle traffic [feeding on and off the Causeway]. 

So we had that area developed. I'm surprised how few people have ever been on either end 
of Heirisson Island. They'll see a different Perth altogether; a different Perth. I had not seen 
it for years myself, but as it progressed and when it was finished I was delighted with our 
work. 

Now here is where the Treasury and Ossie Edwards came into it. 

END OF TAPE 132 SIDE B 
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COURT That work was done at minimal cost to the government and the Council, 
because between Ossie Edwards and the Treasury, they hit on the idea of getting 
contractors who were building buildings in the city and had to excavate to put basements 
and car parks in, to dump their lovely clean spoil on the island. People don't realise it's very 
costly getting rid of that spoil. You've got to have somewhere to go. You can't go and 
dump it anywhere, you've got to put it in an approved place, and usually, if you've got any 
sense, you can work out to get it used as part of a recontouring scheme that is being 
worked out. This was perfect, just down the end of the Terrace. It was a master stroke, so it 
cost very, very little to do that job and you were doing it with lovely clean spoil, because it 
was good sand that you were taking out in most cases. 

Then having been successful with that one, we carried it on and then decided that we'd 
improve the approaches to Perth. Now you don't have to go back very far when that stretch 
of road coming in from the airport, when you go past what is now the casino, both sides of 
that were an absolute mess. We used the same techniques to develop that on both sides, 
particularly on the southern side where it was just a nice size to do a complete job and put a 
lovely lake in it and all that sort of thing, and a rotunda. There used to be a big board up 
there showing the names of all the people that contributed, mainly contractors who were 
bringing their spoil there. Then part of the deal of bringing the spoil there, they also had to 
bring equipment in to contour it in accordance with the plan devised by the City Council. 
Ossie Edwards was very active in that one. 

So having had this success on both sides of the main approach road leading on to the 
Causeway, we decided, in conjunction with the City Council (and by this time Ernest Lee-
Steere had come into it) that it would be good if we carried this on, and on, and on, right 
around to the Belmont Racecourse, and it was to be open space. 

Now the first plan that came up from the town planners and landscapers and others was 
rejected. It was very costly and it was a mass of lakes and bridges and all sorts of things 
which broke the concept of having this lovely swath of lawn right around to the racecourse. 
Okay, you could have some things there. The very nature of the contours, the very nature of 
the water levels in certain places meant that you had to have some scenic lakes and so on, 
but we wanted that reduced to the minimum, and there was a letter of understanding 
reached between the government and the Perth City Council with the idea that Ossie 
Edwards and the Treasury would press on with their fun and games and progressively - it 
didn't matter how fast or slow it went - would develop this, so you finished up starting here 
at William Street, going right along the Esplanade, through Langley Park, past Heirisson 
Island, right down until you eventually followed Burswood Island around to the 
racecourse. Whether it took ten years or more it didn't matter, you were moving in the right 
direction. 

We knew there was a dump there before, rubbish tips before, and that presented maybe 
some problems, but nothing which you couldn't cope with. So you can understand why I 
was so resentful when the decision was made to put the casino there. Firstly, I'd said there'd 
never be a casino while I was in office and there wasn't. David Brand said the same. We 
just couldn't believe that you had to have one of these to get the tourists. If that's what they 
came for, well it's a pretty poor show if there's not much else for them, with our lovely 
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beaches and lovely parts to go to. I couldn't bear the thought that they'd only come here to 
gamble in a casino; they can do that anywhere in the world. 

I protested. I didn't get very far because of the vested interests in the matter. I was very 
disappointed when Sir Ernest Lee-Steere, when he was confronted with my comments, 
said, "Oh, but that was only a letter, it wasn't a contract." Well, I had to hit the roof and say, 
"Look even if there wasn't a letter, if there was a recorded understanding in the minutes of 
the Council and the government, as far as I'm concerned that was a deal." The fact that it 
was only a letter and was unsealed and there wasn't a formal contract left me unmoved. 
Word had been given. Word had been accepted on this. So I've always felt very, very 
disappointed about that. 

Okay maybe that we'd been mowing a lot of lawn for a long time without a lot of people on 
it, but there would have come a time when hopefully a lot of people would have used it for 
games, for recreation of the wholesome sort, and maybe we would have found a role for it. 
You could have had bandstands, you could have erected maybe a bowl of some sort 
whereby with this big open space right on the river you could have a magnificent assembly 
area for huge concerts and that sort of thing. When you've got that much space so near to a 
city you can do wonders with it to handle huge crowds. All that's been given away in return 
for just a casino. I wouldn't care if it was the best casino in the world. But that was the 
concept I had. 

Also the other thing was that I always had a strong belief that one day someone would have 
the ingenuity and the will to sink the railway and then when the railway is sunk, you really 
make the major move to extend the city proper from the Esplanade to Newcastle Street, at 
least, and it will develop as a city. The impediments will disappear. That railway is always 
an impediment. 

Now I came up with a proposition when I was Minister for Industrial Development, for 
some Americans to sink the railway, in return for which they would get certain property 
rights. But everyone held their hands up in horror - somebody might make some money out 
of it. Of course they would, but we would get a lovely city linked from the Esplanade to 
Newcastle Street and our whole thinking would change. I feel sorry for the next bloke that 
comes up with the idea, because if he goes through a half of what I went through his life 
will be hell. Suggestions: "What are you going to get out of it?" and "Why do you want to 
do this?" 

Then I struck another problem that the heritage people came up and all of a sudden they 
fell in love with Poole's building down there. Now at that stage it looked pretty scruffy and 
no-one had got excited about it before. In fact those particular people were enthusiastic 
about it going. All of sudden somebody came up and said, "This man...." I forget his name, 
[George Temple-Poole] but he was also responsible for a building in the Treasury/Lands 
Department sector there. It was as though even if he built a fowl house it had to be kept. So 
that was put up as a reason for not sinking the railway. You could have even lived with that 
and still sunk the railway, because other buildings would naturally have been built over the 
railway and you'd have had this continuous presence. 
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There's an engineering problem because people don't realise that buildings like the post 
office, Commonwealth Bank, are all built on piles. If you look at the old maps there used 
to be lakes there. So they do have a water problem. All the buildings along Wellington 
Street have special provision there for looking after the water. But engineering being what 
it is, you can take care of all that. You've got to be careful you don't drain water off from 
those buildings, especially the big ones in Forrest Place, because if you do you get dry rot 
in the piles. 

Every one of those was driven while Rita and I were at school, at Perth Girls' School in her 
case, Perth Boys' School in my case, in James Street. Every time this old-fashioned drop 
hammer used to come from a high height and hit the pile, it registered over in James Street 
school. That went on for ages while they piled all that area. Today, of course, they have 
these rat-a-tat-tat machines that sink them down in no time, and much better and much 
quicker. 

But I felt that one day somebody will grasp the nettle. It's not beyond engineering 
possibilities, but they'll have to have a fairly imaginative approach to the real estate factor. 
The railway goes underneath and people still can use the railway. Instead of walking out on 
to the platform they just go down to subways they've been using around the world for 100 
years. From then on mentally the whole thing changes; your Horseshoe Bridge would 
disappear, Barrack Street Bridge would disappear and you're going just straight through, 
just another street in the city. But I didn't get very far with that one. The Cabinet took a fair 
bit from me. I can't complain, they were pretty good with all my hairy schemes and getting 
on with the development with the "one stop shop". There had to come a time when they 
would say, "Let's swallow what we're doing and not bite off this other one." 

So that was the end of that scheme for the time being, but it will come again. People get 
used to the fact that you can afford to spend that sort of money as long as you know what's 
going to be the end result and usually you can get a recoup from a new land title. Don't 
forget at that time air space was not a very well understood title. We bought air space to 
put the Mitchell Freeway over Mounts Bay Road. People forget that, of course, but the 
Emu Brewery was there. For that Freeway to go over the top, the big question was do we 
buy the brewery? That would have cost us a fortune. 

I did a deal with Geoffrey Cohen of Swan Brewery to buy the air space. We had never 
heard of it in Perth before. We literally bought the air space for the flyover there, that huge 
flyover. In those days the brewery, what was known as the Emu Brewery, was still 
operating, of course. So the idea of buying that out and just destroying it and putting the 
flyover there was ridiculous. 

So we did a deal with Geoffrey Cohen. He was very reluctant to have the price disclosed. 
Well, you can't do a deal of that magnitude without telling the public what you paid for it. 
In fact it was much, much less than I thought we were going to have to pay, because the 
convenience of putting that across there and not having to buy the land was unbelievable. I 
forget what we paid, but it was [less than we expected]. Geoffrey's long since dead, of 
course, and the brewery's changed in character so it wouldn't matter if they knew that we 
felt that we got a real bargain. 
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We didn't get much help in these things from the West. They always seemed to want to 
rubbish everything we did. I found the public seemed to understand it pretty well. That's 
how that flyover occurred, as a result of negotiations with the brewery for air space. 

Now air space is a saleable commodity in most parts of the world and properly used can be 
very advantageous. One person who did come up with an idea about the air space from the 
railway sinking, right out as far as Leederville and beyond, as far as Subiaco, was Harold 
Krantz. He was quite famous at the time for building masses of flats, high rise flats - well, 
they were called high rise at the time, but they wouldn't be today. He had a knack of 
building these things at a very low capital cost and getting a good rent return. 

I remember one prominent real estate man in Jack Milner was approached by one of his 
close friends as to why he couldn't get more of the architect rural work from Jack's clients. 
He said, "Oh well, you know Krantz is a bloke that builds them at the right cost and they're 
what people want, and they get a return. After all it's their money." Then the architect 
friend remonstrated with him, how they build better quality and all that sort of thing, and 
Jack in his dour way said, "Oh," he said, "well the trouble with you," he said, "that you 
want to have a cadmium-plated bolt where Harold would drive an eight inch nail." He said, 
"I want to tell you in 50 years time his buildings will still be up," and sure enough some of 
them are. 

It was a direct way of talking about getting down to a cost rather than doing something 
showy. He had rather an imaginative approach and he came to me at the time when he 
knew I was taking a bit of battering over this lowering of the railway, about how that space 
could be put to use and give a return for the air space over the railway. It was the only 
constructive idea, frankly, put up at the time. Everything was knock, knock, knock. 
Everyone was full of problems - you will never know how many problems. There were 
none of the engineering problems that couldn't be resolved if you had the money, and you 
had the need to do it, of course. At that time it wasn't urgent, frankly, but it had been a nice 
thought at a time when it could have been done with the minimum dislocation to the tempo 
of life at that time. Today it would be much more difficult. You're dealing with a much 
more sophisticated city, a much bigger city. The central district has got these huge high-rise 
buildings and all sorts of things today that it didn't have at that time. However, the time 
will come when someone will face up to it. 

RJ Along a similar line, Geoff Bolton makes the comment that you took a 
pride in Perth and to quote him, "You sought to promote its claims as a venue for 

conferences; not without benefit to the hotel and accommodation industry." Is he right? 

COURT Very much so. In fact I can tell you that during 150th anniversary 
celebrations in 1979, we had more than a major conference a working day in Perth for the 
whole of that year. That was because of promotion fortuitously and consequentially, of 

Geoffrey Bolton, State on the Move, p. 224. 
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course, related to the 150th anniversary. We prepared several years before don't forget. We 
said to every sporting body, church bodies, industrial bodies, cultural bodies, you name it, 
everybody, we said, "We want you to start planning now to get your rotation year for your 
federal conference (not only your State conference, but your federal conference) here. Most 
of them responded and they did it jolly well. 

So we had all these very influential conferences here. It taxed the accommodation, but I 
have to remind you that about that time we were going through a bit of an economics 
downturn and I could see this coming. It struck me that the 150th anniversary could be a 
very useful reason for stimulating a lot of interest, a lot of activity, social activity, 
economic activity, and above all having these annual conferences here timed for that year 
put the spotlight on Perth. It was very successful and very profitable so far as our hotels 
and our tourist facilities were concerned. At the same time the sort of people who were 
coming here would have got to know WA better, what we were doing for Australia as well 
as for ourselves. 

I've always believed that we have something to offer. A very interesting thing about 
conferences. Usually when you first mention it, when you are advocating WA for a 
conference in a particular profession or industry, the cry goes up, too far, too far! Well then 
you have to explain it's just as far from Sydney to Perth as it is from Perth to Sydney, so 
why not have our turn, at least have our turn. 

Also I believed, and I use this very often, that when people made the decision to come to 
the Perth conference, they got better attendances and better attention than when they went 
to Melbourne, Sydney or Brisbane. The reason is this, that when people make the decision 
to cross the continent to come they usually bring their wives, they usually make a proper 
visit of it, and when you've got them at the conference, they're going to pay attention to the 
conference. Usually your local people are the worst attenders at conferences because 
they're watching their clock, and they're still making appointments in their office when they 
should be at the conference sessions, or the conference functions. Whereas the people that 
have come across the continent invariably say, "Well I'm here for the conference," and they 
want to enjoy the conference. So I believe we have a lot to offer. 

We're already, by the way, as at 1994, we're in trouble over accommodation. I was in 
Singapore recently and they were telling me that that particular corporation that has a very 
big event down here on l4th-15th October, is already having trouble to get the major 
delegation coming down into suitable hotel accommodation here - and they're influential 
because they're in the hotel business. But it shows how quickly you can catch up. You've 
got to have all types of accommodation, from the people who want motel type to people 
who want five star, but your real tourist trade doesn't live in the five star, though. They 
want good, clean, sensible accommodation, and they're quite happy. They want value. They 
want proper locations and proximity to the right things, access to right services and so on. 
Don't forget it's a big, big State; we're only just starting to understand how big it is and how 
good it is. 
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RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the offices of Grant 
Thornton on 22 September 1994. 

Sir Charles, we're going to turn today to the relationship between the Liberal Party and the 
National Country Party, Country Party, whatever they were called at the time. You've 
spoken previously about the 1974 election and you've had the split that occurred at that 
time and Ray McPharlin losing the leadership. Then you talked about "very gladly", to use 

your words - "I very gladly accepted them back into the coalition." At that point Old 
became the leader and you laid down that he could not be deputy premier for the reasons 
that you've given us. 

According to Penrose in an article that she's written about the relationship between the two 
parties, covering the period 1974 to '77, trouble again arose in 1976, when in the 
Assembly.... Well, four backbench NCP members crossed the floor in the Legislative 
Assembly seven times to support the Opposition motion of Mr Harman, which called on 
the government to establish a worker participation research and advisory unit. She says that 
you "maintained that the substance of the proposal mattered not a whit since his 
government was already taking care of such matters, but that he strongly objected to the 
four having voted with the Opposition on procedural motions which had taken business out 

of the hands of the government." Can you tell me about that time? 

COURT I remember it very well. I was very, very angry about it. When I say angry, I 
say that in a sensible way. I didn't jump up and down and tear my hair or anything like that. 
But what I had to do was to say to their leader: "Do your people understand the 
significance of voting against a government on a procedural matter?" There are a number 
of ways in which a government can lose the confidence of a House. It could be over the 
defeat of the budget. It could be over a number of other issues. It can also be over 
procedural matters. At that time we were riding very high, the government was riding high, 
and the Liberal Party was riding even higher. So I had to say to them if I wanted to be 
nasty, and if I wanted to extract the last drop of blood from this apparent childish tantrum, I 
would go to the Governor and say, "I no longer have the confidence of the House and I 
want an election," because a procedural matter, whilst it might appear to be a nothing in the 
terms of things of that day and "tomorrow's another day", it is one of the ways in which a 
government can be shown to have lost the confidence of the House - the House being the 
Legislative Assembly where the government sits. 

Therefore I could have, had I wanted to extract the last drop of blood and taken advantage 
of our strong position at the time, sought a dissolution of the Parliament and an election. Of 
course, it would have been the end of the National Party, having forced us into that 
situation. 

1 This transcript, p. 1453. 

2 i Penrose n Hamilton, 1979, P.  20. 
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Now I was promptly told by the National Party, that first of all they appreciated the fact 
that I had explained the relevance of this to them, and that they in turn would undertake 
that it would never happen again. Based on that I just allowed it to be a hiccup along the 
road. I think when they understood the significance of this little play by some childish 
boys, that it was serious, and they, for the first time, understood that it was something that 
should never have happened and should never happen again. To the best of my knowledge 
we never had any more problems during the whole of the time that I was there on matters 
of this kind. 

END OF TAPE 133 SIDE A 
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COURT To put this in perspective, you must realise that this is 1976 we're talking 
about, and we were facing an election in 1977, when we got a record majority. So you can 
imagine I had the feel of our standing with the community, our standing electorally, so one 
could afford to be fairly strong and resolute about the whole thing. 

You might say: "Say they had not given this undertaking, what would you have done?" 
Well, I would have then gone and conferred with my own people because we didn't want to 
have a crisis unnecessarily. These things NEVER pay off for the government. You can 
never quite get the story across to the public, although I believe at that particular time I 
could have. They would have been the losers and bad, bad losers, because there'd been a 
great resentment on the part of the majority of their members. 

I've explained to you before that there is an element in the Country Party that was, and now 
the National Party, that is right of the Liberal Party. I had good communication with them. 
They would, at any particular time, when they felt that the National Party had gone too far, 
have swung right behind me. Well, not behind me so much, but behind the Liberal Party, 
provided the Liberal Party was acting honourably and acting sensibly. Don't get me wrong 
on that; you just couldn't whistle them up and they'd do your bidding, it wasn't that at all. It 
was just that they were decent people. They were essentially wanting a conservative 
government. They just didn't like belonging to a party that could somehow or other at times 
be comfortable with the Labor Party. 

So the element I was dealing with mainly in the National Party, were the people who really 
were just as true blue as ourselves, and in some cases they were even right of our own 
people. 

Now that's not an unusual situation. I mean if ever a man made a profit out of a situation 
like that it was Ronald Reagan in America when he very correctly identified, probably 
better than any other president before or since, that the southern Democrats are right of his 
Republicans. If you can cultivate them, of course, they're a very nice weapon to have in 
reserve. 

Now when I received this undertaking I had no problem in putting the onus on them to 
make sure that their people understood that you just couldn't play these little boys' political 
games if you didn't want to upset the government; if you didn't want to tip the government 
out; or you didn't want the danger of an election. But if that was your game, that you did 
want to precipitate an election instead ofjust flexing your muscles to remind the leader that 
you had the balance of power, well then the sooner we knew that the better. I would then 
have been very quick to confer with my Liberal Party colleagues and take the necessary 
action. So behind the scenes it was quite urgent and quite serious. 

But as it happened good sense prevailed, as it usually did when you got to these situations. 
This better element within the National Party (former Country Party) would come to the 
fore and you'd find that things would settle down. What you wouldn't know is, of course, 
that these sort of petty little crises were happening all the time. It was a problem that David 
Brand had, it was a problem that I had. It wasn't the incidents that went public that were 
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really gnawing at you all the time, it was the incidents that were going on behind the 
scenes, because they're very time-consuming, they're very frustrating. 

In fact, I know in the case of David Brand they wore him down because he used to worry 
about them. He was such a decent person himself, and he used to worry. Therefore it was 
gnawing at him the whole time. In fact, I think I've said before I think it shortened his life, 
because he was genuinely a man of goodwill and a man who tried to be fair and tried to be 
decent, and he just couldn't understand people always niggling, niggling, niggling, these 
sorts of things. And he had an even stronger position than I did, of course, in the rural areas 
because he was a rural man, truly rural man. His heart was in the country, he was of the 
country, and the people in the country saw him as such. 

Don't get the idea that this was the only sort of thing that happened, and the only time it 
happened. All the time these forces were there that precipitated the 1974 hiccup, they were 
always going to be there. They not only had a thing about the Liberal Party, but they had a 
thing about Charles Court. So I had to contend with something that David Brand didn't 
have to contend with. There was no way you could reason with them. It did have the effect 
of the better element in the National Party getting closer to us and working closely with us, 
so that you couldn't distinguish them from us in party rooms and Cabinet and so on. But 
these other people, of course, didn't want it to work. They didn't want it to be a smooth 
machine because they would adopt the attitude - and said so too, what's more - "what's the 
use of having the balance of power if you don't use it". 

It's not a very good way to have a coalition partner, but it was inseparable from the 
situation at that time and I had 12 years of it with David Brand and I had eight years as 
Premier. Don't forget I had all the time in opposition, from '53 to '59 when they didn't even 
sit as a coalition in opposition. They were very separate and made up their own mind how 
they would go on certain issues. There was a certain amount of consultation, but often we'd 
go into the House between '53 and 59 and not have the faintest idea how Arthur Watts was 
going to lead the Country Party, as it was then. It wasn't quite as bad when we were in 
opposition from '71 to '74, but it could have been just as bad, bearing in mind that they 
were a separate party that weren't a coalition in opposition, but with a clear understanding 
that after an election, given a collective majority between the two of us, we would form a 
government. There's a very big difference there. We've had cases since then when there has 
been a coalition in opposition, but that was quite different to when I was there from '53 to 
'59 and '71 to 74. 

But I wouldn't like you to think that that thing, that particular incident which became 
public, was the only thing of its kind that we were contending with. Maybe it was a good 
thing that they used this flexing of the muscles to try and cause some public problems for 
us. It was their way of saying, "Look, we have the balance of power here, so just look out. 
You just have to do what we tell you." Well, we weren't going to do what they told us. We 
were going to do what the government as a coalition believed was do-able and winnable, 
and I think we did it pretty well. 
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RJ You said the difference between relationships with the Country Party when 
Brand was there and when you were there was that they had something - some of them had 
something agin you. What was it? Did you ever analyse what that was, what they resented? 

COURT The element that was always needling the situation found it very difficult to 
attack David Brand because he was of the country. He came from the country, he thought 
as a country member, he was seen to be a country member, and it was fortunate that he had 
the breadth of vision to let us get on with the job of developing the broader economy so 
that no longer we'd have a one-legged economy, entirely dependent on agriculture. That 
was a sign of his greatness in many ways. He could very easily have been a very parochial 
country member. He had all the background to be just that, but he wasn't. Maybe his 
wartime experience, maybe his experience on the goldfields, but I think it was his basic 
good sense that made him realise that Western Australia couldn't for long go along just as a 
one-legged economy with all the vagaries of markets and seasons. Therefore he was very 
much a party to the new philosophy we adopted which was the basis of our 1959 policy. So 
therefore they didn't have the same sort of natural target, with him being a truly rural 
member. 

Then when we had the successes that we did have in developing our resource industries, 
that, of course, gave me a high profile and whatever I did, whether it was the standard 
gauge agreement or any of these other things, it was always interpreted that this was going 
to be at the expense of the rural vote, that the rural industry was going to become less 
important. They don't know just how hard I worked in the interests of the rural industries. 
That must have become apparent when I became Premier, when we had that series of 
droughts. It should have been apparent to them in a number of other situations; that we 
governed for everybody. 

The amount of time I spent on the goldfields, for instance, when they wouldn't have voted 
for us in a fit in terms of seats. It was a demonstration that as far as I was concerned once 
the election was over, we were the government for all people. We needed the goldfields, 
what the goldfields could do, which subsequently, of course, became an even bigger factor 
than it was at that time, but it was all part of a total picture. I spent time there, often 
criticised by my own people: "Why do you waste any time there?" I'd have to explain that 
they're people, and they're part of our total economy. Not only are they people that deserve 
attention but they're part of the total economy, and we want everybody to tick, everybody 
to succeed, because in the end result if the State's succeeding we're all going to succeed, 
because there's nothing better than going to an election when your economy is zizzing, 
people have got plenty of work and you've got money in the Treasury. 

But there was always this resentment that I was a city man and that I was industry-oriented, 
resource-oriented. Therefore it was quite a revelation when, in the last year we were in 
government under David Brand (that's the year before the 1971 election when our 
government was defeated after 12 years straight) that there was that representation to David 
Brand, for me to take over agriculture. 

Ri Yes, you have recorded that. 
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COURT I've told you about that. 

RJ Yes, you have. 

COURT But it was very interesting that it should ever happen. As I've explained we 
didn't respond to it because it would have been just blowing up the biggest bomb ever, and 
we were in enough trouble at the time because David wasn't all that well and we were 
running up to the '71 election. It would never have happened, but it was interesting that a 
section of the rural community (it makes the point I was trying to make before) had a 
bigger vision, and they adopted the attitude, and their words to David Brand were: "Well, if 
Charles Court can do that for industry and for our resources, why not let him loose on the 
agricultural industries?" It was a very warm feeling for me because it meant that I had got 
through to these people that we wanted to give good government and we wanted to be 
government for everybody. Therefore this idea that we were anti-rural, or anti-primary 
industry, was quite unfair and quite unfounded. 

I know we've dealt with it at some length, but it's about the first opportunity I've had to 
explain to you the fact that we had to deal with this subject all the time. It wasn't only 
when there was a blow-up of that kind that hit the headlines at the time. But we had to 
make sure that when something like that occurred there had to be a very frank discussion. I 
do believe that some of the people that crossed the floor then would never have done it if 
they'd have realised the potential dangers, but they weren't told that. They said, "Now this 
is a good time to show our strength on a procedural matter," not knowing, of course, that if 
a government had wanted to that we could have used this as a demonstration that we'd lost 
the confidence of the House [and wanted an election]. 

The other interesting thing as an aside is that neither the Opposition nor the media cottoned 
on to this. I can't recall any of them ever suggesting that either this is a direction that the 
Premier has to go to the Governor and say he's lost the confidence of the House, or saying 
this is a heaven-sent opportunity for Charles Court to get another election and probably get 
rid of the National Party altogether. It was never in my mind to do anything that would 
wipe them out for reasons which I've given you several times because although other 
people would have other ideas I always believe there's another day. You never know when 
you might need these sort of people. Therefore it made good sense that just because you 
were riding high at any particular time, you didn't flex your muscles and say, "Look, we 
don't need you," because there's always another day. 

To my mind it was a very testing time because I'm not famous for suffering fools gladly, 
but I'm rather proud of the fact that on all of those occasions when this tension between the 
two parties was there (and that applied during David Brand's day when he'd be talking to 
me, and later on when I was on my own) that I always managed to keep my feet on the 
ground and hold my breath, although your natural tendency was to say, "What the hell! 
Why do we have to put up with this?" 

Ri But you say, and you're right you have stated it before, that you believed the 
coalition needed to survive. There would have been those in your party who did not feel 
that way and this was a time of great strength for your party anyway. Do you think the 
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undercurrent was there that perhaps others of your government spread where the Country 
Party felt threatened? 

COURT If I'd have gone to our people at that time - which I didn't, by the way - if I'd 
have gone to our people at that time, that night, and called a meeting of our people and 
said, "Now this is the position boys, do we cash in on it?" they'd have all said, "Yes, unfurl 
the banners," because they were so incensed about the whole thing and it was so unfair and 
so stupid. But I never even mentioned that to Des O'Neil, that course at the moment. I did 
immediately after, but on that night I never mentioned it because I didn't want to light the 
fuse. It would have gone around our party room, our backbenchers in particular, and they'd 
have said, "Let's give it a go." 

I fully expected the media to come out next day and paint a picture of what this could mean 
if it wasn't halted at the time. But I think you'll find from a reading of the news of the times 
that that prospect was never canvassed publicly although I did have to say to my Liberal 
ministerial colleagues, having discussed it with the National Party, that this was an 
alternative. I did that mainly so that our own backbenchers could be alerted because they 
might get the idea, well, if the Country Party can do this why can't we have some fun and 
games and get our names in the paper? So I wanted the message to get across: "You don't 
do this thing boys. It doesn't matter how strongly you feel about it, the party room's where 
you deal with these things." We can usually accommodate somebody. You don't have to be 
very smart to be able to accommodate people if they have a genuine grievance. If it's just 
that they're getting tired of being backbenchers, then you deal with it another way. 

RJ Sir Charles, to go back to that original process where the Country Party 
members voted with the Opposition, from what you have just said it sounded as if it was 
resolved. According to Penrose although two members subsequently apologised to you, 
they would not apologise for their amendment of the Opposition proposal. They apologised 
for the procedural motions, but not for their amendment of the Opposition proposal. She 
claims you were not mollified, that it was taken up in the State Council of the Country 
Party and that they supported the action that had been taken by their members, saying that 
there was actually a resolution, "affirming the right of individuals to support or oppose 
private members' motions on private members' day, thereby implying that Sir Charles was 
mistaken in interpreting the affair as equivalent to a vote of no confidence in the 
government." She actually says you "reacted testily to these proceedings and required the 
Country Part' to make up its mind whether or not it was part of the coalition 
government." Is that summary of what occurred afterwards a fair one? 

COURT No. But it's typical of what used to come out of their meetings. If you go 
back to the reports of the comings and goings behind the scenes so far as the National Party 
were concerned at the time of the 1974 split, you'll find that that reads like a whodunit, 
with a crisis a minute; all sorts of nasty things being said about Charles Court and so on in 
their councils. 

1 lbid, p. 22. 
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But what I've told you about how the hiccup was handled and the facts so far as I was 
concerned, so far as their people talking to me were concerned. Don't forget some of their 
leaders didn't have it easy because they were in a rather strange situation. They were brand 
new members of Parliament that had never been in Parliament before, never been in a 
ministry before, and all of a sudden they find themselves the leaders - the leader, the deputy 
leader, and, of course, with their other colleagues. So it was quite an unusual situation. 

Now you've got to remember that the elements that had brought about 1974 were still 
there. Two of them had no compunction about doing what they would have, and I think 
they would have liked to have seen it go to a greater crisis situation. But I was the leader, 
not only of the Liberal Party, but the leader of the coalition. I had a duty to protect the 
coalition against themselves, including the National Party. I believe in retrospect I didn't do 
a bad job because had I been hot-headed about the thing, there would have been a great 
blow-up and you could have easily have had another election and you could very easily 
have finished up with us being in a position where we would have to govern in our own 
right and be able to govern in our own right. 

But if you go back to the records that you've got of the comings and goings within the 
National Party, I emphasise, about that difficult period in '74, which I repeat didn't cause us 
a moment's anguish, we never lost a moment's sleep over it, because it was so blatantly 
obvious. It's sad that Ray McPharlin didn't see that he was being used up. If he'd have taken 
a stand I'm sure, within his own party, and said, "Look, Court's treating us sensibly and 
treating us properly, we're allowed to express our views, he's very patient with us, for God's 
sake don't let us rock the boat," he would have got away with it, and he'd have been the 
leader right through. He'd have demonstrated what a leader should be. 

I have to remind you that Baxter and I - Baxter being a Country Party minister, and I - went 
to extreme limits to try and explain to Ray McPharlin that he was being conned, he was 
being used; not for the good of the party, not for the good of the coalition, but because of 
people with certain ambitions, people with certain absolute hatred of the Liberal Party - 
more so than their hatred of the Labor Party. They were more comfortable with the Labor 
Party. So we tried to point this out to him, that there would be no way back for him. 

You've got it on record, but I think there were three meetings when we kept trying to 
explain to him, and it was the nature of the man that he was worried. He knew there was 
something not quite right, and he kept coming back and giving us a chance to talk to him 
again, which we did. I kept everybody at bay so that we could talk to him, hopefully that 
he'd go back to his people and thump the table and say, "Look, we're being treated fairly, 
we're being treated properly, and I'm going to stay with the coalition." If he'd have gone 
back to the party room, I'm sure that the people that eventually took over the leadership and 
others would have supported him, because they could see the good sense of it. 

So don't get confused with the reports coming out of the National Party meetings with 
these people grinding their own axe, and the things as they occurred between the 
government and the National Party spokesman. Now there was great concern by those 
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within the National Party - the sensible ones - when they realised the danger of what's 
happening. 

Now they brought up to me this idea that on Wednesday it was "barlees", you could do any 
damn thing because it was private members' day! I had to explain that you wouldn't need to 
be very smart in the Opposition to put up motions on private members' days, pandering to 
some of these people they knew were unhappy with the situation and which could cut right 
across government policy, and because it was Wednesday, officially private members' day, 
everyone could have a lot of fun and games. 

END OF TAPE 133 SIDE B 
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COURT They were trying to give the impression that Wednesday was like the Teddy 
Bear's Picnic, you know: "If you go down to the woods today the Teddy Bears are having a 
picnic." In other words it was a no-rules day. Well, that doesn't work like that in the 
parliamentary life, so we had to be quite definite about it. 

I can never remember any great problem in discussing this with their representatives. On 
the contrary I found them very deeply concerned. A couple of them didn't understand the 
facts of it, and I didn't blame them for that. Maybe somebody should have told them more. 
But when it was explained to them that you didn't play into the hands of the Opposition on 
these things they were very understanding and very helpful. The two members that 
apologised said, "Look, we didn't understand the significance of what we were doing and 
you can have our assurance that it wouldn't happen again." 

So the same rules apply. You mention there that in the extract you read to me that the 
understanding was that in future these matters would be discussed in the party room before 
action was taken. That applied on everything, it was not peculiar to this. I used to 
encourage people if they felt uncomfortable with anything we were doing in the party 
room, "For God's sake tell us." 

There were plenty of times when you'd get a smell of something that was going to happen. 
On one occasion, one very sad occasion, I had to say, "I understand that one of our 
members is going to take certain action," - for instance this was over the question of the 
election of a Speaker - "and if that is correct, I want, before we go today, that member to 
tell his colleagues, whoever he might be, what he intends to do." That particular man to his 
credit said, "Well, what the Premier said is correct. I did intend to do what he's heard I'm 
going to do, and now that I've studied the situation I realise that it's a foolish thing." So that 
passed without any great problems. 

But I just mention these to let you know that this particular thing, which has apparently 
been the subject of somebody's writings, is one of the things that became public and as the 
leader, whether it was David Brand in his day, whether it was me in my day, the leader's 
job is to control these things, to hopefully stop them surfacing. That doesn't mean that you 
stop people expressing opinions. Goodness only knows there's some pretty strong opinions 
expressed by some Liberal members about things that the Country Party wanted done that 
they weren't happy about, but which we had agreed to do. That's how a coalition works. 

So I hope that too much is not made out of these writings which have obviously come from 
one side without knowing the total picture, because I knew of no tensions about these 
things. It was very annoying at the time, but as I say, the amazing thing was that neither the 
Opposition (that's the Labor Party at the time) nor the media, woke up to the seriousness of 
what had been done on this procedural motion, because in effect they had used that 
procedural motion to take the business of the House out of the hands of the government. 
And that wasn't funny. 

We were in a very comfortable position because had it been forced any further they would 
have probably done us a good turn. 

RJ I think it's perhaps important to establish that the references given in that 
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articles  are from the West Australian. There is no mention of having spoken to someone 
from either side to try to establish beyond newspaper reporting what happened. 

COURT Yes, but let me get this right. That only reports what actually happened in 
the House publicly, but it doesn't report the comings and goings. 

RJ Well, it implies that it knows by saying you weren't mollified and that sort 
of thing, but there's really no evidence of where that would have come from. That's just an 
assessment of what went on in the House, etc., and in the newspapers. 

COURT Well, there's plenty of places where that would have come from because 
some people, you realise, during the whole of the time I was there, never reconciled 
themselves to the fact that they were in coalition, so the press always knew where to go 
with these things. Sometimes I might have appeared to be angry, but on the other hand I 
always knew where we were going, because I knew where our support was, and I knew 
what would happen within the National Party and prior to that within the Country Party if 
certain people had gone too far. 

On the other hand let me say that I realised that I had to be careful too. I couldn't expect 
everybody to bow down to what we wanted. That was fair enough too. So there's a 
tremendous lot of give and take went on, modifying certain approaches without losing 
direction, policy direction. Sometimes if you listen, your backbenchers might have a better 
idea than the ministers. But you listen and if they're wrong you explain why they're wrong. 
Very rarely did I find that you couldn't get your message across if you had your facts right. 
If you didn't have your facts right, well you'd be just a plain idiot if you didn't adapt to the 
new situation. 

RJ Following the 1977 election the Liberals were within one seat of an 
absolute majority in both Houses. After that election the National Country Party's 
representation in Cabinet was reduced from three to two, but they retained the agriculture 
portfolio. Did that cause any problems? Actually Phillips says there was a - "Pressure for a 
further reduction again surfaced after the formal split of the old Country Party in 1978 into 
two rumps."2  

COURT The National Party weren't all that happy about it. It would been easier for 
them if we'd have said, "Oh well, forget the arithmetic and you can have the extra 
minister." But in the light of the events as they occurred I think a very sensible attitude was 
adopted by the leaders and they didn't endeavour to protest very, very strongly. They 
naturally stated their case. In some ways I was a little bit tempted to go along with what 
they wanted. On the other hand you must realise that I had this record majority and that 
meant that I had many more people who'd been knocking at the door wanting to be 
considered for portfolios. So I think in the circumstances we did it the right way. 

t lbid, p.25. 

2Phillips in Black. 1991, p.212. 
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I made it very clear to you on other occasions that even if we had've had a majority in our 
own right I still would have invited the National Party to join with us, even if it was in a 
nominal way, bearing in mind that there's always tomorrow. 

So that was no different to my basic philosophy in the matter. I've always accepted the 
Country Party, as it was (now the National Party), as a fact of life. While they exist in a 
clearly discernible way with a sizeable support from a widely spread community, I think it 
makes good sense to have them within the conservative structure. But there wasn't any 
great hoo-haa at the time about that. 

I repeat something I said before. What went on within the National Party's own discussions 
was something that I wouldn't have been privy to. I have no doubt that there was a lot of 
fire and brimstone and diabolical things talked about and strong resolutions passed, but I 
didn't interfere in their business. It was none of my business, any more than I would have 
welcomed them wanting to get involved in the State executive and the State council of the 
Liberal Party. 

RJ Then we have the '78 situation where the old Country Party was split in two 
and you had the National/Country Party in coalition and the National Party, with three 
members in the Assembly and one in the Council, on the crossbenches. What can you tell 
me about that time? How did you feel about what occurred then? 

COURT Well that was entirely the decision of the National Party, as it was then. I'm 
not quite sure of the actual names that they had, but they did split into two, but I made it 
very clear that that's their decision not ours. I didn't like it. I believe it was in the interests 
of the conservative forces that we remain as united as possible. There was always the hope 
that one day the two parties might join and the farce of this so-called coalition arrangement 
might be realised. 

But there again I was very realistic about it because I always had a view which I expressed 
very strongly to the Liberal Party: "If you try and force the demise of the Country 
Party/National Party," by whatever name it is at the time, "beware, because there'll be a 
rump that hives off that will be quite venomous, quite poisonous, very noisy, attract a lot of 
press and so on. It will be a much more difficult thing to handle than the broadly-based 
Country Party," (now National Party) "that we've been used to dealing with." 

You realise that when this breakaway occurred, that that was really a rump hiving off from 
the main party. It was always my great fear that one day we might have one of these sort of 
forced amalgamations or induced amalgamations and we might forget about this rump that 
would hive off, that would be very vocal, very committed, very dedicated in their cause. It 
would be a very poisonous type of organisation that would be much, much more 
comfortable with the Labor Party than they would with the Liberal Party. 
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Now all the time they remained together, in my opinion, you'd get better sense out of the 
total organisation. However, they made the decision to hive off. It worried me because I 
was afraid that they'd be just fodder for the media to go and work on, these disgruntled 
people. They wouldn't be attending joint party meetings or anything like that, but the fact is 
that they'd have enough information from some of their friends within the coalition, and 
they'd be niggling away all the time and they'd be putting up motions with which the Labor 
Party would be very comfortable. Even if they didn't like them they'd join with them just 
for the heck of it. 

Whilst I was sorry to see it happen in the interests of the two parties overall, the 
conservative forces overall, there was nothing I could do about it. I think it did expose 
something that previously people had assumed was there, but weren't quite sure. All of a 
sudden it exposed itself with this rump breaking away and the rest of the National Party, as 
I saw it, adopted the attitude of, "Well, good riddance!" They didn't seem to be all that 
upset about it. I don't know what went on in the inner councils but it seemed to me they'd 
said, "Well, at least that's clarified the position and good riddance and let's get on with the 
job." 

RJ Any comment to make about the relationship between the two parties from 
that point until your retirement? 

COURT Not really; it just proceeded along its way. I can't remember any 
unmanageable or serious hiccup that occurred. As I say, don't get the idea that everything 
was love and kisses and no tensions arose in Cabinet or in the party room. But don't forget 
it's the job of the leader to make it appear at least that the team is working smoothly and the 
results are being achieved. I don't think we did a bad job of that, bearing in mind that there 
were always people who in a fit of pique were prepared to go and whisper in some 
journalist's ear. But again it's the job of the leader to cope with these things. Eventually you 
build up a certain amount of respect for the way you handle it. Don't forget often you're 
defending their position; not only your own, but you're defending their position, and 
eventually you earn brownie points. 

I wouldn't say I was in their love list by any means, but that's not the point when you're in 
business or in public life, or anything for that matter. It's a question of whether you can 
command a reasonable amount of respect from people and that's what leadership's all 
about: getting people to move in a common direction, even though at times they might not 
feel comfortable with it. 

Ri Sir Charles, to go back to something that was discussed previously, and 
that's the split that occurred in 1975. Ray McPharlin did an interview for the Battye Library 
and the Parliament before his death, but unfortunately it wasn't finished, but one of the 
documents that is attached to that interview is a document which he wrote after the 
differences between the parties. He's headed it "Political Problems Arising in Coalition, 
1975." You have now seen that document and I wondered if you wanted to make any 
comment about it. 

Ray and Rona McPharlin, interviewed by Erica Harvey, June 1991 and April 1992, Battye Library 
0H2566. 
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COURT I don't want to comment in detail on it because it wouldn't achieve 
anything, but I do want to say this, that it does record the position from Ray McPharlin's 
point of view as the leader up to a certain time and then from when he resigned as leader. 
Obviously they treated him as being past, very past, and weren't prepared to confer with 
him after that point. But I don't think it gives sufficient emphasis to the amount of work 
that was done by me, by Des O'Neil and Norman Baxter, to try and convince Ray that he 
was being misled. In fact I would say he was being deceived. 

He was basically a very decent sort of a chap. He had this problem that if somebody told 
him something he was inclined to accept it as gospel rather than making his own discreet 
inquiries or asking discreet questions. In other words testing the veracity of something that 
was told to him. 

As I mentioned on other occasions, I used to try and get in early with Ray to explain to him 
- and I'm talking now of when we were in opposition together in the 1971/74 period. He 
would be quite stirred up over something that he'd read or heard or been told. Then you'd 
sit down quietly with him and analyse it with him, and he would then express appreciation 
because he'd been completely deceived. 

I used to try and explain to him: "You think these things out. You ask the appropriate 
questions. You challenge and you test these things. As a leader you've got a double 
responsibility, not only to yourself, but your own people." I found almost without 
exception when I talked to him in this vein, both when we were in opposition and then 
when we became a government with him as the Deputy Premier, that he would express 
appreciation. He'd go away and for the time being he was quite foolproof on that issue. But 
unfortunately he didn't have the capacity to think out the next move and the move after 
that, because in public life it's rather like playing a game of chess. You've got to know 
what's going to come after the next move and the next move and the next move, if you're 
smart enough. 

But he wasn't built like that and when this thing arose, this tension arose, he was very much 
under the influence of Matt Stephens. You'll find that if you read that minute that you gave 
me and which I now understand is available for release, it's always the one name keeps 
coming up as being the man that's whispering in his ear, or talking to other people. It's 
rather sad because if Ray had taken the time off to think about it and confer with some 
other people, he would have found that he was the one that was being set up, and that was 
by his deputy. 

So it's quite obvious that he realised that he could talk to McPharlin and give him these 
stories, but Ray didn't have that capacity to go out and say, "Now I better know what the 
real story is, what's behind this." 

There's another underlying thing that I used to try and explain to him, that when he was 
under pressure from what could be described as the left wing of his party, that he wanted to 
realise that the Liberal Party had more seats in the country than the Labor and National 
Parties combined. They seemed to ignore this completely, as though they were the only 
country representatives. They even forgot that the Labor Party had some people who were 
very heavily involved in the country. I used to try and explain this to him. You've got to 
realise that when we take a stand on a particular issue, we are also reflecting rural and 
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remote area people. Your people [i.e. National/CP people] have to understand this, that 
you're not the only representatives of rural people, or put it another way, people outside the 
metropolitan area, because that includes a lot of people. It could be wheat belt, it could be 
the Great Southern, it could be the dairy industry, it could be the forestry people, it could 
be people in the provincial towns like Bunbury, Geraldton and Albany, but they're all 
treated as rural people because they're outside of the metropolitan area. 

I thought I was making some progress with him on this issue, so that he could talk to his 
people and say, "Look, when the Cabinet is taking a stand on these issues, don't forget 
they've got a lot of their members - they've got more members than we have who are from 
the country - and they're talking from a country point of view." 

The reason for their problem goes back to the old Wheat Growers' Union, back in the 
Depression days. I used to sympathise with those people. Those people were very 
embittered people and for good reason. They cleared the land, they'd established farms 
against the odds, always undercapitalised, a lot of brawn, a lot of their family had been put 
into these properties. The Depression came and they were struggling to survive in houses, 
if you could call them houses - usually rough timber from the property and hessian. The 
favourite thing to do was to whitewash it [i.e. the hessian] and that stopped the wind going 
through it for a while until that wore off. It's not an over-exaggeration of the situation that 
existed. Then wheat was at ridiculous prices during the Depression. 

So these people had reason to feel bitter against the transport system, bitter against the 
distribution system, the selling system. If you're in that situation, you can develop a certain 
bitterness that almost becomes a burning hatred. There's somebody outside the farm gate 
that is deceiving you, that's robbing you. That's the feeling you get. 

Now a lot of that has changed dramatically; some of it is still there. A lot of these people 
that still think that way, of course, are another generation of those very people for whom I 
used to have some sympathy because they suffered and they suffered badly. Some of them, 
of course, soldiered on and did well. Some were able to acquire the farms next to them and 
build up a very good farming complex. To their credit they became strong in every way: 
strong citizens, strong farmers and some of them strong financially, and they were able to 
weather the storms. But you must realise that some of those people have their descendants 
today, and still remember what grandfather told them, and what their uncles and aunts told 
them, and they still think that's today. Things have changed. But they're in a minority 
within the National Party and in various rural movements. 

This is one of the reasons why there's such a big disparity between the political ideologies 
of the Pastoralists and Graziers' Association and what used to be the Farmers' Union, now 
the Farmers' Federation. So you'll find more people thinking the way I'm describing within 
the Farmers' Federation than you will in PGA. In fact you'll be battling to find anyone in 
the PGA that thinks and talks like that. But the reality of the situation, and there are still 
some of these people within the farmer organisations which in turn find their way into the 
National Party. 
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Now Ray was being bombarded by those people. Unfortunately the other element within 
the National Party (and for that matter within the Farmers' Federation which was then 
called the Farmers' Union) weren't talking to him. They left him on his own with these 
people who had a very jaundiced approach to the whole situation. It's to the credit of Norm 
Baxter, who was a dyed-in-the-wool Country Party man going back - his father before him 
- who in my presence worked very hard to try and convince Ray that there was no future in 
resigning his leadership or resigning from the coalition and that he should give leadership. 
Now Norm Baxter would have known what he was talking about, because he was one of 
them, he was one of their party. He pleaded with Ray to remain in the coalition on the basis 
that you can leave any time but you can't come back. Maybe if you've got right on your 
side, with the passage of time you're able to overcome a situation if you feel that strongly 
about it. 

So we had three meetings. I notice Ray refers to three meetings, but there are three 
meetings at which only Ray [McPharlin], [Norman] Baxter, Des O'Neil [and myself] were 
present. 

END OF TAPE 134 SIDE  
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COURT These meetings were convened by me with no other objective - and I might 
add with the complete support of Norm Baxter who was absolutely marvellous the way he 
reacted during the whole of this crisis period - no other objective than trying to give Ray 
the other side of the picture. He, unfortunately, was so much under the spell of the people 
who had this hardline, anti-Liberal approach that he wasn't able to listen. 

Now for instance, the problem over the dairy industry. I would have known more about the 
dairy industry than any of his members, his parliamentary members, because I had a 
background in it from when the Milk Board was first formed. I was in it, very heavily 
involved professionally and in a very practical way. You've heard my story about when I 
used to go down to the Peel Estate and that sort of thing to sort out the accounts between 
the milk company and the farmers. I became very heavily involved with it and emotionally 
involved as well because they were struggling and it was very much part of my practice. 

So I think I surprised them at a meeting they held down in the South West one night when I 
went along and took on the people that were attacking us. I think they got a bit of a shock 
when they found that I could talk about the dairy industry with some knowledge. In fact it 
transpired that I had much more knowledge of the dairy industry than the then president of 
the Farmers' Union who was not a dairy man; he was a wheat man. 

However, I mention this because we did try hard to try and get this message across to Ray 
that he had to give leadership, and to point out that this wasn't a case of just a narrow issue 
of country versus city, or Liberal Party versus National Party. You had to look at it as a 
total government, trying to get stability in government and trying to do a fair thing by 
everybody. The reason why we had more than one meeting was the fact that the first time 
Ray said, "Thanks, I can see it differently now." I believe he walked out of that room ready 
to go and do battle and assert his leadership. Well it wasn't very long after that before I got 
a plaintive call on the phone, "Can I have another meeting? I've got to tell you that I'm 
under pressure and I've got to resign." So we had another meeting and then we had another 
meeting. You can imagine all the time I've got the press outside watching what was going 
on. You can't hide a fellow like McPharlin coming into your office, because he's a pretty 
obvious figure. 

But we had to sort of keep this under wraps so that we could get on with the job and 
hopefully arrive at a solution, because I had reason to believe that if he'd gone back to his 
party room and said, "Look, we've got to be sensible about this. I've decided that Court and 
his Liberals are not being as unreasonable as we're making out. I've got to understand, and 
you've got to understand, that they've got all these country members that have got the same 
interests, or should have the same interests as we've got, and they're not supporting us. It's 
not Court, it's not O'Neil, this is the whole of his party, including their country members," 
he would have won the day. 

Anyhow the third time I realised [it was hopeless]. And incidentally I got Norm Baxter to 
come to each meeting because he was a very sensible figure in all of this. Don't forget in 
the earlier history of Norm Baxter, we had problems with him with the Liberals, back in 
earlier days, so he wasn't unknown to some of these situations. So with his many years of 
experience he was trying to bring this to bear on Ray for the sake of Ray's own leadership 
and for the sake of the National Party and for the sake of the coalition, and I appreciated 
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that. It was no good getting Stephens along at this stage, for this type of meeting, because 
he would have just dominated Ray to a point when it would have been farcical. 

So we did our best, and he subsequently, years down the track, acknowledged this to me 
because he felt very lonely when he ceased to be the leader and then he ceased to be a 
minister. Then he felt as though he was not so much an outcast, but he was not taken 
seriously by his own people. He often used to discuss the matter with me down the track. 

But if I can come back to this minute that you showed me. There is what I assume is a 
fairly factual record of the proceedings as seen by the National Party and particularly by 
Matt Stephens. I'd ask you to consider it in that light, as I've mentioned to you earlier on 
other matters, that what went on in their halls of power I wouldn't know, but I used to hear 
all sorts of stories and I gather the figure that was always represented as the great ogre was 
Charles Court. I suppose you've got to have somebody you've got to stick pins in but I 
happen to be the one. It's interesting that in the actual discussions that took place at the 
official levels, the only discussions that I knew about and the only discussions I 
acknowledged, none of this rancour came through, because there always seemed to be an 
element there that was understanding that we were being reasonable in all the 
circumstances. 

I have to reiterate that no-one within the National Party hierarchy at the time seemed to be 
prepared to give any credit to the fact that the Liberals had so many country members. The 
Labor Party had theirs, but a different sort of member. But the Liberal Party had so many of 
these genuine country members. They, of course, were under pressures from some of the 
more left wing inclined people. On the other hand they were under a certain amount of 
pressure from some of the people who felt that times had changed and that the rural 
industries had to get with it. 

So it was a conflict within the rural movement, you might say. People don't give enough 
credit to that and I don't blame them for that because there was so little publicity given to 
this fact that you do have this conflict, just as you see with the PGA today and the Farmers' 
Federation, although they're not as far apart as they used to be, say, 20 years ago. It was oil 
and water 20 years ago and slowly you find this breaking down because a new generation 
of farmers is coming along that's more business oriented, more understanding of the 
markets of the world, more understanding of the systems of the world and more receptive 
to some of the things that are going on today. 

For instance, you've got a National Party minister who's leading the government case to 
deregulate the milk distribution industry. Now put that back to this time [we are talking 
about], you couldn't bring yourself to believe that one of them would be out there doing 
that. In fact it was me that was trying to get the Dairy Industry Authority to push up the 
price of milk, although it went straight into the basic wage. In my day I was the one that 
was getting them to push it up so the farmers got a fair thing and so that they could do 
something to modernise their plant and get that little bit of extra that's necessary to make 
the difference between just existing and living decently. 
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Now if you go back to the records of the Dairy Industry Authority, you'll find it was me 
that went along and told them that they should put the price of milk up and not worry so 
much about the basic wage: "We'll live with that, we'll ride with that." My famous speech 
at the opening of a show (1 forget which year it was) when I said the price of milk was 
ridiculous. I likened it to what it cost you for a bottle of flavoured water, when you bought 
a bottle of cool drink, and how much you paid for a block of chocolate, and all these 
things, I had it worked out. I think my famous summary of this, which went right around 
the showgrounds, was that they were expecting a farmer to produce milk, deliver it, have it 
pasteurised and bottled, and then delivered to the shop or to the house at less than the price 
of one of Mr Whitlam's stamps! I forget what the price of the stamp was at the time, but it 
just happens to work out that it would cost you more to post a letter than to get a bottle - 
whatever measurement we were using at the time - of lovely wholesome milk, delivered to 
your home. 

They forget about this, but bearing in mind, of course, that the big proportion of the 
Country Party, as it was, was more related to wheat and sheep and cattle than they were to 
the dairy industry. It's quite a different industry, although it's interesting that most of the 
problem that Ray McPharlin refers to in his minute relates to the milk industry: the quotas 
and the like. But I come back to the point that it was an industry I knew something about. I 
also had good feedback from the industry, so it was quite silly. 

We did our best, but the split occurred. He resigned. One thing I was surprised in his 
minute to read was that he resigned. I thought it was the other way round, but he'd be right 
if he said that he resigned and then he regretted that he resigned because once he did that 
he'd lost his influence in the whole of the exercise. 

So I just suggest that whoever reads these things wants to realise that what went on within 
the councils of the National Party was not necessarily a reflection of the negotiations that 
went on in a sensible way between myself and Des O'Neil representing the Liberals, and 
whoever came along from the National Party. 

Most of his information, of course, in the minute is obviously taken from the minutes of 
the party. But it's very interesting that running through the whole thing is, of course, the 
role of Mr Stephens. That doesn't surprise me at all. I notice he refers to Des and I being 
inflexible. I'm surprised he said that because we were very, very patient and both Des and I 
had a rather warm spot for Ray and we were trying to help him if we could. I know at one 
stage when he said, "it was resolved that we had no alternative but to withdraw from the 
coalition" that "both the Premier and Mr O'Neil appeared to be surprised."' Well, I can't 
recall that - it's a long time ago - but I don't think we were surprised at all. We were just sad 
and sorry for him, because we knew once he was gone he was gone forever. 

And that became ever so true later on down the track when he used to come to me and say, 
"Can't we get back to where we were, back to the old order? Can't we reverse all this?" I 
had to explain to him then that there was nothing I could do about it. It was entirely 
something that had been done by the National Party and only they could reverse it and it 

1 Ray McPharlin, Political Problems Arising in Coalition, 1975", p. 4; attached to interview transcript 
0H2566, Battye Library Oral History Collection, p.  76. 
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would be absolutely ridiculous for me to go to them and suggest that they go back and have 
a think and get rid of some of their present people and put Ray back in their place. 

I don't think he ever accepted it. I think it was very interesting and a reflection of the basic 
decency of the chap that he had expressed a will, which was passed on by the family, that I 
should be give the valedictory address at his funeral. It's something I did with great feeling 
because I did have this very great affection for the chap, although I felt sorry for the way he 
had handled himself at certain times. 

It's very interesting too that the representations from the Eastern States and quite senior 
representations (and I'll refer to the representations after Joh Bjelke-Petersen had his say), 
were very strong that they should get back into the coalition, and they gave them chapter 
and verse for this based on precedent, because you can always do so much more inside an 
organisation than you can outside it. I've always said to people: "Hang in there. Hang in 
there and then you've no idea, one day you see a run on the rails and you can sort the thing 
out in the way that it should be sorted out and you're still there to fight another day." 

But it wasn't to be, and the one that paid the biggest price for it was dear old Ray 
McPharlin. 

RJ You just referred then to national figures having a role in this, and the visit 
of Joh Bjelke-Petersen you've referred to before, but is there anything else you want to say 
about Joh's role in it all? 

COURT Not really. I thought I'd said it all once before, but the impression given in 
Ray's minute is that Joh left breathing all sorts of nasty things about Charles Court. That's 
not my recollection of it. He did make a statement as he was about to leave indicating that 
he'd done his best, sort of thing, and probably did say something critical of me, but it didn't 
reflect the discussions that I'd had with him because he was the first to concede to me that 
the local Nationals had done a stupid thing, and the first thing to do was to get back into 
coalition. The main assurance he wanted from me was that when all the smoke and noise 
had died down that I would be prepared to accept them. I said, "Of course I will. They must 
realise there'll have to be some negotiations." He said, "I understand that." He made it very 
clear to me that they'd been foolish, and that there would be a price to pay for coming back, 
but he didn't want to waste his time on them if I was able to say to him, "Now there will be 
no resumption of the coalition." That's the assurance he wanted from me and I could 
understand that. So I said, "Look Joh, they should never be out. The sooner they get back 
in the better, and I'm here ready and willing and waiting for them to come along and say, 
'We want to rejoin,' and then we can get down to the detail of it." 

Now Joh did make one representation to me to let them come back on the basis that they 
were in, [that is, the number and name of portfolios], regardless of the personalities. With 
some reluctance he did concede that it was a bit unreasonable the people they were putting 
up, good people though they might be, that had never even been in Parliament until a few 
months before and certainly never been in a government. So privately to me he did concede 
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that our position there was not unreasonable. I can only assume that he felt he had to make 
some protest in the matter, but it had no real effect. I do believe that his intervention so 
quickly, whether it was requested or whether he just intruded himself into the position, was 
a good thing because he was riding very high at the time, his personal prestige was very 
high, and naturally would have some effect on people other than Matt Stephens. 

I notice that two other people who are mentioned by Ray as intervening from the national 
level did so without being invited by the local nationals and that didn't surprise me because 
some of those people like Peter Nixon, had a lot of experience in coalition at the federal 
level. They'd also seen a lot of the disasters of the Country Party going it alone, for 
instance, in Victoria, something they paid very dearly for, for a long, long time, because 
they were doing alliances with everybody. That destroyed their credibility with their own 
people. 

It was an unfortunate incident, that 1975 hiccup, but I suppose it was inevitable and we had 
a much smoother working, much more amicable state of affairs from then onward. 

RJ I just wondered about the role of the DLP in your experience throughout the 
time that you were in Parliament. They were formed in March 1957 in Western Australia. 
They fielded 17 candidates in the 1959 election. By the '62 election there was only ten 
candidates. By '65 there were six. We've already spoken of their role in the 74 election 
when the National Alliance was formed between the DLP and the Country Party, but 
throughout those years what influence do you think they had on the election? How 
important or not was the DLP? 

COURT I believe they were very important, particularly at the federal level. They 
didn't seem to have the same impact at the State level, but at the federal level they were 
very important. It was a means whereby some people who might normally want to go 
straight to Labor, didn't want to vote directly for the Liberal Party. They felt that they were 
doing something that was quite within their conscience by voting for the DLP and then 
their preferences flowing to the Liberal Party. 

That's not an unusual situation. I don't want to prolong this answer, but I could give you an 
example today of where people who have very strong views on homosexuality within the 
work force will be denied this opportunity of voting for the Liberal Party if the Liberal 
Party, for instance, goes along with the Commonwealth government with its legislation to 
override Tasmania. Just in very simple terms there's a great cross-section of the 
community, particularly in the work force, that have strong feelings on a number of social 
issues, family issues, social issues generally. They could be good, strong Labor people, but 
they do have very strong conservative views on matters to do with family and social things 
that flow from it. 

Now this is a classic example of where people who at the next election, if the Liberal Party 
was seen to be hardline on this question, would vote for the Liberal Party, because they 
resent these people [homosexuals] when they meet them in the work force. They resent 
these people when they meet them anywhere, for that matter. If there's a black and white 
situation between the Labor Party and the Liberal Party on this question, then they then 
would vote for the Liberal Party. If both parties are wishy-washy, or both parties are 
following the same sort of line, they stay with the Labor Party. 
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Now if we come back to the DLP issue. A lot of those people in the DLP were traditional 
Labor people, good solid unionists, good solid Labor people, but there were certain things 
they couldn't tolerate and one of them was communism, or anything like communism, 
communism under another name, and all the things that flowed from that. So they didn't 
have any qualms, if they could vote for the DLP as a Democratic Labor Party, and give 
their second preferences to the Liberals, knowing that there would be few, if any, DLP that 
made the grade to get into a seat, but their votes would be very, very telling when it got 
down to the distribution of preferences. 

Ironically if we'd had a first past the post system their votes would not have been very 
effective. The Labor Party would have got fewer, but they wouldn't have had the chance for 
those votes to work again, through a second preference flowing to the Liberals. 

So we shouldn't dismiss the significance of what they did. They were people that were very 
committed. They were prepared to go out in public and be seen to be carrying a banner for 
their particular cause. Even though they were very strong Labor people at heart in many 
cases - not all cases, but in many cases - but they said we divide from the Labor Party at 
this particular point, and therefore we'd rather our preferences go to the Liberal Party. 

It would be foolish of the Liberal Party to deny that they didn't get a benefit, but my own 
opinion from one who campaigned all through this period, was that the benefits were 
greater to the Liberal Party at the federal level than they were at the State level. The only 
explanation I can give for that is that the national consequences of the impact of the 
extreme left wing and communist forces within the union movement was more apparent at 
the national level than it was at the State level. Therefore I think it's fair to say that whether 
it be in the Senate, or whether it be in the Lower House, in the federal elections their 
impact was much greater than it was State by State. 

END OF TAPE 134 SIDE B 
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RJ Sir Charles, in another overview situation I wanted to look at various 
Aboriginal issues that occurred in your time in Parliament and relationship with 
Aboriginals overall. Going back to the State platform that the Liberal/Country League, as it 
then was, formulated in January '59 (and you've already referred to the fact that you had a 
very strong role in that formation), there is an aspect of it that says, to quote, "To accept 
that ultimate assimilation can be the only solution to the native problem." Is it fair to ask 
you, after this elapse of time, what was then seen as the "native problem" back in '59? 

COURT The main problem that we saw was the continual decline in their standards. 
As welfare increased the general position of these people seemed to deteriorate, bearing in 
mind that they didn't have the capacity to use social welfare in the way that the average 
white person had been trained to use it - not all white people but the average white person 
had been trained to use it. As one who travelled far and wide, even before I became part of 
the government in '59, I used to be appalled at the conditions under which some of these 
people lived. 

Don't forget we've got to understand the devastating effect of that industrial decision, 
which meant that you had to pay everyone working on a pastoral property full award 
wages. Up until then I'd lived for all of my life with a situation where there was a degree of 
paternalism on the various station properties. There would be large numbers of these 
people. In the most cases they were very sensibly looked after. They had work to do. The 
men had their stock work, fencing, mustering, wells, windmills, all that type of thing, at 
which they were rather good. It was good, decent sort of honest-to-goodness work, and 
many of them excelled at it. It helped greatly the viability of these stations. 

On the other hand, don't forget it was with some cost to the station proprietor. It's all very 
well to say they got the benefit of their work at a low cost in terms of wages or alternatives 
like food and clothing and that type of thing, but above all else they were kept away from 
alcohol. There was a degree of paternalism the way they were looked after on these 
properties. But in the main they were healthy, and reasonably happy, so far as one could 
judge. I stayed on a lot of these places, and you could see the way the tribe or the group of 
people - it mightn't necessarily be a tribe, but this group of people were looked after. The 
proprietors in the main (not every case, but in the main), felt some responsibility to them, 
and there was a very good working relationship that developed between the two parties. Of 
course all of that was destroyed, and so you found that a lot of these people were sent off 
the stations and finished up in some of the nearest port towns and other towns, and the 
degradation really went ahead at a great pace then. 

The great problem was to try and find some way to progressively lift these people out of 
the state to which they'd got. There were all sorts of conflicting ideas, and I have to remind 
you, of course, that we believed ultimately assimilation was the only way. Now a lot of 
people opposed that then and they oppose it now, but some of the better ones that I talked 
to were very, very emphatic that assimilation eventually would have to take place. I well 
remember at Leonora, for instance, that a group of them there were talking with me and 

'LCL of WA Inc. State Platform, Jan. 1959. p. 7. 



TAPE 135 SIDE A COURT 1805 

they said, "There was a time when the white man lived in caves and under trees and that 
sort of thing. Look at them today. They've had education, had opportunities for 
employment and housing and that type of thing. We want to go forward, we don't want to 
go back." I remember this particular meeting saying, "Who wants to go back and live in the 
desert? There's no future." They were very emphatic about it. 

On the other hand you'd get people, who mainly by a strange coincidence were white, 
leading them, saying, "We've got to protect their culture, go back into their original way of 
life." Now maybe if you were at a certain standard of development you'd accept that, but in 
my experience there are very few that would want to do that. If with a magic wand you 
could say, "Look, you people who want to get back into the way you were before the white 
man came, we're going to make that possible for you; you wouldn't get social services and 
that sort of thing if you go back and live off the land," you'd be battling to get many takers. 
You might get some, but I bet your bottom dollar they'd be mainly led by white groups of 
do-gooders that were going to show them how to live off the land. 

It's very interesting that during one period when we were in government, Harry Butler was 
working in the Northern Territory - he's a white man - was working under contract to show 
Aborigines how to live off the land. That sounds ridiculous, but it was true. Here's a white 
man that had made a practice of this, of course. It was part of his profession. He became 
quite famous because of his environmental and other work that he did. He was actually 
expert at this. As you know he did the famous series on the ABC [In the Wild], and he 
became quite famous for that series, and it was quite fascinating and entertaining to watch. 
It was interesting that at one stage he was engaged to teach these people how to live off the 
land [virtually teaching them their culture]. 

So when you hear about people advocating that they be given a chance to go back into their 
natural state, I wonder how many. 

Now it's very interesting. They're having this function to honour Sadie Canning on 
Saturday night and I'm going to that. I haven't the faintest idea what sort of a function it's 
going to be, but I have such a high regard for her and what she's done. Now she was a 
mission girl from a mission just outside of Leonora [Mt Margaret]. I forget the name of the 
missioner, but he became quite famous because people that went through under his care all 
turned out to be people who were above average: education, their general approach to life, 
and they are all, to the best of my knowledge, very strong Christians. Some of them 
would be classed as "born again" Christians and very, very zealous in their approach to 
Christianity, but the fact remains that in the main the people who came through there were 
able to seek education, embrace education, embrace a normal standard of living and 
standard of conduct. 

t Sadie Canning (flee Corner) was born in 1930 and was brought up on the Mt Margaret Christian Mission. She 
is quoted as saying: '1 enjoyed Mt Margaret. It gave me education and self-esteem and stability." - West, 22 Sept. 
1994, p.  32 (RJ). 
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It's very interesting that again we get this theme going through from her people: who wants 
to go back to the desert? The white man was educated and gradually evolved into his 
present status, why can't we do this? - do it quicker than the white man did it, but move 
towards better education, better housing, better opportunities of employment and the like. 

Quite often Sadie would get some of her people, when they were coming to Perth, to ask 
for a meeting with the Premier - by this time I'd become Premier. I used to do my darnedest 
to fit them in, sometimes very late at night, and we'd have tea and toast. It was always tea 
and toast in the Premier's room at Parliament House. I found it was good for me to spend 
some time with them, because they were educating me. Admittedly they used to be very 
zealous as Christians and would want to devote a little bit of the meeting to something of a 
prayer meeting, but I learnt to live with that. But in listening to them I learnt a lot from 
them about their ambitions for the future. 

They weren't the only ones, by the way, but I've given them as an example. I struck some in 
Kimberley the same way. They couldn't bear the thought of going backwards. Who wants 
to go back into the desert? Why can't we have some of this, better education and better 
health and that sort of thing. 

Had I remained in office I was going to step up my campaign to try and get a national 
acceptance of this move to patiently work forward with a predetermined plan, so there was 
no hocus pocus about it (the money was going to be there, the facilities were going to be 
there) so that over a long period you'd feel that the whole of the Aboriginal community had 
the chance to go forward. Now they won't all go forward, they won't all go forward, neither 
would all white people go forward, but at least to give them the chance. 

But one thing that I did learn was you had to be patient. There's no way any government, 
any do-gooders, or any amount of money can transform this thing overnight. You could 
just pour money in, countless billions in and achieve nothing. In fact many billions have 
been poured in already that have achieved the wrong result. But you'd have to be very 
patient and you'd have to have a fair degree of understanding, both amongst the better 
Aborigines and the community that it was going to be slow. They couldn't expect results 
overnight. 

I tried hard, amongst my many other responsibilities, to select certain Aborigines at 
different places I knew, and concentrate on them, mainly to get some understanding for 
myself. I was learning all the time about what was possible and what was impossible, or 
what was impractical. It was purely to inform myself about what the possibilities were and 
what was not practicable. Not that I could personally do it because it's something that a lot 
of people with special training, special commitment would have to do. But nevertheless 
hopefully to quietly pick up an ever-increasing stream of people who wanted to become 
part of a better way of life. 

Now some people used to be very critical of me and say, "Who's he to say what's a better 
way of life? Isn't their original lifestyle a better way of life?" Well, I was quite happy to 
help people to go back to that if they wanted to, but on one condition: that they did it 
completely; that they didn't have a social welfare man chasing around after them. You can 
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have the best - if you think that's the best world, you can have that. But people were never 
receptive to that idea. They still wanted the big welfare cheque to follow and the big do-
gooder cheque to follow. 

I believe that a scheme that tried to put these people back to their old way of life would fail 
out of sheer practical reasons, and plain good sense would be against it. But on the other 
hand you've got to be careful. 

I think I've told you when I was brought up in Leederville, when I was a young toddler (and 
we were there until I was about eight or nine) around the area where we lived there was a 
tremendous lot of drunkenness and brawling and that sort of thing. Saturday night was a 
nightmare for my mother because they were teetotallers and very good-living, straitlaced 
sort of people. There would hardly be a Saturday night but what there wasn't a real shindig 
between our house and the main street in Leederville, I forget.... Oxford Street. 

RJ Oxford, mmm. 

COURT It would start as nothing and then the beer would take over. Not only beer, 
by the way. Some people would make their own spirits in the good old copper, with a bit of 
piping and so on, and had their own ingenious devices [a form of still] for producing what 
was spirits, but of avery, very volatile and dangerous nature. 

So people forget that. I'm 83 in a few days and you go back three generations when I was a 
boy of four, five, six, seven and eight, before we went down to Shenton Park. It was 
something of a relief when we went down to a more remote part, as it was in Campsie 
Street then, because there weren't many houses down there and we didn't have this blow-up 
that used to occur on most Saturday nights. I've often looked back on that and the way 
some of those people lived and their houses. As a kid you'd be moving around all these 
places. The difference between our place and their place, the cleanliness, the tidiness and 
orderliness and that sort of thing, you know. When I say, some of them were like 
blackfella's camps, I don't say that disrespectfully. It was an expression that was used then 
and since. So I've seen it all. The interesting thing about those families, all of whom I 
remember extremely well, was that in most cases the next generation, and particularly the 
generation after that, became good solid citizens in a completely new era. 

Now I don't suggest Aborigines could move that fast because these people had so many 
opportunities and then so many influences that could make it easy for them to make the 
grade and break off some of these degrading habits that they'd inherited from another 
generation. When I look at them, those that were my age, and the number of them who, 
before they died, became good responsible people - and some of them are still alive - good 
responsible people. Very few of them excelled professionally or in terms of industry and 
commerce, executives and that sort of thing. Some did come through professionally. In my 
own case I went into a profession when normally I'd have gone into a tradesman/labourer 
stream, but the odd one breaks out from that. It's all part of the developing process. 
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Now why do I tell you this? - because I've seen that happen with the degradation that 
existed in that little area there when I was a small boy. I'm talking about, now, straight after 
World War I. I say to myself, whilst it might take longer, it might take longer and it would 
take a different discipline, a different lot of influences and so on, why can't we, in a small 
way, steadily move forward with these people? 

I know when I talk assimilation I get howled down by the do-gooders, but what's the 
alternative? We brought Italians, Yugoslays, Greeks, Turks, you name it, we brought the 
lot here from that great migration that took place after World War I and then again after 
World War II. The key to our success in Western Australia was integration. Now I know 
integrating a Southern European into an Anglo-Saxon community is a different thing to 
bringing Aborigines into a community such as we've got, which is very widespread. What? 
- over 100 ethnic groups in our community. But is it so far removed once people tolerate it, 
once people understand it. It becomes a matter of.... the number one on my list at the time 
when that policy was formed was hygiene. I found that most people who'd had less to do 
with Aborigines than I had, wouldn't admit it, but their main reason why they didn't like 
associating was one of hygiene. 

I remember the first time when I was up north that I had to have afternoon tea with one of 
these groups. A couple of my staff couldn't stomach it, the conditions under which we were 
doing it. Their hospitality was extended in good faith, and it was the best they had, and 
after all you can do no better for your guests than what you've got. But it was entirely a 
question of hygiene in that particular case, and similar cases. 

When I used to visit some of these missions on my special visit that I used to make about a 
month or a fortnight before the Christmas break - I used to deliberately go around to all of 
these missions like Lombadina and groups like One Arm Point, all of these places. I've had 
quite a few staff people who used to just dread it because of having to sit down and have 
morning tea, having lunch with these people. I've always had a pretty strong stomach for 
those things. But the point I'm getting at is that you've got to break down these prejudices 
and the only way is to get people who are practical in their approach and don't reject 
completely these ideas of the betterment of these people. 

Now there's another group of people that I found worth working with, and I give one 
particular name, Ken Colbung. Now I don't hear much of him these days, nor do I hear of 
him in the same way as I used to at that time. But I said, "Here's a man that's become a 
sergeant in the Australian Army on his own initiative" - you know, to become a sergeant, 
not everyone gets that far. He'd have it tougher than anyone else to get there and if he could 
get there, then there must be something about the man, some leadership quality. I found 
him very good value. He was, in those days very realistic. What the man would have been 
like today, if I'd have been at that situation today, I don't know. It might have been a 
different ball game altogether because of the welfare situation and the new organisations of 
Aborigine people that have been set up. Maybe they would have their own magnetic 
attraction to these people because they'd see more dollars and cents there. But he did some 
very good work. At no stage did he become a stooge of the government. He used to make it 
pretty clear that he was a Labor man at heart, but that didn't worry me at all. 
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We were trying an experiment down in Esperance, some Aboriginal farmers down there. I 
found he was jolly good value, very practical, very realistic, and he got me to attend some 
of their meetings occasionally, well-conducted and pretty realistic. But it was interesting at 
that time (and as I say I don't know what Ken's up to these days) he was very much in the 
mood of trying to get these people to take advantage of the opportunities around, and 
above all demonstrate they could do it in a responsible way. There were some farmers 
down at Esperance that were very helpful to one particular Aboriginal family that seemed 
to do well. Colbung was very much mixed up in that. I used him rather to see how you 
handled people from within the Aboriginal community. 

There must be lots of people. I found there were more good women amongst the 
Aborigines than the men. Some had been teachers and had had family and other 
responsibilities, that both Rita and I got to know very well. No doubt I'll meet some of 
them on Saturday night when I go to this function for Sadie Canning.' But we found they 
were very anxious to first of all get away from the alcohol thing, and secondly to get some 
education, and thirdly get decent housing. In other words, get into the mainstream. 

So it may be that we were a bit starry-eyed at the time, but you've got to be starry-eyed 
sometimes to start somewhere. My only regret was that we didn't get more support from 
the federal government. 

To give you one example of that. Colbung came to me and he said, "There's great concern 
in the Aboriginal community about alcohol and about social welfare," and he had it right. 
The moment there's no limitation on it, they get the money and they know every trick in the 
book. I quote his words, not mine. They get a little bit of money here, a little bit of money 
there on top of their normal welfare. The last thing that's considered is food and shelter for 
the children. So he said, "We can organise for a petition from Aborigines to Mr Fraser to 
get the welfare for these people channelled through a system whereby you have the same 
preferences they had during the Depression with sustenance money"; that is food, clothing, 
shelter. Of course, you wouldn't remember the sustenance money. 

RJ Yes, but I know about it. You have actually recorded this before Sir 
Charles. 

COURT Yes. But the fact is that they.... you see when you got vouchers it was not 
only a great thing for the storekeepers, at least they had some income, but at the same time 
it meant that the money was spent in the areas intended. So their theory [i.e. the 
Aborigines] was do the same thing, and then if there's any left over, or the man can go and 
earn some money of his own, he can have that for grog. 

Well, of course, I've told you about my approach to Fraser. I just got a cold rejection. He 
said that United Nations wouldn't stand for it, and I said, "Well, what does that matter. If 
it's good, let's face it. Don't forget it's not us suggesting this. I can get you actual 

1 The function referred to was a testimonial dinner for Sadie Canning to honour her for her work as a nurse. For 
more than 30 years she ran a remote hospital at Leonora for Aboriginal people (West, 22 Sept. 1994, p.  32)- Ri. 
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representations from the Aborigines." Now we never got to first base with that. They [the 
Commonwealth government] weren't even prepared to consider it, but it mightn't have 
been a bad thing if it had've got some exposure and let's see what the reaction was - not 
from the white people but from the Aboriginal people. I bet your bottom dollar that you'd 
have had about a 90 per cent response from the women, because it was some way in which 
they could get money for the food and clothing and shelter. Then if there was any left, that 
could go to liquor. [Not a bad concept.] 

But I just give you that as a background. We weren't insensible to these things. David 
Brand, of course, had probably a more realistic approach to it because he'd seen so much of 
it in Mullewa and Morawa, Dongara and places like that, so both he and Doris were very 
well-informed about the problems of these people. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 135 
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COURT On reflecting, strange as it may seem, [in view of our basic approach], 
some of the very important discussions that took place in Cabinet as to where you go on 
the Aboriginal issue. Most times people threw their hands up in despair and said it was too 
hard. [Sadly, this reflected the general reaction in the community and political circles - 

State and Federal.] 

We had a number of people who, even before we came into government, when we were 
still in opposition [had radical views]. There was an archdeacon, a Catholic archdeacon in 
Carnarvon, I just forget his name, and also I'd never heard the term used in the Catholic 
Church of an archdeacon, but he was officially an archdeacon. He used to cause some 
consternation to his bishop because he wrote a thesis on how to handle the Aboriginal 
question and it was a pretty tough one. But his idea was to allocate areas as Aboriginal 
areas and they were to be administered by Aborigines; only Aborigines allowed in. If any 
white man went in he had to give an undertaking that that was the end. He became an 
Aborigine and he couldn't walk in and walk out. He also made history because he refused 
to marry white and black couples because he reckoned that's where it [the trouble], started. 
He was quite emphatic about it. He used to adopt the attitude you got the worst of both. A 
bit brutal in its judgment, but nevertheless he was very strong about it. It would very 
interesting if somebody could get a copy of his thesis that he wrote on this subject. 

But he was quite an extraordinary man. [I think his name was McKay.] I used to listen to 
him. A very strong Labor supporter in the State elections, but he was a fanatical Menzies' 
man [federally]. It was quite extraordinary. This man would be out there giving out how-
to-vote cards in a very vocal way for a federal election for Menzies, but in State elections 
he'd be out there working madly for Bert Hawke, who was then the Premier - at one stage 
anyhow. He had a bit of a thing about McLarty. For some reason or other Ross had upset 
him somehow. But it was quite extraordinary to see this man out there working publicly 
and madly for the Labor Party for State, and for the Liberals for the federal. He was a great 
admirer of Menzies; it was quite extraordinary. 

However, we're talking about Aborigines. 

But you get all these different points of view. You get the missionaries, of course, up in the 
Kimberley. You get the Kalumburu situation where you couldn't help but be impressed 
with the orderliness of it and the hygiene standards that were set up there in those days. Of 
course all that was destroyed, by federal edict. We finished up with a fine fellow like 
Father Sanz spending his later years down here at New Norcia when his heart's up in 
Kalumburu. 

I don't know how much you want me to develop of that. 

RJ Well, I was just interested that you talked about assimilation. Now I'm just 
wondering how you're using that because it can be from what you were saying I thought 
about the migrant influx after the war from Europe, a process of combining with the new 
culture but retaining your own identity, or it can be assimilation that sees the end in time of 
a group of people. What were you meaning when you used the term? 
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COURT Exactly the same as David Brand and I advocated back in our 1959-71, and 
then my 1974-82 period, that of course you want to remember your origins. You're a 
Scotchman, you want to play the bagpipes, or wear the kilt and sporran, or you want to 
have your haggis and do the highland dances. If you're Italian or Greek, anybody else, you 
want to do these things. We encouraged these things. 

There's no reason why Aborigines can't do the same, but I want to warn you about it, that 
as the generations genuinely integrate you get a breaking down of the desire to do these 
traditional things. 

Now, can I give you an example? When Rita and I first used to go to ethnic functions - I'm 
going back now between '53, when I was first a member, and '59 - let me qualify that, 
when we first went in an official capacity - because we'd been long before that but not in an 
official capacity, when you were identified as a political person - practically the whole 
night at any one of these ethnic places was taken up with ethnic dances. You knew what 
you were going to do at the Italian Ball. You knew what you were going to do at the 
Greeks' and the Yugoslays', as the case may be. 

By contrast, I went to an Italian function recently, the annual function of one of their 
regional groups. They have the Italian Ball and they have the regional groups like the 
Calabrese and the Sicilianis and so on. They have their own associations. I went to one of 
these the other night and I left at midnight, because I thought that was a fair thing for a man 
of my age. But up until then we had not done a traditional dance. The orchestra had played 
all modern music. I was only reflecting that when Rita and I first used to go to these, she 
being such a keen dancer, you know, we'd be into it from the beginning to the end, 
thoroughly enjoying these traditional dances and the fact that it was physical exercise too. 
Some of these modem dances you hardly get a sweat up, they're so uninspiring and so on, 
no strong rhythms that you need for good dance music. Admittedly one of the entertainers 
did introduce some of the old tear-jerking ethnic songs from the homeland and so on, but 
apart from that the traditional was all gone. You realise that's a reflection of the times 
where people have integrated to an amazing degree and the desire to do these traditional 
things is no longer there. 

This particular function I referred to recently represented a big drop in age, which was 
deliberate, compared with the same organisation 20 years before. They found that if they 
kept it in the old style they were just not holding up their membership, so they deliberately, 
two years ago, made this decision, to attract a younger generation. They had; there was a 
big crowd there, sell-out crowd. But you only had to look around the room and the average 
age must have been dropped by 30 years in a period of two years. I suppose this was a 
reflection of the times. 

So don't assume that these traditional things will go on forever, but they'll sort themselves 
out. If people want to go on doing these things they'll go on doing it and if they don't, well 
they won't. 

I think the most durable ethnic group of all are the Scotch. I always use them as the 
example. 
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RJ Yes, and you have recorded that too, yes. 

COURT They're still strong. They've got something very special about them, even 
more than the Irish, and they're very strong, but the Scotch are still very, very strong. 
There's something very special about them. 

RJ But are you seeing assimilation as an end point where the Aboriginal race 
would disappear? 

COURT Not necessarily, but the Aborigines that we see depicted before us today 
would disappear. The number of people running around in the desert would be less and 
less. If there were any, I suppose you'd have to tolerate them. I'm not suggesting that we 
dragoon people into anything, but with most whites, you know, that have gone from 
degradation right through [to better things], gradually those that want to remain degradated, 
they get lesser in numbers. That makes sense. You're not looking at quite the same thing. 

But I come back to the point that I've always made, who would want to go out there and go 
back to nature in the jungle, with or without social services? The only way you can get 
them to lift their game and their standards is by making sure that they are well-fed, they are 
well-clothed, they are well-housed, and they're well-educated, and they're above all 
employed. 

Now it's not going to be easy. It's not going to be easy because a lot of them have never 
worked and they've had cash flow coming in. If you're living in a family with that sort of 
cash flow and there's lots of children it's a fair amount of money. Unfortunately it's mainly 
going, in many cases, in liquor, and there's nothing to show for it. The children are still 
without food, proper food, clothing and housing. I've seen welfare workers in Halls Creek, 
for instance, lovely young people, really missionaries, and they've gone into the public 
service with the same zeal as a missionary would have gone into India in the old days, or 
some other country - Africa - as a missionary from some church group. I've seen these 
young people go into our North - and I refer to Halls Creek in particular. I used to call on 
them. I knew their grandparents so I used to call on them every time I was there. They were 
pretty hostile to me when I first called on them because they regarded me as an enemy of 
the Aborigines. They changed their mind after a while. I had to explain to them that they 
were not achieving their purpose. 

What they would do, they would go to some of these camps where there wouldn't be a 
parent there. They knew where the parents were, of course; they would be down at the 
hotel. This would be, say, two days after welfare day. There'd be children there bawling 
their eyes out, or hungry, covered in flies and that sort of thing. This young couple would 
then, out of their own money, go and buy food and things for these young people, these 
children. Of course, they found that there weren't just two, three, four or five of these 
young people, there were dozens of families in exactly the same position. 

So they came to me on one occasion absolutely distraught because they felt that I, as the 
senior government representative, was letting them down. I said, "Well, wait a minute, 
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don't let your heart rule your head on this, if you want to do the right thing by these people. 
What have you done to try and contact their parents and get them, with the money that 
they're getting, to first of all look after the children first and THEN go to the hotel?" They 
didn't think that was their business and I said, "Well it is, really, if you mean to try and lift 
the standards of these people, and I don't doubt your sincerity. If you had your way, you'd 
have another lot of [taxpayer's] money in addition to the welfare money" - which includes 
money for the children, by the way. I gave them a list of it. "You'd have another lot of 
money in your hands that you would dole out to these children and give them food and 
clothing. All you're doing then is alienating them further from their parents. You're 
condoning what their parents are doing. If you are doing your job wouldn't you be trying to 
get their parents to take responsibility, and try to get better accommodation [and parental 
care] for these people?" 

It was very interesting. After this had been going on for about 12 months (and by that time 
I'd paid about three visits to Halls Creek), they were starting to get the message. Now they 
were decent young people and they were genuinely committed and their heart bled for 
these people. But I had a talk to their boss when I got back to Perth and said, "You know 
it's not fair to these young people. They're going to be disillusioned and they're going to 
have a hatred of officialdom and all the things that go with it, but somebody senior should 
be educating them up as to how to try and handle this in a practical way, making use of the 
money that's going in there every welfare day. Food, clothing, shelter, for the children, and 
then if the parents want to make a mess of what's left, that's their business. But you'll find 
that once you get these basic caring things working that they will compound and the 
parents will start to take an interest because they're personally better for it anyhow - better 
in their health, better in every other way." 

It was very interesting when we eventually got television for Kimberley (and I've told you 
this), that they got in this new system whereby each little town like Fitzroy Crossing, Halls 
Creek and other places could all have television and a very good picture too, there was a 
deputation from the women. The Aborigine women of Halls Creek, after a year, said, "Get 
rid of that television." I said, "Well, that's interesting. I work like mad to try and get the 
Commonwealth government to speed it up so that Halls Creek, Fitzroy Crossing and other 
places will have television [and now you want it withdrawn]." They said, "Oh, we thought 
it was a good thing too, but we can't get our children to study." I said, "Have you ever 
thought of turning it off? You own it, you can turn it off." But they said that their children 
reacted badly and some of the older ones in particular. They obviously weren't able to 
control that. But it was very interesting. No white people came to me about that, it was the 
Aborigine women. Some of the better ones that I knew quite well at Halls Creek came to 
me and wanted us to cut off the television. I tried to tell them, "Well, you know, why not 
make your family turn it off during homework periods?" But it's interesting that they were 
anxious for their children to do homework. So there's hope if people only work at it 
properly. 

Never did these people ever raise the question of land with me. I can never remember one, 
except the chap that wanted Liveringa Station, going back many years, and I could dig up 
his name, but he and a group of people wanted to get a station. When we got them a station 
through federal money, they came to me one day and said, "We want you now to get us 
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Liveringa Station." I said, "Oh fair go, fair go. I worked like fury to get you the one you 
have because you said your ancestry was there, and your spirits were there and all that sort 
of thing." I remember as well as anything at a Royal Flying Doctor service on the banks of 
the Fitzroy River them saying to me, "Don't fall for that nonsense. We want Liveringa 
because it's a better station." - That said it all. I reminded these people during the 
Noonkanbah time of what they'd said: "We want Liveringa because it's a better station" - 
[no mention of their ancestral home, attachment to the land, "dreaming" and the like]. 

Ri A further interview with Sir Charles Court, held in the offices of Grant 
Thornton on 13 October 1994. 

Sir Charles, we were speaking last time of the State platform of the Liberal and Country 
League produced in January 1959 in the section about the Aboriginal population. We 
discussed last time what was seen as the "native problem" that was talked about in that 
platform. Another section goes on to say, "Our practical approach to the Problem...." (the 
"native problem", of course) "would include Compulsory education. This would not be 
possible at present for nomadic tribes or desert natives, who would need to be treated as a 
separate problem."' I wondered if any steps were taken in the time of the Brand 
Government to put that part of the platform into effect, and then in turn what happened in 
the Court Government. 

COURT Yes, there were some steps taken, but not as much as we would have liked. 
I come back to what I said last time in a rather laborious way. It is that there didn't seem to 
be any urgency in the mind of officialdom or politicians or even the community to face up 
to this question of generally lifting the standards of Aborigines. Everybody talked about it. 
Everybody said it had to be done, and get away from the alcohol and a few other things like 
that. Get away from this over-dependence on welfare. But every time you tried to do 
something about it was like a blancmange. You just never seemed to be able to get your 
hands on it and tear it to pieces and get stuck into it. 

This education thing is very much part of that exercise, because I believe that education is 
the key to the future of any country. That's why I've always been so strong about it, 
although I didn't have a big education myself. But I know that if the education is sound - 
and I'm talking about the most fundamental basic education going right back to first bubs - 
if that's sound it's amazing what you can build on. If that's not sound then you're always 
going to have a weakness. You'll never achieve the true potential of people. 

I give you a classic example of a man who had a complete understanding about education, 
that was Sir Paul Hasluck. People don't realise what he did for New Guinea, Papua New 
Guinea, in being so big on education. I've heard him talk about it, and I've heard him talk 
almost with a feeling of despair because it's not spectacular, but he fervently believed with 
all his heart that if you could improve the education of the Papua New Guineans, that you 
were in fact giving them the very basic building blocks that they needed to go on to greater 

1 LCL of WA Inc. State Platform, Jan. 1959, p. 7. 
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things. It was only a man like Hasluck that could persist so much. Somewhere along the 
line we've got to get back to that in this Aboriginal question in Australia, particularly in 
Western Australia. 

So the answer to your question really is, yes we did do some things, but we didn't achieve 
the results that I would have liked. 

I have to say that the same thing happened in my day. The fact that I was a bit laborious 
last time really was due to the fact that I was so disappointed at the efforts we made, and so 
disappointed at the lack of response we got at the appropriate levels, both local and State 
and national, so that you could get some milestones that you could point to and say, well 
that was phase one, phase two, phase three and so on. 

We mentioned the desert people and the difficulty with them. Now there's Bishop Jobst the 
Catholic bishop in Kimberley, extraordinary man, a man for whom I have tremendous 
regard. It's very difficult to realise here's a man who was in the Panzer division of 
Rommel's army, and he finishes up as a bishop up in Kimberley, and brought quite a few 
German priests with him, and they did a tremendous job. He approached the Aboriginal 
question differently to what the rest of his church would have. When I say the rest of the 
church, I'm meaning the hierarchy down in the metropolitan area and in the southern part 
of the State. He was a very practical man. Now at one stage they deliberately brought in 
some people who would be regarded as desert natives and put them into a school that the 
Church had in Broome. When they're talking about desert natives, these are probably 
people that had been through the Balgo Mission and had shown a little bit of promise, that 
the Brothers felt - or the priests, as the case may be - could do something to put them into 
the mainstream. 

Now I visited that school on a number of occasions, sometimes with the Bishop, 
sometimes with one of the priests, to have a look at what was happening with these 
people. They would identify them as individuals. They gave me the background of some 
of the physical problems they had when they first came in contact with other boys, some 
white, some Aborigine, who'd had the benefit of contact with an education system from 
when they were first inducted into the system. These other people coming in [from the 
desert created] almost an 'oil and water' situation when they met these other boys 
because they had been brought up in a very wild - and I mean wild - situation, 
uninhibited in many ways, physically uninhibited. One the first problems they had to do 
was to calm them down so that at least they observed the rules of conduct that were 
necessary, before they could start to learn. I don't know what has been the result of that, 
but I only know up to the point when I lost contact with it they were having some results. 
It's the sort of thing that if you had one in five that made the grade you're having a great 
victory. In some cases you might say one in three, some cases one in ten. But when 
you're doing this sort of thing, you've got to be very, very patient. That's why I kept 
emphasising patience when I was talking to you last time. 

I would have to say that we've made very little progress in this general concept of standards 
and on this question of education. We've made more progress in education, frankly, than 
we have in the general wellbeing of Aborigine people. There's more people being 
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identified in the education system that are going on to secondary education, going on to 
universities. That in itself is a good thing. It may be one in 100 finish up taking higher 
education, and if its that high, well you're making progress, because every one of them 
becomes a role model and they can demonstrate, if they're properly taught and they're given 
a chance to perform, the benefits of education. Firstly in the amount of remuneration they 
get, in their own right, not on the end of the welfare chain, but they get in their own right. 
Secondly the better standards of living they can observe, and thirdly the influence they can 
have. So it's terribly important. 

Arthur Watts, who was a very good Minister for Education, I think he did give attention to 
this. I don't think he made it a mission. Don't forget Arthur Watts was one of those Country 
Party people who thought in terms of the wheat belt mainly, the Eastern Wheat Belt and 
the Great Southern. They never thought as a metropolitan person. I don't think they ever 
thought as a Sou'West person. They were very much oriented towards the rural farming 
communities that produced grain and sheep, cattle, that sort of thing. I think they were very 
much oriented to that. 

END OF TAPE 135 SIDE B 
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COURT You see, they would live in a community where at that stage they'd almost 
done a deal with the Aborigines. You take towns like Narrogin, Katanning and those 
places, where there was 'them and us' in the community, and in some ways no-one wanted 
to stir the pot. 

In this area the man that was the exception was Charles Perkins. It would be very 
interesting if somebody could objectively study what progress Charles Perkins made. I've 
told you how he came to get those portfolios of Aboriginal Affairs and Police. So there's no 
misunderstanding, when I talk about Charles Perkins, I'm talking about the Charles Perkins 
who became a minister in the Brand Government in 1959 - [not the Charles Perkins, 
Aborigine, who became a senior public servant in Canberra]. Our Charles Perkins did not 
live very long unfortunately. He really made his mark. He adopted the attitude, which I 
often tell young people they should adopt. When they're given a job that's not very 
pleasant, get in and do it, make it a success. That's the best thing I know to get you to move 
up the ladder because if you can make a success and almost make a glamorous thing out of 
something that was intended to be your destruction, then you're above average and it soon 
comes through. 

Now the first thing Charles Perkins did was to go into some of the towns with which he 
was well acquainted, some of the wheat belt towns, and go to the very people who had this 
"thing" about Aborigines and tell them they've got to change their attitude. He got quite a 
few of those people, instead of being negative and hoping that the problem would go away, 
they got involved. There's nothing superficial or unreal about what Charles Perkins did 
because of the [respect he earned] - as I've told you about the number of Aborigines who 
turned out [in big numbers] and were distressed when he died. Just as the police found that 
they had a saviour who was prepared to stand up for them and get things for them, so the 
Aborigines found that this man wasn't just all talk. Hence the hostel named after him up in 
Halls Creek and so on. It's unfortunate he's got the same name as Charles Perkins the 
Aboriginal activist, but people need to be reminded that this was Charles Perkins the 
Country Party minister. 

Now he, had he continued on as a minister, I'm quite sure that after, say, one or two terms, 
you'd really see results, and Western Australia could easily have been a leader in the 
matter, because he was a hands on man. He made it a mission. That was his job he was 
given to do, and so he went in to do it. 

I formed a very high regard, as you can gather, for Charles Perkins. I worked with him on 
transport and he was a godsend to me, to have a Country Party minister who would go with 
me into the country when we wanted to shut down railways that had no purpose, or the 
purpose for them had gone and so on. This was the sort of man he was, and there's not too 
many of them around, I can tell you. But it was lovely to have Charles Perkins when you 
would go to a country meeting, and he'd stand up and give chapter and verse in a very 
practical, earthy sort of way. 

So coming back to this question of education, I do believe it is the key. The Education 
Department would say, "Well, what more do you want? We've got schools. Officially 
there's compulsory education. We do have problems with some of these people getting 
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them to attend and to behave and that sort of thing." My retort was, there's plenty of whites 
they have that problem with too." 

So I come back to where I started, that some day, some how, this country of ours has got to 
settle down and look at the Aboriginal question - not in terms of land, not in terms of 
dreaming, not in terms of all those things - but in terms of the very basic things. 

Now don't get me wrong. If dreaming is their thing, they can dream just like the Scotties 
play their bagpipes and have their haggis. [Other nationalities and races have their own 
special things and customs.] There's no basic difference. If that's genuine, well they can do 
all those things and be part and parcel of an improving standard for them, bearing in mind 
what I said last time was that as these people integrate from the different races, the 
different nations and so on, somehow or other the younger generation loses the zeal for 
what their forebears (their fathers and their grandfathers and grandmothers) were so keen 
about. I've given you a reason for that and I've given you examples of that. Well, the 
Aborigines would be no different, you know. 

That function I went to for Sadie Canning which happened after I did that last interview 
with you, it was quite an eye-opener. First of all there was a large crowd. It probably wasn't 
organised with the precision and all the refinements that a person like myself or somebody 
like you would have organised, but it was pretty good. And most of us, where it said 
'formal' on the invitation, we took that to mean black tie and dinner suits [for men and 
appropriate evening wear for women]. I thought that was good. 

Now it was very interesting. It was an enjoyable night. The tributes to her came from a 
member of the family, a personal friend of the family and her community. There were two 
doctors who spoke, one a younger man and the other an older man who subsequently 
became the senior medical man in the State but had his first introduction to the old-style 
Sadie Canning at Leonora. The other younger man came straight out from England with all 
the qualifications in the world to join the Flying Doctor Service at Kalgoorlie and, like Dr 
Roberts, he was pitchforked unceremoniously from Kalgoorlie into a situation where he 
had to deal with a patient being handled by Sadie Canning. So you had the family, a friend 
of the family, two doctors with practical experience. 

Then you had somebody who spoke on behalf of the Aborigines. And then I spoke, as 
having known her for many, many years as a Minister, as a member of Parliament and later 
as Premier. Then came Norman Moore, [MLC Minister for Education], who has known 
her for a long, long time as a local member representing her area in the Legislative 
Council. It was a very moving occasion. A very MOVING occasion because of the 
sincerity of the remarks, the integrity of the remarks. There was no-one putting on a show - 
well, "Sadie's retiring," sort of thing; you know," we've got to be nice to her." None of that 
at all. There was great [and genuine] emotion about everyone that was speaking about her. 

The young doctor, for instance. He said, "I came out from England with all my degrees 
feeling that I was the answer to everybody's medical problems," and he said, "It was only 
when I met Sadie Canning that I started learning!" He explained how he was abetter 
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doctor because he'd had this experience with her, and a better person because he'd had this 
experience. And Dr Roberts, of course, who later on was in charge of the Medical 
Department, he gave very much the same thing within a slightly different mould. But there 
was very humble acknowledgment of the influence of this person. And then, of course, the 
Aborigine people. Their representative spoke with great reverence of the influence of this 
woman. 

I was able to speak in a much broader way because of my wife and I having known her and 
known her work and done things with her. For instance, the setting up of the old people's 
hospital using the old hospital that was going to be destroyed or otherwise 
decommissioned. At her suggestion and with her plan I don't think it cost us anything for 
staffing at all. Just some tradesmen to come up and make it watertight against the weather 
and to make it habitable. From then onward these people were given shelter. They were 
safe, they were secure, people knew where they were and I doubt whether it cost us 
anything for staff at all. A bit of food, a bit of medicine. 

That was the way the evening went, and then they had the entertainment and dancing 
started and so on. It was a very pleasant night that ANYONE (1 don't care how straight-
laced they were) could have gone to and enjoyed the night, enjoyed the atmosphere of the 
night, enjoyed the music and then the dancing that took place after. 

So you like to pick out these examples that give you some hope but it really wants people 
who believe for a start and who can have some influence and get away from this over-
emphasis on land. A lot of these people will tell you that they wouldn't know what to do 
with land. I gave you the example, which I quoted to the anthropologists at the time and 
which they treated with disdain. I was trying to answer some of their unbelievable stories - 
manufactured stories, as I told them to their face. I gave them the story of the man [at 
Fitzroy Crossing for whom] I worked very hard to get the original property he sought 
because he'd poured out his heart with all his friends about how their ancestry had been 
there and their spirits were there. You know, he really conned me because I thought, well, 
they all seem very genuine about it. Now we got that property for them and then later on in 
the same place, on the banks of the Fitzroy River at an AIM function (I remember it was 
late one afternoon, a very pleasant time, into the evening) and he put the drop on me for 
Liveringa Station on behalf of the same people. And you know I've told you how I 
reminded him of all these reasons that I'd used to assist them to get [the property]. I think it 
was federal money. He destroyed it all in one phrase. He said, "You're not going to fall for 
that stuff are you Boss? Liveringa is a better station" - which it was, of course. 

But when I was talking to these anthropologists who had conned themselves on their 
interpretation of what they felt the Aborigines should be saying about Noonkanbah, they 
didn't seem to place any value on this at all. They weren't prepared to reason this out. And 
then we had that terrible experience with them over their efforts to try and interpret 
Noonkanbah [to justify their stand]. It wasn't Aborigines interpreting Noonkanbah at all, it 
was white men with all their academic qualifications behind them, putting out a story 
which they wanted us to accept as fact. Even Dr Berndt and his wife who spent their life 
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working as academics amongst the Aborigines [expressed disbelief]. I believe they were 
well-intentioned people. I spent a lot of time with them during the Noonkanbah [dispute]. 

When things were looking like getting desperate and the thing was coming to a head, he 
[Berndt] and others accepted the fact that I was going to govern. That was what I was there 
for, to govern and do what I thought was right. He had that important talk with Bill 
Grayden and I, and he was going to give us the answer. 

Now I made a special visit down to the university to meet he and his wife because they said 
they believed that I was a sincere man, that I wanted to do the right thing and they had the 
answer. So I went down and saw them and their answer was royalties! I was absolutely 
shocked. I remember it was a lunchtime - and I was absolutely shocked because I said, 
"You know, my understanding is that if you BELIEVE in these things, the dreaming and 
all of these things, the spirit of the land and all that type of thing, if you believe in that, 
money doesn't buy that. But what you're telling me now is that if there were some royalties 
out of this that the whole attitude would change. We've protected the only known sacred 
site. It's the only one that anyone is prepared to name, and now we're getting all this stuff 
about the areas of influence," which he told me he didn't support, and which seemed to be 
phoney in the extreme. But that really shattered me, when he said if we could talk about 
some royalties [we could achieve a solution]. 

Now that wouldn't have been a button off our shirt except we were establishing a precedent 
that we couldn't live with. Once you set that precedent there with our imprint on it, it 
became the normal right through. We were having trouble with a couple of companies that 
were quite prepared to pay a fairly substantial sum of money just to be allowed peacefully 
to go in and drill holes on stations that were controlled by Aboriginal people and I had to 
say "No! If this is real, money won't buy it. And what's a sacred site worth? A million 
pounds? Ten million pounds? Or should it be measured in terms of somebody prepared to 
lose their life to protect it and get no money?" That was the difference in my thinking to 
many of the people around. In that I was very well supported by my Cabinet colleagues at 
that time. 

I'll come back to this question again of education. If people have learnt to read and write 
and to think logically, they must have a better chance in life to face up to the challenges 
that come along and to at least be rational about things. In some circles when I used to 
discuss this - and it might surprise you that I ever got around to discussing it - it was 
discussed quite often with missionaries, with all sorts of people; some of the better 
intentioned people and some of the Aborigines themselves. You've no idea the number of 
times that the so-called 'do-gooders' or people that had their own agendas would scoff at it. 

I used to find this distressing because they adopted the attitude that I was trying to get them 
away from their culture. You'd say to them, "Do you want them to go back to the desert?" 
and they'd say, "Yes" (with some reluctance because they knew what was coming next). 
"Who's going to feed and clothe them? What work are they going to do?" And then they'd 
talk about their culture, their paintings, and I said, "Well, they can't all paint any more than 
all whites can paint; but what are we going to do? Are they going to get welfare?" And 
then, of course, the answer always was "Yes" and when you draw the line with human 
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beings (whether they're black, white, brown or brindle), if you're going to pay people for 
doing nothing (as we find with lots of white people) they do nothing, and they degenerate. 
They become very degraded because they haven't got the incentive that a person has that 
has got to go out and earn a living or conform to some particular community code or 
something of that kind so that there is a definite pattern in the interests of everybody - the 
comfort of everybody. 

I can't see anyone at the moment who is going to, on behalf of the Aborigines, start to talk 
about this idea of getting down to basics. They keep running these ideas through the 
Aboriginal industry - which I think is a very apt name that has been given to it since the 
days of Mabo. These ideas, you know, that if you give land that everyone's going to be 
spiritually, mentally, physically refreshed but no-one talks about the use of the land and 
making people self-reliant and so on. I think that until the nation decides they are going to 
really attack the basic problem, we're not going to get very, very far. You're going to have 
the people of Halls Creek, Fitzroy Crossing and places like that still gathering on the 
outskirts of the town, drawing welfare and not adapting to the conditions that are necessary 
if you're going to have a proper life. 

It's the difference between them and the people that came under the influence of Sadie 
Canning. If we could have a hundred Sadie Cannings, I think you would be looking at a 
different situation. Don't forget it's not the white man that produces Sadie Canning's 
results, it's an Aboriginal woman that produces the Sadie Canning results. True, she came 
under the influence of the missioner who must have been one of the exceptional 
missioners. I've never heard any of the people that were at Mount Margaret talk badly 
about him. At this Sadie Canning function there were quite a few of them there. In fact it 
was quite moving when a group of them the same age got together with a little choir and 
they sang some of the songs that they used to sing at the mission, and some of them with 
harmonies not just single-line voices. But it was very interesting to watch them. They were 
reliving part of their life when they were very young children, young people. But that man 
must have had something special because I've never heard any of them talk ill of him at all, 
and so he must have had a soft approach but a firm approach and convinced them that 
education was the answer. So they came out of that place without the bitterness that some 
people have. 

Her case is classic and it's to her great credit that she went through all that ordeal of being 
taken away from her parents. She was brought up at the mission under our laws at the time 
(which is no credit to us). She couldn't be trained as a nurse in WA because she was 
Aborigine. She had to be trained in Melbourne. She could have then stayed in the capital 
cities and no doubt done very well as a conventional-type nurse, but she elects to go back 
to her own people. I can't, and no-one else that I know of can remember her ever being 
spiteful or bitter about her early experience. She's a very committed Christian, of course, 
one of the real born-again Christians which she expects everyone else to be. But it's rather 
wonderful that she's been through that position as nurse and then matron and then later 
director of nursing. 

Now what people forget is that Leonora wasn't always like it is now. See Leonora, like so 
many of those old mining towns, is quite prosperous but during a lot of that period (which I 
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saw plenty of) Leonora was virtually just existing and it went through all the ups and 
downs of the pastoral industry, all the ups and downs of the goldmining industry. I can tell 
you the hospital wasn't any great monument to the health services or the medical 
profession. It just happened to be something that serviced the people at that time, and so 
that's where she had to be innovative and resourceful in every way so it can function. 

People would object to a system whereby the young Aborigines achieve their goal in life 
through the route that she's been through, but on the other hand somewhere along the line 
there's a moral in that story. How can you get them into education so that every generation 
- the mean, the standard, the benchmark, call it what you like - has gone up a couple of 
notches until you take it for granted that the same proportion of blacks are going to be 
secondary educated and tertiary educated as you get in a white community? 

RJ Just sort of continuing the theme of the Aboriginal population. We have the 
situation with Alan Ridge in the Kimberley as Minister for Health and Community Welfare 
who, after the 1977 election was forced to re-contest his seat. The Court of Disputed 
Returns declared the election void after allegations of irregularities were upheld, almost all 
relating to the treatment of Aborigines at several centres. Ridge won that subsequent by-
election and Ernie Bridge was actually awarded damages against The West. 

Now in that process the Court government was accused of challenging universal franchise 
for all adults. To quote Phillips, "A Bill tabled in 1977 limited the capacity of voters 
deemed to be illiterate or with certain physical conditions to cast a vote. As the Bill had 
been introduced in the wake of the need for Alan Ridge to re-contest his Kimberley seat in 
a by-election it was interpreted in some quarters as a measure effectively to limit the 
franchise of Aboriginal voters. The government was accused of bad sportsmanship and 
even of racism."' Was it in any way intended to limit the franchise of Aboriginal voters? 

COURT Not directly, although that was the claim, of course. There was a lot of 
feeling at the time that some people were either disinterested, couldn't care less about their 
vote and only voted because they wanted to save a fine. Other people were just incapable 
of understanding what they were voting for and therefore they came under the influence of 
others, but it was not specifically directed at Aboriginal people although one would have to 
be quite honest and say that as a proportion probably more people of their race at that time 
would have been caught up in that system. 

I must say I can't recall the exact details of the legislation you referred to but I can well 
remember the number of times people said to me, "Why does everyone have to have a vote 
when they don't know what they're voting for?" But it wasn't only Aborigines but I would 
have to be quite truthful and say that in practical effect a greater proportion of their people 
at that time (and I emphasise AT THAT TIME) would have been disenfranchised. 

If you saw some of the methods that were used in those days, of course, by the Labor Party 
to dragoon these Aborigines in the voting you'd probably want to support the principle 

'Phillips in Black, 1991. p.  212. 
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anyhow because in my experience some of their methods were so ruthless and almost 
inhumane. They were just treating them like animals, you might say, and had to be made to 
vote, but for the Labor Party. There were some humorous incidents as to where this 
backfired but the main purpose of it was to try and direct the vote (the Aborigine vote) to 
the Labor Party. I'm not saying anything about the by-election. Ridge was a good member 
and I was not surprised when he did so well at the by-election that was directed by the 
Court of Disputed Returns, because he did do extremely well that time round. 

Can I come back to....? 

RJ But was there any connection between the Bill and that by-election? 

COURT Not to my knowledge. Not to my knowledge. As I say, I'd have to go back 
and re-read some of those things. A mighty lot of stuff was going through and I've got a 
pretty good memory when I.... I just can't remember the exact detail of it but I would have 
remembered had it been a deliberate attempt to interfere with the franchise of voters on 
racial grounds because I certainly would have picked that up very quickly had that been the 
main reason for it. 

END OF TAPE 136 SIDE A 
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COURT Can I come back a little bit? We were talking about education and the 
problems of it. I have to say that if you have education without employment opportunities, 
you are going to have not only a waste of resources but you're going to have a bitterness 
that creeps in because people can't realise a potential that they've discovered. You know, 
there's something very special when you learn something and you want to go out and do 
something about it, whether it's playing a cornet or playing football or anything. When 
you've learnt some of the mystery of it and you find it's only just very, very straightforward 
but very satisfying things, you want to go and do something about it. The saddest thing, of 
course, is to have people with education who can't get employment or can't get some 
gainful use of their mental capacity. It doesn't have to be in their original disciplines but 
they want a capacity to get out and work. 

If you go back to the old station days before that award was brought in that choofed them 
all off the stations, it [the Award] was sad! Whether it was repairing windmills, fences or 
droving cattle or caring for cattle, horses and so on, it was an honest-to-goodness 
occupation that required a special skill. That's why they had so little trouble in those days 
because whether it was old people keeping the birds off the vegetables or whether it was a 
full-blood and full of physical vigour out doing what he knew how to do well with cattle, 
horses, fences, windmills, trucks, the fact is there was a physical as well as a mental 
satisfaction of doing that. 

The one thing that I've always been worried about is whether we are moving fast enough to 
make sure that there are gainful opportunities for these people, and you might have to be 
flexible. Even though you are an ardent private enterpriser you might have to have a bit of 
sense for a while and establish industries which were not much different to some of the 
industries we have in the metropolitan area for disadvantaged people, physically and 
mentally. These wouldn't be for physically and mentally retarded people or anything of that 
kind, but I think somebody will have to be prepared to create [special] industries that are 
meaningful and that can succeed [with different standards]. Now they might only last for a 
decade, they might last for two decades, they might last for a generation, but they would 
then be replaced by something else. And that wouldn't matter if it did cost some money. 
The important thing is that people learn they've got to have application for their learning in 
one way or another otherwise it becomes sad and people become very bitter. 

During the Depression, you know, there was nothing so distressing as a person who had a 
professional degree and he'd be cracking stones up at Canning Dam or something like that, 
and there were plenty of them. Some accepted their lot and got in and did it cheerfully and 
did it well. Others just remained very, very bitter and even after the worst was over they 
still felt bitter about it, and in many cases they never really recaptured their skills because 
they had been denigrated in their own mind, rather than in the mind of the people around 
them, because everyone was in the same boat. 

So I thought I'd make that point that education without opportunity is lost and I don't think 
we've given it enough thought how you can gainfully employ these people. 
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I've watched aborigines in other countries by the way - Malaysia and in Taiwan. Every 
country has aborigines. People think only Australia has Aborigines but it's not so. I was 
very interested two years ago when I was in Taiwan, I particularly took some days off to go 
to see some parts of Taiwan that I'd never seen before and partly for scenic reasons and 
partly for education reasons and partly to just see how they handled their aborigines. 

Their aborigines in terms of appearance and conduct and so on are much, much ahead of 
what we regard as the average type of Aborigine in back country. You're not talking about 
that sort of person. In each case they seemed to be gainfully employed. One particular lot I 
saw there, they actually had a little theatre where they entertained tourists every afternoon. 
It was quite a formal show and very well done. There was a sale of their works as part of 
the afternoon but it was a little industry which had arts and crafts, refreshments (you could 
get the equivalent of afternoon tea, as we know it) and they actually performed. So they 
seemed at least to have the basis of some gainful employment. I only saw that one group 
[in action] but I understand there's quite a lot of them and some of them are actually 
employed in industry, or in the industry of that particular town. But it has always struck 
me, somebody has got to have an outlet for their energies: busy people, happy people. 
Sorry I interrupted you there. 

RJ No, no; not at all. [laughs] 

To go back to that Bill that was tabled in 1977. When it went to the Legislative Assembly, 
four National Country Party members and ALL the Labor members voted against it and 
one Liberal abstained and this led to the need for.... well, it was tied, and it was defeated by 
the casting vote of the Speaker, Tan Thompson. 

COURT Mmm. 

RJ How did you feel about that? 

COURT I can't recall that event so it couldn't have meant very much, but now that 
you've raised it I'll go back and have a look at it because it doesn't take much to refresh 
your mind on these things with the thousands of things that were going on. But the 
National Party people opposing it wouldn't surprise me. But I'll go back in view of the 
importance of having it right and just check on the background of it and you can pick me 
up next time on it. 

RJ Okay, we'll do that. 

COURT But the fact that I can't remember it very clearly means that I didn't get very 
excited about it. [laughs] I sort of got used to living with these sort of tantrum things and I 
have to make a confession that if it didn't really affect the thrust of the State's economy or 
our objectives - broad objectives - I used to rather welcome some of these little hiccups 
because it made the perpetrators feel good and it didn't do us much harm. 

It was rather like what I've told you about the family, you know. When all the family were 
well, we used to worry, Rita and I. If they had measles, mumps or something like that, we 
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knew what to do about that. But when they were all well we used to say, "Oooh, gosh, 
what's around the corner? Somebody will fall out of a tree and break their neck or 
something." 

The same in business. If everything's good in a business, you know, you look out. The 
same with government. If everything's going along and the media is being kind and 
everyone is patting you on the back and so on, if you've got any sense you go away and say 
to yourself, "Look out, Charlie, there's something going to go wrong." Because even your 
own people, even in a footie team, they get sick and tired of success and so if you've got 
little pressures on all the time it smartens everybody up. So without prejudging it, I've got 
an idea that might have been one of these little incidents around the track that made the 
difficult people feel important for half-an-hour and that would be enough to keep them on 
the straight and narrow track for another month! 

Like the member I had, you know I used to tell you about the phases of the moon. Human 
nature is no different. I don't care what nationality they are, they go through all these 
things. You go to Taiwan at the moment when they're going from martial law a few years 
ago to being a truly elected democracy. You watch them going through all the same pangs 
of childbirth that other nations have been through centuries ago, because human beings 
won't change. 

RJ In that Kimberley electorate there was trouble again after the 1980 election 
with charges again being laid under the Electoral Act for alleged irregularities. On that 
occasion Ernie Bridge won as a result of that process, becoming the first Aboriginal 
member of a State Parliament in Australia. How did you feel about the loss of Alan Ridge? 

COURT Well, I was very fond of Alan Ridge because he is a very sincere, quietly 
spoken, undemonstrative type of person but basically a decent person. I first met him when 
he was the secretary of the Derby Road Board. I'm not sure whether it was a Road Board or 
a Shire, and it might not have been Derby, it might have been West Kimberley or 
something like that because they often had a regional name rather than a town name. But I 
first met him there when Bob Rowell was very active in the town of Derby and I was very 
impressed with the man. I didn't know whether he was Liberal or Labor but I was very 
impressed with a man who had served that town well. He was highly respected and 
including respected by the Aborigines in that town where they had a big population of 
them coming and going, as well as residential. 

I sounded him out about standing for Parliament and with his background, I was very 
anxious to get somebody who had actually had hands-on [Kimberley] experience. Of 
course, a Road Board Secretary or a Shire Clerk in an area like that has really hands-on 
experience because he's out and about. It's not only the town that he has to worry about, it's 
the whole region in which he lives and his relationship, say, with Broome. His relationship 
with the parts further east in the Kimberley. 

He served his apprenticeship there under a very good master because whilst he lived in the 
North, Bob Rowell without doubt was "Mr Kimberley". He gave a lot of his life to Derby 
and to Kimberley. He had town interests, he had station interests. I formed a very high 
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regard for him and he, in his own special way, did a lot to encourage people like Alan 
Ridge. You can get into a town like that and there's very few people on which you can 
model yourself, very few people from which you can set a standard. Bob Rowell was one 
of those few people who could walk in to St George's Terrace the next day and appear to 
be just as much at home as he was when he walked on to a station or into an Aboriginal 
settlement or into the town of Derby. He was quite remarkable in that regard. He was a 
tremendous strength to me because you had to have SOMEBODY you could trust in the 
area and SOMEBODY that knew what was going on. 

And so between us we, I think, could claim the credit for getting Alan Ridge to stand. 
Without a candidate like that we didn't have a chance. 

Ironically, because Alan wasn't of the North (he was a southerner who had gone and served 
the North), he was much more acceptable than one of those who were probably born and 
bred there because there is a tendency in those sort of communities for very sharp 
personality differences to arise and you become very sensitive of this when you are in 
public life. Alan didn't have any of that. He was seen as a very good Shire Clerk, or Road 
Board Secretary ' (I'm not sure which status they had at that time; they are now a Shire, of 
course) and he was out and about all the time, highly respected, not a demonstrative person 
but always neatly dressed and he had a nice wife and they were very much part of the town, 
and he was an ideal candidate. It was a great pleasure to campaign with him. 

We were very lucky to get Alan Ridge. It was a time when we were riding high in the 
North, of course, because the things that we'd promised to do for the North had been done, 
which in 1959 people treated as a bit of a joke - we'd heard it all before - but all of a 
sudden, hey presto, it was happening. So we finished up with a member for Kimberley 
which was a long time before that when we had our last Liberal member. I just can't recall. 
Coventry [Labor] died in 1953. 

RJ Coverley. 

COURT Coverley, rather. 

RJ Bob Coverley. 

COURT And then Rhattigan took over, so they had that seat for a long, long time. 

He was not a very bold, headline hitting minister. It wasn't in the nature of Alan. He went 
about his ministry rather on a large-scale version of how he used to run the Road Board. 
Everything done the proper way without any fuss and flurry. Although he did worry a bit. I 
realised that we'd taken him from a comparatively small shire in terms of budget (although 
not in area, but in terms of budget). We'd taken him from a comparatively small shire and 

I 
Shire Clerk. 
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put him in to one of the biggest spenders in the government when he eventually became a 
minister.' 

I also used to enjoy going into Kimberley after he became a Minister, with him and with 
Bill Withers. Bill Withers, who was a Legislative Councillor,' very flamboyant, exactly the 
opposite to Alan. It was really Mutt and Jeff. When you think of the difference in 
personality and approach to people and their mental processes they were quite different, 
but it was quite entertaining. 

I spent a lot of time in the North - I think probably more than any other Minister for the 
North-West had ever been there, because I liked the place and I liked the people and I liked 
the things that were going to be done. I could see this GREAT potential up there. You'd 
stand out in the morning and you'd look and you could visualise what could happen if only 
you had the time and the money and the opportunities. These two characters I used a light 
plane. What I used to do was fly into the centres like Derby, Broome, whatever it was, by 
the best means (originally DC3s, then Fokker Friendships, then Fokker Fellowships) and 
then get a local plane. I always used to get a local charter man. First of all it gave them 
some work and secondly they knew their way around the place. Some of the southern 
pilots didn't know how to tick off the stations and homesteads and all that sort of thing as 
you went across [the country] doing your map reading to make sure you knew where you 
were. So therefore I had a light plane with these two characters with me and we used to 
land at all the missions and all these places. It was hard work but it was very, very 
rewarding work. 

The thing about Alan was that most of the Aborigines seemed to know him. "Mr Alan 
Ridge." They always used to have their own particular way of saying Alan Ridge. So he 
really had a lot of respect from them. 

We didn't have the same mechanism for organising the votes that they did - the Labor Party 
had, and I used to say to myself quietly sometimes, "Well, thank God we don't," because 
this herding of people was very, very degrading in my opinion and naturally we wanted 
their votes, but we didn't seem to have the ruthlessness to go in and corral these people like 
the Labor Party did. That still exists, I suppose, up to a point, but I'd like to think that we're 
better able to cope with it today. 

We coped with it better down in Murchison-Eyre and we had two reasons for that: one was 
Dick Burt and the other was Peter Coyne. Dick Burt had grown up in the area and he was 
known as "Mister Dick" by the Aborigines. Peter also, of course, had a long-time 
association with the area and travelled from one end of it to the other. It was quite a joy 
campaigning with those men and, in between elections, going through there and keeping 
yourself up-to-date, keeping them up-to-date, and letting the district know that we cared. It 
was quite different in Murchison-Eyre to what it was up in Kimberley - much different. 

I 
Keith Alan Ridge became a minister in 1974. 

2 Wi1liam Robert Withers, MLC, North Province. 
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Although that's another story there, I don't think now is the time or the place to deal with it, 
but the Aborigines in both seats, of course, are a very, very important factor in who wins 
the seat. 

RI Well deal with it now you're on it. What did you have in mind? 

COURT Well, it's sad to me that you treat them virtually as a chattel. You don't sit 
down in the ordinary way of trying to convince them on a policy. What you try to do is 
quite shallow. I mean the Labor Party, for instance, adopt the fear tactic, you know: "IF 
Alan Ridge is elected you will lose your Social Services." They ran a campaign like that 
and we had to counter it as best we could, but when you get that sort of thing into the 
public mind, into a group of people like that chattering away amongst themselves with no-
one to counter it until the next visit by Alan Ridge or Bill Withers or Charles Court or all 
three of us, it becomes very, very entrenched in their mind. So you can't campaign either in 
Murchison-Eyre or up there on the basis that you can in other areas where you can try by 
logic to win a particular argument, so you have to get down to very simplistic things. You 
feel almost as though you are trying to give them a buy or something to get a vote, and 
that's not good, but they still have a vote that counts. If somebody can manipulate that to 
get enough of them to the ballot box who are going to vote on that card, well they are all 
votes. They don't come out on machines saying "this one black, this one white" at all. They 
just come out that that's the number of votes. 

I've told you the story about Dick Burt and his first election, you know when the 
Aborigines there in the Murchison-Eyre electorate when he had one man in Mount Magnet 
who was the sort of the king of the kids amongst the Aborigines there and he was very, 
very fond of Dick. All the Aborigines loved Dick Burt. He had a manner about him. He 
had that bad foot, you know and he used to have to wear that false iron foot, which made 
him very distinctive, plus the fact that he was a very tall man. An amazingly brave man 
with having to put up with all that and travelling there day in, day out, you know. Never 
complain. 

Anyhow, he got hold of this chap and he said, "Now" (I forget whether he was Willy or 
Johnny or whatever he was) "you know what this election is all about." This one of the 
fellows was more intelligent than the others. He said, "Now, here's these cards." This 
fellow could read and he [Burt] explained: "That's me, and these are the other candidates. 
Now, when you go to the ballot box don't let the man put you off. You vote like that card, 
you see." So, "Yes, Mister Dick. Yes, Mister Dick!" 

So Dick saw him have all this gang of his all lined up and they all went into the polling 
booth and he said, well, he's done his job. So when they were counting the votes, the ballot 
had closed and Dick was at one of the hotels there waiting for some results to come 
through. Up comes his Aboriginal friend and to his horror he's holding a handful of ballot 
papers. So he said, "What are they?" "Aah," he said, "we're smarter than that man in there. 
He tried to make us use one of these but we weren't gunna be tricked." He said, "We all put 
in our cards - the card you gave me." And so there's eighteen of these lovely how-to-vote 
cards have gone in there and these eighteen lovely ballot papers at twenty-past eight or 
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whatever it was, useless! So Dick had to learn a new technique with this thing. But that's 
the sort of thing you're up against. 

If you have a lot of supporters in an area, of course, that are close to these people, you can 
make progress because there are some good ones. Then if you can get the ones that are 
more intelligent and leaders, like Albert Barunga was a pleasure to deal with in Derby. You 
can find a plaque down the street here [St Georges Terrace], one of these 150th 
Anniversary plaques. But he was a leader. He fell on evil days later on, but he was a good 
point to go to in the town. You could get somebody that was intelligent and articulate and 
he could convene a meeting of the Mowamjum people or whatever group you wanted and 
you felt as though when you finished the meeting they knew what you were on about and 
they knew how you had responded. It was one of the very few times - one of the few times 
dealing with Aborigines - where I can remember being able to discuss something logically. 
All because of a man like him, who could discuss it with you and then translate it to his 
own people and that made you feel it was worthwhile. Unfortunately, Barunga fell on some 
evil days and lost his impact up there, which was a pity because he was, I think, a good 
leader and a good example to people. 

But I used to try and identify these people, of which there were quite a few, mainly with the 
help of Bob Rowell initially, up there and Dick Burt down in the Murchison-Eyre area. 
Rowell up in Kimberley and Dick Burt down Murchison-Eyre district. Murchison-Eyre's a 
huge electorate. It goes right across to the border. 

END OF TAPE 136 SIDE B 
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RI With that 1980 election, as I said, we have Ernie Bridge coming in 
as the member and also, as I said, he was the first Aboriginal member of any State 
Parliament in Australia. You retired, of course, in January '82 so you didn't have long to 
see him in operation but how did you feel about what was quite a significant step in our 
State politics? 

COURT He would have to tell you, if he was truthful, that I did a lot 
to help him. He is a strange man but one has to have regard for his background. But long 
before he ever decided to go into Parliament I identified him as one of the Aborigines who 
at least ran a business, was on the local authority (he was on the Halls Creek Shire or Road 
Board or whatever name it was called at the time) and seemed to be emerging as a person 
of some ability up there, way ahead of other people within his race, although you must 
realise there are other members of his family who are equally capable. 

I should tell you that when I first met him at Halls Creek through the Road Board, Shire, 
whatever it was, his attitude to the Aborigines was quite different to what it became later 
on. I'm talking now of pre-Whitlam. At that time Ernie did his best to identify as a white 
and not as an Aborigine. He had performed. His family had performed - I mean they had a 
station, they had a business in the town, he was on the Shire - so he was entitled to regard 
himself as a better performer. I won't say as a better person, but a better performer than the 
other great mass of Aborigines and good luck to him. That's to his credit. But it was very 
interesting then that he would go out of his way in talking to me to denigrate - probably 
that's not the right word - but to put down some of these Aborigines who in those days 
weren't regarded very favourably by traders or business people generally, or by the white 
community. So it was very interesting at that time, and I didn't give him a lot of marks for 
that and neither did Alan Ridge or Withers, because that might be the clever thing to do, to 
ingratiate yourself with the people with you, give the impression that you're more white 
than you are black, but to people of any decent standard, they don't give a lot of credit to 
people who put down their own. He deliberately seemed to want to distance himself. 

Now that was good tactics from his point of view in getting on the Shire and getting 
promoted within the Shire and in his general relationship with the district, so I suppose one 
could excuse him for that. But then all of a sudden, with the Whitlam era, when money 
started to come left, right and centre and the Aborigines became a political consideration in 
a big, big way, it was amazing how quickly Ernie's attitudes changed. So I didn't give him 
any credit for that either. 

At one stage, when he decided that Parliament was for him, he made some overtures to 
become a Liberal member. At this stage I should add that he was always very friendly to 
me whenever I went there, until later on in his career when he apparently had decided that 
he was going to throw in his lot with the Labor Party and that it wasn't good to be too 
closely identified with me. But at that stage he was very, very friendly and I would say in 
some ways closer to me than some of the white people on the Road Board and so on. He 
seemed to come to me to discuss things, which I did. I wanted to encourage him, which I 
did, because I felt, well, there's a fellow that's made the grade even if he wants to distance 
himself from the Aboriginal people at that stage. But he would have to tell you that he got 
every courtesy and every encouragement from me because I believe these people could be 
useful in being a role model. As it happened, of course, he made up his mind (and this is 
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typical of Ernie) that there was no position for him short of us dropping the endorsement of 
Ridge, and the Labor Party were chasing him so he was able to do a deal with them to get 
their ticket, and he did. 

He, to my mind, has not served the area well. I was hoping that he, because of his 
background, having a station and having business, might be able to influence the 
Aboriginal attitude towards development, for instance, and publicly he used to say so. I 
have to go back one step because at one stage when the Ord was taking off, as a councillor 
in Halls Creek he was scathing and very critical of the money we were spending at the Ord. 
That was the popular theme on the west coast of Kimberley and down to Broome: "Why 
are you spending so much of your time? Why are you spending so much of your money in 
the Ord? We've been here a long time." I tried to explain that ANYTHING that happened 
in Kimberley happened for Kimberley. It made it better for Broome, Derby, everybody. 
Wherever you got a good development you could bet you're going to get better roads, 
you're going to get better schools and better hospitals and everything. So it happened for 
Kimberley. But at one stage he joined the chorus of criticising the Ord because we were 
overboard to the Ord, and he used to join with the chorus. Subsequently, of course, when 
he became the member he was just as dependent on Kununurra and Wyndham as he was 
the rest of Kimberley. 

He never performed, to my mind, as he should have done. He had this divided loyalty 
between Aborigines and the so-called land, and the other constituents and the State. He is a 
great opportunist with his country music and all that sort of thing. No qualms at all about 
on his ministerial tours of producing some tapes for sale, and good luck to him. He'd use 
any opportunity he could to get out his guitar and entertain people. Well, you can't criticise 
that. Some people used to criticise but I said, "Well, it's no different to Charles Court 
playing his cornet" or something like that, so you've got to keep these things in perspective. 
But he's got a degree of cunning and he realises that in a place like that where they're 
starved for entertainment, what better thing to do. And also it's very appropriate that he 
should be doing country music; it goes down well. 

So that's the other side of him. I'm not as critical of him for that as are others. Okay, you 
could say it's infra dig for a minister to be doing that but I could never get excited about 
that. If he had some talent he might as well use it. If it got him some votes, of course, that 
would annoy us but, on the other hand, you can't blame people for doing these things. 

It was no different to us with Bob Marshall [former World Billiards Champion], when he 
was in Parliament. He could win more votes doing his tricks on the billiard table than he 
could by making a speech [chuckles] and you've got to be sensible about these things and 
it's quite legitimate. 

But I'll never forgive him [Bridge] for the fact that when any problem arose over land - 
which is now becoming big up in Kununurra. You've got Aboriginal claims everywhere 
around there and the town is at stake. The dams - both dams have been claimed and [ ... ] 
they've claimed the water along the water's edge, they've claimed the waterfront and so you 
don't have to be very smart to realise that the brains behind them have said, "Look, control 
the water and then you can control the water on to the farms." So it's a pretty diabolical 
thing now. He's raised not a finger and for years I was on to the local co-op: "He's your 
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local member, he has the right portfolios, why don't you force his hand on this land?" 
[Irrigable land.] 

For instance, there was one piece of land there that somehow or other it didn't get caught 
up in the initial farm sub-division. It was ideal for a farm or farms. The water for the 
irrigation went right up to it, roads went right up to it, power went right up to it, and so 
they decided that they wanted to get this land developed, especially with the horticulture. 
This land was a sitting shot. It was ideal, and very cheap to develop because the water and 
drainage was all there. Power was there, roads were all there, but somebody on behalf of 
the Aborigines (who, incidentally, was white) lodged this claim and claimed that this was 
hunting grounds and therefore was traditional and could not be developed. Now no-one 
had ever seen an Aborigine there, fishing or hunting. It's right on the banks of the Ord, I 
might add. So that's never been developed to this day. Now I said to the cooperative: "Why 
don't you put the pressure on? He's your local member and a minister. With a flick of the 
finger he can get that title issued and get on with the development." But he never would, 
and I don't give them any marks for not taking him right to the brink. 

Now, of course, he's caught up with even worse loyalties towards the Aboriginal cause. He 
dare not stand out against them because he'd lose their support completely. Perhaps I'm 
wrong in saying that because there's a very big proportion of Kimberley Aborigines who 
don't go along with Mabo. It's quite interesting. For instance, the people that were used up 
by Stephen Hawke in connection with Noonkanbah, they won't have a bar of Mabo. 
There's a whole group of them up there. So he might be caught in a crossfire again there by 
trying to be too smart politically, although I understand that he mightn't stand next time. 

It was very interesting that he stood for the deputy leadership [of the Parliamentary Labor 
Party] yesterday, because I had heard that he was not likely to stand again, but Ernie will 
do what suits Ernie when the time comes. I was disappointed in him because I thought he 
had some values and I'm sure he hasn't. The only value he's got is what's good for Ernie 
Bridge, which is a pity because he had a role to play and a role model to use for the 
advancement of his people up there. 

Also, incidentally, back in the days when he was trying to dissociate himself from the 
Aborigines he used to give the impression to people (and including to me) that he was 
different to the Aborigines, that he was Asian and not Australian Aborigine; in other words 
he wasn't Aborigine. The historic reason for that is that in the early days, for hundreds of 
years, the subsistence people from the Indonesian islands who used to come down in their 
primitive craft (and who we used to tolerate until they got these motorised, sophisticated 
vessels) they used to come down and come ashore there. It was just another place to fish, 
and so there are traces right across there of the days of those fishermen. Some have gone to 
a lot of bother to claim that they come from that period rather than from the Aboriginal-
white period; the black Aboriginal and the white person. But that was the inference in my 
early days up there, and I couldn't have cared less about that, but it was the reason for 
giving that inference was what worried me because it was again trying to distance himself 
from the true Aborigines. 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held at the Alexander Library 
Building on 2 February 1995. 
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Sir Charles, one of the things we were discussing last time we met was the situation in the 
Kimberley after the 1977 election when Alan Ridge was forced to recontest the seat after 
the Court of Disputed Returns declared the election void for irregularities. The Court 
Government then tabled a Bill in 1977, limiting "the capacity of voters deemed to be 
illiterate, or with certain physical conditions to cast a vote." Now at the time the 
government was accused of bad sportsmanship and even of racism on the basis that it had 
been introduced in the wake of the need for Alan Ridge to recontest that seat, and it was 
interpreted as a measure effectively to limit the franchise of Aboriginal voters.' You were 
going to give some more thought to that time and I wondered if there was anything else 
you wanted to add about it. 

COURT In fairness to you after we discussed the matter last time I felt I should go 
back and at least have a look at the Hansard discussion just to refresh my memory. I'm 
pretty good at remembering these things and incidents that happened, but I thought the 
matter was of such a significance that I should go back, in fairness to you, and have a look 
at it, which I did. It's a very laborious piece of reading. If you ever want something that will 
send you off to sleep and a classic example of Parliament at its worst, I suggest you read 
both the Legislative Council and particularly the Legislative Assembly. But all it did was to 
revive my memory of the circumstances. 

Now I never felt comfortable with the way the Court of Disputed Returns was conducted 
and I said so at the time. Somehow or other it wasn't deemed that you had to use the 
normal test of evidence and the like, and that the presiding judge, chairman, call him what 
you will in a case of a Court of Disputed Returns, has to be meticulous in those things. So I 
should record that we were very unhappy at the way the proceedings were conducted and 
we felt that they did reflect some bias in the attitude of the person concerned. Again I 
remind you it was a Court of Disputed Returns and not a normal court proceedings such as 
a Magistrate's Court, District Court, Supreme Court, or Federal Court, or any of these other 
courts. So Ijust thought I should say that, that we were very unhappy about that. 

RJ So just expand that. You are unhappy in what way? What were you actually 
being critical of? 

COURT I was critical of the way the proceedings were conducted. 

Ri But by whom? 

COURT By the presiding judge. Again I remind you it wasn't an ordinary law court. 
It was, for some reason or other, regarded as quite a different thing altogether. However, it 
was held and the decision was made and a new election had to be held. So we accepted 
that. There was nothing else we could do about it. We then got about the job of getting on 
with having a by-election. If I recall correctly it was pretty close to Christmas, but still that 
didn't matter because as was my custom in those days I used to always spend a 
considerable amount of time in Kimberley before Christmas and people understood that. It 

1 Phillips in Black, 1991, p.  217. 
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was not a very pleasant time to be there, but you didn't have much competition from 
tourists and others. So it was not unusual for me to be in the area for a considerable time. 

However, coming back to the Court of Disputed Returns and the introduction of this 
particular Bill. Now I should also remind you of something that comes out in the debate, 
that when the new election is contested it's contested on the same boundaries and with the 
same conditions as existed when the first election was held, so I couldn't see how we were 
going to get any advantage out of this new Bill in an election being held so close. The 
impression being given was that we were rushing this through so that we'd be able to 
invoke its clauses for the by-election, but my understanding was that when you have a by-
election you use the same rolls, you use the same boundaries, you use the same laws as you 
had when the original election was contested.' That's something that I don't think people 
properly weighed up, or wanted to weigh up. 

Now let's face it the Labor Party was as guilty as hell. They'd manipulated that electorate 
and others in the North for years. For once we decided to stiffen up our campaign and 
make sure that we at least kept a vigilant eye on the proceedings. Nothing wrong with that. 
Some of our supporters had their own Kimberley methods of doing things, as the Labor 
Party did, and maybe they wouldn't do those sort of things in the metropolitan area, but you 
must realise that the area at that time was still, especially in Kimberley, in the same sort of 
culture as it had for donkey's years. 

I mean don't forget, for years and years, it's the North West, Gascoyne, Pilbara, Kimberley 
and the Northern Province, where the Labor Party used to have a slogan, "Vote early, vote 
often". Now we used to laugh about that, but it was real: "Vote early, vote often". It's a very 
interesting story if you go back and have a look at the cleansing of the rolls. It's amazing 
how many dead people had been voting for a long time, but hence the story, "Vote early, 
vote often". That's the Labor Party, don't forget, not us. 

So they really were as guilty as hell in these practices of corralling Aborigines, and they 
became very proficient at it. You see reference to a theatre, a picture theatre, or a picture 
gardens, I'm not sure what it was. I think it was a picture gardens. The interjection discloses 
that it was owned by Ernie Bridge anyhow. This is not unusual when you know the 
practices, the culture, the way of some of these parts up there over a long period, which 
have changed dramatically. As development takes place, well then a lot of the old 
identities, the old ways that were accepted, they disappear. 

But you have to realise that the people that were criticising the new legislation, it was a 
classic case of the pot calling the kettle black, if that's the right old saying that they used to 
use. So I think it's important that we record that. The more you read that debate the more it 
exposed the fact that the Labor Party, over the years, had their own method of running 
these elections. It applied down in Murchison/Eyre, and again it was the manipulation of 
Aborigines. Now all of a sudden when somebody decided to do a bit of organising and it 

I 
According to the Electoral Act 1907, Part V. Section 172(c): "If any election is declared absolutely void anew 

election shall be held, and, notwithstanding any provisions elsewhere in this Act contained, except where the Court 
otherwise orders, the same roll as was used for the voided election, shall be used for such new election." RJ 
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was going to make it more difficult to do these little tricks, these little bits of fancy 
footwork, the people that had been doing this for years and getting away with it didn't like 
it. For that reason the Court of Disputed Returns, regardless of what I felt about the 
conduct of it, did a good thing. 

Likewise the introduction of this Bill, although it was not passed, did a good thing, because 
it enabled many of these things to be exposed and, I repeat, it was quite hypocritical of the 
Labor Party to stack on this turn and appear pure as the driven snow when in fact for years 
and years they had been guilty of these practices in all three of the North West seats: that's 
North West and Kimberley - Gascoyne, Pilbara and Kimberley, and then the province that 
used to cover the whole lot in the Upper House. 

It's also interesting and it comes out very clearly in the debate there,' although it was well-
known to me before, that Harry Strickland who was for many years one of the Labor 
members in the North Province and a very highly regarded person in the North West, [had 
strong views on the Aboriginal vote]. He was in his element, whether he was in Gascoyne, 
Pilbara or Kimberley, all of which were covered by his province. He was well-known 
amongst black and white, and became a minister, of course, in a Labor government, and 
that made it even easier for him to travel and be identified. He used to play the game pretty 
rough, but he was a fairly likeable sort of a fellow, Harry Strickland and I always got along 
well with him. He knew me as a boy and he always used to regard me as one of the success 
stories of Shenton Park because he saw me in that role. So we didn't have any problems of 
communication. And so I knew his thoughts on this matter. Now he desperately wanted the 
Labor Party to get the Aborigines off the roll. I'm going back, of course, over a long period 
before you had the present situation which became an international thing. But I'm going 
back to the days when you had citizen's rights for Aborigines and all that sort of thing, and 
they got their drinking rights from citizen's rights and they were dealt with as individual 
cases, not on a front. 

So it's very clearly recorded in that debate - and that's one thing that it did, how Harry 
Strickland tried to get the Labor Party to get the Aborigines off the roll. Now he could 
explain to you, as he used to to me, it was doubtful whether he really got a plus or a minus 
out of it, because everything depended on the particular people in a particular place and 
their political views. For instance, there was one particular case there which is 
documented, where near Fitzroy Crossing a station manager was an ardent Labor 
supporter. 

END TAPE 137 SIDE A 

1 WAPD, vol.3 1977, p. 3415. 



TAPE 137 SIDE COURT 1838 

COURT In that particular case the Labor Party got all the votes in that station and 
the surrounding districts that voted at that particular place. Other cases were just as bad the 
other way. In fact there were quite a few of them that should never have been publicly 
known as such, because you should mix them, scramble them with another box, but it 
became publicly known that 100 per cent had voted, in one case, for the Liberal Party. 
Now that again reflected this problem that you had with the Aboriginal vote. Today when 
you have mobile booths that's less likely to happen, although it's still possible for it to 
happen, where you get undue influence in a particular area. It could be a mission, it could 
be a station, it could be an outback place where you get a collection of predominantly 
Aborigine people, maybe a few whites, schoolteachers, nurses and so on. But you can have 
this situation. 

So Harry Strickland's idea was, well, get them all off the roll and then you don't have this 
problem. You're dealing with ordinary white people. Now 1 wouldn't go along with that 
because that's racism at its worst. It doesn't allow for any opportunity [for aborigines 
leading a normal life in the white style]. For instance, under that ruling you'd have to have 
people like Sadie Canning off the roll. That would be quite racist; it would be racism at its 
worst. Here's a person who's intelligent and would be telling other people how to do it, and 
how they could do it, and what they should be doing, and strictly speaking under that rule 
she wouldn't be on the roll, unless you had qualifications such as under the old citizen's 
rights. Now that [Citizen's rights] had to be got rid of; the world wouldn't tolerate it any 
longer, and it wasn't peculiar to us. I mean there were plenty of places in the world where 
worse than that would have happened. 

However, Ijust give you that by way of example, if you understand the culture of the North 
West and Kimberley as it was in those days. So it brought it all to a head. In that regard the 
Court of Disputed Returns did have a good spin-off because it made all parties and other 
people have another look at this thing and flush into the open some of these malpractices. I 
repeat the Labor Party were absolute past masters at it. I'm not talking about the Labor 
Party in Perth, and the Labor members in Perth, I'm talking about their people who lived on 
the spot. There was a time when the Labor Party was virtually represented at the ports like 
Carnarvon, Samson, Onslow, Port Hedland, Broome, Derby by local people who would be 
senior people in the conduct of the wharf. It was a lovely convenient little arrangement, 
very small rolls, and it was lovely to have these little cells where you could have somebody 
in authority in the actual, say, conduct of the port, who would by some strange coincidence 
always be a red-hot Labor bloke, plus the union people. The so-called conservative vote 
was scattered in stations and very few of them in the ports and the towns around the ports. 

So I know from personal experience that at one stage it was well nigh impossible for us to 
win those seats because of this heavily loaded Labor representation. So those people 
knowing the local scene, they became very skilled at this manipulation. In a way it was a 
scandal but it went on for a long, long time and it got progressively worse. 

Now two things happened, of course. Quite apart from the disputed returns, we had all this 
development break out in the Pilbara and in Kimberley - more so in Pilbara. So all of a 
sudden you get a big influx of people who were from the cities and were politically 
conscious and had been used to the normal system, expected the normal system, and by 
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virtue of numbers were much more difficult to manipulate. When you've got a few 
thousand people instead of a few hundred it's a much different ball game to try and 
manipulate those people such as you could the Aborigines where they were literally 
corralled. 

All that is by way of background. Let me proceed now to the legislation. All we did was to 
try and remove, after a lot of thought, some of the temptations to manipulate people who 
were at a disadvantage, whether they were Aborigine, whether they were disabled, whether 
they were illiterate. If you look at that carefully, none of them were to be denied the 
opportunity to vote, contrary to what was said. I know it was given a lot of thought. Don't 
forget we had people like Medcalf, a very honourable man, the essence of fairness, a great 
believer in democracy and a very strong member of Cabinet. Medcalf wouldn't have 
allowed anything like that to go through the Cabinet or the party room unless he believed it 
was the right thing to do. You also had Hassell, who was very, very straight down-the-line 
on these issues, as you saw his attitude over the Police Act amendments. That in itself was 
the sort of safeguard you need, so that neither you as Premier nor your colleagues go and 
do extremist, racist and other sort of things. So they were carefully designed so that you 
would take out as far as you could the manipulation of these people; not to deny them a 
vote, but to take out the manipulation. 

The postal vote section is very interesting. It was not really challenged during that long 
tedious debate because it was a reflection of the Federal Act, the Commonwealth Act, a 
reflection of Labor legislation, and it made good sense. I'm referring particularly to people 
who have to make their mark. They weren't denied a vote, but the Bill took away the 
dangerous manipulation that could take place and did take place, because it's very hard to 
dispute a cross, when somebody makes their mark, and say, "Well, that wasn't put there by 
Joe Bloggs, it was put there by Bill Somebody." So in that regard there was very little 
dispute of that because that was already in the Commonwealth Act, and to the best of my 
knowledge we didn't seek to extend that at all, we just wanted to make sure it couldn't be 
fiddled with. 

The other things, when you boil them down they were purely trying to ensure that the Act 
was administered fairly and that people could vote, could express their intention, whether 
they were illiterate, whether they were incapacitated, bearing in mind, of course, it's just 
that much more difficult in the Kimberley, Pilbara and Gascoyne. Unlike the city where 
you have mobile boxes going round to the hospitals. We now, of course, have mobile 
boxes that fly to isolated places in the North. That in itself was intended to get away from 
this manipulation that you used to get on election day. 

So I look back on it without any qualms at all. I hope I've covered adequately my attitude 
towards the Bill. When people protest as much as the Labor Party did, you have to be 
suspicious. If you know the background of it, going back to "Vote early, vote often", that 
type of thing, they really had a bit of a hide to stack on the turn that they did. 

Now coming back to the people in the National Party that voted against the Bill. I think 
there's four of them if I remember correctly: McPharlin, Crane, Stephen and Cowan. I think 
that's the four. Now first of all none of them had any true knowledge of the North and the 
culture that prevailed in Gascoyne, Pilbara, Kimberley. I mention that for a purpose 
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because people that understood the culture of the North would adopt a quite different 
attitude to what they did on the basis that they would have taken the Act and said, "Is it 
fair? Are we depriving people of their franchise because they're disabled, because they're 
black, because they're illiterate," or something like that, and they would have to admit that 
these people were not being denied their vote at all. It was just a method of protecting the 
integrity of the ballot. In other words it was an attempt to make it more democratic than it 
was when it could be manipulated. But these four people didn't really understand the 
North, but even if they had have they'd have still voted like they did because they, at that 
time, felt that it was a way of demonstrating their independence from the Liberal Party. 
You've only got to look at the four names. I was surprised that McPharlin and Crane voted 
as they did, but they were part of that little team at the time and they felt this was a way of 
appearing to be angry men and being able to flex their muscles and vote as they did. 

That deals with those four. It didn't surprise me because I knew what was coming. Some of 
them had spoken and said they couldn't support the Bill and so on, but none of them would 
come and talk to me about the merits of the thing, but I was surprised that McPharlin and 
Crane at that stage, did stay [with their colleagues]. Normally they would be a bit more 
sensible than the other two. The other two were beyond recall. I mean they were publicly 
committed to the stance they took. They were opposed to their own people and don't forget 
their other people all supported the Bill, like Jones and Old. They had no qualms about it at 
all. 

So I think that covers that part of it. Then we come to the question of the Speaker. Now the 
Speaker himself, of course, at that stage, anyhow, had no real knowledge or understanding 
of the culture of the North and what had gone on. He himself, of course, was carrying a 
jolly great chip on his shoulder. He always had this thing about not being in the ministry. 
He knows why he wasn't in the ministry. He had this chip and all of a sudden he had his 
moment of power and expressed the view that he did in the most extraordinary way. He 
could have resorted to an old method that prevails in the Legislative Council, by the way, 
where you maintain the status quo, but I notice he never called on that. He, in some ways, 
committed the grievous sin of a Speaker and that is to debate the Bill. It didn't do 
Thompson any good, not in terms of the fact that he decided to vote against the 
government, but it was interpreted by his colleagues as just a little man having his big 
moment. So he did what he did. Bearing in mind Thompson wouldn't have been Speaker if 
it hadn't been for me, specially in 1977. 

When you're dealing with a group of parliamentarians, as I've said so often before, it's not 
much different to a footie team, and some people have to be left out on Saturday when the 
team is announced and some get upset because they're not there. They [parliamentarians] 
are not much different; they're all human beings. It's a test of the leader as to whether he 
goes berserk when these things happen. I think most people, to my surprise including some 
press men, came to me and said, "We're amazed you didn't stack on a turn. All you did was 
get on with the next business as though nothing had happened." I said, "Well, that's the 
only way. You can't do anything about it. You don't stoop to their level of disloyalty, or 
misinformation, or failure to be properly informed and so on. You just get on with the 
business. Nothing hurts them so much as to ignore it." If you stack on a turn and let it go 
on in the press every day the media just blow it up and up and up: "There's going to be a 
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crisis", "The government's going to go bust next week", and all that sort of thing. The 
government just went on anyhow. 

So whilst it was annoying, it was rather like Des O'Neil's idea of the dog with the fleas, it 
was just another flea amongst the thousand. It reflected against those people who wanted to 
be part of a team while they were trumping up some reason to flex their muscles and have 
their moment of glory. I think it turned out to be of no great consequence anyhow because 
we just went on with the next business. But it used to disappoint me rather than make me 
angry when these things happen. 

We had a couple of things like that with Thompson and with these disgruntled former 
Country Party people. I just decided, well, they're with us whether we like it or not and 
don't let them take over. If you go round trying to appease people like that you just lose 
your authority, lose your responsibility in the matter. What's more you fail the test of 
leadership because your job is to keep the rest of the team tight and going forward. 

So the irony of it was when it was all over, our own team, excluding those people, was 
tighter than ever. Had I been small-minded about the thing, or petty about the thing, it 
wouldn't have taken more than just lifting a finger for us to have a new Speaker, but that's 
not the way you play these things. So we just let it be. 

That's a rather long-winded way of explaining, but this is the sort of thing that makes it 
very hard for a leader. He's got to contend with these things while he's trying to get on with 
the job of pressing on with the State, of making sure its finances are in good order, making 
sure you're getting new development, making sure that you're thinking further than just 
today, thinking into the future in spite of these irritants. But they'll always be there and 
leaders have got to make up their mind that they've just got to be able to cope with them 
and press on. Every time you win one of these little battles, little incidents, you gain in 
strength yourself, not only within yourself, but with your team. They progressively more 
and more look to you for leadership. So if the day comes when you're in a very sticky 
position and you want a bit of loyalty, it will be there because you've earned it! You can't 
expect loyalty from others unless you've been loyal to them. There were many times when 
you had to bite your tongue and grit your teeth when you're getting over a little problem 
because you were looking after a minister that mightn't have performed as well as he 
should, or some backbencher that had done something he shouldn't have done. So you built 
up a score card of these things. 

I'm glad you made me do some homework on this because I just wanted to make sure I had 
got it right. But I walked away from that without any pangs of conscience at all. We did it 
in good faith, bearing in mind we were doing something for the future. Everyone assumed 
we were doing it just for that, I think, 17 December election, but if I understood it correctly 
there was nothing we could do then that would affect the by-election because it would have 
to be a re-run of the race that had been run, which had been ordered to have a re-run by the 
judge. 

Ri There's two things that you've said in the course of that explanation that 
need further comment, I think. One is you said that Thompson knew why he was not a 
minister. Why was he not a minister? 
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COURT Because he didn't have the quality, the attributes to be a minister. I've told 
you before that before any announcements of ministerial positions were made, each time 
when I had to announce a ministry (that meant in '74 and 1977 and then again in '80), or if 
there were any minor changes, I never once released the list until I had spoken to all of 
those who were going to be overlooked - overlooked's not the right word - that were not 
going to be included; because they hadn't been overlooked they had been looked at. I found 
it best to talk to them before there was any public announcement so they didn't look in the 
paper and assume or tell somebody, their wife or somebody, that "I'm going to be in the 
ministry", or "I think I'm going to be in the ministry". It's best they knew they weren't going 
to be and why. There's three in particular (and I won't mention the other ones) that I 
mention because I spent a lot of time with them trying to explain why they weren't at that 
stage suitable material to be ministers. Now it's not easy to do that, but I found it was better 
to have that confrontation - and some of them reacted pretty angrily, others were quite 
good about it. Some did try before the next time around - because you always had to 
remind them there's always another day - some did try to overcome the weaknesses that 
they had. I have to say, with one exception, when you explained why, they had to admit 
that I had got it right. I gave them full marks for that. Again I repeat, it wasn't easy to do 
that. Much more pleasant to say to somebody, "You're in," or ignore the rest and just let it 
fall as it might when the announcement was made. But there's no-one could say they 
weren't told. 

Of course, when a man's going to be in the ministry you don't have any great problem. It's 
probably only the matter of a phone call or just have a chat with him, and you might have 
him in, if he was a new one, and you'd say what was expected of him, put him to the test. 
Did he understand what the solidarity of Cabinet meant? There were shades of grey with 
that one. Some of them didn't seem to understand that one. 

One man, who wanted to be a minister, was chairman of an important authority which was 
directly affected by government decisions. I had to say to his party and to the man that 
there was no way he could be in the Cabinet whilst he held that position. Then they tried to 
get me to agree that he would be absent from the Cabinet, out of the room, like you do in 
local government, when that matter was being discussed. I said, "Not on!" The solidarity of 
government to me is absolutely sacrosanct. It is black and white; there's no shades of grey. 
They accepted that, because if you could have somebody leaving the room every couple of 
minutes and saying, "Oh, my grandmother's involved in the CWA", or something like that, 
it would be a farcical situation having to keep a record of this. So when a decision's made it 
is deemed unanimous even if the person is absent. That's his fault. He's got the minutes 
beforehand and if he's got reason to record a dissent, well he can record a dissent, and if he 
feels strong enough about it he can leave the Cabinet. 

So I was very, very strong about that. In these cases, including Thompson, they knew why 
they weren't going to be in the ministry, because in that case you realise I had to get him in 
the first time and the second time and say the intention was to nominate him as Speaker. Of 
course, we technically cannot appoint the Speaker; the Parliament appoints the Speaker. 
That's why he has special significance, he has special powers. He's not appointed by the 
government, but the government always releases the proposed speaker in their list. There 
are the ministers, whose appointment you've got control over, but then they usually list the 
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proposed Speaker and the Chairman of Committees, but in point of fact, of course, that's 
done by the House itself. So in each case I would have to talk to Ian Thompson and 
explain, because he always reacted angrily and felt that he had qualifications better than 
others. 

RJ What was his weakness? 

COURT Umm? 

RJ What was his weakness? What barred him from that selection? 

COURT Well just that I felt by personality and by background and performance that 
he was not the sort of person that you would want in a portfolio. I don't want to go any 
further than that, but the subsequent events just demonstrated that I had made a wise 
decision. 

You see one of the problems you get when a person becomes a minister is that if he doesn't 
accept the constraints of being a minister within a Cabinet, you spend half your life either 
rescuing the government or rescuing him. These people who believe they can have their 
own opinions on something and come out and say that, "My own personal view is this, but 
the government makes me do that." Well, you can't have a man like that. His way is very, 
very clear. So you have to test members out. You mightn't always be right, but in his case 
he did carry this chip on his shoulder which he made pretty clear to all concerned. 

In many ways he was quite fortunate to survive as Speaker. Had we resubmitted the matter 
after that 1977 incident, he wouldn't have been the Speaker. But I have to point out that 
there was a time when he was being challenged from within our own ranks. If it hadn't 
have been for me taking a strong stand on it, he wouldn't have been the Speaker. 

RJ That was the other thing I wanted a comment on. Why do you say that? 
What happened? 

COURT Well, when we had a tighter vote than we did in '77, there was a bit of 
restlessness amongst some of the members about him being Speaker. The Labor Party 
knew, of course, that we were with the tighter numbers which happens from time to time. 
You have an election you get a landslide, another election you're just getting along on the 
seat of your pants. They're the best times to be in government. You don't have any problem 
with your members during those times. Everyone is, "Yes sir. No sir. What do we do next, 
Sir?" But people get that all wrong. They think a lovely big margin is comfortable. It's not. 
It's usually the beginning of the end if you're not careful and pretty tough about it. 
Everybody thinks they've got a bit of licence, they don't have to be there on time and all 
that sort of stuff. If they don't answer the bells it won't be the end of the road. In reality, 
you've got to have your discipline whip out all the time when you've got a big majority. 

END OF TAPE 137 SIDE B 
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COURT We actually knew that the Labor Party were trying to embarrass the 
government by trying to find a weakness to put up a candidate, or get the National Party to 
put up a candidate as Speaker to oppose Thompson. By a bit of good fortune I managed to 
find out that one of our members was going to be foolish enough to second the nomination. 
We had a meeting of the party and I just had to [sort out the problems]. At the time, 
strangely enough, I didn't know who it was. I knew there was somebody. It was quite an 
eerie situation when you knew in your heart there was somebody going to go along with 
this little bit of fun and games and was going to be one of your own people. But I didn't 
know quite who it was. I just couldn't get a lead on it. I was pretty good at this usually. Des 
[O'Neil] was even better than me. He used to be able to ferret these things out because 
everyone used to like to talk to Des. 

So we had the meeting and I just had to say, "Look, I understand there's going to be a 
nomination to oppose Thompson. The Labor Party are right behind it. It's going to be one 
of the National Party people who is identified with the group of four that voted against us 
on that 1977 thing and that one of our members is going to second it." I said, "Before we 
go into the Parliament, whoever it is has a responsibility to tell his colleagues that they're 
going to do it. If he waits until we get to the floor of the House he's going to be found out 
anyhow because there's nothing so public as Parliament. After that it's a secret ballot, so 
that's different, but at that point it's very public. I think whoever it is owes it to us. 
Alternatively the only way I can handle it is to ask each one of you to give an assurance to 
your colleagues that you're not going to be part of this act." 

Well, to his credit, one of our members, the most unlikely you can imagine, had to say to 
his colleagues, "It's me." Then he went on and said, "I'm going to second him, but I'm not 
going to vote for him." That made it even worse. That was demeaning himself even 
further. Of course, he had done himself a lot of harm because he hadn't come and told me. 
He hadn't told O'Neil. Normally they used to talk to the deputy more than they talked to 
me. Des was a person they could approach with confidence. He wasn't as cranky as I was. 
They always felt they could talk to Des. That was good. That's what deputies are for. 

Anyhow then you can imagine. The meeting never got rowdy or demonstrative at all. There 
was just a stunned silence of disappointment because this person was one that was very 
highly regarded as a person. Up until then he'd been one of those you'd regard as being the 
rock of Gibraltar stuff. It was a bitter blow to me to think that he, of all people, was doing 
it, thinking he was being smart. He thought it was a clever trick to get this fellow's name 
put up and him seconding it and then vote against it, not understanding, of course, it gave 
the opportunity for plenty of other people to do the same. 

If! hadn't have taken that stand at that meeting Thompson would never, ever have been the 
Speaker again because it would have given a lot of our members who were not very happy 
with him, give them the excuse they needed in a secret ballot, to vote. The Labor Party, of 
course, would be in a solid block, because they're very, very disciplined. The disgruntled 
National Party people would have automatically supported their candidate. And with the 
reduced numbers, with one of ours, it could have probably - and maybe a couple of other 
people that took advantage of the secret ballot - finish up with another Speaker that we 
didn't want. If the man he was going to second would be a good Speaker it wouldn't have 
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been so bad, but he would have been an absolute disaster; absolute disaster. He [the 
National Party man] again disappointed me, because he was a person I had helped quite a 
lot with the problems he had with his own party. He had no qualms before or afterwards 
coming to me for a bit of guidance and help as to how he handled particular problems. But 
let's face it, when you're dealing with parliamentarians you're dealing with human beings, 
you're not dealing with a machine. You just have to learn to be patient. Not one of my 
virtues, but on some issues you do discipline yourself to be patient, not to show anger, 
because that's just exactly what they want. 

I owe a lot to a lot of people over my life and one of the persons who taught me, amongst 
others, but particularly about the dangers of showing impetuosity and anger was Dumas. 
He, in his quiet little way - I think he was on a job, could have been building a dam, and 
something went wrong and everything, all hell was let loose. He was the one that was 
going to take the rap from ministerial level and other levels. So he had this meeting of 
these young officers who'd been guilty of letting the side down in some technical thing 
which when something goes wrong in an engineering way it often costs a lot of money to 
correct. He got so angry and he picked up a chair, an old-fashioned Bentwood chair (as you 
know they were made of softwood) and he slammed it down on the floor and it fell to 
smithereens. He said, "You've never seen so many little bits and pieces of this thing." 
Something must have happened the way he struck the floor and the thing just broke apart 
and there were not only just broken bits, but splinters and things everywhere. He said, "It 
taught me a lesson." He said, "I picked this thing up over my head and I slammed it down 
in anger and," he said, "I never got angry again because it took me a long time to restore 
my authority having made myself look so stupid in front of all of these people, so," he said, 
"I never, ever raised my voice and got impetuous again, or showed any petty little temper." 

These little things, they stand you in good stead if you've got enough sense to listen. I could 
imagine old Dumas who became the most conservative, calm figure you can imagine when 
I knew him, but you imagine with his anger, that he'd been let down and having to carry the 
can for some of these incompetent young people that had been careless - and with this 
chair up there and then thumping it down on the floor and it all finished up in little pieces. 
He reckoned every little piece was laughing at him. [laughs] 

RJ You just said that when it came to discussions like you're speaking about, 
the Labor Party were very disciplined in these things. Does that mean that you envied that 
as leader of a party; would you have preferred your party to be more disciplined? 

COURT I wouldn't change anything from our point of view, maddening though it 
was, because it is a test of leadership. If you have this almost foolproof discipline, it takes 
away some of the challenge, some of the authority of the leader, because when they all sit 
there like Jackie, it's not because of any loyalty to the leader, it's just because they didn't 
want to buck the Labor Party as such. 

They had some fairly salutary lessons to go by. One was when Joe Chamberlain intervened 
in respect of Dick Lawrence. That was cruel in the extreme and hastened the man's end. 
And then was when he intervened about little Tom Evans from Kalgoorlie. Pretty ruthless 
stuff. Now I wouldn't like to think that we had a Liberal Party like that. On the other hand 
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I'd like to feel that the party, if we had somebody that was DELIBERATELY bad, that 
they'd get rid of them. The most salutary thing they can do is to withdraw their 
endorsement and say to the world, "This man's not one of us. We don't want him," and be 
public about it. No good just letting him be there and cause irritation. 

One of the problems with those disgruntled people is that if you try to accommodate them 
it starts a rash of people saying, "Well obviously you've got to be a nasty to get anywhere in 
this world." So the party's got to be quite firm in those cases. I wouldn't have it any 
different to what it was, even though sometimes you wish you didn't have them. But still 
it's a test. It's a test of a parent that has a child that has to be sorted out occasionally. 

I was very proud of the fact that when Dadour was suspended from the party room, it 
wasn't because of what he'd done in respect of policy or the Parliament or the decisions, it 
was about his conduct in the party room. That's why he was suspended. I had to make that 
clear publicly. Everyone assumed that because he hadn't toed the line on a particular issue 
that he was being disciplined. It wasn't that, the members put him out of the party room 
because they weren't prepared to accept somebody behaving themselves and conducting 
themselves like he did in the party room. That was another issue altogether. He would be 
the first to tell you that it wasn't me trying to discipline him or anything like that, it was just 
that I had to say, "Look, I'm not prepared to have people in a meeting I preside over who 
conduct themselves like that." 

RJ Like what? 

COURT Well, I don't know how much we want to record of it, but it was not 
becoming of a gentleman and a parliamentarian of any repute at all, especially when you 
had ladies present. So the party room was unanimous about it; not me, the party room was 
unanimous. I think he was out of the party room for three months or something like that. 
They decided - not me - THEY decided when the time was right to invite him back. 

RJ Also leading on from what you've said this morning, what do you see as the 
role of the Speaker, because after all he does have a party affiliation, but he is supposed to 
be very independent of that. Should his party be directing him in any way about how he 
behaves? How did you see that? 

COURT Well, the party doesn't direct him, can't direct him. 

RJ Suggest to him? 

COURT But on the other hand his native instincts as a member of a party would be, 
when it comes to a question of a situation such as confronted Thompson, that he would go 
with the party's decision. 

RJ Why should he; he's supposed to be independent? 
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COURT Well, independent in the conduct of the debate. Big difference; big 
difference. Don't forget this man wanted to be a minister. Now was this an issue on which 
he would have resigned his ministry, resigned his portfolio? Never in his life! But because 
all of a sudden he had this moment of power, thanks to four National Party members, he 
decided to do what he did. Bearing in mind he was not governed by the same rule as they 
have in the Council. The president doesn't have to make up his mind on an issue like this, 
it's decided for him, status quo, where you get a division like that, no matter how strongly 
he feels about it. But there's a good reason why in the House where the government is 
located that you don't have a rule like that. 

So it's not quite as simple as you might like to think it is. But if he accepted that position, 
his responsibility was to be very firm in the conduct of the debate, but when you get to a 
situation like this, it's another matter altogether. As it happened it wasn't a button off our 
shirt, and I knew it wasn't a button off our shirt because it didn't affect the election coming 
up. It affected future elections. 

RJ Sir Charles there are a few Aboriginal issues. We've been looking at 
Aboriginal issues and there are a few of those that actually pre-date Noonkanbah, but there 
is some further work to be done on those before we put them on the record. So if we could 
move to Noonkanbah now. As you would know better than most it has been well covered 
over the years and your views are known. You set out to Parliament on 28 November 1980 
the reasons that the government became involved and the report was called The Drilling at 
Noonkanbah, a report to the Parliament by the Premier of Western Australia, and it 
appears in Hansard and I believe it's also the subject of a separate report that you are going 
to get us a copy of.' I don't want to go over the various points you made then again because 
they're available for anyone to read for themselves. The Battye Library also holds a copy of 
an interview you did with Andrew Dodd of the ABC in December 19912  when you made it 
clear that you had not changed your views in the least over the years from those stated, and 
that you still were prepared to completely defend the action taken by your government. 
Now Geoff Bolton in his chapter that appears in State on the Move, does say about 
Noonkanbah: 

many Western Australians, even those who normally approved of Court, were 
disconcerted by the long-drawn dispute over Noonkanbah. To Court it became a 
matter of upholding the determination of the State Government to administer the 
law without yielding to pressure groups and do-gooders. Yet in an Australia where 
the issue of Aboriginal land rights stirred consciences there was a nasty feeling of 
authoritarianism about the convoys roaring north to enforce drilling on the sacred 
sites of Noonkanbah. To mining companies there was little value in the State 
Government insisting on its right to intervention when it might have been easier to 
come to terms with Aboriginal groups by a process of direct negotiation.3  

WAPD 28 Nov. 1980. vol. 231, PP.  4282-4301. The ministerial statement referred to as the 'separate report' 
was identical to the statement in the WAPD and is therefore not attached. 
2  Andrew Dodd interview with Sir Charles Court for Radio National, Dec. 1991. Copy held in the Battye 
Library, OH 2604. 
Bolton. in On this Side, 1985, p.  225. 
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That's the issue I wanted us to consider today. Is there any chance that with the passing of 
the years that you wished that perhaps another method had been pursued to achieve what 
you thought was right to achieve? Was it really necessary to send the convoys in a military-
style operation? Could there have not been a process of "direct negotiation", to quote 
Bolton? 

COURT Well, I'm going to disappoint you by telling you that if I was in the same 
position today as I was then I would do it exactly the same way because I believe 
governments are appointed to govern. The only problem I had was that we didn't have an 
election the week after it all happened because we'd have had so many seats in Parliament 
that we wouldn't have been able to accommodate them on our side. This is where people 
like Geoffrey Bolton often get involved in the emotional side and not in the cold, hard 
practicalities of these things. 

You'll realise that we'd been through a period where, at the federal level, we'd had the 
Whitlam era and that was still in everybody's mind, and they were very anxious that the 
leader in Western Australia, anyhow, did do what he was told to, that was namely get on 
and govern. They mightn't agree with everything you do, but whether that translates into 
political support, electoral support or otherwise, is another matter altogether. That's one of 
the techniques of government, it's one of the tests of government, it's one of the tests of the 
nerve of a leader, as to how well he can assess those things. 

Now I, being a tolerant, generous sort of disposition, I get a wry smile when I hear people 
like Geoffrey and others, dozens of others, say, "Why doesn't he negotiate with these 
people?" We did. At least we tried to, but you have to realise there was no organised body 
of people, legitimate body of Aborigines, that you could negotiate with. It wasn't like going 
round and having a negotiation with a trade union, or a negotiation with the Pastoralists 
and Graziers, or something like that. It's nothing like that. So your own personal 
knowledge of an area, your own personal knowledge of the people, specially the 
Aboriginal people, is very important. 

The reason why we couldn't negotiate with them as we would have normally - and there 
were plenty of people up there like Bob Rowell and a dozen others, who could have talked 
to an appropriate group of Aborigines, and no doubt arrived at something sensible with the 
whole thing. But you must realise the people on Noonkanbah weren't really in the position 
of a tribal group that had ancestral and other rights there. People have got it all wrong. Just 
because a group of people live together it doesn't mean to say that their roots are in that 
particular area. 

I've already given you the example of the other station near Fitzroy Crossing where I went 
out and influenced the Commonwealth decision to buy a station for them. I'm fairly certain 
it was Commonwealth money, it wouldn't have been ours anyhow. Now they, as a group, 
told me how the spirit of their ancestors was there and all of that - and I've told you this 
before. 
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RJ Yes, and it is on tape. 

COURT So we won't labour it. I thought that was a great thing we did, but it was one 
time that I was absolutely conned, because on the banks of the Fitzroy at an AIM function 
the leader came to me and took me aside and said, "Boss, can you get us Liveringa?" I said, 
"Fair go," and I went over all this business. And then in those memorable words, he said, 
"Boss, you're not going to fall for that stuff are you? Liveringa is a better station." 

Now that's what you're up against when you go to Noonkanbah. We did try to negotiate, 
but deep down - and this is the nasty part about it - deep down if we'd have been prepared 
to talk royalties - and who to I don't know because there was no obvious group that you 
could talk to. But this is where the "Aboriginal industry" started to show its ugly head and 
the people like Stephen Hawke and others were around there with extraordinary power and 
extraordinary influence that they developed around there, bearing in mind they were white 
people. It's very hard to find a black person, an Aborigine person up there, who wanted to 
stir up trouble with the government anyhow. 

Now the people I had to talk to were anthropologists. We had a lot of trouble with the WA 
Museum through these anthropologists. I've been over this story with you again before this: 
how do you get on if you're a Premier and you're talking to some anthropologists who 
claimed to be professional people, academics, who are professional people, acting in their 
profession, and they say they want to know.... When I ask them where the sacred sites are 
they want to know where the drill hole is going to be. I refused. I said, "Pea Hill has been 
identified as a sacred site. Whether it is or not I'm not going to question it, we've accepted 
it, and we're going to do everything that's necessary to put that in the hands of the 
Aborigines to keep it sacrosanct as far as white people are concerned. But you can't even 
see it from where the drill hole is going to be." "But we want to know where the drill hole 
is." I said, "You're not going to have it. You tell me where the sacred sites are and if they're 
genuine they will be protected." When they persisted, I had to say, "Look, the moment I tell 
you where the drill sites are, you're going to come up with a sacred site." They really went 
berserk. They said it was a challenge to their professional integrity." I said, "Of course it is. 
Tell me where the sacred sites are." 

Then they had to change. That's when they came up with this "area of influence" business. 
Strange: the area of influence stopped at the fences around Noonkanbah, and this was the 
track of the barramundi, the spirit of the barramundi and something else, I forget what it 
was, [the Goanna, I think]. But there were two things over these tracks. They produced 
eventually under pressure this strange, strange map with these things wandering all over 
Noonkanbah. It was stretching credibility beyond human endurance. 

Now Professor Bemdt, who was always regarded as one of the great authorities on the 
Aborigines, and he and his wife were quite dear people to talk to. They spent a lot of their 
life on this sort of work. Now he in a fairly charitable sort of way was pleading with me on 
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this issue. I said, "But what for? What do we do, what do we do? We say we won't drill 
this hole, but that's not the end of it. You can't lock up a whole State. If we walk out of 
Noonkanbah it will be the next station and the next station, and the next, and the whole of 
Western Australia is denied oil exploration. It's not on, Professor." 

So eventually he rang me up one day and said, "Look, can my wife and I see you. We've 
got the answer." So I went down to the university. Now this is the bloke [me] that was so 
"ruthless and rude and arrogant" and all that sort of stuff. I saw people by the dozen and I 
went down there. When we sat down and had a nice morning tea and a nice chat and they 
told me what a good fellow I was and how they liked me and all that sort of thing, I said, 
"Well, let's get down to the shiny bit," because I didn't have all day. They then said, "If you 
will agree to a system of royalties, we can give you a solution." Well, I was aghast. I said, 
"I've taken you people as being genuine. You've given your life to Aborigines, and when 
you talk about these mystic things that you have absorbed and believe, I take them 
seriously. I don't accept them as being gospel, but I respect your views. You've never found 
me to be otherwise." 

END OF TAPE 138 SIDE A 
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COURT "Now you tell me that there's nothing that dollars won't fix. Now I thought 
we had agreed three months ago that it wasn't a question of dollars and cents, it was a 
question of a spiritual thing. The only reason why I've spent so much time on it is that I 
wanted to respect people's views on the matter. We could have bulldozed through this 
thing ages before, but I was trying to at least be seen to be reasonable." I had to say to 
them, "Look, the answer's no. Sorry, but the answer's no, and I think you would have to 
accept that all of a sudden we've got a dollars and cents sign on sacred sites and on 
customs, rights of access and all that sort of thing, we put a dollar sign on it. Then no 
longer does this great thing about the spiritual involvement and the dreamtime and all that 
thing apply. Apparently we bought that for 'x' dollars." And very big dollars I might add. 

"The other thing is, before I go back to Cabinet to tell them what you've told me and how 
I've refused it, who's going to get the dollars?" They couldn't tell me. Some mythical body. 
At one stage it was suggested the Aborigines that lived on Noonkanbah. Well, they didn't 
have..., there might have been some, but as a body they didn't have this so-called 
dreamtime, mystical association with this land. 

All the time, of course, you had this fellow, Phillip Vincent, from the Aboriginal Legal 
Service, and Stephen Hawke and others, manipulating these people. Now the sad thing 
about that was that most of the Aborigines that I had to deal with at that time were people I 
had known for years and with whom I was very friendly, and seen them either at Fitzroy 
Crossing or at Derby and had no problem with them at all. All of a sudden I find these 
people weren't prepared to even look at me. When we had the final meeting there 
[Noonkanbah] they all had their eyes downcast into the centre in this circle. I think I've told 
you how the.... I just can't think of his name at the moment, but a rather handsome young 
Aborigine who lived at Derby with his wife, they were Christians, educated, and quite a 
handsome couple by anybody's standards. That was the day she stepped into the middle of 
this men's ring - don't forget the women weren't allowed to be involved, but they were 
allowed to sit around the woolshed. She said, "Mr Premier," she couldn't stand it any 
longer, "you've been told a pack of lies," because she knew the language that they were 
using. Of course, she was not only fluent in the language, but she was also very literate in 
English. It was a very brave thing for her to do. 

But you know, none of this comes out. This woman - no doubt she and her husband paid 
the price for it, but he was a person that had been cultivated by the Labor Party and who 
they tried to embarrass by trying to cause disaffection within his married life; one of the 
cruellest things I've ever seen. 

Also don't forget, it wasn't long after that Dickie Skinner came out. I forget which is his 
right name, whether it was before Noonkanbah, but he had two names, but he came out and 
publicly said that, "Court's right," (you probably missed the tiny reference to that in the 
newspaper, instead of being the headlines it should have been) because he couldn't stand it 
any longer as a born-again Christian. He came out and said how it had been manipulated 
by Stephen Hawke and others. He was the leader, he was the front man. "How long do we 
have to stand all this nonsense?" 
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I suppose the best thing would have been to get somebody in authority who was 
respected both by Aborigines and white people, to really take all the pieces of 
information (because the evidence was kept) [and write a book to debunk Hawke]. I've 
got a whole box of it still. That report I made to Parliament was done with great care and 
great research for accuracy, and put the whole thing in its proper perspective. Hawke's 
book' was written, which you could just shoot it down in flames. But these things [like 
Hawke's book] get accepted and historians go back and looks at these things, just like the 
Hansard we were talking about earlier today, and they take that as gospel. They never 
want to hear the truth from the fellow that had to run the State and preserve a bit of 
sanity about the place and stop people being corrupted by selling their soul for dollars 
and cents. 

I had to take action on a couple of occasions subsequent to Noonkanbah to say to people 
who wanted to go and explore and were prepared to pay big money to somebody who 
really had no authority over the land at all. Just for the sake of peace and quiet, they were 
prepared to pay big money, money that would just go straight down the drain in liquor, 
four-wheel drive vehicles, and some people would be killed as a result. This is the sort of 
situation that one, as the leader of the State at that time, had to take into account. So I've 
had plenty of time to review it. I'm now, of course, fortified by the fact that Dickie 
[Skinner now Cocks] came out and said that Court was right. Now he was one of the 
poor chaps who had to look downward, because he wasn't prepared to face me when we 
went to these meetings. 

If nine months (1 think it was nine months) is not long enough to negotiate, what is long 
enough? Somebody has to call a halt. Ministers went there, and eventually I went up 
there myself. I knew it was a waste of time because you had this fellow Vincent sitting 
there, controlling the proceedings from their point of view and these people dead scared. 
They weren't prepared to look at Charles Court because they knew what was right and 
what was wrong, and these were people who previously I'd been able to carry on a very 
pleasant relationship with for a long time; not just for weeks and months, but for years. 

So I look back on Noonkanbah as one of the difficult challenges of a leader. They talk 
about this military operation. How else can you send a column of that size that far unless 
you have it properly organised for safety and for fuel and for break-downs. 

I also remind you that the people who got the worst hiding out of all of this were [Bob] 
Hawke and [Peter] Cook. Cook was then secretary TLC, and Hawke was ACTU. Now 
they never took a trick. You could write a very humorous book about the crew that went 
up to man the rig, because they'd previously taken some money from Mr Hawke's union, 
when they tried to buy them off from accepting the offer to go on to the rig. Some of 
them were smart enough to get both, but still that wasn't my business. 

Can we just remind you that when the column was going to go up through Pilbara, when 
you had all these mining people there, very highly disciplined by the unions normally, 

1 Steve Hawke, Michael Gallagher. Noonkanbah, FACP, Fremantle. 1989. 
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that Cook called for them to confront the column. He wanted to have three, four, five 
hundred people there just astride the road stopping this column. The only people that came 
were people that had to be there because they were paid organisers. It was just a pushover. 

I was also very fortunate that it was soon enough after the war for the police to have a lot of 
men that had served in the army and other services, but particularly in the army, and they 
knew how to run columns, transport columns. [chuckles]. It's an art in doing it, so that it 
goes safely, smoothly and is well provided for and so on. I thought it would have done the 
1st Armoured Division proud, the way they did it so smoothly and so well. 

Just seriously, I still believe the more I think about it that it was the only way to govern the 
State at the time. I learnt another lesson: never be as tolerant as I was on that. I was far too 
kind to these anthropologist types, I was far too kind to the Stephen Hawke type of people, 
I was far too kind to the Aboriginal Legal Service people like Vincent, Phillip Vincent, a 
dedicated Labor man, and who seemed like so many, able to worm their way into these 
government handout instrumentalities. 

I made a judgment to be patient with it because I thought it would be the first of many. The 
only mistake I made was I was too patient because it just went on and on like a serial and 
became something of a saga instead of letting it flare up and then move in and then say, 
"We've had the nonsense. You've had your fun and games and now we're going to go in." 
So it did teach me a lesson that if I was in a situation of doing it again I would have 
followed the same procedures but I wouldn't have taken so long to do it. 

A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library Building on I 
March 1995. 

Ri Sir Charles, there were a couple of other issues about Aboriginal activities 
etc. that we were going to cover while we're dealing with that side of your premiership, but 
we are going to leave that for now because there's a couple more things to be checked on 
that you have in hand. So we'll come back to that and we'll move now to your relationship 
with the media over the years. Both from the start and when you became a minister, right 
through to the end of your premiership, how did you feel you were treated by the media? 

COURT Well, it's like the curate's egg, you know, some parts good, some parts bad. 
But the judgment of an outsider would be, well, he couldn't have done too badly with the 
media because somehow or other he not only survived but prospered politically during the 
whole of that time. But it was a relationship that I was never easy with. 

There were one or two exceptions in that relationship. One was Don Smith. I felt always at 
ease with him for a strange reason; his shorthand was so good. Some of them, you know, 
you realise that their shorthand or their method of recording, by whatever method they 
used, was not as good as it could be. Therefore, you always had that sneaking feeling while 
you were talking to them, that they weren't going to get it right. But I have to say that Don 
Smith was one that I always felt very relaxed with so far as accuracy was concerned 



TAPE 138 SIDE B COURT 1854 

because quite frankly you're not entitled to expect anything more than accuracy with these 
things. 

So it was a fairly strained relationship. I always tried to be available. They'd have to admit 
that some of their requests were quite unreasonable so far as hours were concerned, your 
privacy was concerned, but I think over the time they'd have to admit that I was 
approachable even if it wasn't always the most pleasant relationship. 

But I think you've got to go right back to when I first got into Parliament and was in 
opposition. We might have covered this point, but I was quite new, inexperienced with 
these things, didn't as at that point understand the viciousness of some of these people and 
the duplicity of some of them. You had to learn the hard way which ones you could trust, 
which ones you could be relaxed with and which ones you couldn't. I couldn't always rely 
on the advice of my own colleagues because often their views on a particular reporter were 
jaundiced by their own experiences where they had often made a statement that was 
suspect or tried to be smart. 

The classic case was Clarrie Menagh. I think we've probably mentioned Clarrie Menagh 
earlier, but when I first got in, McLarty and others said, "Beware of Menagh. He's too 
smart by half and when he's being nice to you, be careful." Clarrie Menagh was a real 
Hollywood version of what you expect of  journalist, with his hat pulled down, and he had 
the stature of these fellows you see in the Hollywood pictures and so on. His method of 
approaching things was very much the same. Strangely enough I found that if I was quite 
forthcoming with him, that his reporting was pretty good. I had nothing to worry about at 
all, so much so, that I used to live very comfortably with Clarrie Menagh by no other 
device than being just quite frank and straightforward about it. 

He was one of those who probably did more to get me frowned upon by my colleagues 
than anyone because I was apparently the only one that would talk to him, and the result 
was I was getting, for a member of the Opposition, quite a good press. I have to say that 
anything that he told me by way of background information to get me to speak on 
something was always accurate. It just shows how you can be misled by people that get 
their prejudices.... but Clarrie Menagh [always played it straight with me]. I think it must 
be one of his daughters that still appears in the press (M E N A G H, I think the spelling is). 

There were others that I leamt to be very, very cautious about but in those days overriding 
all of this, of course, was the shadow of the famous Jim Macartney. I think I've told you 
about his attitude and the time when I was banned for what was intended to be nine 
months. 

Ri Yes, you have. 

COURT But I have to say about Macartney, there was one thing about him that 
whenever anyone attacked my integrity, he was always very quick to defend. It was a sort 
of a Jekyll-and-Hyde thing, but I was always very confident that if my integrity was being 
attacked that he would always be prepared to come in and defend. It might have been 
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because of our early association in a boyhood and youth situation; it could have been for 
other reasons. But that was one thing that was very apparent and quite comforting in a way. 

I think I've covered the media a fair bit in the course of our comments, but it was an uneasy 
arrangement. We could in those days go and talk to the proprietors, much more than you 
can today, and you could talk to the chairman and express concern. 

RJ Were you taken notice of? 

COURT If it was effective. Don't get me wrong, it wasn't just a matter of 
complaining and everything was fixed, they danced to your tune. It wasn't as easy as that, 
but they were always very anxious to listen and to then take it up. 

I didn't use that very often, I might add, because I found, having been tipped off by one of 
the rather friendly journalists, that there was an unofficial embargo imposed on you by the 
journalists that if you complained higher up either to the editor or in the extreme case to the 
chairman, that you had to be punished by a 90-day embargo. I don't know why 90 days but 
it seemed to be the common thing, and I subsequently found that to be true. I've always 
advised others not to go higher up themselves. If things get very, very bad it's much better 
to use somebody else, but don't try going higher up unless it's an extreme case when you 
feel that there's no other alternative. 

Today that's quite different because the set-up of the newspaper is different with an editor-
in-chief and an editor and some people that are a very tight group around the editor, as 
distinct from the working journalist out in the field. So you have to identify a completely 
new order so far as the media is concerned, a much more vicious, a much more vindictive 
type of reporting which I believe is destroying the credibility of the media. The media 
should be there to report, and to a large extent today they've gone far beyond that. I think it 
has its genesis in the rat pack in the Canberra press gallery which has been exposed by a 
number of people on odd occasions, but it doesn't have any effect on them. They seem to 
be very heavily oriented, not only to the Labor Party, but to the hierarchy within the Labor 
Party, both within the party machine AND more particularly within the government at the 
Prime Minister level. That is becoming more and more clear these days. For example, the 
disclosure of that organisation the government has been running at taxpayers' expense, 
which is almost like an intelligence service that responds within seconds to anything that's 
been said by the government or by people who are not friendly towards the government. ]  
That's a rather dangerous machine, especially coupled with this move towards 
centralisation. It's very, very concerning to know that you've got that situation developing. 

There were signs of it in my day, in the Whitlam Government particularly, and I suppose 
there were signs of it when our own people were in power, especially in the Fraser era. But 
I didn't go along with it. We never had such an organisation ourselves, nor contemplated 
having one. 

reference to the Australian Government's National Media Liaison Service (Ri). 
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I think it's rather sad the way this has become more or less a profession to spy on parties, 
spy on members. In other words, the investigatory type of journalism has become 
something to be feared instead of something to be welcomed. If it's a matter of exposing 
the truth, the sensible facts so that people are better informed, well you can't object to it, 
but when it's in most cases directed at trying to destroy somebody or destroy some thing, 
then I believe it's gone beyond the pale. 

You have to realise that I came from a different era because we were mainly dealing with 
printed media, and then we had the radio gradually gaining in significance, and then TV. 
Instead of that killing radio as everyone thought, all it did was to get the radio to become 
more proficient, more numerous in form of stations, and more aggressive in terms of their 
reporting. So the pressures have gone up all the way along. 

So we have a new situation. I know the media has always held itself out to be another 
dimension within the total government service, as you know this sort of thing: the 
government, there's the Parliament and there's the judiciary and then there's the media. 
Well, I do believe it's gone too far and there's no prospect at the moment as I can see of it 
being corrected, and when you get into the "super highway" it's going to get worse because 
you'll finish up with every little child being able to press a button and communicate in 
areas where they're completely unprepared for it and probably getting a completely 
distorted view. But that's another thing. 

I feel that we're going to desperately need leaders with some moral standards on these 
issues. That made the Kerry Stokes' lectures, the ABC lectures ]  that he gave, quite 
important, because in my experience he's one of the few people that really understands the 
intricacies and the dangers of the so-called super highway communication system. 

One could generalise on the media by the hour, but generally speaking I think one has to 
accept that in my day we had it easier than, say, my son Richard would be having it today, 
and that's not necessarily a good thing. 

I never objected to them coming up with legitimate queries. I was always very conscious of 
the fact that it was my responsibility to get the government story out and to anticipate 
things. I learnt that lesson fairly early in my career as a minister. I've told you the story but 
it's relevant to what we're discussing now, that if you've got a story to tell, for God's sake 
get it out and don't let it leak out. Much of the problems you get is that the media find out 
from some other quarters, particularly these days when governments leak like sieves. 
You've got a present State Government here that's inherited a politicised public service and 
it's just not as easy as sacking people, not as easy as that at all, because these people are 
planted in at all levels. There's always somebody there, either from loyalty or for a few 
dollars, will see a piece of paper that they feel it would be good fun to release it just 

reference to the Boyer Lectures of the ABC in 1995 in which Kerry Stokes spoke about his concerns about the 
information superhighway and its effect on Australians maintaining a distinctive identity (RJ). 
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because they've got a grievance against somebody: it might be the government, it might be 
their departmental head, as the case may be. 

But this particular incident, you've got it on record, but it's particularly relevant now. We 
were about to announce the great KwinanalBHP [1960] development and it was very, very 
tricky at the time because BHP were reluctant debutantes and we were trying to rush this 
thing through. We'd just about got it ready and there was a function held, a dinner or some 
other occasion, I'm not sure of it now what it was all about, but the media were there. One 
of our ministers, who wasn't as discreet as he might have been, enjoyed the evening too 
much. 

The next thing the Daily News, the next morning by lunchtime, indicated they were going 
to publish enough of the story to cause acute embarrassment and possibly prejudice to 
the project. They got in touch with me very early in the morning with obviously the whole 
story. By accident I found out which minister it was that had blabbed the whole of this 
thing. Anyhow David Brand was pretty angry and I was pretty angry, because we were 
going to announce it that night, that afternoon, so it would be ready for the next morning 
and for Parliament that night, because Parliament had to be told first. So it was quite 
obvious from the call I got at seven o'clock in the morning what had happened. 

END OF TAPE 138 SIDE B 
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COURT It was one of the few occasions when I actually made direct contact with 
Jim Macartney for some help. I went to him and said, "Look, this is tremendously 
embarrassing. We've worked very hard for this in the interests of the State. It's rather 
important because we haven't yet just finalised that last little bit." And I told him quite 
frankly what it was all about. He said, "Well, I hear what you say and I would give serious 
thought," he was quite rational about it "to holding that story up," because don't forget he 
ran both the Daily News and the West, "to holding the story up but," he said, "my advice to 
you would be to let it run. Let it be a lesson that when you've got a thing like this get it out 
when you can, as early as you can, and then you won't have this sort of leak that occurs. I 
know the minister was wrong but you can't blame the journalist for being at his table, for 
getting the story, and he" [the journalist] "couldn't get back fast enough to make sure that 
the Daily News got the run of it." He said, "You know you've got to realise that news is 
today. News is for today. So you'll always find you'll get into less trouble if you can get the 
thing out in your terms even if you have to make a reservation." 

But if did teach me a lesson and so you'll find we were pretty good at it from that point 
onward, sometimes beating the gun rather than run a risk of a departmental leak or a 
ministerial leak or a company leak. Don't forget your companies also might have their own 
agenda for wanting to get these things initiated in their name. We were pretty tough in 
wanting these things announced jointly. Most of them said, "We'd rather the government 
announce it." Very rarely did they want it jointly. I can't remember any case in my day 
when they wanted to do it on their own. The reason for that was simple. We were so close 
to them. We were in and out of boardrooms, we were very close to them all the time, and 
so it became very much a personalised thing. It was never a competition between them and 
us as to who made the announcement. 

So it was a mixed lot but by and large, I'd have to say, well, they couldn't have done me 
too much harm because when you allow for the end results of twelve years as a minister, 
eight years as Premier, six years in opposition, part of it as Deputy Leader of the 
Opposition from 1953-59, and then Deputy Leader and Leader of the Opposition from 
1971-74, people will say, "You know, they can't have done you all that much harm." But it 
was fairly difficult. 

The incident when Macartney said, "You know Charles Court is getting too much profile. 
He's to disappear for nine months," that was a bit hard to take because we were working 
mighty hard, and I can only assume it was in one of his unfortunate moments that he made 
that decision. It was terribly embarrassing to people like Don Smith knowing that the ABC 
and others could use all the stuff and they just couldn't. It didn't last the nine months, by 
the way, because other things intervened. 

RJ Yes, and you have covered this before. Sir Charles, I wondered, you know, 
as you've said and we all know, that the media can make mistakes at times. How easy did 
you find to have those sort of things corrected? 

COURT It was my greatest grievance with the press. They were SO reluctant. They 
would expect us to admit mistakes. They'd demand that we admitted mistakes, which is 
fair enough I suppose, but they were very reluctant to do it themselves. 
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The classic case was when Don Lipscombe, who was a cheery little chap and an 
effervescent sort of a fellow, always trying to beat the gun, always trying to put a dramatic 
turn on events, which I spent half my time trying to break down; all we wanted was the 
cold, hard facts. They used to speak for themselves and they were pretty good; a lot of 
things were happening. But when he made that statement (1 forget what publication it 
appeared in; I think it was probably one of the publications he had of his own) talking 
about the railways being linked up to Mt Newman railway and then the State Government 
taking it over, the iron ore system, as a government system. 

You can imagine that sent shock waves around the Treasury and my department and the 
government generally, because we'd been very smart in getting those railways isolated, 
built by private enterprise, operated by private enterprise. That's why today they're the 
most efficient railways per kilometre/tonne in the world. If they'd been run by the 
government, God only knows! You certainly wouldn't have three-kilometre trains running 
like they do, with the efficiency they do, and the minimum of operational costs, and the 
safety factors, heavy standard gauge railways, all of this type of thing, world class in their 
locomotives, in their rolling stock, in their track. It's a tremendous success story. Imagine 
that becoming government! It sent a shock wave right through the whole of the iron ore 
industry. 

Anyhow I knew it was untrue. I could NEVER trace where he got the idea about it, and it 
was over nine months [before I could get a correction]. I just pursued it. It was 
tremendously important because all the time I was telling everybody [in the industry] what 
I was doing to get this thing corrected. The other media weren't interested in it because 
they didn't initiate it, so they decided just to stay put. They wouldn't even publish my 
correction on it.[However, they knew and accepted the true position as stated by me.] 

RI But why wouldn't he take action before then? 

COURT Well, it was typical of this sort of culture, you might say, within the media. 
To have to admit that such a serious statement as that was wrong and completely 
fabricated was a pretty serious admission to make, especially when you've got a little 
journal that you're trying to establish as an initiator of good intelligence about what's going 
on in industry, commerce and government. 

But it was too important from our point of view because the bankers and others, naturally, 
backing these projects, they are pretty sensitive. You've no idea what their intelligence is 
like, especially in Japan. It's quite remarkable. In my day something would appear in the 
paper, in the morning paper, and by lunch time I'd have a call from Tokyo (or in those 
days a telex; modern days, of course, it would be a fax) wanting to know how would they 
interpret this or that or the other. For that reason I had to be very respectful of the 
intelligence system of the financial world which in many ways is miles ahead of any 
government intelligence system. They've got to be. They've got to know what's going on 
when they're dealing in bonds and interest rates and big investments. They've got ears, 
eyes and noses for all of these things. So I learnt to be pretty good at ensuring the accuracy 
of what we said and was reported about what we said. 
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The big problem that I had with the media was not with your really professional people, 
like your Smiths and others, the big problem you had was when they sent along 
incompetent, inexperienced people, quite unfairly to the people concerned as well as to us. 
You're trying, say on a Sunday afternoon at the airport when you come back tired and 
worn from a very, very tough trip, maybe to Europe, maybe to the United States or both, 
and you've got somebody sitting opposite you there as raw as raw, and would have no idea 
about a steel industry and an aluminium industry or alumina or any of these things at all. 
She's probably got a list of questions given to her by the editor, and you're trying to answer 
these things. I tell you it's a frightening experience. 

We did try and do a deal with them that they wouldn't do this to us, because they'd have to 
acknowledge that just for the sake maybe of saving a bit of overtime or saving a bit of 
inconvenience to an experienced journalist, they'd send somebody along who was quite 
raw. It's pretty rough when you're a minister, a senior minister, or you're a Premier, and 
you've got to deal with this situation and run a grave danger of the person through 
incompetence (not by intent, but through incompetence) giving you the sort of headline 
you couldn't live with. That was one of my great grievances. It applied equally with the 
electronic media, by the way, as it did to the print media. They always had to have an 
experienced cameraman, but that didn't mean to say they had to have an experienced 
reporter there, and that used to be devastating, trying to do the right thing by them, and you 
get asked a question which.... it was almost like, you know, "Have you stopped beating 
your wife yet?" 

I remember one occasion I REALLY had a hard trip and I REALLY had success and I 
land out at Perth airport with a journalist like this, this little girl, who was obviously very 
excited about having her first real assignment like this. The only questions she wanted to 
persist with was, "How much did the trip cost?" Well, how do you answer a thing like that 
because you eventually finish up - if you don't answer it the headline is, "Court refuses to 
give the cost of his trip," or something, and if you do answer it you belittle the very things 
that you've gone there to do. You have to, as kindly as you can, say, "Look, how about 
getting on to the important part of business. We'll deal with that later," sort of thing. 

But they were all part and parcel of the relationship with the media. It was a fairly strained, 
tense situation most of the time. I found they divided themselves into people you felt 
comfortable with and people that you were uncomfortable with and they in turn were 
usually people - USUALLY people - who had political allegiance that was deeper than 
their commitment to their professionalism. Those numbers increased, by the way, with the 
passage of time. 

RJ Did you give press conferences? 

COURT Very rarely, only when we had something special. I didn't make a business 
of it because if you have too many of them it belittles them, I think. I think at one time 
John Tonkin hit on the idea of having regular press conferences because that seemed to be 
the done thing in other parts of Australia. I've got an idea, from memory, that he 
abandoned that because you can't always deliver something that's worthwhile and they get 
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a bit browned off. But when they do come there is something of importance and you have 
a proper presentation to make and proper information backing up what you've said, they 
can be very effective. But I didn't make it a practice. 

I mainly dealt.... we had our handouts, you know, there were press releases going out all 
the time. I used to say to [Derek] Flynn, or whichever one was in charge there, "I always 
want to be available and I want to know what questions you get from them, because that's 
a good indication of whether we've made a good statement or not, that it's non-ambiguous, 
that it's clear. But if you get a whole mass of questions, we've been faulty in getting the 
statement out. We haven't told enough. We haven't been frank enough. We haven't been 
informative enough and so we're the losers." So that's why I always insisted when 
questions came back to the press office or the press secretary, as the case may be, to know 
what the queries were. 

LU You've actually been described in the Bulletin as protecting yourself from 
the media by, to quote them, "a huge barrier of press relations men to protect him." Did 
you feel that they were there to protect you, to shield you from the media? 

COURT By the way, I don't know where they got that information from because I 
never had a big battery of these people. The ministers had press secretaries and if you put 
them all together, of course, there'd be quite a lot of them. But they weren't there to protect 
me in any way at all. I wasn't bad at that myself. I was always very worried about press 
secretaries that hid you from the journalists, because I used them [press secretaries] purely 
as a medium for getting information out and to receive questions back, and above all to 
deal with things with speed. Wherever I was in the world, regardless of the time, "Let's 
deal with it and cope with it within the time scale of the local journal," the local 
newspaper, electronic media, whatever it might be, because it's no good waiting until my 
convenient get-up time comes. The incident has passed, they've published what they've 
wanted and without an answer, and that nasty little comment that I used to hate, "The 
minister was not available for comment." That used to be subject to real schoolmaster 
stuff in Cabinet when that appeared because that was no excuse at all. There were very 
rarely occasions when they weren't obtainable in one way or another. 

As we went further down the field, of course, communications got better and better. When 
I first went to the North, ringing up from Derby, Broome, Fitzroy Crossing to Perth wasn't 
funny. Later on that became press button stuff so you didn't have that excuse. But even 
then I used to go to extreme limits to try and deal with a thing on the spot. But it wasn't to 
protect me at all, it was mainly to give a service. Some of the pressmen we had, the press 
secretaries and so on that we had, themselves might have felt they had to be protective of a 
minister or of the Premier. 

I quite often had to make it clear to them that that wasn't their job. Theirs was one of 
communication, to advise me on how to express something. For instance, their grammar 
and their English generally was always superior to mine which, as you know, is my weak 

1 Bulletin, 10 Oct. 1978, p. 54. 
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subject, and to have a person like Bill Mitchell, for instance, handling that sort of stuff was 
a great pleasure because he was always able to say things with a minimum of words and 
skip all the guff. Some of them weren't that clever. But it was never on the basis of being 
protective, it was always on the basis of being efficient and getting a story out. Naturally 
we had to get the story out to adequately express the government's viewpoint. We might 
be on the defence, we might on the offence, as the case may be, we might be just 
disseminating information. But the idea of being protected amuses me a little bit. I found 
some of them [journalists] a bit unpleasant to deal with but most of them I could handle 
pretty well. 

Ri You referred to sometimes contacting editors and chairmen or whatever 
when you felt strongly about something. Do you ever think you were responsible for a 
journalist being changed to different duties or even fired because of that action? 

COURT Never. I never once requested anybody be removed or changed. It wasn't 
my right to do so. I might criticise the attitude of a person. Most of the editors, print or 
electronic media, for good reason resented having people on their staff who were regularly 
reported as being rude, bad-mannered, uncouth or something of that kind. Some of them 
were but they [the news editors] didn't like it for the sake of their own station. Don't forget 
they weren't always dealing with thick-skinned members of Parliament who could 
withstand the barbs and the thrusts of these people. 

But I can remember saving one person's job temporarily. [laughs] She was running a 
session on Channel 7 and for some reason or other she got a bit of a thing about Charles 
Court. It was something to do with a business transaction that she and her husband had 
had and she felt that the government, Dave Brand in particular, had not treated them the 
way they wanted to be treated. However, she was vicious! She used to go out of her way 
every day, every day, to really be nasty, nasty. Of course, the Liberal supporters were 
getting pretty angry about this and when they got a chance they used to respond pretty 
vigorously. Anyhow we were coming up to an election and the proprietor came up to me 
and he said, "Oh," he said, "I thought we'd tell you we're getting rid of this lady because, 
you know, she's gone beyond the pale and it's become a personal vendetta type of thing 
and we can't tolerate it any longer." So I pleaded with him to keep her on until we got the 
election out of the way [chuckles] because she was the best asset I had. He said, "Well, 
how right you are. For twenty minutes and more after she goes off the air every morning, 
our station lights up, our phones light up, because of people ringing up to protest about 
this woman." I said, "Well, now you know what I mean." 

So he handled the matter very discreetly because I couldn't [laughs] bear [her being sacked 
and becoming a martyr just before the election]. For the first few weeks [of her vitriolic 
attacks], I can tell you, it was pretty nasty. But I knew there were a lot of people out there 
protesting, and all the time they're protesting it means that she's going further down the 
drain every day and I'm going further up in their estimation, you see. So it is a fact that 
there are sometimes people who speak against you who are doing you a favour. They're 
praising you by speaking against you. 
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But that was a fairly humorous incident which we often laugh about even to this day. My 
great problem was that they would get rid of her [chuckles] and I'd lose this great stirring 
force that would get my supporters, particularly women, all steamed up, which is 
unfortunate for the lady concerned because the session she had could have been a very 
successful one and a very lucrative one because she was no fool. She was quite articulate, 
this woman. 

RJ You just referred earlier to the thick hide of politicians against the barbs or 
whatever of journalists, but does that mean that there were not times when you were 
actually hurt by what you knew was unfair or unjust criticism? I'm thinking both of 
yourself and now on behalf of your son as Premier. 

COURT Well, I was much more sensitive than I ever portrayed to either the 
journalists or the public. You couldn't afford to appear to be sensitive, because these 
people are merciless once they find that somebody is sensitive and that somebody reacts 
nervously or otherwise. So you train yourself, literally train yourself, and practise yourself, 
to cope with these people. 

But for the sake of your family, often you felt very, very sensitive about the thing and very, 
very hurt. Fortunately Rita could take most of the things in her stride. It was my great 
desire to be protective of her, and being protective of her I was also protective of the 
family. But these people would love to think that they were penetrating into your family 
and so on. Some of these people were of a breed that they'd regard that as a great triumph, 
a great success. But Rita had an amazing capacity to treat these things with a degree of 
contempt. It was one of the many, many things that she did to display her complete 
confidence in me, because that's what it came back to. 

I've told you the story when she used to be taking the phone calls and I'd be rushing to eat 
my dinner when people would get on to the phone. She answered the phone and she 
wouldn't tell them that I was there. She always used to finish up with this quaint phrase, 
she'd say, "And I'm sure...." in this nice quiet voice of hers, motherly style, "and I'm sure if 
Dad and Dave think it's all right, it's all right." Dad being me and Dave being Dave Brand, 
because not realising, of course, this great radio serial play was still going on, Dad and 
Dave. It was still current at the time. But she used to finish up saying, "I'm sure if Dad and 
Dave think it's all right, it's all right." 

But it was typical of Rita. She was an all or nothing person. I think I've told you that she 
was very slow to anger, very slow to condemn, but if she got to a point when somebody 
had transgressed to a point where she said, "That's enough," they never, ever came back. It 
was, I suppose, in some ways understandable. It was a strength and a weakness at the same 
time, because it used to take her a long time to get to a point when she'd write somebody 
off, and when she wrote them off they were written off. I used to watch her in action and 
learn a lot from her how to handle people. 

But I'd be quite untrue if I didn't say that there were times when we were, as a family, 
greatly hurt and greatly worried. Don't forget the boys were making their way at the time 



TAPE 139 SIDE A COURT 1864 

and so they had to be protected. People are very, very, very unfair and quite cruel in their 
way. 

We've just had an experience with the family with one of the younger children, just 
changed schools, and she ran into a terrible experience (at a private school too, by the 
way) where the children were obviously being poisoned by their parents about the $50 
levy and the fuel tax and that sort of thing. She had some rather unpleasant experiences 
where the school had to intervene actually. But that's with you all the time and the children 
have got to be taught not to react to it, because don't forget I went through a long period 
from when the boys were all in short pants to when they became men with their own 
careers. So we've been through the whole lot. 

We've paid the price in many ways of me being in Parliament and being prominent and 
becoming a senior minister and then becoming Premier, and now the family is still paying 
the price for Richard being Premier. My old firm paid very dearly for me being in 
Parliament. 

RJ In what way? 

COURT Well, you've no idea. A lot of the people whose battles I was fighting up 
there in the private enterprise sector wouldn't be clients of Hendry Rae and Court, because 
of me [having a high profile]. 

Ri Why? 

COURT Well, they didn't want to be associated with it because the Labor Party are 
pretty vicious and these people were quite unnecessarily sensitive about it. But for fear 
something might come up that my old firm was their auditor or their adviser, consultant, 
whatever it might be, and you've no idea how many people just drew the line at that. It 
would quite amaze you. Whatever it cost the firm, goodness only knows.[It applied to 
business the firm lost and business they didn't get.] 

END OF TAPE 139 SIDE A 
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RJ But did not the firm gain from who you were as well? You don't think you 
brought business their way? 

COURT No, it doesn't work like that. They never complained. They never 
complained openly but the cold hard facts are that there are a lot of people out there who 
just said, "We respect Court and we admire what he's doing," and all that sort of stuff, but 
when it came to saying, "Look, we should now do something to make sure that he's not 
losing by being in Parliament, or the people associated with him are not losing by him 
being in Parliament," it doesn't work like that. It doesn't work like that and it's still more of 
a disadvantage than an advantage to Richard's brothers, the fact that he is the Premier. 

As you know I was meticulous in my own private affairs and Rita's affairs, so that we can 
never be accused of making a profit out of being in Parliament. Being in Parliament cost 
me a lot of money. Instead of continuing with a very successful practice that was growing 
very fast and business interests that were growing very fast, all of that had to be abandoned 
with the result that you finish up with very modest means. I'm not complaining about that, 
I'm rather proud of it. But you finish up with very modest means, whereas the average 
person out there would think that you were probably comparatively rich as a result of your 
public service. But it's just the reverse. People would get something of a shock if they 
knew the true story. 

But on the other hand, of course, if you wanted to use your position you COULD use it to 
advantage and you COULD have made it very profitable, if not for yourself, for your 
family or, say, for your old firm, and you'd get it in a secondary way. But we're rather 
proud of the fact we didn't do it that way. 

Ri You just said that your other sons are affected by Richard being Premier. 
We've seen a couple of examples of that in the press already where there's been a claim of 
business influence and so on. But just express for us fully what you mean by that. In what 
way are they affected? 

COURT Well, take Ken as a classic case. He's the most prominent of them all, the 
most active of them all, and in many ways the most successful of them all. But there's a lot 
of people get uneasy with him being the chairman of a board, the chief executive, as a case 
may be, or an executive chairman, whatever the position might be. Because his brother's 
the Premier, they fear they might get accused of getting some advantage out of this 
association, this family connection. You've no idea. They're scared stiff about their skin. 
They're not concerned about a principle of encouraging good people to do good things, 
and to assume that these people are dealing honourably and so on. 

So the result is you have to retreat behind a protective curtain, which you do at great cost. 
Take somebody of Ken's age, who's in his prime and full flight, and for him to have to 
restrict his activities is quite criminal really because he's got so much to offer. But the cold 
hard facts are that people don't want to know you and the media, of course, LOVE to give 
the inference that because this company is succeeding or this company's doing that and the 
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other, they keep saying, "The Premier's brother" as though it's [something sinister] you 
know, like they talk about the Suharto family - for different reasons, of course. 

So it's a very worrying thing, not only for our family, but it's a worrying thing if it's going 
to keep a lot [of good people out of Parliament]. Now, it's becoming obvious it's going to 
keep a lot of very desirable people out of Parliament. We badly need in Parliament today 
people in the 45 and above bracket that have had experience in business, that have 
suffered under governments, have had to risk their own money and have been successful, 
and not only business people but in professions and all sorts of activities. We need this 
new strata of experienced, mature people, and sooner or later let's hope they get the idea 
that going to university and getting a degree and then going into a trade union and straight 
into the ministry or something of that kind, is not, NOT good when you're running the 
biggest business of all, which is the government with all the social and other implications 
of it. 

Let's hope we get a bit of sense and get back to a situation when we try and get people of 
greater maturity, above all people who have risked their own money and their own 
reputations and their own expertise before they ever get into Parliament. But it's going to 
be increasingly difficult to get those people because they're not going to be prepared to pay 
the price. These could be perfectly honourable people that want to make a contribution, 
can make a contribution. Some of these people, for instance, if you can put them into 
Parliament and say, "Right, give us five years, seven years, and then get out if you want 
to," are what we need because they're the only people who can really see the picture 
clearly. They've suffered under governments. They've seen the nonsense of taking out a 
sledgehammer to crack a peanut and all this sort of stuff, and they bring a degree of 
stability to it, a degree of good sense, a degree of maturity that is necessary, and would be 
less likely to have this over-legislative domination of people's lives. You can't legislate for 
everything. 

I was giving a talk to some bankers last night at the opening of the city gold centre here. 
There were mainly young bankers there and I took the opportunity to really give them a 
hammering on this question of good sense in doing business and simplicity in business; 
get away from the forms that have got small print that people can't read even if they go and 
get new glasses. The simplicity of it all, and then make sure your customer knows what's 
in the small type or the large type, whatever it might be. 

Government's very much the same, but I am worried that we're going to finish up with an 
increasing number of people that do a degree and they say, "Now, I want to go into 
politics." They might have the intellect to do it, but they haven't got that maturity to go 
into it and make good judgments. We're getting a terrible lot of things like that. They get 
into the machine which, by the way, is based on managing the political scene and not 
giving leadership. 

For instance, both sides are guilty at the moment of managing the polls. You know: "How 
can we offset this poll to our political advantage to survive?" They never talk about giving 
the leadership. The result is that minority groups today have a power over governments 
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that is quite irrational and frightening. Of course they've got to be heard, of course they've 
got to be considered, but they were never intended to be the tail wagging the dog. Today 
you get the current breed of MPs trying to "manage" the political situation, the polls and 
opinions that are expressed, the newspaper headlines, all that sort of stuff; not giving 
leadership. Just "managing" those things, you get the worst of all worlds. You don't even 
get the status quo. 

So it does worry me. We desperately need people that are going to give leadership. You 
won't get that from the present breed of politicians we've got, State or Federal. But you've 
got to get back to a situation where people that are going to give some leadership are going 
to be encouraged instead of destroyed. 

RJ Does that statement include your son? 

COURT He's doing his best to give leadership. He's doing his best in a very difficult 
time to give leadership because he knows the philosophy, he knows the family views on 
these things; not to count the family cost but to work out whether it's right or wrong. I 
think he's doing some pretty brave things there, but on the other hand, don't forget he is 
only one! If we had the perfect world every minister would be a leader in his own right at a 
particular level with the supreme leader being the Premier. 

Don't forget in David Brand's day we had rather a remarkable combination of people, in a 
different world, of course, to what we're dealing today. So we were able to get out and 
give leadership and at the same time look after all the housekeeping stuff. I think we did it 
pretty well within our limits: the limits of finance, limits of organisation, using a very 
orthodox type of public service; very orthodox. Today they'd regard that as old hat, but it 
didn't do too badly [and served the State well]. 

The basic principles I don't think have changed at all. It's just the methods that are 
changing all the time. That's why, as I told these people last night, I'm scared stiff of 
computers. They're taking over and they're becoming the masters instead of the servant, 
and governments are very vulnerable to these things - VERY vulnerable. So you get this 
"management" of the politics rather than the leadership of the political scene. I hope 
Richard is able to win through on some of the things he's done - not by any interference 
by me, let me add - on judgments that he's made. 

For instance, he's got the Mabo thing right in terms of the interest of the Aborigines, the 
interest of the nation. But how do you handle this when you've got a political thug to talk 
to at Canberra who just wouldn't have the ability or the good sense to sit down and say, 
"Look, we've got a problem," not "I've got a problem," "You've got a problem," but 
"We've got a problem." There is an answer; there is an answer and it's a simple answer. 
But in solving that problem you want to really solve the problem of Aborigines. You've 
heard me on this before. It's not a question of land so much as a question of giving human 
beings a decent chance in life to lead a decent life, and that's what it all comes down to. 
Some people don't like it that way. 
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Have we covered the media enough? I don't know. 

RJ There's two things I want to ask you because you've been very open in your 
comments today. With the situation that Ken now faces, does it ever get to the stage where 
you think he might wish his brother was not Premier? 

COURT None of the family would say that they wished that I hadn't taken the step. 

RJ No, I'm sorry. I'm talking about Richard being Premier now. 

COURT I must have misunderstood your question, because it all flows from me 
going into Parliament. If one didn't have to have consideration for other things, of course, 
the ideal would have been for me to retire from Parliament and the Courts to retire from 
Parliament - the end of an experience. Then, of course, they could all set about pursuing 
their lives unencumbered and uninhibited by their father's antics in the political arena. But 
it wasn't to be. Rita and I got the biggest shock of our lives that any of the boys would 
want anything to do with it after they saw the demands it made on us for 29 years, and 
what it did to my own career. But they made the decision and so there it is, and I think 
Richard has done extremely well. He always had to carry the cross of his old man [having 
held high office] because that wouldn't have been appreciated by his colleagues. I know 
how they think and how they work, but he's been through all that and he's preserved his 
own integrity in the matter, and his own ideals and capacities in the matter. But none of 
the family would begrudge him doing what he's done. In fact, they all supported him going 
into Parliament. It was a decision by them which we weren't consulted about. We were 
told about it when they decided that Richard was the one. 

So no, there'd be no family second thinking on the matter at all and they just live with it. I 
think the real test, which I'm rather proud the way they've handled it, is that they do live 
with it and they've adjusted themselves to it. It means that it's going to inhibit their growth 
in a number of fields, but it's a sad fact of life. This is what happens when you get a family 
that gets involved in these things. 

Richard is at an ideal age when he became Premier. He's had business experience. He had 
the education first and he had postgraduate studies in America and in industry. Well then 
he had business experience which sharpens you up very considerably when you're risking 
your own money. Then he had that rather long stretch in opposition and now as Premier. 
He understands the realities of it, dealing with a Prime Minister like you've got, dealing 
with the other State Premiers that have all got their axes to grind. You're very much on 
your own and he doesn't seem to find it unduly burdensome. I don't think he worries 
unduly, although he does worry [as is natural]. 

It would be quite wrong of me to say I never worried. I used to sleep well but that's 
another matter altogether. But I used to get more worried about our own people, the 
problems you had to go through with the coalition. You've recorded much of it. If you 
were a born worrier you'd want to go and blow your brains out with some of the things, 
stupid things, that went on. But it's a test as to whether you've got the strength, spiritual 
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and moral strength, to cope with those things without getting all broken up about it. Then 
you become useless for everybody, including yourself. 

But that's the test and Richard gets his strength from his mother because she had that quiet 
strength. He's much more tolerant of people than I ever was or ever could be. He's much 
more forgiving than I'd ever be too, and that's not necessarily a good thing, by the way. 
The do-gooders would say that's a good thing, but when you're in this tough, tough world 
it's not altogether that good because people don't reciprocate. You've got to realise that: 
don't expect anything in return. 

RJ Is there any difference in the hurt that you would have felt at times when 
you felt you were being dealt with unjustly and unfairly by people, as compared with the 
hurt you would now feel on behalf of your son when that happens - be it Ken or Richard? 

COURT Oh, it's understanding would be the better word. You understand these 
things and you learn. When you know the chemistry of it all you're better able to stay with 
it and reason with it. It's a certain amount of wisdom, I think, that comes from experience, 
disappointments, failures in some cases. But you develop a - not exactly a tough exterior, 
but you develop a certain amount of moral strength to be able to see these things in proper 
perspective. You might get angry temporarily but you see things in their proper 
perspective, and above all you realise we're never going to be in a perfect world. 

There are times when you'd like to publicly intervene. You get so angry about the 
unfairness of something, the inaccuracies of something, the cruelties of some of the things. 
But as you've noticed, I refrain from doing that. There are some things going on in the 
nation at the moment that I feel very, very strongly about, but you've had to bite your 
tongue and keep out of it because of Richard. If Richard wasn't Premier, of course, I could 
be into it like a chicken into hot mash. But it would be quite wrong [in today's situation] 
because you'd find that the media, being as vicious as it is today, they would twist or bend 
certain things you said to try and give the impression you're in conflict with your own 
family or your own son. So therefore it's best you keep right out of it. 

Ri But you've also been quoted in the West in September '91 as being resigned 
but frustrated that your views did not get the media coverage they once had: "When you 
become a past Premier you are mighty past,' he said." This is the quote in the West, your 
words. 

COURT Well, that's fair enough. That's fair enough. I've never sought to get 
recognition from the media. When have I ever initiated anything with them since I've been 
in retirement, especially since Richard's been in high office, either as Leader of the 
Opposition or as Premier? 

'West, 28 Sept 1991. 
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RI But are there times of frustration when you would like to get your views 
across? 

COURT Well, I've already said that if Richard wasn't in the position that he's in, 
there are some aspects of public life in Australia, more particularly at the national level, 
that I'd be very active with, I'd be campaigning on. But you can't do that and it's a wise 
person that realises their limitations. Knowing the media as I do, that would be completely 
misused if I tried to get involved in a few things at the federal level, for instance. 

While the Liberal Party was in the mess it was in, you know with the [Alexander] 
Downer period, my gosh it was very hard to restrain oneself. But you couldn't confine it to 
that issue because they would be immediately seizing on to the "father of the Premier". It 
would be "the Premier's father" whichever way they expressed it, trying to give it the 
wrong slant. So I, publicly anyhow - not privately - but publicly I kept right out of it. 

The thing that worries me at the national level, particularly [is media bias]. It also applies 
at the State level here where you've got the one and only daily newspaper that's so 
jaundiced in its attitude towards Richard in particular, and the Liberal Party generally. But 
you get a newspaper like the Australian with an editor-in-chief in Paul Kelly who's 
absolutely overboard to Keating. Although he has some journalists that do try to introduce 
a balanced picture and he tolerates that up to a certain extent, his protection and support of 
Keating, for instance, to my mind is quite worrying from a national point of view. All the 
things that Keating is trying to do to this nation - the question of the Constitution [and 
federation], the question of the Aboriginal affairs - to my mind it's very, very dangerous, 
and that is prevailing [...]to a considerable extent, in much of the print [and other] media 
of this country. 

In other words, they've made up their mind that we need a different form of national 
government, the centralising of power which, if they stop to think for ten seconds, it could 
be to their detriment to have centralised power with somebody that had dictatorial 
tendencies. The division of power within this country of ours is tremendously important, 
especially when it's such a far-flung country with so few people. But I've watched with 
great interest this personal excessive commitment by the Australian (and it's not the 
Murdoch influence; it's the Kelly influence) to protect Keating at all costs. 

I know there's a strong personal bond there, but that's very dangerous if a newspaper is like 
that. That's the very thing that they would normally preach that doesn't apply. Friendships 
are one thing but when it comes to the principles of a particular medium of 
communication, it's another thing altogether. 

RI If we could look briefly at conservation, Sir Charles. It has been said of 
both the Queensland and the Western Australian Governments, that they have been.... this 
is talking about the 1966-81 period, in a book by Jupp: "Both governments have been 
relatively insensitive to environmental issues and hostile to organised environmentalists." ]  

James Jupp, Party Politics: Australia 1966-81. Allen & Unwin, Sydney, 1982, p.  66. 
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You've said to me before, and that's part of the transcript, "Human beings, and that's what 
a modern generation of extremists in the green movement and other movements overlook, 
that the human being has amazing capacity to overcome his problems." So again you're 
linking extremists in the green movement and so on. You've been criticised as being 
hostile to organised environmentalists. Do you not see a place for these people and are all 
people who care about the environment extremists? 

COURT Well, you've answered my question for me or made it easy for me. I've 
never regarded all of them as extremists, and I have no problem with people who are 
genuine conservationists. For instance, the greatest conservationists that I know are 
foresters, and I've had to live with them for a long, long time, work with them for a long, 
long time. Foresters in this State have been of world repute and I know their attitude 
towards forests. So, you know, all I ask of these people is that they take a balanced view. 

Now, when you've been in the job that I was in for so long, you become very conscious of 
the fact that people have needs and they're very demanding about those needs. As I was 
saying in a talk I had to give recently, the one thing that economists overlook, and the one 
thing that the conservationists like to ignore, is there is an in-built expectation in human 
beings that is going to be there whether you like it or not. We talk about the "good old 
days" and we talk about when we didn't have refrigerators, we didn't even have ice-chests, 
we had Coolgardie safes, and there was no air-conditioning; we talk about those things. 
Now you know and I know, that if you said to the world, said to Australians in particular, 
"Look, because of greenhouse effect, because of salinity, because of this, because of that, 
we're not going to have refrigerators any more, we're not going to have hot water systems 
except solar systems, we're not going to have washing machines, we're not going to have 
dishwashers, we're not going to have any of these things," they'd be laughed out of court. I 
mean they just wouldn't be given shrift at all. They wouldn't be given any joy at all, 
because there is this expectation that every generation goes up a notch. 

Now, I know you can't keep going forever, but you won't ever be able by decree to reverse 
these things because the expectation - the better house, for instance - is there whether you 
like it or not. My own boys, when they got married, they started much ahead of where 
we'd got after 40/50 years in married life. 

END OF TAPE 139 SIDE B 

1 This transcript. p. 74 
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COURT One of the limiting factors in my generation was that we were always 
brought up (or most of us were) to be very, very cautious about debt. That seems to have 
gone out the window these days and the credit is available so freely that people don't 
want to wait for anything. They want the lot: the dishwasher, the washing machine, the 
refrigerator, airconditioning, they want the lot. They want a decent sort of a car, they 
want a second car, and in some ways that's unfortunate because they miss a lot of fun in 
having to graduate into these things, and save for it and go without a few things. It's 
reflected in their children and it's getting worse. I notice with my grandchildren. 

But even if you keep that in moderation, you will not stop people wanting this, to enjoy 
this expectation and then the realisation of the expectation, with each generation having 
it a little better than the last. That in turn, of course, takes resources. 

Now I have said on many occasions, the human being has an amazing capacity to solve 
the problems of human beings, and that's where I'd fall foul of these extremists because 
they are, in my experience, extremists. As I say, I had very little problem with the 
ordinary decent person who was a conservationist, wanted the place looked after, not 
only picking up rubbish and that sort of stuff, but not doing stupid things that were going 
to destroy unnecessarily things that were part of the natural scene. One of my great 
anguishes was, we could never explain to these [extremist] people how we were just as 
conscious of these things as they were. The more decent people, the moderate people, I 
found them no problem if you talk to them. I mean, the salvation and the solution of the 
Alcoa problem was a classic example of ordinary, decent people being informed. That 
would never have been resolved by articles by academics, or by articles in the 
newspaper and that sort of thing - never been resolved. If they hadn't have taken 
ordinary, decent, sensible people, young and old, down and showed them with great 
frankness and integrity the truth about what was [done to the forests in mining bauxite] 
and [how things were restored, the constant wrangle about Alcoa would have become 
intolerable]. 

The ultimate was the award that Alcoa won internationally from an independent body. It 
made the conservationists so angry, they tried to stop Sir Ninian Stephen making the 
presentation because they said it was obscene that a mining company should have got an 
award for conservation. He tried to explain that it was the other way round. They should 
be delighted to think that a mining company had got this award. 

They were never prepared to listen or to find out some of the restrictions, some of the 
conditions that were imposed on mining companies, for instance, about restoration. Now 
I know in the old days the goldfields, Kalgoorlie goldfields, the eastern goldfields, all of 
these - Murchison - the whole lot of them, they're pockmarked with mines and shafts and 
things that are an absolute disgrace. But you've got to realise that at that time you had 
struggling little teams of miners. It might be a man and his mate or five or six of them 
working together, and all they wanted was to live - survive. In these dangerous little 
mines they'd be chasing seams of rich gold and that sort of thing, and what they left was 
not permissible. But it happened. 

Now there's more being done today to lay down conditions about mining. Instead of the 
old idea of "taking the best leave the rest", that went out the window when we came into 
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office in 1959, and you then had to mine the total resource. So whether you're taking out 
nickel, you're taking out gold or bauxite or anything else, it didn't matter, whatever you 
were taking out you had to mine it so that you took out all of that mineral. If our 
policies have been successful, when the next generation comes along there won't be any 
ugly dumps that can be treated and you make money out of it by new technology. The 
mineral should have all gone [so far as it was reasonably recoverable]. 

It will interest you to know the amount of work that's going on for instance, in the iron 
mines. They're huge. The very nature of them is you have to take out huge tonnages. The 
work that's being done there to rehabilitate is never spoken about. But I was up there a 
few months ago and having a good look at some of this work. Take Marandoo, for 
instance. From the day they started on Marandoo, they also started on the restoration 
program. For instance, they've even got groups of Aborigines they're training to drive 
equipment. It's a very wise system they've got. Instead of plunging them straight into a 
mine where they'd be a danger to everybody, they've got very well-trained teams and 
some superb trainers, with these little teams of Aborigines, going along the railway line 
rehabilitating areas that should never have been left like they are in the first place. 
They're rehabilitating these areas in a very skilful way; at the same time using it as an 
exercise in isolation to train these people, first of all to come on time and to be part of a 
work force, and secondly to use equipment like bulldozers and the other heavy 
equipment that you have, where they can't do a lot of damage and they can't be 
dangerous to other people, but they're learning. Those people, in the near future, will 
progressively be absorbed into the main work force - Aborigines, by the way, who 
otherwise would be just drinking their life away somewhere and doing nothing that 
mattered, but working under sensible people. I was very proud of these people who are 
training these Aboriginal people. 

I met some of the Aborigines too, by the way, and they're very proud of their work. You 
see it in their dress, you see it in the fact that they are very much part of the work force, 
part of the community, not "suffered" because they're Aborigines and put up with 
because somebody wants to be seen to be doing something, but genuinely training these 
[people to do meaningful] things. 

It's what I tried to do in 1963/64/65, which thanks to some stupid bureaucrats we weren't 
able to do it, but it's now being done by CRA at Argyle Diamonds. It's being done by 
Hamersley Iron (CRA again) in the Hamersley project. It's being done by some of the 
other people, and nothing said much about it. But you know it would do some of these 
conservationists good to know the things that are going on so that instead of just 
leaving it as they would have done in the old days, with a jolly great scar there, things 
are being done for two reasons. One is to be a good tenant and a good neighbour. The 
other one, of course, to make sure that it's all contoured to overcome what could be 
undesirable denigration of the land when you get these excessive rains. 

The Pilbara is a classic case. You get nothing, could be for a year, could be for more 
than a year, and all of sudden you've got the deluge they've got now. They live by that. 
There's nothing extraordinary about it. Without those cyclones you've got no water. You 
don't get the rains that you need. So you progressively learn ways of coping with those 
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things. That's not man-made, that's been there since the beginning of time, these 
cyclones that come, and without it you don't get your aquifers replenished and so on. 

But I used to get very, very angry with some of these people because they weren't 
prepared to listen, they weren't prepared to talk. When you could get hold of a group of 
them and explain what you're doing, you didn't have much trouble. But you've got these 
extremists. They don't want an answer, they want to stop everything and they feel good 
about it, and that's what used to make me angry about it. They would never tell you what 
they would do in lieu. It's the one thing they used to get nasty about. If ever you 
confronted them and said, "Righto, say we stop this thing. What are we going to do in 
lieu of it so people can survive, people can exist, people can have a living and people 
can develop the resources?" The other thing that I was always very conscious of was the 
fact that no nation today would be allowed to have the resources we've got unless they 
developed them. 

It might surprise you to know that the Labor government in the State and the Labor 
government in the Federal (and to their credit) during the war, became very conscious of 
the fact - I don't know who was their adviser but they became very conscious of the fact 
that when the war was over that there would be a lot of ex-servicemen and ex-
servicewomen who would have to be absorbed back into the work force. But the other 
thing that is very interesting, that they would have to demonstrate to the world that they 
owned Australia and could use Australia and perform in Australia [as a world citizen 
and make our resources available]. 

I don't know if you are aware of this, but the reason why Dumas was sent up to do the 
reconnaissance on the Ord (in the middle of the war mind, with all the crises of the war) 
was because they wanted to be able to demonstrate when the war was over that we were 
thinking of developing the whole of Australia. We were thinking of developing our 
resources, to be able to answer the pressures they anticipated that were going to come 
from the rest of the world about, "What are you doing with your country?" Now, I don't 
know who advised them but it's recorded officially as to why Dumas, the top engineer of 
the day, was sent up there to do the reconnaissance on the Ord. He went more than once, 
by the way, and on one occasion he nearly lost his life. 

But it always appealed to me, the fact that someone, somewhere in Canberra (and 
echoing back in Perth here) could see further than the urgency of the day-to-day things 
of war. I believe with all my heart that unless we are seen to be developing these things, 
that the world will come and tap us on the shoulder and say, "Look, sonny, this is the 
world we live in. You just can't lock these things up because you've got a few people 
that feel...." like R F X Connor said, "It will be worth more in the ground in 200 years 
time," but he could never answer what were people going to live on in the meantime. 

RJ That's the mining side, but just let's think of the forest side where we now 
know that the world needs trees to grow. To what extent in your busy life has Charles 
Court walked through an old-growth karri forest? 

COURT Look, I've been in them all my life. I've been in them all my life. I know 
more about them than most of these people that are hitting the headlines. 
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Ri And what effect does it have on you to walk through an old-growth karri 
forest? 

COURT Well, I was taught, I was taught, not by the companies that I was working 
for, but by foresters for whom I have a great regard, that a forest is like a human being. 
It has a life, and if you're going to sustain a community you have to have a sustainable 
forest. You see, all you hear about is woodCHIPS. Well, when we embarked on 
woodchips it was the best news I'd ever had, that we were going to.... first of all, we 
could be tougher about the amount of quality timber we took out of a log, and secondly, 
that we would have an outlet for the rubbish and the waste that came off the trees 
themselves, and the stuff that was in the forest. Sometimes with our trees, the genuine 
forester wants them removed so as to have a better forest. If you can turn that into a few 
bob, a few dollars, that otherwise you wouldn't get, it's not a bad thing because it's 
helping the overall economics of the industry. But don't forget all of these programs, 
right back to when I used to be down in the timber country four or five times a year, not 
for a day but for usually ten days at a time, these were all very much part of the 
philosophy of the people then who at that time, of course, didn't have the benefit of 
woodchips. 

RJ Yes, but practices have changed. Whereas in the forestry that you 
speak of and the sort of forest that you spoke of, it was a process of saying, "That tree 
can go, that tree can go," it is now clear felling, total clear felling of areas of land that 
will take hundreds of years to ever get anything like they were before they started. If you 
were still Premier and I knocked on your door and said, "Let's stop doing that and grow 
hemp," what would your response be? 

COURT I'd have no problem at all, because there are some forests that are still 
totally protected. You can't protect the lot. We're not like some of these countries in 
Brazil and some of these other countries round the world where you've got corruption 
and warlords that have got undemocratic dictatorial powers. We're in a different 
situation to that, and we've been very fortunate that we've had a forestry program that 
has worked on a policy of having sustainable forests. It's not new. You go back to the 
Lane Poole days and all of these people. I'm old enough to go back to the time when 
they were not only names but they were real people. We've been through a succession of 
outstanding foresters. I'm just trying to think of.... Bruce Beggs was the man I'm trying 
to think of, the last of the people we knew as a pure forester and who Burke got rid of, 
by the way, and put him into the Premier's Department. He then eventually decided to 
leave the government service, which I was very sad about. 

But I grew up with these men and if you're going to have a sustainable forest, you know 
you've got to take the longer view. Of course no-one likes to see a lovely tree felled, but 
how are you going to get on for building houses? How are you going to get on for lovely 
flooring? How are you going to get on for furniture and so on? The same people are 
trying to stop mining, don't forget, where you get your metals from. So it's not a question 
of just replacing timber with metals. 
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Therefore, somebody has to give a bit of leadership and we should be out talking more 
to a younger generation about sustainability of this and sustainability of that, and the 
good sense of this and the good sense of that, rather than extremist views. 

Now if somebody goes beyond that we've got to be the first to pull them up. I'd be the 
first to pull them up. I can take you down to some of the most beautiful karri trees, down 
in the south west there. When you tell a visitor that they are part of a man-made 
reforestation program, and that that tree that they're looking at is over 100 years old.... 
But, you know, we haven't done all that badly that somebody, even those days, when 
they didn't have the demand for the amount of timber that you have today, had the good 
sense to do something about it. 

This is where we badly need people who have got the ability and the public appeal, the 
public confidence, to come and talk about these things [in a balanced way]. If there's 
something that's basically improper, that is basically stupid from the point of view of the 
future of this country, then it's got to be dealt with. I mean, nothing could have been 
more difficult than the Alcoa thing because that's clear felling from the beginning, but a 
different sort of approach. But here, somewhere along the line, we must have done the 
right thing because they [Alcoa] get international recognition from a body which 
normally would be very reluctant to honour an organisation like them, but they were so 
impressed with what they'd done. We should be praising this sort of thing. 

I've told you something about this iron ore thing. Now, if you spent a few days there, 
going through this thing, you'd say, "Well, why didn't somebody tell me that?" You 
know, "Why didn't somebody tell me that?" because it's good not only from the point of 
view of just plain protection of the planet, protection of the earth, but it avoids erosion 
and all that sort of thing through wrong contouring and irresponsible people - 

irresponsible attitudes to all of these things. So I take the view, and always did take the 
view that if you're going to meet the expectations of human beings you've got to be 
prepared to work these assets. 

Now, coincidentally with that, in my own little way, because you're only one person and 
you've got good people around you, but there's very few people that seem to want to take 
some time off to think beyond tomorrow. I didn't do badly thinking about alternatives. 
What is the alternative to timber for paper? Some of the crops that we were 
experimenting with at the Ord, for instance, were to be substitute material for paper-
making. Now they will happen as long as people are encouraged to keep working and 
looking for these things. Then, of course, there's nothing more renewable than an annual 
crop or something that is recyclable or renewable over a very short term, whether it's 
two, three, four or five years. So therefore, you've got to keep looking out for these. 

Who was it that brought the French here to have a look at our tidal power when all you 
got was jeers and sneers from people - including the West Australian - [with cries of] 
"wasting money on this sort of thing?" But somebody had to find out and let's get 
somebody.... the only people in the world that have harnessed this sort of energy, and 
let's tell them what are the problems, what can be done, what's real. So we now know 
that when the time comes, IF the need arises, we've got that something to be harnessed. 
It won't be cheap. It will be tremendously costly [in capital terms]. Fancy having to build 
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the sort of plant that you would have to build at Secure Bay and Walcott Inlet with the 
tides you've got there, and the seas that you've got there and the monsoonal seasons and 
so on. It can be done but the important thing is to keep working on it. 

If I was Richard, for instance, I'd have that project reviewed every five years, including 
new technology available, and new methods of engineering and new methods of 
harnessing energy. My guess is that they won't harness the tides of the north for another 
50 years. But, for instance, the best predictions today are that petroleum runs out in 40 
years. It's only tomorrow! It's only a bit over a generation. 

Privately, I've been talking [about the projected limit of petroleum supplies] to everyone 
that's worthwhile that will stop and listen. "What are you doing about it?" [is my 
question] including to the oil companies themselves, which means talking to some of the 
senior people there. My retort to them is, "It's okay for you to say, "We'll look at that in 
due course," but you want to be part of the 'in the due course'. You want to be in the 
new thing. Well, the best way to be in the new thing is to invent it." 

Somebody has got to be talking about energy. People will still want motor cars, they'll 
still want aeroplanes to fly there. They'll want ships, they'll want trucks and cars, and all 
of them. They'll want power, electric power, in ever increasing quantities. 

The biggest problem confronting Asia, and particularly China, in the next generation, is 
energy because as their standards of living go up, the first thing that escalates at a 
dramatic rate is energy, energy demand, because they're going to learn all the bad habits 
that we've learnt. They'll want all the goodies that we've had and especially these days, 
when with modern communications they can see what the rest of the world has got. 

The big breakthrough of the Cold War with the USSR was the fact that all of a sudden 
their people started to see how people lived in America. If they'd have been in ignorance 
of all of that, they'd have probably gone on for ever like they were; like old Mao with his 
boilersuit and his train-driver's cap. You know, he's saying that if everyone is wearing a 
button-up tunic and an engine-driver's cap, everybody is happy. He went round wearing 
that sort of thing. So he wasn't running round in pinstripe suits and so on, and that was 
his theory. If you keep them all at that level everybody will be happy, but you can't do 
that any more today. It's going to get more difficult to deceive the people because it's 
going to be easier and easier to communicate with people anywhere in the world. 

So, summed up, I'm a great believer that leaders of communities are expected to provide 
for the future. They're expected to act responsibly. They're expected to use the resources 
at their disposal sensibly, and in an ever-improving way. I'd be the first to admit that we 
do things better now than we used to. I mean the process of gold extraction, for instance, 
was very inefficient and very crude. Today with things like carbon-in-pulp and the more 
efficient technical methods you've got, we have transformed the extraction of those 
metals, not only in gold but in other things too. 

The operation of power stations, even the coal ones today, is so much different to what it 
was 15/20/30/40 years ago, and that's how it should be. So I come back to where I 
started. Man's ability to solve his or her problems is quite amazing. If you ever get 



TAPE 140 SIDE A COURT 1878 

confronted with the situation when a crisis does arise, the ability to cope with that is 
quite remarkable; you can often turn what appeared to be catastrophic into a profit, 
because you're stopped in your tracks and you've got to do something about it. Maybe 
that's how we're going to resolve the energy situation when we really know that oil is 
running out. 

Up to date, one of the problems has been, or one of probably the blessings has been, that 
when they thought that they were getting near the end of the known oil reserves, people 
have found a great lot more. The discoveries of oil in the last 50 years, and in fact, the 
last 30 years, is quite remarkable because of the new technologies of search. We found 
that ourselves in our own State. We know we've got those huge reserves of gas in the 
Exmouth plateau off the coast in very, very deep water. Today, having petroleum below 
sea bed in water of two and three miles deep is not funny, but the need will be so great 
that we'll find a way of getting these HUGE known reserves of gas out of the ground. 
But that shouldn't stop us getting the alternatives. 

END OF TAPE 140 SIDE A 
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RJ With the situation today, if you were still Premier, what would 
you do about the protests that are going on, the split in the community over 
environmental issues? 

COURT Well, I hope I've convinced you that we weren't completely soulless 
about the whole thing. We were doing things. We never got any credit for it but we were 
doing much more than people realise, but with that background, starting today from 
where we'd got to, you could do even more in the future. I would be spending a 
tremendous amount of my energy and time and influence on getting this thing looked at 
in a much more professional, much more deliberate [and practical] way and be prepared 
to spend money on this sort of thing. 

Now, research is never a very attractive function to business or to government 
[especially if quick results are not expected]. We always like to think that somebody has 
found a way, that we'd pick up the paper one day and there's the answer. It's not quite 
like that. Those sort of people do exist but you've got to go and find more of them and 
you've got to encourage them and help them to be able to do it. 

Now, they're very frustrating from a businessman's point of view because you can't have 
a productivity test on them. I remember my great argument I had with Robert Holmes a 
Court when I was trying to get a very big sum of money out of him for some medical 
research of a very desirable nature, and I spent a lot of time with him. It was the time 
when I said, "You know it's time you made yourself respectable," like they used to in the 
old days of America when all of a sudden families that had made a lot of money, not 
always by the best of means, but they made money, and it's amazing how respectable 
they became through their foundations, through their hospitals, through their art 
galleries, and a thousand other things. So I suggested to him, with some brashness, that 
the time had come in his life when he started to (well, I used the word with a smile on 
my face) become "respectable". He got the message but he wouldn't accept it. He said, 
"These people, why should I give them my hard-earned money for them to go and play 
with their games?" He said, "You can never really check what they're doing." I said, 
"No, neither you should." So he said, "Why can't you give them a grant for a year and 
then come back and they prove to you that they've done well enough to want the next 
year and the year after?" I said, "We won't get it done because these people have got to 
live, and if they've proved to their peers that the quality of their research is such that it's 
to be commended, and it has a clear worthy objective - not finding out what happens to a 
clubfooted mouse or something like that, those things for which people get PhDs and all 
this sort of stuff, that's another thing. But these are people that have got great sincerity, 
great integrity, and they've got peers that are testing them all the time." 

"You've got to understand as a businessman, that they can go up one alley and they find 
it to be a blind alley, and they come back and they have to start again, and they do it 
again." They might do it again and they might keep on doing it. Some do it for ever, but 
all of a sudden some bloke does it and finds a way through. A classic example was 
Beecher when he was working in the State laboratories and he found out the route, not 
the complete technology, but the route to get the breakthrough to be able to go from 
ilmenite to synthetic rutile 36 experiments and 36 papers down the road and we got the 
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process which is now working and earning 30 times as much in export income as the 
original [unprocessed] product [can earn for the nation]. 

Anyhow I worked very hard on him with this. To explain that you've got to have people 
doing this with proper disciplines, bearing in mind that some might work all their life 
and achieve nothing. Others might go three, four, five times, and all of a sudden they get 
a breakthrough, they find a way through, and then maybe other brains can take over at 
that point. Some men are very good at discovery but not in development. It's a different 
mentality altogether. I never convinced him. He wanted something he could measure in 
terms of dollars and result [in short term gains]. 

But the sort of thing we've got to do to keep up with the rest of the world and encourage 
the rest of the world, is this very thing where some people will work on it for a lifetime 
and not achieve it, but they leave the path, they leave the tracks there, they leave the 
information there. I don't know if you know the work, The Life of Goldsworthy, the man 
who got the George Cross. He was a Western Australian, Lieutenant Commander and I 
think his rank was in the Royal Australian Navy. Goldsworthy was an absolute 
legendary figure that's not long since dead. He was the man that found the answer to the 
buzzbombs, the German bombs when they dropped one that didn't explode, the Allies 
had to have these men, and I think the bravest of the brave would have to go in there and 
find the secrets. If you know the secret of the bomb you can work out the antidote, how 
to deal with it. 

The interesting thing about it, that he [Goldsworthy] would be working away on the end 
of a landline, probably half a mile or more away from where people were all nice and 
safe. Everything he did and saw was recorded, the tiniest little thing. So that if he got 
blown up and he was only halfway through [his task] they at least knew where to start 
from where he'd left off. As it happened, of course, he was one of those that was able to 
go right through and find the answers. 

So it's tremendously important that you have people that are doing this sort of work 
AND, even if they're not successful, you've at least got something of a credible nature 
from which they can go forward. I believe this is the sort of good work that should be 
done by governments and private enterprise industries themselves. Take the oil industry: 
they should be doing something of this nature, and encouraged to be doing it and seen to 
be doing it. I'm sure that it would be doing something [of importance] for mankind of 
the future [to enable him] to meet these added expectations. You've no idea what you'll 
find in the meantime. 

As I was telling a mining group at the launching of that book about Telfer the other 
night, Telfer is a classic example of seeking and finding in an area which had been 
professionally written off as having no mineralisation. Some people who hadn't heard 
the message went out and looked and looked, suffering great privation. They found 
something which proved to be one of the great [gold] mines of the world (1 think it's 
probably about number three today) and previously would have been written off. 
Somebody had the good sense to go out and do it. 
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So, in a nutshell, I would be stepping up the amount of research, conscious research and 
study that's being done. Not do it only here, by the way. Be prepared to put real money 
aside to go and join with others in Australia and overseas, because it's a universal 
problem. It's a universal problem. [The test is to unlock resources on conditions that are 
realistic and permit economic development on adequate terms to look after the needs of 
people.] 

RJ Sir Charles, with the Environmental Protection Authority, early in 
the 1980s the two key positions in the EPA were divided and split, which it is claimed 
was a move that failed,1  and then they came back together again. Then, of course, you've 
got in the Richard Court government's time that split occurring again. Do you know why 
the split was decided on in the first instance and why it failed? 

COURT I couldn't be precise about the finer print of it because I'm not that good. 
But to my mind, it's very important you don't have too much power in one man's hands. 
There's another department (nothing to do with the environment at all) that I've been 
watching with great interest because of my interest in music, where you've had a person 
who's had an extraordinary situation under Labor Governments where she sat on a great 
mass of subsidiary committees, all of them, and their recommendations went to her 
sitting at the throne of grace. 

Now [laughs] just imagine yourself sitting on those committees. You know that if you 
want to get your money, or you want to get your project through, that she's sitting there 
watching. Then when this and this and this and this, say, four, five, six, seven, eight 
different bodies put in, they're going to be all flowing into the same person. 

Now, I don't care how good she is, or was, it just doesn't work. I mean, human beings 
are human beings. We all think we're honest, honourable people. We all think we're fair 
people, that we're generous-minded. We all think we're pretty good, but it doesn't work 
like that. Human beings are what they are, human nature is what it is, and therefore 
you've got to be very careful in an organisation that's playing with a multiplicity of 
things, that one person doesn't get into a position where he's far too influential, and you 
have the Caesar to Caesar thing. 

So my feeling always would have been to have a divided authority, even if the person to 
whom they went was the minister himself, which in many cases is what it is - many 
cases it is. But if you wanted to have something interposed, well then that's another 
matter. Don't forget, with all this talk about environmental protection, it was our 
government that brought down the first environmental legislation, brought down in a 
hurry I admit, and not all that well rounded off because the main thing was to establish 
the principle. It was us that negotiated with Brian O'Brien to come here in the time when 
he was with NASA. 

In addition to that, things were happening in the environment, quite regardless of 
legislation. Some of these extremists, they don't admit it, they won't admit it. They think 

West 27 April 1993. p.  1 
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they're holier than thou, you know, they're God in these things, and they make me very 
angry because of their so-called omnipotence that they like to assume. 

But I became very worried when I saw the extraordinary power wielded by the one man 
within the EPA. Now I've had no say in it at all, for good reasons, no influence 
whatsoever, but knowing what some of the potential developers were suffering, and 
decent people who wanted to do the right thing, I could understand how they were being 
absolutely frustrated. I think if you could get behind the scene you'll find that the Labor 
Government that was living with that position, was also equally frustrated and getting 
very, very worried about it, because if you've got this Caesar to Caesar stuff, I tell you 
it's not good. 

Now, let me qualify that. If you had the Archangel Gabriel (or his equivalent in human 
life) doing that job, of course it would work, because you'd have a person of great 
competence and great integrity. But when you get a person that has a degree of 
vindictiveness about him, or a degree of excessive opinion about his own omnipotence 
in the matter, of course it's dynamite. Even if you split the two, I can tell you, you're still 
going to have personalities come into it. Human beings will never, never change. As I 
was telling the bankers last night, I said, "Realise that you're dealing with people, not 
computers, not just security and assets and balance sheets, you're dealing with people, 
and the great bankers of my generation came out of the people who placed more value 
on the personal equation than they did on assets." 

A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library Building on 14 
March 1995. 

RJ Sir Charles, in talking last time you spoke of the training of Aboriginals 
by mining companies, and you went on to say: "It's what I tried to do in 1963/64/65 
which thanks to some stupid bureaucrats we weren't able to do it, but it's now being done 
by CRA and Argyle Diamonds."1  What was the catch with the bureaucracy? 

COURT Well, I had a bright idea when we were going to embark on all of this 
development in the North, bearing in mind there was nothing there before, that we might 
be able to use the mining industry to replace what used to be done by the pastoral 
industry. It was much more logical for them to be able to pay a proper wage for 
somebody doing a job in a mining operation than it was in the pastoral industry, where it 
was a seasonal thing and you had a whole series of family groups, could be 100, could 
be 200 people on a station. It made good sense [at the time], as long as they got properly 
cared for with food and quarters and medicine and that type of thing for them to do some 
work on the station: fencing, cattle, wells, windmills - whatever it might be. 

You know the story, of course, of the award coming in2  which was the beginning of the 
denigration of the Aborigines [in the North]. The difference between what they were and 

'This transcript, p.1873 
2A reference to a decision in a federal court in 1965 when an award was handed down "which prescribed that 
by the end of 1968 all Aborigines employed in the pastoral industry should receive the same wages as other 
workers." Bolton in Stannage. 1981, p.  166. 
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what they became was chalk and cheese and you don't blame the pastoralists for this. 
This was forced on them very stupidly without any regard for the practicalities of the 
thing, but that's now history, and much of the alcohol problem that we have today came 
out of that unrealistic decision that never even gave them a chance to phase it in, or 
handle it in a much better way than it was handled. So I thought, well, here's a chance 
with these mining companies operating both at the ports and away from the ports, that it 
should be possible to gradually incorporate the better Aborigines into the system. 

So I went to the mining companies. In this case I went to Hamersley. I said, "Now, I'd 
like to take this along gently and realistically. It wants some cooperation from you, but I 
had in mind that we would select, say, ten, twenty, whatever it might be, a workable 
number, and you will introduce these people into the mines," preferably at the mining 
end which I thought would be easier than at the port end. There's so many tasks like 
gardening, watering, vehicle cleaning, all that type of thing, and when people learn to do 
that, they can then be graduated into better things. 

The first and foremost thing was to get people to come every day on time, and stay all 
day. In other words, to get used to going to work, get used to being there for the full day, 
being used to the hours, and in other words, they were going to be work-trained just like 
you have somebody house-trained, you know. 

So they were receptive. They said, "We hear what you say and we think it would be a 
good idea and if we can take it along quietly we can absorb a target number, and then as 
they are absorbed or drop out, as the case may be, then we can bring in another batch." 
We initially estimated that if we had a ten per cent success ratio, we'd be doing well, but 
bearing in mind that that would escalate. As you started to build on strength and build on 
success it has a compounding effect and you get more and more people that are used to 
this and they start to get into the pattern of the hygiene and all of that sort of thing, and 
working with an ordinary work force. 

Don't forget, at that time the biggest problem we had with Aboriginal assimilation was 
hygiene. People run away from that but they shouldn't. It was the great problem. When I 
used to go to the missions and things like that, and you had to have morning tea or lunch 
at some of these places, some of the young staff I'd take with me you could see them 
visibly shocked when they found that they were supposed to join with me and some of 
the Aborigines [for a meal] on some of these missions, bearing in mind they were the 
best of them. But they soon learnt that it wasn't as bad as it looked. So with that 
background, I think you can understand it was a fairly delicate operation. 

Now, I didn't get very far. The company was quite happy to do it but we then ran into 
trouble with, I think it was called the Native Affairs Department at the time. I'm not sure 
of that, when the change took place to Aboriginal Affairs instead of Native Welfare or 
Native Affairs. I went along with my great scheme thinking I'd be embraced. It was a 
great scheme, let's join together, let's work on it. I had in mind that maybe in three years 
time we might have 100 of them working earning full wages for doing what they were 
doing and hopefully graduating into greater things. [That would be great.] 
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Well, I got the biggest rebuff I've ever had in my life. I wanted them to select a group 
(twenty was the figure I named) who would be regarded as the more appropriate ones 
because of their record, their general bearing, and their general attitude towards their 
family and their communal life, to join in this exercise of first of all having to probably 
go to live at the workplace and go home weekends, or might even be near enough to 
commute. That would be the exception rather than the rule. 

They said, "We're not going to select ten, twenty - who are we to do that?" They said, 
"Advertise and you'll have to select them on a face, employ them on a face. We're not 
going to select them for you." I said, "Well, what are you there for? If you don't know 
the ones there that are capable of employment, who does? What are you paid for? My 
understanding is that you should be in and out to these various communities; you'd have 
leaders that you could talk to and join with them, and they would say, Right-o, here's 
ten, twenty or more names who we believe are a good lot to start with," bearing in mind 
that we'd suggested that a ten per cent success ratio was going to be good in the initial 
waves. That would go up to fifteen/twenty, and then much higher later on. But we had to 
be patient. 

So they just wouldn't join with it, and the companies said, "Look, we're not going to go 
just advertising like we do ordinary labour," and what's more, the department not only 
refused to cooperate in identifying people who would be suitable to have trials in the 
work force, but they insisted that they be recruited simultaneously with the ordinary 
work force. I thought I could win that one because these fellows had never applied for a 
job. They knew nothing about unions, they knew nothing about the type of work they 
had to do. If we advertised for a shovel operator or we advertised for a bulldozer 
operator or a truck driver, as the case may be, were they going to line up for that sort of 
thing? Whereas we were going to hand-pick the type of things they could do. 
Admittedly they'd be menial tasks initially, but that made sense, and anyone that had 
ability could graduate. 

Down the Great Southern and South West for years and years you've had a lot of 
Aborigines operating within municipal councils, operating heavy equipment, driving 
trucks, and doing it very well as ordinary workmen. But it didn't happen overnight. So 
the companies said, "Look, we're so busy developing mines, so busy getting into 
production, if they [the department] are not going to help us we can't be bothered," and 
fair enough. You can imagine the pressure that people were under. 

I tried the same thing out with Bert Rodgers at Mt Newman who was a very reasonable, 
sensible community-minded man. He was the man who had the foresight to put in a 
nursery when they started to develop the mine, before there was ever any town or 
anything like that. So he was a man that could think that way, [but we could get 
nowhere]. 

So we didn't get anywhere with it at all. I, perhaps, should have reopened the matter a 
little way down the track when things got a little more organised. I could have probably 
got more support from the minister further down the track, as a Cabinet decision, as a 
government decision. But all of these things have to be taken along quietly just like the 
community legislation we brought in. Medcalf and I personally introduced it into the 
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Broome area in the missions around there, with the support of the missionaries, and also 
with the support of the magistrate in Broome, who was absolutely marvellous. His name 
was Howard, I think. He was absolutely marvellous the way he joined with us and 
actually brought them [Aborigines] into the court so they could see the procedures that 
were followed and then demonstrate simplified procedures and all of that sort of thing. It 
was a great success. 

But unfortunately when I dropped out the community legislation wasn't pursued the 
same way. Instead of taking one or two at a time and getting success building on success 
it was not handled the right way. You've got to make haste slowly with these things and 
Medcalf and I treated that as a very interesting exercise. We were very patient, and 
where we managed to get the legislation into these Aboriginal communities it was a 
very successful effort. 

Now, that was another version of what I tried to do in the early '60s, you know, when we 
were getting ready to get the projects developed. Bear in mind, the real breakthrough 
occurred in March '65. In the meantime, it had been preparation, negotiation and 
preliminaries and all that sort of thing, but that's when we got the all-clear - March 1965 
- for the whole of the iron ore concept to go ahead. [I have recorded separately the 
famous meeting in Tokyo with all the Japanese Steel Company presidents out of which 
the all clear to proceed was given.] 

The matter has resurfaced, [i.e. the organised employment of Aborigines] I have to say, 
not because of any initiative of mine and I don't think because of any initiative by the 
government, but because of the initiative of Argyle Diamonds - that's CRA's diamond 
project out of Kununurra. They decided that they'd experiment very much along the lines 
that we wanted to do with Hamersley and Newman, bearing in mind Argyle, like 
Hamersley, is also a CRA company which is very interesting. But they decided to take 
the initiative and they went into Turkey Creek and the places round there. They provided 
a bus to take those that volunteered to go into the mine on a Monday, and the theory was 
very simple. The bus turns up, those who want to come, go [to Argyle]. They're going to 
come back on the Friday. Those that were still up there on Friday were brought back to 
their families for the weekend. 

END OF SIDE B TAPE 140 
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COURT They came home to their families on the weekend. 

The real test came the next week as to which ones turned up on the Monday that had 
been the previous week. They're the ones that had got the message and accepted the fact 
that you had to submit yourself to the disciplines of the work force. You had to be there 
on time and the bus was a good way to measure it; take them there and bring them back. 
[Gradually the numbers built up.] 

Now, of course, this was long after I was out of office and I went out and had a look at 
the way it was working. They were doing extremely well. They naturally had a big 
percentage of fallouts the first few weeks until you eventually settled down to a bus load 
of people, and they used to live at the mine - that is the diamond mine. They used to 
enjoy all the privileges of the place. The food was good and the accommodation was 
good. Now they started off doing things like cleaning trucks, gardening, general 
cleaning up of the place and gradually as they proved themselves they were given more 
responsibility. 

Now just at the time that I was up there, the Aboriginal Affairs started to put their bib 
into it. They wanted to know why these people weren't driving the big trucks that were 
going up to the mine face, and the shovels and that type of thing. The manager was a 
very patient man and a good man. He had to explain that some of that equipment is 
worth a fortune, and it's not only the cost of repairing it if somebody doesn't know how 
to handle it, but it's the time you lose out of production. So you train a man, whether he's 
white or any other colour at all, you train him so that when he does go in there as an 
operator you've got a reasonable chance that he's going to be able to operate the 
machine, not only safely for himself, safely to the other people working in the mine, but 
also will respect the machine so that the machine gets the maximum life in between 
maintenance. 

So it was explained that of course these fellows will graduate to these things but you 
can't just put them there [prematurely]. This is not racism, this is not discrimination, just 
because one of these fellows you brought in from Turkey Creek is not driving a truck at 
the mine face, a big truck which is quite dangerous if you don't know how to do it or 
you've got a [huge mechanical] shovel which is even more dangerous if you don't know 
how to do it. So I was rather pleased to see that the company on its own initiative had 
taken up this challenge. I don't know how many they've got there now but I would be 
surprised if they haven't got an increasing number. 

Hamersley are doing it differently again and I thought it was marvellous what they were 
doing when I was up there for the opening of Marandoo. I went and had a look at some 
of these things, and they have very carefully selected supervisors. That's important - 
people with patience, people of experience. They were using the rehabilitation of some 
of the track, some of the erosion and other things alongside the railway track, to meet 
their commitments for leaving the place in good order, and getting these people together 
in very simple work but nevertheless learning to use some of the bigger equipment and 
graduating into this. And so one day all of a sudden they'll be skilled at it through this 
on-the-spot practice/training and they'll go into the mine. But it's ajob that calls for a lot 
of patience and you hope that a percentage of them will say, "This is the life for me and 
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my family," and they will virtually divorce themselves from the rest of the [Aboriginal] 
people. 

Ironically, for the same reasons as some [white] people found it difficult to associate 
with the Aborigines, mainly on this question of hygiene (I don't know why we run away 
from [this question]) once [Aboriginal] people get that message they don't want anything 
else. These people that were, for instance, taken from Turkey Creek and working in the 
Argyle Diamond Mine, they would have to conform to the normal hygiene standards and 
they'd find it's pretty good. I bet they found it a damned sight better than when they went 
back to their families. Hopefully, they would insist on the same standards. 

But I just mention that. It was a disappointment. Maybe I should have persisted more 
with it originally but I was terribly disappointed. With all the pressure I was under at the 
time in negotiating new projects and getting them launched and pacifying everybody 
that the right amount of Australian component was going in, all of these things, [I had to 
temporarily abandon Aboriginal employment.] My job was a never-ending one, you can 
imagine! Pretty exciting days but pretty wearing sort of days and you couldn't take much 
time off to do this sort of thing [i.e. Aboriginal employment]. I thought that the 
Aboriginal Affairs or the Native Welfare (whatever their name was) would have been 
into this like a chicken into hot mash - you know: "At last we've got something to work 
on!" But I have to say they would not respond at all. Perhaps I should have made an 
issue of it in Cabinet and the minister concerned should have been made to do it 
personally but I don't apologise for it because of the pressure that I was under. I was 
putting my oar into too many people's things at the same time anyhow so as to get things 
moving under the "one-stop shop" system. 

RJ Sir Charles, if we could look at some aspects of your Cabinet over the 
years. We dealt with it in Dave Brand's time but this is looking at your premiership. We 
have Ray Young becoming the Parliamentary Secretary of the Cabinet in a position that 
was created in 1975, with a salary that was equivalent to that paid to the Deputy Leader 
of the Opposition. I wondered how that came about? 

COURT It came about because we saw what they were doing in Victoria and I had 
a word with [Rupert] Hamer and Lindsey Thompson. They said that it had worked very 
well for them, that it was a means whereby they could lift somebody out of the back 
bench and give them a responsibility and see how they performed; in more ways than 
one, I might add. There wasn't a lot of remuneration that went with it but it was a certain 
amount of prestige and hopefully it would give you an indication of the talents of the 
individual and their capacity to respond to the challenge. 

One thing you had to be very careful of, and that was the fact that an honorary minister 
is not a full minister, he's not a substantive minister, and likewise the Parliamentary 
Secretary (and we're talking now about parliamentary secretaries) has no ministerial or 
other positions. It doesn't involve a lot of day-to-day work. That's probably wrong; it 
really involves as much as the incumbent wants it to involve. Really speaking he 
becomes the secretary of the Cabinet making sure that all the minutes are properly 
circulated in good time, which is a job normally done by the under secretary but has 
some overriding responsibility. Also hopefully having somebody that will have a bit of 
political sensitivity about it. In other words, make sure that the machinery of Cabinet is 
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working well; it's no more than that. That's where we got the idea. I had a talk to 
Victoria about it and we decided to give it a try. 

RJ And how did it work out for you? 

COURT It didn't really make all that much difference frankly. It was a rather 
strange situation where the incumbent had to make it whatever he wanted to make it. If 
he had had some imagination and initiative and made it his business to, for instance, 
study the Cabinet minutes which he had access to (a backbencher would never see them 
but he'd have access to them) and the follow-up of those minutes, he would be learning a 
tremendous lot and getting a tremendous knowledge of all the departments. 

The duty that I gave them, additional to the normal duty of just sitting in the Cabinet 
room (they didn't sit around the Cabinet table, by the way, they sat at a separate bench 
alongside the Premier), the duty that I gave them was to audit the policy progress. In 
other words, they had to take the [election] policy document or any new policies we'd 
announced and then pursue them with the different departments and the different 
ministers. Every quarter I used to get a report to Cabinet as to what progress we'd made, 
and it was a good job for the Parliamentary Secretary. If he handled it properly it gave 
him contact with all the ministers and all the departments. 

As I said, it was really what the incumbent made of the job. Some people could treat it 
as just a little extra bit of money for very little work, others could treat it as a learning 
curve. I don't recall any of them that really got the spirit of it. Although they got goaded 
from time to time by me, they never seemed to capture the spirit of how they could turn 
it to great [mutual] advantage. They could get to know the ministers better, they could 
become known as helpful to the minister and could actually assist him when he was 
pursuing policy matters, to help him with the research so that he could report to Cabinet. 

This quarterly review of the policy was terribly important from my point of view 
because you've got to tick these things off very quickly after you've started a new term. 
Hopefully by the time you're halfway through you've ticked them all off anyhow. It was 
very convenient if you had these reviews whenever you were under challenge in 
Parliament or in the media: "What have you done about this? What have you done about 
that?" You should have an up-to-date report on it. 

It would, on occasions, disclose things that you couldn't do, and that was important 
because you seize a moment, either in Parliament or through the media or some 
announcement out of Cabinet as to why something couldn't be done and hopefully 
demonstrate something better was being done. I didn't find that very difficult. I 
remember one thing in education: the exact detail I can't recall but it was to do with high 
schools. What we set out to do in '74 wasn't possible in one bite and so we worked with 
the education authorities who explained what could be done as against what we'd said 
we were going to do. I can't remember any great sweat about that; that is, moving into 
something that was realistic and possible and achievable, and actually achieved, as 
distinct from just letting the thing lie and then have somebody come up to you when 
you're running up to the election: "What happened about this? What happened about 
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that?" Well, a Parliamentary Secretary to Cabinet was intended to keep checking on that 
all the time and be responsible for these quarterly reports. 

I have to say, from memory, that it never achieved as much as I wanted it to achieve. I 
think, and I'm perhaps being a bit presumptuous, most of those who held the position 
over the years would say that it wasn't what they thought it was going to be. I think they 
had some idea of it being much more grand than it was. They didn't seem to understand 
that being lifted out of the ruck to actually be part of the Cabinet structure was 
important, for instance, attending our Cabinet Christmas function, all of that sort of 
thing. They were regarded very much as part of the Cabinet structure. I think most of 
them thought, well, this means I'm going to be a minister as soon as there's a vacancy, 
and it wasn't solely for that purpose at all. It was meant to be a learning curve and the 
Premier doesn't have a lot of time to be taking these people by the hand. The deputy in 
Des O'Neil's day was very good. He was always very helpful to these people. Also I 
think probably the other backbenchers felt, well, that was another ministerial vacancy 
gone when a Parliamentary Secretary to Cabinet was appointed. 

I really would have to be quite honest and say I don't think we achieved the full purpose 
that we originally intended. The idea was good but like so many other things it comes 
down to the incumbent. 

RJ Do you feel strongly enough about that to say that it was a position that in 
hindsight you wouldn't have appointed again, or did you find enough benefit to justify 
it? 

COURT In retrospect I would say that we would still make the appointment. I also 
think that, in retrospect, I would have made the Parliamentary Secretary more under the 
control of the deputy too. He would probably have more time than the Premier to use the 
person concerned. No doubt the deputy could have - and other ministers but particularly 
the deputy could have influenced the greater use of the man, and that may be where we 
failed, that we didn't make him the apprentice, as it were, to the deputy so that he would 
be finding things for him to do, working with different ministers, and there again testing 
the man out. If he started to say, "Well, you know, I'm only getting a few dollars a year 
more than a backbench member, why should I do all these things?" you knew you hadn't 
got the right man. 

RJ To go back to the first incumbent who, of course, resigned, and we have 
discussed Ray Young under the Tresillian affair, but he was spoken of from time to time 
(and Phillips has also quoted this) as a prospective Premier one day.1  Did you ever see 
him in that light? 

COURT No, never. He at one stage looked as though he would be a person to go 
to higher things. He had a group promoting him and after a while I noticed they gave it 
away. But he had, I think, developed a certain leadership role amongst some of the 
backbenchers and this encouraged me to think that he might have more potential than he 
had. He was a chartered accountant so he had that basic qualification. In fact that's one 
of the reasons why I put him into a portfolio eventually where there was a lot of 

'Phillips in Black, house on the Hill, 1991. p.  212. 
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financial responsibility. I thought that that would be good background, good training for 
a portfolio that was a very big spender. That didn't quite work out. Money people are all 
right up to a point but you've got to have financial disciplines together with imagination 
in getting things done. There's nothing worse than an accountant who's just an 
accountant, full stop. 

I never saw him going on because the Tresillian incident I think shattered his following 
within the parliamentary members. The MINISTERS - not me but the ministers, some 
of the more senior ones I know got hold of him and had a talk with him when he was 
putting on a tantrum about it. I had identified the influence that was working on him and 
that had got him committed to make the stand that he did and I realised it was not 
healthy, not only from our point of view but from his point of view. I was very 
interested watching some of the ministers, the way they quietly said to him, "Now, don't 
be stupid, don't be foolish, don't burn your boats behind you." They were very sensible 
about the whole thing. On the other hand, they weren't very cut-up when it happened. To 
their credit, I thought they did it very well. 

RJ You have the appointment of June Craig as a minister in your 1977 
Cabinet and that was the first time a woman had been a minister since Florence Cardell-
Oliver, in the Lower House. I wondered how that appointment came about? There is 
obviously always going to be the suggestion that she got the job because she was a 
woman and you were making a statement or something. 

COURT I knew that, and my colleagues knew that too, but when do you make the 
break? If we'd had more than one woman of quality, well, we'd have probably appointed 
more than one, but.... can I express it another way? If we'd have had two backbench 
candidates who were Tweedledum and Tweedledee in terms of ability, personality and 
that sort of thing, the woman would have got it. I mean I think that's fair and proper for 
me to say that, that if you had Tweedledum and Tweedledee you've always got to have a 
circuit-breaker and the circuit-breaker would have been the fact that she was a woman 
and we hadn't got a woman and hadn't had one since Cardell-Oliver. So to that extent, 
and that extent only, it would have had an effect. 

As it happened it was an easy appointment to make purely on the merits of the case. I'm 
not passing a judgment now about her success as a minister. I'm only just making a 
comment on things as they were when the appointment was made so I had no 
reservations about it. The position in her case was that I'd seen a fair bit of her before 
she came into Parliament as a very active member in the south and I'd seen her as a 
candidate. I think I've told you I had more trouble with the women in that electorate than 
with the men. 

Ri Yes, you have. 

COURT Sawmills, SEC and all that sort of thing, which rather shocked me, but I 
found out the reason for that. 
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However, I then watched her work and whatever little jobs she was given she came 
through very well. She was an articulate person and she was a minister that looked good 
when she represented the government somewhere. You've got to watch these things, and 
she had a very good public appearance, a good speaking voice on radio, TV and so on, 
and so she seemed to have all the attributes and then was duly appointed. 

Mr Jamieson was very, very disdainful of her appointment and immediately branded her 
as an appointment of convenience. But it's to his credit that twelve months down the 
track, one day he did say (it was his rough and ready method of an apology): "Well, you 
know, twelve months ago I thought that the minister for" whatever she was, "was only 
appointed because she was a woman, but I have to say now that she has proved that she 
was appointed on merit." I forget the exact words, but that's the import of it, and it was 
quite an interesting comment. 

Jamieson did these things. He was basically, I think, a fairly decent sort of a bloke. He 
was inclined to be a bit rough and ready and he had a bit of a thing about a few things 
but you could do plenty worse. As I've told you before, I can't recall a case where he 
ever went back on his word, and you always felt comfortable in dealing with him on 
things that mattered, even if he did have his funny little nasty ways on some things, but 
on the things that mattered I always found him good. I think that's indicative of 
Jamieson, the way that he made that statement in the Parliament about June Craig. 

RJ How was she treated in Cabinet by her male colleagues? 

COURT Oh, treated very well. She was fairly popular with them all. At one stage 
in her career some of them got a bit worried because she was trying to demonstrate a 
degree of toughness that most women of that time felt they had to demonstrate, that they 
were capable of being tougher, and in some ways more objectionable, than a man. It was 
stupid because if they only stopped to think, they could get more by the wiles of a 
woman - you know, getting things done. After all, it's results not headlines you want. 
But at one stage I did have to talk to June because she was inclined when she was 
dealing with her colleagues, backbenchers in particular, and also with other people, that 
she seemed to adopt this attitude that she had to demonstrate that she might be a woman 
but she would be tougher than the men, sort of a thing. But she's an intelligent person 
and whilst none of the ministers did everything you wanted, I think she justified her 
appointment. 

Ri Was she a future Premier? She was, of course, defeated at the 1983 
elections, but did she have the capacity to be a Premier? 

COURT I don't think so. She didn't have that type of personality or forward-
looking.... I forget, it's very hard to describe it but she didn't quite have the sort of things 
that you expect in such a person that would be talking in the grander scale, the bigger 
vision of putting all these things together. But don't get me wrong, there were plenty of 
others that were performing much worse than her. I'll come back to what I've said 
before, you don't get much to choose from, so she wouldn't have been the worse thing 
they could have done by any means, but I never saw her as being that sort of person. 
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Capable in doing the particular tasks of a given portfolio but on the other hand there's 
very few people you see that have that sort of bigger vision, bigger perspective, for the 
leadership role. 

END OF TAPE 141 SIDE A 
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RJ We have the episode in July 1978 when one of your ministers, Bill 
Grayden, resigned as Minister for Labour and Industry. He actually pleaded guilty on 
that occasion to charges of unlawful assault and unlawful damage. He was later 
reinstated to the ministry, "despite Grayden's occasional dissent from the party lines" 
(this is Phillips again), "one experienced observer dismissed suggestions he could be 
labelled as an Independent in recent Parliaments, describing him as a 'Liberal through 
and through'. Another long-time colleague considered Grayden had been 'courageous, 
fearless and tireless in his efforts for people'."1  What was your assessment of Bill 
Grayden? 

COURT Well, I brought Bill Grayden into the Cabinet because he was the ideal 
ruckman. When you're selecting a Cabinet it's not much different to a footy team, you 
know, you have your show ponies and you have those that put in a solid performance 
every week, and then you have those that take on the rough stuff and.... well, they 
mightn't revel in it but they do it as though they do. Also I probably gave Bill Grayden a 
higher IQ than most people did. I felt that he was a man that must have read a lot 
because right out of the blue he'd come out with some quite important and interesting 
and learned summaries of a thing. He had a very good capacity to take a problem and to 
gnaw at it and work on it. He and Clive Griffiths used to be very, very close and I think 
they had an influence on one another. 

One of the problems that people were worried about Bill was that he was inclined to 
enjoy himself a bit and drink a bit much, but it's now history that he made a commitment 
in respect of those things and as far as I was concerned he did it very well. 

He also was a most conscientious minister and one of the great problems a Premier had 
was to get the ministers to read the minutes and you get a mighty heap of paper. They 
start to pour in by Thursday and you've got to have them all round to the minister before 
Friday so they've got the weekend to study them. To have a minister that conscientiously 
studies his minutes in detail, it's a godsend because the poor old Premier, he's supposed 
to know all about them all. They get dumped on his table and I've told you about the 
Sunday night thing, from 7.00 to 12.00 usually, with the under secretary and the typist, 
just going through [the Cabinet Minister]. Ring up ministers at 9 o'clock, 10 o'clock, 11 
o'clock when you weren't satisfied about their minute which was going to be on the 
agenda the next day. 

So it was wonderful if you had somebody, even one, but preferably two or three 
ministers, who actually read all minutes and asked questions, weren't prepared just to 
assume, well he knows all about railways, or he knows all about water, he knows all 
about agriculture, but to have people who would ask the intelligent question. 

Bill Grayden was one, Medcalf was another, and I could rely on them asking some very 
simple, intelligent, proper questions and I used to sit back and quietly laugh at the 
number of times ministers couldn't answer them. These are the people that had put the 
minute forward, had signed the minute, made a recommendation with it. You then 

1'bid. 
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realised, of course, that they weren't doing their homework, they weren't running their 
departments properly and so you'd go to work on it. The moment they dithered about it 
and they couldn't answer it, well, we'd just defer it till next week. That could be very 
salutary if the minister was desperate to get something through, he had legislation 
coming up or he'd made some commitment in some way or other. But it was a very 
salutary thing. The first two or three times it probably never registered, but then it did, 
and so the general standard of your Cabinet went up. 

So it's fair and proper to say about Bill Grayden that he was a conscientious minister. He 
was much more intelligent and competent than people realised and I found him good 
value. 

This incident in which he got involved was a bitter disappointment to me because you 
don't like that sort of thing happening with a minister. There was a very big query as to 
whether he should plead guilty or whether he should have defended that case. My 
judgment was the best thing to do was get it out of the way. He was very anxious to 
defend it because he had the means, not at the government expense but at his own 
because he's not penniless, but he had the means to defend that action. As I pointed out 
at the time, you would probably have a dramatic lot of headlines and you'd probably 
achieve nothing even if you're found not guilty sort of thing. But it was a most 
unfortunate series of things that brought that about. 

So I was quite prepared to accept his resignation. The understanding was that I wouldn't 
dismiss him until the court had made their decision on the matter because who was I to 
judge him guilty? I hadn't seen the incident, I didn't know the details of the incident, I 
refused to get involved with it. I just said, "Let the law take its course, minister or no 
minister," and Grayden to his credit never asked for any preferment on the matter. So 
when Des O'Neil rang me very early in the morning to tell me what had happened the 
previous night, I was ready for it and we just let it take its course. When the court case 
was decided he tended his resignation, and then I brought him back after the next 
election. It would have been indecent to bring him back before then, even though I had 
some very strong feelings as to whether he'd been fairly treated with this incident. 
There's a very strong suggestion that it might have been a set-up, but that wasn't for me 
to judge. 

So he came back into the Cabinet next time and he was the same Bill Grayden. He did 
all his homework. His greatest asset to me was as a ruckman in the House because he 
could take on these issues in a way that used to make the Opposition quite apprehensive. 
When you'd nominate Bill Grayden to handle a particular issue (and he could handle 
them in a most extraordinary way) you were never quite sure how he was going to do it. 
I think I've told you the story of the three monkeys. 

Ri Yes, I think you have. 

COURT You know, he kept the Opposition at bay right up until the tea 
adjournment when we could marshal our forces to handle this particular motion. It must 
have been a private members' day, I think, but Bill with his three monkeys, and he had 
absolutely everybody enthralled [laughs] with these three monkeys. They were 
expecting something to come out of it that was going to be quite scandalous, you see. 
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There was one monkey on the man's head, one on one shoulder, one on the other 
shoulder, and he talked about these three monkeys, and I tell you I was enthralled 
listening to it. I was quite entertained. But that's the sort of thing Bill could do and you 
need these people around. 

On many occasions he would have to come in and take the bowling whilst you sorted 
out who was the best one to handle the particular thing, or a minister might be away 
temporarily or something like that. But I found him good value and it is true that he 
worked his electorate very hard. He had an amazing following. He had a lady in his 
electorate there that seemed to know everybody. She wasn't young but she seemed to 
know everybody and seemed to know when to whistle up the member and the minister 
and when to handle it herself. But he and Clive Griffiths worked their electorate - in the 
case of Griffiths it was his province for the Upper House, and in the case of Bill 
Grayden it was for the seat of South Perth - and they both worked their electorates in a 
way which was an example to others. It was virtually impossible to get under their guard 
for anybody either seeking selection within the Liberal Party, or from the Labor Party 
trying to undermine them. 

They really worked their electorate and Bill also had a lot of compassion for people. 
People forget that before he became a minister, and I'm now thinking - it was before he 
went Federal, and then after he came back - he spent a lot of time furthering the cause 
of Aborigines. At one stage people thought that he'd got a bit of a thing about it. He led 
expeditions and all sorts of things. He had Aborigines and some of the bush Aborigines 
in his house and all that sort of thing, which was considered to be quite extraordinary in 
those days, and he developed a great understanding of their cause as such and of 
individuals. His knowledge of the Aborigines from some of these expeditions and his 
involvement with them in the earlier days, was a tremendous value to us in the 
Noonkanbah days. He had an understanding of some of them and was able to talk to 
some of them in a way that no-one else could. 

RJ I'm not confident that that three monkey story is actually on tape. After 
all the time we've spent together [laughs] it's sometimes a little confusing as to what's on 
tape and what's not. Tell us the three monkeys again. 

COURT Well, we had this particular motion that we had to handle and we weren't 
ready for it, so I had to say to Bill, "Look, you'd better hold the fort until we sort this 
out." So he said, "Okay, boss," and he always seemed to be able to cope with it. I was a 
little bit apprehensive because occasionally you do get caught with your pants down on 
these things. You're not quite ready for something and you need a little time to get 
research done, get some facts up from the Treasury, from a department, as the case may 
be. So I said to Bill, "You know, you'll fill in to dinner adjournment." 

After dinner time (that's when the House adjourned, 6.15), we would have no problems. 
Well, he stood up [laughs] and in a very, very theatrical, sort of confidential voice, he 
addressed the Speaker and then he looked at the Opposition and he said, "Now, the 
Labor Party has three monkeys on its back." They then wanted to know what the 
monkeys had got to do with the resolution and so on. He said, "There's one on the left 
shoulder" and then he went on talking about this monkey on the left shoulder, "there's 
one on the right shoulder" and you could almost see these devilish little monkeys there, 



TAPE 141 SIDE B COURT 1896 

"and there's one on his head." [chuckles] He was very secretive about it. People were 
almost leaning forward wanting to hear what was going to come out of this. 

Then he just went on about these three monkeys. [laughs] It had nothing to do with the 
resolution at all but everyone thought that there must be something very clever going to 
come out of this. Knowing Bill as they did and his ability to pluck these things out of the 
air, something quite devastating was going to come out of this. Anyway he went on 
about these monkeys until 6.15 came, and everyone was shaking their head [laughs] and, 
you know, "What's this got to do with the motion?" and so on. After that we were able to 
marshal our forces and cope with the thing very adequately. But that's the sort of thing 
that Bill could do. That's why I always referred to him as a ruckman. 

The Opposition used to poke fun at him a bit, but deep down they had a pretty healthy 
respect for him. He could be fairly volatile on occasions but they had a pretty deep 
respect for him because the wiser ones understood that he was no fool. He did have a 
deeper knowledge than most people gave him credit for. 

RJ Did the story of the monkeys end anywhere? 

COURT No. 

RJ Did it have a punch line? 

COURT No. [laughter] No, it was something to attract the attention, in other 
words to create a diversion. Everyone assumed that something was going to come out of 
these monkeys but he was really saying that the Labor Party is in a mess. They've got 
these three monkeys, there was a lot of mischief somewhere. I forget the theme of it but 
it was quite clever and it was quite theatrical the way he did it. 

RJ Regardless of the rights or wrongs of the case which, of course, are 
always very difficult for others to judge, the fact is that Grayden was found guilty of 
unlawful assault. Were you criticised by your colleagues for reinstating him to the 
ministry? Was he seen by some as a liability? 

COURT No, I can't remember anyone ever raising that. They seemed to assume 
that he was.... I think they had the same attitude as I did, that he was a ruckman and you 
needed these sort of men, just like you have showy rovers and show ponies kicking 
goals, and all that sort of thing. It's pretty much the same concept, you know. Don't 
laugh at it. I see you're a bit incredulous about it, but it's very much the same concept 
when you think about it, that you do have these different personalities and different 
abilities. You have the sprinters and the stayers. You've got them all and it's part of your 
job as the leader to measure these fellows and to say, "Well look, I can use this fellow 
here. I can use him there," as the case may be. So it's a very fascinating business, but 
after all that's what leadership is all about, using the forces at your command to the best 
advantage. 
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Ri And what about his independence of thought because there were times 
when he opposed the Liberal Party in what it wanted to do? 

COURT I didn't find that any problem. See, if you don't talk to people and you 
leave them run their own race, they're going to do these things. But I found with Bill if 
you were up to pace with him and vice versa and he knew what you were doing, I didn't 
find any problem. He was an ace campaigner, of course, in the field. In later years he 
didn't have to do it because he'd built up such a bank of goodwill he didn't have to do 
anything about it. But, of course, his campaigning when he first got into Parliament, and 
particularly his campaigning for the Federal seat of Swan, I think,1  became legendary. 
The most famous was his.... you know, the brochure that was issued that had page after 
page of quality paper in it and nothing on it. The outside cover was, "What your local 
member has done for you" and it was just page after page of nothing and, of course, 
people joked about it and talked about it and so it was working for him night and day. 
It's like an advertisement where people keep repeating it. As I said, it was a fun thing. 

Also I think Bill Grayden was the first one to introduce intense campaigning at railway 
stations and bus stops. He had to in that seat to get right into a Labor seat and to make an 
impact there, and these and other stunts he was very, very good at. 

RJ We have discussed Ray O'Connor before as a member of Cabinet. He 
was at one stage tagged as "Minister for Just About Everything".2  Did that tag ever 
worry you? Did you mind that? 

COURT I don't know where that came from really. He always had specific 
portfolios. Are they suggesting that he was going beyond portfolios? 

Ri No, it was just a tag that he seemed to get. I think you also referred to this 
at one stage, that he was minister for everything. But the press have referred to it from 
time to time too. 

COURT He went through a lot of portfolios acting and otherwise. Don't forget he 
started off as an honorary minister working with me on railways and transport, then 
eventually became a substantive minister. I can't recall that tag because I don't think he 
moved around much more than other people. He did do quite a lot of portfolios, of 
course. He had Railways, Transport, Police. I can't think of any extraordinary portfolios 
that he had. Ray had limitations. He was not the sort of minister you would think would 
handle a big portfolio like Works with a big-spending budget, or Health with a big-
spending budget, [although he did reasonably well with Railways. 

1 1t was the federal seat of Swan that Bill Grayden stood for unsuccessfully as an Independent in 1946, and 
successfully as a Liberal in 1949 and 1951. He was defeated in the election for Swan in 1954. 
2Phillips in Black. House on the Hill. 1991. p. 213. 
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RJ Why do you say that? 

COURT Well, it wasn't in the nature of the man. He did have some of those, not 
Health I don't think, but he did have Works for a while. But the very nature of the man 
was not one that was given to a lot of detail. He was always a "hail fellow, well met" 
type of person, a good personality when it came to dealing with people, a rather 
disarming personality, but wasn't altogether prone to tidy up the detail in things which is 
not good. So both David Brand and myself had to use him in the portfolios where he had 
the ability to cope. When it came to dealing with people he was well above average 
because he had a rather winning personality and was inclined to make people feel good, 
but not necessarily did he follow up the things that he did [and promised]. 

He was the State version of Ian Sinclair at the Federal level. He eventually became the 
leader of the Country Party or the National Party, in the federal Parliament, and was one 
of the senior people with McEwen. There was McEwen and there was Doug Anthony 
and there was Ian Sinclair, and Ian had very much the same personality at federal level 
as Ray had at state level. They performed very much the same way, both rather 
disarming in their personality and they'd go to a meeting, go to a function, and open 
something, and come away with people feeling good about it. But Ian was a fair devil. 
You'd have to go and chase him up to get him to follow up the promises that he'd made 
if he'd come over here for the federal government. Well, Ray was a bit much the same in 
his attitude and he'd mean to do this and do that but people felt good when he left but 
you had to get on his back to make sure that he pursued [what he has promised to follow 
up]. 

He didn't have a lot of education, you know. His background was fairly varied after the 
war. He would have been nineteen, I think, when he came to us in Bougainville as a 
reinforcement soldier, and that's why he would have soldiered on after the war because 
he had very low points. You got discharged mainly based on your point score which was 
governed by whether you were married with a family and how long you'd been out of 
Australia, and your overall campaigns during the war as to whether you had a lot of time 
away from home and so on. You could build up a very sensible score card and that 
dictated how quickly you were discharged. So the ones that had a low score or those that 
wanted to stay on, they went to other places after Bougainville. I think he might have 
gone to Rabaul. I don't know whether he actually went to Japan but a lot of those sort of 
people finished up in the Occupation Force. 

Ray would have been fairly young when the war ended and therefore he would have a 
very low score of points for discharge. Eventually I think he did things like used cars. 
He ran a coffee shop, I think, in Forrest Place at one stage. He's always been the 
entrepreneurial-trading-type of person. 

RJ We'll discuss him a bit further when we get to your retirement period, but 
another one to comment on is Andrew Mensaros who you have mentioned to us to a 
small extent. He was, of course, the first postwar European migrant to Australia to serve 
in the West Australian Cabinet. You could almost say the same thing as in June Craig's 
case: was that in any way an attempt to play to the migrant vote or was that purely on his 
merit? 
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COURT I think that he was the first postwar migrant in the whole of Australia to 
become a minister. In fact I think he was probably the first to become a member of 
Parliament. He was certainly the first to become a minister, so it wasn't only WA. But 
Andrew was a special case. I got to know him mainly from moving about in the 
branches and watching him at work, and then when he got selected and stood for 
Parliament. I watched him and evaluated him purely on his brains. He would have been 
one of the best educated of all the members of Parliament in both Houses, on both sides. 
He had quite an impressive academic record and in the law had achieved much in his 
own country which, of course, didn't stand him in very good stead when he came to 
Australia. 

He always impressed me as having an analytical brain that could look at problems and 
assess them in their proper perspective. So I watched him with great interest and I 
realised he had limitations in connection with his articulation. There was certainly no 
deficiency in his understanding of the language, and you've got to look at his written 
stuff. His command of grammar would have been superior to mine, as is often the case 
with people that have to learn a second language like he did. But he never mastered the 
articulation which was his greatest defect and used to irritate our own members [and the 
Opposition]. It was the one thing that I was criticised for over Mensaros, so much so that 
I spoke to some of his countrymen who were not only very successful, but were in fact 
very articulate. A couple of them were absolutely superb as guest speakers. One of them 
was involved in computers and office equipment and so on, and he was one of the most 
articulate men I've ever met. So I had a talk to some of them and said, "Look, can't you 
help Andrew. You know, you people are so good at it. If we could only overcome this 
there's no stopping him. He's got the brains, he's got the education, he's got the capacity 
to think and he could go to greater things." 

END OF TAPE 141 SIDE B 
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COURT They were naturally very proud of him, very anxious to help, fanatical 
Liberals, and they regarded him as a sort of symbol. But they had to report back to me 
after about six months that they were getting nowhere. He would not cooperate. He 
resented their offers to help and I spoke to him quietly and tried to help him because 
while he was in opposition it was bad enough, but I could see that if he was going to 
become part of the Cabinet (and I'd already earmarked him if we won in '74 that he 
would come into the Cabinet, mainly to get his brains) that he would have to be more 
articulate because it was quite embarrassing for him to go and open something or give 
an address somewhere and the people couldn't understand him properly. So I quietly 
worked on him. 

He was always a very gentlemanly fellow. We were never quite sure of Andrew's 
marital status. He lived as a bachelor in Subiaco, but I had some information about his 
early history but never even to this day have I been quite sure what was his marital 
position. It was not my business, but he was always a very gentlemanly person. No-one 
ever complained about Andrew's manners and approach to people and his patience and 
so on. 

But while we were in opposition I was naturally rehearsing all these people. He got by 
but the further it went, the more I could see the resentment of our people because they 
were starting to make up their mind that when we got into government who were going 
to be ministers. It was quite obvious that the sort of things I was getting Andrew to do 
and the role that he was playing in the party meetings and the committees that he was 
on, the reports he was making, that he was obviously being groomed for something. I 
was disappointed when these people [his Hungarian friends] found that they could not 
make any progress. He did NOT progress at all. 

RJ Was that because he couldn't really see the problem or was that just an 
inability to be able to deal with it? 

COURT His countrymen said that it was Andrew's stubbornness or pride, but with 
these people around him, men and women by the way who were extremely articulate [1 
had high hopes]. As I say, this fellow in the office systems business and so on, he was 
one of the most articulate men in English that I've ever struck; a lovely tone to his voice, 
lovely intonation and everything and a fine-looking man, really a role model for 
Andrew. But he came to me on behalf of these people, and said, "Look, we're sorry but 
he will NOT cooperate." I don't know whether he was too busy or whether he was too 
far gone to sit down and submit to the discipline, because if you're going to stop in your 
tracks when you're as advanced as he was [you have to make a conscious effort]. Don't 
forget he set up as an accountant and as a builder and he did quite well. That's how he 
came into the Liberal Party because he was a businessman and he operated as a builder. 
I forget the name of the firm; it was a partnership. But to his credit he came here against 
the odds and won out on all of that, and he was always regarded as a person of integrity. 
I think he realised that as a migrant he had certain disadvantages. He had to try a bit 
harder and do a little bit better. But it [his articulation] was the one thing that he never 
mastered. 
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So it did cause a bit of dissension amongst the backbenchers. "Why was he picked?" and 
I had to be quite frank about it, that it was his brains. He was a very conscientious 
minister. He would be like Grayden and Medcalf, he'd study all the minutes and be 
prepared to raise the questions that I wanted people to raise so as to put ministers on the 
spot. 

So all in all he was hard-working, loved every minute of it, and I took a risk when I put 
him in charge of the Resources portfolio. There was no risk in his ability but don't forget 
in that particular portfolio you have to do a lot of negotiating and I relied on the fact that 
I could fill in. People did come to me on occasions and say, "Look, I'm sorry, he's a nice 
man but we can't seem to get our message across." I used to say to them, "Tell him to 
speak up; challenge him to speak up." He used to speak very quietly and that made it 
worse. I said, "Even if you tread on his corns, don't worry, but tell him you can't hear 
him or something, it will do him good." So he progressively got better at that. But it was 
something of an embarrassment when he would have to go speaking in public. 

He used to do a lot of work, by the way. He was very shrewd because he used to always 
give Hansard a copy of his speeches so that even if the rest of the House didn't quite 
understand all of it, Hansard had it there and they could check on it. 

We found out one thing about Andrew that if he got angry somehow or other he became 
articulate. One night Burke upset him, really got under his skin when he [Andrew] was a 
minister. Andrew had quite a respect for Burke's father, old Tom Burke, and something 
[Brian] Burke said really triggered Andrew off. He then proceeded to tell him that he 
wasn't fit to be his father's son and a few other things and the next thing we knew, 
Andrew, [was in full voice]. It was the first time I'd ever heard him raise his voice. He 
was almost berserk and he was shouting and screaming at these people, literally 
screaming and so on, and it was all articulate. So after that the Opposition treated him 
with much respect because they found that if they stirred him up he became much more 
difficult to deal with than if he was quietly going along in his gentlemanly way. So they 
left him alone. 

Jamieson made the fatal error of slinging off at Mensaros on one occasion in the House, 
rather belittling migrants, and he had something very cynical to say about his speech and 
so on, something like he should go back to where he came from and this sort of thing. 
That echoed right around the ethnic communities, not only because he was Hungarian, 
but all ethnic communities reacted very, very angrily to it. Jamieson paid very dearly for 
that, the Labor Party paid dearly for that because it highlighted the fact that I'd been 
prepared to give him [Mensaros] an opportunity in a very important folio, not a 
backroom one but an up-front portfolio, and so I'd shown my willingness and my 
sincerity in the matter and here was the Opposition ridiculing him. So they learnt better 
after that not to attack him. 

Ri I sat in the public gallery in 1990 when Mensaros was responding to a 
Bill that had been put up by the government at the time and the fact remains that I could 
not understand what he was saying. He spoke softly, as you said, he was difficult to 
follow and you also noticed that the members of the House stopped paying attention too, 
no doubt because they were struggling to understand. So could he really operate 
effectively as a minister, as much as you admired his capacity? 
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COURT Well, he did. He did. 

RJ But what about presenting a Bill and arguing for that Bill? How effective 
was he in that situation? 

COURT Well, the sort of thing that he was doing had been settled beforehand, let's 
face it. An agreement had been worked out, the content of it had been made public, press 
statements had been released, and usually when those things are announced they were 
announced by me anyhow. So that part of it had been well-established. So he was 
presenting something that was a foregone conclusion, that was going to be adopted 
anyhow. So he had that advantage, but in his work in negotiating agreements and getting 
the fine print established and that sort of thing, you couldn't fault him, especially after 
the companies got used to the fact that they had to [goad him occasionally]. I said, 
"Don't tolerate him if he goes quiet and talks to himself. Don't tolerate it, irritate him 
until he does respond," and they developed their own techniques on my instruction. But 
when it came to it they never, ever questioned his ability or his integrity or his capacity, 
and don't forget, a big part of the North-West Shelf, which was a tricky, tricky operation 
to do, very, very complex, very technical, was done by Mensaros. 

RJ Yes, you have mentioned this. 

COURT Andrew got very angry with me and he never really forgave me, when, 
after we had an election [I told him I was changing his portfolios]. I hadn't told anyone 
but I knew when I was going to retire and I wanted to make sure that there was more 
than one person that knew Resources. Now, I was looking to the future. All the time I 
was there Andrew could not have a dominance in that portfolio because there was no-
one knew as much about it as I did after twelve solid years of it. I knew all the 
personalities, knew all the potential, and that sort of thing. So there was no way that he 
could hold the government to ransom. You've got to watch this. Some people become 
too good in a particular portfolio. The leader has got to be careful that he's always got 
his fingers on the levers. So he had this streak about him that I think, left to his own 
devices, he could have become rather autocratic. I don't know whether it's to do with his 
race or the conditions of his upbringing or something like that, but a lot of those fellows 
had this potential danger, because Andrew in his own mind saw himself as the next 
leader, you know, which was a reflection of the problem that the Hungarian people had 
[with him]. In fact they told me this because they were very disappointed because they 
were good people and they were very anxious to help him to make the grade and go that 
little bit further. 

So I decided that whilst I was still around we had to get somebody else who had an 
understanding of what Resources was all about. It's something very, very special. It's big 
by anybody's standards. You've got to have a big horizon because you're dealing in, not 
only important things but things that call for a lot of international understanding. Gold 
mines are usually fairly small, important but fairly small and many of them, whereas 
these other ones are usually very complex: like your bauxite alumina, your iron ore and 
nickel and things like that, they're much more complex. So I felt it was my duty to make 
sure that we had somebody else that understood this while I was there and that's when I 
brought [Peter] Jones in. 



TAPE 142 SIDE A COURT 1903 

Now that caused a bit of a furore in the Liberal Party because for me to bring in a 
National Party minister into a key portfolio like that was considered to be politically 
naive. I took much more criticism than was ever publicly known over that because it was 
felt that I had unnecessarily given them a portfolio that was, first of all, out of their 
depth in the normal scheme of things, and secondly it was going to give them a 
prominence that some of our more mean-minded people, small-minded types, could not 
tolerate. 

Now that didn't worry me at all but when I surveyed the ministers that I had, you've got 
to select "horses for courses", you've got to use the facilities and the potential at your 
command; not what you'd like to have but what you've got, and I identified Jones as 
being the one that would do best in that portfolio and I think my judgment was 
vindicated. He then, of course, took all these things over from Andrew, including the 
North-West Shelf. So it was very fortunate that when we had the Royal Commission, 
Jones had had all that very difficult part of the negotiations so that he was able to go 
back and join with me in putting the case together when we made our submission. 

But Andrew never really forgave me for that. He sort of felt he'd been denigrated, that 
there'd been a vote of no confidence in him. I tried to explain to him with as much 
patience as I could that he and I both owed it to the party. I said, "When I go, whenever 
that is, I've got to make sure there are at least two people in the Cabinet that understand 
this very complex Resource portfolio, that have absorbed the philosophies that we had 
back in the Brand period, and right through - which we retained in opposition and 
which we brought into the government in 1974." It was terribly important that we had 
two people so that any new Premier coming along wasn't going to be at the mercy of a 
minister, with all due respect to Andrew. I told him so. I said, "My view is that you 
would make it very uncomfortable for a Premier who didn't know these things in the 
depth, for instance, that I know them." 

So I couldn't tell him that I'd made up my mind when I was going to retire, and by that 
time it was fairly clear that O'Connor was working so hard on the numbers to the neglect 
of his other duties that it looked as though it was going to be almost certain, whether we 
liked it or not, that he was going to take over when I dropped out. So in my mind I could 
envisage the situation where we'd have Ray without any capacity to get down to the 
nitty-gritty of these things, to understand exactly what the government is committing 
itself to because the commitments are great, in return for which you get something even 
better. But you can't be playing "nice fellows" with these things. It's a cold, hard 
business deal. You're making the deal on behalf of the electors. They are your 
shareholders, in effect. You are the chairman of directors and you're the one that's 
negotiating on their behalf and in return you want the developers to do their part of the 
deal. They've got to provide all the money, they've got to provide the expertise, they've 
got to provide the markets, and it's not everybody that can put these things together. 

So I had in my mind the fact that possibly it would be O'Connor as Premier, and it 
would be quite dangerous if only one minister understood in depth the complications 
and the challenges and the excitement of these things - and Andrew loved it, of course. 
When you went abroad you went into all of these boardrooms, you went into all of these 
places where there was a lot of high-level discussions on not only today but the future. 
You're dealing with quality people all the time. Well, that appealed to Andrew. All of a 
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sudden he felt that he wasn't going to have that. It hurt him to the quick when we put a 
National Party member there to do it. So it was fairly well-known that Andrew wasn't 
pleased with me or himself. 

The Cabinet generally was relieved when he was changed over. He had an illness which, 
of course, set him back badly, and really neither MacKinnon (that's Graham 
MacKinnon) or Andrew, should have come back into the Cabinet after their respective 
illnesses. Neither of them were as good as they were before, and like so many people 
that have a serious illness like that, they spend half their energy trying to demonstrate to 
people how good they are, how fit they are; it's human nature. But in both cases my 
softer side prevailed and I didn't have the heart to dump either of them, although there 
would be good reason, and in their own interests it would have been the right thing to 
do. I don't think people realised how serious was Andrew's operation and how sick he 
was when they [the Liberals] went into opposition and up until the time he died. I had to 
get him in one day [after my retirement] just to register my annoyance at something that 
he'd done. I felt terrible about it but I had to do it for the sake of Jones and for the sake 
of a couple of other ministers [like Medcalfl, where in a book published by Shell he'd 
been quite unfair in the comments that he'd made. I couldn't let that go without putting 
the record straight for the sake of others, including Jones, Medcalf and myself, but more 
particularly Jones and some of the officers concerned. It was over the North-West Shelf 
negotiations. 

However, he served the State well and he only got through those portfolios because of 
the fact that he worked hard and had a superior mentality to, I think everyone else in the 
Parliament. 

Ri Just what had been published that you....? 

COURT Well, in the book that was published by the Shell Company - was 
sponsored by the Shell Company, about the North-West Shelf project - he made a very 
dramatic statement that he alone, he ALONE had taken a stand over defying the 
Whitlam Government, a very dramatic little bit of prose he put in there which was not 
true, and I believe he believed It. It became part of his very inner being. He had this 
moment of grandeur, and I had to say, "Look Andrew, you know that's not true and you 
know who actually eventually achieved the breakthrough. You give no credit to 
people like Medcalf, the Crown Law Department, and other people that were brought 
into this and eventually enabled me to make the decision that I was going to defy the 
Federal [Whitlam] Government and that I was going to go to the presidents of the five 
joint venturers and challenge them to go along with us on this unilateral renewing of 
their permits." Now he had to admit that I was right, but he was very reluctant about it 
and I felt terrible about it because he was not a well man. In fact, he was a very sick 
man. But it was too late, we couldn't do anything about the book, it had been published. 

But that has been used by a few people, by the way. In fact, it was used at the time when 
he died, and it's been published two or three times since because they go back and look 
at the book and assume that that's true. But I was very anxious, not for my sake, but for 
some of the people that did wondrous things at that time when we were looking for a 
way to defy the federal government, defy the Whitlam Government. The final decision, 
of course, had to be made by me and the bowling had to be taken by me but Andrew 
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completely and conveniently wiped all that aside. It was very naughty of him to do that, 
but I then became conscious of the fact that in view of a few things that he said and what 
he said to other people that this had become in his mind the great moment in his life, that 
"I alone did it". You know, you could see Horatius standing at the bridge! 

Ri There's one of those little pars in the Sunday Times that appear in 
newspapers from time to time and I wondered how much validity it had. It's referring 
to.... this is back in 1991: 

A few eyebrows were raised when former Liberal Premier, Sir Charles Court, 
and the President of the Legislative Council, Clive Griffiths, had lunch together 
in the parliamentary dining room on Friday. Those with long memories will tell 
you that when they were in Parliament together on the same side of the fence, 
they weren't exactly the best of mates.' 

COURT Well that, of course, is somebody putting their own interpretation on a 
series of events and I can answer that one very, very simply. 

Clive Griffiths, before he became president and after he became president, could be a 
pain in the neck. As a backbencher he probably caused more trouble than enough and 
he'd tell you that. Now he had his own methods of running his own electorate. He 
believed that his electors were the only ones that mattered in the world anyhow, and I 
had sufficient tolerance to understand that this fellow was quite genuine in the way he 
was representing his case, but he didn't do it very tactfully. He's not the most polished of 
gentlemen even now, despite all his experience as president. He would be the first to tell 
you that he used to be, not exactly a devil's advocate, but he used to be always wanting 
to cut across the business of the meeting and get his own say in about something for his 
province or something where he believed things were wrong. 

Now I learnt to take notice of Griffiths because he was so intense in the working of his 
province and he and Grayden worked very closely together, and between the two of 
them you couldn't go into the province of Griffiths or you couldn't go into the electorate 
of Grayden, but what they didn't know everyone. The province is pretty difficult because 
it's big, you've got a very big area and it wouldn't matter if you went to a school or the 
P & C, he knew them backwards, they knew him backwards. You go to some sporting 
body, you go to the local authority, and it was ajoy to go into their electorates with them 
because they were so much on top of it and the personalities and the problems, that I 
learnt to respect their position. 

'Sunday Times. 23 June 1991. 
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Now, Griffiths, particularly in the earlier stages, he adopted this very aggressive attitude, 
not only to me but to all the ministers. Usually I used to have to sort him out because 
sometimes he'd be quite unfair to some of the ministers because he had a rather 
dominating type of attitude. But we often laugh about it - as we did at the time - 
because you would find no-one that would defend Charles Court stronger than Clive 
Griffiths. 

END OF TAPE 142 SIDE A 
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COURT There would be no-one in the Parliament that I would go to before him if 
I wanted to REALLY get a cold-blooded assessment of the political situation because he 
does have a toughness about him, he does have this capacity to analyse the cold-blooded 
realities of the situation. 

He subsequently, of course, not only became the president but he also became very 
active in the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association. People don't realise the 
seniority of the positions he's held for some years and when the President of the Senate 
looked to be a lay down misère to take over the world presidency - or the 
Commonwealth presidency as the case might be - of the CPA, right out of the blue 
Clive Griffiths comes through, mainly elected by the black countries and some of these 
countries that had their own method of assessment. 

He assumed a great situation of leadership in London and out in these countries, so 
much so that they got him to go to South Africa during the crisis periods and talk to the 
people down there, how they [CPA] could help if there was going to be a change, if 
there was going to be any arrangement whereby there'd be an election to transfer from 
the present system. Not only did he go there but into India and other places, any of the 
Commonwealth countries, as the chairman of this Commonwealth body based in 
London. These people when they came here, they made it very clear that he'd given 
them leadership. He had a very earthy way and in some ways it would be quite 
devastating for some of the English people when he was in London. But throughout the 
Commonwealth, somehow or other he clicked and he gave great leadership and did a 
great job, and he's never had the credit that he's due for. There's always a tendency in 
this country to want to know how much it cost and what were the travelling expenses 
and all this sort of stuff. We very rarely in this country sit down and say, "What did the 
man achieve?" 

So he used to work very closely with me when he was preparing himself to go into 
Africa because he knew of my background, especially with South Africa, so that he was 
actually able to take a leadership role with these people even amongst the black 
countries because by this time (and this is a trait of the man) he had so informed himself 
that when he went into South Africa he was able to talk as a man that knew what he was 
talking about. So if you can imagine you're going with a team maybe six, seven or more 
of these people from different countries, mainly black countries, and you've got 
somebody there that knows the personalities and knows their backgrounds and knows 
the history of their present struggle and apartheid and that sort of thing, he automatically 
assumes a great importance. The fact that I was able to give him a few introductions to 
ease his way through and to give him credibility, they had to take him seriously, that he 
was a man that had a mission. They were very wise to assume that if there was a 
transition - and it didn't look very good at the time I might add - but if there was a 
transition, that one of the first decisions to be made was would it become a 
Commonwealth country again, and who better than the Commonwealth Parliamentary 
Association to be something of a catalyst in assisting either in the conduct of elections or 
constitutional matters and so on. 

So never underestimate Clive Griffith's natural smart mind. He's got a very sharp mind. 
He might appear to be lacking in certain graces but he's got quite a sharp mind. So that's 
the relationship that I've had with him. To some people it would appear to be a fairly 
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abrasive relationship but he'll be the first one to tell you that he never ceased to be 
amazed at my patience and tolerance, not realising, of course, that I was using him up 
anyhow because he had a lot to offer. He also was able to show to the party members at 
the party meetings how a bloke should work in his province [or electorate]. 

RJ You have referred to Ian Medcalf from time to time about various issues, 
but just sum up how well or not you were served by him as Attorney-General. 

COURT I owe a lot to Medcalf. He's never had the credit for what he did, but he's 
basically a very sound lawyer for a start and that's a good start. Secondly he's a person of 
undoubted integrity. He's a very thorough person. He doesn't give opinions lightly. He 
wants to often take that extra day which can be maddening but on the other hand you 
learn to respect it because you're going to get a better result if you give him the time 
when it's needed. These shoot-from-the-hip people can be mighty dangerous. 

He's also a person who understood the proper role of an Attorney-General. Now if my 
memory serves me correctly under the British system the only portfolio where they [the 
British] could bring in someone who wasn't a member of Parliament was the Attorney-
General. So important was the position that you had to have the best and so they for a 
long, long time - I don't know about today, but for a long, long time they saw nothing 
wrong with plucking the best out of the community to do this job for a number of 
reasons: first of all to understand the constitutional things, secondly to understand the 
legal things, and thirdly to understand the relationship between the judiciary and the 
Cabinet, and the judiciary and the Parliament, and the judiciary and the Queen, [the 
Parliament and the Queen], and all that sort of thing. You had to have a person that was 
really steeped in that sort of thing. 

It wouldn't be, of course, in the nature of the animal so far as parliamentarians are 
concerned to admit they that didn't have somebody good enough. But I remember Arthur 
Watts discussing it with me at one time, how the British did have the capacity to bring in 
a non-elected Attorney-General because of the very special nature of the position. Now 
for many years we had struggled along with a Minister for Justice which is our way of 
handling the situation when you haven't got a lawyer in the Cabinet, or you haven't got a 
lawyer in the Parliament who is considered suitable to be a minister and therefore to 
hold that portfolio. Quite frankly, you need to have a lawyer who is capable of doing the 
job. The fact that he is a lawyer doesn't answer anything except the fact that he is a 
lawyer, full stop. It doesn't mean to say that he's going to be a good Attorney-General. 

Now it's history when I tell you that Medcalf didn't want to come into the ministry. 
[chuckles] Probably the only one in the whole Parliament who wasn't breaking his neck 
to be in the ministry. He was quite happy. He was a senior partner in his firm, a very 
reputable old firm. He was very highly respected in the legal profession. He was on 
several boards of some repute and he would be one of the few members of Parliament, 
being in the Upper House as he was, who would be doing much better if he was out of 
Parliament than in it. So he was just the man that I wanted and I have to tell you that I 
had to go down on my bended knees, figuratively speaking, to get him to sacrifice these 
other things and become a member of the Cabinet; in other words to be the Attorney-
General. It was one of the best things I did. 
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I became very conscious of the fact that these ministers for justice who were not legal 
people - and there's nothing worse than a bush lawyer in these situations - if they start 
dealing with the law and dealing with judges and so on they start to get the idea they 
know a bit about the law. It's just like a fellow being Minister for Health who's never 
been a medical practitioner who thinks he knows something about brain surgery or 
something like that. So eventually I had to challenge Medcalf and say, "Ian you're in 
Parliament. We need you, the State needs you because we're having all this trouble with 
Canberra," not only with the Labor Party, by the way, but our own people. So eventually 
he agreed and he came in, as you will have noticed, as an honorary minister while we 
created the portfolio vacancy for him to take over. It was a very wise thing. 

Now his influence on the quality of the legislation, his influence on the attitude of 
ministers to their legislation was quite dramatic. He would get the minutes, and like 
Grayden and one or two others, would study those minutes and he would either get in 
touch with the minister or would raise it at Cabinet: "Your department is on the wrong 
track. Do they realise that if they bring in this legislation this is an anomaly they'll 
create?" and so on. It became very obvious that ministers would do better if they talked 
to him before they put up their deals, because he was the one person that could first of 
all take on the Crown Law and secondly could take on the departmental people who 
usually are grinding their own axe and not thinking of the basic philosophies of the 
Liberal Party. 

If I could just come back to the danger of the Minister for Justice. He was not a lawyer. 
Virtually the Attorney-General became the Crown Law Department, the head of the 
Crown Law Department which was not good because there was no-one, no guardian 
angel that could sit over him and with authority which would be respected by the Chief 
Justice and people like that and talk about these things. Medcalf also had the advantage 
that he was greatly respected by the Chief Justice, greatly respected by the legal 
profession, and had his own ways of handling the Crown Law Department. The good 
officers he used and he, I think, improved quite a few of them but they knew they 
couldn't put anything over him. They couldn't be grinding their own little axes. So it was 
very important. 

I have to give Medcalf great credit not only for the integrity of his work but for the fact 
that he commanded such respect interstate. It became very apparent as I moved around 
the States and went to Premiers' conferences and so on that Medcalf had a high degree of 
respect from the federal people and all the States. He was virtually the king of the kids 
when it came to the Attorneys-General and he is such a quiet man. He doesn't assert 
himself. He'd probably go to a conference and let them all scream their heads off and 
then come in with that quiet response at the time which turns the whole thing on its 
head. It became very apparent when the Bill to sever the residual links with England 
[was under discussion]. He and I had discussed this at great length and we'd decided the 
time had come. Fraser was in office and the time had come to sever the links on a basis 
that we could live with, otherwise you get some fellow like Keating who'd come along 
and would want to do it in a brutal way which would not achieve a purpose and would 
leave a lot of unpleasantness and abrasiveness and so on. 

So he talked to the different people. He's a great one for talking to people, trying to get 
there by discussion and let it drift along naturally. He's a very patient man. He went to 
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work and between them all they worked out a piece of legislation that met the criteria 
that I felt we needed. We retained Governors, Governors-General, we retained Agents-
General. We even improved the position because Premiers now can deal direct with the 
Queen instead of dealing through the Foreign Office and all that sort of thing. This was 
all in this legislation and when we put it up to Fraser he wouldn't have a bar of it. Then 
we found out that Fraser wasn't really in tune with the monarchy anyhow, much to our 
horror, and we found when we put him to the test on this legislation he wasn't prepared 
to face up to it. Ironically the legislation was passed by Hawke when Hawke was Prime 
Minister and we all believed that he didn't quite understand it [chuckles] but there was 
an egotistical reason why he was very anxious that it went through. But that was done 
without any fuss. Even though Medcalf was out of office when it was finally 
consummated they were still talking to him about it. He had this good rapport with all of 
these Attorneys in the States and the federal government. 

I know we had a lot of trouble with Joh. He couldn't see that the day would come when 
we would want to sever the residual links as a matter of good sense. I'm talking now 
about Joh Bjelke-Petersen. 

RJ Yes. 

COURT I had to go to Queensland. I was out of office at the time and I was over 
in those parts, so I saw Joh and explained: "Grab it, Joh! You're misreading it." It's got to 
be unanimous, by the way. All States had to agree because the Brits had been very, very 
proper about this. It's got to be unanimous, the States and the Commonwealth, and then 
they'll pass anything. Whatever you want done they'll do. So they insisted that it had to 
be accepted by all States and they'd all have to pass legislation and the Commonwealth's 
[legislation] which was complementary, and only then would they consider it. So it went 
through with no fuss at all in the end: [The British attitude is] - "If that's what the 
Australians want, that's what they get." Well, I had to explain to Joh that if we didn't do 
it this way we could finish up with something that would be quite diabolical. It would be 
the end of Governors-General, end of Governors, and a lot of other things. Keating, of 
course, is trying to hasten the day when we get rid of them anyhow, but that's another 
issue. 

But as far as Medcalf was concerned I think he had more influence than any other 
person. Quite apart from that, he was the true Attorney-General. I doubt whether we've 
had one as good and he's the person on whom others could model themselves to be a 
true Attorney-General. 

The real value of the position is not properly appreciated because he has a special role 
with the Premier. It's a very, very special role because if a Premier has got any sense he 
uses the Attorney-General to protect him against many things including constitutional 
things. Governments can go into all sorts of pitfalls. He also has a special relationship 
with the Governor, he has a special relationship with the Chief Justice, and what more 
can I say about the man? He measured up on all counts. I don't know of anything where 
he didn't guide us very, very properly. Times like Noonkanbah when you need a man 
like that, that steps aside from all the rest of the ministers and all of the rather 
tempestuous situations that exist at the time, who can just take a quiet look at these 
things, who can look at the role of the museum and their special Act and things of that 
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kind, without getting all temperamental about it, without getting all excited about it or 
becoming emotionally involved. 

I think that's as much as one can say but he was to my mind a tremendous strength to me 
and I could talk to him privately about things that I wouldn't talk to any other minister 
about. 

RJ You mentioned that Graham MacKinnon should not have come back into 
the Cabinet after his illness. How effective a minister was he before his illness? 

COURT He was a fairly effective minister. He was a flamboyant sort of a person, 
never at ease with the constraints of Cabinet. It was the very nature of the man. You 
always had to be reminding him of his responsibilities and his membership of the team. 
This wasn't peculiar to me, it applied more so with David Brand. People don't realise 
that David could be quite tough when it came to somebody who was stepping out of line 
a bit. You'd have to remind them that they were part of the team and they did have a 
Premier and they did have a Cabinet and they did have some policies and so on. But 
Graham had a lot of ability. He was naturally a fairly aggressive sort of a person, not 
without some ability. On the other hand he was quite capable of grabbing somebody 
else's idea and promoting it as his own. There's nothing particularly bad about that, 
especially amongst ministers. If they've got good departmental officers usually they're 
ricocheting off them anyhow. 

But Graham used to amuse us. I think in his day he and his wife were involved in 
amateur theatricals and they were keen dancers and all this sort of thing so he was not 
lacking in personal presentation and he became very adept at quoting medical terms. He 
used to make us smile a bit. He'd come to Cabinet and he'd rattle off these terms, mainly 
Latin and the equivalent, and felt that that made him feel very, very knowledgeable. 
Some of the medical profession used to get a certain amount of humour out of this too 
because he used to speak as though he was almost an authority on these things. But that 
was Graham. You had to understand Graham and live with him and go along with these 
things, because we're all different - thank God. But he was the most flamboyant of all 
the ministers. 

He was very conscious of his position. He was very, very angry. As a matter of fact just 
like Andrew was upset about changing his portfolio, Graham was very, very angry, and 
publicly angry about the fact that he never got a knighthood out of the 150th anniversary 
celebrations. There was a good reason for that. Others did the work and did the main 
work. Peter Jones did more work on the 150th anniversary than Graham did although 
Graham had the nominal position. But that was the nature of the man. He had made up 
his mind that he was going to get a knighthood out of that and after his retirement he 
went quite public on this. 

The time when he had his illness was very, very sad because a man that's been so 
flamboyant and so effervescent in many ways and so up-front and so confident of his 
own ability, so confident that he's better than everyone else and makes no bones about it, 
for a man like that to be suddenly struck down is quite sad. I got a plaintive call from the 
matron down at Bunbury. She said: "Can you make an excuse to come down and see 
Graham MacKinnon?" She said, "We're having a lot of bother. He's a very sick man and 
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he spends so much time and so much energy when anyone comes to see him to try and 
convince them that he's fit and well and shouldn't be in hospital, he should be out there 
running the State again." She said, "It will be the end of him unless somebody can talk to 
him." Matrons are usually pretty smart women, they're really perceptive. I've got a great 
respect for matrons. And she said, "I've worked it out in talking to him and so on, that 
his great concern is that he will be dumped from the Cabinet, that because he's so sick he 
won't be allowed a reasonable convalescent period and won't be able to get back into the 
job again." So she said, "If somebody can talk to him about this, and you're the only one, 
then I think it will do a lot to get him to relax. But," she said, "I've given up on him. He's 
really going to kill himself if he goes on with this nonsense of trying to demonstrate to 
all his friends how strong he is and how fit he is and that sort of thing. He's a sick, sick 
man." 

So I went down. I had an excuse to go down, never any trouble. There's always 
something you can find to do in Bunbury, so I went down and saw him, and had a sort of 
fatherly talk to him in a quiet sort of way. I had to make a decision there and then to 
follow the matron's bidding and make him feel secure, and perhaps I did myself and I 
did the government a disservice. But I was assured by the matron that as a result of what 
I told him, that he relaxed immediately and he was quite amenable to the treatments and 
was prepared to take his time. When I said, "You know, you're not up against the clock 
or anything like that. The work's being done and the ministers are acting for you and so 
on and so on," and she said that it made the difference between him virtually killing 
himself out of conceit, you might say, conceit or concern, some or both, I don't know 
which. He just couldn't bear the thought that a man who had been so confident of 
himself and so up-front, all of a sudden was unable to do what he used to do and feared 
that he never would be able to do it. 

I became very conscious there and then that I'd probably pay a price for that. When he 
came back he never was the same. He was very irritable and very testy and he got into 
trouble with one of his portfolios on the financial side which was beyond him, and 
Treasury had to move in. But we were all prepared to do that sort of thing, that's what 
you're there for, but it would have been better for his health, for his wife and family, I 
think, had we said, "Righto, you've had your chance, you've had your day and we think 
that you should just retire from the ministry and preferably retire from the Parliament." 

END OF TAPE 142 SIDE B 



TAPE 143 SIDE COURT 1913 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the offices of Grant 
Thornton on 2 May 1995. 

Sir Charles, we were looking at your Cabinet last time. At various times you've spoken 
about Sir Des O'Neil and his role as your deputy within the Parliament and the way he 
would come to Cabinet so well prepared, etc., but I wondered if there was anything 
specific about his role as a minister? 

COURT All I can say is that he was a good minister, an effective minister. Some 
ministers are quite brilliant in their own way about their own disciplines and that sort of 
thing, but it doesn't make them a good minister [and team man]. But Des O'Neil was a 
good minister for a number of reasons. One was that he always seemed to have a good 
relationship with his officers, departmental heads, any instrumentalities that came under 
him. It was brought about by a quiet but effective and efficient manner that he had. He 
was a person who could look at a thing and get down to the detail of it and comprehend 
it. If he didn't understand it he was always quick to ask. So he wouldn't go into anything 
if he didn't understand what he was doing. That was very important. Therefore his 
relationship with his departments and his officers was sound. They respected him, they 
knew they couldn't fool him. He would come well prepared for his own stuff and, as I've 
said earlier, he would also be one of the ministers that had studied the other material that 
was put forward by the rest of the Cabinet. 

He also handled the Parliament very well. Not all ministers can get their message across 
about their bills and their departmental decisions and any controversies that flare up at 
the time. But he had a way about him that was much nicer than mine and he seemed to 
be able to satisfy the Opposition and the media. I think the fact that he had so little 
sustained controversy spoke volumes about his capacity to express himself and to 
respond to queries. No, all in all he was a good minister. If you had a team like him 
you'd have a tremendous team. 

RJ You have spoken of Richard Old and his role in the Country Party. 
Anything you want to add there? 

COURT Not really. He was not a minister who wrote his name into the hall of 
fame, that wasn't his disposition. But in addition to being leader of the National Party, 
he, of course, had his ministerial responsibilities. He was always very good as far as I 
was concerned when I wanted information about how we were going on this, that or the 
other. 

We had a special committee, which I've explained to you, that I established to try and 
get closer to the rural industries and naturally I couldn't attend most of their meetings. 
But he deputised for me and seemed to keep them moving in the direction that we 
wanted them to move. I was also anxious for him to preside often and not just 
occasionally because it answered the queries from the National Party that we'd set this 
committee up so that a Liberal Premier could have inroads into the rural industries with 
the purpose of undermining the National Party. It wasn't that at all, it was mainly to 
ensure that the Premier of the day was identified with agriculture like he was identified 
with so many other things, and they didn't feel that it was remote contact. On any 
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occasion when some of their members felt that it was important that the Premier be 
present, well I was always present. It didn't present any great embarrassment. 

From what I recall of it things seemed to go fairly smoothly mainly because I think both 
he and Peter Jones accepted the fact when they came into the Cabinet they were very 
inexperienced, not only as ministers but more particularly as parliamentarians. They 
were pitchforked into this job unexpectedly and they were wise enough to go along 
learning as they went. 

You can imagine that initially they had to find out how Cabinet works and how the 
leader of a party (like Dick Old was leader of the National Party) dealt with his 
backbench members. Some of them would get a bit restless and that was his job to sort 
them out and make sure they understood that the National Party was getting a fair go, 
was being heard. But I can't remember any dramatic thing that took place apart from 
that. His was a workmanlike job and didn't rock the boat at all. The relationship between 
the National Party and the Liberal Party in some ways was probably a little smoother 
than it had been at other times. 

RJ Peter Jones seems to have held quite a number of portfolios over the 
period of your government. What would you comment about his role as a minister? 

COURT Well Peter Jones' portfolios were all very important ones, and he seemed 
to enjoy them. He seemed to be able to go about them in a way that preserved good 
relationships with the departmental heads. I would say that we enjoyed better 
relationships between our ministers and the departmental heads and the departments - 
not only the heads, but the departments, than, for instance, Richard's government does at 
the moment. Now he [Richard Court] has inherited this terrible legacy from Burke who 
as far back as 1984 boasted that he'd so politicised the public service that any Liberal 
government would find it very hard to untangle it. So I'm not being critical of the present 
State government when I refer to the fact that our relationship with the departmental 
heads and the departments was a much better arrangement. It was the product of 
generations of government in its proper form, with the ministers and the government 
having the responsibilities for policy and the departmental heads as good public servants 
being expected to bring special expertise, advice where necessary, warnings where 
necessary, but in the final analysis getting on conscientiously, faithfully, with the job of 
implementing the government's policies. I think that's the big difference. 

There was a death last week (with a very private funeral) of Cyril Gibson. I was a little 
bit sad that they didn't have a proper service or funeral (burial or cremation) because 
Cyril Gibson would have been a copybook example of what a good public servant 
should be. Not a very exciting person in terms of personality and that sort of thing, but 
very conscious of his responsibilities. I had him in Industrial Development. He was in 
London for a while. I took him on a number of visits with me. He eventually went to 
Lands and Surveys. 

But he was absolutely meticulous in his role. Advice, verging on criticism sometimes - 
that's hardly fair to say criticism - warnings, would be a better word. Once you had 
decided that you might even accept his advice or his warning. Sometimes you'd override 
it because you had the bigger picture, you had the bigger responsibility. Once you'd done 
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that he would then use every bit of power, influence and ability he had to implement the 
policy. For that reason he would be a model of the relationship between a minister and 
his head of department or senior public servants. 

I was rather sad that nothing was said about him in the paper. I haven't seen a thing. I 
wrote to his widow and told her how I felt about it, but it would have been nice if there 
had have been a memorial service or a cremation service when somebody could have 
recorded for public knowledge the role that he played as a true and respected public 
servant. You don't seem to find them that way these days. It will take a while to work the 
Burke influence out of the system and hopefully we'll then come back with another 
generation of these people. There are a few of them starting to emerge now and 
hopefully they will establish a standard and get back to what public servants should be. 

But Gibson was rather in the same sort of mould as the Ralph Doigs and people of that 
generation. A great strength to a minister. Not always the most amiable and the most 
pleasant company on some of these issues because Cyril was a very austere, serious sort 
of person. He wasn't an exciting person to travel with when you're on some of these 
visits. Like when I took him to London because of his knowledge of London and he and 
Lance Brisbane went with me and Cyril accompanied us into Europe. His knowledge of 
London and Europe from his previous experience there was valuable. He was inclined to 
be a bit pedantic about the protocol of things, which is fair enough, so that you didn't go 
charging in like a bull at a gate, in London in particular, and where you observed the 
proper protocols of these things. In that regard he was a good man to have on my first 
visit overseas and to Europe. 

I took him to America with me on that visit. Cyril was a bit aghast at the attitude of the 
Americans and the relationship between the government of the day and the parliaments 
of the day and so on, because as you know their ministers are not allowed to be members 
of parliament, either the Congress or the Senate. So it's a completely different set-up 
altogether, where your public service is very highly politicised. Cyril couldn't quite 
understand that one. I have to say that I found him very good value and I respected him 
greatly and was very sad to see his passing without some public comment on the role 
model that he had set for public servants. 

To get back to Peter Jones. He was a great enthusiast. I think he was very proud to be a 
minister and he was very fortunate to have such important portfolios. When I put him 
into the resource portfolio, and I've explained to you it upset Andrew Mensaros very 
badly because he felt he was going to own that for life. I've given you the reasons for 
that, there's no need to go over it. But he [Peter Jones] enjoyed that immensely because 
he got pitchforked into some very exciting negotiations. He had things like SEC, which 
was going through a series of transformations. There was the negotiation of North West 
Shelf, and all of the inevitable things that take place. He also did the very tricky 
negotiations we had to do with the Argyle Diamonds after we had that attempt by a 
group (I think it was Afro-West) to try and undermine, and in their opinion hopefully 
defeat the ministerial reserve system which necessitated a very delicate negotiation with 
CRA and also special legislation, special renegotiated agreements with the CRA people, 
and which he did extremely well. It enabled us to overcome what looked like an ugly 
situation that could have prevented the diamond project going on for years and years and 
years. But we were able to negotiate a very satisfactory arrangement with Argyle - that's 
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the Argyle Diamonds - and get legislation through the Parliament that put an end to the 
nonsense that was going on. All in all he performed very well and I found him very 
loyal. 

Ri Cyril Rushton? 

COURT Cyril was a one-off piece. Cyril was very proud of being a minister. He'd 
worked hard in opposition. It would have almost been the grave injustice of all time if he 
hadn't have gone into the ministry. He was never very popular with his own colleagues, 
particularly with the backbench members, and he certainly wasn't very popular with the 
Opposition, because Cyril could be so long-winded and round about in answering 
questions and explaining his legislation. He loved every minute of it, so he wasn't 
conscious of the fact that.... He was enjoying himself on the stage, but the others only 
wanted a yes/no, or something pretty precise in answer to a question, whether it was in 
Cabinet, whether it was in the party room, or whether it was in the Parliament; it was the 
same thing. 

He loved the Local Government portfolio. He really loved that. That was the real climax 
of his career. He had been in local government and he had a feel for local government. 
They had a place in his heart and in his mind that was quite unique. They liked him 
because he went about his business covering every local authority in the State. His first 
ambition was to go around and meet every local authority. I couldn't be precise as to 
how he did it, when he did it, but I know he was proud to report that he had contacted 
every local authority. Some of them in those days were quite small and having their own 
problems. But the fact that he was there stood him in good stead. When they had their 
annual association meetings, to Cyril that was like going to the royal show almost; you 
know, like going for a picnic. All these local authority people would come together. 
They had an organisation for city and they had an organisation for the country people. I 
used to sit back and I used to feel glad for him that he was enjoying this particular part 
of his work in such a way. 

He didn't enjoy the Transport role as much as the other. It was a very demanding role 
and he felt in some ways that he was being given an unfair burden which he wasn't 
altogether qualified for. But this is one of the problems of government. You've only got 
so many ministers, and you've got so many portfolios and you have to make a judgment. 
I tried to move them around a bit so they got some experience. He was never very happy 
[with Transport]. He always used to be coming to me about that portfolio, the trouble he 
was having with the Railways or with the Transport people. But you could never 
question his integrity or his loyalty in the matter. 

He used to worry. He used to worry about some of these portfolio problems. Local 
Government: he seemed to be able to handle them very well. He was on the same 
wavelength as local government. Some of his speeches he used to make he used to have 
me bewildered. I'd have to go away shaking my head. Sometimes I was with him when 
he went to some of these local government, city ones and country ones. He would make 
a speech that was so emotive about local government and his love of local government 
and all that sort of thing. It had nothing to do with the business we were there for. But 
somehow or other they used to think it was beaut. He'd get a tremendous warm response 
and they'd tell you afterwards, "Isn't he wonderful? Isn't it great to have a minister like 
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this?" Of course, that suited my convenience, because after all if they liked him you 
could bet their electors would like him. On many occasions I've been to these things 
when the real tough business of the day I had to do, where the government wasn't going 
to give them something they wanted or something of that kind. I used to admire his 
shrewdness that he'd leave that entirely to the Premier while he said all the nice things, 
you know, sort of patted them on the head: they were lovely people, doing lovely things. 
So he'd come away not only refreshed himself but also with the goodwill of the people 
while the arch-villain of the piece would be the Premier and Treasurer, who wasn't going 
to agree to everything they wanted. 

But that was Cyril and nothing could change that. You'd have to say that he was an 
effective minister even if he might have upset a few people because he was - well as 
some used to describe him as old-womanish and that sort of thing. But in a team you've 
got to actually hope for this sort of thing because it's the diversity of personalities, the 
diversity of people, diversity of interests, diversity of skills, that it's the job of the leader 
to put them all together so that they perform in the field. 

RJ David John Wordsworth? 

COURT Well David was a nice, nice man. He had a rural background and also a 
background which you could describe as very good breeding. His father was a general 
and highly respected as such. David never changed in his attitudes and his standards. 

His wife, of course, was Marie-Louise, Marie-Louise Wordsworth, and her father had 
been Senator Bertie Johnson. So she had a background in a fairly tough field of politics, 
bearing in mind that the senator was originally in the State House and then he went into 
the Federal Parliament. But they were chalk and cheese because Marie-Louise is very 
outgoing, a very positive person. She was trained in the law, she did a degree at 
university. She worked with a number of people like Bill Pidgeon, now Judge Pidgeon, 
on my first campaign. They were from the university Liberals and they were first class. 
They really loved every minute of it. It was a difficult nasty sort of a campaign and that 
made it all the better. But you always had the feeling that Marie-Louise was the strong 
personality; still is the strong personality. 

I think she would have been the one behind the restoration of Dempster house at 
Esperance, which was a superb job. A derelict place in shocking conditions, been 
allowed to deteriorate unbelievably from the fine structure it originally was. By the time 
she'd finished with it, it was an absolute joy. Rita and I stayed there quite often when we 
were in the district. It reflected her taste and her capacity to put these things together. 

She had a great sense of history. She's done a tremendous lot, with David's 
acquiescence, of course, but she's always the one that's up-front not only with that 
restoration, but with collecting things about the history of the south. For instance, she 
has a remarkable collection of charts and maps and pictures dealing with the French 
explorations here and the French activities here. She's been working very closely with 
Professor Leslie Marchant, who is now Professor Emeritus, I think. He's certainly not 
still at the university. He's a fairly contentious sort of a figure but he's got very involved 
in some of these historic things. She, I think, has been one of his mainstays. Whenever 
she travels in Europe, in particular, she seems to come back with these charts and little 
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books and bits of history that have enabled him and others to virtually re-write, in some 
cases, and put together, in other cases, a very authentic part of the history of the South 
West and the role of the French - and others, but particularly the French. 

But David goes along with this sort of thing. You don't see him as being the initiator. 
You can hardly imagine him going into funny little bookshops in France somewhere and 
seeking out these publications, these charts and other things. 

But I mention her at some length because she did have a considerable influence on him 
and she was ambitious for him. Now quite frankly she would have performed much 
better and bigger than David did because he was a gentle sort of a person. He didn't 
seem to be able to assert himself within his department. 

You might say, why did you put him in the ministry? Well, it's a good question. I had a 
fair bit to do with him when he was first a member because you couldn't go to Esperance 
and all the districts around there without having to deal with the Wordsworths, either 
Marie-Louise or David, as the case may be. I learnt to respect his ideas on agriculture, 
bearing in mind he was a Liberal and not a Country Party or National Party. He'd been 
successful. He had the Tasmanian background, of course, because he was essentially a 
Tasmanian, and he had the Esperance background. 

I was very impressed with his ideas, but I found that talking to him on a one-for-one 
basis was quite different to talking to him as part of a Cabinet team or as the head of a 
department. It taught me a lesson that some people are superb on a one-for-one basis. 
They're not inhibited, they're not self-conscious about other people's views and that sort 
of thing, but you get the best out of them. Whereas other people can hold their own 
better in the rough and tumble that takes place. 

Now I'm not suggesting he wasn't a person of principle. I'm not suggesting he was a 
person who was a weak person. That wouldn't be fair. But I found that he somehow or 
other wasn't able to play the team game. Coming back again to your football analogy. 
You get a fellow who's officially a ruck rover or he's a rover, or he's a forward or 
something, but at some stages he's got to be able to do everything, to help a team mate or 
something of that kind. There's an incident that happens that you couldn't rely on, you 
couldn't anticipate, you couldn't foretell that it was going to happen and so you've got to 
respond. 

Well, being a minister within your own portfolios, that's happening all the time, if you're 
any good. Being a minister within a Cabinet, it's happening all the time. Being a minister 
within the Parliament it's happening all the time. Being a minister with the media it's 
happening all the time. The best way I think I can express it is that on a one-for-one 
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basis, which you don't have very often in a Cabinet, he was very good. He had good 
ideas. He'd sit down and work them out and think them through. It would have been 
ideal if you could have taken those ideas from him and implemented them but you 
couldn't do that while he was a minister. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 143 
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COURT I should correct something there when I said you couldn't do that while 
he was a minister. That's not correct because you often get a minister who has special 
capabilities and they might not necessarily be directly related to his current portfolios. 
It's the art of good leadership to use those. So you would get him to feed them in to the 
appropriate minister. For instance, Dave Brand used to use me a lot on things to do with 
the Treasury because that was not his strength, although it was nothing to do with 
Industrial Development and North West and Railways directly. But you're part of the 
team, so you use all of these skills that you've got. 

But it's hard to describe that you couldn't do that with David. For instance, you couldn't 
put him alongside the Minister for Agriculture where he would have had his best 
capacity to have an input. You couldn't somehow or other put him alongside of him. I 
could get the information out of him by sitting patiently and listening to him, and I have 
to say this influenced me in appointing him to the ministry. But you had to virtually 
draw the information out and put it together before you got the benefit of it. Now 
somehow or other he didn't seem to be able to do that. He had difficulty in 
communicating. He might raise a point in Cabinet, for instance, that was quite valid, 
based on his experience because it extended beyond farming. But somehow or other he 
never seemed to be able to on the spot get it across. You don't get much time. You either 
win or you lose. You either get your point of view across or you don't, and you're on to 
the next business. 

I was disappointed for his sake because he deserved to have a ministerial position where 
he could leave his mark. I never met his father but I gather he would have been a 
different personality altogether. However, that's how they come. 

I'd have to say that had I known at the beginning what I knew at the end he probably 
wouldn't have got into the Cabinet, not because he didn't have the knowledge, not 
because he didn't have the education, but there was a difficulty in communicating. By 
the way the saddest thing of all was his difficulty of communicating with his 
departmental heads, all of whom were good people, and all of whom talked to me 
privately to see how they could help him. It was very interesting. They liked him a lot, 
they respected him a lot, but they just felt that he wasn't able to carry their battles into 
Cabinet or into the Treasury and similar situations. But he's a nice man and I think he's a 
very good citizen. 

RJ Bill Hassell only came into your Cabinet in 1980 and you have referred 
to his intelligence in previous discussions, but what about his role in Cabinet? 

COURT Well Bill was a good minister. He was aggressive, he was active, he was 
intelligent. He was able to express himself well. He didn't mind doing the tough things. 
He would go out, whether it was dealing with the community or dealing with a section 
of the community or dealing with the Cabinet or dealing with the Parliament, he never 
pulled back. 

I think I've told you before I deliberately gave him difficult portfolios. He was an 
intolerable backbencher. But whilst he used to irritate the other ministers and irritate 
some of his backbench colleagues, I saw in this a man of ability and a man who was 
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capable of proper analysis and tough as they come, but also very clear on policy and a 
man of principle. These are the sort of things you want. 

It's just like getting a good horse that has to be broken in and is good and strong and got 
a will of its own. It's the way it's broken in, the way it's trained and, put it to work, it will 
work all day very effectively. Whereas you get some old moke that you've got to kick it 
every time you want it to go ten paces forward and it's got very little intelligent and 
effective physical work in it. 

Whereas you get a fellow like Hassell. He's got the capacity for leadership and that's 
why I had actually put him into the Cabinet believing that when he had the rough edges 
taken off him in Cabinet and he started to understand how the machinery worked, how 
the team worked, that he would be the next Premier. But he did everything that I asked 
of him. He knew that I gave him the portfolios that I gave him on purpose because they 
were unpopular ones, they were difficult ones, and he knew he had to prove himself. 

I don't think Ray O'Connor understood his [Hassell's] value and wasn't prepared to put 
him to work. He probably was scared stiff of Hassell because of Hassell's superior 
intellect, his greater capacity to express himself in difficult situations, his greater 
capacity to understand the legislation and understand all of the things that went with that 
legislation. So a person like Ray unfortunately would have seen in Hassell a threat and 
instead of putting him to work and giving him more and more responsibility, testing him 
out, making him so busy that he wouldn't have time to be a threat, he didn't do that. 

See people like O'Connor wouldn't realise that by making Hassell famous, he 
strengthened his own position because he [Hassell] could fight all these battles. If you 
wanted to, if you had a weakness in a particular portfolio, he was the sort of bloke you 
pick out of this one and put into that one and he'd take it in his stride. 

So I felt rather sad about the way Hassell was misunderstood, was feared in some cases, 
never really developed to his full potential. Had I stayed on any longer, say till the 1983 
election, I had already mapped out what I had in mind for Hassell. In fact, had I stayed 
on, without waiting for the next election I would have put him into some more 
challenging portfolios where he could start to appear as a more human sort of a person 
and a better public face, instead of having to do the things that he was doing originally. 
By effluxion of time, maybe 12 months, two years, the Cabinet, the backbenchers, the 
public, would be seeing the real capabilities of the man. 

Bill would never be a popular person, but who wants to be? If you're going to do any 
good there's no role for people that are going to try and move with the breeze. Now you 
might say, what about David Brand? Well, he was an exceptional person. He liked 
people, people liked him. But he had the good sense to put people in the hatchet 
portfolios that did all the work for him, so that he looked the nice, soft, gentle man, and 
people like myself looked like the hatchet men. That's good leadership. If you're a 
captain of a footie team that's what you do. You don't put your weaklings in playing ruck 
and things like that, you pitch them [the strong ones] in there, and that's their job. Get in 
and get the ball! Okay. 
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RJ We have Gordon Masters who again came in in 1980 and held Fisheries, 
Wildlife, Conservation and Environment. 

COURT Well Gordon was something of a disappointment. He got off on the 
wrong foot, and I think mainly due to the influence of Graham MacKinnon. He, for 
some extraordinary reason, developed the idea that the Premier was only just another 
minister. He didn't seem to understand the Premier had the only commission to form a 
government and that the Premier nominated to the Governor the ministers that were 
given their authority to be ministers. It became very apparent that he'd got it all wrong. 

But we sorted that one out pretty quickly in that we made clear that the advice that he'd 
been given was quite wrong, that the Premier was the Premier and the team was the 
team. Admittedly while you're doing your portfolio that's your responsibility to do it 
according to the government policy and to do it in a way that is going to produce the 
best results for the special interests affected. Such as if you're in Agriculture, you've got 
to think of the agricultural people. If you're in Transport you've got to think of the 
transport people as well as the public use of transport and that sort of thing. 

So there's a big difference between a minister asserting his authority over his portfolio 
within his portfolio, and assuming that he could do that without regard for the rest of his 
colleagues. So that had to be sorted out. As far as I was concerned I accepted his 
apology and I accepted his explanation that he'd misunderstood the real role of a 
minister within a Cabinet in relation to the Premier and his colleagues. From then 
onward he seemed to do his job as was expected. Also he had his role in the Legislative 
Council subsequently, which was a further advancement in his career. 

RJ Ian Laurance came in in 1980 as an honorary minister assisting. Anything 
you want to say about him? 

COURT Well, he had potential and it was very good to have a minister from the 
North, representing the Gascoyne electorate. He was a pretty bright young man. He had 
one problem and that was the fact that he was very ambitious and when he came in as an 
honorary minister he wasn't prepared to accept the discipline that went with an honorary 
minister. I thought I'd told you about this. Anyhow I'll just round it off. 

RJ Yes. He was the one about the signing of the mail. 

COURT Yes, you're right, about signing the letters. He wanted to sign as Hon. 
Minister for.... whatever portfolio he was working with. In the interests of the minister 
responsible for overseeing him, we had to get him to use honorary - write it out in full. 
Not the Honourable the Minister, as is the abbreviation normally for Hon., to make it 
clear to the public that he was the Honorary Minister Assisting the Minister for.... 
because it's very clear they [honorary ministers] can't sign with the same authority as a 
full minister. 

Somehow or other he couldn't see this. "They sign Hon. Minister. Well that should be 
enough for me." So we had to make it very clear to Ian that there were certain rules that 
he had to observe and if he wasn't prepared to observe them, well I'd have to relieve him 
of that responsibility because it wasn't fair to the minister. He had no authority to 
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commit the minister because a person acting as an honorary minister - probably not for 
any malicious intention but out of sheer inexperience - could create mayhem for the 
poor minister that was the substantive minister and, through that, for the government. 
But apart from that he was quite an intelligent person. Commercially he's a fairly 
capable, lively person, and that's a good thing to translate into ministerial experience. 
He, of course, became a minister under Ray O'Connor. 

RJ He also was Parliamentary Secretary of the Cabinet for a time. You've 
spoken of Ray Young in that particular position. What was Laurance like in that role? 

COURT He was quite good in that because he saw in it a stepping stone to a 
portfolio later on. I explained to him, as I explained to all others, the significance of that 
particular office. It didn't have any decision-making role at all, but it was a wonderful 
way to get the feel of Cabinet, being able to attend Cabinet. But your success or failure 
was the degree of service you could give to ministers. By moving from one to the other, 
checking on the way policies were going so that you could report to Cabinet periodically 
was a way of establishing the confidence of ministers, confidence of your colleagues. 
You don't have to be very bright to realise it's not a bad way of getting yourself ready for 
a portfolio. But he seemed to do all that I asked of him, otherwise I wouldn't have 
advanced him a further stage into the honorary ministry. 

RJ Another honorary minister from 1980 was Barry MacKinnon. 

COURT Barry fitted in very well. He understood the relationship between an 
honorary minister and a substantive minister. He was given quite a few assignments to 
test him out. I have to say that when he was given a specific assignment he did it quite 
well. I overestimated his ability, frankly, at that time, because you'd give him an 
assignment to do and he would do it extremely well. It's like a student given an essay or 
something to do and they come back and they've done it well, they've done their 
research well and they've followed up well and they've written it well. So in that regard 
he was very good. I probably overestimated his capacity because of that. Good reports 
came back. 

However, I then subsequently found that he wasn't an initiator, he didn't invent these 
things for himself. He was quite comfortable with taking a direction; in other words 
having an assignment. He'd target that and do it extremely well. But being in a good 
government and being a good minister is quite different to that. If you're not initiating 
new policies, the government would just die on its feet. You expect the ministers to be 
feeding in ideas all the time as to how we can maintain the thrust of a private enterprise 
philosophy and do these things better. Therefore you rely on the ministers. 

Very few of them, by the way, are good at that. They're so busy and so centred on doing 
the day-for-day things that if you're not careful they keep winding the handle. As you 
know leaders are not good handle-winders. They want to think of new ways, of better 
ways of doing what you're doing, new things to be done. That's the final test of their 
ability. Unfortunately Barry didn't show those signs; while I was there anyhow. 

RJ Alan Ridge actually was in the ministry from '74. 
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COURT Well, I had great hopes for Alan. I, together with Bob Rowell, got him to 
stand. I felt it was going to be good to have a man with all that local government 
experience up there, [in Kimberley] highly respected. Not a spectacular person and not a 
very declamatory type of person. Always well presented, very thorough in what he did 
for the local authority and for the community generally. At least he had this feel for 
Kimberley, a nice wife, and I was very happy when he came into the Parliament. Then I 
thought, well, we want somebody that understands the North, particularly Kimberley, 
and so I brought him in. 

I realised that Alan would not be a great self-starter, but I believed that what he was 
given to do he'd do conscientiously and well. He'd also do it with an understanding of 
people. He also had good relationships with the Aborigines in Kimberley. Wherever you 
went they always knew him. The nature of his work was such that he was in and out of 
their various communities and so on. He was always known as "Mr Alan"; always Mr 
Alan, Mr Alan. Then later on when he got into Parliament they changed that and they 
always used to say "Mr Alan Ridge". They didn't say Alan Ridge, they used to say Mr 
Alan Ridge. As he got promoted into Parliament they extended the "Mr Alan" to "Mr 
Alan Ridge" and in their own particular manner of speech. You can understand this had 
a distinctive character that was taken up. 

I found that he did what was assigned to him well. He was never demonstrative or 
aggressive. You had to initiate some of the more difficult, more aggressive sort of things 
that we had to do. But once you pointed the ship in the right direction, he sailed it very 
well. I was sorry when he left the Parliament. He had the respect of all the people, 
particularly in Kimberley, right through Derby, Broome and Halls Creek, Fitzroy 
Crossing, right through to Kununurra and Wyndham. He moved very freely and they felt 
that they had a person that was in tune with them. 

Ri Matt Stephens only spent a year in your Cabinet and you referred to him 
in relation to the Country Party. What about as a minister? 

COURT I don't think I need to add to what we've already said about him, because 
he was a very disruptive influence. It was a tragedy for Ray McPharlin he came under 
the spell of this man. I know Norm Baxter worked hard to try and explain to him that his 
future didn't rest with Matt Stephens, but rested with the rest of the Country Party and 
with our Cabinet. But you now know the story of that one so we don't have to go into it. 
But with the change that was made by the National Party to first of all drop out of the 
coalition and then come back in a different form, that, of course, was the demise from 
the Cabinet of Matt Stephens. I had to take whoever they gave me and when they came 
up with a new list they didn't have him in it so that was that. 

RJ Neil McNeil!? 

COURT Neil was a nice man with a nice wife and very eager. Had a very strong 
following in the South West. He had an academic qualification in agriculture, which was 
very helpful. But he never asserted himself as much as he could have done. He had 
much more ability than he ever showed or used. That's difficult because no-one can 
make them do it. You can encourage them, you can coax them, you can demonstrate 
ways of doing something better or being more influential, but Neil was a rather diffident 



TAPE 143 SIDE COURT 1925 

type of minister. He had a lot of ability and he understood agriculture, rural problems, 
but he was not a self-starter, for want of a better phrase, which made it rather difficult 
because in this government business you don't want shrinking violets. It's not a place for 
people with inhibitions about.... or especially any undue modesty about their 
performance, because it's all about performance. But he had a very intelligent, very 
capable wife, who in many ways had much more vitality and understanding of things 
than he did, but she wasn't the minister. 

By the way you realise that Neil McNeill was at one time a federal member. That 
experience was quite good for him, but again I was surprised that he wasn't more 
assertive as a result of that experience in the bear pit of Canberra. 

RJ Norman Baxter was your Minister for Health and Community Welfare 
for three years. 

COURT Well Norm was, of course, given to us in the list of nominated ministers 
in the National Party system. I have to say that when he first came I was a little bit 
concerned as to how he would perform because when he was in Parliament the first time 
he was inclined to be a little bit prone to follow the Labor ideas on some things and 
voted against the government, or voted with the Labor Party on some of these things, 
something that we used very heavily to get a Liberal into his seat at one stage. 

He eventually came back into the Parliament and I found him very cooperative, very 
loyal to me. I don't think it was anything to do with the fact that we both went to the 
same school at one stage in our career; that was Perth Boys' School. But he fitted into 
the Cabinet and showed much more determination and strength in a very difficult 
portfolio than I'd bargained on. 

I had every reason to be thankful for Norm Baxter being in the Cabinet. During the 
delicate negotiations over McPharlin's role and the coalition's role, I couldn't have 
wished for anyone better and more sensible and balanced in his approach. Frankly I was 
amazed that Ray didn't see in Baxter a great ally, who was equally strong with O'Neil 
and myself in trying to explain to Ray you could leave the ship but you couldn't come 
back into it. I had nothing but praise for Norman, the way he handled a very difficult 
portfolio, and as I say he performed much better than I'd bargained on. 

RJ And the last of your parliamentary secretaries for the final two years of 
your period was Norman Moore. 

COURT Well, Norman was a person I respected greatly because I'd seen him in 
action in high schools in northern areas. I've got a great respect for people who are 
successful as headmasters in remote schools. Des O'Neil's a classic case. I've told you 
about him. You see they're out there on their own. This is a mining town [in Norman 
Moore's case], of course. I'm pretty sure it was Tom Price.1  They [pupils] were bobbing 
up everywhere and their numbers were fairly big, because these mining towns they don't 
just grow, they just happen, and all of a sudden you've got a lot of children there for a 
school that starts at the first years in primary school and goes right through to secondary 

'Tom Price is correct (RJ). 
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school. These people are on their own. In the early days communications weren't as 
good as they are today. You were dealing with a community that was isolated, there was 
nowhere to hide so you had the parents, you had the students, you had the teachers, and 
you had the community. A high school teacher, or a headmaster of any sort becomes 
quite important in that community, more so than in a metropolitan setting. 

So I had seen him in action and he was very highly respected. He ran a good school, and 
he had a good wife, who is also a teacher, by the way. I think she's now a school 
principal. If she's not a school principal, she's a deputy, but I'm pretty sure she's now a 
school principal, so she's very capable. Again I was bringing him in, in anticipation that 
in due course he would have become a minister if I'd have carried on. This was a means 
of just easing him in. 

Another thing about this Cabinet Secretary job was that it got the other backbenchers 
conditioned to the fact that this fellow was likely to be the next one in line for 
promotion. Now that mightn't sound much to you but it's terribly important that they get 
used to him being the anointed that when the time comes and he goes in you don't have 
the same problems as you do if you just pluck him from the backbench and put him 
straight into the Cabinet. 

END OF TAPE 143 SIDE B 
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COURT It was one way in which the Premier could test out a person like that to 
see how he adapted to the role in Cabinet. It was also a way of letting the media know, 
the backbenchers know, and the Parliament know that this fellow was at least under 
scrutiny to become a minister. It gave you a reaction too, which you'd be foolish not to 
take note of. So you can understand why, although the position was not all that 
important in itself, it was a stepping stone that anyone that got that opportunity was a 
fool if they didn't embrace it. 

Ri A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library 
Building on 19 July 1995. 

Sir Charles, we finished up last time in talking about each of your ministers, and 
honorary ministers assisting etc., but I wondered in overall terms, as you were Treasurer, 
how able you felt your team were when it came to the money side of their 
responsibilities? 

COURT Well, it's a very interesting observation because it does highlight the fact 
that when you get a ministry put together you get an amazing diversity of people. What 
is even worse you get an amazing collection of people that have little financial 
knowledge. Now don't get me wrong, this is not a reflection on their general mentality 
and their intelligence and that sort of thing, but you have people, for instance, who've 
spent their life in education, in teaching not teaching finance, but teaching the ordinary 
things of a State school or a private school. You have others who have been farmers, you 
have others who might have had a little business experience, but in the main the one that 
does understand finance [on a large scale] is a rarity. 

You have to bear in mind that the minister badly needs a competent, thoroughly 
trustworthy, head of his department, or at least people within his department that can 
look after these things. Now it's not every departmental head that's any good at finance. 
Many of them are very good at the particular disciplines of that department, but that 
doesn't mean to say they're good at administering their budgets. 

It's a never-ending task of the Treasury to watch the trend in a department - not in 
March, April, May, when it's mighty close to June, but almost from the beginning of a 
year. Eventually the Treasury develops an understanding of some of the departmental 
heads and the ministers and is able to set up a system whereby there's greater vigilance 
in respect of one particular minister and his department, than might be in respect of 
another. But even then the Treasury can't be all things to all men and they can't have 
eyes at the back of their head and that sort of thing (they do well at trying to, but they 
can't always) and you get a portfolio that blows out on you. 

Now the worst cases in my time as Premier - I'm not going back to when David Brand 
was Premier - in my time as Premier, was Graham MacKinnon. He resented the fact 
that when he'd blown out so badly in his budget, that there was a very severe reprimand, 
and not only between me and him, but within the Cabinet. This was used to explain to 
other ministers that if somebody blew out, the money had to come from somewhere. We 
either blotted our copybook with a bad budgeting performance by being in deficit when 
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we'd budgeted in our day to break even, allowing for our system of absorbing certain 
capital works from revenue and so on, [or we tightened our belt to cope with the blow 
out]. 

This was tremendously important to the government. It was tremendously important to 
me as the Treasurer, it was tremendously important to the government as a whole, 
because it was one way of explaining to them [the Ministers] that if somebody 
misbehaved and was careless, that we were all in it. We all had to make a sacrifice to get 
the budget back in a balanced form. 

Therefore you needed people who were tough as Townsing was and as tough as 
McCarrey was, who were forever and a day checking up on the returns from these 
departments and if they started to come in slowly, well to get on to them with a 
viciousness if necessary, that was part of the discipline. 

Now in his case, somehow or other the thing blew out [and the Minister], the 
departmental head and his financial people didn't scream out for help. I'm not talking 
about an over-run of a few hundred thousand, this ran into millions. So we had to then 
take some very quick action, bearing in mind the first time this happened, it happened 
after the half year, so you've got a very short period in which to make corrections. The 
corrections will probably flow on to the next year, but you've got to try and get things 
tidied up for 30 June. 

The cash returns that are published every month can be very misleading, because you 
can get a big dollop of money come in by way of revenue one month and make it look as 
though you're going to be rolling in money, and you can get a big expenditure that 
comes one month and make it look as though you're going to go broke. But this is what 
the Treasury is there for, to know the source of income, the source of expenditure and all 
that type of thing so that they can keep the Treasurer properly informed. 

So it became very, very important to step up the discipline on the financial side, because 
as your budgets got bigger, the blow-out could be worse. Don't forget by this time we 
were going along at a fairly hefty pace. When you think of the situation in '59, when you 
were very much mendicants, very much under the Grants Commission, there was a self-
imposed discipline. But once we got away from the Grants Commission and we started 
to be great contributors at the national level and we had sources of income the like of 
which we'd never known, when you talk about the royalties and that type of thing, well it 
called for more discipline on the part of each individual State and our own in particular 
because we were in a new world. We'd come from being mendicants with the disciplines 
imposed by the Grants Commission and through them the federal Treasury, because the 
Grants Commission was dependent on the federal Treasury for almost a form of audit, 
you might say. All of a sudden we're out of that system and we're very much on our 
own, with income that we've never dreamt of before and expenditures we'd never 
thought we'd have to make, because the whole idea of stepping up the economy and 
stepping up our earning capacity through royalties and the like was to be able to have 
better services: education, health, housing and that type of thing. 
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So it threw a greater burden back on the Treasury. In fact in the case I mentioned the 
Treasury had to actually put a senior officer into that department so that we could not 
only arrest the overspending, but also start to pull it back. We found that the only way to 
do it was to put somebody in. 

As a result of that particular incident, I think it did bring about a general improvement in 
the vigilance of the ministers themselves because they realised that there but for the 
grace of God go I. I think it made them all conscious of the fact that they had a 
responsibility. Some of them had very good senior officers, chief executives within their 
department, or financial people within the department who just didn't let them get out of 
hand, and that was good. Likewise if they found that they were doing better than they 
thought they were going to do, the minister would know and then he could make sure 
that he cleared it with the Treasury to be able to get the benefit of their own vigilance, 
their own frugality, whatever you might like to call it, because we had this system that if 
you run your department better than your budget, we didn't pinch the money off you [as 
used to happen]. 

So it became a much more expert thing, and I think a much more sensitive thing. What it 
did do was to develop a much better understanding between ministers and the Treasury. 
They realised that the Treasury was their friend and not their enemy. Up until then they'd 
always regarded the Treasury as a department you had to put something over if you 
could, then boast about it. But they then learnt that if they went along with the Treasury 
and played the game by the Treasury, were honest and frank with the Treasury, they [the 
Treasury] could often help them out of a hole. At the same time, when they wanted to 
get some more assistance for new programs when they were starting on their next 
budget, they found that you were dealing with a completely different Treasury to one 
where you'd been guilty of playing games, because don't forget the Treasury's pretty 
good at it too. 

I had a very good relationship, when I was a minister, with the Treasury. The Railways 
was the first example when - and you've recorded all this.... 

RJ Yes, you have. 

COURT . . . .when I worked out with Townsing, if we put in an honest 
budget they'd consider it as an honest budget. 

So out of this experience with MacKinnon's portfolio in particular, we did have a much 
more responsive group of ministers that changed their attitude, I think without 
exception, apart from MacKinnon. 

Sec it was he that said, "I'm not supposed to know anything about this. I'm not a 
chartered accountant." That was the phrase he used, "I'm a minister." We had to then 
explain in gentle terms that there's no such thing as just being a minister without 
financial responsibility. But if he's not personally able to do it, well then, of course, he 
sends up an SOS and we then give him the mechanism by putting in different officers 
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into his department, or lending him Treasury officers, or establishing a communication 
between the department and the Treasury, 

which enables him, or somebody on his behalf, to keep the disciplines that are 
necessary. 

We had a similar experience, but we nipped it in the bud, before the MacKinnon 
incident, with Ray O'Connor, to do with Public Works. Fortunately because of a set of 
circumstances over an industrial matter when certain work was developing into a cost-
plus system, we were able to nip that in the bud, because if you ever get into cost-plus 
contracts, I can tell you you're just printing money as far as the contractor's concerned. 
You lose your capacity to get the competitive aspect of tenders, because we're all human 
and if you know you're going to get cost-plus, well you don't get as careful as you might 
otherwise be. 

However, enough of that. It is terribly important that there be a discipline between the 
Treasury and every department and every minister. Every minister is just plain foolish if 
they don't establish they've got good financial management within their department, and 
if they need something more, they go to the Treasury in good time. 

RJ Geoff Bolton, in assessing your period and your Cabinet actually says, 
"In his Cabinet there were no contemporaries who could stand up to him and temper his 
enthusiasms and most were new men and his senior deputies OvNeil  and O'Connor were 
younger and loyal." Did you have anyone in the Cabinet who could stand up to you? 

COURT It all depends what they mean by that. If I was the tyrant that he depicts, 
well then, of course it was their fault if they didn't make an issue of it, because when 
you're in Cabinet you've got a lot of support. If there'd been many ministers who felt that 
I was something of a tyrant, something of a dictator, well, it wouldn't be very long 
before they started to gang up together. But I can never remember any particular case of 
that at all. 

Don't forget (and it's very hard to explain this without being misunderstood) you don't 
get the people into a Cabinet that you would get if you were picking a board of directors 
or picking an executive because you can then be selective far beyond the immediate 
team available to you, and if you've made a boo-boo you can get rid of somebody and 
get somebody else. But when you're dealing with a Cabinet, which is the most 
demanding of all businesses really, with a huge budget and huge responsibilities, diverse 
responsibilities, unpredictable responsibilities, human nature flowing in to the system 
from all angles, you know you really need to have people above average to do it. Now 
you don't get them. If you're going to be the leader, well you have to be seen to be a 
leader. 

I want to tell you that in my long experience if you adopted a dictatorial attitude or a 
bulldozing attitude you wouldn't last for very long. 

'Bolton, On This Side, 1985, p. 223. 
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That's what amazes me that Keating's lasting as long as he has. I think his days are 
numbered. But I was surprised a couple of years ago when I was discussing this matter 
with some of the old, wiser heads in the Australian Labor Party, that they hadn't been 
able to do something about it in his own interests. I'm going back to March two years 
ago when some of them said to me, "You know he's so far ahead of the field in terms of 
ego and his belief that he alone has done all of these things - that he made Hawke what 
he was and now he's making the government what it is and he's winning elections and 
that sort of thing - that none of us would be game to talk to him." Now that's sad; it's not 
good for the man concerned. 

But I also had another factor that kept me under check. I had more people in the back 
bench sitting in the party room that were more likely to question what WE had done, 
which means in the final analysis what I had done, than within the government [Cabinet] 
itself. That was good for the ministers, it was good for me because when they were 
challenging things we were doing, they were also challenging the ministers, don't forget, 
not only me. I think anyone that lived through that period if they were honest they'd 
have to say that we did allow a lot of discussion, we did allow a lot of opportunity for 
people to question what we were doing. 

I think Clive Griffiths, who was one of the most difficult people in the party room (even 
when he was president, but in earlier days he was even worse) would have to admit (in 
fact I've seen it written by him) that I used to tolerate much more than I should have, and 
he was never denied the opportunity to express his opposition to things. Admittedly 
most of his things were of a parochial nature. He was a tremendous local member. He 
had this big province that he'd virtually won from under the nose of Labor, by sheer hard 
work and detailed campaigning, in which he was greatly helped by Bill Grayden. He'd 
won that seat [against the odds] and then the day he won it he set about consolidating it. 
So if you did anything in his province he was very sensitive about it and he'd come 
along and raise merry hell. 

I've seen him in some writings of recent times and I heard him make a speech not so 
long ago, stating the fact that he was amazed that I was as tolerant with him, because he 
was a very difficult backbench member. That didn't worry me because I felt that all the 
time this existed was a safety valve. When they went into the chamber or they were 
confronted in the course of their electorate work, they at least had the true story and they 
at least had a chance to express a grievance or a concern of their constituents. It gives 
you great strength to go back and be able to explain the thing [to your constituents] with 
knowledge and with accuracy. 

So I think overall in spite of all the reputation for allegedly being so dictatorial and 
domineering and so on that it wasn't the case. If we appeared to go along on that basis, 
well I take the credit for it, giving the leadership that was necessary. 

Don't forget I had that 12 years in the Cabinet under David Brand who was a different 
personality to me altogether. But people underestimate David. He'd go along with people 
up to a point and then all of a sudden he'd grasp the table - and when he grasped that 
table with his two hands you'd know that somebody was going to cop it, not that he 
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wielded a great big stick, but when he said some strong words, they meant more than if I 
said the same strong words. For instance, the day he pronounced a certain person as 
being evil, it sent a shock right through the Cabinet, but it really made the point that he'd 
done everything [possible to meet the situation. Likewise], the day he announced that he 
just couldn't work with Gorton, the day he just said, "I can't work with that man," it was 
a thunderbolt through the Cabinet, whereas if I'd have said it, they'd have said, "Oh, 
that's just Charlie sounding off again," [chuckles] you see. But when he said it, it meant 
so much. 

Very rarely did he ever get to that stage, but in the party room and in the Cabinet room 
you'd see him grab the table. I used to sit alongside him. Once he put his big hands on 
that table, two hands at the one time, I knew somebody was going to cop it. It was all 
over in a matter of seconds, but it was very, very effective. 

But I do have to remind you that you have a very limited field to select from. I think I 
did mention to you one time that the most people in any Cabinet that I served in who 
would be better off in private enterprise than they were in government numbered five 
and one Cabinet only had three. That was the best Cabinet because fortunately - 
fortunately - the people who were in the Cabinet were conscious of their limitations and 
they didn't make so many mistakes because they'd come along and check. People like 
O'Neil and myself and others could guide them and help them over a bit of a stumble 
that they'd had. That's why Des [O'Neil] was such a great deputy. They all respected 
him, they all liked him and he had a patient manner and could take them and sort 
something out. The first I'd know about it was when he told me x, y or z has had a bit of 
a problem. He told me what it was, "It's all been fixed. Don't worry about it," and that 
was that. Does that answer your question? 

RJ [laughs] Yes. 

COURT We're talking about Geoffrey Bolton now and his allegation. I'm trying to 
fill in.... I can understand him saying what he did as an outsider, I can understand that. I 
think there was another point that was raised wasn't there? 

RJ No, he just said that.... oh, "and temper your enthusiasms"1  was the other 
thing that he said. 

COURT That's the point, that temper my enthusiasms. Now who'd want to temper 
anyone's enthusiasm if you're in the right direction. If you're a crank and doing that sort 
of thing I could understand it. They would have too. But once you get the feel for these 
things - and it can happen. I tell you the first couple of years as a minister in David 
Brand's Government, trying to sell them on the fact that these things could happen, 
wasn't funny. If I hadn't had Dumas and Brisbane to bolster me up in between I can tell 
you I would have given up the ghost. 

1Ibid. 
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That's rather surprising because on one hand he's saying that they didn't have either the 
capacity or the moral fortitude to challenge these things, or on the other hand it could be 
that they thought it was pretty good anyhow. I was enthusiastic, I believed, and if you 
don't believe in it for God's sake do something else. 

RJ That comment that you just made about at the most there being five 
outstanding people and once as few as three. That has not actually been on tape before, 
you have said that to me off tape. But what does that say about the preselection process? 
Where does the fault lie? 

COURT Well, it doesn't only apply to us. I mean I'm talking about us on the 
conservative side. If you leave out Menzies' elite Cabinet when he first became Prime 
Minister (and that was an elitist Cabinet), I can't identify more than seven in any federal 
Cabinet that would be better off in private enterprise. Now you did use a phrase a minute 
ago about outstanding people. I don't think I used that phrase. 

RJ No, you didn't. 

COURT People who would be better off in private enterprise. In other words they 
could earn as much money and the same emoluments of office and so on. I gave you the 
example of Medcalf. He didn't want to be a minister because he had a very comfortable 
high profile-type of life with good boards of directors and the head of his practice. That's 
a fair achievement for any man. For him to come into the ministry at that time would 
have been a sacrifice. He'd have to get out of all those things. His financial sacrifice 
would have been considerable. Plus the fact it wouldn't have been half as pleasant, half 
as relaxing, because in the private sector doing what he was doing you can regulate the 
tempo much more than you can when you're thrust into a public office. 

So I hope you understand that we're trying to measure it with some yardstick. It is a 
reflection of the political process, that the people who are going to be put on top of some 
very highly qualified people sometimes are less qualified educationally and otherwise. 
In fact, many of them less qualified in perception in what is attainable. They've got less 
vision often. 

Look at the team of public servants that I inherited in the departments, you know, 
when I first became a minister. When you look at them, I can't remember a single dud 
amongst them, because they'd got the fire in their belly. I can never remember one of 
them ever jacking up in spite of incessant weekends away in the North or the South, as 
the case may be; overseas, wherever we were. I can't remember one of them that jacked 
up on the pressure, and I can't remember one of them that didn't contribute, that would 
not be prepared to come to you and say, "Look, I think that's a bit hairy," or "I think 
you're a bit over-ambitious." 

This is partly answering Geoff Bolton, probably, because I got more of that sort of 
questioning and restraining influence from people like Parker and Munro and Townsing 
and that sort of departmental head than I ever got from the ministry. That explains the 
importance of having a public service that's not politicised, that's gravitated to their 
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positions by merit. Then you've got this tremendous force for integrity in government, 
accountability in government, and at the same time I found those people don't, as you 
are led to believe by the public about the average public servant, want to stop 
everything. When those fellows get the bit in their teeth, I'll tell you they're pretty good. 

So I was well blessed in my day with those people, and not only within the government, 
by the way, not only within the government service, but in the private sector. I had 
people that you could sit down with and genuinely discuss things without them 
sharpening their axe, whether they're going to get a contract or something of that kind, 
because they knew if it was good for the State it was going to be good for them. It was a 
wonderful feeling and I owe them a lot. 

I'm sorry if I gave Geoffrey the view that I might have been overpowering and so on, 
and overzealous and overenthusiastic. 

RJ No, he hasn't gone that far. 

COURT Okay. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 144 
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RJ In the light of what you have just said, what do you feel about the 
privatisation moves in the public service today? 

COURT I can understand why some of them are necessary, but in all of these 
things you know it often pays to make haste slowly. You've got to know where you're 
going when you do these things. 

We had the greatest turnaround in this sort of thing of any government in Australia's 
history in terms of measurement at the time, when we decided that we were going to get 
rid of all our state-trading concerns. That wasn't easy. Most of them weren't doing too 
well and I can tell you if you want to sell a state-trading concern, sell it when it's losing 
money, not when it's making money, because people say, "Well, thank goodness we got 
rid of that." But it wasn't a bad list we went through at that time, the State hotels, the 
timber mills.... 

Ri You have covered this, yes. 

COURT .... the brickworks and all of that sort of thing. 

That in some ways was different to what is being done now. There was no case to have a 
State Implement Works and brickworks and all that sort of stuff. It goes back to the 
Labor government of many years ago when they decided they were going to have 
trading things for everything. 

But when you come to privatising certain services within the government, it calls for a 
delicacy of touch and it wants ministers with a lot of understanding and it wants to be 
very carefully negotiated so that when the public hear about it they're going to accept it. 
They're going to say, "Well, that's a good thing", because you can't forever and a day go 
on with some of these practices. 

I'd have to be completely honest and say that within some of these government 
departments, practices develop there which were a different thing altogether to the work 
practices that the trade union movement has introduced into the private sector, such as 
you found in the iron ore industry in the North, and in other private industries - steel 
industry - you name it. The union over the years built into them, thanks to the weakness 
of many employers, practices that just could never be condoned. These became apparent 
to the public and to the work force for the first time when Copeman made that stand 
over Robe River. 

Now I think some of the union workers - not the union bosses, but the workers 
themselves, were shocked when it was disclosed what was going on. In their heart they 
would have to say, "Look, that couldn't possibly last." People don't realise that if 
Copeman hadn't have done what he did to Robe River, it wouldn't have existed after 
another 12 months. The better ones up there said, "Well, thank God it's happened." I was 
out of office at the time but they were ringing me privately when it was going on and 
saying, "Look, don't get this wrong, but there's a lot of people up here behind Copeman 
and what he's doing." If you found that the meals were being manipulated to such an 
extent that a whole town can be fed unofficially and dishonestly from a company like 
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that, well it's time somebody stepped in and did something about it. The sad thing about 
it is the unions not only tolerated it, but boasted about it. 

Now that's one lot of practices. But the other lot of practices that's more apparent in the 
government departments, is little cosy arrangements that build up that no-one seems to 
want to touch. It's taboo. They know that they're going on. 

For instance, when the Royal Commission was held by the Labor government, the State 
Labor government, in [A R G] Hawke's day, into the railways, I think the public were 
stunned about the number of 'foreigners' that were being produced within the Midland 
Railway Workshops. A foreigner, as you probably know, is a job that the workman is 
doing to take out of the workshops and obviously to get paid for by somebody else. The 
fact that that could go on at such an extent was criminal. But it became so big and so 
much an entrenched part of the operation that no-one was prepared to blow the whistle. 
That was the sort of thing that came out in that Royal Commission. 

That wouldn't have happened in a private works because the proprietor couldn't have 
afforded it. It couldn't have happened in Tomlinsons or in Vickers or one of those 
places. It would be very soon picked up because the man wouldn't have been doing his 
official jobs on time and that sort of thing. 

When the big sort out took place when the Pemberton Mill of the State Building 
Supplies was sold, I think there were over 100 or 150, where they couldn't put a 
specification on their job, and they were running farms and all sorts of things.' It was 
common knowledge amongst them, but no-one was prepared to blow the whistle. Now 
as soon as it became a private thing that couldn't exist because the proprietor naturally 
wanted to make a profit. 

Now I know the short answer and the simple answer and the clever answer would be, 
well why not clean those things up? But they're much more difficult to clean up in a 
government concern than they are in a private concern. So often the best way would be 
to privatise that particular exercise. 

Now it is to the discredit of the departmental heads and the unions in most of those cases 
that they allowed it to happen so badly and they got a universally bad reputation. Having 
said that, there were people within that government employment that were just as smart, 
just as entrepreneurial as people out in private enterprise. 

The classic case was Bennett who ran the Robbs Jetty Meat Works. He learnt creative 
accounting in dealing with the Treasury long before the private sector [chuckles] 
brought it into an art form in the 1980s. He was so proud of his place down there that 
you swore blind he owned it. I used to watch him in action with some interest, because 
you realised here was a man that you could pluck out of there and put him into running a 
business and he'd do it superbly. Very cost conscious, very conscious of the difficulty of 
getting capital to do capital works, with the result that he was actually known on one 

One example was a number of so-called mill workers on the payroll who came in to boil the bill morning 
and afternoon and then returned to their farms or other jobs (CC). 
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occasion to build a completely new cool room that he badly needed, through 
maintenance techniques. He was smart enough to leave a wall standing or something of 
that kind [so the new room was a repair and maintenance job and not a capital 
expenditure project]. 

But he was an unusual man. He's still alive;' unfortunately he lost both his legs. I met 
him at a function given by some of his friends down at Fremantle recently. Still the same 
old Cliff Bennett. He was a breath of fresh air, but he was the exception unfortunately. 

So you carry on and you find that there's whole sections of work that no-one's ever 
thought of getting it done somewhere else. There my only reservation would be that to 
make sure that you can give the service how it's needed when it's needed. This is why, in 
our day, when we reduced the Public Works considerably, we always retained a work 
force of some capacity. That was deliberate. That was expressed, explained at the time, 
that we always wanted to have a skilled work force of a certain dimension that could 
cope with the emergencies that arise that governments have got to meet. 

When some emergencies arise you've got to meet them regardless of cost. You've got to 
meet them, full stop. You've got to get it done, you've got to get it fixed, because the 
community's got to function. 

For instance, that little group that went out to establish a railway bridge out in the desert 
on the trans-railway, which you know all about.2  There was a little group that if we 
hadn't have had them, we wouldn't have been able to assemble a group to go and do that 
job on time. They'd been used to dealing with derailments and getting services operating 
and that sort of thing, regardless of whether it was day or night, wet or fine. That was a 
classic example which I tried to acknowledge publicly at the time, where they were 
given a challenge and the challenge was mainly unwittingly initiated by the 
Commonwealth government in saying that the service would be out for so long. They 
said, "Right. Not our railway, but we'll show them how we can do it," and they did. 

So you do have these elements there. But I can understand that there's ever-increasing 
amounts that you have to divorce completely and identify it as having been taken away 
from a particular department and put out to tender and so on. 

Now there's one other word of warning that I would have if I was in the job at the 
moment. It would be to make sure the people you give the job to are going to do it 
properly. We haven't got time for me to be specific about it, but when they take over 
some of that work, you've got to make sure that the people in the government that are 
supervising the work, that are allocating the work, make sure that they only engage 
people of competence and integrity because there's ratbags around in all businesses. 
Whether it's a road contract or a building contract [or service contract], it doesn't matter, 
you've got to have capable people that are representing the government at the technical 
level, being mindful that it would be most extraordinary if you had a minister with that 
competence. But you should have people in the department with that competence. 

Cliff Bennett was alive at the time of this interview, but sadly has died since (CC). 
2See p.  1525 this transcript. 
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For instance, in my day if the Parkers and Munros and their ilk in their Public Works 
Department brought in a contractor, I never once can remember having problems with a 
contractor. I can remember many cases where they rejected tenders which were lower 
than the favoured tender. 

This happened when we were standardising the rail gauge too. I think when Doust got 
the contract to do Fremantle section, because of the known hazards of that area with this 
honeycombed limestone below Fremantle, that I think when Doust - I'm pretty sure it 
was Doust - got the contract, he was number four down the list. We did number one, 
two and three a service, we did them a favour, by not giving them the contract. They 
weren't big enough, they weren't sophisticated enough and the proof of it was, of course, 
that the day they drove the first pile after Doust got the contract, they never saw it again, 
because of that honeycomb nature down there. So we had a contractor that was big 
enough and experienced enough to then adopt a completely different system. I think it's 
called franki-piling, F R A N K I, I think, franki-piling, but don't hold me to that. But 
they had a completely new system. From then on the job went without let or hindrance, 
but that was because they'd picked a contractor that had the capacity. 

Likewise many tenders put in up in the North when the North started to boom were 
rejected. I know one of my constituents has never forgiven me to this day. What his 
family should have done was to come and thank me for making sure their father had an 
estate to leave to them, because if he'd have been given the contracts at the price and on 
the conditions that he sought them, it would have been a disaster for us, and it would 
have been a disaster for them. He would have gone bankrupt and what's more it would 
have cost us twice as much to get another contractor to take over the job and finish it. So 
these considerations are tremendously important. 

Now the Americans, back in the 1960s, had a system brought about by the fact they 
were obsessed about the tender system and obsessed about people being accused of 
favouring friends and that sort of thing, they used to accept the lowest tender. 

Now we saw an example of this. I don't know whether it was by statute but by some 
means or other they used to accept the lowest tender. Now when they accepted the 
tender for the Exmouth Communications Centre up there (which was the biggest 
contract of its kind that had ever been attempted in Australia without any infrastructure) 
we learnt a lot from that because it preceded, of course, the big iron ore projects, but 
without any infrastructure to put this huge project in there. We didn't have to worry 
about it because the Americans were paying for it, and they had their own system. Boy, 
did we have problems in helping our own local engineers to get settlement of their 
claims. But we learnt a lot, they [the local engineers] learnt a lot. But because they [the 
Americans] had insisted that they had to take the lowest tender, they actually gave that 
contract to a firm that had attempted a similar thing somewhere else and had failed. So 
you've got two problems instead of one. 
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I say that with some emphasis because it all comes down to leadership, it all comes 
down to the quality of the people you've got making your decisions and it just comes 
down to basic common sense with a bit of integrity, and sometimes a bit of toughness. 

Now we got hell in Parliament over that Fremantle contract I mentioned, because all of 
these little tenderers went to John Tonkin and his colleagues. The immediate inference 
was that "Charlie's feathering his nest" and "Doust is a friend of his" and all that sort of 
thing. Fortunately for me they weren't arguing with me, they were arguing with some 
very reputable engineers and very reputable people within the government department, 
within the railways and also within the Public Works Department. So I really didn't have 
to defend myself. I just had to explain why and these people in those days were always 
prepared to put their name to something to explain why the first three tenders in that 
case had been rejected. 

As it happened we saved the tenderers a lot of money. They would have gone broke. The 
first time they struck one of these problems they would have been dumbfounded. They 
wouldn't have known where to go for equipment, they wouldn't know where to go for 
expertise, and the moment the job was stopped they'd have had financial problems. 

So I'm a great one for the private sector, as you know, but on the other hand you do all 
these things with good sense. Sometimes the timing is important, the phasing is 
important, and also the nature of the particular "animal" is terribly important. If a 
minister hasn't got the capacity to judge where somebody within a department is doing a 
good job and doing it as well if not better than it would be done by hiving if off to the 
private sector, well then he's a fool if he doesn't go along and say, "Right, if you 
continue this standard of work, if you continue this standard of cost benefit, well it stays 
here," rather than go and bust up a whole department. So I'm all for privatisation where 
it makes sense, but on the other hand you can't do it "on a face" [as a matter of policy 
obsession] within a government [without sensible regard to the practicalities of actual 
performance]. 

RJ Just getting back to your Cabinet and the way you operated. As you 
would expect John Tonkin has commented on this as well. He actually says that you 
were a very dominant figure, but he also says that you issued instructions that your 
ministers were not to make statements, that you wanted to be the one to make the 
statements) Is that true? 

COURT I think you'd only have to read the newspapers of the day to know that it 
was not true. But there was a clear instruction that "don't make any statements unless 
you know what you're talking about, and that it's based on fact, and that when you're 
challenged by the media, or challenged by the Opposition, or challenged by one of the 
organisations - the unions or the Employers' Federation - that you've got the answers." I 
think you'll find that most ministers of that day made their public statements in their own 
name and in their own right. I'd be less than frank if I didn't say there were many times 
when they might ring you up and say, "This is a rather tricky situation that does have 

'John Tonkin interviewed by Bruce Miller for the National Library of Australia, 1976, Battye Library 
0H2377/53, pp.  52-53. 
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implications for other ministers. Do you think this is the best way to say it?" There 
would be many cases when that was done, but not because they had to. There was no 
edict at any time 

I must say that some ministers were less capable. They had less oñfidence in 
themselves and they were scared stiff about getting into deep water, or having had their 
fingers burnt a few times, they might have come back to father more often than you'd 
like them to, but that's human nature. Some you had to hold them back a bit; others you 
had to whack them on the tail to make them go a bit faster. That's something you learn in 
your army life when you're close to it. 

I've seen generals like Robertson and others giving their battle orders to, say, three 
different brigadiers. If you're on my side of the fence you could see how clever he was. 
One would be giving a brigadier the instruction that by 'x' time he had to be past 'y' 
point and so on. Nothing about best endeavours: "YOU WILL BE...", you see. To 
another fellow like Pottsie he would be saying, "You MUST NOT be past this point," by 
a certain time, because he was one of those; he got the bit in his teeth and he just 
couldn't stop. 

Ministers are only ordinary human beings, so some you've got to prod a bit and others 
you've got to hold back a bit, but there was never any general restriction on them. 

I've heard this before and I've actually discussed it with some of the former ministers 
like Des [O'Neil] and other people. They can't recall any case like this. There was 
consultation, of course there was, but that was only the commonsense consultation of a 
team working together so that you didn't have a minister that became a bit rash, that 
would be trying to write his name in history. 

Again people like Graham, dear old Graham MacKinnon, he was the one that you had to 
hold back a bit, because he was more concerned about his own ego and appearing to be 
in command of these situations than he was about the overall effect of the government. 
He had a lot of ability, don't get me wrong, but I'm afraid humility wasn't one of them. 
But that's human nature. When you've got 12, 14, 15 people working together like that, 
you're going to get differences in approach whether you like it or not. 

But I'm surprised that he [John Tonkin] would have said that because I know of no case 
where that would have happened. Perhaps it might have applied where the government 
was in a difficult situation over a particular matter where you go through these patches 
and sometimes they'll last for a day, sometimes they'll last for a month. During that 
period when there could be a number of ministers involved in trying to get something 
back on to an even keel, in a case like that it might have been said that all statements on 
this matter will be made, not necessarily by me, by the way, but will be made after 
consultation with that particular minister who had the main problem, so that you weren't 
telling contradictory stories which would be picked up by the media and by the 
Opposition, but that's only good sense. They would be specific cases when you were in 
real problems. 
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For instance, I remember one particular case, we went through a bad period for several 
weeks and MacKinnon did a great job on this one by going down into the area. It was 
over clearing, when farmers were pressing to clear more land; we were starting to put 
restraints on not only the amount of clearing, but the nature of the clearing and where it 
was done, protection of water courses and that sort of thing. Now I know that was a 
very, very sensitive thing, particularly with the Country Party. In that case it would have 
been on the Cabinet agenda every week and there would have been a very controlled 
release of statements at public meetings and to the media. 

But that would just be specific things. On a general basis, everyone had their right to 
express themselves. 

END OF TAPE 144 SIDE B 
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RJ When Lyla Elliott was interviewed (as you will recall, she was a member 
of the Legislative Council), she refers to the secrecy about the Court Government. She 
actually quotes an episode where she claims that officers in the Department of 
Agriculture were instructed by their minister that they were not to talk, "give any 
information to Labor people or unions because it might be embarrassing to the 
government." She remembers it in connection with the fluoride debate. But she says in 
overall terms that the departments were told that they were not to give information to 
Labor people or to unions, and that that was a Court Government policy.' Was it? 

COURT Well, I don't think it would be a Court Government policy. [chuckles] I 
think the worst ones of all were the Labor Party. I know that I was six years in 
opposition, then three years in opposition later, and boy, oh boy, anyone there caught 
talking to you was in real trouble. You had to develop your own particular friends you 
could ring up privately. I learnt that early in the piece, that six years from 1953 to 1959. 
By the time I came round to being in opposition, '71-74, 1 had a bit of status, and a lot of 
the people I'd worked closely with knew they could trust me on that sort of thing. They 
[the ALP] would be the biggest offenders. They'd be.... well, they [the officers] would 
tell you outright that "I'd like to help you, but...." So you had to build up a few friends 
that you could talk to privately and get things done. 

They [the ALP] were quite ruthless in things being done in their electorates too, by the 
way. Imagine me trying to get something done in Nedlands. I did get some things done 
when I was in opposition from '53 to '59, I didn't do too badly, but it was only because I 
happened to know people in the Public Works Department that I'd gone to school with, 
or had other associations with, that I was able to talk to them privately. Some of my 
colleagues used to marvel at the fact that I got it done at all. But they [ALP] were quite 
ruthless in things being done for the benefit of their own particular electorates to a point 
when had it gone much further it would have been scandalous. 

However, on this other question, she mentions the Ag. Department, I find that one hard 
to believe. I could understand a minister and above all his senior officers saying to his 
staff, "Now this particular matter is a very delicate one and we don't want any half-
baked stories getting out. If you've got a ticklish question to answer, for goodness sake 
go to your senior officer or whoever it is and find out what it is", because if people have 
a habit of ringing up on the telephone they talk to somebody quite junior and he, either 
through ignorance or a desire to please, gave some little snippet of information that on 
its own can be embarrassing within the total picture. 

I well remember the fluoride debate because you had John Tonkin who was absolutely 
fanatically opposed to it; FANATICALLY opposed to it. He used to get these 
obsessions on different things. They didn't used to worry me because I got to know that 
he did have these obsessions and eventually he became known by the public to have an 
obsession, and then it becomes a bit ofajoke if you pursue it too far. 

Lyla Elliott interviewed by Ronda Jamieson for the Battye Library Oral History Programme. 1987, pp. 218-19. 
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But on the fluoride thing the people feeding in information to him then were mainly 
scaremongers, because I know David Brand and the ministry generally and myself in 
particular, we traumatised over this for a long time as to whether the information that 
was being fed to us was in fact honest information, scientifically correct. The more we 
investigated the claims at that time, the more we found that the scientists were 100 per 
cent behind us as one of the most united causes I've ever struck. Usually you get a group 
of scientists who have got a personal obsession or some reason why they're not in tune 
with their colleagues. 

Of course, the one thing that impressed us most of all over the fluoride thing was it was 
the first time I've known any profession trying to put themselves out of business. 
Usually they're trying to create business. They acknowledged at the time, and scientists 
acknowledged at the time, that they would then have to go up a notch and get more into 
the orthodontists' field which is the more truly professional [and demanding] field than 
just dealing with the odd filling in a tooth. But that really impressed Dave and it 
impressed me because we'd never heard of anyone that was trying to get us to do 
something that was going to reduce their clientele, with this reservation, of course. Some 
of them were going to go up a notch [in dental care]; others wouldn't be capable of doing 
that. 

I can't imagine us doing it worse than anybody else. I'm not saying it wouldn't have been 
done by some minister who might say, "Look, this is a tricky thing. For God's sake keep 
your mouth shut. Let's all go along together and let's win or lose together," bearing in 
mind that the very nature of a person like Lyla would be, if she got some little snippet, to 
go and make it a big thing in Parliament and raise the heckles of one group in her 
attempts to appease another group, to appear to be their saviour. 

RJ But overall it was not a policy coming from you that ministers were 
operating on? 

COURT No. But I tell you one thing that might be confusing her, and that is that at 
that time we didn't have a politicised public service. If any leaks occurred then, the 
departmental people, the head and his immediate two, three, four and five, they were 
more concerned about it than the government, because somebody in their department 
had let them down. 

I remember when an officer from the Treasury started leaking information to Burke after 
he got into office [ie in Opposition]. It was the Treasury, not me [that was most 
concerned and upset]. I was jumping mad about it because I knew the information was 
wrong, or it had been taken out of a document that was one of the many. When you're 
preparing a budget you have masses of stuff: route one, route two, route three. You 
probably have five different alternatives and you gradually hone them down until you 
get something that comes together as a budget document. I know this leaked out and 
Burke ran it in the House. Well, I was pretty angry about it, but I wasn't half as angry 
when I got back to the office as what McCarrey and Boylan were, because, "We've got a 
white ant in our place." I remember them saying that: "Got a white ant. We don't tolerate 
them in this department. We work for the government of the day, and we do our best for 
whoever's there, but we don't do it by sneaking little bits of sneaky information out [to 
the media or Opposition]." 



TAPE 145 SIDE A COURT 1944 

I remember that very well indeed. But it was typical of the public service of that time. 
Like in Agriculture, in any of them, Housing, you name it, the departmental heads would 
have been the ones that really indulged in any witch hunt to find out who it was. 

We had a few of them. The classic one was the man that gave information from the 
Housing Commission to Burke. Didn't seem to have so much of this before, but when 
Burke and Bryce and those people came along they seemed to change the whole tenor of 
the Parliament, because this sort of thing breeds on itself. Then your own people start to 
want to do that sort of thing. 

But this particular document, you can be lucky. Apparently in making the photocopy or 
whatever machine we used at that time - I don't think it was quite as sophisticated as 
that, could have been - but in making the photocopy this man's imprint went on the copy 
and somehow or other some sticky paper had got on, maybe to repair a sheet or 
something, and it covered this thing up very neatly. It was handed to the police on a 
plate. [claps hands] 

The sad thing about that was that having used this man up, that Burke just dumped him, 
just refused to know him when the trouble blew up. So the fellow paid the price. But that 
was the sort of thing that happened. 

But as I say, when some of these fellows came along they changed the whole tenor and 
they were more inclined to deal at that level of it - because this fellow was quite junior 
- at that level of the public service. Many of these fellows would be Labor people, and 
the younger ones would feel that that was the clever thing to do. 

RJ If you had been in opposition and someone within a department had tried 
to leak information or a document to you, would you have accepted it? 

COURT Well, I can't remember anyone while I was in opposition doing it, and 
that was '53 to '59. 

Ri But if they had? And '71 to '74. 

COURT Seventy-one to '74. Well, I'd have looked at it very closely, very closely. 
[chuckles] I'll tell you why. Bert Hawke told me once about these leaks. He told me how 
he set a trap for a chap in the Premier's Department and circulated some false 
information. It didn't surface in Parliament, it surfaced in the press, you see. Of course 
he was sitting back very, very confident that because with the connivance of the 
department, he had actually set this trap, and sure enough it surfaced. It was a little point 
I noted as a new member of Parliament. 

I remember he and I were travelling down from the North. In those days transport wasn't 
as good as it was [later]. I'd been up there in Kimberley the same time as he was there 
and the only way they could get us back was on a DC3 freight plane and with 
improvised seating in it. It was the first time I really got close to Hawke for a matter of 
two days, because you didn't come back in a day in those days. We stopped overnight at 
Port Hedland, I think, and then came down. So I was with him, bearing in mind we were 
the only two passengers in this plane. He was quite an interesting man in reminiscing 
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about his experiences and so on. I remember him telling me about this chap with some 
glee. He used to laugh very heartily when he'd talk about some of these reminiscences, 
including his experiences with poor candidates and so on, that the Labor Party had 
endorsed. Then I realised they have exactly the same problems as we have. They handle 
them differently, but the problems are exactly the same. 

But I know that some of our people would have had stuff leaked to them and it's testing 
human nature a bit if it was any good, for them not to use it. My reaction was always to 
be very careful, because if anyone would do that to you and come and want to trade 
secrets with you, you've got to question what is the quality of that person and what 
would he do if the boot was on the other foot. So you don't want to get contaminated 
with them. So I was always very cagey. Some people did come along with information, 
but I always found there was a better way of handling it than that. 
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RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library 
Building on 22 August 1995. 

Sir Charles, we were finishing off with Cabinet last time and much earlier in this process 
when you were speaking of Telethon and Appealathon you referred to there being a 
Cabinet fund and so much a month was deducted from the salary of ministers to keep in 
this fund. Whose idea was that to have that fund? 

COURT Oh, that went right back to the days of Ralph Doig and therefore it would 
be even before the Brand Government. I told you at one stage in my records when the 
first meeting we had in 1959 David Brand brought in Ralph Doig and said, "You better 
tell them, Ralph, about the rules about wreaths and notices and that sort of thing." It was 
really bringing us back to earth when he said, "If you want morning tea, it will have to 
come out of the Cabinet fund. If you want to send wreaths, you want to put notices in the 
paper, the taxpayer doesn't pay for these. These come out of your Cabinet fund. If you 
want to have little functions it's got to come out of the Cabinet fund." He put forward an 
idea of how much we'd pay. 

RJ Do you remember what it was? 

COURT I could not recall offhand. 

RJ Or in percentage terms, would you remember? 

COURT No, it was not all that great but it was adequate. The idea was that a 
record of this was kept. If, for instance, anyone died or left the ministry, or you came to 
an election, well then you get a little cheque for what was left, your proportion of it. It 
was all very strictly accounted for. For instance, our Christmas Cabinet dinner, the 
whole cost of that, food, entertainment, was all taken out of the Cabinet fund. We were 
quite strict about what was official entertainment, official expenses, as distinct from 
what was our own personal decisions about personal things including wreaths, notices in 
the paper about comrades that had gone on and all that sort of stuff. It was a sensible 
break-up. 

I carried it on. I don't know what they've done subsequently, but right up until the time I 
left the Cabinet fund was very, very special and the rules were very clear. It was a good 
thing. The result was that people were fairly frugal. They didn't throw parties at the drop 
of a hanky because they knew they were paying for it anyhow. 

RJ So when it came to deciding about a donation to Telethon or something 
like that, it would be discussed would it, within Cabinet? 

COURT It was discussed at Cabinet. I'd be going up to present a cheque on behalf 
of the government. I always used to say: "Now this is YOUR money that we're donating 
on YOUR behalf to this very worthy cause." Then I'd convince my colleagues it was a 
very nice thing to say: "Now this is one that they've paid out of their own money. This is 
a donation from the Cabinet members which is paid not with YOUR money, but with 
THEIR money." In other words it had come out of the Cabinet fund, bearing in mind the 
Cabinet fund was ministers' own money; it wasn't just another name for taxpayers' 
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funds. It used to make a good impression because there was a cheque from the taxpayer 
(which some governments like to give the impression they're being very generous and 
they're not) and this is what the ministers themselves put in -- quite substantial. But we'd 
agree on what it was. The Premier always put in a bit more because he got a bit more. 

RJ And while this is not directly related to Cabinet, but it's all part of the 
process of government and all the rest of it, we've had yesterday the release of Ray 
O'Connor from prison. He is still claiming that he has been wrongly gaoled, but what did 
you feel of that recent court case and the gaoling of what is now a second Premier.1  

COURT As I've said before we had very strict rules in my day and in David 
Brand's day: we never interfered with the course of justice. It's understandable that Ray 
would say that he was innocent, but don't forget he's been dealt with not only by a judge 
but by a jury. He's now claiming that the direction that the judge gave was such that no 
jury could have convicted him. Well, I can't agree with him there because the judge 
naturally has to take notice of the jury decision, but if there had been in his opinion a 
miscarriage of justice, he has a remedy available to him which in turn can be either the 
subject of appeal or it can be the subject of a more lenient sentence, because don't forget 
it's the judge that fixes the sentence not the jury. They say "guilty" or "not guilty" and 
they might have some rider about extenuating circumstances or something like that, but 
then the judge is the one that actually fixes the sentence. So I wouldn't get involved in 
that argument. I'd regard it as rather an indiscreet way of handling it. If you felt that you 
had been wrongly dealt with then you'd allow the courses of justice to prevail, because 
by making speeches you won't get anywhere. The jury has made its decision and the 
judge has passed sentence, and the average person that I've spoken to since Ray made 
his outburst has said, "Well you'd expect him to say that anyhow." I feel sorry for the 
man because it's a fairly small amount when you think of the amounts that were 
misappropriated or indiscreetly dealt with by the WA Inc crowd. 

On the other hand we adopted the attitude that the law had to take its course, and there 
was a very clear direction from David Brand, there was a very clear direction from me, 
that any minister who was caught interfering with the course of justice because of a 
friend or relative or anything like that, he was gone. We just couldn't have such a person 
in the Cabinet. It was very clear. 

Ray had to operate under that with David Brand, he had to operate under that with me, 
so it's very clearly understood. 

Incidentally, your biggest problem there is with traffic offences. There's always a 
tendency, or a desire - put it that way - to go along and just ask for a member of your 
family to be excused on the assurance they won't ever do it again. Like hell they won't! 
It doesn't work like that with human beings. So we were very, very vulnerable about 
those things because you've got to assume somebody from the police force would leak it 
out if a fine was overlooked or a notice of an offence was overlooked. The best thing to 
do is have a very strict rule: you take your punishment. 

I Brian Burke being the first. 
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A classic case of that was Des O'Neil when he had that accident and he could very easily 
because it wasn't serious - he could very easily have got in his car and driven home 

and let the insurance company take care of it, but because the law provided that you had 
to report accidents and there was some provision that related to drinking, but the fact is 
you had to report your accidents and when you went to the police station they took a 
breath test and so on, and he had been drinking - not excessively, but he had been 
drinking. Then there was all the hoo-ha that went on, when in point of fact he could have 
very easily sidestepped all of that. But that was a classic example of a minister being 
very, very proper. 

Just compare that with Terry Burke's accident, and you'll see black and white, chalk and 
cheese, the difference between the moral approach to these matters by Des O1Neil and 
the moral approach by Terry Burke. 

RJ What did Terry Burke do, I don't remember. 

COURT Well he killed that person. He was driving the car and then you recall 
there was a great hoo-ha because some friends got him out of the way until it was safe 
for him to be breath-tested, because all his friends at the time thought he'd be gone. Had 
he been breath-tested then, at that time, at the time of the accident, it's quite clear what 
would have happened, but they didn't produce the body until it was a safe time down the 
road and, of course, therefore you couldn't raise a charge. He used to smart very quickly 
when somebody would remind him, maybe by way of interjection, what happened on a 
certain night. 

Ri You say it was a strict rule of both David Brand's premiership and your 
own that no minister was to attempt to interfere with the course of justice. Did you have 
occasion to reprimand any minister over such an act? 

COURT I can't recall one. There was the Grayden incident and that was allowed to 
take its course and he paid the price for that. There was no attempt on our part to cover 
up with that at all. It was the only way to do it. When you're dealing with a public person 
it's going to be found out anyhow. 

It was like when Crichton-Browne was charged over the share dealings. I said to him - 
not that he asked me; let me make it clear he didn't come and ask for any concessions - I 
said to him: "You realise that president or not of the Liberal Party the law will take its 
course. From our point of view we'll hope that it gets dealt with quickly, because these 
things hanging around bring their own conjectures and all sorts of things, so the sooner 
it's dealt with the better. I wouldn't like to think you're going to try and prolong the 
agony with this sort of thing, trying to get deferments and all that sort of thing, with 
slick solicitors. As far as we're concerned the sooner it's dealt with the better." Medcalf 
handled that superbly and made sure the.... He was meticulous that the law took its 
course. As it happened, of course, the magistrate, or whoever was dealing with the case, 
took one look at it and threw it out. There was no case to answer. 
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In my simple study of the law as an accounting student I naturally unofficially wanted to 
know what was the charge and why it was being laid and so on, and when I took a look 
at it (nothing to do with the magistrate, of course) I'd reckoned that whoever let it go to 
trial was being quite naive because it looked to me as though there was no case to 
answer. Perhaps it was just as well it did go to trial, because if it hadn't have gone to trial 
it would have been said that the government interfered, held back the charge, or 
something of that kind, because it was a prominent Liberal office bearer. But as it 
happened it went to trial and the magistrate, or whatever member of the judiciary was 
handling the matter, just very quickly threw it out. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 145 
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RJ I also wondered about the position of Governor. You actually inherited 
Hugh Edwards as Governor, who had been appointed by the Labor government, but 
during your time as President.... President? [chuckles] PREMIER, Sir Wallace Kyle was 
appointed in '75 and Sir Richard Trowbridge was appointed in 1980. In your mind what 
kind of people should be Governor? 

COURT First of all you want somebody with a good record in either military 
achievements, with an appropriate rank, or somebody that's excelled at the law or some 
other way in the community. In other words hopefully that it will be a person that will be 
respected not only because of their position but because of their person. Therefore you 
look around and it's not always easy. 

Everyone says you should have a Western Australian. Well, that's nice to have (Kyle 
couldn't have been more Western Australian except that all his service was overseas in 
the RAF and not the RAAF) but that's not always possible. It's amazing how critical 
people are of their own. You'll hear all about person 'X' or person 'Y', how he 
misbehaved at Aunt Aggie's wedding or something like that, you know, when he was 
probably a boy or a youth of 19 or 20 or something like that. That happens more 
particularly when you have a local person. 

It is desirable if you've got a suitable person. Edwards had all the attributes, being local, 
being an Australian Rules footballer (of South Fremantle, I think; one of the Fremantle 
teams anyhow), a brilliant VC and would appear to be heaven sent. But that doesn't 
always work out and he had health problems because of the war that mitigated against 
him and then he had the problem about his wife - that was his second wife, of course. 
That didn't work out. The poor man had a medical problem that was almost 
unmanageable by the time he took up that job and therefore it was unfortunate. 

I did more to protect Edwards, even though we were in opposition at the time, than the 
Labor government ever did because we respected the position and Rita and I worked 
very hard because Hughie Edwards was a friend of longstanding of mine, a personal 
friend. I knew him, of course, through the mining business, because he was director of 
one of the companies that was involved in mining here. So we felt some obligation in 
connection with him after he was appointed knowing better than John Tonkin did, of 
course, that he was not the man for the job in the circumstances. What's more Hughie 
Edwards didn't think he was either. But when the thing was announced, and he assured 
me without his prior complete acceptance and it was too late to go back, he stayed with 
it. 

Now the history of that is quite a sad one, but we worked very hard when we got in to 
office - the position had got to a crisis - we helped him go to England to get special 
treatment and we did everything possible to overcome the situation. It was then that we 
got James Ramsay,1  who was then a commodore that had finished his duty with the navy 
as commodore and naval officer in charge in Western Australia, and he did a superb job 
there. 

'As Lieutenant-Governor and Administrator. 
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There's one thing that Hugh did for us that saved us a lot of anguish. When he was 
appointed he made it a condition with John Tonkin that he had to have a knighthood and 
that he had to have a new Rolls. So the knighthood was easy to take care of but not for a 
Labor government, of course, but no problem for us. But the Rolls was ordered, thank 
God, by the Labor government because if we'd have ordered that Rolls I can tell you the 
West would have been at us every day. But it was ordered by the Tonkin Government 
and it arrived in our day, so that took the problem of that off our plate. He even specified 
the model that it had to be, so that helped greatly. 

But the whole experience was unfortunate, but otherwise he would have had all the 
background that was necessary and desirable. 

When we had to do something about it, the medical people weren't as cooperative as I 
believe they should have been for his sake as well as ours. They didn't seem to 
understand that this man was a public figure and having to have another man cover up 
all the time in the person of James Ramsay, who together with his wife were absolutely 
superb, they really were. The demands on them [the Ramsay's] were unbelievable. As 
you know he subsequently became Sir James Ramsay, Governor of Queensland. He was 
a ready-made product. He was one of the few Governors, if any, that served an 
apprenticeship in a very practical way [before appointment]. But we were protecting 
Hughie as much as we possibly could. 

John Tonkin got the idea that we were trying to get rid of him because he'd been a Labor 
appointment, which was quite unfair and quite sad really. Eventually he demanded an 
audience with Edwards and Edwards was too sick to see him but he sent him a message 
and the words of it were, "Assure Mr Tonkin that I've been treated more than generously 
by Charles Court," which was very noble of him to say because he was a very sick man 
at the time. Then the problem came as to how we were going to get him back to the 
Eastern States, but he was very noble about it. 

He was basically a very fine man, but he paid dearly for the war with his injuries that he 
had and the medication that went with it was quite horrendous because of the effects it 
caused in other ways. A lot of these medications, if you have any alcohol or anything of 
that kind, it can trigger something off and make it very, very difficult. 

Kyle, of course, fitted in extremely well. He wasn't very anxious to come, by the way. 
He felt that he'd retired. After all he'd had a great career, gone over there as a young boy 
and been right through the ranks, through the war, finished up as an Air Chief Marshal, 
which is not given to many, and I think would have loved to have just settled back in the 
nice set-up that he had. I had to say to him, "Look, your country needs you, and you've 
got to now come and redeem the air force by taking this on." It was a bit rough but he 
said, "Okay, I've got the message," and he agreed to come. As you know they had a very 
successful term in office, which not only was good for them and satisfying for them, but 
it was good for the office. 

When we came to the next person to get a replacement for him we ran into a lot of 
trouble. The man that we had earmarked to come was a senior serviceman in Australia 
and would have been ideal, but when Fraser got to hear that I was going to invite him to 
be Governor when he retired, he got in touch with me and asked me if I would leave him 
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alone because he was going to extend his tour of duty to do certain things for the 
government and it would cut across his plans if we appointed him Governor. He couldn't 
do both. So we withdrew from that. 

Then I found that we'd run into a period when there were not any obvious people in 
Australia to take on the job. That might seem strange, you'd think there'd be someone 
around. There would have been people who would have been reasonable. We then 
sought somebody from UK and we ran into problems there. 

I think I've recorded the Mountbatten incident, when he by that time had become very 
friendly with Rita and I, a wonderful man. He was helping us and in fact had selected 
somebody that would have been, he thought, an ideal Governor and probably one of the 
best we'd ever had. He never gave me the name, unfortunately, but he had arranged that 
the next time I went to England that Rita and I were to stay at his family estate and this 
man and his wife were going to be there as his house guests with us, and he thought it 
was a good way to let us make up our mind as to whether he would be suitable. He felt 
he would be eminently suited and I am sure he would have been because he knew 
Australia, he knew Australians extremely well. He [Mountbatten], of course, was 
murdered in the meantime and so no-one ever knew and none of his staff ever knew the 
person he had in mind, so we couldn't go to them and say, "Look, you were going to be 
nominated or suggested by Mountbatten, what do you think about it?" So we missed two 
things: one we missed the name of the possible appointee and the other one we missed 
what would have been a wonderful weekend for us staying at the family home of 
Mountbatten, of whom we were both very, very fond. 

Then we had another nominee that we were looking for, who was a Western Australian, 
but had spent all his adult life out of Australia and had achieved great fame. He went 
close to accepting, but his wife, who was not English, she was not terribly keen on it 
(separation from family and all that sort of thing) so he didn't come, which was sad in its 
way. Eventually time was running out and Trowbridge, who'd been the admiral in 
charge of Britannia, amongst other things, and had a remarkable war record, he was 
suggested and so that's how he came to be appointed. 

RJ Why does it have to be someone with a military background? 

COURT It doesn't have to be, as I said earlier, but somebody with a military 
background is easier to fit in, because usually they've been apolitical in their career by 
very nature of their career. Secondly, they've been used to command. Thirdly, they've 
been used to moving in appropriate places with appropriate dignity and meeting 
important people, specially when you get up to the admiral/general rank. Therefore they 
have a head start on most people. They're used to parades, they're used to formality, and 
the right sort of dress, the right sort of deportment and so on. Whether you like it or not 
people like it that way. 

But it doesn't have to be somebody like that. It could have been a former judge, or it 
could have been one of many people who had a good civilian record and who had the 
necessary background to conduct themselves as they should. They should be setting an 
example. 
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I was very sad when the present Governor-General had that outburst recently which I 
think destroyed several years of quite good work as Governor-General. He has preserved 
the dignity of the office and with credit to himself and credit to the position. But that 
outburst he had a few weeks ago about homosexuals and.... [pause] 

RJ Euthanasia. 

COURT ....euthanasia was not necessary and it was so near the end of his term that 
it was rather sad because I think it denigrated him; not only the position, but it 
denigrated him personally. Up until that point he'd preserved his dignity and refrained 
from doing some of the things that people who wanted to destroy the position would 
want him to do. 

RJ You did say you looked at Western Australians. Could you say that you'd 
prefer it to be a West Australian if one was available? 

COURT We would have without doubt, without doubt. I don't know who 
Mountbatten had in mind, but I know it would have been good, because he understood 
Australia. Also he was a sailor, soldier and airman's man. When he used to have 
receptions when he came to Perth, the people who came, the ex-servicemen who came, 
specially from the Burma campaign, it was a reflection of the man's character, his 
personality. You only had to be there to see how he was venerated by these people. Not 
every commander's like that. But they wanted to be there and you felt some emotional 
involvement yourself when you went there to try and help with the entertainment of the 
people. But I can tell you anyone that could walk or who was well enough to get out of 
bed would have been there, that had served under him. That's a reflection of the man. 

It's just like the present Governor, Michael Jeffrey. He is a typical soldier's soldier. He 
mightn't appeal to the hierarchy in the military and government circles, but amongst the 
soldiers that matter he's an obvious commander, a respected commander. They feel good 
when he is there. They feel that he's looking after their interests and that he'd know what 
to do. That's a tremendous thing. It's not given to many, you know, but it's a tremendous 
thing. Well Mountbatten.... Slim was the same category too. 

But the short answer is that, yes, of course, we'd like a Western Australian. It would 
have been so much easier, you didn't have to explain anything away. It was much more 
difficult to explain Trowbridge away than it was Kyle, or the other preferred candidate 
that we couldn't get that I mentioned. He would have been a piece of cake, because he 
was born here, he was educated here up to his first [University] degree and he became 
famous. 

RJ How much weight did you as Premier give to the Executive Council 
meetings that went on with the Governor, because there's two ministers selected to 
represent the government at Executive Council meetings. I can remember when I 
interviewed Ralph Doig that he often had trouble finding two ministers prepared to go. 
Did you have problems? How important did you see Executive Council anyway? 

COURT I thought I'd dealt with this before. 
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RJ No. 

COURT Tremendously important. We'd read the riot act if we couldn't get people 
to go. You realise, of course, that the Executive Council is the whole Cabinet, and at 
least twice a year I used to insist on having an occasion, one at Christmas, when the 
whole Cabinet was there as Executive Council. I myself would be the senior minister 
and the deputy would be the next one. That was for a purpose, to remind them that that 
is the Executive Council [made up of the whole Cabinet] sitting under the chairmanship 
of the Governor. Also I used to attend [normal Exco meetings] myself regularly, not 
every time but periodically, for no other reason to make sure that the position was 
treated with dignity and the procedures were meticulously followed. 

On top of that I used to have an arrangement with the Governors that they would, at 
regular intervals, question some of the minutes that were put forward. Each minute 
reads, "The Executive Council respectfully advises your Excellency to....."  and then it 
sets out what you're going to do, whether it's a land thing or a contract or something of 
that kind. To make sure that they do it, each document is a separate one. Then if the 
Governors, for their own protection apart from anything else, follow a drill of 
questioning a particular thing, they're going to have to accept it, but they're still entitled 
to know, they're still entitled to question it. It's good for the ministers if he periodically 
says: "What's this all about?" He's entitled to know. Okay, if he wants to remain 
Governor he takes the advice of the Executive Council, and if he doesn't want to take 
that advice, of course, he disqualifies himself automatically. But nevertheless it's quite 
clear he's entitled to know what he's signing. [Having said that, it would be a foolish 
government that did not take seriously and adequately explain any question raised by the 
Governor as Chairman of Exco.] 

So I probably took it more seriously than most people. When I was in David Brand's 
Government I always did my share without any question because I felt it was an 
important part of my position. Also as Premier, I used to go through with the Under 
Secretary, all of the Executive Council minutes and the ministers would tell you that it 
was not unusual for me - often late at night when I'd be doing these things - to ring up 
and say, "What the hell's this all about? I can't make head or tail of it. I'll take it out of 
the list unless you can give me something between now and the morning as to why it 
should go through this time." Most of them could wait a week anyhow. 

The point I'm making is that I tried to set the example and I'm sure David Brand did 
because Doig was a very conscientious Under Secretary who regarded himself as having 
a great responsibility to his Premier. I had people in the same boat and they [the 
Minister] got used to it after a while when you got your Under Secretary to go back and 
find out what a minute meant. They got a bit smart after a while. If they were going to 
put up a minute, they made sure they understood it if you sent it back for more 
information. Also we're all human. It's not a bad thing if something's sent back to a 
minister saying, "What does this mean? Has this been properly researched? Has it been 
approved by you with the full knowledge of what it's all about?" 
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This is all part of training; it's all part of team building. When they see that the boss is 
taking these things seriously they take it a bit more seriously. So before it ever gets to 
you with their signature on it, they've had their officers up and said, "Look, tell me what 
it's all about." 

So the short answer is, yes, I used to take Executive Council very seriously. I did my 
best to set an example by attending occasionally and I also asked the Governors to 
periodically raise queries as they were entitled to know. 

The other thing was that at least twice a year we'd have the whole of the Cabinet there as 
Executive Council for no other reason than to impress on them that that was the 
Executive Council. The reason why two people attend with the Governor is that that 
happens to be the quorum for an Executive Council meeting, but a real Executive 
Council meeting, of course, is the whole Cabinet. 

One thing that I forgot to mention was I used to warn Governors: "Watch that the 
Premier's signature is on each minute." Now it's not unknown for minutes to get through 
without the Premier's signature. Now it could be by accident. You might be so engrossed 
in checking it that you forgot to initial or sign it. But it's not unknown in official circles, 
in going back to the famous Shapcott, where ministers didn't even know [about a 
minute]. There was the famous case when Sir Charles Latham read in the paper about 
something that had gone through which he was dead against and it was from his 
department. He raised merry hell about it. It transpired the famous Mr Shapcott had 
taken unto himself to put the minute forward. 

Now I used to say to them [the Governors], "For your own protection don't sign 
anything that hasn't got the Premier's signature on it. If the Premier, just through 
oversight, hasn't signed it, well it can easily be fixed, but DON'T sign it without his 
signature on it. That's your protection, because then the responsibility is on the Premier 
and that means the responsibility is on the true Executive Council." 

I hope I've convinced you I used to take it seriously. 

END OF TAPE 145 SIDE B 
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RJ Sir Charles, if we can move now to the State Liberal Party. You've given 
us a very full coverage of the State Liberal Party as you knew it, and its organisation 
before you actually became a member of Parliament, and then in your early years in the 
Parliament. I just wondered about what continuing role you have had in the party? 

COURT Well, since I retired in January '82 I've purposely held no office. They 
made me a life member with great ceremony on one occasion and I appreciated that, and 
I became the first life member. But I've purposely never held office either at branch 
level, Divisional, executive or council or conference level. I've always remained a 
financial member although being a life member, of course, I didn't have to because I was 
automatic. A life member, by the way, under the constitution also has a vote at the State 
conferences which is quite interesting. But I've always on principle remained a financial 
member as well as a life member. But I purposely refrained from holding any office. 

I think that so far as resolutions are concerned at the conference the only time I've ever 
spoken on a resolution was the last time when they were dealing with the Australian 
Constitution, the trend towards centralisation and the abuse of the external affairs' 
power, the abuse of the export licensing power, and the abuse of the power of the purse. 
They were debating this in a very sensible way. In fact it's one of the few sensible [and 
serious] sessions that had been there for many years. They introduced this as a special 
item. I felt that I had a duty, because of my experience and the amount that I'd suffered 
under [Federal] Liberal and Labor governments because of the tendency towards 
centralism, that I had something to say and that would be the only time I can remember 
in the period since I've been an ex-member of Parliament that I've used my right as a life 
member to speak and to vote. 

So you'll see that I purposely made sure that I wasn't in a position where I could be 
accused of trying to influence policy or debate or have an office where I could have 
undue influence. You don't have to be very smart, of course, to realise why I went to 
extremes with that, because with a son who became a member of Parliament from my 
old seat and then who became Leader of the Opposition [and now Premier] and held 
other positions, it would have been very wrong of me to get involved in the internal 
administration of the party. 

Now having said that they would have come to me on occasions and asked for my views 
on a particular matter of policy or tactics, as the case may be, and I responded to that 
specific request, but never have I used it as a means of getting involved on a general 
basis because it would be quite wrong. 

Naturally one gets concerned when you see things being done at federal and State levels. 
I, as you know, observed a very sharp line between what was party business and what 
was parliamentary business: that's the parliamentary Liberal member's business as 
distinct from the party machine. While I was a lay member I adopted exactly the same 
attitude, only in reverse, because I used to believe that we were the party, we made it 
possible for the organisation to exist so we could put a label on these fellows when they 
stood in our name for Parliament. I used to use the analogy of the football team that the 
club arranges the premises, it raises all the funds, it recruits the players, it puts a number 
on the back of a player as he runs out as number 21, number 12, whatever it might be, on 
a Saturday, and he's given the privilege of playing with that number for our club because 
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of the club that has been formed by lay people. But, of course, once he becomes a 
player, how he plays on a Saturday, what he does on a Saturday on the playing field is 
the responsibility of the captain/coach, or the captain or the coach, whichever it might 
be. 

It's analogous with the situation of the leader of a political party. When it comes to 
playing the game of politics in the field that's his responsibility, but getting the 
organisation together and putting endorsements on people is the problem of the 
organisation. I used to be quite ruthless with members who'd come to me and say, "I'm 
having trouble with my divisional organiser," (in the days when we used to have full-
time organisers), or "I'm having trouble with certain people within a branch." I used to 
say, "Look if you as a full-blown member of Parliament, with all the prestige that goes 
with it and all the facilities you've got at your disposal, if you can't cope with a single 
divisional organiser or an office bearer, or a servant of the party, you want to have a 
look at yourself." 

There was one occasion when I did get involved on behalf of a member and I always 
regretted it because I found that he was going to use me as a crutch because he didn't.... 
He was a bit deceptive. I thought he was better than he was, but I found that he just 
didn't have the character, didn't have the performance, and didn't have the energy to get 
out and work, that entitled him to the respect that he should have had. As it happened the 
divisional organiser was right, as the fellow wasn't carrying his weight as a full-blown 
member of the Upper House and was using complaints against the divisional organiser 
as a means of protecting himself and not because of a genuine complaint about the office 
bearer concerned. The servant concerned, the divisional organiser, was in fact trying to 
protect the interests of the party in trying to get people to bring pressure to bear on this 
member to perform better. 

It's the only time I've intervened and I always regretted it. It taught me a lesson to keep 
out because if a member of Parliament cannot hold his own selection on merit there's 
something wrong with him. He's got all the time between elections to be doing his stuff 
and if he's not attending functions properly, he's not representing them properly, well 
somebody's going to react. If people react in a malicious way, well there's ways and 
means of dealing with that too. But I kept out of it. 

I've campaigned, of course, for them. If they've got [endorsement and they've got] an 
election on their hands and they want to have meetings and they want me to be the guest 
speaker, or to help a candidate, well I do, but always within the policy of the party. I 
don't write my own policy if I'm going to make a speech at an election meeting. 

Now I've just been up in Pilbara as you know and as a matter of good sense I let the 
Liberals know, so they arranged a barbecue meeting on the Monday at Karratha, they 
arranged another the next night at South Hedland, and they had another one the next 
night at Hedland - that's the respective branches. It makes good sense for one of the old 
boys who's got a close affinity with that area - and one thing it did enable me to bring 
them up-to-date and to remind them of the past, for instance. 
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That's a good use for an old bloke because it dawned on me while I was there, we started 
the big drive up there in '59, it's now '95. The first time it's occurred to me: it's 36 years; 
it's over a generation. Then I realised that with very few exceptions on each of these 
nights none of them were there when the big breakthrough occurred, when there was 
NOTHING, absolutely nothing. There was no iron ore industry, there was no salt 
industry, there was no Kununurra, there was no Ord scheme, any of these things at all, 
just a handful of people there, and no infrastructure of any moment at all. I looked 
around the room and on two of the [recent] occasions there was no-one, not a single 
person who was there when the breakthrough occurred. The other night there were a 
couple there that were there at the very beginning and saw it all happen. So it was a 
good role for an old bloke to play just to remind them of what happened and what's 
happening now because of what we did then. 

That's the important thing. I mean we've got these huge reserves of energy because we 
overcame the Whitlam Government, we insisted on pressing on with the North West 
Shelf. We got the huge iron ore development, the salt development. Other parts we've 
got the bauxite/alumina and the nickel, because we did press on in those years and take a 
few risks and hey presto! it's there now to have the energy related to the resources and 
add value. 

So it was a timely visit, but under no circumstances would I try to push my views on to 
them. For instance, when I go to a place like that or I go down south, wherever it might 
be, I always check with the Premier's Department as to what is the policy for that 
particular industry and that particular area. It might be down the forests, it might be in a 
wheat belt place, it might be in the goldfields. 

Also I got a little note from one of the ministers a few months ago, whenever I'm going 
into their electorates or provinces I always let them know that I'm going in case there's 
anything they want me to be wary of or to emphasise, as the case may be. I got a note 
back from this quite senior minister for a rural electorate saying, "Thank you for your 
advice. It was like a breath of fresh air." [chuckles] He said, "Since you went out of 
office no minister's ever let me know that he was going," into his electorate. So he said, 
"I've told my colleagues about this just to remind them that these are the niceties that 
used to be observed." 

RJ Sir Charles, you'll be well aware of the current controversy over Noel 
Crichton-Browne.... 

COURT Yes, mmm. 

RJ .... and the moves to expel him from the party, and one of the things that 
the media, both radio and newspapers constantly say is that Noel Crichton-Browne is a 
Court man. 

COURT Mmm. 

RJ What is your view of what is happening? 
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COURT I find it very sad. I've had to restrain myself because when Chaney made 
that very untrue, very unfair and improper statement that I could have stopped all the 
Crichton-Browne influence because of my great influence, I was tempted to really go 
public and give him [Chaney] a thump across the ear that he should have had because 
he's got a lot to answer for. A man who was disloyal to Howard like he was when he was 
Howard's deputy, I can have nothing but contempt for, and other things that he's done. I 
mean here's a man now working for the Keating Government and still wants to be seen 
as a good Liberal. There's nothing wrong with anyone working for the government and 
still being a Liberal, Labor or anybody else, but in his particular case, with him claiming 
to be so virtuous, I think it's quite criminal. However having said that, for good reason 
I've refrained from making any observation, temporarily. The time will come when we 
can put all that right, but it would have only exacerbated the situation [at the time]. 
Certain people like Chaney and Viner and a few others were very anxious get me 
publicly involved and I decided that I'd bide my time because I can always look at my 
record and what I've done for the Liberal Party and the loyalty I've shown to some 
strange people from time to time, whereas they can't claim these things. 

But the sad thing about Crichton-Browne is that he has done some wondrous things for 
the party. Like so many people that do these things, they never know when to stop. They 
never know when to draw a line and say, "Now I'll retreat a little bit", in all due modesty 
and with decency. But they become so obsessed about these things that they just say to 
themselves, "Well, what I'm doing is in the interests of the party. To hell with whoever it 
might hurt or upset." I think you've seen enough of me with the interviews that you've 
been doing for a long time that I did have an understanding that we're dealing with 
people and some of them, you might hate them as individuals, nasty, nasty people, but 
you've still got to deal with them because that happens to be what life's all about if 
you're dealing with people. There's nice people, there's nasty people, there's clever 
people, there's dull people; you know, you get the lot. You've just got to be patient. 
Strangely enough the more you deal with them that way the more patience and more 
good sense you develop. It almost becomes an art of being able to handle these 
situations. 

It used to worry me when I saw people who became excessively committed. Rita was 
absolutely amazing the way she used to say, "I'm worried about..." this one or that one, 
mainly the women. I'd say, "Why?" "Oh," she said, "she's doing so much and she's 
falling over herself. She's doing too much. She's even doing it to the inconvenience of 
her family," or that sort of thing. I said, "Well, be grateful." She said, "Oh, you know, if 
ever anyone gets obsessed like that there comes a time when someone will say 
something that upsets them and bang the lot's gone. They dump their load right on your 
front lawn. There's no halfway with them," but she said, "I like those that just are 
genuine and go along always gently applying their own pressure but never getting 
obsessed or never getting to a point where they're going to get hurt because if somebody 
just questions or even asks a question what they're doing, why they did something." I 
learnt from her that it's not a bad thing even with your ministers and with your members 
and the members of the party to keep an eye out for these people because they've usually 
got a short fuse. When it blows, they not only blow up themselves, but they usually blow 
up a whole branch or something of that kind. They either never recover from it or for a 
long time they bear a grudge and a grievance. 
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Now this bloke [Crichton-Browne], he had an amazing capacity for work and he had an 
amazing brain for strategy and tactics and you'd be a fool as the leader if you didn't take 
notice of a person like that. You don't have to adopt everything that he puts forward, but 
you're stupid if you don't take notice. There's many elections been won, federal and 
State, because of his brain. He had this extraordinary brain for thinking these things out. 
Amazing energy; amazing energy. 

Now he travelled from one end of the State to the other. It's true that he has a 
tremendous influence in the remoter parts of the State and the reason for it is that he's 
the only one that's been there [constantly]. Now they were complaining at the recent 
conference that so many of these smaller branches in some of these mining towns and 
other places were beholden to him. I said, "Well that's interesting. How's that 
happened?" "He's always there, and he gets members." I said, "Well what have you done 
about it?" "Oh, we can't travel." "But," I said, "well there's six senators and they can all 
travel from one end of the State to the other so don't blame him. Why doesn't somebody 
get off their tail and go and get members." 

I was up at Hedland the other night when they were saying, you know, he'd get off the 
plane, he'd come all the way from Canberra, get off the plane in Perth and come up to 
Pilbara, Kimberley, wherever it was, and the next minute he was out recruiting 
members. They said, "Look, we used to think it was wonderful. What used to make us 
mad was he could get people to sign up and join the Liberal Party when we couldn't." He 
had a pretty aggressive sort of a way with him, a convincing sort of a way. 

Now this is the fellow that's done so much. He increased the membership of the party, he 
increased the funding of the party. He did so many things that were tactically and 
strategically good. Even his worst enemies, if they stood still for a moment and they 
were honest about it, they'd have to admit all these things that I've told you. Now that's 
one side of it. 

The other side of him was that he had a personality that I found it very hard to live with. 
He had certain habits that I found impossible to live with and Rita the same. A lot of 
people were more concerned about that side of him than they were the work that he did 
for the party. It was a very difficult situation to get those sort of things up front as 
compared with the work that he did, because if he went to a divisional meeting, he went 
to a branch meeting, he went to a State conference, the evidence of his work, the 
positive stuff was there. 

Of course he was accused of branch stacking and he was accused of this, that and the 
other. It's like all of these things, give a dog a bad name and it sticks. He couldn't 
possibly have done a quarter of the things that he's credited with doing. It's like 
"Confucious say" and if he'd have been jabbering all his life he couldn't have said 
[chuckles] a third of the things that he gets the credit for saying. You see this through 
history. But the fact is that he got this reputation for branch stacking or controlling the 
Young Liberals, or he controlled this group or some other group. The sad thing about it 
was that other people could do it and did do it and no-one ever raised it. 

Now I was at a meeting not so long ago, somebody said, "Why wasn't it like this in your 
time?" I said, "It was." That shocked them. I said, "Only it was worse in my day." I said, 
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"I never belonged to a faction, I was never beholden to a faction, but I had to respect 
everybody you gave me - your presidents, State presidents, your divisional presidents, 
your branch presidents, some of the pretty hopeless members of Parliament you 
endorsed, and tell me one that I didn't go out and support." 

The other night I related the story of Cameron, the Aborigine, the first one ever endorsed 
[by the Liberals] in Australia, many years ago. I think he came from the 
Morawa!Mullewa area [or thereabouts]. They got a rush of blood to the head one night 
and they were desperate to get a candidate and somebody suggested why not endorse 
this fellow for North Province. It couldn't have been worse because in those days before 
the [1960s] breakthrough the pastoralists were king up there and you can imagine their 
attitude towards an Aborigine candidate. Dave Brand wouldn't go and support him 
because he knew his background from the Mullewa/Morawa days. Who went and 
supported him? Charles Court had to go up there. I made sure I didn't take the candidate, 
I left him back at Carnarvon, but went up North and you'd be asked, "Where's your 
candidate?" I'd say, "Oh well, it's a huge area, you know. It's as big as South Africa this 
Province, and a candidate can't be everywhere, so he's somewhere and I'm somewhere 
else. Spread ourselves around." But that particular night at Port Hedland I remember that 
he'd been arrested in Carnarvon for assaulting a policeman. This is the candidate they'd 
given me, but I still went out and supported him. Frank Wise was the Labor candidate, 
their number one candidate, and we did amazingly well. Admittedly the people never 
saw our candidate. So this is the sort of thing that I've done. 

You've had some hairy presidents, you've had some hairy officials - you know at 
divisional, branch and other levels, but tell me one that I haven't gone out and supported, 
be it candidate, be it an office bearer, whatever it is. 

So whenever this fellow [Crichton-Browne] was thrown up to me as being in a particular 
position, I've supported him. Now that doesn't mean to say that I like him, or that I 
would choose him to do that or this position. 

Now as you can gather from that I've never had a great respect for the person himself as 
a person. Some of his habits are quite foreign to what Rita and I believe in and what we 
practised ourselves and so on, but the fact is that he was always operating within the 
constitution. Now the sad thing about it is that he's going to be evicted or ejected or 
expelled, whichever way you want to look at it, not because of something he's done 
wrong within the constitution of the party, but for some of his own personal habits that 
have come to light. Sadly they're not isolated things, but they're the ones that have been 
seized on and so they're now getting up a head of steam and all his enemies are not 
judging him on what he's done for the party - they never mention that, they never work 
on the amount of work that he's done and so on - they're just now dealing with a very 
personal side of these things, as they should, of course, be concerned, because you can't 
have a senior person in an organisation behaving like that. 

When you say, "What about in your day?" Well, these factions that came to me always 
complaining are always complaining about him. So I used to say to them in as fatherly 
way as I could, "Well, you know, I've had a look at it. I've got an idea that the accusers 
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are more guilty than the accused." That used to set them back a bit. I said, "Well I just 
happen to know that you stacked this branch, and you did it this way. As Premier...." (or 
minister, whatever it was at the time) "... .that's not my business, that's the party's 
business, but Ijust happen to know this was done." "Well," they'd say, "that's different." 
I'd say, "Why is it different?" 

So another group, still in the party, they do it differently. They don't stack branches, they 
just let them die. When you get a branch down to such a low membership - it's still 
legal, but only just breathing - you can move in and just.... you go to the annual meeting 
and only your friends are there. They think that's all right. In the meantime the party's 
dying with them. 

So I used to have to deal with all of these things and I became very expert on that part of 
the Bible where the prostitute was to be stoned in accordance with Jewish custom if she 
was caught in the act. If she didn't get caught it didn't matter, but if she got caught in the 
act she had to be stoned. That's when, of course, they tried to stand Christ up, trying to 
test him out because they realised it would be a bit tricky for him because of his attitude 
towards forgiveness and all this sort of thing. He made that famous gesture of drawing 
the line on the road and saying, "He who is without sin let him cast the first stone." If 
you read the small print, which people don't usually read there, [chuckles] it says that the 
rabbis were the first to leave without casting their stone. Somehow or other this used to 
be magic in dealing with these people. They used to fade away and say, "Oh, we can 
never get anywhere with you," or something like that. 

But I mention this. It's sad that the man has done so much and is obviously going to be 
expelled without any thanks for what he's done. He's got to blame himself for that. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 146 



COURT He's got to blame himself for that because it's not just an isolated thing. A 
lot of people have felt very angry about him over the years. On the other hand more than 
a half of the party still feel that he's got a lot to offer and we're going to be lacking 
somebody like that when he goes. 

That's the sad part about it. He's going to take with him a tremendous force of energy 
whether it's been misused or not, but it's a force of energy which, in the final analysis, 
has been directed at the good of the party. He might have used some of the wrong 
methods, but it's been directed at the good of the party, and there's no-one amongst these 
accusers that will do the work that he's done, or has the ability to do what he's done. 
That's the sad part about it. 

If amongst the people who are baying for blood there were people there that would take 
up the burden and get out and do the sort of work that he's done, get up to these branches 
[it would be more manageable]. Don't forget in his day at one stage we owned every seat 
in the North, Upper House and Lower House, and it was only because of him. There's 
no-one going to take up that burden and go out and do that sort of work and rally the 
troops. 

So that's the sad part about it, but one cannot defend his actions which are less than 
reputable, less than acceptable, especially for a person who has a high profile in an 
organisation. But I have to admit that we'll be lucky if we've seen the worst of it 
because.... I suppose it's proper to record this, but I did say to some people the other day, 
"Be careful in your anger and in your feeling of, 'Ah, now we've got him where we want 
him,' that you don't be too smart by half, because there's one thing that the law will not 
tolerate and that is the lack of natural justice. If somebody's going to be kicked out of a 
football team or they're going to be kicked out of a church or they're going to be kicked 
out of a political party, they're entitled to know why they're being kicked out and they're 
entitled to give a defence of that. So just because you've got upset about the wife 
incident and about the journalist incident and that's given you a public profile on which 
to condemn the man, realise that they're nothing to do with the constitution." No-one has 
yet come out and said, "This is the rule that you broke," or "the rules" or "the conduct 
provisions of our party that you broke." 

I notice this morning in the paper that they're going to give him a chance to defend 
himself, with the possibility of censorship and something else, and something else. I 
would like to feel that somebody just whispered in their ear, "Be careful in your anxiety 
to get rid of this man you don't leave him with a weapon that he can belt you over the 
head with and that is the question of natural justice. That's not going to save him, but if 
you're sensible, because tomorrow's another day, you've got to be able to demonstrate 
that, yes, you did lay a charge; yes, you did identify what rules he had broken and the 
constitution that he'd breached. Then you are entitled to expel him, but that's a different 
thing to just expelling him because of some of his personal conduct because you want to 
be careful. A few people might want to remind a couple of you people that your 
matrimonial background is not all that good and your business conduct hasn't been all 
that good." 
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You know there's none of us completely without some sin somewhere along the line. 
Some mightn't be important, some might be very important. Unfortunately we can't have 
ethics based on the WA Inc period when the crime was to get found out. 

I think I've covered it. 

RJ But in your obvious respect for the capacity of the man and what he's 
done, are you saying that he should or should not go? 

COURT They've got no alternative because of the perception. They've got no 
alternative but to go on and do something appropriate in the public mind, because of the 
perception, whether it's fair or not. It's one of the sad things of this life. But there's going 
to be a lot of people within the Liberal Party who will in their heart feel that their crime 
has been that they didn't react earlier. I mean the man's been full blaze for 20 years. 
When you think of some of these other people, the things that they've done to embarrass 
the Liberal Party and they've got away with it, it just makes you wonder. 

But having said that, you've got to deal with the man that rose to great heights within the 
party. He had great ambitions. It's broken his heart the fact that he couldn't go on and be 
the next president of the Senate, and what's more the interesting thing is that the Labor, 
Democrats, the Independents and some of the better Liberals think he would have been a 
damn good president. He's had more sympathy from the Labor Party and from the 
Democrats than he's ever had from any Liberals, which has a significance about it 
because they judge him for what he is and what he does in those positions. But I don't 
think they've got any alternative. He's had his chance to demonstrate that he is prepared 
to step back, but he hasn't done that. 

Therefore I think Dr Honey has handled the matter well. He's been criticised himself for 
taking so long about it but I think he's had the good sense to move step by step by step, 
so that when the man goes he won't be able to say that he didn't have natural justice. 

RI A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library 
Building on 6 September 1995. 

Sir Charles, if we could look at relationships between Commonwealth and State 
governments today. We have covered various aspects of this over periods of our 
interviews, and you have said previously that the State suffered "at the hands of federal 
governments of all political persuasions: Liberal/Country Party, Labor Party, and then 
Liberal/Country Party again".1  Bolton says that, "The commonest complaint about 
Court's style was that he was too much given to confrontation. Certainly while Whitlam 
remained in office he opposed the Commonwealth government implacably, joining with 
Bjelke-Petersen in an anti-federal overseas tour and not much mollified by the 
favourable treatment accorded Western Australia at the 1975 loan council. But when 

'This transcript, p. 693. 
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Whitlam was dismissed his rejoicings were not as indecent as Bjelke-Petersen's. As 
much as anything it was what he saw as their incompetence which displeased him most 
about the federal Labor government."1  What is the reference to the anti-federal overseas 
tour, and is he accurate in what he's saying about joining Bjelke-Petersen in that and the 
form it was taking? 

COURT It wasn't only Bjelke-Petersen, by the way, because that particular visit 
that we made overseas was with the blessing of all Premiers. I'm just trying to recall the 
particular incident that triggered it all off, but it was related to further efforts by the 
Whitlam Government to move very positively towards the elimination of the States. As 
a preliminary, if I recall correctly, [ ... ] they were trying to establish a pet theme of 
Whitlam which was for the Governor-General to be seen as a viceroy. He had a bit of a 
"thing" about these sorts of institutions and was quite colourful in his language. Being a 
fairly egotistical man as he is, he really believed that his word meant something and 
these phrases he used, being colourful they had a deeper meaning than might have been 
otherwise construed. 

I don't know why he kept bringing up this "viceroy thing". I could not quite understand, 
although I did question him about it. But somehow or other he believed that if our 
Governor-General was a viceroy, he had more powers without consulting the Queen 
than would be the case if he was just an ordinary common-or-garden governor or 
governor-general. He seemed to be happy with his thoughts, but it didn't please me, and 
it didn't please most of the other Premiers. I was very surprised at that time that even the 
Labor Premiers were not very happy about this move towards destroying Federation and 
cutting across the Constitution. 

You'll recall at that time that Whitlam had quite a diabolical scheme of regional 
government. He hit on the idea as part of this abuse of the Constitution - this idea of 
using the power of the purse, or abusing the power of the purse, to achieve powers they 
didn't have, of wooing the local authorities throughout Australia (not only in WA, but 
throughout Australia) so groups of them would join together. For instance, the Great 
Southern or the South West, or the northern suburbs, or any regional groupings where he 
could get some affinity of interest. The idea was that they would come together and 
increasingly become little parliaments of their own, little decision-making bodies of 
their own. They were to get sums of money, quite generous sums of money, to undertake 
works that they couldn't do from their normal rating powers or the State government 
wouldn't give them under the set-up that prevailed. In fact the State governments 
couldn't give them [such sums of money] because of the limitations on their funding that 
was imposed by the federal government, especially as the State governments had very 
limited powers to raise money. This is another complaint of mine which we can discuss 
later about the moral importance of States having to raise more of the money that they 
spend on the simple theory that if you're going to spend it you should have the 
responsibility of raising it. In raising it you've got to justify your need for it and it makes 
you much more responsible than if you are taking money from 'Big Brother' and not 
having to raise the money. This way you become captive to Big Brother. 

'Bolton in State on the Move. p. 223. 
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Anyhow at that time local authorities generally throughout Australia were very 
suspicious of the Whitlam Government; they were very suspicious of Canberra. 
Fortunately for us they accepted our entreaties to be very, very careful before they took 
money from Big Brother, because it's the old story of, "Come into my parlour, said the 
spider to the fly," and once the fly's in the parlour, the mechanism shuts and he can't get 
out. That's the end. 

They accepted that so they weren't very receptive at all to this idea of having a regional 
government because they realised, as much as they might have differences of opinion 
with State governments, it was much better to deal with the devil they knew rather than 
the devil they didn't. Having got this much money in the first handout of largesse by the 
Commonwealth government, what were they going to get the second time around when 
they lined up with their begging bowl? The third and fourth time there'd be a paring 
down of it all the time, but it would be too late to go back. 

So we were very well supported. When we went to the first Constitution Convention, 
local government had representation there, and they aligned themselves very much with 
State governments, which was a godsend. They were very suspicious of Canberra, 
especially with Whitlam, so they lined themselves up with the State governments. Not 
all of the States were as good as ours were but the WA people were very, very 
suspicious. Nervous would be the better word. Bearing in mind that in that local 
government representation we had at the time, there were some very clearly identified 
Labor supporters, so you weren't just dealing with a hand-picked mob of conservative 
local government people. I remember a couple of them in particular that were dyed-in-
the-wool Labor people, good fellows, who were very good for local government because 
they insisted that local government had to be apolitical and they were very tough. One of 
them was a mayor, Ernie Clarke to be precise, at Canning, who was very, very strict in 
the running of the council, that it was not to be a political forum, a party political forum. 
Charlie Smith, who was strangely enough a Labor man down in Nedlands of all places, 
was a first-class mayor because there was no nonsense with Charlie. He was Nedlands 
first, second, third and always. In some ways he was a tougher and better mayor than, 
say, one of these known conservatives might have been. 

So that was the atmosphere in which we met at that particular Constitution Convention. 
We came away from that period without any great desire on the part of the local 
government to do a cosy little deal on regional government. 

This was one of the things that Gough was up to. Don't forget he started the trend to 
really destroy the States - more so than any other previous government. There's a reason 
for it. They'd been out of office for so long that when Whitlam came in he was 
determined to demonstrate what a bit of socialism was all about. He talked and thought 
as a real socialist; you might say pure socialism. In some ways thank God he did, 
because he was so excited about being there and that he was the man that was going to 
bring Australia back to a socialist state when others had failed, that he went too far too 
fast. Had he done it on the Fabian system of a little and often, the gradual approach, you 
know the theory of gradualism, well then, of course, he might have got away with it. The 
old story, the frog in the pot is the Fabian system. This is to let the frog get comfortable 
in the water and turn the heat up very, very gradually and it becomes so comfortable the 
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next thing it's dead. Whereas if you threw a frog into a pot of boiling water it would 
immediately hop right out; get a bit singed but it wouldn't be killed. The Fabians, of 
course, they're masters of this frog in the pot theory. As long as you turn the heat up 
gently enough the poor old frog is comfortable. The next thing it's dead. 

So he, together with Murphy, had very clear-cut plans for defeating the Constitution, 
defeating federalism, achieving centralism. I've already told you about the Murphy 
doctrine because Murphy [explained it to me] when we were at another Constitution 
convention and he and I were a subcommittee to try and sort out the wording of 
something. We were having dinner when he told me in the bluntest of terms what he 
intended to do when they got into government, bearing in mind at that time they were 
still in opposition and hoping they'd be elected at the next federal election, which they 
were. He told me then that he had Gough's blessing that they were going to use the 
external affairs power, enter into treaties and conventions all over the world. He named 
Puerto Rico and USSR, he named some extraordinary countries. It didn't matter what 
they were, once you entered into this agreement, international agreement, then under the 
external affairs power his theory was that you could virtually rewrite the Constitution 
without having a referendum. That's when he said, "There will be no more Constitution 
Conventions because we won't need them." 

I got him to repeat it back with the main committee that we were working with and he 
was quite proud of it. I went then to our people federally who were then in government, 
of course, and they treated it as a joke, except Senator Ivor Greenwood. Unfortunately 
he died rather young, but he was the only supporter I had, but he believed, with me, that 
we had to do something to put up some hurdles, that even if they could get away with it 
and they [a Labor Government] had a compliant High Court, at least we [Coalition 
Government] put some hurdles up to make it a bit high for them to jump, or at least 
they'd have to dismantle the hurdles. In this we were working very closely with Joh 
Bjelke-Petersen who had an Oxford don working with him. Again somebody that people 
treated as a bit of a joke when he first came along, but we learnt after a while that the 
man was no fool. It was he that came along with this theory of inventing hurdles. You 
put hurdles up even knowing a subsequent government could remove the hurdles, but 
they had to go through the public act of removing the hurdle. Then the forces of good 
could then expose the forces of evil, and hopefully that you could bring about a political 
victory that otherwise wouldn't be achievable. 

However, I say that for a purpose because it was not an isolated thing that Whitlam was 
doing. Amongst other things he wanted to destroy the right of the States to deal with 
London. You'd have to do everything through Canberra. He wanted to get rid of Agents-
General, he regarded as something of an excrescence that had no particular purpose; it 
was something back from the days of the colonies. Appointments of Governors in future 
had to be sent to the Governor-General, who in turn would pass them on to the Queen, if 
he saw so fit. It was a rather cunning device that if you sent them to the post office they 
just went into the dead letter office. Honours and awards exactly the same: you sent 
them to the Governor-General who, unless it suited his convenience, would not send 
them on to the Queen, to Buckingham Palace. In other words they would die there [in 
the Governor-General's office]. 
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It was very interesting that there was a general reaction against this. The delegation1  
[which on this occasion was Joh and 1], was authorised [by the several States] to talk to 
the government, the British Government, which was then a Labor government. I can't, 
without some research, tell you the name of the minister, who was from the House of 
Lords. Strangely enough we got a very spontaneous response from him. It was all very, 
very quick and sudden. When we stated our case he said, "Well, you can go back and tell 
your colleagues as far as the British Government is concerned we won't have a bar of 
what Whitlam proposes, we won't have anything to do with it." He was very emphatic 
about it. In fact I remember he just dismissed it and said, "Well, that's that. That's the 
answer you wanted, and now let's have lunch." I remember that as well as anything. 
[chuckles] It was all over so quickly and the sort of way I like to do business. 

I became very friendly with that particular person (he's long since dead; he wasn't a 
young man then) but he was one of these British ministers who'd accepted one of these 
lifetime positions in the House of Lords and found nothing incompatible with it, and in 
fact was a great monarchist, a great royalist, which is not unusual in England [amongst 
Labor politicians]. 

Take [Harold] Wilson, for instance. He accepted the highest honour you can get and was 
proud of it and paraded it and if I remember rightly he even went to the House of Lords. 
Callaghan just the same. So their attitude is quite, quite different to what it is here, 
where the Labor Party has remained very firm on these things. 

So it was a combination of these things that the States were very unhappy about because 
it was a very carefully cobbled set of things that were worked out when they were in 
opposition, as evidenced by this thing of Murphy and the Murphy doctrine using the 
external affairs power. So when Whitlam got there he moved very, very quickly. Don't 
forget he tried to nationalise North West Shelf too. 

So you'll see that there was a lot of feeling about Whitlam. He was a strange man. He 
was very conscious of his position, very conscious of himself, and he really believed that 
he was an important part of Australian history, that he was chosen by God (or somebody 
else) to be the Prime Minister at that particular time in history. It must have been a 
terrible shock to him when he found that he was dismissed by a former Labor 
appointment as Governor-General. But it had gone too far so something had to be done, 
and that's the way it was done. 

It's still a running sore with some people, but those of us who saw the Constitution as the 
Constitution believed it was put there for a purpose and that it was just used as it should 
be [by Kerr as Governor-General] and it was a warning to others: "Don't do that sort of 
thing. Realise this is a people's Constitution." 

'There was an earlier delegation of several Premiers which included John Tonkin, I think. They were equally 
strong in opposing Whitlam's interference and attempts to superimpose the Federal government and the 
Governor-General between the Queen and the States. My later representations were because Whitlam was 
persisting with his plan. I happened to be going to the UK. Job Bjelke-Petersen hitched himself on to my one-
man delegation (Cc). 
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When you put all of these things together you can understand that he felt he had a 
mission. Whoever advised him didn't advise him about making haste slowly. The 
Fabians would have told him differently. Hawke was a Fabian and quite conscious of it. 
Their philosophy is don't try and go too fast, don't try and crack all the eggs at the one 
time. So they can achieve much, much more. [For this reason they are insidious and 
dangerous.] 

The fact that he was trying to nationalise North West Shelf has never registered with the 
people here. It registered with the companies, of course, because they were the ones that 
had put out all their money to find the natural gas and all of a sudden found they couldn't 
get on and develop it in spite of a friendly State that wanted to get the energy harnessed. 
So it was a strange mixture for a man who was otherwise an intelligent man. 

I think I've told you that some of our meetings at the Premiers' Conferences, I received 
more courtesy and more consideration from Whitlam than I ever did from Fraser. Fraser 
had a rather unfortunate manner. On more than one occasion I was able to establish the 
merit of my particular case with Whitlam. Townsing used to be particularly interested in 
the successes that I had in winning the logic of the argument and that sort of thing, and 
getting a receptive hearing from him, more so than somebody like Dunstan from South 
Australia, that he didn't like very much. [I think the sentiments were mutual.] 

END OF TAPE 146 SIDE B 
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COURT It was quite interesting. I used to take Premiers' Conferences and Loan 
Council meetings very seriously, as I should, and as I hoped the others did. But I 
probably, because of my financial background and my training, was able to approach 
them on a more professional basis. With the help of Townsing and McCarrey I used to 
go well-prepared. Therefore you'd try and win the argument based on logic and not on 
the politics of it, with the result that I found him [Whitlam] quite courteous even though 
I could see some of his officers getting irritated because they didn't want him to get 
involved in the argument. You could almost see it written on their face that he didn't 
know enough about it to be involved in a public argument about something that was as 
technical or as complex. But he was no fool. 

So we had occasions - one in particular - of giving the States just a little-little, little-
little opening, to raise some money on their own initiative, on an expanding basis, which 
I convinced him it was politically possible for him and also desirable from the States' 
point of view. In other words for them [the Commonwealth] to legislate to make it 
lawful for us to raise the money that we originally set out to raise and which Hamersley 
Iron, one of the CRA companies, challenged successfully in the court and we weren't 
allowed to raise it. It was a very gentle [and fair] sort of a tax that applied to everything. 
We thought that we had worded it so that it would qualify just like liquor tax does, and 
some of the other money we were able to raise because of the way we'd phrased it and 
the way we'd timed it, which was quite critical and had withstood the test of time. We 
thought that Townsing had devised something that was quite magical. It was a growth 
tax, but a gentle sort of a tax, it was so small in its imposition, but it applied on 
everything, everything, so therefore you could have it at a very, very low rate. It was not 
as painful as if you had to put it in in big licks in certain isolated cases and on certain 
isolated items. It was quite an ingenious tax and I thought it had a good chance. 

I think Hamersley have regretted to this day that they ever challenged it because they got 
worse in its place. It would have been much better if they'd have accepted that one, 
which was spread so evenly over everything. Every ton of iron ore they sold, every bit of 
money they handled, it all had this tiny little fraction which was absorbed into the 
financial system, into their cost structure and which they got as a tax deduction. 

It would have given the States - in our case it was Western Australia and, of course, we 
initiated it - given them something that would have solved a lot of their financial 
problems. 

Now my proposition to Whitlam was to revive this and it could be made quite lawful 
and constitutional if the Commonwealth brought down the legislation and were 
empowered to do the collecting of it. In other words we weren't tempting providence 
under the Constitution, because the Commonwealth had every right to do this. So they 
virtually cleared the way and the acrimony wouldn't have been on the Commonwealth, 
but it would have been on the States if there was any acrimony from it. 

I came away from that particular meeting feeling that I'd laboured long and hard and 
with some success and reward, that the sheer logic of it appealed to Whitlam. Now the 
sad thing about that was that by the time I got home he had to phone me and say, "Look 
Charles, I'm sorry, but I won't be able to confirm that undertaking I gave at the Premiers' 
Conference because my people don't like it." That's when I saw in all its naked harshness 
the system under which they worked. We saw that again over the North West Shelf 
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when R F X Connor gave that resounding "No!" at that Sunday afternoon meeting we 
had, because he wouldn't agree with a very, very generous proposition that we'd put up, 
where we had to swallow hard, they had to swallow hard, but the nation prospered, the 
nation got the benefit, the project went on. 

Then I realised just how watertight, how tough, how uncompromising are their policies. 
So I never had any real successes there, but I had the satisfaction of at least arguing the 
thing on its merit and convincing him on the merit of it on these two particular 
occasions. But the policy was such that we just couldn't get any flexibility with it at all 
to enable us to do something that we felt was good for the nation and would have helped 
solve the State's problem. 

However, having said all that, don't forget that basic to his policies at the time was this 
objective of destroying the States, using an abuse of the power of the purse, the external 
affairs power, export licensing, (which he used against Tonkin for the Worsley project) 
and any other device that they could use because they believed in centralism, and 
everything had to be directed to that, including this regional government [proposal]. 

They're trying that again now, by the way, so it's not dead, and you're going to have 
more receptive local governments today than you had then because they can't resist the 
temptation of money. They just don't seem to understand that it will be a short-lived 
honeymoon because once they're locked into the system then, of course, the man with 
the moneybags has got all the power. From then onward he can start to put the squeeze 
on you, and they'll be sorry they ever left their traditional home, namely the State. 

RJ That still has not told me what this anti-federal overseas tour was. 

COURT Well I've told you about that. 

RJ But what were you actually doing? 

COURT Well, I've said we had to go to the UK government.... 

RJ Yes. 

COURT .... to get their reaction to this proposal which was going to undermine the 
constitutional position of the States.... 

RJ Right. 

COURT .... and he said emphatically this: "The British Government will have 
nothing to do with it. You can go home and tell your colleagues rest easy." 

RJ No, I'm sorry, I interpreted that to mean that you were taking action 
against the federal government, but really it was an enquiry thing to find out where you 
stood. 

COURT Well it was more than an enquiry, it was to get an assurance.... 

RJ The support of. 
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COURT .... that Whitlam would be told in the bluntest of terms that the UK 
Government wasn't going to be a party to this back-door method of breaching the 
Constitution, that States would still be able to deal with the UK Government and 
honours could be recommended direct, because they were quick to see that if we sent 
our honours, our recommendations [for Governor, etc.] through the Governor-General, 
that's where they'd stop under direction from the government of the day. 

RJ But there was no money side to this tour? 

COURT Oh there couldn't be, no, no, no, no. We were always out negotiating for 
development in our own State, [but the delegation to the British Government was only 
about our problems with the Whitlam Labor Government. I was in the UK and other 
countries on the same trip, seeking investment and trade.] 

You also have to realise, of course, that Whitlam used his ambassadors to try and defeat 
us. He had an absolute obsession, as did his government, towards people like Bjelke-
Petersen, Charles Court, anyone at all from the different States, the different Premiers, 
negotiating in other countries - Japan, Middle East, England, France, it didn't matter - 
because he believed that we should not be allowed to negotiate with those governments. 
They on the other hand treated us as sovereign States, which we were and still are. But 
he decided that we were not to talk to any of those governments, either at the bureaucrat 
or at the ministerial level, without the ambassador arranging the appointment and being 
present. This was particularly sensitive in Japan where this huge negotiation would take 
place between the Japanese steel mills, the potential developers of the iron ore projects 
and the Western Australian Government. The fact that we'd busted open this great pile 
of export income for the nation - not only for ourselves - royalties for us, but export 
income for the nation, that seemed to leave them [the Commonwealth] unmoved. 

So it was Whitlam that instructed his then ambassador in Japan (and everywhere else, by 
the way) and he particularly mentioned Bjelke-Petersen and Court, because we were 
pretty active around the world. We were the two States that were most active in this type 
of negotiation. So all of a sudden we found that we couldn't make an appointment with a 
minister in Japan. Joh Bjelke-Petersen ran into trouble in the Middle East and he bucked 
the system, just as I would. But in Japan it was more effective because their then 
ambassador, under directions from Whitlam, conveyed this instruction to the Japanese 
Government, that the State, little principalities, had no authority at all. They [the 
Japanese] could only talk to the federal government and appointments had to be 
arranged by the ambassador, and the ambassador had to be present, or his nominee. 

Now, of course, when we were in full flight and we'd done so much, right back from 
when we first came into office in 1959 and then this had culminated in 1965 with 
removing all of the bottlenecks that had then been apparent, and the State government 
was very active in removing them so that the companies could get on with their 
commercial negotiations. [The Whitlam intervention] was a bit of a shock to the 
Japanese. They told us what was going on, of course. 

So when I went up there [after we went back into government in 1974] this restriction 
had already been imposed. I went back to renew the situation that we had up until '71, 
and we ran slap-bang into this, and were told in the bluntest of terms by the ambassador, 
that we were not to make any appointments with the ministers. If I wanted to, that they 
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would arrange the appointments; he would personally attend. So we had no alternative 
but to tell him which ones we wanted to see and he arranged those appointments and 
then duly attended and they were a bit of a farce. But the classic was when I saw 
Fukuda, the then Prime Minister, who I knew very well from when he was quite a junior 
minister in the Japanese Government. Pd attended the conferences with Fukuda where 
Herman Kahn had been doing this big report for the Japanese Government in his 
capacity as the head of the Hudson Institute and he coopted me to participate in those 
studies while we were in opposition, from '71 to '74, which was very convenient because 
I retained all my links with Japan at the time. 

So by this time I was back there as Premier and I had this formal meeting with Fukuda 
and I thought we should have got an Oscar for acting because we'd had dinner the night 
before together and we'd worked out [any problems and decisions between WA, the 
Japanese and the iron ore companies]. He'd had the appropriate people there from the 
steel industry and so on. We'd worked out exactly what we were going to agree to, and 
I'd agreed on a press statement with the Japanese steel industry. So then the next day we 
had this meeting when we wished one another well. We talked about the weather and 
things in Australia generally. That was the external room; they had an outer chamber. 
Then you went into the internal one; we went through the nonsense again. I've got a 
picture, I was only looking at it yesterday, quite a big picture that Fukuda sent me - it's 
blown up, with a huge signature of his on it. It was meant as a sort of memento of this 
particular occasion for Fukuda and myself. 

I suppose the ambassador felt good about it: the instructions had been obeyed, we'd had 
these meetings with him present - he was able to report back - because THEY wanted 
to undertake negotiation that wasn't acceptable to us or to the iron ore companies. So 
before I left for Perth I sent for the ambassador and I said, "I think you better see what 
I'm telling the press this afternoon." I gave him a copy of the press release setting out the 
arrangement that we'd made, which was exactly what we wanted and what the Japanese 
wanted. I said, "Look, as a matter of courtesy I want you to see this before it appears in 
the press but," I said, "we just couldn't tolerate the restrictions you imposed on us, 
neither could the Japanese. This is a sensible arrangement, it's a commercial 
arrangement, and it will apply. So you better have a copy so that you can let your 
government know before they read about it. They'll quickly understand that we've done 
what we normally do, worked out things on a sensible commercial basis, with the 
complete support of the people that have got to pay," (that's the Japanese steel mills) 
"and the people that have got to operate the mines," that's the iron ore companies. 

The aftermath of that, sadly, was when Fraser came in not so long after, he allowed the 
same instruction to be given. There was a confrontation about this as I was going up 
there, the first time I went there after he became Prime Minister. I pointed out to him 
how stupid it was. I mean this is why we got rid of this other crowd [the Whitlam 
government]. Even the day I arrived in Japan he sent me a signal saying that the 
ambassador had to be respected. So I had to tell him that's not the way we did business. 
We were a sovereign State and we'd do it our way. So we did it our way, and very 
successfully. 

RJ Just a very minor point: when you instructed the ambassador in 
Whitlam's time about what you were doing and about your press release, how did he 
react? 
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COURT He was dumbfounded, poor man. He was dumbfounded. I didn't have the 
heart to tell him when it all happened, that while he was sleeping peacefully at night 
thinking that he was supreme there, that we were actually having a private dinner 
function with the Prime Minister, who I knew very well. It was nothing extraordinary 
about that. 

Ri But he didn't attempt to argue with you. He could see that.... 

COURT Well, he knew that he couldn't because had they tried to argue they'd 
have had a confrontation with the Japanese Government. They [the Japanese 
Government] would be arguing on behalf of the Japanese steel mills because they have 
an organisation in Japan known as MIT!, which is an extraordinary mechanism. If you 
don't understand the workings of MIT! you get into all sorts of bother up there. The 
[Japanese] companies do nothing without talking to MITI and the other way round. So 
it's a mechanism that's just sheer prudence and good sense. It says you've got to be part 
of the system to understand how it works. Normally it works in your favour, by the way, 
because it's the great lubricating machine [if you know how to use it]. 

RJ You told me off tape on one occasion that during the time of your 
premiership Joh Bjelke-Petersen and Hancock worked out a scheme to "cheat the 
Commonwealth Government" was your words, and that you were to be part of that 
scheme when they were planning it, but you wouldn't be in it. Can you tell me about that 
one? 

COURT Oh yes. It was a straightout financial manipulation that meant you had to 
do things overseas, and it was big, big money. But we didn't do business that way. 
You've got to keep these things simple. If you start to get involved in things like that, 
well goodness only knows where you're going to finish up. So I had to point out to Joh 
that it was a very cunning, clever device, but the sort of thing that tax avoiders and tax 
evaders use. They're all very clever, but they don't last for long, because the government 
can come along and lock the doors and make it impossible for you to not only do that, 
but do other things as well, because when they do something they always take out a 
sledgehammer to crack a peanut. So you finish up with something you can't predict. 

Now I also had to point out that it was brilliantly clever, brilliantly cunning, and it meant 
big money to Queensland and big money to WA. We had to work together with coal and 
iron ore because they had the coal, we had the iron ore - that's assuming we went along 
with it. We'd have a glorious thing. We'd be lauded as the smartest people in 
Christendom the first year. But the next year the Commonwealth would just come along 
and when they draw their cheque they just take that much off; it's as simple as that. Then 
you've got to go and argue - maybe before the High Court - it wouldn't get you far, but 
I mean you can go and argue up to there, all the time admitting publicly that you'd done 
a smart, swarmy sort of a thing - I repeat, coming back to the equivalent of a tax avoider 
or a tax evader and governments shouldn't be doing that sort of thing. 

Okay, you fight like fury to make a point of principle when you're dealing with the 
Commonwealth government, but you don't go to a point of doing something that is to 
my mind corrupt and to my mind in the same class as tax evasion. As you know tax 
avoidance is proper; tax evasion is criminal [under an old English case]. 
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Joh, by the way, it wasn't his scheme, because Joh didn't have that sort of mind that he 
could work those things out, that he could initiate those things, but Lang had worked out 
this scheme. I think he got a bit of a shock when we weren't prepared to take a few 
hundred million dollars off the Commonwealth, but we just didn't do business like that. 
So the idea never proceeded because it was very much dependent on both WA and 
Queensland working in concert for this. 

Ri Sir Charles, way back on an occasion on an interview, when you were 
talking about Premiers' Conferences, you referred to a public confrontation with the 
Fraser Government where, to use your words, "they were literally stealing 600 million 
dollars from the States." You have said in that "I'm not positive that I've got the exact 
figure", but you think you were right. )  Just what were they doing? Just how were they 
getting away with that and what were the other States' reactions? What happened? 

COURT The cold hard facts were that they were in a jam with their budget and 
they just decided we'll take some money off the States. Nice and painless, the taxpayers 
didn't feel it. They could ride out that storm when the States put up their taxes because of 
what was taken from them by the Commonwealth, and it was as rough as that. 

Ri So without discussion or anything you just....? 

COURT No, no, they just did it. When we went there they just gave us the formula 
that they normally did. It was a time-honoured pattern that they virtually laid on the 
table: "This is what you're going to get, boys. You can shout and scream as much as you 
like, but you're not going to get any more." They always worked on the basis that we 
were hiding something. If we weren't going to be able to survive, that we'd find a way of 
making representations and the matter could be considered again. 

It wasn't very scientific, the way they went about it. In most cases it was just plain 
brutal. This is what they had decided, after looking at their problems, what they could 
give to the States, whether it was loan monies in the days when the Loan Council was a 
different thing to what it is today, or whether it was ordinary consolidated revenue. 

Now there was great protest and I naturally, when I went back to Western Australia, 
made it pretty clear that we'd had a dirty deal. It was our own government, our own 
coalition government doing this sort of thing to their friends. You can understand a 
Labor government doing this [but not our own political colleagues]. 

Now I wasn't prepared to remain silent, so some of the federal members from WA 
protested that I was always giving them a hard time and omitting, of course, the fact that 
whenever they were in real troubles politically that we were the people that saved them. 
I'm a great believer that the federal people can win if we're going all right, but they can't 
win if we're not doing all right in the States, that's their own people are doing all right in 
the States. They used to say to me about criticising them. I used to say, "Well if you do 
naughty things, you've got to take the criticism that comes from it, regardless of who 
you are, but in the meantime you let us tidy up our house and get our position in good 
order. When we've won our election we'll come along and pick you up", and we always 
did. It was as simple as that really. Any federal government, conservative government, 

This transcript. p.  225. 
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like a coalition government, understands that. They go along on that principle, because if 
we're doing well they automatically ride in on our back. They never seem to learn, but 
still that happens to be the facts. 

So on this occasion it was so raw that I had to go public with it and it was given a fair 
amount of publicity. Now their federal members, either at the Fraser level or the State 
level, apparently were successful in convincing some influential members of State 
Council that I was kicking our own people to death and that I wasn't entitled to do this 
and that I was trying to put things on to them - to blame them for it, to let me off the 
hook and so on. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 147 
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COURT So the then State president said to me, "Look, we've got to clean this up. 
We can't go on like this." I said, "Why don't you talk to Mr Fraser about it? Why does he 
do this sort of thing? I wouldn't tell you that he'd done this if he hadn't done it. Why 
don't you talk to him about it?" They said, "Oh well, we think that you're being far too 
tough on our people and that you should be prepared to softly, softly, handle these 
things." I said, "Well, I'm not prepared to. The fact is I'm the bloke that's got to run the 
State. I'm the one that's got to justify the budget when we go to the people and that type 
of thing, when I go to the Parliament. Why should I? If a Labor government had done 
this to us we'd all be joining in chorus, screaming our heads off." So he said, "Oh well, 
there's a lot of feeling in State Council," because you had some federal members who 
were no Court lovers and they were always giving the impression at branch meetings 
and so on that this was my tactic and so on. 

So they eventually convinced State Council that I should be called on to explain. So they 
had this Saturday meeting which they were going to devote the morning to a report from 
me to vindicate what I'd been saying, to justify what I'd been saying. So between myself 
and the Treasury we decided it was a pretty good exercise, we were pretty angry about 
it. So we took over the meeting room and right around the walls we put a very well-
prepared system of graphs that you could read from anywhere in the room, because 
mainly the lines were the indicators and you could [understand them] very easily. If 
people couldn't see the little detailed figures, you could easily explain the trends that 
took place. I remember as well as well, in fact very interesting, I was having lunch with 
somebody recently who was then on the State Council and right out of the blue he said 
to the people, "I remember this memorable Saturday morning when Charlie came along 
steamed up and we had graphs all around the room and," he said, "they were so simple 
even I could understand it!" I'm quoting his words, not mine. I was very interested that 
he should raise the matter because it's a long time since he was active in State Council or 
at that level. 

So it went right around the room; that's how thorough they were, right round three sides 
of the room. I had to be meticulous in my explanations and all of which I had 
supplemented by a written script, of course, that I could hand out afterwards. I went 
right around and at the end of the explanation it was open and shut that this money had 
been taken. I can't specify just at the moment, but I will get you that figure, ]  as to how 
much of the total was taken away from WA. The figure that you quoted earlier was the 
total for all States - in other words just a grab from the States, of which we had to pay 
our share. 

When I'd finished, the then State president, I remember him saying to Viner, who was 
the minister representing the Prime Minister for the day, "Well Mr Viner, now you've 
heard what the Premier's had to say, what's your answer?" That's when the whole thing 
collapsed, when he [Viner] had to say with considerable embarrassment: "I've got to say 
that Charles Court's right." That's when I made my little spiel at the finish saying that I 
hope never again would they ever do that to a Premier. I'd cooperated on this occasion, 
but I NEVER would again because it was just an attempted vote of no-confidence in 
the Premier that he hadn't been telling the truth; that he hadn't been factual in the whole 
thing; and let it be a lesson, don't ever do it again: "If your Premier tells you these are 

Western Australia's share was $160 million (CC). 
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the facts, as he's already told you, they are the facts, and you go and talk to the people 
that made it happen." 

So it was a very unpleasant period, but not isolated, by the way. We had a lot of 
occasions to go public. Let me emphasise - I never, ever went public before I had, in the 
bluntest of terms, confronted the federal government. That was only fair and proper. So 
they had plenty of opportunity to correct this one, or to explain. See if they'd have said 
to the public, "Yes, we did take this money because we didn't want to put taxes up and 
we were desperate to balance our budget," because that's what they eventually had to 
say, [it would have been more honourable]. There was no magic about this, there was no 
undisclosed reason whereby the States had been cheating or there'd been inaccurate 
accounting, or something of that kind, it was just a straight-out grab. Coming from our 
side it was unforgivable because we're supposed to believe in the federal system. 
However. 

RJ As a result of the things that you were saying back here to people like 
Viner, etc., did Fraser ever talk about it to you; did he ever indicate he was sorry, or....? 

COURT No, they just said, "We had to do it." It just suited their convenience. It 
was government at its worst. 

RJ And there was never an apology for the way they went about it? 

COURT No, no. If they'd have come along and said, "We're in a jam at the 
national level and the only way we can fix it is to do this. We know it's unfair and when 
things improve maybe we can ease it up later." The Premiers would have had to sit down 
and work out something they could live with. But they didn't do it that way. They had to 
admit - as Viner had to admit on behalf of the Prime Minister - that what I'd said was 
right. 

Of course, you can imagine from that point onward my stocks went up and the federal 
stocks went down, but they brought it on themselves; it was quite unnecessary. 

It was just like this other incident I told you about, them reconstituting the Grants' 
Commission to take money away from us, instead of giving us money. That was a 
TERRIBLE thing they did. Here's a State that had helped itself, and the very principle of 
the Liberal Party was you get a reward for effort. Instead of that we were going to be 
punished. Had I remained on - of course it occurred at the time when I was getting out - 
had I remained on Fraser would never have dared take that away from the State. 

RJ You've been critical of Whitlam, you've been critical of Fraser. Of the 
two who would you have preferred to deal with? 

COURT Well, basically one would have to say you'd prefer to do battle with 
Fraser because when all else failed you, you had the party machine to come in and 
achieve something if he went too far. But in terms of the atmosphere in which you dealt, 
it was a much more satisfying atmosphere dealing with Whitlam, strange as it may seem, 
than it was with Fraser. 
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But let me come back to something I said. Even though he [Whitlam] might have treated 
us with more courtesy and given us more consideration, the fact is he could never 
deliver the goods that we wanted. That was the point. Deep down you have to realise 
that with all of Fraser's faults and his obvious lack of desire to deal with us as we believe 
a Liberal government should have dealt with us, we had to realise, of course, deep down 
Whitlam was conniving to defeat us by other means - regional government, the abuse of 
the external affairs power, the abuse of the export licensing power, the back door 
methods trying to stop our communication with the UK Government under the terms of 
the Constitution and so on. In the final analysis those things had to prevail. But it didn't 
stop us expressing ourselves in fairly strong terms [to both sides]. 

Don't forget we've only talked about a specific incident here, but we've actually had 
some very traumatic federal council meetings when the then federal president had to 
convene a pre-lunch meeting to clear the air because we weren't going to lie down and 
be kicked. 

RJ Who's the 'we'? 

COURT The States. 

RJ All of them, uh huh. 

COURT Not all of them, by the way, would stand up and be counted when the 
whips were cracking. At a federal council meeting the one person that I didn't have there 
to help me was Joh, of course, because he couldn't come to a Liberal federal meeting. 
Some of the others - for instance, Victoria, New South Wales - because of the political 
importance of them to the federal government in terms of numbers, they could always 
do little side deals, back door deals that we could never do. They never seemed to have 
the brains to understand that here was the Australian goose, laying the golden egg, that 
they should nurture the goose. The simple logic of that never seemed to occur to 
anybody. That was partly due to bureaucratic influence, of course, but that's what 
ministers are there for, to override these things. 

I remember one pre-lunch meeting that was convened by the then federal president, and 
only State premiers were there and the appropriate federal ministers and the Prime 
Minister. That was a pretty acrimonious, knockdown, drag-out meeting. I never held 
Fraser in any awe at all. He was a bully, but it never worried me much. With big fellows 
where you can't reach up to their face you kick them in the shins. [chuckles] 

It's a pretty crude thing to sort of say, but I remember that particular lunch meeting - that 
didn't do me any harm by the way, because all of the federal officials like president and 
vice-presidents and senior federal people were there as well as the ministers. It was 
unfortunate, but even then they didn't seem to learn that you treat us fellows as 
performers not as those wild colonials over in the West. If we'd have been a mob of no-
hopers and non-performers then I could understand it. Anyhow all the State presidents 
were present that day and it didn't do my stocks any harm. 

RJ In your long experience with the federal Liberal Party, how well run do 
you think it was and how effective a body? 
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COURT Oh, there were times when it was superbly run and there were times when 
it wasn't so well run, but that goes on in the States, it goes on everywhere. You get some 
top-class administrators. Some of those administrators really call the shots because 
they've got the picture, they've got the ability and they've got the energy to get out and 
work with the States and often protect the president and even the ministers themselves 
from themselves. But you can't generalise. 

Some of them had a sensitivity about the States and that was good, they talked to you. 
They'd tell you about some of the federal problems. Then you could use your best 
offices to help them - often carry the day for them. You knew what they wanted to do, 
you knew why they wanted to do it, and therefore it was your duty to find a way. But 
they've had some top-class administrators there and they've also had some that didn't 
always perform uniformly well and there's good reason for that. They might have had 
some crosses to carry that were not of their own making. 

RJ You refer to the Constitution from time to time and we talked about the 
style of government we had, how much study did you make of the Constitution itself and 
what a federal government meant? 

COURT Well, so far as it affected a federal system I've always felt that I was on 
top of it. Some of the finer print I could never get very excited about because I used to 
feel that that was for the eggheads to play around with, but it didn't actually affect the 
basic things like how the Federation works within the Constitution, and that's what I 
always concentrated on. I believed in the federal system. I understood, of course, the 
external affairs power, I understood the export licensing power and things like that, 
probably as well, if not better than most, because they were the things that were eating at 
the very heart of the federal system, at the heart of the Constitution. 

It goes right back to this question of the wartime ceding of the taxing power. I have to 
say that the Premiers immediately postwar never fought hard enough to get those powers 
back. They had to get them then or not at all. Once they got entrenched and people got 
used to the one tax return and all that sort of thing, you're in real trouble. The 
Commonwealth Government very astutely used to offer them these powers on a basis 
that was almost unlivable, but had the Liberal Party from, say, the time Menzies got 
back in '49 when we controlled the Parliament and had very strong Senate representation 
too, had they then said, "Right now's the time boys, to get this back," that could have 
been achieved. I believe you'll never get really responsible State government until they 
are responsible for raising most of the money that they have to spend. 

Now that was inherent in the original Constitution. It provided that if the 
Commonwealth Government had a surplus which it was going to have at that time, at the 
start, then that had to go back to the States, because it was State money. 

Now the greatest piece of deceptive accounting, which today rejoices in the name of 
creative accounting, almost regarded as a crime, the greatest piece of creative accounting 
goes back to 1908 when the then federal government (I'm fairly sure it was 1908), they 
just hated the idea of paying these federal monies over to the States, which they should 
have done, keep them honest, and then have to justify what they'd spent within the 
permitted fundraising. But they decided that this was not on, this was flexing their 
muscles to try and ease the States out [in spite of the Constitution]. They've all been up 
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to it ever since the day the Constitution was signed. Unfortunately they've had 
cooperative High Courts going back to 1904, 1908, and all those times. 

So they hit on the idea of taking this money - this surplus money that should have gone 
back to the States, and putting it into a trust account. A very cosy bit of creative 
accounting - I think the most creative bit of accounting in the whole of the nation's 
history AND DONE BY A GOVERNMENT. When I was doing some research on this, 
to my horror I found the High Court condoned it. In other words technically they'd spent 
it, so there was no surplus to go back to the States. Now if that's not creative accounting 
I'll eat my hat! That's where the trouble started. 

Then, of course, you went on - it didn't apply in the First World War, but the Second 
World War, they had to get the taxing powers surrendered and they should have then 
fixed the date when legislation ran out. Like they should have said, "Six months after the 
war", or "at the Armistice", or something of that kind, and then they'd have been forced 
into doing something about it and the public would have understood that the war was 
over and so you've got to get back to where you were. They could have done it on a 
better basis. 

Fraser, under this so-called cooperative federalism, he did try to partially go back to the 
States raising some of their own tax, but using Commonwealth machinery to raise it. I 
was the only one that brought down the legislation for that, but at least it was something, 
which I gave him full credit for. But he spoilt that by not giving the necessary funds, 
divorcing the necessary federal funds to make it happen. So he claims on the one hand 
that he brought down this idea, which is correct, but then when you got down to the 
mechanism the other States took fright. Then, of course, Willis, who was the Premier of 
New South Wales, when he was coming up for election he handled it extremely badly 
and that's how Wran got into office. Without that he would never have got into office. 
He was able to manipulate this and give the impression of double taxation, double 
taxation, just like Keating at the last election, the last federal election, said, "GST, GST, 
GST," and people didn't even know what GST stood for, but they thought it was 
something evil that they were going to be socked with whether they were old-age 
pensioners or children - you know it was a terrible thing, they assumed it was a terrible 
thing. Willis couldn't handle that in New South Wales, and that's how Wran got in, 
giving this [false] impression that there was going to be double taxation, double 
taxation, and they kept the record playing for the whole of the election. 

END TAPE 147 SIDE B 
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A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library building on 20 
September 1995. 

RJ Sir Charles, today we're just going to look at the various Prime Ministers 
etc. which you have known throughout your long career. You have commented about 
Menzies previously on more than one occasion, but there was something that you said to 
me once: "Menzies survived not because of the people who loved him, but they treated 
him as a father figure. They always felt comfortable while he was there. They'd say all 
sorts of nasty things about him but they always felt comfortable while he was there, so 
he just stayed there."1  How fair is that summary because it makes it sound as if, you 
know, there was little that the man had to offer? 

COURT I think it is a sign of greatness. Whether he had the detailed strengths in 
particular subjects is another matter altogether, but the fact that the man could raise his 
hands at a multitude of people and they almost felt as though they'd got a blessing, you 
know, the man must have had something - and as he walked amongst people. I've told 
you the incident of the students when he was opening the Arts building down at 
Nedlands [University of Western Australia]. I know of no-one in the whole of my 
history in a time of revolt and that, could detach himself from all the security and all the 
official party [laughs] and go over and eventually demoralise the whole of the protesters 
by literally poking fun at them, but on the other hand joining in the fun of the occasion. 

So a man like that must be very, very special. I've told you before that he wanted to be 
known as a scholar and a gentleman and he regarded the sort of work that I was doing as 
the vulgar side of politics and he frankly didn't want anything to do with it. I've told you 
how he didn't want his name even in the press release we were issuing on the Saturday 
about what was a great occasion, an historic occasion, when we were going to 
standardise the rail gauge from Kalgoorlie to the coast which meant you were going to 
have standard gauge from Sydney to Fremantle. Now to my mind that was a tremendous 
thing to do. They're making a lot of hoohah about it at the moment with a few little tizzy 
bits they've done so that you now go from Brisbane through Sydney through Melbourne 
through Adelaide right through to Perth. But the big breakthrough was in 1960 and for 
some reason or other he just said to Dave, who was anxious to have his [Menzies'] name 
on it because it gave an extra credibility to it, and extra importance to it, an extra historic 
significance to it, and he just refused and he said, "David, it's your thing. You and 
Charlie have worked this all out, you stay with it. Whatever you want to say, say." 

This was the Saturday when he'd left himself as the duty minister [chuckles] in Canberra 
and let all the others go off, and he literally stayed in the anteroom with David Brand's 
secretary and listened to the Carlton footy match, and that was the extraordinary side of 
the man. 

Now had we been talking about a university, had we been talking about something in the 
field of learning and that type of thing, he'd have been into it boots and all and he'd want 
to be identified with it. But it showed me that day the fact that he regarded the sort of 
thing we were doing as a different side, a necessary side, but not the really important 
thing of government. 

'This transcript, p. 172. 
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I don't know that I can go beyond that but I have to say that the fact that he had this 
presence, he had this presence with his own troops, with his own backbenchers and his 
own ministers, speaks wonders for the man, and the fact that he had the same effect on 
crowds. If a lot of the Labor Party, the traditional Labor Party supporters, hadn't voted 
for him he wouldn't have stayed there all that time. 

It was also remarkable that he came back that second time after the bank nationalisation 
abortive attempt by Chifley, and with all of the "Pig-Iron Bob" rhetoric and history with 
which he was associated. He came back that second time as virtually a new man, you 
know, been born again. His impact on people then was quite, quite different. 

I've told you about the first time I saw him when I was a soldier and we were changing 
trains going from Puckapunyal going through to somewhere else, and we were told that 
the great man was on the train was going to be changing trains there at the old Albury 
station where you had that long trek to go from one train to the other. He was Leader of 
the Opposition at the time and I was very anxious to see him, and I did. You can't hide a 
man like that walking up the railway station in the middle of the night, and he impressed 
me then as being a man of great arrogance. He looked very impressive, in full command 
of the situation, and with a flotilla of officers around him like destroyers around a 
battleship, but I must say my reaction that night, although I was impressed with the look 
of the man, that he gave the impression of somebody being arrogant. 

Ri Was he good as a decision maker? What was he like at making decisions? 

COURT I never saw him at work on really tough decisions where you're going to 
have long flow-on after effects, ill effects or good effects as the case may be. When 
you're in government you're not making many instant decisions, quite frankly, and 
neither you should. You might have to take days, sometimes weeks, sometimes months, 
to arrive at the right decision about a particular thing, say it's to do with agriculture, to 
do with your mineral policies, or land policies or a host of other things, where you've got 
to sit down and weigh up public reaction, the sentiments of the people. Can you sell 
something that you believe in your heart is a good thing but which, when initially 
announced, would be resented? Then you have to get out and do a selling job. Those 
sorts of things you don't do in a hurry, so I never saw him in a position where he had to 
make an instant decision. 

When he was involved in debate in the House, that's another matter altogether, because 
the main thrust of what you want to achieve has been worked out and the little bits of the 
battle that take place are only the skirmishes of the battlefield. They're not part of the 
great strategy. You've got to maintain your aim, you've got to maintain your direction, 
and make sure anything you say, any little give or take, you're not losing your aim, 
you're not losing your direction. In that he was superb but you're now talking more about 
the things of substance. 

The Ord is a classic case. He could not get the least bit interested in it. The decision had 
been made by most of the Cabinet, very strongly backed by McEwen, not to support the 
Ord. He wasn't excited about it. He had no great emotions: "We've got to do something 
about northern Australia. We've got to be SEEN to be doing something about the whole 
of Australia." That wouldn't have entered his head at all. 
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I'm trying to think of one thing where he would have had to get down and really study 
these things. Don't forget he opposed the Snowy Mountains when he was in opposition 
and he got no inspiration out of that at all and yet he had to finally open it which was 
quite intriguing. I've often wondered why I haven't read his speech about that. What did 
he say when he was opening it because he'd have to make some concession to the fact 
that he was opposing it? Yet something like that, to a great leader, normally would give 
him a degree of excitement. Harnessing a great scheme like that. You're going to make 
power available to Sydney and to Melbourne. You're going to completely change the 
energy equation with a renewable source of supply. I couldn't imagine anyone not 
wanting to get excited about that. I could understand them questioning some of the 
methods of doing it but that's a big difference to the concept of actually embracing a 
great scheme that's going to be there forever and a day. So people like Hudson, Sir 
William Hudson, who has become a great figure in engineering terms, a great leader, a 
great believer, I don't think would have impressed him at all. 

So I'm trying to get across to you the picture of man that had tremendous power, 
tremendous influence, and yet he did not have the capacity to become excited about 
some of the things that I believe are important as a means to an end. 

Ri It's almost as though you are saying he was an actor on the stage and 
having no part in writing the script. 

COURT Well, he was a superb actor, superb actor, and there are many parts that 
he could have taken almost without any training as long as somebody gave him the right 
lights and the right timing. But that's not unusual. You've seen it in sport. You've seen 
great leaders in sport, great coaches, who themselves might not have been great 
performers in terms of the game itself but had a great capacity to get other people to 
perform, and that in itself is magic. That's what great leaders are all about. You get a 
Churchill who did it differently, who had words of great inspiration, simple words, and 
the way he said it made people feel they'd got to go and try harder, even to the point of 
giving their life. 

Therefore you don't want to take anything away from Menzies, the fact that he could 
give that leadership. His Forrest Place meetings were classics in terms of old-time 
politics. The man who can go down there and know that they're going to have a lot of 
hostile people, professionally organised, against him, and come away with even some of 
the people who hated him politically singing his praises. They'd be saying, "Oh, you've 
got to admit the old boy's got something," and a lot of them would go away and vote for 
him because if a lot of them hadn't voted for him he wouldn't have stayed there all that 
time. 

He only had the one narrow squeak. That's when they got the majority of one through 
Killen winning that seat, and when Killen burst into the party room [to announce 
victory] and he [Menzies] said, "Killen, you are MAGNIFICENT!" and only Menzies 
could have said it in such a way that it would be remembered for ever by those that were 
in the room. That's why Killen became known as "Killen the magnificent". 

I understand where you're coming from with the question. I wouldn't denigrate him in 
ANY way because he had the performance, but I have to say that he could not get 
excited about the things that I get excited about. He never really understood that if we 
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weren't doing these "vulgar" things like getting economic growth and developing iron 
ore, more farm products, nickel, bauxite, alumina, all of these things, we wouldn't have 
the wherewithal to provide the finer things of life, the education, the health, the culture, 
the housing. In other words, make people more - not so much wealthy, but better 
equipped to have a good way of life. 

I'm quite certain that he never understood that he should have encouraged us more. I'm 
sure if he had known the true story about iron ore, for instance, the embargo would have 
been lifted long before, because he was an intelligent man. But the trouble we went to 
then to explain to him, as I told you earlier, about the two-for-one theory, all he did was 
say, "That sounds a bit Irish to me," but he saw what we were on about. But that didn't 
move him to go into Cabinet and say, "Look, this bloke's got something. We've got to 
get rid of this stupid embargo and let's get going!" He would have gone along with the 
advice he was getting from McEwen and some of these other ministers and officers on 
the matter. 

I don't know whether I've confused the issue with you but I'm trying to get back to what 
I told you earlier. He wanted to be known as a scholar and a gentleman and these other 
things that are so vital were the more vulgar things of politics. 

Ri You've referred to people saying nasty things about him behind his back, 
sort of thing. What sort of nasty things would have been said? 

COURT Oh, a lot of people who would be envious. A lot of people saw him as a 
pompous old so-and-so. A lot of people saw him as an arrogant snob. It was just their 
on-the-spot, or maybe long-term assessment of the man. They never got any warm 
feeling from him at all where others who might be opposed to him would at least say, 
"You've got to admit that the old boy's very impressive." 

It's just like when I go to the footy and the president's wife is a great enthusiast for 
Claremont and she understands the game. She's been with it for years because her 
husband was a great player and so she's been through all that period, so she really knows 
what she's talking about. But as one-eyed as she is, I have to admire her when I sit there. 
When somebody does something good on the other side she can't resist saying, "That 
was a good mark!" or "That was a clever bit of play!" When I say, "Well, Pam, he wasn't 
one of ours." "Oh," she said, "no, but it was clever what he did. It was good what he 
did," and a lot of the people that might be opposed to Menzies would react to his 
performances in exactly that way. They couldn't resist themselves saying, "That was 
good." They'd come away from Forrest Place saying that there was no-one in Australia 
that could match him and that sort of thing. 

RJ If we could move to Harold Holt who, of course, succeeded Menzies. 
You've actually said previously," He was a nice man and far too nice to be a Prime 
Minister quite frankly."2  

COURT Well I believe that to be true. Harold would like to give you what you 
wanted or find a way of doing it, and even when he said no, you felt that he was hoping 
that he could find a way of doing it. That's good and bad because when you are dealing 

This transcript, p. 172. 
2  This transcript, p.  873. 
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with very important things (and I'll come back to the Aborigine question), it's much 
better you have a man who knows where he's going, is committed to a particular course 
based on study and research and seeking advice and then making a decision. It's much 
better to have somebody like that who you know where you're coming from, you know 
where he's coming from, and then you know you've got to give the evidence to change 
his mind. But when you've got a man who is being nice to you all the time and he's not 
putting up a target for you to shoot down, I tell you it's damned awkward; it's very 
frustrating. 

The Aboriginal question is one where you saw him at his best and worst. He got 
involved in the Aboriginal question quite emotively and as far as I could determine - 
maybe somebody could correct this, but as far as I could determine he never had any 
great interest in the subject at all. Then all of a sudden he got emotively involved with 
the thing. It was he that was Prime Minister when that referendum was submitted for the 
Aborigines to be included in the census and other things. 

Now I can tell you that the questions that went to the people went far beyond what he 
was authorised to do because we had been consulted about it and had agreed on the 
questions that were to go, which we found overdue and necessary and were quite easy to 
support. But what was eventually put to the people went much further and one of the 
reasons why we're having so much trouble in Australia over this Aboriginal question 
stems from that particular referendum. When the words were first announced and before 
they had become the legal words - as you know a referendum has to be submitted to 
Parliament. I wasn't Premier at the time but I got in touch with some of our members 
over there because I couldn't get on to Holt, and I said, "Have you seen what's in these 
questions, because that's not what we agreed to say, nor was it what we were told 
should be in the referendum? It's gone much further. You can change these questions 
just by a couple of words." They said, "We realise that." I said, "Well, what are you 
going to do about it before it becomes too late?" and they said, "It's too late. Harold has 
announced it and he wasn't careful enough in making sure the words were THE words 
that had been approved," and so you finished up with a much more far-reaching thing, 
and more particularly, something that was capable of misinterpretation. [They went 
further and said they didn't want to embarrass Holt]. 

That's one of the problems you have with a constitution. You give the High Court 
judges, and you give some of the ministers of the future a capacity to interpret 
something in a much wider way than was originally intended. They'll use it when it suits 
their convenience. 

So you can understand that we were pretty uptight about it, but then the die was cast and 
it was one of these referenda questions that went through with an overwhelming 
majority because people didn't think it was going as far as it does. Most people only 
thought that it was to include them in the census. The average person in the street said, 
"Of course they should be in the census otherwise the numbers are crook." 

So you had that situation. Then we subsequently found out that because of that he'd 
become emotively involved. I've told you of the time when he came to Port Hedland and 
we'd had to shift the Aboriginal reserve further away from the Port Hedland port and he 
understood that. That had been done nicely, done well. The Aborigines were quite happy 
about it because they got something infinitely better than they'd ever had. Mrs Holt, 
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Zara, she was with him on this trip and she'd got involved in this Aboriginal question. 
She was always putting her bib in something. She insisted on seeing this Aboriginal 
reserve because she'd heard some criticism about it, but Harold had accepted the fact 
that they were much better than they ever had been before, and they had running water 
and they had all of the things that they should have anyhow, which they wouldn't have 
had under their own conditions living under trees. But this was properly designed and it 
had houses, or huts, call it what you will, but infinitely better than anything they'd had. 

I remember the only time we could go was very early in the morning because of their 
schedule, so out we went. When we got there at about 7 o'clock in the morning, there 
were very few Aborigines about; they were still sleeping it off from the night before. 
Zara got terribly upset because most of the old men were sleeping under the houses 
instead of in them, and she got angry with me. You know, why didn't I make them sleep 
in the beds that were there, and instead of that they dug a hole under the house? They 
[the huts and houses] were all elevated but not a lot. They were all elevated a couple of 
feet to let the air go underneath them. It was all done scientifically and been well 
designed and well constructed. These old boys had scooped a hole out underneath there 
so they were protected from the rain if it did rain - not that it did much up there but they 
were protected from that. They were protected from the dust or anything like that, so 
they'd scooped out these holes, and there they were. Most of them were sound asleep 
anyhow and she wanted me to wake them up and make them get into bed like little 
children, you see. I said, "Look, Zara, we've provided a house, we've provided a bed, 
we've provided all the things that go with it, but if they want to sleep there, as far as I'm 
concerned, they sleep there. We might counsel them to sleep in the proper places for the 
good of their health." But her's was a misplaced emotional involvement. She wasn't 
prepared to listen. Harold, on the other hand, was prepared to dismiss it. "Okay, if 
Charlie says that's the way they want to do it, let them do it." He was quite easy on that 
sort of thing. He didn't want to get involved. 

But she became a tremendous influence. It was a strange relationship between him and 
her and when you're in government you can't afford to have relations like that. You can't 
have "Mrs Minister" when you've got a man appointed, especially if he's the Prime 
Minister. What happens privately is their own business but in public you can't have the 
wife (or the spouse) not the minister, appearing to be trying to call the tune. Every time 
that's happened in my knowledge, either way it's been a disaster, not only a disaster for 
the person concerned, but a disaster for the government concerned. 

END OF TAPE 148 SIDE A 
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COURT Coming back to Harold, I liked him very much indeed as a person, a 
person you felt good with and you felt that you wanted to help, but I found it was very 
difficult to get our message across with effect. Now you'd see him and explain what you 
were doing and he'd be quite enthusiastic about it but he didn't seem to have the power 
to resist the bureaucrats who in Canberra, you must realise, are pretty powerful, usually 
well-educated, often better educated than the minister. They've got their own particular 
skills. 

At that time you were still dealing with a conventional, traditional type of public service 
over there, and if the minister was good enough they worked for the minister of the day 
but if the minister wasn't that good, well then the minister was working for them. There's 
a big, big difference whether it's State or federal. I'm all for having a good stable public 
service that does have strong views and is prepared to stand up and say to the minister, 
"I think you're doing wrong for the following reasons," and then it's up to the minister to 
be good enough to say, "Look, you don't understand our policy. I hear what you say, I've 
considered what you say and I've just got to tell you we're now going to do it this way." 
Now the old-time traditional public servant says, "Righto, I've said my piece, you 
haven't accepted it, now I'll do everything I can [to implement your decision]. I'll move 
heaven and earth to implement your policies." This is the sort of stuff you got from the 
Doigs and the Townsings and the Parkers, never afraid to come and state their case, and 
the federal government had the same sort of people. But that's where the minister has got 
to have some strength otherwise the bureaucrat is determining policy and implementing 
policy. 

I have never known, and no-one will ever know, the real story of Harold's death but I did 
know one thing and that was he had an absolute contempt for the sea. Now just as 
Arnold Potts, as a soldier, was without fear, and worse than that, he had contempt for 
those that did have fear, whereas your Denzil Macarthur Onslows were men without fear 
but had respect for those that did have fear - a big, big difference. Harold, from one or 
two experiences I had with him, one at Exmouth and on another occasion, used to 
openly talk about his feeling when he was in the water. He was apparently a great 
swimmer and a great underwater swimmer and thoroughly at home. A lot of people are 
never easy in the sea, they're always very respectful of the sea, but Harold always gave 
me the impression, on these occasions, that he felt that he was the MASTER of the 
situation, no matter how rough it was or things like tides and rips and all that sort of 
thing. 

But it used to worry me. It worried me one time particularly at Exmouth. Therefore his 
death in the sea didn't surprise me because there must come a time when the sea takes 
over because you've got forces [beyond your human resources]. The hydraulic forces of 
the sea are quite unbelievable when you get down and study them as I had to, for 
instance, over the aquifers at Carnarvon when it was explained to me by the scientists 
what the dangers of over-pumping the aquifers, especially those near the coast, and then 
the hydraulic [tidal] forces of the sea coming in under the seabed and into the river and 
taking over the aquifer and you never got rid of the sea. 

It's quite frightening when you think of the forces. Now one day that was going to catch 
up with Harold. It's a pity his body wasn't recovered; it would have resolved all sorts of 
arguments. 
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The other thing about it, of course, what made it even more serious, was the fact that his 
leadership was being seriously questioned at that time, mainly because of the fact that he 
was not a resolute decision-maker, and he was such a nice chap, trusting sort of fellow, 
and going on with things. I don't think he was quite understanding of some of the forces 
at work. He was such a nice man he assumed everyone was nice. So it was rather sad 
that his death, unexpected as it was, coincided with the time when the questions were 
getting louder about his leadership. 

You realise this is the big difference between a Menzies and a Holt. Menzies would have 
detected any murmurings about his leadership and he would have confronted it and woe 
betide the people that were perpetrating the stories. That's good and bad. Leaders have 
got to lead so they don't always do the nicest things that people think they should do. 
Harold, on the other hand, might hear about it but would dismiss it without doing 
anything about it. He wouldn't even say to his own people, "What's this I hear? Who is 
it? What's behind it? Who's behind it?" and then flush it into the open. 

For instance, Harold would not have had the same approach that Menzies and Dame 
Patti had, that anyone that was a threat to Robert Gordon Menzies on the underside of 70 
had to go and there were special techniques in place to deal with that one which I knew 
too well. But Harold wouldn't be like that and so that was the difference. It would have 
been a very, very difficult time for the Liberal Party had Harold not died at that time, 
because I reckon that within six months it would have come to a head and that sort of 
internal problem about the leader, either a premier or the prime minister, is very, very 
difficult to handle. Sooner or later the conspirators become more known. Once the 
media know who they are they work on them, they cajole them by giving them space, 
giving them headlines, giving them prominence, and they get more and more confident 
and then all of a sudden they come out and they're backed into a corner where they've 
got to admit that they are part of a conspiracy. It's not only them that suffer, not only the 
leader that suffers, but the whole party suffers, the whole team suffers, and it also 
destabilises the country. 

Ri You just said in talking about Menzies getting rid of opposition, as you 
knew too well. What did you mean by that? 

COURT Well, I've already told you about the incident where one up-and-coming 
youngish man of great competence had gone into the Parliament with desires to serve his 
country and he was obviously starting to blossom, and when I had morning tea with him 
at the old Canberra Hotel (now run by the Hyatt people; a delightful place in those days, 
you'd have a cup of tea out on one of the terraces there) and he said, "Well, it's 
happened." I said, "What do you mean it's happened?" He said, "Well, the old man had 
me in this morning and he offered me Washington or London and I knew what that 
meant so," he said, "I didn't come into Parliament for that and so I'm leaving." That fixed 
that. 

RJ So you weren't meaning any personal ambitions you might have had or 
anyone close to you might have had? 

COURT Well, I've already recorded my own personal experience when the 
pressure came on from old man Packer (that's Kerry's father) and Sir John Marks and 
one or two others in Melbourne and Sydney, and with Lance Brisbane, Sir Frank Ledger 
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and some others in Perth, they wanted me to go federal. There was a feeling over there 
that I might have something to contribute that Menzies hadn't got within his own team - 
that he could trust anyhow. They wanted to get somebody there that they believed would 
be straight down the line and a great respecter of Menzies and could work for Menzies 
and fill in some blanks on the economic side that he didn't have. It wasn't a question of 
anyone having ambitions to challenge his role or anything like that, but they genuinely 
believed that I had something to contribute. So they pressed me very hard to stand. 

The extraordinary thing about it was, in those days they were able to offer you 
endorsement in a safe seat. It's rather, you know, frightening today to think that they 
could, with such confidence - by the way, not a seat in Perth, a seat in the Eastern States 
- and they could with assurance offer you a seat and be confident that you'd get the 
endorsement, rather like the Labor Party with Ferguson in Batman, which is rather 
frightening. They said, "You know, we can handle this no problem at all." 

I wouldn't have a bar of it because I knew Rita would be dead against it, and I think I've 
told you they persisted and eventually I did agree. I said, "On one condition, that the old 
boy has to pick up the telephone or drop me a little note and say, 'Chas, I would like you 
to do this.' Unless he says that I'm not going to do it." So they said, "Oh, no problem, no 
problem." Old Frank Packer, you can imagine, the old boy reckoned he could move 
mountains and he said, "That's no trouble at all." So I said, "Well, all right. As long as 
Menzies himself asks me to do this, I will do it." 

Well, a week passed and some more time passed, and there was an ominous silence, so 
eventually the phone call came and it was old Frank Packer who said, "Well, I 
understand what you mean." He said, "The old boy won't do it," and I said, "I knew he 
wouldn't do it, and you know now why he won't do it. You've had this experience."1  

That was one of the flaws in his character, in Menzies' character, because he had nothing 
to fear. He was so good and he was so far ahead of everybody in terms of leadership, 
true leadership qualities, that he had nothing to worry about. There were plenty of 
people protecting his flanks but he had this thing that until he was 70 there had to be no-
one around who could challenge him. 

That's the sad thing about Harold Holt, because Harold Holt wasn't the best man to be 
his deputy, but he [Menzies] was comfortable with Harold. He used to refer to him as 
"Childe Harold", and that used to worry me because you'd get the impression that he was 
an appointment of convenience. There was no challenge, complete loyalty, he was very 
comfortable with him, and it seemed to me to be quite wrong because a prime minister 
should have been grooming somebody. He had much more talent to work on at the 
federal level than we ever had at a State level. 

RJ Just say you had been wrong and Menzies had picked up that phone and 
personally invited you to join his team, how would you have reacted? 

COURT Well, I'd have had to go on with it. 

Ri So you were prepared to? You weren't just....? 

Copies of correspondence from Sir Charles and Kerry Packer regarding the suggestion Sir Charles seek a 
federal seat are attached, pp.  2393-2402. 
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COURT I have to be quite honest and say I was SO SURE, as I said to Lance 
Brisbane and Frank Ledger, "John Marks and Frank Packer are in for an awful shock." 
Nevertheless, in keeping with what I've done all my life, I'd have said, "Right, you made 
the promise, you've got to do something about it." The biggest problem would have been 
Rita but in view of the way we worked, she'd have been a little bit upset about it, more 
upset about that than any other thing that I'd done, because she dreaded that absence of 
going backwards and forwards to Canberra. She used to feel sorry for the federal 
members. We had a lot to do with them and we used to be worried about them. Well, she 
used to be more worried than I was about them, the fact that they had to do so much 
travel and be so often away from their homes. Don't forget they've got to go through 
every State. If you're a minister you're going to go to every State and look after your 
portfolio in every State, not just in your home State, [in addition to Parliamentary 
sittings]. 

But I knew that when I said, "Well, here are the facts, the old man has asked me," she 
would have settled down and done exactly what she did on so many other occasions, 
whether it was war or the Hendry Rae & Court partnership, or me going into Parliament 
or anything like that. 

RJ But you said you would have been offered an Eastern States' seat. 

COURT Well, that would have been the toughest one but she would have.... 
knowing her as I do, she would eventually have settled for that, because our 
commitment in marriage was 100 per cent. There were no "ifs and buts" about it at all. 

RJ You also said when Sir Robert Menzies got rid of opposition, you 
included Dame Patti in that process. 

COURT Well, they were very much a team, more so than people realise. As I said 
in my little statement that I made to the press when they got in touch with me about her 
passing recently, that she'd never had the credit or the recognition for the amount of 
influence she had on Robert Gordon Menzies. They'd always assumed that he was such 
a powerful figure, physically and otherwise, that she was just a dutiful wife that did all 
the nice things and did wondrous things in looking after the electorate and the people in 
the electorate and winning their hearts and minds and so on. She also had great strength 
and great influence. We've already recorded about how he came to open the diversion 
dam at the Ord and the staggering thing about that was when I was told to talk to her 
privately about it, she didn't say, "I'll have to see Bob about this and I'll see if I can get 
him to go," she said, "Bob will be there." [laughs] I couldn't believe it. When I went 
back to David Brand he said, "I can't believe it. Bob's been absolutely emphatic [that he 
would not got to the Ord]." I thought, well, maybe the machinery will start to work and 
they'll come back to David and say, "Look, forget what Dame Patti said, it's not 
convenient," and so on, but sure enough, the next call Dave got was to work out the 
detail. 

RJ You also, in saying that Menzies got rid of potential leaders, is that good 
for a party in its future, because don't you risk then there not being the strength of 
leadership after that leader has gone? 
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COURT The end result is disastrous. Now you promote people into these sorts of 
situations like [diplomatic posts in] Washington, London and other things, for two 
reasons usually. One is the person is not performing as well as you'd like him to in his 
current position, and he's loyal, he's faithful, he's foolproof in that regard but he's not 
performing so well that you can afford to allow him to keep somebody out that's better. 
So in the army, that's known as promoting somebody "upstairs". It's a well-known 
technique and many a person has gone from being a brigadier to a general mainly to get 
him out of the position that he's in. Or he's transferred from his present position as a 
colonel or brigadier to another one so that it makes room for somebody else to come in 
who can do the job better. That's not because the person concerned was disloyal or bad 
or anything of that kind, but just that he probably wasn't performing as well as he might 
have done and he was keeping somebody else out that could have done it well. So you 
can understand that's a fairly legitimate reason for doing a bit of a reshuffle. So you don't 
want to send somebody out of the Army whose service is no longer required because 
they don't deserve that sort of treatment, but you want to get them out of that particular 
position. Temperamentally or otherwise, they might not be suited. 

Now that's one; that applies to ministers. I mean it's well known the reasons why 
Malcolm Fraser wanted to get Vic Garland out of the ministry and so he finds himself on 
the way to London, which suited Vie very well indeed. But that wasn't for the reason 
that he was a threat to Fraser or anything like that. There was a very good reason why he 
wanted him out of the ministry and London was available. It wasn't really available. He 
had to get rid of a good man, a good career man, to make that available so that he could 
put Vie Garland there. That's not a good use of position by any means. 

Then you get the second situation where you want to get rid of somebody because you 
can see them as a possible threat to the leader. First of all if he goes to Washington or he 
goes to London or he goes to Tokyo or some other important position, the first thing he's 
got to do is resign from Parliament. So that's the end of that one, and that's not good 
because (not in all cases, but in some cases) the people concerned where they've 
accepted that, are people who have potential. A leader wouldn't be wanting to get rid of 
them if they were no-hopers. Let me correct that. He would want to get rid of them but 
not that way. If they were no-hopers there would be ways of doing it, but if they were 
good and looked as though they might have the capacity to attract support, leadership 
support, then it's not a bad technique, if they fall for it, because usually they get some 
honour that goes with it and they get an important position which for four or five years 
of their life is something they can be proud of influential and it can be quite pleasant. 

However, I hope I've got that message across to you, but that's not a good reason for 
transferring someone from an active life in a ministry in Canberra to a diplomatic post 
that means that it ends their parliamentary career. 

Ri But we were also talking about the effect that then has on the party. You 
said it was disastrous, yes. 

COURT Well, because they know. The members around, you can't fool them. 
They know that a person's on the way up, a person is having an impact. The number of 
members, for instance, who go to a person who looks to be a potential leader, looks to be 
able to express himself in the party room and in the Cabinet, support gravitates to them. 
People are looking for a leader and when that starts to show up, you know that that 
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person has got some qualities of leadership. That's why they become a threat, the fact 
that they do muster leadership, they do muster support, and you can't hide it. 

But that's not necessarily a bad thing. You know, if you've got a deputy like I had, Des 
O'Neil, for instance, who attracted a lot of support and respect, that's good; it's part of 
your strength. If he's good, he's telling you where your problems are, your personal 
problems, your personality problems [and problems with specific members]. As a leader 
you're too darned busy sometimes, you mightn't even know about them, but if you've got 
a strong deputy who's respected, well, he's going to be able to tell you real things, and 
just give a gentle hint what you've got to do with X, Y or Z. 

RJ If Charles Court had ended up in a federal seat would he have wanted to 
be Prime Minister of Australia? 

COURT No. If the position developed that way, of course, you wouldn't shirk it at 
all, but that wouldn't have been the objective, and that wasn't in the minds of the Packers 
and the Ledgers and the Marks or the Brisbanes or others. It wasn't in their minds either. 
They just believed that there was a weakness in the federal government and Cabinet at 
that time, and they felt that I had certain skills which, with the experience I'd had in the 
state sphere, could have been adapted to do that for Menzies to strengthen his overall 
team. They were quite genuine in it. They didn't worry about my convenience, I can tell 
you. They were good citizens. They were responsible people that were very close to the 
political scene, Marks and Packer in particular, right in Sydney there and very influential 
and very knowledgeable and very capable, and they had seen a genuine need and that's 
why they talked to Ledger and Brisbane - and others, of course. 

RJ Are you prepared to name the person that Menzies sent to Washington 
rather than have him around? 

COURT I prefer not to because it creates a problem for him. He's a man now about 
my age. We were the same age, as you can imagine. He's still active but he just 
disappeared from the political scene and did extremely well on his own merit and in his 
own particular calling, having a very strong family, almost dynasty, in that particular 
industry. He was very loyal. He never raised a whimper. He never created any waves at 
all because had he created some waves then Menzies might have had a problem because 
he would have been a person who was the ideal age and had the strengths, personal 
characteristics who would have made a superb Prime Minister. 

END OF TAPE 148 SIDE B 
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RJ You talked earlier about the ideal bureaucrat who would question and 
state an opinion even against the minister's view, but then you went on to say, then the 
minister could explain to him virtually why he was wrong and your good bureaucrat 
would then fall in with that. Were there occasions in your experience when a minister 
should have been talked out of his view, that the bureaucrat was right and the minister 
was wrong? 

COURT I suppose there were such occasions but none that I know of, bearing in 
mind that the good bureaucrat understood when the minister was just being obstinate or 
stupid and when he was interpreting legitimate government policy. The point I was 
trying to make is that a good bureaucrat under the old traditional system would, because 
of his experience, explain to the minister the dangers of what he wanted to do and what 
he believed were the errors of what he wanted to do. Then if the minister said, "Look, I 
hear what you say and for this reason and that reason, because of government policy, 
and the importance of getting it implemented, we're going to do this," [the good 
bureaucrat would do his best to do the minister's bidding.] 

Now that's not unusual. Then the good bureaucrat in the old order would help a weak 
minister implement the policy. That was his job, but he always demanded the right to 
express a point of view; in other words, the right to give advice. If the minister couldn't 
accept it, well then the bureaucrat would get on with the job and in many cases, make a 
mediocre minister look brilliant. But that was the job of the public servant. 

If the public servant felt strong enough about it he would then say, "I'll have to leave," 
and leave saying why he was leaving. Rarely would that happen, rarely would that 
happen, because he would finish up going to the Premier [or being summoned by the 
Premier] and make it quite clear what his position was because it was going to be the 
Premier that eventually had to handle that man blowing the whistle, and it would be the 
Premier's job to make an assessment of whether the minister in fact was right. It was a 
judgment that the government was making, the government wanted to make, was 
prepared to take the risks that go with it, then if the fellow still wanted to leave it was 
too bad. [Rarely would such a position arise.] 

Don't get me wrong, I'm not suggesting that the tail wags the dog but you take people 
like Parker on the engineering side, before him Dumas, for instance, a very strong 
bureaucrat, and Townsing, Doig and all of these people, any minister that didn't listen to 
them, any Premier that didn't listen to them, was just plain stupid. You might not accept 
their advice, but at least you wanted to hear why they were so strong about it. 

RJ With the disappearance of Harold Holt, McEwen, of course, became 
Prime Minister and then there was a leadership struggle in which Paul Hasluck was 
involved and John Gorton emerged victorious. Who would Charles Court have liked to 
have seen win that leadership battle? 

COURT Without doubt Hasluck. He would have been "safe". He would not have 
been spectacular but he would have brought another dimension; a different dimension to 
Menzies, very conservative, very cautious, considered. He might have been a bit slow in 
getting certain policies implemented but it was a small price to pay for the rectitude he 
would have brought, and don't forget he had an outstanding brain. It's interesting when 
you look at his careers, some that I remember off the cuff, you know, as a journalist, 
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writer, historian, diplomat, minister, senior minister and then governor-general, it's a 
great portfolio of careers. Each one was a separate career, by the way. It wasn't just a 
graduating from one to the other, each one was a separate career and the interesting 
thing was, he was a success at all of them. 

The other thing that's even more amazing was that he was respected in all of them and I 
think people like me, and others, are only just starting to realise that we didn't fully 
understand what sort of a man we had. Most of us regarded him as being fairly dour. I 
did learn that he had a sense of humour but he had a sense of mimicry that was quite 
superb. When we had a couple of private dinners he was the person that entertained 
everybody. [In later years], when he used to come for lunch occasionally at the Weld 
Club, some days he'd just sit there and eat his lunch. Other days, with a bit of a twinkle 
in his eye [he took the bait and gave us his view]. It was a fascinating lunch; you didn't 
want to go home, because there were things that you'd never heard before. It was quite 
fascinating and you realised the depth of this man and why he had such great respect. 

He would have been a very safe Prime Minister. I'm not sure how long he would have 
stayed there or wanted to stay there. As has come out in the recent seminar down at the 
University [of Western Australia], this academic seminar studying his life and works, he 
for some reason or other wasn't prepared to even lift the telephone to build up the odd 
vote that he needed - and he didn't need many. He adopted the attitude that if they 
wanted him [based on his work], they'd ask him to stand. 

Now you or I might say that was crazy in this cut-throat political scene in which we live. 
Just imagine them having the sense to sit down and say, "This is the man we want. He's 
got a good brain, he's got integrity, he's respected, he's got the stability and everything 
that we need to be our leader." They don't think like that and they were never in 100 
years going to come along and say, "Paul, you've got to stand." Menzies talked him into 
putting his name in and I don't think anyone other than Menzies could have talked him 
into doing it unless the members as a body had come along and said, "Look, we want 
you to nominate." But he did nominate and then wouldn't do anything [to promote 
himself]. 

Now at the time David Brand and I were very anxious that he should take over because 
we had an absolute fear and a horror of [John] Gorton being the Prime Minister. We 
already knew that he hated the very existence of the States. We'd had terrible problems 
with him up to that point so we just didn't want him as a Prime Minister. 

We eventually got him and we did our darnedest to work with him, and I remember 
Dave Brand coming into the Cabinet one day and saying, "I just CANNOT work with 
this man!" and gave good reason and I found it exactly the same. He had an absolute 
contempt for the States and what's more, although we were on the same side as him, or 
supposed to be, he was rude and just even wouldn't tell us when he was coming to the 
State. We had to find out by our own system. 

So the short answer to you is we wanted Hasluck. One of us made contact with him just 
to see whether he was going to nominate and he then indicated that he was BUT made it 
very clear that he wasn't going to lift a finger. They're a strange mob, these federal 
pollies, and there wasn't much we could do to get them to make sure that he got the job. 
The better ones were actually out working for him, but as was said at the time, he was 
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within a telephone call of being Prime Minister. As the West Australian said, he was the 
best Prime Minister Australia never had and I think that says it all. 

RJ Did you actually do any ringing around and lobbying yourselves from 
this end? 

COURT We talked very discreetly with one or two people we knew over there that 
we could talk to, and there weren't too many of them, by the way, because the 
relationship between us and the federal government was never, never cosy-cosy. 
Naturally we talked to the WA members and said, "What are you doing about it?" That's 
the WA members of the federal Parliament: "What are you doing about it?" Paul wasn't 
the sort of person that got them all excited about things because he'd always been very 
learned, for want of a better word; conservative is not the right word. He'd always been 
very deliberate in everything he did. 

He's never got the credit for what he did for Papua New Guinea. Some ministers would 
have wanted to go around building dams and all this sort of stuff but he wanted to 
educate them, get them involved in their administrations, so that one day they'd be able 
to take over. That wasn't a very popular thing to do and I remember him having to 
defend his position in the Liberal Party because people couldn't understand the value of 
what he was trying to do, to get them educated and get them used to administration as 
the two greatest things they could have if ever they were left to their own devices. I 
think the fact that they have survived as long as they have and as well as they have goes 
back in large measure to the deliberate policies that were followed by Hasluck. So you 
can understand we felt strongly about it. 

Let me make it clear, Paul was not the fellow that could get you very, very excited to 
want to go and carry banners around the place. That wasn't his nature but he was a 
person of quality. He wasn't always that friendly towards Dave and I, I might add, 
because we did some things that upset him a bit. For instance, when we were in full 
flight over our iron ore, he was more worried because of his portfolio, about the damage 
we were going to cause to India. I think I've told you about that, because they were very 
primitive, still loading ships, tiny little ships, loading with wheelbarrows. 

RJ Yes, you have said that. 

COURT Well, that was the nature of the man. He could see that here we were 
professing to help them and want to help them and give them aid, and we were going to 
build an industry that was going to shut down a lot of their industries. Now that was 
their fault. They have gone on and they've developed and they've modernised, and 
they've now got all the mechanical and technical aids that you need so that they can 
compete with the rest of the world. They're selling more iron ore today than they've ever 
sold, and using more themselves, by the way. 

RJ Did Paul Hasluck ever express to you later in life to what extent, if any, 
that loss was a disappointment to him? 

COURT No, and I don't think it was a disappointment. The fact that he wasn't 
prepared to fight for the job says everything. Now the big question over the last couple 
of days at this seminar, was posed by me as a series of questions that I set out in my 
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notes (which you can have if you want), was did he want to be Prime Minister? - and I 
don't think we'll ever really know. We've got to assume that because of what he told 
Gerard Henderson when he was doing the history of the Liberal Party and what he told 
others, that he had no ambition to be the Prime Minister as such, but had the party said 
to him, "Look, please be our Prime Minister," he would have done it with the same 
conscientious way that he went about External Affairs, he went about Territories, he 
went about being Governor-General. 

RJ My next question obviously would have been to ask for your assessment 
of Gorton, but you have made your view fairly clear in what you just said. Did the man 
have any strengths? 

COURT He was an absolute larrikin; political larrikin! The Liberal Party is paying 
a price today for that man. He didn't believe in the federal system, he hated the States, he 
made life impossible for us. We were doing our darndest for the benefit of the country, 
to step up our economic growth, to step up our export income and do all of these things, 
and he really made life IMPOSSIBLE for us. If there hadn't have been people like 
Fairbairn who took a stand over the sea and submerged lands legislation, we'd have 
probably finished up not getting North West Shelf off the ground. 

I think it says it all when Whitlam said to me one day, "You know, we watched what 
Gorton was doing and we were very supportive of him." So I pushed him further and 
when I asked him specifically about the sea and submerged lands [legislation] he said, 
"Of course we would have supported his stance and his Bill." That said it all. 

So we had to work very hard to get other people to take a stand on it. People like 
Fairbairn eventually were prepared to put their own career on the line because they made 
promises, they believed in certain things, they had policies, they believed in the federal 
system and so they eventually had to take a stand. 

When David Brand walks into a Cabinet and says, "I cannot work with that man! I've 
tried, I've tried. Charlie's done the same but we cannot work with that man," and here's a 
man [Brand] who's very tolerant, very patient, much more than I could ever be, and then 
he has to say that. Don't forget, he was supposed to be a Liberal Prime Minister too. 

RJ So no redeeming features? 

COURT I can't remember one thing that he did. His attitude to the States was 
exactly the same as Keating's is today, and his attitude to Western Australia was exactly 
the same as Keating's is today. I think that says all. The tragedy of it all is, of course, 
because we didn't get Hasluck we got both Gorton and McMahon. 

RJ Well, that's the next question. You've actually said earlier, "Billy 
McMahon wouldn't intend to, but he did used to make it difficult for us at times." In 
what way did he make it difficult and what's your assessment of Billy McMahon? 

COURT Well, answering your first question, how did he make it difficult? He had 
some strange idea that if you ingratiated yourself with people you'd get their support, 

This transcript, p. 661 
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and he would do the most extraordinary things. For instance, while he was Prime 
Minister and John Tonkin was Premier, if he was making a speech and Tonkin was 
there, and Dave and I would be there [he would deviate and try and give the impression 
he and Tonkin were great mates]. I remember at the opening of the main dam at the Ord 
where we'd done all the work but, of course, like so many of these things, often they've 
got to be opened in the next government's term. Billy McMahon was up there and that's 
the time somebody set off an explosion outside his room. I tell you, it was a bit of a 
pantomime because his wife was pregnant at the time and it caused a bit of a kerfuffle 
with this explosive thing set off in the paddock alongside where their room was at the 
hotel. I was convinced to this day it was only a prank by somebody. There was no harm 
intended but it wasn't a very smart thing to do. 

But that day in particular (it wasn't the only one), he made a speech that made Dave and 
I almost want to vomit on the spot. He kept referring to "my friend John", you see. Then, 
"We get on well together, don't we John?" "We work together well, don't we John?" This 
is making a speech at the tremendous opening of this great dam where you wanted 
somebody to stand up there on behalf of the nation and say, "We're mighty proud of this, 
this tremendous dam, tremendous engineering and all the things it means," and how it's 
harnessing this force for the future. What a moment of....! Compare it with Menzies with 
the tiddly little diversion dam that we got him up to open, which was only a diversion 
dam, and the magnificent speech because he looked out. "As I look at those hills over 
there...." Imagine Menzies on this glorious day in the Kimberley and it just took him 
over and he gave this tremendous speech, and here's McMahon going on with this tiddly, 
tiddly stuff here that would make you want to cry. But that was the man. Really if you 
had a tape of him, you could keep playing over and say, "That's McMahon." 

Now I tried hard to help him and when we had an election I worked mighty hard, but it 
was quite embarrassing because I went to several meetings where they didn't want to 
listen to him at all, and I had a tremendous response. I remember we had one big 
meeting at Mt Hawthorn, he and his wife were there, and they wouldn't let him talk. 
Every time he tried to speak (it was a public gathering, it wasn't just a Liberal gathering, 
there were mainly Liberals there) they just wouldn't listen, they didn't want to hear him. 
So I had to take the meeting over. It was quite embarrassing. Then the little chap stands 
up and says, "Quite obviously Charles Court is very popular over here, and I'm not." 
You know, this is the Prime Minister of Australia. So I think that says it all. 

I can understand why McEwen was reluctant to serve under him because imagine a man 
with the strength of McEwen, a real wheeler-dealer when it would come to political 
things, a man who made life very wearing as far as Menzies was concerned, but they 
[McEwen and McMahon] apparently had an accommodation and whilst McEwen made 
life pretty tough for him, he didn't go beyond a certain point that was drawn on the road. 
But just imagine him trying to serve under McMahon who would try to ingratiate 
himself [with McEwen] like he did with this speech he made at the main dam of the Ord 
in his public attempts to ingratiate himself with Tonkin. Of course, John Tonkin was an 
old campaigner and he just never even smiled, he just looked straight to the front 
[laughs] because he was just as embarrassed as we were. Imagine it must have hurt 
David badly too after all that he had done over the years, the way that we'd all tried to 
help McMahon, and then you see this clown up there doing [this at the opening of a 
project we had been instrumental in bringing to where it was]. 
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RJ How can you help him.... how COULD you help him from that distance? 

COURT Well, we tried to help him so far as the government was concerned in 
WA. You couldn't help him over there. 

RJ Right, you worked like that. That's what I was wondering if you were 
meaning. 

COURT Don't forget the vote in Western Australia was tremendously important to 
him and so we were able to help him. In those cases we usually were working with some 
of his ministers and working with local Liberal members elected to the federal 
Parliament. We worked very, very hard, not for his sake by the way, but for the sake of 
the party, for the sake of the cause. We didn't want us to be completely massacred. 

RJ The next Prime Minister was Whitlam and you have given your 
assessment of Whitlam in various forms. 

COURT If I'd have given you the assessment today after hearing him at the 
Hasluck seminar over the last two days, I wouldn't have been as kind to him as I was 
because I think how he handled that situation down there, having been given the honour 
of being the keynote speaker, it was an insult to the Hasluck family, an insult to the 
memory of Hasluck. 

RJ In what way? 

COURT Well, out of an hour-and-a-quarter speech, he would have given twelve 
minutes - be generous, call it fifteen minutes - about Hasluck, when he more than 
anyone could have made a magnificent speech. He didn't have to speak all that long, but 
a magnificent speech to show the qualities of Hasluck, the true qualities of Hasluck, in 
all of the careers he followed. But anything he said about Hasluck it was touched on in a 
very, very superficial way, sort of gentle glances in the course of his speech. Then he 
had a number of other highly party political things that he wanted to do purely as almost 
a campaign speech in support of people like Beazley and others. Then he gave 30 
minutes of his speech to a very, very monotonous diatribe about the one-vote-one-value 
case in the High Court. He finished up paying tribute to former Western Australians who 
had made a great contribution to the nation, and he named about six of them, and 
Hasluck was just one on the way through. 

I thought it was deliberate and I was disappointed because I've heard Whitlam in action 
and he's done much, much better. He'd come over especially with his wife for this 
occasion. I can only assume that he'd assessed that the academic audience was very 
much on his side in terms of party political allegiance and in terms of their philosophies 
and so on. The ratio in my assessment would have been about 4-I. I don't know whether 
that caused him to speak as he did, but he had a prepared speech so he read every word 
of it, so it was quite a tedious thing, so he must have prepared it before he came. 

But he dropped in my estimation because he could have used that as an occasion, as a 
former Prime Minister, to have really left something for the record - bear in mind that's 
all going to be printed - left something for the record that the family would have liked. 
He didn't have to go overboard in terms of false praise or anything like that but he had a 
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candidate who was perfect. There's no other Liberal senior politician or Governor-
General, who was foolproof in terms of the quality of his work. 

Anyhow enough of that but I've told you my views on the man and I say I was 
disappointed because he could have made a statesman-like utterance about a man who 
he was prepared, on his own admission, to invite him to have another term. 

RJ As Governor-General? 

COURT As Governor-General. 

END OF TAPE 149 SIDE A 
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Ri The next person to ask you about, although never a Prime Minister but 
Leader of the Opposition, and Leader of the Federal Parliamentary Liberal Party, Billy 
Snedden. What was your view of him? 

COURT One doesn't like to be unduly critical about these people but it was sad 
that he ever became the leader. He was virtually one of the products of the Gorton 
leadership triumph over Hasluck. If Hasluck had gone in as Prime Minister then, I'm not 
saying we wouldn't have stopped a Labor government getting elected in due course, but 
we would have had a much stronger Liberal Party team because Hasluck would have 
preserved a degree of quality and unity about things even if he wasn't spectacular. I'm 
not saying for one minute that there wouldn't have been a change of government because 
there had to be a time after 20 years or more when the Labor Party, under our 
democratic system, would have to govern. But if you assume that there's going to be one 
party there for ever, well then you're denying the very principles which have been 
developed. 

However, he was one of the products of that, Gorton and then McMahon, and I can tell 
you it became very difficult for the members to have undivided loyalties to McMahon 
when he took over for the reasons that I've given you. Just imagine that you're 
supporting a leader like that, who puts on a performance like that man did during the 
election and in particular what he did at the opening of the great Ord dam, bearing in 
mind that it was one of the climaxes of our great years in office. 

Therefore, somebody like Snedden would be waiting in the wings. Now Billy [Snedden] 
was a nice man, a great campaigner, but there must have been plenty of others there who 
could have done the job as leader much, much better. When you appoint a leader you've 
got to assume that by accident or by design, he's going to become the Prime Minister or 
the Premier as the case may be. That I believe is the test, so I was very uncomfortable 
with his appointment. Again we did all we could to support him and to help him as we 
should, being a Western Australian too. He had a good campaigning record in terms of 
campaigning for Kalgoorlie in the rawest of raw campaigns. People like Bill Grayden 
[got behind him] and that helped him immeasurably and he was a good campaigner, but 
that doesn't necessarily mean that you'd be a good leader or a good Prime Minister. 

RJ Who would have been better in your view than McMahon and Snedden? 

COURT I wouldn't like to make a considered judgment. Well, put it the other way, 
I'd rather make a considered judgment than just a snap one but there were several of 
them that I had worked with who would have been infinitely better. I just couldn't for the 
life of me understand how either McMahon, on the one hand, and then Billy Snedden on 
the other hand, got elected because I could only assume that they voted against good 
people and that happens when you vote to keep somebody out rather than put somebody 
in. 

The Labor Party are notorious for that under the system that they use for electing their 
Cabinets. I remember Jamieson explaining to me on one occasion why they always have 
a very, very questionable 'tail" in their Cabinets and he explained that after you get 
about four or five elected, when the people that thought that they had the support to be in 
the first four or five had all been rejected, then they all start to vote to keep people out 
instead of putting good people in. Those were his words, not mine, and I could 
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understand it because in one of the few moments when he got conversational he did 
mention this, you know, this question of the tail, like talking about a cricket team having 
a strong tail that wags or you've got a weak one. If your top men are out that means your 
score is going to be pretty poor for the whole team. But I can't understand how they 
[McMahon and Snedden] got elected. They [the Liberal members] must have been 
voting to keep other people out rather than to put good people in. It's hard to believe but 
still that's history. That's there, you can't deny it, and you look at that succession of 
Gorton, McMahon and Snedden. 

A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in the offices of Grant Thornton on 28 
September 1995. 

RJ Sir Charles, we were looking at Prime Ministers and leaders of the 
Parliamentary Liberal Party, Federal, and you have covered Malcolm Fraser before and 
relationships with the States and that sort of thing, but Bill Mitchell, on writing about 
Fraser in the West in 1989 referred to the "disastrous Fraser leadership when Liberals 
fostered the worst features of socialist moral decadence, including the drift from the 
family." Now they're pretty strong words. Do you agree with that at all? What is your 
view of that comment? 

COURT I'm not quite sure what Bill Mitchell would be getting at because they are 
strong words, and certainly it was.... he would be writing in 1989, you said. 

RJ Yes. 

COURT So that was long after I was out of Parliament and had I been there and 
they did that sort of thing, I would have had plenty to say publicly as well as privately. 
But don't forget Fraser had dropped out of Parliament after that disastrous election 
which I think was 1983. 

RJ It was 1983. 

COURT So Fm not quite sure what Bill Mitchell was talking about there. 

RJ Well, without knowing that, do you have reason to feel that Fraser was.... 
well, was his leadership in any way damaging to the family in your view? 

COURT I can't recall anything where Fraser really upset me about the family 
issues because he was essentially oriented towards his family. I just can't recall, unless it 
was about any of their taxing policies. I would like to check that out because Bill 
Mitchell is a very thorough person and keeps very good records of these times, as well 
as the present. I'd like to check that out because Bill Mitchell and I would be very much 
on the same wavelength so far as family matters are concerned. 

West Australian, 17 June 1989. 
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RJ I haven't got the whole article in front of me. I just know that that is the 
date when Bill Mitchell actually resigned from the Liberal Party, but I will get the article 
and we can follow it up again at the next interview.' 

COURT Okay. 

RJ You also told me at an earlier interview, in talking about Fraser, that he 
was very nervous about Bob Hawke and you said you "had to have a long debate on 
Channel 7 many years before that to try and establish in the minds of our federal people 
that Bob Hawke wasn't invincible."2  We haven't developed that any further and I was 
wondering about that whole episode and that relationship you felt existed between 
Fraser and Hawke. 

COURT It's very important to understand this because it really was something of 
an Achilles' heel with Fraser. The particular matter I was referring to at the time you 
recorded that, if I recall correctly, was the fact that he was so desperate to try and call 
that election while he felt Hayden was going to be the Leader of the Opposition and not 
Hawke. My advice to him was, "If Hawke is going to become the leader of the Labor 
Party, leave him there for nine months at least." And you might say, why nine months? 
Well, I couldn't tell you why but it's a nice convenient time and it has relationship also to 
childbirth and so on and so on. But that might have been what was in my mind. It was a 
very convenient time to say. 

But I felt it had to be a minimum of nine months because that meant that Parliament 
would sit quite often within nine months, at least three times, three different sessions of, 
say, three or four weeks each. Also with all the intervening press interviews, TV 
interviews and the like, it was my view that Hawke would go mad. He'd become so 
frustrated being Leader of the Opposition when you win all the arguments but lose all 
the votes. It is an expression we used to use in Parliament here when we were in 
opposition in WA, and Hawke was not of the temperament when he could accept that. 
He was so used to being the boss of everything he surveyed, so used to having his 
minders and his bully boys around him as he did when he was President of ACTU and 
so on, that when he got into Parliament he would find it very frustrating because you're 
very much on your own once you get into the Parliament. You might be able to take all 
sorts of actions to shield yourself while you're not in the actual Parliament, but once you 
get into that Parliament you're very much like the footballer on the football field; once 
the match starts there's nothing you can do. There's nowhere you can hide, there's no big 
trees to rush behind, and you've just got to perform or you don't perform. 

I really believed - and I'll come back to the big debate in a minute, when I thought you'd 
already got that well-recorded - but I really did believe that if he was there for a 
substantial period it would really bring out the best and the worst in him. He'd either 
make the grade as a good Leader of the Opposition who could accept the frustration - 
and again, you're on your own with that frustration. You can't hide behind anybody at 
all. If you make statements and the government, because they've got better information, 
destroys you or destroys your statement, you know there's nothing you can do. There's 
no-one else to help you, even if you've got a friendly media. So I have to just repeat 

'No follow-up occurred (RJ). 
2  This transcript. p. 709. 
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what I said, that I felt that the life as a leader of the Opposition would be so frustrating 
for him that Hawke would be seen for what he was. 

Now I thought I'd got that message across to him [Fraser]. I knew that he had this thing 
about Hawke; that he would be much better dealing with Hayden who didn't appear to 
be running all that well at the time, because Hayden is a person that didn't show up very 
well in terms of charisma and public presentation and the like. He was a much more 
capable man than Hawke ever would be and in many ways a much more capable man 
than Fraser. But a lot of these people don't show up well in the public image of a person 
and it's tremendously important. The perception of a person is one of the things that 
Howard suffers from today, that he doesn't look like a leader normally. He doesn't 
present well although when people get used to listening to him they start to understand 
that he does answer the questions and he does answer them in language that people can 
understand, not in an evasive sort of a way. 

However, coming back to the Fraser situation, I knew in my mind at the time from what 
he'd said and his attitude that he had this obsession that if Hawke got the leadership he 
would be much more difficult to handle. The media would give him a better run, he'd 
have more charisma and all that type of thing. 

Now what happened was, of course, forces went to work on Hayden to get him to pull 
out and a lot of pressure had to be put on him, and I don't think he ever forgave the 
Labor Party for the way they did it. Some people had to be brought in to do the job, to 
get him to stand down, who normally would have been Hayden supporters and not all 
that enthusiastic about Hawke. But such is their discipline that even people like Button 
would do what they were told, to talk Hayden into dropping out so that they didn't have 
any blood-letting. 

You've seen what's happened in the Batman electorate in Victoria recently where the 
whole of the local electorate and almost, you might say, the State organisation of the 
Labor Party, had made up their mind who was going to be their candidate and from their 
point of view it had political merit because of the Greek community and so on. All of a 
sudden they decide that Mr [Martin] Ferguson has to leave the presidency of the ACTU 
and Batman is selected [for Ferguson]. Minimum fuss in the media. Just imagine the 
Liberal Party doing that. It would have been day after day. Even if Crichton-Browne was 
dead they would have still dug up the corpse and tried to blame him for it and so on. But 
there would have been day after day of acrimony and then they would have gone to 
Liberals who would have got stirred up about it, and we would have had this as an 
absolute fiendish thing that had been done. Well, in point of fact it wasn't even a nine-
day wonder. Sooner or later the people that said, "I'm not going to resign and he'll have 
the seat over my dead body," type of thing, the next thing is that you find that one after 
the other they just withdrew. Even the lady candidate that fitted into their policy of 
having 35 per cent women, she eventually had to pull out and that was probably the 
toughest one they had to do, but they did it. So we find Mr Ferguson is now going to be 
the candidate for Batman. 

It would be interesting if the Liberal Party was good enough, they could go in there and 
win that seat, based on this endorsement thing, because I'll remind you of the experience 
that Harold Wilson had in Britain when he wanted to get a gentleman, whose name 
escapes me, into that position because he was a very capable man. It was one of the safe 
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seats that the Conservative Party and the Labour Party in England keep on ice so that 
they can bring in desirable people from time to time. We haven't perfected that system in 
Australia yet, although from what I told you about my own experience it appeared that 
the Liberal Party in the Eastern States did have such seats when the invitation was 
extended to me to stand for federal Parliament. But it makes good sense in some ways 
when you want to bring in people of special abilities for special things and you don't 
want them to have to run the gauntlet of borderline seats and a host of other things. 

However, let's come back to Mr Hawke. I do believe that he was vulnerable as long as 
he went into a position of frustration. He never experienced that in the union movement 
because he always had the numbers, he always had the organisation behind him. So 
when he decided to go into Parliament they just arranged the necessary seat and then 
when they felt the time had come for him to take over as leader because they didn't think 
they could win with Hayden, they just set the machinery in motion and hey presto! Mr 
Hawke becomes the leader. 

Now you know the story as to how the Labor Party outfoxed Fraser, because in between 
the time of him making up his mind that he was going to have to contest the election 
against Hayden, they pulled the rug out from under him and the next thing he knows he's 
got Hawke. It's too late to reverse it. But I said at the time, "This is a disaster for Fraser, 
it's a disaster for the Liberal Party," because the only way that you can cope with Hawke 
is to let him be in opposition. It's the most frustrating experience. I've had it. You know, 
we were six years in opposition at one time, and then we were three years in opposition. 
If I was a testy old Leader of the Opposition from 1972 onwards, it was quite 
understandable because I'd had that six years before and I didn't like the idea of winning 
all the arguments and losing all the votes, plus the fact that I believed if we didn't get 
back quickly that it might take us a long time to get rid of the Labor Party in WA once 
people started to get used to them. 

Now I come back to that question of the big debate. That's the Channel 7 one which I 
think we've discussed before. ]  I'd be surprised if you haven't got that on record. That 
arose out of my statement in Parliament which Hawke took exception to and told the 
media that if I would say that outside of Parliament that he would sue me. The press 
were quite dismayed when I said I would say it any time as long as he was there. Now I 
had good reason for saying that, one a legal reason and the other one I knew that he'd put 
on a tantrum and that wouldn't do him much good anyhow. 

So the big debate took place and again, I've told you, that he retreated from that all the 
time. He kept laying down more conditions and more conditions and eventually I had to 
say to Channel 7, "Look, I've made every concession. Everything he's asked for we've 
agreed to. It's now only three or four hours before the big debate starts. Don't you think 
it's about time that you said, 'Look, far enough. Court's agreed to everything this far, we 
can't ask any more." They said, "Oh, we won't have him in the seat." I said, "Wouldn't it 
be lovely if we had a vacant chair and you played the music from that old song, The 
Vacant Chair: 'We'll meet but we will miss him. There will be one vacant chair.' Just 
imagine the TV coverage of that! It would be tremendous." 

1  Seep. 1565. 
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However, he eventually appeared and he was on his best behaviour that night, but still 
he couldn't completely hide his frustration because let's face it, he'd been manoeuvred 
into this position by the media and to a certain extent, I suppose, by me, because I just 
had to sit back and say, "Any time, anywhere, any place I'll say outside of Parliament 
what I said in Parliament [as long as Hawke is there." 

RJ Which is what? 

COURT Oh, this was the statement that virtually accused him of condoning 
thuggery by unions on building sites. The man that really had the action against me 
would have been the Communist, the Sydney Communist at the time. I'm just trying to 
recall his name for you, [Jack] Mundey, and he was very much the man who controlled 
the building industry, controlled the unions, and they had no compunction about 
physical violence to deal with anyone that just didn't want to go along with the union. It 
was pretty serious stuff. 

When this became a big issue over a particular situation, Hawke had come out and said 
that he supported Mundey and it was too much for me, so in the Parliament I related 
Hawke to Mundey, and he then went berserk over this and told the media that if I'd say 
that outside of Parliament that he would then take legal action, bearing in mind that he 
was doing this consistently at the time and also bearing in mind, of course, that if you 
get a settlement under a defamation claim it's not taxable. So it's a very nice form of 
income if you can get enough of it. 

However, that particular issue went on. I think the debate went for an hour and twenty 
minutes and the management had given instructions to Syd Donovan that it would 
continue without advertising (bearing in mind that it was a commercial station) as long 
as he felt that it was flowing and of interest to the public. So when that was over.... 

Ri Before you get to when it was over, what form did the debate take? Were 
you making these same statements and how was Hawke replying to them, responding to 
them? 

COURT Well, I said that I would say outside Parliament what I'd said inside 
Parliament, and the first thing that Donovan did was say, "Well, you've undertaken, as 
long as Mr Hawke is present, to say outside of Parliament..." or outside the protection of 
Parliament, I forget the phrase he used, "...what you said in Parliament." I said, "Yes," 
and so I then proceeded to quote verbatim what I'd said and I got about two-thirds 
through it and Hawke said, "That's enough, that's enough!" One of his bravado-type 
statements, and I said, "No, it's not. The juicy bit is yet to come." Then I realised, of 
course, that it was Mundey that would have had the action against me at the time, not 
Hawke. But that didn't matter to me because it was so easily defensible in view of 
Mundey's conduct and his reputation and the fact that he unashamedly stood for these 
things. 

You might recall Mundey eventually became the darling of the conservationists because 
he used his industrial power to stop certain buildings being pulled down and the like, in 
Sydney. 
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However, when the debate was over, Hawke was anything but gracious about it. He then 
went back east. He went back that night, I think, and tried to treat the thing rather lightly 
but it didn't work because the Eastern States' stations, Melbourne and Sydney, first of all 
played an abridged version of it, and their viewers rang up and said, "Why can't we see 
the lot?" bearing in mind there was no advertising in it. So, either Melbourne or Sydney, 
I don't think both, but one of them did play the lot to answer the viewers' calls. 

Now I became quite famous in the Eastern States, as you can imagine, because everyone 
was talking about this. Let's face it, they were all scared stiff of Bob Hawke and his 
bully boys. Whether you like it or not, that's what existed because if you can parade 
around wherever you go and you've got the unquestioned backing of these bully boys, 
you can appear to be very big and brave. 

Now my belief was that he was pretty vulnerable and one of the reasons why I 
welcomed the debate when Channel 7 suggested it was the fact that I believed that he 
was vulnerable. I'd watched him over the years and I believed that he was vulnerable, 
and our people over there, bearing in mind he wasn't a member of Parliament then, were 
scared stiff of him. They were more scared of him as the ACTU President than they 
were of the Labor members of Parliament. 

END OF TAPE 149 SIDE B 
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COURT You can imagine, because of the amount of exposure I received over this 
in Melbourne and Sydney, that it became of special interest to the federal Liberal 
members; to a lesser extent the Country Party, but mainly the Liberals. I had to say to 
them quite bluntly, "Look, I did that for no other reason than to expose the fact that this 
man is vulnerable." 

For instance, he used to be quite egotistical in claiming that he was.... you know, the 
economy was his strong point, and on that occasion it became very apparent that the 
moment you came in on the question of economic matters that he ran pretty fast. He 
back-pedalled at a great rate. I woke up to the fact on that night that he was vulnerable 
on these matters, that he could talk rather convincingly, using the terms that politicians 
do about the economy, to give the impression they know their stuff. But he hadn't had to 
live as I had under a claimant's status, under a government that was a mendicant, or a 
State that was a mendicant under the Grants' Commission, and that sharpens you up very 
considerably; plus the fact of my own profession [of accountancy]. 

I said to these fellows, "You ought to go and see that film again and just see that this 
fellow is very vulnerable, and DON'T miss any opportunity to appear on screen with 
him, or on radio; it doesn't matter. Don't miss any opportunity. Do your homework and 
then you can gradually expose this chap for what he is." Now, they were still scared. A 
couple of them were able to take advantage of the message and got the message, and 
they were very grateful to me. I became just a little hero temporarily, not for long, and 
this became the talking point within the Liberal Party. 

But unfortunately they never cashed in on it at all, because he made it clear that he'd 
never get caught in that situation again of being in one of these all-day suckers, you 
know, one of these long, long interviews, because they're extraordinary. In the early 
days of TV, half-hour interviews were quite common; it could be with one man or more 
than one. But by this time they'd got down to the short, sharp interview. If it was a 
special type of public report on some issue then, of course, it might go a bit longer, but 
normally you were almost talking in telegrams. 

So it was this information and this intelligence that I thought I'd developed that I pushed 
home, particularly with people like Fraser. But it didn't apply because he went on his 
merry way. I mean Bob Hawke went on his merry way, still appearing to be the power 
broker, the powerful man of industrial politics, and in Labor Party terms that means in 
all forms of politics. 

The next thing is he gets into Parliament and didn't perform too well. I think he was 
something of a disappointment to his backbench members there because, I can tell you, 
being an ordinary member of the Parliament is quite different to being the President of 
the ACTU with all the machinery they've got, with all the trimmings they've got, all the 
back-up they've got, when you are made to look to be powerful. 

As you know Bob developed this technique of letting these industrial matters run and 
frustrate the employers, frustrate even the workers, frustrate the public, and then all of a 
sudden he would appear on the scene and the employers would immediately drop a lot 
of their resistance because they too were scared of him, that he had some power that he 
really didn't have. The next thing is, you know, "Hawke solves so-and-so dispute" or 
"Hawke gets industry back working" and that type of thing. It became sort of the pattern 
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for all of these disputes. So he developed a reputation that he wasn't entitled to have 
really, and I blame the employers' weakness for a lot of that because he couldn't have 
resisted for long, when you have a whole industry disrupted and you have a whole 
community being incommoded and so on. 

But he had this reputation of being the troubleshooter and getting people back to work. 
In some ways I suppose that wasn't a bad reputation to have for a union boss, but in the 
meantime an awful lot of damage had been done. 

I used to liken him to the old-time London bobby. The old-time London bobby used to 
have a reputation of getting a call that there was trouble outside a hotel or something of 
that kind. He'd take his time in wandering around to make sure that by the time he got 
there the combatants in whatever fracas was going on had just about knocked 
themselves senseless. Then he'd come along and in a deep voice, an authoritative voice, 
"What's going on here? What's going on here?" and then he'd get the credit for stopping 
the brawl or the fracas or whatever it was that was going on. I always used to liken Bob 
Hawke to this because it was really the techniques that he employed on a very 
sophisticated scale. 

Anyway that's a long way of explaining to you why this was tremendously important to 
the Liberal Party at the federal level at the time. Me taking Bob Hawke on at that time 
was of no great significance to us except that it just really built up my image as the one 
person who was prepared to confront with this chap and not be browbeaten or run for 
cover or try and make a settlement. Thirty-thousand dollars was the standard going rate 
at the time. That was of no interest to me. As it was we got a lot of mileage out of it at 
both federal and State levels; State level as far as I was concerned and then the federal 
level as far as our own people were concerned. 

Now in spite of all of that, Malcolm was very, very concerned about this fellow's 
influence and his power to get the support of the media and things like that, when he 
[Fraser] wasn't altogether the darling of the media and, rightly or wrongly, had this 
obsession. Now he would have found Hayden much more difficult to handle than he 
thought because Hayden would come over as a real old-time Labor fellow. Whether you 
agreed with him or not you'd have to accept him as an honest man, as a sincere man, 
who believed in what he was saying, whereas with Hawke most people would treat him 
as a bit of a show pony, although he had this reputation in the industrial field. 

So that's what it was all about and, as it happened, you now know the history of it. What 
was thought to be a smart trick to get an election while Hayden was still there turned out 
to be something that the Labor Party threw back in his face because it's a very tight 
timing. If you look at that day, it's an amazing piece of timing. It was too late for Fraser 
to withdraw any proceedings that had been started, plus the fact that, you know, "Blind 
Freddy" could have told him that it was about the last time that he personally would 
have wanted to take his party to an election because they were in a bad way with the 
public and he really needed another few months to do a restoration job on himself and 
his party before they go on to confront up to an election. 

Now you know, of course, he lost the election, he resigned on the spot on the night of 
the election, and it took us an awful long time to rebuild and we're not back in 
government yet. You don't take it for granted we're going to be back when the next 
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election is held because you don't have the sort of cross-section of quality there that you 
had, say, in Menzies' day, and that sort of thing. You don't have the same sort of 
leadership you had in Menzies' day. But whether you liked the old boy or not, the fact is 
that he did command a lot of respect amongst his members, his troops, and that's not 
unusual. You see it in football teams when you have a coach, like Claremont with 
Neesham, you know, we could beat the world. Take him away and all of a sudden we 
lose our confidence. No longer do they have a bold leader to give them the courage and 
the confidence to get on and do the right thing. So we're paying a big price for that, but it 
does come back to this strange feeling that Fraser had about Hawke. 

RJ Just getting back to that debate, what on earth did you speak about for an 
hour and twenty minutes? 

COURT Well, there's questions and answers. Donovan was quite good at 
moderating a thing like that. Now that you raise the question, I'm not quite sure why we 
managed to hold the audience for that long, but bear in mind that the management's 
instruction to Donovan was: "There will be no advertising, and all the time there's life in 
this, you let it go, and then when you feel that it's got to a point when it's no longer 
going to hold the public interest, well then you cut it," which a moderator like Donovan, 
with his experience, can do any time he wants to. That's what happened. 

I did a lot of rehearsal for that and I had a team of people who knew all the nasties and 
they rehearsed me for a whole day on this thing; all the nasty, nasty, nasty questions they 
could think up. So it just sharpens you up a bit. So on the night I felt like Gracie Fields: 
you know, I'd brought my harp to the party and no-one would let me play [laughs] 
because I felt it wasn't half as demanding or as unpleasant as I thought it was going to 
be. I found that I had a target that used to move every time you tried to take a shot at it. 

RJ And I assume the outcome was that you were not sued or you would have 
said so. [laughs] 

COURT Oh no, no. 

RJ Who did you feel won that debate? 

COURT Oh, I thought it was a non-event. Everyone was quite excited about it, 
about the outcome of it. I wasn't particularly impressed with myself. 

RJ It can't have been a non-event or it would not have run that long. 

COURT Well, I felt as though it was a moving target; every time I wanted to 
really deal a crushing blow, [laughs] that he wasn't there, so I was surprised frankly that 
it had run so long. But you're quite right. They must have made their own judgment 
because the management was sitting there watching the whole of it, and there was a 
certain amount of drama right up to the finish after they called a halt and said, "Look, if 
you don't come now, we're going on with it anyhow." He then turned up with a 
bodyguard and said that he was in danger and that sort of thing. So in the studio that 
night they actually had his bodyguards stationed around the perimeter of the studio. No-
one seemed to be worried about Charlie Court. [laughs] You know, that was the nature 
of the man, as though he was under constant threat and the like. 
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But that didn't worry me unduly. All I wanted to do was get the darned thing over and 
then find out if he was going to issue a writ. But the moment he said, "You don't need to 
read any more of that, I've heard all that I want to hear," I knew we didn't have any 
problems because he would have had the lot, including the shiny bit at the end, which I 
was ready for anyhow, because I remember Donovan saying, "Are you accusing Mr 
Hawke of being a communist?" I said, "No, I never have, but what I have accused him 
of is being the best friend they've got, because here they can put up what looks to be like 
a normal Australian trade union leader and use him for their purposes, achieve all they 
want to achieve," and a few things like that to which he, of course, objected very 
strongly but I had to stick to the story that he was their greatest friend, because if they 
could use somebody like him for their purposes that's better than doing it themselves, 
because they were rejected as far as the public was concerned. They were regarded as 
the nasties at the time. Anything they did, even if it had been good, would have been 
condemned by the public anyhow. Whereas what I was trying to get across was that he 
was being used as a pawn in the game by them. The fact that he'd come out and 
supported Mundey over this question of thuggery on the building sites was the key to the 
whole thing. 

RJ You've focussed a lot on Malcolm Fraser's weaknesses, so what were his 
strengths? 

COURT I think the strength that he showed was a degree of not exactly 
pigheadedness but a degree of determination on some issues to stay with it. No-one will 
ever be able to take away from him the credit for holding the team together in that very 
devilish period in the run-up to the threat of denying supply and the action that was 
taken for the dismissal of the Whitlam government by Kerr. 

A lot of people are given the credit for holding the ranks. Some people would take the 
credit for, say, the South Australians, and Joh would take his share of the credit for 
holding the Queenslanders and others together, but in the final analysis, whatever I 
might have done, whatever Joh might have done, or anyone else might have done, you 
can't take away from Fraser that he held his nerve and eventually won through. He was 
helped by people like Withers and others. Reg Withers, I think, would have been the one 
single person who could claim the most credit for bullying the people into keeping their 
nerve, because I can tell you they lose their nerve mighty quickly. You've just got to.... 
that's what leading is all about, holding the team together, and then all of a sudden they 
come through and they feel good about it. But they don't like to be reminded of the times 
when they wanted to welsh on it and to go public against their leader and that sort of 
thing. You've no idea how close they got to that on a number of occasions. 

I admired Fraser for the fact that with the media against him and weakness on the part of 
some of his own people, he stuck with it, and he really believed that we had to get rid of 
that particular government and that he did. 

There were some things on which he had good ideas. For instance, had he persisted with 
the idea of having a better form of federation than we had.... because don't forget Liberal 
governments as well as governments like Whitlam.... Whitlam was certainly the worst 
but other governments have got to take their share of the blame for weakening the 
Constitution. So he had an absolute heaven-sent opportunity to restore the federal 
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system. He'd have gone down as a great Prime Minister if he did, but we found that once 
he got into office that he retreated from these things. 

You see, we had this firm understanding that the moment they got in there they were 
going to sort out this industrial thing and they never did. The only thing that they did 
during their term of office was that amendment whereby people could sue the unions if 
they had these stoppages; secondary boycotts 1 think they were called. That was a 
tremendously important thing. That's been weakened, of course, by the Hawke/Keating 
combination. How that ever got through the Senate is beyond me even. 

That was a very, very important weapon that got through in the Fraser days because if 
you could take action, if the employers could sue people over that secondary boycott 
machinery, it was a very devastating piece of legislation, and it was so clear cut that 
even sympathetic industrial courts could not bend it. So that was the one thing that he 
did in the industrial field that was of practical value. 

But the real issues were never really faced up to. They were only fiddled on the edges, 
and Joh and I were very incensed, because we were promised that the day they got in 
they were going to fix it. You know, six weeks passed and we confronted Fraser and: 
"Oh, you know, we're working on it as fast as we can." Then that became a longer period 
and we confronted again, and then we were horrified to find that he'd had a visit from 
Mr Hawke who'd convinced him that if he left him to use his influence in the ACTU that 
he would deliver a revised situation which would avoid the necessity for Fraser to have 
to bring down this tough, tough, or in some cases almost draconian, legislation. We 
naturally screamed blue murder about it because we weren't prepared to have the Liberal 
Party policies left to the discretion of an outside party who was our enemy anyhow. So 
there were some very, very unpleasant meetings that occurred then. 

That's where I started to get very, very worried about his capacity and his desire to see 
these things through. Time marched on and things weren't done and so it's the old story. 
When you go in with a policy as tough as what he had, you've got to do it quickly while 
people are all revved up, they're all expecting you to do these things, and that's the time 
to do it. Even twelve months after you've got no chance because it's gone off the boil 
and the people who would be the ones who would be making the biggest fuss about it 
and who would look bad, all of a sudden they don't become so bad in the public mind. 

But he had... you know, he's not without brains and ability, but he wasn't a person that 
would fight these issues. So I formed the opinion that deep in his heart he wasn't the 
same federalist that I was, or that Bjelke-Petersen was, or some other people might be, 
and that he was always looking for a compromise and some of the situations which we 
had were very, very unpleasant. I didn't like them at all but somebody had to take a 
stand. These were internal mainly. In those days we were able to keep many of these 
things away from public view. 

I think I've told you about the lunch-time meeting that was convened by the Federal 
President, and the other State Liberal leaders all went weak at the knees, and so as usual 
it was left to me because we didn't have any Joh Bjelke-Petersen at a Liberal Party 
Federal Council meeting, and so it was left to me to be the unmentionable. 

RJ What was this about? 
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COURT Oh, this was his treatment of the States, contrary to the Liberal policy, 
and it had got to a point when there was very, very severe confrontation. I think I've 
already told you about this one. Jim Samson was our president at the time and I think he 
got a bit of a shock when in this atmosphere we had to have a closed session to try and 
get this out of the party system because the then federal President got very, very worried 
about it. He realised the intensity with which we were pursuing this issue. 

RJ You've told me of the conflict between the States and Fraser but I'm 
pretty sure I'm right in saying you haven't told us about this particular occasion. 

COURT I'd be surprised if you haven't got it on the tape, this particular Federal 
Council where the then Federal President - I'm fairly certain it was Attwell - who was 
so worried about it, he convened this luncheon meeting at which only the State 
Presidents and the State Liberal parliamentary leaders were present. He then said, 
"Look, I'm worried about these allegations that are being made." 

There used to be a system in those days where the States, according to their so-called 
seniority.... WA was always last, except for Tasmania, because in those days that was in 
the order of population really, and that suited me fine because you could see each one of 
these [State leaders] go overboard and try to say, "Oh, it's not as bad as that. We can sort 
this out," and try to agree to curry favour with Fraser until they got to us. Then I wasn't 
prepared to concede an inch because it was contrary to what we believed in. Here we 
were performing over there. We were the performers of Australia and our problem was 
our own people. It was bad enough under the Whitlams and people like that, but 
anyhow, it wasn't a very pleasant lunch, I can add, but we did ourselves a lot of good. 

RJ You did? 

COURT Mmm. Well I thought for one thing it exposed the other leaders. The 
other thing, it meant that the Federal President had to see for himself and hear for 
himself that we weren't shooting a line. We just weren't being anti, we were being pro; 
we were being pro what the party stood for. And it did bring about a certain amount of 
alleviation of the tension of the problem. But one thing it did do, that all the other State 
Presidents, including our own, were able to hear what went on. It's not good when 
you've got to do that sort with your own people. 

RJ So Fraser was actually there to hear all this? 

COURT Oh yes, yes, very much so. 

RJ And did he give any ground afterwards? 

COURT Well, there was no way he could defend himself on that day. When you 
expose the whole situation and say what your gripe is and what it's all about, and you 
happen to be right, there's not much you can do about it because you wouldn't get 
involved in a thing like that unless you had all the proof there and you believe in 
something. 
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RJ So at what stage would this have happened? Allowing for him becoming 
Prime Minister in '75 and being defeated in '83, when would this have happened? 

COURT Fairly soon. There was a fair bit of tension. You've got to realise there 
was another influence at work all the time and that was Joh. He wasn't as polite as I was 
about it, but in his rough and ready old way he became the target as far as Malcolm was 
concerned but, of course, it was more difficult for him to deal with Joh than it was for 
him to deal with me, because Joh was Joh and he was the National Party (or Country 
Party as it was then) and he wasn't as thoughtful about our cause as the Liberals, as what 
I was. I always had to have regard for the fact that we were a federal party and you didn't 
want to be seen out there as belting your own people around the head all the time. 

END OF TAPE 150 SIDE A 
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RJ Could we move now to Andrew Peacock who succeeded Malcolm Fraser 
as leader and at the same time cover the two periods that he led the party, and your 
assessment of him? 

COURT Yes. Well, the advent of Andrew Peacock was the beginning of a sad 
episode in the Liberal Party. See, the trouble with Andrew was he came into a lovely, 
safe Liberal seat. He came in riding on the wave that Menzies had developed. He was 
something of a show pony, the darling of the people of that particular area, and it was 
sad from his point of view that he came in that way, because that's no way to start in 
Parliament. He hadn't got the performance behind him in private life where he'd had all 
the rough edges taken off him and the show pony impression had been knocked out of 
him. Therefore he gained a prominence within the party. I can tell you that some of 
those people that were behind him - in Victoria in particular - they almost treated him 
as the next wave of Menzies, and that, of course, was bad for him. 

The other thing that was bad was the way he came in, [into the leadership]. Now, what 
Malcolm [Fraser] did to the Liberal Party on the night of that election was unforgivable. 
Now, I understood the man's problem. He was not well. You see, after he had that 
meeting with me - I'm guessing now, but I think it was November, and I was going to 
give an address in Canberra that night and I wanted to rehearse it with him so that I 
didn't embarrass him with what I was going to say because there was some fairly tough 
stuff as my suggestion as to how they dealt with the economic problem at the time and 
they had to take the employers with them. That's when they brought in the wage freeze, 
and my talk on that particular night set out the formula for the wage freeze. If you want 
a copy of that speech I can easily give it to you because I set it out in very clear terms. I 
didn't believe in just making sweeping statements if you didn't say how you'd do it, if 
you were in the Prime Minister's position. Don't forget I was not in Parliament then. So, 
yes, I was, I'm sorry, I was still in.... 

RJ In '83, no you weren't. 

COURT No, no, no. 

RJ Oh, November '82. 

COURT No, '82, no it wouldn't have been then. 

RJ It wouldn't have been then either, no. 

COURT No, but I was still very much in touch with Fraser and others at the time. 
But this was something that had been worrying me right back when I was in Parliament 
and it was a flow-on from there. 

Now, I said, "Here's what I'm going to say tonight. I don't want this to be an 
embarrassment to you because you're in government and I'm not," and he said, "That 
presents no problems to me." So it was arranged then that the next morning I would fly 
down to Melbourne with him and I would probably go up to his farm for that weekend 
and we'd work on the detail of this. 
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Now it's history, and I think you've got this recorded, that when we went to the airport 
(not to the Canberra airport but over where the RAAF operate from) to get on to the 
government jet, that we had a man in excruciating pain and he was in real troubles. 

RJ It's not been recorded on our tapes. 

COURT Well, he was in real troubles and so we actually flew down. The decision 
was that it was best for him to fly down to the best treatment he could get in Melbourne, 
and Tammy was with us, because don't forget they were still Prime Minister and still at 
The Lodge. He was in the most excruciating pain going down to Melbourne. I felt 
terribly sorry for him. 

Then instead of me spending the weekend with him, of course, he was in no condition to 
talk to anybody. Then he had to have that operation on his back and in the meantime he 
gave instructions to Howard and to Peacock to implement this proposal. But 
unfortunately in the condition that he was in they didn't fully understand the mechanism 
that was to be used first of all to get the support of the public and secondly to break 
down the opposition that was obviously going to come from the unions. At the same 
time, implement it on the basis that would be SEEN by the public to be the thing that the 
nation had to do and that any benefits that came out of it were going to go back again 
into the economy, because if you were going to have a wage freeze, it's a very tricky 
mechanism, especially if you haven't got price control to police prices. 

Now unfortunately it came out the wrong way and all hell was let loose and I got in 
touch with Tammy and said, "Look, can you get this message to Malcolm. I don't want 
to [worry him if I can avoid it]." Well, by this time I'd returned to Perth, and she was a 
very intelligent person and eventually Howard and Anthony were told to discuss it with 
me because I knew all the details. I think it was Howard who eventually came back and 
within a matter of a couple of days the thing was back on course again with the proper 
explanations and the proper machinery to implement it, so that the workers wouldn't feel 
they were going to be cheated by having their wages held. It has to be a total thing when 
you're going to do something like that. You can't do it for long, by the way, because it 
starts to go apart at the seams, but you can emotionally and otherwise, by the sheer 
audacity of something, get away with it just to act as a circuit-breaker. That was the 
idea, to act as a circuit-breaker so that the economy could catch its breath. 

Don't forget these were the Hawke-created blow-outs in the wages which he used to 
boast about and which this nation paid for for years and is still paying for. People seem 
to forget these things. We had those unbelievable blow-outs that [Hawke] used to boast 
about and all because Fraser didn't do what he should have done at the start of his term. 
He'd have probably gone on for ever if he'd been tough at the start and got control of the 
situation instead of listening to Hawke. 

So we had a fairly traumatic few days and then it settled down and it did do a lot of good 
as a circuit-breaker and it can't be more than a circuit-breaker. Wage freezes solve 
nothing in the long term but they can be a circuit-breaker which enables you to take your 
breath and then get something better in place. Above all you had to get the message 
across to the workers, get the message across to the public, as to what disaster had been 
created by these blow-outs in wages. Don't forget it was Whitlam that said at one time, 
in his era, that one man's pay rise is another man's job, unless it comes in the right way 
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at the right time. I'm not sure whether Whitlam said it or whether it was one of his 
ministers, Cameron, that said it, that was condoned or supported by Whitlam. But that 
was the message: you know, one man's pay rise is another man's job, and that still 
prevails today. That doesn't mean to say there won't be pay rises but they've got to be in 
a way that the economy [and industries] can manage. 

So we got over that particular position. By the time Malcolm called that election he 
wasn't fully recovered, and I was very conscious of that and I was very worried for his 
sake. His wife, Tammy, a wonderful person, was a great influence for good there. She 
couldn't have run the country, of course, but she was a very nice person and I think was 
a tremendous asset to him as a wife. 

RJ You started off by saying that you didn't like the way it happened with 
Andrew Peacock taking over. 

COURT Yes, well I'm coming to the election. 

RJ Yes. 

COURT You see, now that was the election that he should never have called and 
we've dealt at great length with the spectre of Hawke, you know, as some great ogre 
there. 

RJ Yes, so the timing was wrong, yes. 

COURT The timing was wrong BUT when he came out that night and said in a 
very emotional way, "I take FULL responsibility for calling this election, I take FULL 
responsibility for the election result and henceforth, as from this minute, I'm no longer 
the leader of the Liberal Party." That was a terrible thing to do. 

You see, can I give you the analogy which I've given before and I'm amazed that you 
haven't got it on tape. It was like the captain/coach of my footy team. It got into the 
Grand Final and it lost the Grand Final and you can imagine all your supporters are 
down in the dumps, your players are down in the dumps. They've given their all and 
they've lost by a big margin or a little margin; it doesn't matter, they've lost. That season 
has gone for ever and they've got to wait and do it all over again next time and the whole 
of their world has collapsed around them, supporters and all. Well, that's when they need 
their captain/coach to go down into the clubrooms and say, "Well boys, we weren't quite 
good enough and so on and so on. But this is how we're going to do it next year," and 
you start to build for the next time. That's the magic of leadership. 

But just imagine his supporters, just imagine his members. Some had lost their seats 
when they thought they couldn't and they see their revered leader up there in an 
emotional statement saying, "I take all the blame." Okay, that part's all right, "and as 
from this minute I'm no longer the leader of the Liberal Party." Now, no-one had a 
chance to organise the best leader because the media then immediately moved in and 
assumed that they were going to be the king-makers and that it was going to be Peacock. 
Now they would have known that Peacock had no real leadership qualities at all. They'd 
know him for what he was and nevertheless he was the perfect person for them to 
support because he had a degree of charisma and it would appeal to some of the Toorak 
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blue-rinse crowd and so on. So it was an absolute tragedy because no-one had a chance 
to sit down and work out somebody that might have been the person to stabilise [and 
rebuild] the party at that time. 

Now if Fraser had stayed on and said, "I'll consider my position as leader," the party 
might have had [time to support alternatives]. They might have wanted to keep him for a 
while. He had that responsibility to give them a chance, even if he remained as a 
caretaker for a while. But he didn't. He resigned publicly and it was almost impossible 
for them to get him to come back again. 

But I put that down to the fact that he still hadn't really recovered from the illness that he 
had. Again if he hadn't called the election you could cope with that for the next few 
months, even for twelve months, much better with him in there than you could when he 
was out, and have the election when you wanted it even if you had to get a new leader in 
the meantime when his health was so bad. As it happened he made a remarkable 
recovery because it wasn't a minor complaint that he had. When you start to operate on 
the back and that sort of stuff you never know where it's going to finish up. So it seemed 
to be quite a miraculous recovery really. 

However, I think I've dealt with that enough, but that's why I say that if Peacock had got 
in differently it might have made a better man of him because again he had this fairy-
like ride into the job, just as he had had a fairy-like ride into the seat, coming in on the 
back of a revered leader [Menzies] with an adoring crowd. All of a sudden, he wasn't 
there and up comes Peacock. He took over all that adulation. That's never good for any 
man. Thank God I had a wife who used to tell people, "Don't say that about him, it's not 
good for him!" [chuckles] You know, make him feel that he was very ordinary and he 
had to work for it. 

But that's the story. Now he [Peacock] never really got the confidence of the party. You 
could tell that. He never really had the confidence of the members. They knew in their 
heart that he had these limitations. Now he had no real hardline policy commitments. I 
remember going to him one day after they'd had a meeting of all the members [at a 
"retreat"]. I forget whether this was the first time or the second time of his leadership. It 
was the sort of thing that you don't publicise in the party when you go to some retreat 
and you have one of these tell-all sorts of things. They're not good anyhow. They're 
supposed to let people say frankly what they feel and no-one talks about it. Like hell 
they don't. It just gets some ammunition that they can go away and whisper, whisper, 
and appear to be knowledgeable. 

I know on one of these occasions he was going through a bad period when he'd make a 
statement that sounded good on the 7 o'clock news in the morning, and you'd say, "Ah, 
Andrew's back on course. He's got the message." Then by lunch-time, the 12.30 news [a 
change]. There were the standard news times that I used to insist on listening to - 7 
o'clock, 12.30, 7 o'clock - 7 am, 12.30 pm, 7 pm, and forget all the bits in between. By 
12.30 he started to retreat from what he'd said so well at 7.00 in the morning and by 7 
o'clock [at night] he'd abandoned the 7.00 am statement. 

I remember going to him one day and saying, "Look, Andrew, do you want to be a 
leader?" "Of course I do!" You know, you can imagine his reaction to a question like 
that, and I said, "Well, look, I've just kept [a record of] these things. This is what you 
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said at 7 o'clock am on this day. This is what you said at 12.30 pm and this is what you 
said at 7.00 pm." [Gulp] "Did I say that?" "Well," I said, "I'm just telling you what the 
man said." 

Then another day, I had about three of them lined up and more if he wanted them. I said, 
"Even if you're wrong at 7.00 am you stay wrong for the rest of the day. Leaders don't 
waffle! Just because some pressure went on you and you start to weaken, your 
opposition would have known that by 7 o'clock at night you're going to be into the 360 
degree stuff," or 180, whichever way you look at. 

So it was a pretty unpleasant sort of a meeting, but he took it pretty well and I said, 
"Whatever you do, if you're not going to live with a statement, don't say it. But if you've 
said it, you've got to look as though you'd give your life for it, because your poor old 
supporters after 7.00 am they've been out defending you all day, what you said there, 
and then at 12.30 they start to wonder and at 7.00 pm they know that you didn't say it 
anyhow, or didn't mean it." 

But that was my experience with him; a nice enough man and in some ways he had a 
very good public appearance. But he was not good on the second time round. I mean I'm 
not talking about his second time in office, but if he'd come to, say, address a Liberal 
Party conference or gathering here or a divisional meeting, he'd leave with much 
applause and much enthusiasm, but when he came back the next time there was no great 
enthusiasm because so much had happened in between that it had undone what he'd said 
the first time, that they weren't prepared to get enthusiastic about the next time. 

Anyhow, I don't think I can tell you any more about the man. 

RJ Well, with these weaknesses why did he get back in a second time? 

COURT Well, thanks to Mr Chaney and a couple of others who forever and a day 
have got to accept the blame for having that second term. What happened then, of 
course, was disgraceful because I got a call late at night to say that (I'm not sure whether 
it was Saturday night or whether it was Sunday night) Howard was going to be rolled on 
the Monday. I couldn't believe it because I assumed they knew what I knew, that the 
Labor Party's independent and hardline, tell-all assessment had been made that Hawke 
and Keating would have to stop this "Little Johnny" stuff and belittling Howard, which 
they thought was clever. But the fact was that out there in the community, amongst 
women in particular, Howard was gaining in credibility. He answered all the questions 
and he answered them in a way that people could understand. I know Rita used to be 
very impressed because she said, "1 can understand what John Howard says," and I knew 
what she was saying. She, not being a political animal, I realised was reflecting "Mrs 
Housewife" throughout the whole of Australia. In his very simple, straightforward way 
he just answered the question in a way you could understand. 
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The advice that the Labor Party received was that they should lay off Howard. Every 
time they belittled him it was votes in the ballot box for Howard because there were a lot 
of people out there who were starting to respect him. Now, as you know, in politics 
respect is a very durable commodity; popularity is not. It's like the ice-cream you buy. 
The moment you buy it, it starts to melt. You've got to buy another ice-cream, another 
bribe to keep the people enthusiastic until you run out of ice-creams. 

But Howard wasn't bothering about anything like that. In his rather dour sort of a way he 
was building up credibility and being respected and the advice that they had was that he 
would win the next election. Now, they're no fools and they've got some hardline, hard-
headed people in the Labor Party that take notice of these things. They might question it 
and they might check it and recheck it, but once they find it's the truth they're ruthless 
about pursuing it. So they had decided that all was not well, that Howard was gaining 
credibility and gaining it where it mattered amongst this wide cross-section in the 
community that don't change their minds quickly, and they learned respect for somebody 
and that's a very durable commodity. 

Now these fellows within the Liberal Party that wanted to get rid of Howard, they 
apparently (I can only assume this from information I received from another quarter) 
had got wind of the fact that he was going to win the next election. This build-up of 
respect, slow though it was, was sound and gradually working towards the next election, 
and it's durable. That's the point: durable is the word. It's not like popularity. Popularity 
is one of the greatest dangers that a politician can have. It doesn't keep him in seats for 
long and it's not a job for popular people. You've got to win respect in what you do and 
the sincerity of what you do, the common sense of what you do. So he was heading on 
the right path. 

Now these people decided that if he [Howard] was their leader at the next election he 
would become Prime Minister and some of them wouldn't have a job. It's as crude as 
that. So they decided that they had to move and I'm amazed, I'm amazed. It tells you a 
lot about the quality of the people that were in the federal Liberal parliamentary party at 
that time, that they fell for it. Some of them were actually told [of their fears of Howard 
being Prime Minister at the next election]. 

One in particular, I say quite unashamedly I went to work on as soon as I got this 
information late at night. I found that most of the Liberal MPs that I knew well were in 
transit, but I did speak to that man when he landed in Sydney. So it must have been the 
Sunday night [I was trying to make contact]. He was in transit in the meantime so I had 
to speak to him when he got to Sydney airport the next morning [and was changing 
planes heading for Canberra]. He hadn't heard about it. When he got to Canberra he was 
naturally confronted by the organisers of this campaign and that was the very thing they 
told him, as to why he should support this campaign against Howard, and he happened 
to be a very straightforward fellow and he just wouldn't have a bar of it. That's why I'm 
certain in my own mind they must have had access to the same information as I had 
about Howard. Mine came from Sydney but it didn't matter where it came from, it 
happened to be right. 

So that explains why and how he [Peacock] got elected the second time, and in my heart 
I realised that it was going to go the same way as the first time. 
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RJ It doesn't actually explain why Peacock. It says why Howard lost but why 
Peacock the second time? 

COURT The suddenness of it and the fact that these people couldn't understand.... 
they weren't told the real story as to why the Liberal Party under their leader was 
gradually inching up, because he wasn't a spectacular leader, John Howard. He wouldn't 
make the members go home, like they would after Menzies, you know: "1 want to touch 
my leader and get some inspiration from him." He never will be a man like that and that 
doesn't matter as long as you've got some other attributes. But that's why I say it reflects 
the quality of people that were there that they'd fall for this. So I don't think I can explain 
it any other way. 

Ri Well, you've given us quite some insight into what you think of John 
Howard, but you've then got his return in more recent times. How would you assess his 
capacity, both as leader of the party and a potential Prime Minister? 

COURT Well, he's had the problems since he got back this time of living down the 
past, because the public don't know what I've told you. They only know that he was 
rolled by his members, so therefore he couldn't have been any good. That's the 
impression the media give you too, although they would know the real reason, but it 
doesn't suit their convenience. Therefore, the man's that much older. He's been through a 
lot of trauma, he's been very loyal in the process, and he now is wiser. But I think he'll 
be more cautious and that's not good. You've got to be careful, in a sensible way, but not 
to a point of hiding behind bushes. When you're in a battle you've got to be out there 
where you can be shot if you want to be able to shoot somebody else. It's not a job for 
the faint-hearted. You don't deliberately stand in the way of a bullet but on the other 
hand, you've got to be where the action is. 

END OF TAPE 150 SIDE B 
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COURT Now I'm quite convinced that in terms of integrity and weighing up 
situations and making proper analyses that he would be infinitely better than Keating is, 
because don't forget, if you look at Keating's performance economically it's a disaster, 
and yet he's bluffing his way even at this stage to the fact that we're $180 billion in debt, 
and that sort of thing. Anyone would think the way he talks about it it's a great virtue. It 
was he that only a few years ago was saying we were heading for the "banana republic". 
And he has a very convenient press, there's no doubt about that. Anyone else in his 
position would be crucified by the media, but not him. He's got no respect for the 
traditions of Parliament, which are tremendously important if you're going to have a 
democracy. 

You saw what the Speaker let him get away with over the Easton Royal Commission. 
Now that was driving a great big six-inch nail into the Westminster system and into the 
democratic system of Parliament. Henceforth, under that ruling of the Speaker and the 
subsequent ruling of the Speaker, ANY Prime Minister, in fact any State Premier or 
Leader of the Opposition, but particularly any Prime Minister, can stand up in 
Parliament and if he doesn't like a Royal Commission anywhere he can abuse and pour 
ridicule and scorn on top of any commissioner that takes on the job. I don't think the 
public understand how the whole system has been denigrated by that man [Paul Keating] 
and yet he's still being held up as a possibility to win the next election. 

Now that's where Howard, of course, will never match him in terms of vitriol and that 
type of thing and he's foolish to try. He should have left Keating to be seen on his own 
with all this abuse of the Royal Commissioner, the abuse of the Royal Commission, the 
abuse of WA, and adopting the attitude and be seen to be adopting the attitude, that we 
[the Coalition] won't have anything to do with something that's going to denigrate the 
basis of our democracy, which is our parliamentary system. 

Once you get in the gutter with a person like Keating, well you get mud all over you 
anyhow. It's being reflected in the public attitude towards the thing, thanks partly to the 
media but partly to the fact that the Speaker didn't say to the leader of the government, 
"Look, you withdraw that and you desist from that or otherwise I'm going to do what I'd 
do to any other member and I'll have to throw you out of the Parliament." But Labor 
Speakers don't do that because.... I go back to the Speaker in Whitlam's day who tried to 
run the Parliament fairly and he wasn't the Speaker for many hours after that. They have 
a ruthlessness about it that the media lets them get away with. They expect it of them 
and they accept it from them, just like they did the Batman election and [Martin] 
Ferguson's nomination. They say, "Oh, this is where the central executive will move in 
and do this, that and the other," and they accept it. Whereas if the Liberal Party tried to 
do it there would be a crisis for a month! 

RJ That still doesn't really tell us what you consider is Howard's capacity 
when it comes to perhaps being Prime Minister one day. Will he be an effective Prime 
Minister? 

COURT Well, I don't think I should go the whole hog with this sort of thing 
because after all I am a has-been that won't have to live under these people. But I 
thought I'd made it pretty clear the man has limitations, as we all have. For instance, he 
will never be a Menzies and we've got to get that into our head. You only get one 
Menzies in a lifetime. Just as the Labor Party have had some outstanding people but they 
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don't get many of them. In fact, they don't seem to keep them [in office] as long as we 
do. But Menzies's two terms [as Prime Minister] were quite extraordinary that he stayed 
so long. Don't forget he had to come back because he was a discredited Prime Minister 
the first time thanks to people within his own party. But still he has to take the blame for 
them being like that. But then [the second time round] he had that remarkable period. It 
was remarkable for the country too because it gave everyone a comfortable feeling as 
though, you know, "Father is looking after the shop and we can have a good time." 

So he won't ever be in that category. It would be stupid to represent him otherwise but 
he will be a workman-like Prime Minister. He won't write his name into the history 
books but I believe he will be a very sincere, honest, hard-working person who if given 
the loyalty of the people around him - I say IF given the loyalty of the people around 
him - he would keep this country on an even course. Economically and ethically I think 
we'd be a respected country, much more so than we are under Keating. He must be 
regarded as a joke, complete with the crown he got as the paramount chief [in Papua 
New Guinea]. The man doesn't seem to have any shame. He enjoyed every minute of 
that. He was wearing a crown, the very thing he was trying to get rid of! They made it 
clear it was intended to be a crown. I bet that wasn't designed in Papua New Guinea 
when you look at the construction of it. But still, that's the duplicity of the man. 

Now heaven forbid we ever get a leader like him, but I do believe that he [Howard] 
would be a workman-like Prime Minister, that he'd do a workman-like job. We wouldn't 
lose anything internationally and I come back to what I said, if the people around him 
are loyal to him. I say that for a purpose because a leader like Howard needs people to 
say, "Right, this is what we've got. This is what we're going to support." But 
unfortunately, politics being what it is and the Liberal Party being what it is, there'll be 
some knives being sharpened from the day he gets there. 

Now that's the danger of it, that somebody might start to.... you know, won't be able to 
wait and they get their honing stone out. The media will be trying to stop him and you've 
got to accept that. Then the big question is who will be the person trying to identify 
himself as the next leader. So I wouldn't want to go beyond that but they are the 
limitations of the man and I don't think you would expect me to go beyond that. At the 
moment he is the one that is entitled to be the leader and to do the job. 

RJ But is there anyone that you feel, amongst the present members of the 
Parliament, Liberal, who would make a better leader than John Howard? 

COURT Some will develop, but at the moment he was the best choice for them to 
make. I might be a little prejudiced because I do believe that I understood right from 
way back the limitations of Peacock. He should never have been there the first time and 
certainly should never have been there the second time. He was there the second time as 
an act of treachery and that's not a very good way to start. But there are some people 
there that will mature. 

I do believe that we've got to get it out of our heads that people can go to the university 
and get a degree and then as soon as they can worm their way through a pre-selection, 
that they can get into Parliament without having risked their own money [in business], 
without ever having a command. You don't have to have risked your own money but 
you've got to have a command, a responsibility [to test out your leadership skill]. 
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For instance, you've heard me before, I have a great respect for a person who's run a 
senior high school, particularly if it's in a regional area where he's very much on his own 
and he does have to make decisions. He's dealing with a staff, he's dealing with students, 
he's dealing with parents, he's dealing with the local community and that, as I explained 
to you, is why a person like Des O'Neil was a good member of Parliament [minister and 
deputy], because he'd been through those things. He had to take those responsibilities. In 
his day you didn't have telephone communications, you didn't have FAX like you've got 
today. You were very much on your own for most of the decisions you made and you'd 
tell the department what you'd done. You wouldn't say, "What will I do?" you'd done it. 
You'd say, "This is the situation, this is the decision I made for these reasons." 

Well, people are being honed up all that time and I would like to feel that we get back to 
a situation where older people are going into Parliament. You don't have to be fuddy-
duddies, just not worn out has-beens, but people.... they could be 40, they could be 50. 
You don't want them too old but they've got a performance, a performance of risking 
their own money and succeeding, or having to give commands [and take 
responsibilities]. You need the lot. You don't want a mob of lawyers, you don't want a 
mob of farmers, you don't want a mob of accountants or investors, you want a cross-
section. The whole intention of it was originally intended to be, you know, the butcher, 
the baker, the candlestick-maker, and the hope was that between the lot of them they'd 
make sensible decisions. 

RJ You did a say a couple of minutes ago that the Labor Party has had some 
outstanding leaders. Who do you rate in that category? 

COURT Well, you've got to give credit to Curtin for what he did. Now, I 
remember when I was a young man and my father would meet up with Curtin. I was 
never impressed with the man. Physically he didn't impress you and the way he talked to 
you he didn't impress you at all. But the fact is, when he was put to the test he did what 
was right, and don't forget he did what was absolutely the opposite to what he 
campaigned for, years before, on the question of conscription. Well, who would ever 
have thought that a man like that when confronted with the test of what was right and 
what was wrong [for the nation], he was prepared to stand up in the Parliament, the most 
public of all places, and move the legislation that was going to enact conscription, 
certainly not in the form that you would have liked to have seen it, if you're going to 
have it at all, but at least it was a tremendous challenge [even in its limited form]. 

Also people have misjudged his approach to the Americans. You know, he made it very 
clear that he never wanted to be judged on the basis that he was making a break with 
Britain. He made some quite remarkable utterances on this point to warn future 
generations about misjudging this, but it was a physical necessity [to do what we did]. 
The world was at war. 

As I've tried during the commemoration ceremonies of this year over "Australia 
Remembers 1945-1995" every time I speak to get this message across. It was a WORLD 
war and people who want to try and rewrite history should be reminded of this. Whether 
you fought in the Middle East or whether you fought in the skies over Europe or in the 
Pacific, it matters not. It was a global war against a tyrant who had an ally known as the 
"Berlin/Tokyo Axis": Europe and the Atlantic on the one hand, Asia and the Pacific on 
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the other. And never forget it. Now he had to make this decision and the Americans, 
fortunately for us, they accepted the invitation and the speed with which they came in is 
quite remarkable when you understand the logistics of moving that sort of equipment, 
that sort of numbers of people and administration and so on. 

So then Chifley in his rough and ready sort of a way had a basic common sense in his 
approach to things that you have to respect. You disagree with his attempt to nationalise 
the banks and that sort of thing, but under our system you've got to assume that you're 
going to have Labor Prime Ministers, you're going to have conservative Prime Ministers, 
and if you don't accept that, you're not accepting the situation, you're not respecting the 
situation, you don't believe in democracy. You might be screaming mad at the fact that 
the public put those people there but you've got to say, "Well, that's the system under 
which we work." 

Now if the people that got tipped out are any good, they'll work like fury to demonstrate 
that they can take over again, and so we do have governments of different kinds, 
whether it's State or Federal Liberals, and I've always accepted the situation that you 
respect an office. You mightn't like it, you might not even like the person there but you 
respect the office. So you go back before those times, bearing in mind, of course, we had 
a whole period when there were no Labor leaders at all that were of any great moment. 

Calwell, strange character though he is, would have been an honourable Prime Minister. 
First and foremost he'd have been a good Australian and he would have been an 
honourable Prime Minister. He'd have been like Curtin. If ever he got put to a test on 
some big issue when the interests of Australia had to be protected, it would have been 
the interests of Australia that would have come first. 

I think in that regard, Curtin is a shining light. It must have been a tremendous swallow 
for him to have to stand up in Parliament, first of all to convince his OWN people, 
because you know what happened to previous people like Billy Hughes and others when 
they tried to do what they thought was in the national interest about conscription. Curtin 
had all that behind him, and he still made that decision and personally had to then 
introduce the legislation to make it legally and otherwise possible. So I think from that 
you'll gather the test is not so much the brilliance of the man. I mean Menzies stands out 
as a giant. Whatever might have been the tests of his actual ability and his way of doing 
things, it doesn't matter. The fact is that he did it and he was there for a time which 
you've got to admit was a great period of national stability and national pride too. 

RJ After CaIwell were there any others that you feel had quality in the Labor 
leadership? 

COURT Well, don't laugh at this but if Whitlam had been better advised and had 
gone along slowly and tried to do over ten years what he tried to do in ten weeks, he 
would have been a better Prime Minister than he appeared to be. Sadly he would have 
done a lot of things on the "softly, softly, catches monkey". On the old Fabian principle 
he would have done a lot of things that I wouldn't have liked and would have been hard 
to remove. Whereas Hawke was an unashamed Fabian, as is Keating. Under that system, 
of course you know it's "softly, softly, catches monkey", the spirit of gradualism which 
is a very dangerous practice which is typified by the old story of the frog; the frog and 
the pot. 
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RJ Which you have told us about, yes. 

COURT Yes. But that's the basis of Fabianism. So 1 wouldn't give them a 
guernsey at all. 

But I tell you a person within the Labor Party who commanded tremendous respect and 
that was [John] Button. Now when I was getting involved in that Taiwan business with 
Ken, I had no compunction about talking to Button. In fact, at that time I had no 
compunction about talking to Hayden and it was on an agreed basis. I never at any 
moment had any anxiety about them taking advantage of these discussions, and I'm sure 
they had the same attitude towards me, which I value very, very highly. I think they'd 
look back on those rather clandestine type of operations as being things that were in the 
interests of Australia. They were successful and they were realistic, they were practical, 
they produced results that were in the interests of the nation. No-one's pocket was lined 
out of it. No-one was getting a cent out of it but Australia got huge benefits out of it. But 
they were two people that I had no compunction about talking to and I think it was 
mutual. 

But they were people that might not have been spectacular in their own ways, but they 
would have been people who I do believe would have given it their all in the interests of 
the country when you got to vital issues. Day by day, of course, they'd do the bidding of 
the Labor Party, but when you got to the crucial issues that were issues of a concern to 
the nation, they would have done the right thing. 

You know, what I'm about to tell you mightn't please you, but you have a test of 
statesmanship over this French testing in the Pacific, the nuclear testing, and there's no 
doubt about it, Keating intended to do the right thing from a statesman-like point of 
view. Okay, he'd have said, "Naughty, naughty! You shouldn't do these sort of things," 
but on the other hand, he wouldn't have pushed it beyond that point. I know Howard and 
his people made a big, big thing about it for the wrong reasons, thinking they could 
curry favour with a group that normally would support the Labor Party, but they'll learn 
that those people have got no basic loyalty or decency - that they'll go with anybody. 

But you see, the British and the Americans and the Germans, they could see that if they 
pushed France too far, Chirac could have easily said, "Right, I won't sign the [big 
international] agreement next May," or whenever it is that it has to be signed. The 
important thing from the world's point of view, which means Australia's point of view, 
was that that agreement has to be signed come hell or high water. 

Now the Chinese have said, "After these things have been done, we will sign the 
agreement." From the world's point of view we've got to get that agreement signed 
because that is a very important one in terms of being able to discipline your lraqs and 
people like that. Now the French have got their own reasons and they might not be good 
reasons for doing these things, but they've given this commitment that once these things 
are finished, they've finished their program and they will sign the agreement. China as 
recently as today have said they will sign but they reserve the right to do these tests up 
until they sign the agreement, and I can understand. As long as they're not doing any real 
damage, serious damage, obvious damage that you can identify to anybody, it's not a 
very big price to pay. But you would be very stupid if France had said, "Right, we've 
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had it. We agreed to this in good faith and we're sick and tired of the hoohah so we're 
not going to sign." 

Now at this moment they're still going to sign but the fact is that when you're dealing at 
world level, there are some things that are bigger than other things, and the thing that 
was the great triumph was to get everybody to agree that, I think it's next May, they will 
sign this agreement, because from then onward you have a commitment which is very, 
very binding, very binding for the big people, not to have any more testing, either 
underground or in the air. 

That's the thing that we want. From then onward we're only talking about nuclear for 
energy purposes, and that's going to get more and more, whether we like it or not. It's 
going to become more and more important as part of a total energy program, and they'll 
go into another generation where we'll laugh at the last lot, but that's still got a long way 
to go until they get to a point of being confident of the technology that they've got [to 
perfect]. But you see, this is where a big man could have got a message across to 
Australia. 

Now, I do believe Keating wanted to follow the right course but it took him 24 hours to 
change his mind, as soon as he saw a few votes around the place. He never gave 
leadership and said to people, "Now, tut tut, just hang on a minute. Just let's hear the 
bigger picture." But he didn't have it in him and very few leaders have. See, people find 
it hard to understand why Britain, America and Germany have been so restrained (and 
so has Russia) in this matter. But they don't want to let that agreement slip through their 
fingers. That's the big one which has got to be signed. Now this is the difference 
between an opportunist and a real leader, and sometimes real leaders crash, supporting 
what is right for another generation, or it might be another ten years, another decade, to 
prove them right. But we'd look very silly if one of the main parties like China or.... the 
Chinese in particular, or the French, said, "Look we're sick of you fellows. If you want 
our signature we're going to do, with what we believe is safety, what is necessary for our 
program, and then we're one of you." 

END OF TAPE 151 SIDE  
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RJ An interview with Sir Charles Court held in the Alexander Library 
Building on 11 October 1995. 

Sir Charles last time we were looking at the various leaders of the Parliamentary Liberal 
Party and the next one we move to is John Hewson. 

COURT Well John Hewson is a rather sad case. I believe that had he got elected 
he would have been a very good Prime Minister for a certain period; not for a long time, 
not a Menzies type of thing. But he would have introduced into government a degree of 
order and system and clear thinking and planning which I believe we badly need. See 
what's going on at the moment, the circus that's going on at the federal level at the 
moment.' It's just shreds and patches, you know, just masquerading as government, 
masquerading as policy. When you start to analyse it you shudder because there's no 
cohesion about the thing, there's no vision about the whole thing. It's just patch things up 
for today, not even for next week. Get today behind you and hope that you look pretty 
on the TV and that your answers were slick and all that sort of stuff. 

A classic example in England is the man that's just died, Alec Hume. He was probably 
one of the most articulate, one of the most honest, capable, intelligent Prime Ministers 
England's ever had, but the trouble is he came into prominence at the time when TV 
started to take over. He used to wear those glasses that sit on the very end of your nose 
and you look over them sort of thing, which looks odd at any time, plus the fact he had 
these high cheekbones, and he almost looked like the man that was about to do the 
Dance Macabre, or something like that. You expected the music of Saint Saens to come 
on any time. But he was ajoy to deal with both before and while he was Prime Minister 
and then subsequently. After people got used to listening to him instead of looking at 
him on TV, he was the one that made sense. I heard him at a civic reception and it was a 
joy to listen to somebody explain in simple English what a particular complex issue was 
all about. 

Now Hewson had a lot of ability, largely academic I found out. At one stage I had hopes 
that he might have had enough rough and tumble to be able to look at things with a 
degree of pragmatism without in any way neglecting his academic and scholastic 
background and the technical ability he had. When you're in this public life it's a strange 
business. I tried to explain to him once how you have to learn to think in "failed fourth 
standard". That shocked him and I tried to explain to him what it was all about because 
strangely enough there's more of those people in the world than there are people that 
have got PhDs, master's degrees and even bachelor degrees. So you've got to realise 
that's what you're trying to pitch in at, otherwise they don't trust you. I use the example 
that what the public don't understand, they don't trust, and neither they should. It's your 
job to get it so simple that they can understand it. 

We now know the story, of course, of the big program that he brought forward and it's 
probably the most honest policy ever put forward. In fact I think he would have still won 
the election if he hadn't, fairly soon before the election, bowed to the pressure from the 
people within the Liberal Party and retreated from some of the things in the policy. Just 
imagine people like me that had been out, going to Probus Clubs and taking members of 
Parliament along with me (federal members that is) and trying to educate them up to 

The Paul Keating Labor government. 
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explaining it to elderly people in simple terms, that at the end result Hewson's policies 
including GST were going to be good for the country and therefore good for them. 
Some of us had done this with a considerable amount of zeal and all of a sudden we pick 
up the paper and find that a big chunk has been either watered down or withdrawn. 
When you go back to the people they say, "Oh well, even he must be worried about it." 
That destroys all the case that you've built up. 

There was a very substantial group of people in the elderly bracket that had got the 
message that this was in the interests of their country and it was in their own interests 
eventually. So had he stuck with it he wouldn't have done any worse, put it that way, and 
at least his policy would have been intact. 

We all know, of course, you don't go into an election trying to sell a tax and it was very 
easy for the Labor Party to take that tax, the GST, and then represent that as the fountain 
of all evil. They themselves, of course, had promoted it earlier in Keating's career. Then 
when the Labor Party took a look at it they said, "Naughty, naughty, you don't do that," 
and so from then onward he had to be the great opponent of it. Be interesting to be able 
to read in his heart and mind how HE feels about it. They keep coming back to it 
because there's hardly a successful nation around the world that hasn't got a GST. Once 
people understand it they don't want it changed. They all of a sudden get the message as 
to what are the pluses and the minuses of it and the benefits and the disadvantages of it. 
You don't have to be very bright to work out that in the ultimate it's in the interests of the 
nation and therefore in your interests anyhow. 

So it's sad, but he unfortunately was not the sort of man you could talk to. He always 
used to say he wanted to get my advice on how you run things and how you run 
campaigns and so on because somebody had told him.... and this is what he passed on to 
me. He said, "You better talk to Charles Court because whatever you think about him, 
he's won a lot of elections." It reminded me of the story of Napoleon about when they 
had the deputation of generals to him because Marshal Ney had been made a marshal of 
France [in preference to them] and he wasn't a professional soldier. They had this 
deputation saying, "If you had to make a marshal why didn't you take one of the ten 
professional generals, top-class generals." So he said, "Ney's won a lot of battles." They 
said, "He's been lucky." So that's when he made his famous statement, "If I had to 
choose between ten good generals and one lucky one I'd choose the lucky one." Not a 
good reasoning, but still it was the practical response that he made at the time and with 
some justification. 

So this was explained to Hewson and we did have a long talk, only one really intelligent, 
leisurely study of how you go about these things in trying to get a good message across 
to the people. It didn't get me very far. He had this fellow Wooldridge running the 
Aboriginal portfolio, or shadow portfolio. I tried to explain to him how the man didn't 
understand Aborigines and he didn't understand the nuances of this particular thing. I 
explained to him that if he [Hewson] grasped the nettle on that court case in June '92 that 
he could come out and completely command the election. "Of course you won't be able 
to talk so much about your economics and your great theory, your pride and joy, that is 
going to transform Australia. You're going to find this repugnant to be talking about an 
issue like this [i.e. the Mabo decision], trying to get a message across. "But I want to tell 
you that the public will understand your message on Mabo and they'll understand it very, 
very clearly. They'll expect you to do the right thing by Aborigines, but they won't thank 
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you if you go and tie up this whole country of ours for years and years because of the 
indecision and because of the uncertainty about the whole thing and the fact that the 
people who need help amongst the Aborigines won't get it out of the Mabo case. A 
select few will. Then how do we know that money's going to properly used? It's not 
going to be used for Aborigines generally and genuinely the way it's going to fall out of 
this High Court decision. It will fall into little pockets of influence, and most of those 
that are going to get their hands on it wouldn't care a darn about the people that are not 
immediately in their sphere of influence. A lot of it will be squandered." I explained it in 
great detail how it works. I explained how they were the masters of blackmail. They 
don't mean to be but they're just that way. They grab what you give them and you think 
they're grateful. They're not. They don't even say thank you. In the same sentence they'll 
ask you for the next bit and it's bigger. But it's just the very nature of the people. 

It was a waste of time. All he did was to respond to my special entreaties to him about 
this Mabo issue and the importance of winning the next election and then implementing 
his major economic reforms. He just said, "Oh well, Wooldridge has my complete 
support and nothing's going to deviate me from our big package." [i.e. the big economic 
package]. So he just dismissed me as though it was a nothing, you know. 

It was that side of him that I found very hard to follow. You'd think that a man like him 
would be so intellectually powerful, say compared with myself, with his education and 
his higher training and so on, that he would be able to see the significance of having 
things running in parallel to achieve an objective. But he never did. He had this fanatical 
belief that they concentrate on that program, that program alone, and he didn't allow 
himself to get diverted. I am sure Keating couldn't believe his luck that they weren't 
fighting all the way to the ballot box on the Mabo issue. It was wide open. Had I been in 
office at the State level, to hell with them, I'd have gone out and campaigned on it 
anyhow and forgot about the package. Before very long all the other State Premiers 
would have picked it up for their own sakes. They'd have found themselves skating 
along on something the public understood, something the man in the street understood. 

Ri So when you gave him this advice, he had not actually released 
"Fightback" at that stage? 

COURT Oh yes they had, yes. Oh yes. He put a lot of work into that. Others did 
the detail, the technical detail, and a lot of money was put into the Liberal Party for that 
to be done. It was no mean package. I could understand the merit of it. I had no 
problems going to meetings. I was given the task of concentrating more on old people 
because they were the most vulnerable. They were given the wrong steer that they were 
the ones that were going to suffer most with the medicines they bought and the things 
they did, the groceries they bought with limited incomes and all that. It was a piece of 
cake to go and explain to them why they didn't suffer. The package was very, very good 
in that regard. I had no problem. 

What I did have problem with was members of Parliament - that's federal members of 
Parliament - who hadn't done their homework, or weren't intelligent enough to 
understand what they were trying to sell and they'd shy away. As soon as they went to a 
meeting (say, take a Probus meeting or something like that), they would shy away the 
moment somebody raised this question of the cost of their medicines and the cost of 
their groceries and the bread they ate and all that sort of stuff. They'd run away instead 
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of sitting down and explaining. Because people like that, I found, once they understand 
what you're on about they're the best ones to go and sell it for you. First of all they like 
to show what they know. They say, "Well, just a minute. You know how that works." 
Coming from them it's much better than coming from you because you're suspect as a 
member of Parliament anyhow. So I found that these members weren't as well trained as 
they should have been. They should have treated them like little children and locked 
them away and go through step by step by step with this thing. 

One of their brighter members, a younger member and a brighter member who is 
successful in his own right, I got him to agree to address a couple of these meetings. One 
was a Probus meeting. He was quite upset when I said, "Well, let's have a rehearsal." 
The fact that he should sit down with an old bloke like me and go through the meeting. I 
was going to pose as the chairman of the meeting and some of the people at the meeting, 
who I knew. I said to him, "They won't bite you, these people. They're nice people and 
they're predominantly Liberal anyhow. They're just wanting explanations." We tried to 
go through these obvious questions and you've got to have an answer that's simple and 
believable. The questions are believable, the questions are predictable, so you've got to 
have an answer that is believable; simple and believable. We tried to do this, and the 
first meeting with this younger-type member wasn't all that successful. I finished up 
answering the questions in a conversational way with the meeting because they wanted 
answers. They wanted to know. They weren't hostile, but they were worried - worried 
would be the word - because they'd been listening to propaganda. I finished up with a 
conversational-type question-and-answer period and not wanting to appear to override 
this member. But the next time he did a bit better, but not as well as he should have 
done. 

Now they should have all been locked up and put through a course by people that knew 
how to teach them. The army is the best educator I know - not the Salvation Army, the 
military army. They, with all their funny old ways, know how to teach. The reason for it 
is they assume that everybody failed fourth standard. It's a bit tedious for the people that 
passed fourth standard, but it's not a bad way, especially when you're dealing with 
something that involves a lot of safety [as in military activities]. 

I think there's enough on that, but it was a pity because it got to a point when I had to 
just say, "Well look, I can't help this man." Not that I had any brilliance on the scheme 
that he was putting forward, but I did have some ability to sell it. The first thing to do 
was to understand it myself. I spent a lot of time and discussing with others and making 
sure I did understand it. Some of the literature was quite good. It was prepared by 
somebody that wanted to give you a manual that you could take away, and if you were 
prepared to study it and then go and get some clarification you could argue the 
"Fightback" case. One or two of them were quite good at it. Sue Knowles was quite 
good at it. I heard her take on a few gatherings. At least she sounded as though she knew 
what she was talking about. Who was the other lady that rode to great heights. 

Ri Bronwyn Bishop? 

COURT Yes. She was the best of anyone I knew. I heard her take [on] a whole 
meeting of about three or four hundred businessmen at a luncheon. They came away 
saying, "Well that's the best we've ever heard. It was simple, nothing showy about it, just 
two plus two equals four sort of stuff, and that's what they wanted. However several - 
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weeks before the election I told people we were sunk if we didn't use Mabo. It was too 
late to redeem the thing [Fightback]. In other words we were going to lose the 
impossible, which was rather sad, because this man had staked his career on Fightback. 
You never really recover from a thing like that. However, if he'd had less brilliance in 
his profession and in his discipline he could possibly have been a better presenter. If the 
party had been as wise as they should have been, they would have talked him out of [the 
uncompromising campaign] anyhow and said, "Look sonny, let's have the broad outline, 
the vision of it, and we'll fill in the detail when you get into office," which is a reflection 
on our present system. It's a reflection on the media, it's a reflection on our standard of 
education, it's a reflection on the methods of campaigning, that a fellow like Hewson 
couldn't get his message across. It was a good message, it was a good policy, and he now 
would have walked in if he'd had some silly fairy-floss type of thing for the election and 
just gone around looking pretty. 

RJ The leader who replaced Hewson was Alexander Downer. 

COURT Well, that was an unfortunate experience, the end result of which was as 
inevitable as the track across the unfenced corner paddock. I think they were desperate at 
the time. They were still numb from what happened at the election. They'd all been 
making assumptions about their portfolios and getting all of these things ready. You 
could see it coming, and that's why I tried to warn a few of them beforehand. But it 
wasn't the nicest thing to say. You hope that if you warn people that they might get out 
and work a bit harder and maybe a bit more realistically. But I sensed that the moment 
he [Hewson] withdrew from [substantial parts of] the package in its entirety, the media 
felt they'd had a great victory. That in turn, of course, suited them because they would 
prefer the Labor Party to win than the conservatives, which is rather sad and it's 
unfortunate that we're in a situation within Australia today when you really haven't got 
democracy any more. You've got this new-found power and ruthlessness that is 
possessed by most of the media. 

It's rather sad that the ABC, which should be meticulous in its correctness and its 
fairness, is absolutely loaded to the teeth and that goes back many years when you go 
back to the Allan Ashbolt and the Aaron influence. A lot of people tried to break that 
down. They tried it in Fraser's era, but he would never grasp the nettle on it. They've had 
a number of chairmen that have been appointed to clean that up and they've all balked at 
it, instead of realising that with all the media there was, that if the whole of the ABC 
went on strike it was just too bad, and could result in a bit of sense. I'm not suggesting 
they go the other way, but it was bad if somebody felt that to do any good in the ABC 
they had to at least demonstrate a left-wing bias. Some of them do it with a degree of 
discretion. There are one or two that are very capable and I think want to be very fair, 
but they don't get very far. But it was possible to get somebody there that was tough 
enough to face up to getting it clearly understood that when you go into the ABC, that 
you're going to be there as a fair-minded professional person. But that influence 
prevailed right through then and still does. Don't forget we were there for quite a 
considerable time in the Fraser era when these things could have been sorted out. It was 
just like the industrial situation which I've told you about in Fraser's time. 

However, we're dealing with Hewson at the moment. I felt sad for the man. He had no 
feel for public life and he didn't improve. 
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Now I'll give you an example. The Liberal Party decided that the time had come when 
they should have a properly established series of awards. They'd made the odd person a 
life member or passed nice motions about people and so on, but then they decided that it 
was time they had a recognised system of awards for service to the party so that they 
were properly defined, they were official, and if you got a particular level of that it 
meant something, just like it does with the civil system of honours and awards. 

The first lot to be presented were just after he [Hewson] came into his position as leader. 
You can imagine the first group of people would be outstanding ones because there'd be 
an accumulation. Well, just to give you an example, the two women at the head of the 
list were Rita and Doris: that's my Rita and Doris Brand. You couldn't have got two 
more obvious matriarchs of the order to be the recipients. You couldn't have gone past 
them. There were others and they were all very worthy ones, some rural, some city. This 
was to be a great day. 

So they had the function in - I'm pretty sure it was in the Sheraton Hotel. Peter Jones 
was the State President at the time. There was such a response that they had to take 
down one of the dividing walls in the ballroom there because more people turned up 
than they could accommodate. Everyone treated it as they should have done, quite 
seriously. It wasn't done as part of a conference, by the way, it was done as a special 
thing to coincide with Hewson's visit. 

Well you can imagine poor old Peter Jones' predicament when this maddening throng 
there, all full of enthusiasm and all overjoyed to think that the two matriarchs were 
going to be honoured with the number one medals or certificates and things they got 
with it. He jacked up; Hewson jacked up. He said, "This is not the sort of stuff that 
Prime Ministers and leaders do." He said, "I don't do that sort of stuff." Poor old Peter 
Jones had the devil's own job. He said, "Look, you've got this mob here. This is a big 
moment. They've all paid to come here for this afternoon tea and they've got flowers to 
present, you name it. Poor old Peter tried to explain, you know, if Menzies had been 
here he would have gone out there and held his hands up and blessed the crowd. He 
wouldn't have said anything. He'd have looked at them and Moses would have blessed 
the flock and everyone would have gone away shouting, "Glory, Hallelujah!" Anyhow 
eventually Peter had to literally insist that at least he handed the certificates and the 
medals over. I think they got some sort of a medal, I just forget what it was like, but I 
know they got a nice certificate because it's in our hall at the present time. 

So eventually as their names were called out - it was the most extraordinary 
performance I've seen, almost as though he was holding his fingers to his nose, handing 
these things over. It was obvious to everybody there, and it was pathetic. 

END OF TAPE 151 SIDE B 
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COURT And what do you do with a man like that? All he had to do was just smile 
nicely and look interested and just say, "What wonderful service" or something like that 
and gone on his way. But he was so obsessed about the hardline things of political life 
that he couldn't see that he had to do that sort of thing. Now whether you like it or not 
you've just got to do that. This is where Menzies, without a lot of effort, could win 
people. A very impressive figure, of course, and don't forget 1-lewson was a good-
looking man, and he was a very impressive figure really. All he had to do was smile 
occasionally and hold his hands up in the political blessing in the Menzies tradition. No-
one could ever quite emulate him, but you can go part way to it; at least look interested 
and look grateful. 

I give you that at some length because I think that was at the very heart of the man's 
problem in dealing with the public, which was sad because he had a lot of ability and a 
lot of genuine desire to put things right, and I think he would have done. He wouldn't 
have been a man that could have stayed very long, unless he thawed out, of course. 
Don't forget there were two Menzies. There was the pre-war, early war Menzies, and 
then there was the one who was in exile for some years and then came back into being 
Prime Minister. The difference in the public appearance of those two men was chalk and 
cheese. So you can change people once they get the message, and it doesn't hurt. 

Ri But we started off talking about Downer. 

COURT Well.... I'm sorry about that. 

Ri No, no, no. That was all interesting, but.... 

COURT There's a reason for that. But they were so stunned, like stunned mullet at 
that time. No-one really stopped to think as to who was the best man to be the next 
leader. For different reasons, it was very much the situation that developed when Fraser 
came out on election night in 1983 and said, "I take full responsibility for this election. 
As from now I'm no longer the leader of the party." Now he never even went back to the 
change rooms to comfort the players that had just lost the premiership. I told him 
subsequently, at least you go back and soothe their bruises and wounds until they get a 
chance to sort themselves out. I'm quite convinced that if they'd had a bit of time to 
think, a bit of time to organise, we wouldn't have finished up with the leader we did in 
his place, because at that time, on Fraser's own admission to me when we were talking 
about it, Howard was the man for the job then. As to whether he was a caretaker type of 
job or whether he would mature in the job is another matter, but he was the one that had 
the greatest knowledge of government in its broader sense at that time. He wasn't the 
most popular man, because there'd been all this retrospectivity thing for which he got the 
blame and which really wasn't his fault. But if they'd had time to think and to organise, 
they wouldn't have made the decision they did. Once they'd made the decision, of 
course, we all had to live with it. 

But I felt the same thing would have applied if they'd given a bit more thought instead of 
some people being obsessed about getting rid of Hewson instead of saying, "Now let's 
have a think for a while. He's not going to do any harm to anybody there for maybe a 
fortnight, three weeks, a month, or even a bit longer." They might have to have an 
understanding with him that he was only just filling in for the time being. We could then 
start to work out something better. 
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Now Alexander had certain deficiencies, in my opinion, that were going to prevent him 
doing a good job. Maybe ten years down the track he would have done better. People 
used to liken him to his father. Well, that was not a good thing to do anyhow because he 
might have been a good High Commissioner and loved all that part of his career, but he 
never had any great distinction as a minister, as a leader within the government. Honest 
and loyal, a faithful hound for Menzies, but that's not being the sort of minister that 
writes his name into history. The young chap had come very much under that 
UK/European influence. That still projects itself into his approach to the job. He doesn't 
come over as a raw-boned Australian, straight down the line. Menzies looked more like 
an Australian. With all his love of the British and his affiliation of the British, he looked 
more like an Australian than Downer and one or two of those other people will ever 
look, which is strange really. 

It was unfortunate for Downer's sake, because it was going to be very hard for him to 
come back again [if he failed]. You know it makes it so easy for the media, it makes it 
so easy for the Opposition to condemn the man without giving him a fair trial on the 
assumption that he has become case-hardened and more mature and better able to make 
a judgment. What he did, of course, was unforgivable and he's only got himself to 
blame. 

RJ What do you mean what he did was unforgivable? 

COURT Well, he came over here to our State conference and made a great 
impression; he said all the right things. The next thing is he's off to the Northern 
Territory, wouldn't take advice about going into these areas like into Western Australia 
with the local Liberals, into Northern Territory with the local Country/Liberal Party 
(whatever that name is up there) and the same in all of the other States. Then you've got 
somebody to hold your hand and tell you what the policies are. 

Well, he went up there and by the time he'd left there it was a disaster, a disaster for us 
and a disaster for him. He was never, ever going to recover from that because that 
seemed to be the way he went about it. He'd make an off-the-cuff quip about something 
and it would prove to be a disaster. In public life there's very few opportunities where 
you can be humorous because if there's a way it can be misunderstood, I can tell you it 
will be misunderstood. 

For that reason it was inevitable that he would have to be replaced, which was sad. Sad 
from the Liberal Party's point of view, just as it was sad for him, his point of view. You 
couldn't allow somebody so prone to accident there. People will say, "Well he was 
entitled to a chance. He's going to make some mistakes in that big job," but the public 
and the media are unforgiving. So it was sad, mainly because of the things that he'd done 
were such that people felt that he had an incurable disease, that he was going to continue 
to drop these dangers. 

Also when you're in public life, when in doubt, be conservative. I'm not talking about 
conservative politics, but conservative in your attitude, especially towards family 
matters, things like homosexuality and all that sort of stuff. When in doubt you always 
go to the conservative line. You can always work back to the other one, but it never 
works the other way round because the people concerned are merciless and they'll never 
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let go. He was very foolish on that particular question, for instance. Then it was very 
easy for his political opponents to start raising the nasty queries regardless of the truth of 
anything, regardless of the merit, regardless of the fairness. You couldn't blame them for 
seizing on an opportunity and casting all sorts of aspersions around, which was 
unfortunate for him. But it comes back to this position of when in doubt you rarely ever 
lose by being conservative. 

RJ You said to me at a previous interview in talking about the Downer 
period, that you publicly kept right out of it, but not privately. What did you mean by 
that: what were you doing behind the scenes? 

COURT Well, I didn't want to embarrass any of the parties in the matter because 
the moment I put my bib in and make any statement, no matter how innocent it might 
be, it's seized on by the media, as though you're trying to direct the ship and that you're a 
back seat driver, or you're a puppeteer pulling the strings. So maybe I've gone too far, 
but I've been to extreme limits, even though I've been fuming at times, and been boiling, 
to keep my mouth shut. 

RJ But what were you doing privately? 

COURT Well, I would talk to the secretariat in Canberra, the national president, 
and on occasions, at the request of Downer, I'd even talk to him. 

RJ And what were you talking about, what were you suggesting? 

COURT Purely my own experience in the handling of these situations. See, as I've 
told you what Peacock used to do [in changing ground during the day]. I went to him 
with a series of actual cases where he said something on the 7.00 am news, something 
on the 12.30 news, something on the 7.00 pm news. By that time he'd gone the complete 
108°. It doesn't look good when you see it written down: "This is what you said at 7.00 
am, this is what you said at 12.30 pm, this is what you said at 7.00 pm. If you've gone 
completely around because a bit of pressure's been applied by some of your unbelievers, 
or people with their own axes to grind, you're not a leader." Well, you try to explain 
these things to them. 

RJ So you weren't working against Downer 

COURT No, no, no. 

RJ You were trying to.... uh huh. 

COURT No, I was trying to help him because we had everything to gain by him 
doing what was right. You see he'd listen to people like Wooldridge and others around 
him, you know the wets in the party; whether you like it or not we've got these dries and 
these wets. Again, you'll always find it easier to handle it by being conservative and then 
working your way back if you want to, take the brake off a bit, but you can't do it the 
other way round. Once you've been a wet, you're a wet, and you are wet because you're 
in a tough world. So he would listen to these people. Of course you listen to them, but 
you don't let them take you over, you don't let them intimidate you. You don't let them 
say, "If you don't do this I'm going to go public," or something like that. You say to 
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them, "Okay, off you go!" You'll always be in a stronger position because then they are 
in trouble, not you. They're in trouble. These people are in every party, they're in every 
group. 

RJ You have said to me off tape that you saw Ian McLachlan as a leader, a 
future leader of the Liberal Party. Do you still feel that? 

COURT I wouldn't say that now, but he was a great disappointment to me, 
because I believed that he had what it took to be a leader. See, when he first started to 
rise in influence within the National Farmers Federation, they were a nonentity in 
Canberra. Ministers treated them as a joke. The farming community's always been 
something that the Labor Party think is rich and doesn't disclose it all and that sort of 
stuff; they've got some mystique about it. In point of fact the farmers are the hardest-
working group in the community, they take the greatest risks, and a big proportion of 
them never, never even get comfortable. They just happen to like farming and they 
haven't got a lot of ability - a lot of financial ability; they've got farming ability. Thank 
God we've got them, because they do produce so much wealth for the nation, and also 
they give us another dimension by decentralisation and the like. A younger generation of 
farmers won't do it that way, they won't do it as a way of life. They want to get a decent 
future for themselves, their wives and their families, a decent education and that type of 
thing. So you're looking at a different breed of farmers, and fair enough too. Farmers 
have never been properly remunerated in this country of ours. We're starting to see the 
beginning of a new era with them. 

I used to worry while I was Premier and when I was a minister about the fact that the 
farming community have such a dangerous life, such an unpredictable life. Their wives 
and their children usually pay the price. There are farmers that have made money, 
become quite rich and quite powerful. Good luck to them, but there's not a lot of them, 
you know, not compared with industrialists. There's something radically wrong. You see 
the trauma the wool industry's gone through and is still going through. That will have to 
be sorted out otherwise people won't be bothered producing wool and it will become an 
unreliable commodity in terms of supply, and then people won't start to fabricate it [add 
value to raw wool]. They won't spin it and weave it, they'll get on to something else. But 
in point of fact if we all stopped to think, it's one of the renewable commodities that 
you've got that goes on forever. Whether you want something of a fine textile, or you 
want something that's just going to keep you warm as the case may be, it's got 
everything, it's renewable. So we've got to change our thinking so that people in rural 
areas and people in rural industries can have a decent existence and don't live on this 
hand to mouth up-and-down type of thing. All of a sudden they're talking about having a 
good season and then they're talking about drought or floods, as the case may be. There's 
always something and there always will be in farming, but I am sure it can be run better; 
will have to be run better. 

That brings us back to McLachlan. Now I know Ian's father well. He's a tough old boy. 
He looks tough and he is tough, but thank God we had these people. You know people 
that can run a station at Tarcoola as well as in some of the more lush parts of Australia, 
they've got something about them that very few people have got. So Ian really had this 
start from his father and he was brought up by the old boy that you had to get out there 
and work and you had to get your hands dirty and these things. He was a good 
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sportsman, actually played for Australia in cricket at one stage; not brilliantly, but at 
least he was selected and did play for Australia. 

But when he went to NFF, [ ... ] the federal ministers really treated them as a bit of a 
joke. They didn't have to worry much about them. Then all of a sudden this chap came 
along and as if by some magic they became a cohesive force. Then the parliamentarians 
(both sides: opposition and government and the ministers, the government itself) had to 
take them seriously and they became a feared group and for good reason. When you 
look back at their demands, they weren't unreasonable demands. They were the sort of 
demands that farmers need to make and need to have understood, so that everyone can 
plan accordingly. 

Now they set up the fighting fund, which was subscribed by the way far beyond the 
farming community. I became one of the trustees of that and it was a period that I 
enjoyed. I thought, well here's a fund that is going to enable the primary industries in 
particular, but all industries in general, to take on the worst elements in the unions: not 
the unions as such, but the worst elements that cause this country so much pain. When I 
got to 80, 1 thought it was time I dropped out and I managed to get a good successor. But 
it was good to sit back and have this big fighting fund. Now that was McLachlan's idea 
and McLachlan's leadership and his motivation so that the farming community would be 
able to take on these people who were quite prepared to paralyse our primary industries, 
especially in the export field, and meet them with a strength they'd never known before. 

I gave him full marks for that. He was the chairman of the trust and I was one of the 
outside trustees. I'm not sure whether he was the chairman, but he was one of the 
trustees. I think he had somebody else as the chairman, but he was a very powerful 
force. Also he was pretty sensible, because his attitude towards NNF was, don't forget 
this is not a fund for you to balance your budget with. This is a fighting fund for time of 
emergency, to take on real cases where a little farmer or a little truck operator on the 
wharf or something like that can't fight the union, but we can. It was very interesting that 
every time we raised our hand and said, "Look, you're not fighting this little bloke, 
you're fighting us," they backed off. Every time they backed off. We didn't want those 
little ones, but we were wanting a big one so we could use the whole force of this fund 
to say, "Righto, now we're prepared to take this to the death, to clean something up, to 
get rid of a cancerous growth, out of this country," and deal with that event by event. But 
that strangely enough hadn't given us the top-level confrontation by the time I 
retired, because every time you confront these people they back off. That's why I 
wonder why we can't, in this present turmoil, with all the [government] money that's 
been put in by the taxpayer, into the waterfront, where we're still in the same position. 
The cost of loading ships is exactly the same, the tardiness is the same, and yet on the 
surface there's supposed to be so many things fixed up. I suppose the answer is Labor 
governments can only throw dollars at the problem whereas we [the Liberals] are 
seeking specific situations to confront and clear up. 

Now the man that could do that, to my mind, was the sort of fellow you want running 
the country. You could translate that from the Farmers Federation to running the 
country. Now one of the problems of a man like that is that within the parliamentary 
circles themselves, there's immediately a whole group of people who say, "Oh, he's a 
menace to us. If he gets in he'll be so much better than us and he'll look so much better 
than us that he'll get the top job." And so he should. But unfortunately, at the time when 
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we wanted him to make his run, he wasn't prepared to stand in and take the opportunity 
to go for a higher position, or even the leadership. I doubt whether he would have been 
elected the leader. He should have been at that time, but I doubt whether he would have 
been because it wouldn't have been so much people voting him as people voting to stop 
him getting in. That's the nature of the animal you've got there in today's political scene. 
It's quite sad. That's not only on the Liberal side, by the way, it applies on all sides of 
political activity, which is rather unfortunate, so it makes it much, much tougher for 
somebody to get to the top because they're fighting against the people who identify them 
as being good candidates and therefore a threat to them. 

I remember [Cohn] Jamieson explaining to me how the Labor Party always finished up 
with a long, long tail. I think I've told you about that. 

RJ You have, and you told us last time, yes. 

COURT Yes, and see that's.... I don't know whether they've changed that system 
now, but it meant they had a long, long tail and you wondered why certain people got 
into the ministry, but they got in because that last little group were voting to keep people 
out not put people in. 

So it was a disappointment to me that Ian didn't make a more strident bid to get the 
leadership. There were a lot of people there wanting to support him, but you've got to be 
up front, you've got to be seen. You see what happened to Paul Hasluck when he wasn't 
prepared to even pick up the telephone to get a few extra votes, you got Gorton. 

RJ Do you still see McLachlan as a potential leader after the Hindmarsh 
episode?' 

COURT After the Hindmarsh thing I feel that was the end, unless you can get a 
whole re-creation of the situation and he can do things under a leader that make him 
obviously a replacement for a leader. Don't forget he gets older every time too. Once 
you get to that age - he's not an old man, but when you get to that age, in public life you 
seem to age very, very quickly. He's also a very honourable man. He needn't have done 
what he did. He stands out like a beacon in the last 20 years, doing what he did over the 
Hindmarsh thing on the basis that if one of your staff do something stupid (that's the 
British system, of course) you've got to pay the price. You shouldn't have such a dopey 
fellow, or such an ambitious fellow, or an indiscreet fellow, working for you. So he's 
probably the only man that I can recall in the last 10, 15 or even 20 years that was 
prepared to stand on that particular principle. Most people would have accepted if it had 
been explained, as it was, that it was due to one of his staffers who did something very, 
very stupid over that package. The way things are going at the moment it might be 
demonstrated that it was a nonsense anyhow, but still that's not the point. 

END OF SIDE A TAPE 152 

11n March 1995, Ian McLachlan was forced to resign as Shadow Minister for the Environment after 
tabling some secret documents regarding a planned bridge to Hindmarsh Island and misrepresenting how 
they were obtained, see Hindmarsh Island bridge controversy', Wikipedia. 
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RJ The fact still remains, if I recall correctly, and I'm sure I do, that he stood 
up in Parliament and said that he would copy anything that came his way. Did you agree 
with that? 

COURT I can't recall that part of it. It doesn't sound like him because I've always 
found him, and going back to his father, very straightforward on those things. 

RJ I'm sure he said it Sir Charles, because I.... 

COURT Well, if he did that was a foolish thing to say, particularly relating to 
something like that. But as I understand it the documents were passed on unopened 
anyhow, or uncopied anyhow. It was an unfortunate thing to get caught up with. It's an 
emotive sort of a thing. I still believe with all my heart that the whole thing was a fraud, 
but that's the way it goes and that's unfortunate, because it means that a person like him 
has for all practical purposes lost his position in the race. You'd have to have a disaster 
at the next election for him to be in a position to come back again. I don't know that he'll 
even stand again. 

RJ Just sticking with Liberal Party matters in general, what role, if any, did 
you have in Fred Chaney missing out.... Fred Chaney junior missing out in pre-selection 
for Curtin when Alan Rocher was the successful candidate? 

COURT Not much at all because I never had any real position where I could go 
along and say, "Fix this, fix that," and I made sure I never did have. I didn't regard him 
[Chaney] as being a good member for Curtin because by then it was well-established as 
to where he stood and the fact that I didn't think he was a person who was completely 
trustworthy when it came to a team game, as was proved, of course, with the attitude he 
adopted over his leader, when he was deputy to Howard. That didn't surprise me at all. 
That's the very nature of the man. It's unfortunate because he's got a lot of ability, a lot 
of natural ability that he could use. I saw enough of him when he was a young man 
coming along, to instinctively, and then by experience, determine that he was never to 
be trusted. That's bad when you get people that are so active and become very senior in 
the Liberal Party (or in any organisation for that matter) because when you can't deal 
with them with complete frankness, it's a terrible situation. Some of them are rough and 
tough, but you know how far you can trust them. He was most unfortunate because he 
could have had a tremendous role to play in the Liberal Party. I say that not only because 
he was opposed to me personally and had other ideas and other ambitions for other 
people including himself, but it didn't matter to me because there was nothing he could 
do that would affect my position. I adopted the attitude that what he'd do to me he'd do 
to others, and what he'd do to the party if it mattered. But if anyone had come to me at 
the time (let me be quite frank about it) and asked me, I'd have told them just what I've 
told you. So therefore it would have been - I'd probably use an expression such as, well, 
anyone would be better. That's a sad thing to have to say. See, you could never, ever 
trust what he was up to when he was in Fraser's government. 

RJ But did you actively work against him in the Curtin pre-selection? 

COURT Well, there was no way I could. 
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RJ You say that there was no way you could, but you privately have reached 
out over leadership crises in the national scene. Were you quietly behind the scenes.... 

COURT I can't recall anything that I did. I can well remember answering 
questions from people. Delegates might say to me, "What do you think about the list, the 
candidates?" I don't think anyone could find where I positively canvassed the matter. If 
anyone asked me a question, sometimes you condemn somebody more by refusing to 
answer, when you say, "Oh, I'd rather not comment." Well, that's probably the greatest 
condemnation you can give. [There would have been people to whom I would have 
given a specific answer but I definitely did not canvass the matter in a general way.] 

RJ What role and influence do you have, if any, in the federal Liberal Party 
today? 

COURT For all practical purposes, nil. They might occasionally ask you what you 
think about something, but you know that they're only doing it to humour an old bloke 
and they're not going to take any notice of it. I've got to a point now when I very rarely 
even respond because they're only trying to get something to confirm what they already 
have decided to do anyhow. But if it cuts across what they've worked out, the last thing 
they want is you to tell them what they should be doing. So don't get the idea that I just 
wait on the telephone for people to seek my wise advice just because I'm an old bloke. 

No, I get worried at the present time because the Eastern States' influence is more 
dominant than ever. That's not only in the Labor Party, it's also in the Liberal Party. 
They still don't understand what we're on about here. They still don't understand, as I 
said when I was in the Eastern States some weeks ago, "You know one day a Prime 
Minister will arise in Australia (he mightn't be a Western Australian, but he'll rise in 
Australia) who sees that the great future for Australia in the next generation is in the 
West. He'll embrace Western Australia, not because there's votes in it, but because he 
can see the concept of it, particularly as the Indian Ocean region starts to emerge and 
South Africa starts to take off and other places take off. India starts to take off. And you 
find all of a sudden you're not only talking about Asia, but you're talking about this 
Indian Ocean region. It's something equally as important as what Asia is. You'll get a 
Prime Minister one day that will see this and will then embrace Western Australia, and 
he'll probably be there for as long as he wants to stay, and he won't necessarily be a 
Western Australian." 

RJ We've been spending time on leadership. During your life, who, if any, 
amongst world leaders, both present and past world leaders, have you admired, and why 
have you done so if you have? 

COURT Well, there are people within the private sector, which we often forget, 
who are important leaders within their own sphere. There are those that are in the 
political sphere. You'd have to say that in terms of inspiring a nation that Churchill must 
be number one, because of an extraordinary career. He wasn't always successful, he 
wasn't always at the top of the tree, he was rejected on occasions and then came back 
and led a nation against impossible odds. So you can't dispute a man that could do that, 
whether you fiddle around like some of these modem day researchers do and criticise a 
little bit of this and a little bit of that. It doesn't impress me at all. The fact is that he, 
against the great might of Hitler, and indirectly, of course, also supported by the 
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Japanese [the Berlin/Tokyo Axis], this little island [Britain] managed to survive, partly 
because of the sea around it and partly because of this indomitable will that was 
prepared to pay the price of resistance and sacrifice. Then, of course, not only surviving 
themselves, but also joining with others to hit back and to have the great invasion that 
took place. So in all the people that I've looked for inspiration, it's always been him. 

In Australia, I've always paid due respect to Menzies because you've got to pay results to 
a man that stays there that long and is able to walk across the stage backwards and 
forwards, east and west, north and south, and still be maintained as leader. You've got to 
pay it. I've also been very conscious of people like David Brand as leaders [although you 
are now more interested in world leaders]. I always felt quite comfortable with him 
going along doing the things that he was doing. He let me get on with my job doing the 
rough and tumble stuff of getting the State transformed. I quite consciously sat back and 
said, "Well, you know Dave's doing a good job minding the shop there, keeping 
everybody happy, and I'm able to get on with the job of doing these things that have to 
be done," which is a quite different role altogether. You never had to worry about 
whether the interests of the electors, the whims of the electors, the mood of the electors, 
was being taken care of. He seemed to be able to do that with great skill. I don't think he 
was conscious of it, frankly. He was always very self-effacing, conscious of his lack of 
education, and conscious of his lack of training in this and that. But I used to say to my 
colleagues, "What the hell does it matter if what he does typifies in the public mind what 
a leader's all about and what integrity and leadership's all about." 

There was no suggestion of a bit of nonsense going on with this project and that project. 
Really it was simplicity personified. There was nothing clever in what we did. We 
negotiated tough to the limit of what we thought we could get out of the developers and 
what the public would tolerate, what the public would expect. The fact that we were so 
public about these things tells its own story. We had the West Australian newspapers 
always needling away, but somehow or other we were able to read the public mind and 
the investor mind and we maintained a good steady flow of investment. We had no 
compunction about wooing industry and wooing investment. We worked hard, but I 
didn't find that demeaning at all. We knew what we wanted, and so we were very 
fortunate to have a person like him. Now probably he wouldn't get written up in the 
books as being a great leader, but you've got to pay a fellow that starts off with a 
majority of nil and we stay there for 12 years. We get on with the job and do what we 
thought right. We get ourselves back again after three years [in opposition at the time 
of the Tonkin government and off on] another eight years [under my leadership]. So we 
must have been doing plenty of things right. 

But people are looking for flamboyant leaders that make slick statements and that sort of 
thing. I learnt better than that and that's why somebody like David Brand succeeded. 
People have got to understand that that's the art of leadership. He mightn't be conscious 
of it. It's the art of leadership. If that is what the party wants, that is what the public 
want, well, that's what they get [without losing your direction]. Maybe occasionally they 
like somebody to come along and be a bit more flamboyant and bit more showy. As 
Ruxton, Bruce Ruxton, always says, the first thing is you've got to look like a leader. 
That's all right up to a point. The public do like to see a leader that they can recognise. 

But when you boil down the Brand era, with the help of Doris, that was the message 
getting across to the public. If he hadn't have been sick, much sicker than people realise 



TAPE 152 SIDE B COURT 2043 

in 1971, we wouldn't have lost that election either. [ ... ] You couldn't compare him and 
his capacity to understand what was going to be done to make this State great. You 
couldn't compare Tonkin with him. Tonkin was an honest-to-goodness, methodical sort 
of a fellow. He even used to talk and he used to reason in Parliament like a schoolmaster 
standing up before his class. You could almost feel as though he was pointing at the 
board all the time. Very, very precise, meticulous with his grammar and that sort of 
thing, schoolmaster style. But that doesn't necessarily allow you to give the leadership 
that you want to get on and do the things that matter. I suppose when somebody asked 
me this question once before, I said, "The fact that he [Brand] saw in me somebody that 
could do that sort of thing and then let me do it was a sign of greatness, a sign of 
leadership, the fact that he was prepared to say, 'Look I can't do it, this is not my line of 
country, but here's a bloke that can do it. Let's encourage him to get on and do it." And 
it worked pretty well. 

But I've seen people throughout the banking world at the national, international level and 
in industry. It's very difficult just to say, "He is my idol." For instance, I had a great 
admiration for a fellow like Sir Maurice Mawby. Now here's a Broken Hill boy that 
understood mining towns, understood mining people, and eventually became the head of 
that great organisation. He was a godsend for Australia to counter the RTZ London 
influence. You've noticed in the last few days the fact that RTZ and CRA are almost 
getting back into bed together. Now that's exactly the reverse of what Mawby insisted 
on. So you had this break away when we had the CRA. Admittedly the dominant force 
was always RTZ because they were very powerful, they were very famous, a very 
successful mining organisation with international connections. That wasn't good enough 
for Mawby. He wanted to have an Australian identity and he worked hard to get it. I feel 
rather sad that they've reversed this now, and going back to have a hold hands type of 
thing. It's an extraordinary arrangement they've made between the two organisations, so 
they would no longer be competing internationally with one another and whatever 
success one has will flow on to the other. What the shareholders are going to say about 
that in December is going to be very interesting. I notice this morning one of the parties 
was saying it was too complicated. Once it's too complicated, no-one trusts it. Therefore 
you don't want it if you don't trust it, if you can't have it explained to you in words of 
one syllable. But Mawby is a man I admired greatly. 

I only had passing acquaintance with the mighty [Essington] Lewis from BHP. He was a 
great Australian and a great leader, was prepared to take risks. His protege, Sir Ian 
McLellan is a great man; still alive, but like all of us, getting old. But there was a classic 
case, the way - and you know all about this - Essington Lewis had selected him as a 
young man to be a developer, to be a leader. His predecessor, they weren't in that mould 
at all: capable, nice men, reasonably successful, but they wouldn't weigh things up and 
say, "Righto, the mighty BHP has to do something for this generation so that people will 
be able to look back and say, 'We made a decision that was important at this time." 
Instead of just turning the handle and eventually one day the machine slows down 
anyhow, but when you've got leaders like Lewis, and then later on you had Sir Ian 
McLellan, a company like that will keep going to greater things, and that's what 
leadership's all about. [We've seen a new look BHP in recent times with BHP becoming 
an acknowledged major international industry in petroleum.] 
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You get leadership in military circles. It's a different sort of leadership altogether, but it 
still has its moments of inspiration from people that have leadership qualities as distinct 
from just good management skills. 

RJ No-one else on the world stage who stands out in your mind? 

COURT Oh, I've really never had occasion to sit down and focus on them. I really 
haven't. I've always distinguished between good managers and good leaders. They're two 
different animals altogether. 

But leadership's at various degrees, you know. I see leadership in a local town, a country 
town. I see leadership in a church, or I see leadership in a football team. People always 
think you've got to be an archbishop or a general or a prime minister, or something in 
that era, but leadership's going on all the time. One of the things I worry about at the 
moment, the whole education system is pitched at management. We're turning out 
managers by the dozen, by the hundreds, by the thousands. An MBA is no longer a 
novelty. You go along and you see the graduation ceremony, a whole row of them there 
when they salute the chancellor on getting their degree. There was a time when they'd be 
lucky if there were two; might even be one. They're well educated. I've no doubt that 
most of them will be good managers, but very few of them, if any, will be leaders. It 
might not be the ones that have the best academic qualifications that become the good 
leaders. If we're not careful and we worship the manager and the management skills, the 
whole nation will go to sleep, the whole industry of nations will go to sleep. Everyone 
will be doing the right thing. You'll have a beautiful set of rules, and everyone will be 
doing it nicely, but the machine will get slower and slower and slower, whereas it's the 
leader that comes along and puts a bomb under it. Okay, he makes mistakes, but that's 
when you have your great successes. 

Ri Sir Charles, we're picking up bits and pieces now before we move into 
your retirement from Parliament, and quite some interviews ago I quoted to you what 
actually appears in Macquarie Book of Events, the 1979 edition, page 49. To quote, 
"WA Premier Sir Charles Court said he would grant freehold title and mineral rights to 
the Pitjantjatjara people." 

COURT I followed that up after you mentioned it once before and I can't for the 
the life of me find anything that's remotely like that. This is one of the sad things. They 
put these things down on the record and how do you get on to correct that? I cannot find 
it. I was always resolutely against it. The Pitjantjatjara sticks in my mind very specially 
because Joh Bjelke-Petersen and I tried to work on Dr David Tonkin when he was the 
Premier of South Australia. [ ... ] He was a strange man and he was always diving off at 
tangents and used to worry me because we'd go to a Premiers' Conference and he would 
come up with some idea that he'd discuss with Fraser without having checked with some 
of us that knew a bit more about it than he did. It was just what Fraser wanted, just to 
divide and conquer the Premiers. Where if you stick together on things (I'm not 
suggesting you stick together stupidly, but when you've got merit on your side) you can 
usually get a reasonable deal, at least something you can live with. But he'd come up 
with some really hairy schemes which the Commonwealth, of course, would embrace, 
but he could never see past today. 
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Now we heard - I'm not sure from what means - but we heard from a usually "reliable 
source", that he was contemplating, under some pressure, thinking that he was going to 
ingratiate himself to the electorate, to put through the Bill that old Dandy Don was going 
to put through in connection... 

Ri Don Dunstan? 

COURT Yes. Put through in connection with the Pitjantjatjara land, which is a 
huge area. I was vitally interested because the other half of the land is in Western 
Australia. So we explained to him that this would be disastrous. Anyhow he promised us 
that under no way would he proceed with this once we'd explained to him the problem 
with it, and also the problems he was going to create for himself if he gave away this 
huge amount of freehold land. We explained, "If it's freehold, who's going to finish up as 
the next owner?" If it's freehold, it's freehold, unless you're going to have some 
restrictive law or something. Anyhow, under no way would I do it. Joh, of course, was 
interested from another point of view because these things have a habit of breaking out 
like a rash. Somebody does it in one State and then all of a sudden it becomes a demand 
from people in other States. Different groups of people get their own versions of it. 

All of a sudden one day I saw in the paper that this fellow had put this Bill through. So I 
rang him up and I said, "What's happened, because you promised Joh and I that at least 
that if you were going to do something like this, you would let us know because it 
affects us all. Once you do it, it flows on throughout the whole of Australia." 

END OF SIDE B TAPE 152 
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COURT You get a chain reaction from these things that can be quite 
unpredictable. So he said, "Oh, I was under a lot of pressure." I said, "From who?" and 
then I realised that he'd had a rush of blood to the head and probably listened to 
somebody, some do-gooder somewhere and hadn't weighed it up and it was the line of 
least resistance to say, yes. In point of fact the sign of strength would have been just to 
say, "We'll have another look at it," and then maybe have a talk to me and to Joh and 
anyone else for that matter who knew something about it. So we were saddled with this, 
and this being a Liberal Premier it made it doubly hard. 

Then, of course, it was immediately after that the Pitjantjatjara people descended on me 
and you now know the story of them pointing the bone and that sort of thing. So the last 
thing I'd want to do would be to give them freehold title to it, bearing in mind the size of 
the area. It's not just an ordinary farmyard paddock, it's a huge area, and the other half of 
it is in the West. I don't know what they've got now but as far as I was concerned they 
were never going to get freehold. If there was a case we might look at some other 
Aboriginal access to it. But I couldn't see us going along with freehold. I don't know 
that it's prospered them much in South Australia, the bit they've got. I've never bothered 
to follow it up, but I can't imagine that they've done anything very great out of it if you 
knew the sort of land that it is. However, I only tell you that because it emphasises why I 
can't imagine any circumstance under which I would have promised them freehold land, 
and I am worried to think that that's now recorded somewhere as though it was a fact. 

Ri Sir Charles, in that same Macquarie Book of Events there is reference to 
Yandeyarra land in the Kimberley that the Aboriginals wanted to purchase, but we're 
going to still leave that aside because you're still checking out further information. 

To move to another point, and a quite different one, the R&I Bank was sold recently, as 
you are well aware, to the Bank of Scotland. Would you have sold the bank if you were 
still in government? 

COURT Well, this could be embarrassing and you ask me because you know the 
answer. I don't know whether I should tell you, or confirm it to you, but I wouldn't have 
sold the bank. Now let me make it clear. I believe they've done a real top-class deal. Put 
it another way, if the bank was to be sold, I don't think they could have done better, 
because they have brought in an independent banking influence of international fame 
that is particularly skilled in the sort of deals that we need more of here. So we've 
jumped right over the other banks of Australia, the old and the bold, in one hit, with 
having somebody who has an international reputation for doing these major deals, 
particularly in the energy field. Now it's not every bank that can do those things. I think 
the biggest number of banks assembled for any of the projects I was involved in was 70. 
That's a lot of banks because every one of them down the line has the right to withdraw 
at a critical moment and it can create havoc. 

We had one bank in the case of the Mount Newman project, when we were at the critical 
stage, because of some poison fed into them by Hancock and Wright, they put their 
hands up because they were an important bank and said, "Look, we want to delay this 
decision until we've done some further research. We've been led to believe that Port 
Hedland can never be developed to take the size ships that have got to go there," and a 
number of other things. So they then wanted to either drop right out or do further 
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studies. They put a high-powered team of their own, quite independent, into the area and 
they then, of course, unnerved the Japanese. 

Fortunately we were able to put a team together and with the Japanese joining in the 
team. That particular group came out with an even greater endorsement of the project 
than we'd had in the first place. So it turned evil into good. What had an evil intent 
finished up putting a seal of approval from the world's best brains in maritime fields that 
we could get from Britain, from Japan and from within Australia. I mention that because 
with these big syndicates that are put together any one of them - it could be a small bank 
- can create havoc. In that case it was a substantial bank and that made it all the more 
difficult because naturally everyone has to take a bit of notice of them. But I never gave 
that particular bank any credit for the way that they so emotively reacted to it. They were 
very apologetic about it afterwards, when they found that they'd been sold a line of 
goods by people who had a vested interest and wanted a project of theirs to go in 
preference to the Mount Newman project. 

Having said that, you can see the importance of having people that have a reputation for 
doing big, big chunky deals - not just a couple of million here and a couple of million 
there, like some small-time syndicate or some local broker. You're dealing with people 
who have got the ability and the reputation to be able to do huge deals, to underwrite 
huge deals, and become a lead bank and put together another group of banks. Most 
major projects have a conglomerate of banks and that makes sense just in case one gets 
over-stretched at any particular time. It's just plain good business anyhow. So I wouldn't 
question the decision about selecting that particular buyer. 

Also, I'd have to admit that there is a factor today that was never raised in my day. It was 
there; it was never raised. Not even the wily Townsing and McCarrey and people like 
that ever raised it with me. That was this question of contingent liability. You see it's 
questioned in this morning's paper by somebody who used to be a former 
Commonwealth Bank person, which, of course, doesn't reflect very much credit on him 
because at the federal level the Commonwealth Government has not only already floated 
a big proportion of it, but it's now going to do the rest of it. No doubt the same 
contingent liability exists there and that won't exist once the total sale is made. But in 
my day this was never raised about the contingent liability, but I'm now assured by some 
of my people in the financial world that what they say is very true. On reflection, I can 
see that even the greatest of the banks is always in danger of getting into some bother 
they didn't predict on this contingent liability. 

For instance, in 1983 and 1984, when I was invited by the American Enterprise Institute 
to go to those two seminars dealing with the less-developed countries liabilities which 
had become serious and was then a threat to the world banking structure.... that shows 
how serious this can get when it becomes an international problem because of 
indiscretion in banking and an indiscreet use of money when the world became awash 
with petro-dollars. They were farmed out to these less-developed countries, virtually 
anything to give the money a home. Then there comes a time when people want them to 
pay commercial rates for the money [and talk about repayment] and they just can't, and 
you've got a country that's in a mess; several countries that are in a mess - the so-called 
less-developed countries. 
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So I can understand that the professional people would say there is this contingent 
liability and it does affect your credit rating, because you can't ignore a contingent 
liability. It's one of the reasons why a company has to disclose its contingent liabilities 
these days because its balance sheet could look beautiful, very tidy, nice and liquid, and 
then there's a contingent liability that no-one's been told about. So these days you have 
to disclose your contingent liability. 

One of the contingent liabilities in WA, for instance, and in every State, and in the 
Commonwealth, is the undisclosed liability for superannuation and pension funds. If we 
had our way again, I would like to think that we would insist that the contingent liability 
for all of those funds would be declared and accounted for every year. At the moment 
it's mainly dealt with on a basis of paying out of revenue what you had to pay this year, 
but without accruing the liability. In my day we started the move towards this and the 
only fund that I know that we brought on to a true accounting basis was the 
parliamentary superannuation because it was separate from the other and it was 
manageable. We made an arrangement with the actuaries when they valued the scheme 
that we would progressively accrue the contingent liability - didn't do it in one year, but 
progressively accrue it. To the best of my knowledge, when I left Parliament we actually 
had got the parliamentary superannuation fund on [or heading for] an accrual basis. The 
parliamentarians didn't like the idea of it when I told them what we were going to do. 
But if I remember correctly - and I'm pretty sure I'm right - that when we did eventually 
get around to declaring it, no-one mentioned it. I felt we were being all virtuous and it 
never rated a mention. It's like all of these things. If you throw them out into the open for 
everyone to see, no-one's interested. They think, oh, that must be fair and above board 
otherwise they wouldn't talk about it! 

But see the liability, the contingent liability, for pensions in the State and federal sphere 
must be huge. The average person says, "Oh well, what's it matter. We just pay them 
when they fall due?" But it wouldn't be bad if somebody knew what they were going to 
be, say, in 2010, 2020, because we do know that the incidence of age is going to 
increase as a percentage. There have been some people who have been bold enough to 
suggest that unless we get superannuation schemes, contributory schemes, and other 
similar liabilities accounted for on accrual basis, we won't be able to meet the liability 
when the time comes, and that would be an absolute disaster. Just imagine what it would 
do to the morale of the country, and what it would do to your economy, because your 
credit would dry up overnight. 

So I understand the contingent liability, but I still don't think it would have influenced 
me [sufficiently to decide for a sale]. The reason for it is that I think you've got to have 
certain, what you might call, not benchmark, but.... I'm just trying to think of the word - 
institutions that become the rock around which everything builds. 

I know this will shock you, but I would not have, if I was in federal sphere, I wouldn't 
have sold the Commonwealth Bank. Even if it was a fuddy-duddy old thing, I'd have 
kept it. I'd have encouraged it to be smartened up and to become more competitive, 
which it could be. It's now in the cold, hard world of bank investments and it's holding 
its own there. But I would encourage these people to smarten up their ways, become 
more profitable, become more entrepreneurial, but I think you've got to keep some 
benchmark type of things that you keep in the hands of the government of the day so 
that if need be they've always got them there as a last resort [and as a watchdog]. 
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The present-day finance people would say that I'm out-of-date and that there's no reason 
why a government should own a bank any more than they should own a clothing works 
or something else. I'm still sufficiently old-fashioned to believe there's some things that 
you keep there as the rock on which you build. [Having said all that, I suppose I should 
remind myself that some governments, as in WA Inc days, could fiddle so-called 
benchmark institutions.] 

RJ I noted that you were speaking at the 20th anniversary of the Women's 
Fellowship and I wondered.... I realise being a 20th anniversary that that actually 
occurred during the Court government and I've always thought it was a Labor 
government initiative. 

COURT You're sure it's the 20th anniversary? 

RJ Yes, 1975. You told me it was the 20th anniversary that you were going 
to speak at. 

COURT Well it's the 20th anniversary then. 

RJ I always believe what I'm told. [laughs] I couldn't resist that! 

COURT That'll be the day. You go and look up your little books and your 
newspaper cuttings and your Hansards and things; I know! [laughter] 

But, no I remember the reason for it. It was an international year to do with women that 
particular thing. I picked that one up and ran with it at the time when there was a lot of 
controversy as to what we should do. People had the idea that we'd come out with some 
grand prize and it would be a one-off type of thing. We'd have a great bunfight, we'd 
have a big dinner, we'd have a big something. I argued against it successfully on the 
basis that if we did do that it would be a once-off thing. It would be gone and everyone 
would have a great time. They'd say, "Hurrah for Charlie," you know, "making this 
money available," and all that sort of thing. But in point of fact come Christmas it would 
be forgotten and next year's another year. 

So we got a little team working on it. I'm not sure who were the members of it, but it 
wasn't my own initiative. I threw them the bone to have a chew at to see what they could 
suggest and they came up with this idea of having this fellowship and it was to be a 
continuing fellowship. It was to be, by the standards of those times, well worthwhile. It 
was not just an ordinary fellowship. The first one was worked out to suit that particular 
case, but I made it clear at the time, as I reiterated at the 20th anniversary dinner, that it 
wasn't intended to be fixed to a sum of money, then you adjusted the fellowship for that 
year to that thing. There would be some when you didn't need quite so much 
accommodation and travel money; other times you'd need more. Also you'd have a time 
when a person had to stay longer on the job to get the full benefit from the scholarship. 
In other words, it had to have a great degree of flexibility. Within reason, it had to be 
adjusted to suit the particular project that was embraced. The more thinking people, they 
seemed to think that was a good idea. So we went ahead with that idea. 
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I understand when the Labor government came in later they didn't seem to understand 
the importance of it and they adopted the attitude, as they did with so many things, [the 
idea] couldn't be much good because it was a Court thing, or was a Liberal thing, which 
was rather sad. They didn't abandon it, but they didn't treat it with the same sincerity and 
the same seriousness as we did. 

I had in mind that that fellowship would grow. It would do more than just take care of 
inflation, because these fellowships, if you fix a sum of money, after 10 years, 20 years 
the fund loses its punch. With inflation it gets dissipated. So this one was intended - 
you'll find the wording that I issued at the time; it was very specific - it was intended to 
grow and be adapted to a particular thing. If the committee found that they had a woman 
that had something that was different, something special, then she was to be given more 
time or more money, more facilities as the case may be. The other thing was that also 
not having academic qualifications was to be no bar. The merit of what was sought to be 
done had to be the test. So you'll find that was clearly spelt out at the time. 

There was also another provision that could be questioned and that was, I think, once 
every so often the recipient had to be from the country or a remote area; could be the 
North. Let me make that one clear: it didn't have to come, say, every third year or 
something like that, but every so often there had to be a deliberate selection of a rural 
thing. Now in most cases they were selected on merit when they offered themselves. Put 
it this way, you might have [it that] the number of rural or remote area projects would 
occur quicker than you bargained on, which didn't matter. In fact you could have more 
than you'd bargained on in terms of rural participants. But from the look of the list it 
looked as though that had sorted itself out, which I thought it would do anyhow. If you 
got too many, or appeared to be too many from the country, well that was good, it just 
didn't matter, but at least you made sure that the selection committee sitting there for 
several years in a row would make sure they picked out somebody that was going to 
come from a rural background as far as their project was concerned. I think in the main 
it's worked well, but I think now you'll find it's getting more consideration, and 
particularly after the comments that I was able to make on that day, to try and remind 
them that this was not just an ordinary fellowship. It wasn't just a matter of convenience 
at that time, it was intended, not for political purposes, it was intended to be something 
of a meaningful nature. 

Now unfortunately people will always interpret these things as being for a political 
motive. If we'd have wanted to do that for a political motive, we'd have had a great 
party. We would have had a couple of guest speakers and all sorts of things from around 
the world and probably spent quite a lot of money on it, but purely for show, and when it 
was all over it was over. I'd like to feel that out of that Women's Fellowship, that we 
have produced a number of people who have contributed something that wasn't there 
before. 

END OF TAPE 153 SIDE A 
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An interview with Sir Charles Court, held in his home on 27 September 2005. 

RJ Sir Charles, it has been a very long time since we paused your interviews 
all those years ago for the Battye Library and for the State Parliament, but we're going 
to finish off with some of the things that had yet to be covered, remembering, of course, 
that we already have a great deal of information from you. 

Sir Charles, one of the things you told me you would like to record was the effect that 
media has in the demands it makes and also the leaks to the media as far as influencing 
government decision making is concerned. 

COURT I found it very distracting so far as the media was concerned and also 
very discouraging when it involved leaks that had come from either members of 
Parliament as such or particularly if they came from ministers. You will always get 
these people. For instance, one that sticks out in my mind in the early days of the Brand 
government was Gerry Wild. He couldn't resist the temptation to pass on a little bit of 
information about some of the negotiations that we had. And then, the next thing you 
would find, you get a question from the media or you get a statement in the media 
which obviously could only have come from somebody within Cabinet, because apart 
from myself and David Brand, no-one else would have known about it. 

These things I found very disconcerting. Dave Brand more or less adopted the attitude 
that it is part of the Parliament disease that has been there since time immemorial, and 
there is very little you can do about it, until you get somebody that you catch red-
handed that you can make a big issue of it with the individual concerned, because the 
media was very careful to try and protect its informants, for good reason: they didn't 
want to cut off their supply of information. So I found it very disconcerting, 
particularly as I used to try and do everything straight down the line. I was punctilious 
in not only keeping my leader informed but making sure that Cabinet knew what was 
going on so that they didn't have to indulge in this sort of by-play and give the 
impression that they were being starved for information and that sort of thing. On the 
contrary, they got more than they could probably absorb. In the main they were pretty 
good, but you did have some people like that that just couldn't resist [doing it]. 

The other source of information came from party meetings. Both David Brand and 
myself tried to make sure that they were well aware of why we were doing things, 
because if you're a backbencher and you read about things in the paper or hear about 
things through the paper, [they feel] that they are being neglected and that they are 
being taken for granted and so on. So we went to extreme limits to go as far as we 
could to let them know what was coming up, and in the main they were pretty good. 
But here again we had a number of people who were quite famous. 

One individual in particular became so notorious for this that he had a habit of leaving 
the party room about half an hour before the meeting was timed to finish. As he went 
out the door there was always the bit of ribald comment from some of his colleagues to 
him saying, "What are you going to leak about this time?" Even that didn't seem to 
deter this person. He was a very dangerous person because he used to be so smarmy 
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and, you know, "The greatest thing since sliced bread was Charles Court" sort of thing, 
and yet you knew that he was one that was trading information that he got in the course 
of the party room in our efforts to keep the members informed. There were others. 
Some of them were just mischievous by character and had no chance of ever getting 
into the Cabinet and had accepted it and they felt free to be a bit of a nuisance. 

Then there's the media itself, of course. They feed on any information they can get 
from any source at all, not only from members of Parliament. They'd be getting 
information from some of the people we were negotiating with, who in the main in their 
own interests were fairly circumspect, but they had employees of course who would get 
information and had to have information in the course of doing things, so just a wink 
and a nod to a journalist was enough for them to pursue the thing. The next thing you 
would be getting a question at a very embarrassing time. When you're getting to a point 
when you've got negotiations going on between the USA and the UK and Japan it's 
very sensitive and you have to handle it with great care, because there's a certain 
amount of by-play between all of the parties concerned - in that case the buyer as well 
as the developer and the producer. 

I found that, in the main, you could not have a frank discussion with some of the 
reporters. The one reporter that stood out above all others was Don Smith. I would 
trust him at any time. He knew as much almost as the Cabinet did, because the more I 
told him on a reliable, no-publicity basis, which I could trust with him and he alone, the 
better he was able to report what we were doing and why we were doing things. Never 
once did he ever betray the confidence that either Dave Brand or myself had in him. He 
was trained in Kalgoorlie at a time when a lot of Perth journalists were trained there. 
They were very insistent on the standard of - what do you call it? 

Ri Ethics? Professionalism? 

COURT No, not only professionalism. 

RJ Ethics? 

COURT No, shorthand. Don't forget there were no recording machines at that 
stage, so you were entirely dependent on the quality of the journalist's shorthand. That 
explains why so many of the male shorthand writers for Hansard came from the same 
source as Don Smith and later on, of course, that became a different technique, different 
technology and so on. He was very good because you could inform him, which he used 
with discretion. When the time came and the big announcement was to be made, he was 
a jump ahead of everybody and in a reliable, believable sort of a way. That's why I had 
such great regard for him and still do have great regard for him because of all the 
journalists I met, he was the one that I trusted most. 

Ri But, Sir Charles, that doesn't really tell us what effect that had on 
government decision-making, that process of leaks and media. 

COURT Well, to home in on that, when these things are being written about in the 
press when you're at a very delicate stage, Cabinet itself had to often make a decision 
quicker than it wanted to because we had to retain the initiative. It was not good for 
many reasons to anticipate decisions that were going to take place. I must say that there 
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were times when it did influence the decision that the government made because we had 
to avoid sinking the ship just for the sake of having a so-called victory over the media. 
It's very hard to bring it down into a few sentences, but the fact is that it was always 
there and it often made you very wary about taking certain actions if it had become 
apparent from some source, some unofficial source, or some illicit source that the media 
had got access to it. 

The worst of all these cases was Hancock, because he used to make a submission to the 
government and then he would send a copy to all members of Parliament and to all 
media of what he said to the government. He wouldn't tell the government that he'd 
done this, but it became more or less a routine after a while. You imagine that we were 
about to consider this sort of thing, trying to consider it on its merits, trying to consider 
the legal aspects of it and the impact on other developers within the Mining Act and 
similar legislation, and you would know in your own mind that all the people that 
shouldn't have the information, which was branded confidential - that means nothing 
when you hand it over to a journalist - it makes it doubly attractive. It's all the more 
reason why you had two looks at it. 

It was foolish on his [Hancock's] part. On the other hand, he would try to embarrass the 
government. He'd even send copies further afield. He used to have a bad habit of 
sending information to his mate Job [Bjelke-Petersen] in Queensland. Job suffered 
some embarrassment for that because he eventually finished up in Romania, with a 
communist government there, as the advocate for Hancock's scheme in Romania. 
When Joh found out that he was in a communist country being lauded and feted and 
wined and dined, he was very embarrassed, because no-one would be more anti-
communist than Job Bjelke-Petersen. 

RJ With both Brand and yourself, when you knew that a minister had leaked 
something to the media, what did you do about it? 

COURT I immediately talked to David about it because he was the Premier. 

Ri But what action did you take against the person involved? 

COURT Well, there was nothing you could take against him except reporting it to 
the Premier and to leave it to Dave to work out how it was going to be handled by 
Cabinet. He would come to Cabinet when it was bad enough and say, "Look, we can't 
tolerate this anymore." Where necessary, he'd make a full disclosure of what had 
happened, who had done it and hope that the Cabinet generally and the person in 
particular would have more sense than do it again. 

Ri So there was no reprimand; no, "You'll lose your ministry if you do this 
again?" 

COURT In his way, it would be a reprimand by him of the individual in Cabinet. 
As I say, most of them were not guilty of this sort of thing. They were very circumspect 
about it. For instance, you would never think a person like Ross Hutchinson would do 
anything like that. If he was uncomfortable about something, he was the sort of person 
that would come to you. But some of the others were just leaking for the sake of hoping 
that they would curry favour with the journalists concerned. They soon became known 
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to the journalists: who were the vulnerable ones, who were the ones most likely to tell a 
story, hopefully in return for some favours from the journalist, which in the main they 
never got, by the way. 

Ri In your time, were you ever suspicious of a public servant having leaked 
information to the media? 

COURT Not of a serious nature. A few cases by accident - just being off guard it 
might have happened, but never to a serious nature of prejudicing negotiations or 
anything of that kind. We had plenty of public servants who were not helpful. On the 
other hand, most of them, once they got to understand what the government was on 
about, they were just as excited about it as we were. Some of the performances of 
people like [John] Parker, [Ken] Townsing, [Les] McCarrey and some people in my 
own Industrial Development Department were absolutely exemplary. 

RJ Yes, you have told us this before, Sir Charles. 

Sir Charles, another thing that you mentioned you'd like to put on record was 
Hamersley Iron and changes in work practices and safety awareness over the years. 

COURT There was a turning point in industrial relations in the Pilbara when 
Charles Copeman took over at Robe River. I think we have a good record or you have a 
good record of the fact that he came in and adopted the Napoleonic attitude that there 
are no bad soldiers, there are only bad officers. In view of the mess he found, he sacked 
most of the people who had allowed these things to happen and allowed the unions to 
get absolute dominance of the company, to a stage when the company was virtually 
feeding the whole town from malpractices at the company's dining facilities for 
workers. I won't go into detail on that, but there was a dastardly thing they used to do 
so that they forced a huge surplus of prime food and then they threatened to embarrass 
the company if it didn't release this to the community, so they finished up that virtually 
the company unwittingly and unwillingly was feeding the town with first-class food. 
The food in the mining messes generally was top class; it had to be, and for good 
reason. 

Charles Copeman did much to completely change the attitude of the companies to the 
unions, particularly people like Jack Marks. They were un-Australian in their attitude. 
Marks, of course, was a professed communist. He was more concerned about 
destroying the enterprise than assisting it to produce more jobs for his people and 
negotiate better conditions for his people in the proper way. We owe a lot to Charles 
Copeman, I think some of which you will have recorded because, when the showdown 
occurred, I was in the extraordinary situation that in the work force, in the town itself, 
they were ringing me at night-time and bringing me up-to-date so that I could pass the 
information on to Charles Copeman because you can imagine their position with people 
like Marks and others around: it would have been absolutely untenable if it was known 
that they were trying to do this thing to restore a bit of sanity. They could see that it 
couldn't last, and if Copeman hadn't taken over, Robe River would have been out of 
business within six months at the very most. He was strong and fair and proper. 
Amongst the better workers he developed a reputation for being a good employer, being 
a good boss, and one that had not only the interests of the project at heart, but within it, 
the employed work force. That was wonderful. 
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Now, at the time, unfortunately all of the other operators didn't embrace what Copeman 
had done. BHP in particular had a manager there (I forget his name, but he was from 
South Africa) and he publicly came out and said that they wouldn't have anything to do 
with what Copeman was trying to do, that they always worked with their unions. He 
was trying to curry favour, the silly man. He just didn't understand that the unions 
would just laugh at this; they'd just treat it as weakness. His company paid dearly for 
this. 

Hamersley Iron didn't come out straightaway and say, 'Hurrah for Copeman." They 
just quietly went about the job of taking advantage of what he had done and set about 
implementing it in a different way and probably in some ways a much more skilful way. 
They worked on the idea of getting the work force to be part of the project in their 
hearts and minds, and their families part of the project in their hearts and minds. They 
placed great emphasis, for instance, on safety. They went about it in a very professional 
way. They identified what they were trying to do, why they were trying to do it and 
they made sure that the families understood it. 

Can I give you an example. They had families, even children, talking about if dad's 
safe at work he's going to come home. They had it down to very, very basic things. 
One classic example was in the railway workshops of Hamersley Iron. I don't know 
how familiar you are with railway workshops, but it used to always worry me that men 
would be working under locomotives or other railway vehicles in the most 
extraordinary, uncomfortable conditions, with maybe a light on a cord or something like 
that. They couldn't stand up and do these quite strenuous and somewhat dangerous 
things. They completely reconstructed all their railway workshops, so the men went 
about underneath these locomotives standing up in normal working conditions, well lit 
and safe. They found that any capital expenditure they invested in these genuine safe 
devices instead of a little bit on the fringes here, there and everywhere, to a point of 
reconstructing a whole workshop set-up, paid handsome dividends. They got the job 
done quicker, they got the job done better, they got the job done safer. If you can have 
people at work instead of under the doctor sick on compensation, it's part of your 
productivity. 

Can I give you one example of how they changed the whole atmosphere, the whole 
culture, you might say. They used to have - I don't know whether it was annual, but 
periodical - golf match which was supposed to be everybody from the work force to the 
executives and that sort of thing. It was sort of a community thing. The percentage of 
the wage work force was very, very small that attended these things. After this change 
of thinking and everybody being involved and everybody talking safety, including the 
families - that's important, including the families - attendance at these company social 
golf things completely reversed; the majority of the wage work force far exceeded the 
salaried work force. That, to me, told its own story because you'd got your message 
through and everybody was thinking safe, thinking in terms of good practices and not 
adopting the attitude of the boss is grinding us and the like. 

They were able to introduce a lot of work practices with their mines, with their railways 
and with their towns and so on that otherwise would not have been possible. So it was 
quite a transformation in the industrial scene within Hamersley, and of course BHP 
eventually, with a different manager, they changed a lot of their practices too. But it 
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was, to me, a very refreshing situation that developed. I think that should give you some 
idea of why the Hamersley change of attitude by the company to its work force and also 
their board authorising some expenditure that previously would have been frowned on. 
In point of fact it was profit making, if you've got a more productive work force, a safer 
work force, and a more contented work force. That was always my objective up there, 
what doesn't exist today, to have the quality of the towns and the general quality of 
community activity. 

It's not easy. When I tried to introduce some tertiary education into Karratha the biggest 
problem I had was with academics. I think they were horrified at the thought of having 
to go and live in the north when I wanted to keep people in the north, keep the young 
people there so they'd be able to get the type of education that would enable them to 
stay. 

There were a number of incidents under the system we had. For instance, BHP, in Sir 
Ian McLennan's day, they found that the people were not shifting back to the 
metropolitan area during the year that the child was going to start secondary education, 
they went back two years before because they wanted their child to get acclimatised in 
the metropolitan system and then graduate automatically into the higher classes and 
higher education, which was good thinking on their part. I remember Ian McLennan 
picked up the telephone one day while he was visiting their mine and discussed this 
with me and I said, "Well, I am with you, what do you suggest?" He said, "We'll build 
the high schools if you'll supply the teachers." I said, "Done." Maybe it was a bit 
authoritarian, but it didn't worry me at all. I just said to the ministers concerned, "This 
is the decision; fix it." The idea was to stop some of your best employees, some of your 
best families, going back to the metropolitan areas so soon when you could keep them 
for at least another two or three [years] and maybe forever, if you made the 
opportunities available. But with people like McLennan it was easy to do this sort of 
business. They were big-thinking people. I wish we had more of them around today. 

The other thing, as I mentioned earlier, and I will make it very brief, is that we had a lot 
of leaders there, like Ian Potter in the finance circuit and Sir Arvi Parbo and others who 
were basically Australian in their thinking, whereas today there is a completely new 
order of management around. Many of your top people are not as committed to the long 
haul as they used to be. In many cases their allegiance is to London or America or 
somewhere else. It makes a big, big difference. 

END OF TAPE 154 SIDE A 
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RJ Sir Charles, to move to a quite different subject. Geoff Bolton refers to 
you as "a sincere and consistent patron of culture", and that you "gave valuable support 
to the initiatives of Sir Frank Callaway" and "took an active role in fostering the 
Cultural Centre" with the Art Gallery, the State Library and the Museum. Also, there's 
a reference to the restoration of His Majesty's, which we have covered in full detail in 
previous interviews. He goes on to say - 

COURT Who was this? 

RJ This is Geoff Bolton. 

COURT Oh yes. 

RJ He says, "Without his personal involvement it is unlikely that all of these 
projects would have survived in years of tightening finances."' This is him talking 
about those projects that I have referred to. Several questions come out of that. We 
know your great interest and love of music, but arts covers a lot more than music. Is he 
right in saying that you were genuinely interested in the arts? 

COURT Without doubt. My early musical education was fairly basic, fairly 
primitive, you know, starting in the Salvos and then coming under the influence of 
George Mellor. But I always tried to be a jump ahead of the average brass band type of 
person. For instance, I had a lovely book on opera given to me. It was a very big book. 
I was only about 16 at the time, I think. I got to know all of the great operas. It was 
complete. It had musical excerpts from the basic themes and the basic musical 
influence of a particular theme and that sort of thing, especially the Wagnerian ones. 
George Mellor used to get me, when we had a new selection, say, of Wagnerian pieces 
or Gounod or one of these composers, to give a little talk to the band on the background 
of that particular opera and the characters in it and how the themes occurred in the 
selections. Probably he was unwittingly teaching me to speak in public, but I used to 
enjoy this. Strangely enough, the bandsmen, who were mainly tradesmen and labourers 
in those days - not today but in those days - they seemed to enjoy it too. Whilst they 
used to joke about it a bit, they would be interested in the characters and the particular 
melodies that occurred, who they were sung by and why they were sung by them and so 
on. 

Unwittingly maybe, or intentionally on my part, I was lifting myself into a different 
bracket. For instance, I saw advertised a number of lectures by A.J. Leckie, who was 
the top music man in Perth in those days, basically piano and vocal. He was the first 
person to be consulted by the media on things to do with music in its higher brackets. I 
saw a series of lectures being given by the university under his auspices on a [series of] 
Saturday afternoons and I went along to enrol. I think I was about 16 at the time. They 
refused my entry because they said, "This is for adults, sonny," sort of thing. Very 
patronising, "You wouldn't understand," stuff. I was put out a bit. I knew Leckie 
because I'd done "The Trumpet Shall Sound" for a performance of Messiah which he 

Bolton in On This Side, 1985, p. 224. 
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was conducting, and he had played my accompaniments a couple of times and so on. 
So I saw him there and I went and told him and he was very angry. He came along and 
said, "You know, the more young people that will come, the better." I was enrolled and 
I think I paid two shillings a lecture. 

RJ But, Sir Charles, this is all music and we know of your interest and love 
of music. What about the other sides of the arts? 

COURT I don't follow you there. 

RJ Well, what about museums, libraries, painting, art galleries - 

COURT We're leading up to that. 

RJ Okay. 

COURT Had I been in the old-style brass, I wouldn't have known a library and 
symphony orchestras would have been a novelty and that sort of thing, but in view of 
the fact that I was doing so many things involved with orchestras and the type of pieces 
I was playing when I was doing my cornet solo work and on the ABC and so on, I 
became more and more involved with these things. This is where it developed in my 
mind that, "man does not live by bread alone". In other words, it doesn't matter how 
rich you get, it doesn't get you anywhere unless you've got some finer interests, 
whatever they might be. It sort of grew over the years, with the result that when I got 
into government, although I never had the portfolio of arts or any of those related 
portfolios, I was always very vocal in the matter and was able to come along - this was 
before I was Premier - with ideas. In some ways that is probably why I got involved 
with "Blue" Robertson [then Director of the Education Department] while I was a 
minister after we announced our 1959 policy. It was as early as that. 

RJ Yes, you've covered this. 

COURT Yes. I think that's probably the main ingredient as to why I graduated to 
these things. I liked what I saw. Also, when you show interest in a particular thing, as 
for instance with Leckie and his lectures, you get invited to other things in the same 
spheres, and I responded. I found that, although a lot of the more high flying, ethereal 
types of things I was not interested in or was not able to reach, but you do understand 
the basics of it and they're all related. 

For instance, the reason why we went on with the State Library when the immediate 
pressures were such that we wouldn't have normally been worried about that, but I 
could see it was basic to the whole State, as is the Museum, as is the Art Gallery and so 
on. All of these things got their share. Had I stayed on, they would have got even more 
because once His Majesty's was out of the way I had made up my mind that we were 
going to go into a lyric theatre, but you've got to finish somewhere. We had the land, 
by the way, for the lyric theatre. All that land between James Street and Roe Street and 
William Street, that whole side was owned by us for that purpose. It made sense, 
because you had the library, you had the Museum, you had the Art Gallery. They also 
had the advantage that they joined on to the trading centre of central Perth and so the 
facilities for parking and so on that were important to the daytime trading then became 
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available to the night-time entertainment. That great ideal has never been implemented 
so I haven't the faintest idea what happened to the land or whether they even have it 
these days. 

RJ So, Sir Charles, is Bolton right in saying, though, that without your 
personal involvement it is unlikely that all of these projects would have survived in 
years of tightening finances? 

COURT I'm sure that's right. There has to be somebody within Cabinet or in his 
own portfolio, such as the Premier of course - you've got your finger into everything 
and you can influence these things where otherwise you wouldn't be able to but 
somebody has to in the leadership. Most of these things were not particularly popular 
amongst politicians as such. For instance, there was a saying around amongst others, 
and you've heard this before, that there's no votes in culture. It was a Catholic 
Archbishop that said to me on a different note altogether that there's no votes in virtue. 
Virtue wasn't the word he used, but that was the significance of it. I might think of the 
word he used in a moment. So he said, "I admire you for taking an interest because I 
realise that there's no votes in it." I think there is. 

RJ What, in virtue or culture? 

COURT There's votes in it. 

RJ Votes in culture? 

COURT In all of them, ultimately. But you've got to do things. See, a lot of 
people that laud what you did with the Library and laud what you did with the Art 
Gallery and what you did with His Majesty's, are people who were opposed to them 
anyhow, but once they see what they do and what they mean in the community, they 
take a different view altogether. They say, "That was a nice thing that we did." But 
somebody has to give the lead in it. Don't forget, most of my colleagues were just as 
surprised as you seem to be now because they'd only thought of me in the economic 
development sense, you know, big projects, more employment, more migrants, more 
this, more that. You don't realise we only made a start in it. One thing that you might 
not know, I took a great interest in the original Festivals of Perth. 

RJ Yes. 

COURT I was very involved in them. I've lost track of the present one. I can't 
even understand the brochure they put out when we try to make a selection of what 
we'd like to go to. 

RJ I've interviewed Sir Frank Callaway and he gives full tribute to your 
interest in the Festival of Perth and your support through the years, as do others, yes. 

In the sort of development that Bolton is talking about and you've just talked about, the 
Art Gallery and the Museum etc., you have said your colleagues saw no votes in this, 
but how much, once you moved them in this direction, did they come with you, or was 
it you fighting a battle virtually on your own? 
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COURT I think that some of them were converted. The majority of them went 
along with the idea just to humour Charlie. Today, the very same people have been 
singing the praises of what WE did, the great decisions we made. They probably boast 
more about the Art Gallery and the Library and His Majesty's and a few other things 
than even I do, but that's the nature of the beast. I do believe that if you take this to the 
ultimate, there'll be more votes in these things, because don't forget it includes 
education, it includes the things around it like health and other things. They 
automatically assume a different environment to what they do now; sort of things on the 
side instead of things in the front. 

It's one of these things that if you can achieve a breakthrough, it becomes a 
compounding factor. People, in the course of their education, get to know more about 
what are now fringe things but in fact should be central to the whole purpose. That's 
something you've just got to work hard on. In many ways the so-called cultural people 
- I say so-called with emphasis - were their own worst enemies, to such an extent that 
they became known by people like the Treasury and that as the 'culture vultures' 
because they just never seemed to think that if they sat down and talked with the 
Treasury that they might get a greater response than they bargained on. I had no trouble 
with the Treasury when I made the commitment. In fact, no-one could have helped me 
more than [Ken] Townsing and [Les] McCarrey. They showed me how to do it 
financially, because they believed in what we were trying to do. But I didn't go to them 
on a confrontation basis; it was just the finer things that we seek to do, and if we're 
going to do it, we're going to do it properly. 

Now you know how it was done [with His Majesty's Theatre]. It wasn't easy for the 
architect we employed and the engineers we employed because there was a groundswell 
of people working against them. The "culture vultures" would have settled for 
$2 million, as long as I gave it to them, and they would do a renovation job, a bit of 
paint, a bit of upholstery, but you never would resolve the basic things wrong, basically 
wrong at the start, with His Majesty's Theatre. It's a miracle that we never had a 
disaster there. All that was overcome, with some pain. 

Don't forget that the moving figures were McCarrey and Townsing on the financial 
side. It was a master stroke to have Townsing after his retirement working on that little 
committee and McCarrey working with him, so that when they wanted to make a 
decision on something big, it was in the interests of safety, in the interests of the 
viewers, for instance, so that scientifically everyone can see. It was wonderful to have 
the money bags in the right hands. 

Ri You told me in a previous interview, Sir Charles, that if you were in 
government today you would put Arts in the Premier's department. Why did you say 
that, and why didn't you do it when you were in government? 

COURT Well, if you just reflect for a while, I did, in an indirect way and in an 
effective way. I'm a great believer in results. I do believe the reason for that is that the 
Premier's department has, if the Premier is doing his job, influence in all of the 
departments, not just A department like Health or Education or Agriculture or 
something like that, because all of these ministers have to come to him with their 
budgets and their plans for the future, so he has a great influence. So if Arts is in the 
Premier's domain, it is also in the domain of the Treasury, so it makes sense to me. 
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By their very nature, the arts people need people that are going to take a long-term view. 
There's very few arts things where you can do a profit and loss account and show that if 
you do this or do that, you'll have more in the till at the finish. The effect of them is a 
widespread consequential effect that occurs. If you've got better art galleries, people 
will come here because there are certain pictures there and certain things that they'd like 
to see. The same with libraries and so on. 

I don't think the average pollie realises the drawing power of some of these things. If 
you get it into the Premier's department - I should make a proviso there - provided 
you've got a Premier that understands why, who wants it to be that way. Most of them 
would regard it as a darn nuisance. It would be much better to have some lesser 
minister taking the barbs and the abuse from people around them and just letting the 
water flow off the duck's back. Just putting it into the Premier's department solves 
nothing if you haven't got a Premier and people around him that see the importance of 
the total picture of government, and not only the total picture of the government itself 
but the community: a contented community, a learned community and a comfortable 
community. It's not easy to achieve, because people are not necessarily going to like it 
or understand it, but if you throw a pebble into the pond, the circles go out and 
hopefully the overall influence will be such that people will not talk about these, they'll 
just demand that certain things be done. 

For instance, I know how hard you worked on restoring films and so on, but you being 
the exception that has been prepared to make a bit of a mission of it. Most people 
would have said, "So what?" But somewhere deep down there is some very wonderful 
things, very important images of the times that with a static painting you don't get. 
With advancing science, the better the restoration of these films; the more you're going 
to recapture the personalities, the actions and the social environment that existed at that 
time. 

Ri I was curious about your thoughts about heritage matters in general when 
it can be used to stop developmental projects. You've now got the controversy over 
East Perth power station - some people wanting to see that site developed others saying 
that building must stay. You had the Perth City Council wanting to pull down the 
Council building in St George's Terrace - 

COURT Pull down which? 

RJ Council House in St George's Terrace. They wanted to demolish that 
and of course you had heritage people saying, "Thou shalt not touch it." How do you 
feel about this sort of thing? 

COURT I have rather strong views about it because I think a lot of the heritage 
people have been very narrow in their approach. They haven't been realistic and 
established the right set of values. I love to think that certain heritage things are going 
to be retained. Council House, for instance, has never been a favourite of mine. They 

Sir Charles is referring to the fact that the interviewer, Dr Ronda Jamieson, was Director of the Battye 
Library from 1998 to 2005, during which time she advocated that action be taken to preserve all of the 
original material collections, including the State Film Archives. 
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spent a lot of money on it again in restoring it so as to use it as they do. They were 
offered a redeveloped Treasury building over the road, which would have achieved two 
purposes; it would have got rid of a building that had to go because of asbestos or 
something, I think that was the main reason - 

RJ Yes, it was. 

COURT - and you would have had a very worthwhile restoration of a building 
that has got real history attached to it. I mean, John Forrest worked in there. I used to 
get a nice feeling when I worked in his old office and so on. It's an extraordinary 
building, of course. I forget how many levels there are from when I used to put the light 
out at night to walk from the Barrack Street end through to the cathedral end. If you 
didn't know your way, you would break your neck, but that's another story. These 
things are all curable. 

I do believe that there will have to be a different approach to heritage things and it will 
have to move quicker. It may be that some buildings that are being built now should 
never be built, so when the time comes that people realise that they're a monstrosity and 
shouldn't be there, there'll be marches in the street to keep them. The error was made 
when they were originally approved. I think we could be more demanding about the 
quality of what's built today. Now is the time to insist on quality. You won't get into 
trouble if you're insisting on something of quality and long life. 

It all depends also on the government of the day; what is their attitude to these things? 
The choice of people to be on the heritage commission or whatever name they might 
have is a very, very delicate one. There's no easy answer. I had divisions in my own 
Cabinet on this question of national council and heritage matters and so on. Some 
people like Ian Medcalf had a very balanced view towards these things, a very tolerant 
view towards these things. Others regarded them as they used to refer to the "culture 
vultures", refer to "these heritage people". Some of them must surely be concerned 
about some of the demands that they've made in the last 10 years, even in the last 10 
months, that get everyone's back up about the whole thing. Maybe we've got to 
redefine it: what is heritage? 

END OF TAPE 154 SIDE B 
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RJ According to Harry Phillips, during the Court Government, "political education 
was formally given a place in the school social studies curriculum and tertiary entrance 
courses. Jim Clarko (Liberal), a former politics lecturer, and Mal Bryce and Arthur 
Tonkin, both Labor members with teaching experience, were at the forefront of moves 
to heighten political literacy." I wondered about your view of political education in 
schools. 

COURT Well, naturally, I supported it as long as it was done in a balanced way. 
You know, it's horses for courses. There are some people who would completely 
distort what they consider to be good, political education and, as I look back, I think of 
people like Tom Chandler, [Principal of] Perth Boys School, and Campbell Egan, and 
one or two other teachers there. One couldn't fault their balanced approach and 
explanation of these things. There was never anything extreme or extravagant or one-
sided. I'm grateful for that, but I wouldn't really know about today's teaching 
profession. I do believe that the teaching profession is not being given the status or the 
support that it should have in view of the importance of what they do, and they seem to 
apply the same sort of industrial wrangles with the teachers and the nurses as they do 
with tradesmen and labourers. In each case you're dealing with a profession, and the 
other is a straight, identifiable trade. 

I'm all for a balanced education. I'm a classic example myself, with a mother and 
father who were ardent union supporters, loyal supporters, and at the same time, they 
were pretty balanced when the unions might be talking about things or the politicians 
might be talking about things that were not good for the country. No-one could be more 
enthusiastic in helping to carry the very elaborate union banners that used to parade on 
Labour Day than my old man, but on the other hand, extremism used to concern him. 
He was always very conscious of the fact that if Mr Rance was out getting contracts, he 
was getting jobs for his workers so, in the final analysis, he always took a balanced 
view as my mother did. They weren't without their recriminations against greedy 
employers and all this sort of thing, so we got our fair share of both, but I always 
remember coming through loud and clear that Mr Rance (H. Rance and Son was the 
name of the firm) was always respected by them because he was out working so hard to 
get new contracts so that when this one finished, they moved automatically into another 
one. I probably saw, in a rough sort of way, a balance in these things; a fair assessment 
of things. If the employer is doing something good, he should get credit for it. If he's 
doing something bad, he should be condemned for it. 

It's not possible to have an academic just set out a program for teachers to interpret. In 
the final analysis, you are going to come back to the teachers themselves, which means 
the education of the teachers is very important, the character of the teachers is important 
and the professional standards of the teachers. And you can't have that if you're going 
to have things on a highly charged industrial basis all the time - you know, "If you don't 
do this or you don't do that, we'll go on strike", sort of thing. I think the fact that all 
teachers don't respond to strikes is significant compared with, say, the construction 
workers stance, "one out, all out", sort of thing. But I do believe - and I used to say so 
at the time - that we had to try and find ways and means of treating them as true 
professionals. 

Phillips in House on the Hi/I, 1991, p.  215. 
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In my own profession, we had an element that was very strong on ethics, and another 
section of the profession was all for ethics as long as there was money in it. In point of 
fact, the people that were ethical did better in the long run because people learnt to trust 
them; their clients learnt to trust them. With most of the clients, if you took a stand on 
an ethical basis, they saw the point. You might lose the odd one but, in the main, in 
their heart and mind, they respected the fact that you had taken a stand in their own 
interests, because if you ask a client to do the ethical thing in respect of a tax matter or 
some other financial dealing in relationship with the Stock Exchange - all that sort of 
thing - you're protecting his own reputation and you're building up an asset for him 
that's going to stand him in good stead when he does come under some form of attack 
where he needs some support because of the fact that he's proven to be an ethical 
person. 

There's no easy solution. I should imagine amongst the teachers there's a percentage of 
nasties, as there is in every profession, but I always like to feel from my experience as a 
student that the majority of them are there as a profession and not just as a living. 

RJ Sir Charles, you have from time to time talked about Joh Bjelke-Petersen 
and you just did it again this morning. According to Jupp, a historian who's written 
about this time, you and Joh and, to some extent, Paul Everingham as Chief Minister of 
the Northern Territory, had an alliance based on, and these are his words, "extractive 
exploitation as the basis of staged wealth and an opposition to urban south-eastern 
reformism where that threatens such exploitation."' It's quite a mouthful. To what 
extent did you have a political alliance with Joh Bje Ike -Petersen? What was your 
relationship like? 

COURT Well, we did have an alliance because we seemed to have the same 
problems whether we were dealing with Labor federal governments or Liberal federal 
governments. We had even more confrontations with Fraser, for instance, than we had 
with some of the Labor Prime Ministers because he made promises that he didn't keep, 
especially in the industrial field, and so we had a number of occasions where we had to 
go together and confront him on the promises that had been made and the lack of action. 
In no case, I might add, did we get a result. We just got a fob-off and an excuse as to 
why something hadn't happened, but never did we eventually get a result as a result of 
the promises that were made that there would be. That was particularly on the industrial 
front but there were others. 

We had many things where we were a common force against the attitude of New South 
Wales, Victoria and Canberra that we used to refer to as the unholy trinity. They had a 
habit, regardless of the political persuasion of who was in office, of ganging up 
together. We did form common cause on those things. On the other hand I could never 
completely rely on Joh because he became quite famous at Premiers' Conferences of 
doing midnight deals with the Prime Minister of the day. 

RJ What do you mean by that? 

COURT Well, he used to have a bad habit of disappearing late in the evening for 
a long time and, by a coincidence, when the gathering would resume, complete with Joh 

James Jupp, Party Politics: Australia 1966-1981, Allen & Unwin, Sydney, 1982, p.  66 
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and the Prime Minister and so on, things that Joh had been resisting violently all day 
and all night, all of a sudden he was in agreement. Inevitably it came out that he had 
got an extra million or two million [dollars] as the case may be. It became so famous or 
infamous - whichever way you look at it - that, in future, when Joh used to leave the 
gathering at a certain time there used to be a sort of a sigh throughout the whole of the 
conference, saying, "What's it going to be this time, Joh?" It was unfortunate because 
there were so many good things about Joh, but he did have this habit at the last minute, 
having been the leader of opposing certain things, he had done a quiet deal. Usually in 
the background he'd got an extra couple of million or some concession on some other 
thing that he wanted in return for going along, agreeing, acquiescing - whichever word 
you like to use - with what the Commonwealth wanted to do. They've only got to get 
one breakaway and they could then go and use that to achieve their purposes. They 
were some of the more unpleasant parts of my political life: going to Premiers' 
Conferences and having to fight the unholy trinity. 

RJ Did you every chivvy Joh about this? 

COURT Yes, never hesitated. He'd always, you know, have a thousand reasons 
why he had to do it and so on. We used to say, "Well, we can give you one reason if 
we'd have stayed after midnight on the same line, that the Commonwealth would have 
probably had to give or else we'd have to have another day of conference", and that 
didn't suit anyone's convenience. 

RJ In an earlier interview when you were speaking of Kerr's dismissal of 
Whitlam, you actually said, "Between Joh Bjelke-Petersen and myself, we were firing 
our salvos. If he was firing in the morning, I fired mine at night and vice versa."' And 
this suggests the collusion between the two of you and daily contact between the two of 
you in this period. 

COURT Oh, without doubt it went on, and the Liberals in Canberra used to 
welcome it because quite a few of them have told me that they'd say, "What's Charlie 
going to come out with next?" or "What's Joh going to come out with next?", knowing 
that we would have worked out a strategy between us. A couple of them have told me 
that it used to maintain their desire to see it through to the bitter end and force the 
government situation. Oh, no, it was quite real. We had it down to a fine art. 

RJ In what way? What were you actually saying? 

COURT We were putting up reasons as to why they shouldn't give them supply 
because their time in government had gone. It was time the people had a say because, 
don't forget, when you withhold supply like that, it normally means they've got to go to 
the people. When Kerr sacked the Prime Minister, it was on conditions that there was 
an immediate election. So, eventually it was the people who would have the say, not 
the pollies. If it hadn't been that way, I'd have adopted a different attitude. But it meant 
they had to run an election and if Whitlam had won the election, well then, the people 
had spoken. As it happened, they condemned him and they vindicated what Kerr had 
done, but it was the people that did that, not the Parliament. 

1 This transcript, p. 1561. 
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I think I've told you before that most of what Job set out to do was good. He was a bit 
unpredictable and a bit unfathomable as to how he thought it all out. For instance, I 
don't know if you realise that a lot of the cultural buildings on the Brisbane River were 
all done by Joh. Today, everyone's singing their praises from one end of Australia to 
the other. He used to talk to me about what a nuisance these people were, so I said to 
him, "Joh, you realise that this is probably the greatest thing you've done in your time 
in office." "Oh, you can't believe it," he said. You know, he was very contemptuous in 
his attitude towards the people that had virtually - he used to say - embarrassed him 
into doing these things. I said, "Well, look, I want to tell you, you'll find that if you 
came out and spoke more about those things, applauded what you'd done," (if that's the 
right word), "you'd find that you've got an amazing lot of supporters because what 
you've done is good." I went and had a look at them one day because I couldn't believe 
that Joh had done it. Somebody in his government must have snuck under his guard and 
put them through. I don't know if you know the buildings I'm talking about. 

RJ Yes. 

COURT But he couldn't see that that was one of the best things that he'd done in 
his term of office. At the time he was very derogatory in the waste of money and things 
like that. But, in that regard, he was quite unpredictable. But it did happen in his time, 
so I said, "It's happened, Joh, why don't you go out and sing its praises and take the 
credit for it?" 

RJ What other things did you collude on? 

COURT Oh, I couldn't be specific about them, but when we were going to 
Premiers' Conferences we used to have a pre-conference meeting and decide on our 
attitude towards things. Usually there'd be one or two other Premiers that would be on 
our side but, in the main, it came down to the unholy trinity of Canberra, Sydney and 
Melbourne. 

RJ What did you think of the "Joh for PM" campaign? 

COURT It was a disaster. I made a special visit from Perth to Brisbane to talk to 
him about it, to explain that he was being fed a line of rubbish by some of his 
supporters. I said, "You know, it's all very well for what's going on in Brisbane and a 
few people around there singing 'Job for PM' and it sounds good, but you've got to 
realise you've got New South Wales with its huge population, you've got Victoria, 
you've got South Australia and Tasmania, and in those States you've got people who 
think you're a bit of a joke because of the attitude you adopt when you're being 
interviewed, especially by the ABC, and 'don't you bother about that' sort of thing." I 
said, "A vote in Queensland is quite different to a vote around the whole of Australia, 
and there are people in all States who think you're pretty good, but I just want to warn 
you, if you make a cold-blooded analysis of it, it would be a disaster for you. It would 
be a disaster for your own party and you'd play right into the hands of the people that 
you don't want to play into." 

U Why did you think it would be a disaster for him? 
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COURT Because when it became an Australia-wide vote, there wouldn't be the 
same support as he had in his own State. 

RJ But was there any feeling of yours that he wasn't suitable to be Prime 
Minister? 

COURT My answer to that is that I told him that a lot of people in Australia 
wouldn't think he was suitable for the Prime Minister. 

RJ But did you think he was suitable? 

COURT No. 

RJ Why? 

COURT Well, because of the fact that when you're running a nation, it's quite 
different to running a State. The popular issues of the day are more easy to work on 
than when you're dealing with a whole nation-wide thing - and dealing with other 
countries, by the way. We had some very frank talks about it and in fact he promised 
me that he would abandon the whole idea of "Joh for Canberra". You see, this "Joh for 
Canberra" wasn't going to necessarily underwrite that he was going to be Prime 
Minister because, eventually, when they got to Canberra and the numbers were counted, 
the politicians were going to decide who was going to be their leader. There was no 
way that could be decided in advance, and I emphasised this with him. There was no 
caucus that could meet in advance of the election and decide that Joh was going to be 
our Prime Minister. I said, "You know these politicians well enough to know that you 
can't rely on them to give effect to some of the things they might say on the spur of the 
moment of convenience." When I left there, he promised me that he was convinced that 
he should abandon the thing, but he didn't. 

RJ Did you ever know why? 

COURT Oh, well, he was under a lot of pressure from people like [Lang] 
Hancock who'd promised a lot of money for him and so on and I don't think they would 
let him drop it lightly. But eventually it was dropped, but the damage had been done. 
It's still quoted today as his worst ever decision. 

No, I was horrified at the thought because I think he had completely underestimated the 
machinery. There was no call from the other States, for instance, the National Party or 
Country Party, for him to be their leader. He hadn't established the base from which to 
work. I don't think he'd really thought out the mechanics of it. It was very easy for me 
to demonstrate to him the sheer mechanics, the political mechanics of getting elected, 
short of having a separate party of his own with branches in all the States, which he 
didn't want to have anyhow. I think he believed that he could just swallow up the 
National and Liberal supporters through to Canberra, and that was a bit hard to imagine. 
I was surprised that he hadn't thought it out because he was a pretty shrewd old boy. 

RJ I know it seems we're jumping all over the place but that's what happens 
when you're picking up loose ends. I wondered about your personal attitude to capital 
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punishment. There was no hanging when you were Premier, but neither was the 
legislation which allowed hanging repealed in your time. 

COURT I was not against capital punishment because of the mechanics that we 
used when we were in government and which resulted in a very extraordinarily diligent 
search for the true facts behind each case. I've told you before of the system we used 
and Dave Brand was meticulous in it. We all got a copy of the trial judge's report, 
which by arrangement was a very considered judgment not only with the judge 
concerned but the whole of the judiciary. It was a very considered - I used the wrong 
word "judgment" - it was a very considered summation of the whole of the evidence 
from the man that had to sit there for days, sometimes weeks, with the jury just hearing 
and seeing the evidence being given. Some of those trial judge reports were 
masterpieces; some of the language. They were quite lengthy, but in every case that I 
remember the judge had taken it seriously and given us a balanced approach, not a 
biased one based just because he'd made the decision one way or the other. It was 
really written, in most cases, so that laymen like ourselves could get an insight into the 
case, how it progressed and the evidence that was given, and how it was presented and 
how it was available to the jury. 

As I've explained, a copy of it was distributed to each minister and then we'd discuss it 
at the next meeting and then after we'd discussed it, before we made a recorded 
decision, it was postponed for another week so that they could go and contemplate the 
discussion. We'd spend hours on this: it wasn't just done like most minutes are all over 
in a matter of a minute or two. Half an hour would be a long one. But it was very well 
done and I admired the way it was done, the precedent that was established, and we then 
made our decision. 

Don't forget, the last man to be hanged,' I was acting Premier so we'd been through all 
the procedure. We knew Dave's views. We knew Arthur Watts' views on the matter 
[Attorney General]. We'd been through all of this very diligent research and the 
decision was that he had to go. There'd have been a public outcry if we hadn't. That 
wasn't what influenced it. The fact is that the result of the trial judge's summary of the 
evidence and his experience during the trial made it more obvious even than the 
newspaper comments. It was a very professional assessment. So 1 had the job of 
implementing it, which is not a pleasant thing to have entrusted to you, but it's still part 
of your duty. 

I will never forget that night - the night before - because I don't know whether it was 
by custom or by legislation, the hanging took place at a certain time on the Monday 
morning, but on the Sunday night the protesters parked on my front lawn and they set 
up this chant. All it did was put me to sleep, I must admit. So, you know, 1 don't want 
to appear callous about it, but after a while with this going on, this moaning that went 
on all night, put me sound asleep. I had the best night's sleep I'd had for ages. I don't 
say that in a callous sort of a way, but it was just the counterproductive nature of their 
protest. 

END OF TAPE 155 SIDE A 

Eric Edgar Cooke was the last person to be hanged in Western Australia in 1964. 
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COURT I don't think capital punishment will ever be introduced by any 
government in the future because public opinion is so emotional on the whole thing. 
When certain things have happened, the last thing people want is for that person to be 
allowed to live. The talk on everybody's lips is: "He's got to be hanged; he should be 
hanged", and when you remind them there's no hanging, they still say the same. That is 
the emotional reaction at the time, so I don't think it would ever be reintroduced so that 
it became law. Don't forget that in the times that it was the law, everyone did not get 
hanged that had been convicted of wilful murder. The other side of it is, of course, it 
became more and more difficult to get somebody to do the work. It's a pretty crude sort 
of a system and so that in itself is another aspect of it. 

RJ Did you ever have in your time as Premier - when you talk about these 
judgments coming to you for Cabinet to consider - did you ever have a judgment where 
the kind ofjudge's opinion was it was a hanging offence? 

COURT Well, the judge had made the decision it was a hanging offence - the 
judge and the jury. 

RJ Yes, that's the one when you were acting Premier and the man was hung. 

COURT No, but in all of them, the judge and the jury had made the decision and 
so the reports that were coming to us were a post-trial evaluation of the evidence and the 
atmosphere of the trial. It's very hard to describe because you'd assume that because 
the judge and the jury had made their decision, he'd then implement the sentence. 

RJ So what was coming to Cabinet to discuss? 

COURT Well, so that we had a complete understanding of the nature of the 
evidence, the nature of the trial and the conduct of the accused so that we could make a 
judgment. If we felt there was a doubt one way or the other, well then, we could allow 
the pardon to be given. Don't forget the pardon was in our hands, not the judge's 
decision. It was made by the judge with the jury giving their verdict. So we had to 
consider this and they were very helpful documents. I can't remember them all but they 
weren't all implemented. There were pardons. I couldn't remember which ones were 
which, but I do remember some of the more sordid ones and there was a sigh of relief 
when we did what we did. 

RJ Which was to pardon. 

COURT Mm? 

RJ To agree to a pardon. 

COURT No. 

RJ Oh, that's Edgar Cooke? You're talking about the last to hang. 
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COURT The one when I was actually in office. It was a Cabinet decision and, 
you know, there was a general sigh of relief. I can't remember anyone marching on 
Parliament or marching on my house or anything like that when it was all over. 

RJ But was there ever another case in your time, including as Premier, 
where a pardon was brought to you which Cabinet disagreed with or where in fact - 

COURT No, wait a minute. The judge didn't recommend a pardon in any of these 
cases. He gave us the material on which we could make a decision as to whether we 
implemented the capital punishment or moved for a pardon. Don't get me wrong. 
None of the judges recommended that there be a pardon. They were just giving a very, 
very balanced summation of the evidence, and the general attitude and conduct of the 
accused and the general attitude and the conduct of the witnesses, which was very, very 
important. Some of them were masterpieces of the language and very professionally 
done. 

RJ Can you remember a case when there was a disagreement within Cabinet 
about what should happen? 

COURT No, I can't. 

RJ Why are you personally for capital punishment? 

COURT Well, because it's been through all the procedures of the law and they've 
had a jury - it's not just a judge, but a jury - and then the judge has given sentence 
according to their recommendation or the decision of the jury. I can tell you that 
particular one when I was handling it, I took an unusual step, but there was a final 
protest from certain people in the public - not many, but certain people. But also there 
was an organised protest by the religious leaders and I decided to take the unusual step 
in inviting them (after we'd made a decision which was left in abeyance until I'd talked 
to these people), that they could read this summation by the judge and if they 
considered that the person still shouldn't hang, I'd take it back to Cabinet - no promise, 
but if they considered. I said, "Look, you can take as long as you like". I locked them 
into a room. There was one minister from Trinity Church down in the Terrace. He was 
always pretty vocal. I forget his name now, but it doesn't matter. He was one of them. 
There were about eight or nine of them and they thought that was very fair. 

When they'd finished their time, they sent a message that they were ready to let me 
have the answer. They said, "We didn't realise it was quite as bad as that and so the 
majority of us withdraw our opposition." It was all nicely done. These documents took 
a while to read, but they had as much time as they wanted. I wasn't prepared to let them 
take the document away, but they could have as long as they liked to study it and they 
said, "No". I never publicised what I did because that would have been embarrassing to 
them, but they said, "We've now got a new insight into it and we withdraw our 
objection." This chap from Trinity Church in the Terrace - I forget his name - he was 
the only one that had any doubts at all. 

The press were waiting for these people so they knew what I'd done. All they did was 
express their appreciation to me for letting them see the document, and they were glad 
they'd seen it and they'd withdrawn their objection, except this little bloke. He kept 
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dancing up above all these people saying to the press, "Have you got my bit, have you 
got my bit?". I thought it was absolutely obscene the way he conducted himself. Of 
course he could register if he was the only one that was against it, but he was a great 
publicity seeker. It was the only unpleasant note about the whole thing and must have 
been a great embarrassment to the others who handled themselves with great dignity 
and had considered the report with great diligence. As I say, they were masterly 
documents and a tremendous amount of time and work went into them to get them to 
the stage they were. 

RJ But you still haven't really explained why you personally - regardless of 
the judicial process - why you personally would support capital punishment. 

COURT Well, I would at that time. Today I don't have any obligation in it. It 
would be quite wrong of me to say - 

RJ So, divorce Charles Court Premier from Charles Court personally. Do 
you personally support it? 

COURT My attitude in Cabinet was that if these cases were bad enough, in view 
of the machinery we used and the procedures we used, if we still thought they were 
justified, yes, because that wouldn't be just on a flippant "Hang 'em or else" sort of 
thing, or "hang 'em regardless" sort of thing. That's not in my nature. But you've got 
to think of the public in these things too. 

RJ But forget the public; forget being Premier. Charles Court, person, 2005. 

COURT I've said that I couldn't see any objection to the basic thing, but I 
wouldn't have supported a continuation of the old method. There's plenty of other 
methods to use that were not so brutal or crude. By that time, as I used to say, surely 
we've invented some new system that can achieve the same result but without the 
anguish and the difficulty of implementing them because I don't think we'd have got 
any more hangmen anyhow. But there are other methods. Americans have not used 
that for a long, long time. 

RJ But what about the cases that do exist where people have been hung - or 
whichever method has been used - and later found to be not guilty? 

COURT I don't know of any in our time anyhow, I don't know of any. 

RJ No, not in your time, but there has been proof and you've got the UK 
situation where you had the six men accused of terrorism, which would have been 
normally a capital punishment and have later been cleared. You would have had six 
totally innocent lives taken. [Reference to the Birmingham Six freed in 1991.] 

COURT Well, I wouldn't pass a judgment on it. If they are found guilty of it, 
they should have gone. I think with the terrorism thing we're dealing with a different 
animal altogether: completely different thing altogether, because this is premeditated. 
You know, it's something that the world never contemplated, and we've now got a 
situation when the sacrifice of two, three or a half a dozen men could bring all that 
devastation. Take the September 11 incident and what we've seen in London. It's 
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premeditated. I mean they're proud of it. That's different to a murder of one person of 
another. 

RJ I'm talking about those six men who would have been killed and later 
found to be not guilty. Would that not worry you? 

COURT No, not at all, because we're dealing with a different situation today. If 
acting in good faith the forces of today deal with that, because these people are so 
different to the person when somebody tries to kill one person, or two or three people 
decide to kill one person because he pinched his mining lease or something like that. 
That's a completely different situation. This is something the world has got to come to 
grips with. I think the general position of the world today would be that those people 
shouldn't be allowed to survive because they're fanatical. In any case, most of them are 
dead anyhow from their own actions. They've blown themselves up. 

RJ But I'm talking about men who were proved not to be fanatical, were 
proved not to be terrorists and who were completely cleared of what they had been 
condemned to death of. 

COURT Well, I don't know the case and I don't know enough about it. If that 
does happen in the odd case of terrorists, I would have no worry about it at all. It's so 
serious, the whole thing. 

RJ So, you would feel the loss of six innocent lives was justified in case? 

COURT It's no different to war. Hundreds of young people get killed. I've seen 
them die in the process and no-one moans about that. There's nothing you can do about 
it because you're dealing with a war. You're not dealing with an individual case of 
murder, which is a completely different thing from an emotional and from a practical 
point of view. Just as in war you get horrendous outcomes - horrendous - and not all of 
them but most of them were innocent people. They were there but for a good cause. If 
I'd have got bumped off, it was my fault for being there. I volunteered because I felt 
strongly about it. Quite different to these terrorists. Unfortunately, we haven't seen the 
end of them yet; the worst is yet to come. 

RJ Sir Charles, you've given me your assessment of various Premiers in 
your time and potential Premiers with Cohn Jamieson, Ron Davies and John Tonkin.1  
What about your assessment of Brian Burke, who was the person who defeated the Ray 
O'Connor Government in 1983? 

COURT Well, I think it was disastrous that a person with so much potential was 
prepared to follow the tactics and the policies that he did. He was not without ability; 
not without brains. But somehow or other he got involved with the people that brought 
about WA Inc and that in itself! think was not only an error of judgment on his part, but 
it was a disaster for the State. He had everything at his feet. He could have taken over 
the great momentum that we'd generated back in the Court-Brand period and go on and 
show them how to do it. But for reasons of his own, although he apparently didn't 
understand what had been done and why it had been done [he did what he did]. 

John Tonkin was Premier of Western Australia from 1971-1974. 
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When he was Leader of the Opposition and I was there, he caused me great concern 
because he asked me a question - it's in Hansard. I forget the exact wording of it but the 
import of it was: why didn't I make the companies pay more for the infrastructure and 
that sort of thing? And I very calmly.... I remember it so well. I couldn't believe that a 
Leader of the Opposition would throw up such an easy ball to hit right out of the 
grounds, so I took some time. Ross Hutchinson was the Speaker at the time. I took 
some time - in fact, more than you'd normally be allowed to answer a question —just to 
dismantle his question one point after the other, because he obviously didn't even know 
that the companies had provided all the infrastructure. They built the towns, they built 
the railways, they were operating the railways, and they built the port, and for most of 
the practical terms they were operating the port and providing all the huge amount of 
capital. I just couldn't believe that the Leader of the Opposition didn't know that. And 
most of his colleagues were sorely embarrassed because early in the history of these big 
agreements, I had, as minister, arranged a number of DC3 tours. We used to have at 
least two a year because we couldn't take them all up in one. I think we could take 24 
at a time. 

RJ And you've told us about these. 

COURT Yes. He wasn't part of that apparently. If he'd have been there, he'd 
have had his nose rubbed in what was happening. It's interesting that until we took 
these tours up there and actually showed them what we were trying to do at the Ord and 
at the mining towns and so on, initially, before there was a lot of physical stuff on the 
ground to show, but then as the more contracts proceeded, it became easier and easier to 
demonstrate the mammoth nature of these things for which the companies were paying. 
To the best of my knowledge, he wasn't in Parliament when these tours took place so he 
wouldn't have had that benefit, but I couldn't understand that a Leader of the 
Opposition didn't know about this and would ask such a ridiculous question of the 
Premier of the day to be able to just tell the Parliament again and tell him again what 
had happened. 

Obviously, even then he never got the message of what we'd done and he got involved 
with these people who would never have had a guernsey with me, and certainly not with 
David Brand either, because they were not the sort of people that you encourage to be 
seen as calling the shots for the government. It rather surprised me. I was a great 
admirer of his father because, although he was a Labor member for some years and I 
had to organise the campaign for Fred Chaney Snr to win that seat. 

RJ Yes, and that was in '55 and you've told us about it, yes. 

COURT Yes. He had a great reputation for integrity and good sense. 

RJ This is Tom Burke. 

COURT Yes, it was Tom Burke, his father. But [Brian] Burke was a 
disappointment to me. He would have been a disappointment to his father that he led 
the government as he did into the easy path of trying really to cash in on the reputation 
that we'd built up, but for the wrong reasons and for the wrong purposes. The fate that 
befell him as Premier was obviously going to happen once he started to get involved 
with the wrong people and following the wrong policies instead of taking the hard-line 
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development policies that we had undertaken with success. Don't forget that by this 
time, North West Shelf was well known and development assured. This lovely gas 
was available to [be developed to give us] clean energy, as much as you liked to 
develop for adding value or manufacturing, as the case may be, and the community 
needs. So it's extraordinary that he followed the path that he did because he was no 
fool. He must have done it deliberately and felt that was the clever thing to do. Don't 
forget he was applauded by the media of the day. The 'West', if I remember rightly 
(my memory is pretty good, but I wouldn't be absolutely certain) wrote a leading article 
saying how good he was when he resigned to become a diplomat overseas in Ireland 
and the Holy See. 

RJ You also said about Burke previously, "I don't know whether I've 
recounted to you the way he misbehaved during the Mountbatten valedictories." You 
haven't told us this story. 

COURT Who's that? 

RJ About Burke, you said, "I don't know whether I've recounted to you the 
way he misbehaved during the Mountbatten valedictories."1  You haven't told us that 
story. 

COURT Well, he misbehaved. 

RJ In what way? 

COURT He carried on all the time the obituaries were going on in a scornful way 
and to a man that was greatly revered in many ways, particularly by ex-servicemen. 
When Mountbatten came to Perth and I made it possible for him to meet some of his 
former troops in Borneo and other campaigns, which I will not go into now, but which 
were instrumental in holding up huge Japanese forces that would otherwise have been 
tearing us to pieces in the Pacific. We just couldn't accommodate them all [i.e., ex-
servicemen who thought so much of him]. It was just unbelievable, their adoration for 
this man and what he stood for as a leader. He was a classic example of a leader that 
really captures the admiration of people right down to the lowest possible rank. We 
thought Government House would be a bit empty, but it was an overflowing type of 
thing and this is the man that he [Burke] was distorting or misbehaving while the 
obituaries were being given in the Parliament. That disturbed me because knowing his 
father, again, as I did, he would have been horrified. But he had no repentance about it 
at all. 

RJ Did you speak to him? 

COURT Well, I made it clear in the [-louse. It's all in Hansard. Regardless of 
who it was, if there was a motion being recorded of condolence which was to be passed 
on to the family, of course. My position was much different to his because I had a 
personal knowledge of Mountbatten and personal contact with him. I found him a 
tremendous person who was very anxious to help, even at great inconvenience. I found 
him very good and a man that has many things of importance to Britain and indirectly to 
us to his credit. It was disastrous how he was murdered by the IRA and I suppose when 

This transcript, p. 687. 



TAPE 155 SIDE B COURT 2075 

one stops to think, that's probably why Burke adopted the attitude he did. But it 
embarrassed his own people. At least they'd listen in silence. 

RJ When it comes to Cohn Jamieson, you've got pressure on him to change 
his appearance, with his media people saying, you know, this would make him more 
acceptable to the electorate. What do you think of that process of someone changing 
themselves? 

COURT I tried to get him to change? 

RJ No, no, no. 

COURT I thought you said I did. 

RJ No, media people gave Cohn Jamieson advice that he should change. I 
think it was his glasses and his hairstyle and that sort of thing. What do you think of 
that process? 

COURT Well, it was not for me to pass a judgment on his dress or his behaviour, 
but he certainly didn't present well. He was a fairly droll sort of a person. I think he 
was basically an honest person. I remember when he'd passed on, I tried to put the 
thing in perspective, but I found him and his political dealings to be very 
straightforward and very honest. 

RJ You have given us your assessment of him previously, yes. 

COURT Yes. But one will never stop the media doing these things. I suppose my 
people would have thought that was good stuff. But I do believe that in the election 
when he led the Labor Party, had they let him be himself - and I said this publicly - he 
would have done much better than when they tried to bring in PR people to give him a 
new image and a new approach in his policy and so on, because it was still a very big 
section of the community with the old hard-line Labor supporters. They were used to 
this sort of trade union talk and they didn't expect anything else. They didn't expect 
him to be an actor or good looking or anything like that. As you see in the union 
movement today, the people hang on his [the union leader's] every word, and if they say 
"Everyone out", everyone's out. They don't question the objectionable appearance he 
has or the way he conducts his business. I have to say that I always found that anything 
he [Jamieson] undertook to do, he always honoured. 

END OF TAPE 155 SIDE B 
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A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in his home on 4 November 2005. 

RJ Sir Charles, in our interview last time we talked about the State Library, 
the Art Gallery and the Museum. Sir James Cruthers tells me that you were responsible 
for obtaining funds for outfitting the Discovery Centre in the Museum once Hackett 
Hall was refurbished, and I wondered just what role you did have. 

COURT As patron of the foundation I felt I had a duty to do something positive to 
assist. They were having difficulty in identifying sources of funds for this Discovery 
Centre. Because it was something that appealed to me greatly as a means of young 
people, apart from anything else, being given the opportunity to make discoveries with a 
certain amount of fun and excitement at the same time, I volunteered to see if I could 
get some money from the Japanese, particularly using my old friend Ken Ejiri. I had a 
lot to do with him over the years because he was a good friend of Australia. We had 
been working together both within Australia and in Japan. He's always known as Ken, 
by the way, Ejiri, E-J-1-R-1. I forget his Japanese name but everybody knows him as 
Ken. And I asked him for the best way to approach people like Imai, I-M-A-I, whom I 
know very well. I should explain: Imai first came here in the early days when some of 
the elders like Nagano used to come here with a team of young men; could be three, 
could be four, could be six. Then I woke up to the fact that they were young graduates 
who were being inducted into the art of international communication and so on. They'd 
take the pictures, they'd keep the minutes and all that sort of thing. I said to my people, 
"Be nice to these young chaps because one day they'll be the leaders of Japanese 
industry." Of course, Imai became the highest of all the industrial positions that you 
can have in Japan. Some of those were international as well as with Australia. So I 
used Ken Ejiri to make contact, to sound them out to see whether they'd be interested. 

I cannot give you the exact details of the amount of money they contributed, but 
obviously they gave what was wanted. We arranged at some other time for one of them 
to come and have a look at it when they were in Perth. I'm not quite sure which one but 
the foundation could get that information. I thought it was something that would appeal 
to the Japanese. Naturally, we gave them all the background of it and how Hackett Hall 
had been restored by Richard's government. Hey presto, what you see now is what 
came out of it. 

Don't forget, I had had a lot of communication with the Japanese, even long after I 
dropped out of Parliament because I had established a very interesting situation on a 
very wide field, not only in steel in Japan, and I found it quite rewarding. I think it was 
reciprocated by them in some of the letters that Imai has written in the meantime and 
others have written. But I've always felt that if I wanted to make a contact in Japan to 
get into a wider field between Ejiri and Imai, there was a door opener that could be of 
considerable use. I have introduced them to others from time to time, not with any 
financial gain or a commercial interest but purely something that was good for our two 
countries. 

I think you have the record there that we worked very hard at the beginning - once we'd 
decided we were going to try and trade with Japan - that we would develop a personal 
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contact. Not just a commercial or industrial contact, but a personal contact because that 
opened more doors than anything else. You might do a deal which opens the door for 
one deal but it does not have any continuing benefit. We made some very strong 
friendships with people of some purpose and influence in Japan. Because of the way 
we went about it, which was so different to Canberra, we always had a smoother 
relationship with Japan, regardless of what government was in power in Canberra. We 
used this to advantage from time to time and bypassed the system, much to the 
annoyance of Mr Whitlam, who forbade State Premiers to have direct contact with 
government ministers, government employees, except through an appointment arranged 
by the ambassador at which the ambassador had to attend. 

I don't know if you'd like to know what we did with that, but we found our way of 
getting around it. On one memorable occasion, we weren't getting very far over 
something that we wanted because the federal government, whether it was Whitlam or 
anyone else, objected to the States having these good relations, and relations in 
considerable depth, not only with industry and commerce but with government 
ministers. This order went out that forbade us to make appointments directly with 
government ministers, Prime Ministers and others. But on this occasion I went up and 
we had one of these formal meetings with the Prime Minister, who then presented me 
with a nice, large portrait of himself duly autographed and so on because I'd known him 
when he was a minister some years before. We had a very friendly meeting, exchanged 
greetings, "How were our families and how was this and how was that", you know. The 
ambassador was quite pleased about it all. He thought that we'd done what Mr Whitlam 
told him. The Prime Minister was absolutely superb the way he played his part because 
he knew the story. So after all that was over, I handed the ambassador privately a copy 
of a press release I was making the next day. He just couldn't believe it. I said, "Well, 
there it is and we're going to make that statement. As a matter of courtesy I thought I'd 
let you have a copy of it and it's all been negotiated." What he didn't know was that I'd 
had dinner with the Prime Minister the night before. 

That's typical of the sort of relationship that we had. I think it was in the interests of 
not only WA but the interests of Australia. I don't know about today but for many 
years the federal government tried to develop this very straight-laced, formal type of 
approach on everything. When you're dealing with things like industry and commerce 
and finance, it doesn't work. You've got to have real people talking to real people. 
Usually, in most countries, there's somebody you can find that understands and they can 
sense whether you're genuine and vice versa. But I have to say that I cannot find a 
single example of when they [the Japanese] misled me in our discussions. The advice 
they gave me always rang true. 

RJ Sir Charles, in reviewing your previous interviews, this relationship that 
was established with Japan was extremely important, but what I could not get a feel for 
was how it all started. We have you coming into government and being the Minister for 
Industrial Development. We have your keen interest in development and the 
development of the north. But that process of reaching out to Japan to see if the steel 
mills would be interested in Western Australian iron ore and this sort of thing, what was 
the first step? Where did it start and how did it start? 

COURT We first of all sought people in Japan in the steel industry, bearing in 
mind Japan had more steel companies than they do today. Nippon steel grew out of a 
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number of things like Fuji Iron and so on. We invited them and suggested they come 
and see us and we would go and see them, in a very nebulous sort of a way. There was 
no specific agreement that was under negotiation. It was just purely trying to work out 
the conditions under which they would be prepared to buy. 

RJ Who's the "we"? 

COURT Me mainly, but David Brand and the Minister for Mines were also 
involved. 

RJ Arthur Griffith. 

COURT Arthur Griffith. We'd resolved that we would further these discussions 
and negotiations. You have to remember that I was in a rather unusual situation 
because I had been in the army that was fighting the Japanese in Bougainville for the 
whole of the Australian campaign there. When the surrender took place, General 
Savige sent me down with a force of less than 100 infantrymen to disarm a force of 
20000. 

RJ Yes, and that's on the record. 

COURT You know all about that. 

RJ Yes. 

COURT We were very firm with them, but there was no point in being cruel or 
anything like that about it. We just wanted to get the job done. We wanted to get them 
disarmed with their weapons and their ammunition - everything at the bottom of the 
deep, deep sea there. We wanted to get them dispersed so as to break their command 
system. Above all, we wanted to get them shipped back to Japan. We didn't agree to 
feed them or provide them discipline or medicine or anything like that because if we 
made them too comfortable, they mightn't try hard enough to get back [to Japan]. 

RJ Yes, and that's all on the record too. 

COURT Eventually they went back quickly with disarmed warships and that sort 
of thing. 

I found when I started to go to Japan that they knew more about the way I'd done this 
than I'd bargained on. You'd think it was a military thing that would be of no import to 
anybody, but I found that word had trickled through from General Kanda, who was in 
charge of the navy and army forces and others, and that seemed to have its effect. I 
found that we had no difficulty in getting into some of the very top brass there and they 
were tough negotiators but I found them reasonably helpful. 

For instance, when we were negotiating the natural gas, it was they that showed me how 
we could get a breakthrough. We'd been months and months and months. It was 
always going to be tomorrow when the negotiations with the oil companies and others 
would take place, but it never happened until they explained to me this system of 
"sellers' helpers". By this time I'd seen the sellers' helpers working with the iron ore 
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industry. Whilst we might think it's a funny system (how could you have a seller's 
helper?) we found it worked; hence the Japanese investment in the Pilbara and things 
like that that eased the way and established above all confidence in our administration 
and a frankness that I don't think the eastern States had received. They did keep us 
informed about what their geologists were doing before the agreements were signed and 
all this sort of thing. There's nothing I can recall where they ever tried to mislead us at 
all. 

We fostered this and whether they were in our State or whether we were there, we kept 
working on the people that had influence there and some of the people that didn't have 
so much influence directly in making decisions but they did have contact with the 
people that made the decisions, people like Mochi Nango, for instance. He'd been 
educated in England before the war and got his engineering degree in England before 
the war and his father brought him back when the war was about to happen. He and his 
colleagues spent a lot of time in WA. We did an unusual thing and that was we invited 
them into our homes and that worked like a charm. In Japan in those days, very 
reluctantly would they invite you into their homes. The reason being that they didn't 
have very stately type of homes even though some of them had high-ranking positions. 
If you ever got invited into their homes, it was a good sign because you'd made the 
grade. They were prepared to let you see how they lived and what they did and so on. 
Nango and his mate, Watanabe, had lunch at our place one weekend and the boys, being 
what they are, had their own communication with both Nango and Watanabe, which 
wouldn't have taken place in Japan in a thousand years. They [the boys] eventually 
finished up having told them all about their boats that they'd built on the back veranda 
and in the shed: "Now would you like to come down and see us sail them?". 

RJ And that's also on record, Sir Charles. We have recorded that before. 

COURT Yes, that's part of this build-up. I got the nicest letter from Watanabe 
saying that it gave him a completely new look on Australia, how there was this freedom 
of communication between the father and sons but without any lack of respect. It was a 
nice letter; it was really nice. That was important because Watanabe, more so than 
Mochi Nango, had an entree into the more senior people in the Japanese iron ore 
industry, steel industry and other industries. I just give you this as an example of why 
we were working all the time on this. 

I don't think anyone in Canberra, including their ambassador, ever had this in-depth 
relationship with industry and commerce and finance as distinct from the government. 
They might have had good contacts with government ministers and all that sort of thing, 
but in the final analysis, don't forget, the people that are going to sign the agreements to 
import iron ore or wheat or wool, or anything else for that matter, were the people in the 
actual industries themselves, not the governments. So it's part of the story. 

One could go on with similar incidences as to how we gradually built up this. Probably 
I spent more time - in fact, I did spend more time with any of them both there and here 
than did, say, Arthur Griffith or David Brand. It was all part of our scheme and part of 
our deliberate plan. 

RJ To start at the very beginning, you said that you were able to get 
appointments, to your surprise, relatively easily. I know as minister (there's a record of 
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this) you reached out all over the place and you were reaching out to Europe and 
anywhere you thought there might be a potential for Western Australia. But was this a 
question of David Brand as Premier writing direct to the head of a steel corporation and 
asking for an appointment? 

COURT He wrote, as was proper, to establish that we wanted to do business with 
them and we wanted to establish a basis of doing business. 

RJ So that was set out in the preliminary approach? 

COURT In the letter between Arthur Griffith himself and myself at work with 
him. Out of that came results, invitations to visit and the suggestion of the sort of 
people like Nagano that were going to come down here. They mainly sent old people in 
the early days. There was good reason for that because of the war. We naturally treated 
them with respect and made sure that while they were here they got introduced to 
people that mattered in our own industry and commerce and our mining people, because 
we had every reason to get them to feel comfortable here. We had many direct 
discussions with the Chamber of Commerce, the Chamber of Industry and the 
Employers' Federation (which were three separate bodies at the time) to make sure that 
they did the right thing. 

It might feel strange to you that there were still people in the government, in industry 
and commerce, that had a certain amount of resentment because of the war. For 
instance, we had one minister who had been a prisoner of war so you wouldn't expect 
him to be very cheerful about it, but he was very good. 

RJ What were your own feelings because you'd seen the suffering of war 
too? 

COURT I had adopted the attitude when I looked at history that the war was over. 
I'd had the unique experience of taking them into captivity and disarming them and so 
on, in addition to my experience of the actual conflict itself. Naturally, one felt very 
strongly about them as at the time of operations. But when the peace was signed, and 
they had gone along so well with the surrender and disarming with my little force (1 
didn't have any trouble at all with them), then I remembered over the centuries there'd 
been horrendous wars in Europe between, say, Britain and Germany and other 
countries. Somehow or other they learnt how to trade when it was over, otherwise the 
whole thing would come to a stop. They had developed these relationships that had got 
warmer and warmer and sometimes former allies became enemies and former enemies 
became allies. 

There was a significant incident that occurred, which you might have already got. 
When I'd finished my job of disarming and dispersing the Japanese, the army did one of 
those things that's rather strange. They sent a brigade commander down, together with 
a brigade, to be the guardians - I'm trying to think of the right word. Anyhow the 
caretaker force. I'll think of the right word in a minute. Brigadier Potts, who I knew 
extremely well (he was a great fighting commander) thought it was a bit of a joke that 
me, with my little band of 100 men, [chuckles] had disarmed the fully armed people and 
so on and now he was sent down with a brigade. He only brought 1000. He didn't 
bring the whole brigade down because it would have been absolutely ludicrous because 
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they had to be fed and everything. I was introducing him to the various commanders 
where they'd been dispersed onto a series of small islands. Potts was a great soldier. 
He was in World War I and in World War II. He was a real fighting sort of a brigadier 
and, before that, battalion commander, company commander and in the ranks. In a wry 
sort of a way, I tried to explain to the Japanese that Potts, who was coming down to take 
over from me, was one of the few commanders we couldn't convince that the war was 
over. In other words, painted a picture of a fairly fiery sort of a brigadier. 

Anyhow, I took Potts around to introduce him to the generals and the admirals and the 
various units that we had split them up into. Anyhow, he held a parade of senior 
officers and inspected them, as was right and proper to do. [chuckles] When the parade 
was over, he stood back and congratulated them on a good show because they had their 
interpreters working, you see. I could have killed him. I said, "Oh, fair go. I've been 
building this up for a long time." It was very interesting that, emotionally, it was a 
much more meaningful for him than I thought it would be. In the course, he found one 
of their officers was wearing some of the same [Allied] ribbons as he was wearing. 
Potts immediately thought it was a bit of a stunt, you see, and he pointed this out. The 
fellow, who was a naval commander, said, "You realise, sir, we were allies in the last 
war." It was quite an emotional moment for Potts because they'd both marched in the 
victory march at the end of World War tin London. 

These sort of things registered with my simple mind that when the time came we had to 
be a bit sensible about it. We didn't have to be in any way overboard on the matter, but 
we just had to be sensible about the whole thing and it worked very well. I didn't 
realise how much this influence of what I'd done during the disarming period had 
worked its way through to government level there. It wasn't long after I started going 
there that I got the invitation from the survivors of the Japanese Surrender Commission 
(12 originally) to have lunch with them if it wouldn't be any embarrassment. I naturally 
accepted and we had several meetings after that. Some were quite light hearted, 
including when they asked me the question, "How did you make the decision to bring 
down nearly 100 men and there was 20 000 of us fully armed?" I said, "How did you 
make the appreciation?", which I knew they would have done. They'd made an 
assessment which they gave me, and it was spot on. We just wanted to test out whether 
they'd surrendered in their hearts and minds and not just signed a piece of paper. It's a 
collection of these things that gave me a fairly balanced, and maybe some people would 
say, rather generous view. 

In the process, before we publicly got committed to these negotiations and receiving 
these people, I had a word with the RSL State Executive and told them what we planned 
to do and I wanted to get their reaction, because if they were going to have a hostile 
public reaction to it, it was better we know of it and we could counsel them on it, rather 
than let it happen and just be the big headline in the paper. They appreciated that. A 
man named [Percy] Pearson was the State President, who I knew very well. In fact, we 
went to school together and we served in the same unit together. He and his colleagues 
were very good about it and they said, "Well, some day we're going to have to trade. 
We won't publicly object to it, as long as you don't forget that we had this very 
unfortunate period, particularly in respect of our prisoners of war." 

END OF TAPE 156 SIDE A 
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COURT He also undertook that in the near future they would invite the Japanese 
consul or the ambassador, whichever one was available, to attend the [Kings Park] war 
memorial dawn service. We thought that was a good idea because it would reflect in 
the public mind that the RSL was taking this balanced view of it. As it happened it went 
without incident. The consul was terribly nervous about the whole business so it was 
arranged that I would be representing David Brand at the service and the consul would 
lay his wreath with me. We would go up together and lay our wreaths together so as to 
demonstrate that he need not fear any hostile receptions or anything unpleasant about 
the whole thing. It worked extremely well. From then onward, of course, it was taken 
as a matter of routine. But the important thing from our point of view was that it 
signalled to the public that the RSL wasn't going to make a big fuss about doing what 
most other countries after war have to do, and that's trade together. 

Ri I'm just wondering about the Commonwealth Government's role in this. 
When you reached out to Japan, were you in any way working through them or were 
you working independently? Were you informing them? I have already drawn your 
attention to a letter in the archives in the Battye Library dated 26 August 1959 where 
A.W. Fadden has written to you, and the impression you get from that letter is that 
maybe he was helping and opening doors. So comment on the Commonwealth's role 
please, Sir Charles. 

COURT Well, we naturally understood, as sensible people, that in the final 
analysis the Commonwealth Government, whether it was Liberal, Labor or anybody 
else, would have the final say about export licences, so it was no good us ignoring that 
because that was a fact of life. So we did make contact with them at both the trade level 
and at the political level to make sure that they understood that we were about to 
embark on serious discussions with the Japanese, both the government and their 
industry. As I mentioned, there was more than one big steel industry at the time, so that 
in itself brought complications because they weren't as one at that time but their 
government was there and we had to deal with them all. 

Initially, their attitude was that it was none of our business, particularly on the part of 
McEwen: "Leave it to us, we'll ... " but we weren't prepared to do that. So we 
eventually finished up with David Brand and myself having meetings with Prime 
Minister Menzies and trying to explain to him why we felt that the government had it 
wrong about iron ore. We pleaded with them that the knowledge they had didn't 
embrace Western Australia at all and would they send their experts over and we would 
get our experts to deal with them, first of all to tell them what we knew about iron ore 
and to demonstrate on the ground that we had huge quantities in potential. It made a 
nonsense of the figures they had said, which were the maximum figures that Australia 
had for iron ore, and not enough to even feed the Australian steel industry for long. We 
reasoned, on the other hand, that if we are right, and we believe we're right, then we're 
going to not only make limitless quantities available for the Australian steel industry 
through BHP and any other industries that might want it, but at the same time embark 
on discrete exports to Japan and, hopefully, other countries. 

It was then that we had all sorts of talks with different people about getting the embargo 
[on exporting iron ore] lifted. We suggested that if they were very concerned about it, 



TAPE 156 SIDE B COURT 2083 

just lift it on a cautious basis. "We're not asking you to take it off holus bolus and say 
that it's no longer a problem, just get a piece of paper and you can export, but we will 
demonstrate to you what we believe is there. The more you know about it, the more 
you'll believe that you've been ill advised because there's no mention of what we've 
got. True, the known quantities in the rest of Australia are quite limited." It was then 
we put up the proposition of Menzies: "Assume we have nothing and you'll give us a 
certain defined quantity, say, two million, we will guarantee (I think the figure was) six 
million of proved reserves of high-grade ore to the satisfaction of your advisers." 
That's when he made the statement, "We're giving you nothing and we're getting 
something real in return." That said it pretty well. 

Ri The two million [tons of iron ore] you were guaranteeing Menzies was to 
ensure that Australia's needs were met. Is that the idea of what you put to him? 

COURT Oh, without doubt. We said, "You can impose any conditions you like. 
For instance, if whatever tonnage you approve, we will guarantee three, four, five times 
more available still within Australia." I think on the day that reflected well with 
Menzies because he got the message that we were asking to export nothing in return for 
which we were giving him proved figures. We didn't ask him to take our word. We 
said, "You send your experts and we'll take them to selected places or anywhere they 
want to go for that matter and demonstrate that the embargo is pointless because we 
have so much." Don't forget, we already had a limited operation at Yampi with BHP. 
Remember the old wartime slogan, "Pig Iron Bob". It was very sensitive at that time. 

Ri Where did the idea come from to negotiate in that way, because it is an 
effective way to negotiate? Where did that idea come from? 

COURT Mainly from me but within the Cabinet because, although David Brand 
was very good in letting me be a bit imaginative in my ideas, on the other hand I was 
always respectful of the fact that we did have a government, we did have a Premier, and 
the last thing I wanted to do was for him to read in the paper that I was doing this or that 
before he knew about it. I purposely insisted that the Minister for Mines be involved 
because again it was the same thing. If I didn't have the confidence of the cabinet, I was 
asking for trouble. I had nothing to hide; I just wanted them to go with me. Above all, I 
did need the Minister for Lands; I did need the Minister for Mines and other ministers to 
work with me when we started to develop the big projects. 

I have to say very emphatically that in all of this I was very carefully guided in a nice 
way by [Sir Russell] Dumas. He understood the mentality and the culture that went on 
in the public service. He warned me about the importance of not ruffling their feathers 
because they move in mysterious ways. I'm forever grateful for his understanding and 
his knowledge of the public service because he himself suffered (until he got in control 
of the whole situation) when he [previously] tried to move too fast in advising 
governments on the engineering side. I found him very helpful and also he could talk to 
the public servants. He had built up a great respectability with the public servants, 
especially the senior ones, so that made my life much easier. Above all, he had the 
respect of David Brand. David Brand respected him greatly because of the help he gave 
the [McLarty] government and the initiative he took with the government in getting 
Kwinana developed. 
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RJ Just to get back to the point of your relationship with the Commonwealth 
Government over these initial negotiations with Japan. Just go back to that, Sir Charles, 
and the Fadden letter. 

COURT The which? 

RJ The Fadden letter giving the impression that the Commonwealth were 
opening doors? 

COURT The number of people involved in all of this was like a tin of worms. The 
Arty Fadden letter is a classic example. He's a man that held high positions, including 
Acting Prime Minister and Treasurer and all that sort of thing, and here he is writing a 
letter which was so typical of the letters we were receiving from people and all he was 
seeking to do was to try and get some endorsement from us that he had a special 
position at the table and to get some information about the iron ore and about our 
negotiating principles and the type of agreements that we were seeking and that sort of 
thing and I quickly, when I read the letter, it reminded me very quickly, he could 
indicate in Japan that he had this piece of paper showing that he has a direct entree into 
people that mattered in the iron ore country, which was WA. It was so like so many 
other letters that I had to chuckle when I read the letter. I hadn't remembered that he 
was one of them - a former Prime Minister, former Treasurer and all that sort of thing, 
and here he is up to the same tricks as all the other people trying to establish a personal 
position which, of course, was for his own personal gain, not for the government's gain 
or not for the government's benefit or the nation's benefit in any way. It was just quite 
unashamedly a letter for his own advancement because by this time he was a member of 
a company which he names in his letter. It rather made me smile because the words 
weren't the same but the inference was the same that he wanted to be able to go to 
Japan, which he had initially postponed, being able to say, "Look, I know Charles 
Court, or I know David Brand or Arthur Griffith", as the case may be. "Here's their 
letter that shows that I'm in good standing with them." 

That's why we were extremely careful in writing to some of these people who wanted a 
letter indicating that they had a place at the table. We had to be careful of that because 
these letters would be taken up on their face value. Most of the letters in reply were 
written by me so that we didn't have conflicting words used. It was a very annoying 
thing at the time but we had to keep our cool knowing that in the final analysis only the 
Commonwealth could authorise the export. Eventually they broke through and to our 
amazement, they didn't say, "Export a quarter or a half or something like that." They 
virtually lifted the lid on the whole thing, subject to the normal applications and so on, 
which McEwen used to be a bit difficult with. 

RJ Sir Charles, in books written on this subject, in the Hancock Prospecting 
Company's website and newspaper articles, it is often said that Lang Hancock had a 
major role in lobbying and being responsible for the lifting of the iron ore embargo. To 
what extent was he involved and what influence did he have? 

COURT It'd be wrong of me to say that he wasn't involved because many, many 
others were involved, all using their own influences through members of Parliament and 
through the Liberal Party and all pleading to have some special position or influence, as 
the case may be. There were many, many of them. It would be wrong of me to say that 
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Hancock didn't make representations and rather flamboyant representations, and go 
public, which didn't help his cause, of course, because we were always very careful to 
preserve some balance in the situation and, above all, when you're trying to get a favour 
out of somebody, you don't go around kicking them in the shins. He didn't seem to 
understand that at all. Like others, he was using up members of Parliament. He must 
have driven them mad at the time on his version of why the export embargo should be 
lifted. 

In the final analysis, the people who were going to have effect were people like the 
State government and others in Australia. We weren't the only ones, of course, but 
particularly the State government because we had to live with it. We've got to 
administer the laws in our State once the embargo is lifted. We never claimed 
knowledge or expertise we didn't have. We were fortunate that we had some very good 
people like Bert Telfer. He was known by the appropriate bureaucrats in Canberra to be 
a reputable person and a knowledgeable person and above all a person who was 
respected by the mining industry - not by the fringe element, but by the real basic 
people, whether they were in gold or anything else, because he was, in their view, the 
Mines Department. Whatever part of WA it was, it was a huge influence that he was 
there. For anyone to claim that they had a special role - any individual to claim that - 
would be misrepresenting the position because, in the final analysis it was the 
representations that we made and the proof that we gave them [the Commonwealth] and 
the proof we offered to add to and all the time suggesting they could send any experts, 
Australian or otherwise, over and the best brains that we had would be made available 
to them. This was our theme all the time. We never tried to pose that we had knowledge 
that we didn't have. Especially when I was talking to Menzies, I always made sure that 
we were wanting him to send his experts. 

RJ And did he? Were experts sent from the Commonwealth? 

COURT To my knowledge, no. Not with our knowledge, that is. I think I would 
be very naive if I didn't think and assume at the time that the appropriate senior people 
had been talking to Telfer. That's why between Dumas and myself, we kept very 
closely in touch with Telfer. Telfer was 100 per cent on our side. He was a reputable 
person and not the person that you could push about. He'd been at it a long time. Don't 
forget, the mining industry has its own culture and it has its own personalities. It breeds 
personalities. Some of the early prospectors and so on, whether it was gold or anything 
else, Bert had met them all. They knew that it was no good trying to fool him. He was 
always very fair and understanding. I've never known anyone in the mining industry to 
say anything derogatory about Telfer. I've heard plenty about some of his more junior 
people where they've suspected that they had their own axe to grind, but never about 
Telfer. He was there a long time and in his advice to us he was always very fair and 
very blunt about it. He didn't try to guild the lily or anything like that. Whether we 
were dealing with diamonds, whether we were dealing with petroleum, whether we 
were dealing with anything at all, gold and the like, it was always the same. He is the 
sort of departmental head that you like to have. 

RJ Sir Charles, also part of the story of Lang Hancock is the flight that he 
made in 1952 in which he is saying that he saw what he describes as mountains of iron 
ore and that he then, over a period of time, had samples taken and tested and all the rest 
of it and proved the amount of iron ore that was in that area. You've referred previously 
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to the government geologist in 1890, [Henry] Woodward, identifying the Pilbara as a 
'province of iron'. Obviously, there'll be details in the Mines Department about that 
sort of thing. To what extent, when you came into government, were people aware of 
the likely quantities of iron ore, specifically in the Pilbara? 

COURT I knew fairly early in my entry into Parliament about the Woodward 
records. Naturally I pursued them. 

RJ How did you know? What happened that you knew - 

COURT Through the Mines Department. 

RJ Yes, but what happened? Were you asking questions? 

COURT Well, yes. I was in and out of the North because I realised that, first of 
all, we didn't have a single seat in the North, upper house or lower house. We might 
have had some intermittently, but we didn't seem to have any claim, which was quite 
silly because most of the pastoralists would've been conservative in their approach. But 
the very strength of the population in the North was at the ports and that's where the 
Labor Party had them sown up, so all the way up you had a very strong influence 
between the port operations, the town operations and the Labor Party. You can't blame 
them for that if our people were too damn lazy to do anything about it, so with the help 
of Bob Rowell and one or two others I started taking an interest. My appetite had been 
whetted when I was in about my third or fourth year with Burkett and McLaren. It was 
the middle of the Depression, of course, and a big part of their business was bankruptcy. 
One of the estates they had to administer was in the North. In those days the only way 
to get there was with one of Brearley's fabric planes. [chuckles] They weren't the most 
exciting or attractive because they were really converted wartime planes. Anyhow, 
none of the partners wanted to fly up. Part of their responsibility under the Bankruptcy 
Act, of course, was to go and inspect these things, so I was selected - in fact, I 
volunteered to go up because I was very active on the bankruptcy side of the practice at 
the time. 

RJ And this is on record. 

COURT Yes. So when I started to go up there, it was a bit of an experience for a 
young man. First of all, the planes weren't all that good and it took you a long time to 
get to Port Hedland, for instance. I naturally had to talk to the client. I went up to 
examine, but also in the course of that you met other people. I listened to these people, 
including people who would come in from the stations on their rare visits to get supplies 
and all that sort of stuff. It's amazing the amount of information you picked up about 
the areas. I remember one thing that stuck in my mind was the influence of the tides up 
there, especially when you got up in the Kimberley. This interested me greatly because 
I'd never seen anything like it, when you went to Derby, for instance. So I became 
fascinated with the whole scene. 

In the course of this, people like Bob Rowell and people in Port Hedland and Gascoyne 
and Carnarvon, for instance, it's amazing how much information they had, including the 
potential of the North. They always used to talk about the potential. It became a dirty 
word after a while. They always used to refer to that. I think I mentioned they referred 
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to it as "po-tential" and the great mineral wealth that was up there. Not all of them but 
the odd one who was more studious than others had heard of the Woodward observation 
and thought it would only be a matter of time. On the more humorous side, most of 
them were more concerned about what it was going to do to their properties if anyone 
ever did prove in a practical way the quantities that were assumed to exist, especially 
when he used the term "a province of iron" and then the complaint by surveyors that the 
magnetites interfered with their compasses. Being rather excited about a place I'd never 
seen before, I naturally listened and took note of it. 

Then when the war came, of course, I had to do a fair bit through Northern Territory 
and Kimberley particularly, some in the Pilbara but mainly in the Kimberley, because 
that came under Northern Territory. Again, you pick up a sort of a feel, a smell for it 
almost, and I became very committed to seeing what we could do to harness the assets 
of these areas, including the Ord itself. When I got into government, it wasn't just a 
rush of blood to the head that got me involved. Strangely enough, when we had to fight 
a by-election in the Kimberley I was the only [WA Liberal] member of Parliament who 
was there for what was a hopeless campaign. Nevertheless, we wanted to put our flag 
up and with the help of— 

RJ And you've covered that too. 

COURT Yes, and Bob Rowell in the west [of Kimberley] and somebody in 
Wyndham on the east, we worked on it and now you know. At one stage we had all the 
seats, but that's not so today. However, I became fascinated by it and I think that's 
where it all started. 

When we were getting ready for government, I naturally polished up my ambitions and I 
had discussed it with Dumas as well as Brisbane, but particularly Dumas. They used to 
always come together. Don't forget, they didn't get paid any handsome fees by the 
government then; they just volunteered. When I was appointed by Dave Brand . . 

Again, Dumas would have sought me out rather than me sought him out because Dave 
Brand would have told him to talk to me, which I was very grateful for because I found 
Dumas and Brisbane were tremendous value. 

END OF TAPE 156 SIDE B 
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TAPE 157 SIDE  

RJ In the Liberal Party policy that was put together for the 1959 election, 
there's very specific reference to iron ore reserves and the moves that a Brand 
Government would make about exporting iron ore and all the rest of it. Lang Hancock 
was part of that committee process you've already described, where people got together 
and talked about policy and worked out this very..., it is a very detailed document, your 
1959 policy, with very specific clauses. Did he have any role at all in the sort of claims 
that were made in that Liberal Party policy as to what needed to be done regarding iron 
ore? 

COURT Let me explain how he came to be there. After I got into Parliament, it 
became apparent that I was the only Liberal member of the Parliament who was 
genuinely interested in the North. There were no votes in it at the time for us because 
we had no seats there, and most of our people had written it off, as I have explained. 
When the by-election took place in the Kimberley, because of the sudden death of the 
old member when he was re-elected, I was the only Liberal member of Parliament that 
went into the Kimberley, and you've got all that. This was long before I became a 
minister. But in my early days, when I was first elected in 1953 and I started to go into 
these areas, the next thing I found was an increasing appearance by Lang Hancock. He 
was mad keen on flying his light planes and, naturally, in view of the very limited 
access I had for transport to the North, when he offered to fly me and a journalist, Frank 
Devine (we went on a number of these flights together), I accepted that because the 
government wouldn't pay us anything in opposition to do what they thought was 
campaigning. The fact that I wanted to educate myself on the Kimberley, Pilbara, 
Ashburton and Gascoyne didn't impress them at all; there was good reason why I 
shouldn't be helped anyhow. So he became more and more present in these things. 

It was the first I understood, especially in the Pilbara, that there were warning signs 
made to me to not get too close to Hancock. I tried to find out why because I couldn't 
understand why they would want to be warning me. I treated him as being genuine; as 
being a pastoralist who wanted to make sure that we were better informed. I got to know 
a lot of the pastoralists very well indeed. In fact, I would be the only Liberal member 
most of them knew, because I was the only one who travelled a lot. Liberal members, I 
should add, would get in touch with some of them when they came down for the usual 
invasion of Christmas by the people from the North. The WA Club was usually their 
centre of accommodation and meetings and functions, and they used to have a series of 
cricket matches and all sorts of things when all of them were here. They'd often have a 
team from Murchison, a team from Ashburton, a team from the Kimberley etc. and all 
of these sports and things, which was good for Perth. You could tell when they were 
here because there was a different breed of people walking down St Georges Terrace 
into the WA Club. So I made sure that I attended functions there wherever I could, 
mainly due to the help of Hugh Guthrie, because I wanted to work on them for our 
campaigns that I was hoping we were going to have in the North, to get some Liberal 
influence in the North, which was rather sad that we'd been too lazy to do anything 
about it. So this was a compounding thing. Don't forget that I was having a look at 
other parts of the State as well because I wasn't just overboard to the Kimberley, or 
Pilbara or Ashburton, or anything like that at all. It was just that it was part of my 
desire to better equip myself to be what I thought a member of Parliament should be. In 
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this I was regarded as a bit odd by my colleagues, but it was welcomed by the Liberal 
Party itself, especially by their North-West members. 

In all of this Lang was making himself known. Then I started to find, as I'd been 
warned by some of his colleagues (that is, some of his pastoralist colleagues) that he 
was trying to put a bit of pressure on and trying to influence the writing of policy and 
everything. So it was fortunate that when we had the committee together to write the 
policy that he was included with people like Dumas, and I think Hugh Guthrie was one, 
and others. I am guessing now, but there would have been about eight, nine or 10 on 
the committee. The discussions were fairly lively because Lang was quite rude in his 
attitude to some of these people, especially where they had any departmental influence, 
two of them. 

Dumas to him was just - because he'd been so successful as a public servant - one of 
his great opponents in wanting to achieve what he wanted. Then I soon found out why. 
Dumas was a tough nut. You know, a few insulting words didn't impact on him at all; 
he'd been used to being insulted by experts. So he kept quite calm about it and I 
admired him for it because some of the things that Hancock said could have been very 
disturbing. It started to become apparent to me, and it was already known to Dumas, 
that he had an axe to grind and it would have been better for us if he hadn't been on the 
committee. But on reflection I don't think so. I think we did the right thing in inviting 
him there because he claimed to have a superior knowledge of the North generally, not 
only mining but mainly the pastoral side. So whilst it made a rod for our own back in 
some ways, it might have been a good thing because at least we were forewarned that he 
was not being kind to me or anyone else in helping us to get around in parts of the 
North, but it was being done, hopefully, for his own feathering of his nest. 

[Fortunately, we had two well-respected Nor'westers on our committee in the Butcher 
brothers. They were good value and took Hancock in their stride.] 

When we did eventually look like getting into government, the pressure came on, and 
you can almost feel the spur marks now when he [Hancock] started to really put the 
pressure on, and claiming that we wouldn't know what we were talking about and 
Dumas wouldn't know what he was talking about and so on. Fortunately, for the next 
four or five years I had the benefit of Dumas. He was very strong, not only in the 
influence on any committees that we had, but he also had this very strong influence on 
Dave Brand. Dave Brand had seen him at work and learnt to trust him and, above all, to 
respect his capacity to look through problems, look through people. It was Dumas that 
identified, as you know, the potential of going to BP after they got kicked out of the 
Middle East and set up here. That was the sort of brain that he had (some people have 
that sort of brain) and he became invaluable to me. When we negotiated the BHP 
agreement in 1959 and then successfully in 1960 (it was for Koolyanobbing), I would 
be less than fair if I didn't say that the great strength I had in my negotiations with BHP 
was the fact that when I went to Melbourne for our weekly meetings I always had 
Dumas with me. 

Ri But just to be specific, Hancock is sitting on these committees that are 
discussing. Did he have any influence over that policy that became the Liberal Party 
policy for the 1959 election? 
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COURT Only to the extent that he was advocating the breaking down of the 
embargo and that sort of thing, but no different to anybody else like Hugh Guthrie and 
myself and Dumas [and the Butcher brothers]. Dumas was probably more anxious than 
any of us initially to get the embargo lifted because without which you couldn't get 
capital invested and you couldn't get the huge amount of overseas expertise that you 
needed. We didn't have it in Australia. So no, he [Hancock] was a member of the 
committee, but he was not the most important nor was he the most constructive. Some 
of the others contributed much more. The Butcher brothers and so on were more 
constructive than him. Although they were basically pastoralists, they were very 
constructive in all of their approach for the good of the State. They were fine people. 
So it doesn't want to be taken out of context. I know that Lang construes it about it 
being out of context, but I note he hasn't pursued that one because he knows that so 
many people in the North and of the North knew the true facts, and it was they that 
warned me not to get too close to this fellow. I was surprised at how strong was their, 
not exactly resentment, but caution of him. 

RJ And what were they warning you of? 

COURT Him. 

RJ Him as a person or? 

COURT As a person, you know, because he'd pestered them so much. Maybe 
some of them were concerned about what was going to happen to their properties. 

RJ But pestered them about what? 

COURT Well, about his views on everything. 

RI Right. 

COURT You know, there was only one view. He was like Mr [Henry] Ford and 
his cars: you could have any colour you like as long as it was black. No, in the main 
they were just genuine, decent people, pastoralists, that weren't excited about too many 
things. But on the other hand, they had a natural wisdom and they could smell when 
somebody was pushing their own barrow or going overboard on something. They 
didn't like being pushed about, in other words. I found that Lang was a [political] 
disadvantage to us at the meetings in Pilbara in particular when we thought that he 
might be an advantage to us. When we were trying to win through at that stage, we 
were trying to put down some strong roots for the Liberal Party in the Gascoyne, the 
Pilbara and Ashburton right through to Kimberley. 

RJ So would it be mainly Dumas' influence in the very detailed and specific 
clauses of that mining policy on iron ore? 

COURT It was mainly Dumas and myself who did the work on the drafting side. 
[Hugh Guthrie, with his legal and political background, was also a great help.] From 
what I remember of it, and you can't test me too far with this one, but what I remember 
of it, we had a lot of trouble with Hancock to get [the final form] approved by the 
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committee before we could embrace it into the policy, and then go eventually for final 
approval [by David Brand and State Council of the Liberal Party]. 

RJ Sir Charles, I've just given you a chance to read that part of the policy 
and your further comments, please? 

COURT It's pretty good, as it should be, because probably more than any other 
part of the policy it was exposed to very critical examination. In this, I chaired the 
meetings, as you can imagine, and I was very anxious to exploit the brains and the ideas 
of everybody on the committee. 

Now, I should add that a lot of the input into this, on what is the semi-technical side, 
would have been the influence by Telfer. Dumas had an established association with 
Telfer and I had an increasing association with him because I realised that he was a 
person of considerable integrity as well as knowledge, based on years of dealing with 
some of the personalities in the mining industry, of which there are many. This was not 
arrived at easily. The preliminary drafting had mainly been done by Dumas and myself. 
Somebody has to start when you're doing these things and put the rough outline 
together. Progressively we honed this into a policy document. I can assure you that the 
influence of Telfer is there too because don't forget in the final analysis we were going 
to need the support, the knowledge and experience of the Mines Department, and 
particularly people like Telfer. There were other people in the department that were 
also technically well respected, but Telfer in particular on the overall administrative 
level of the department, which had a lot to do with preserving its integrity. I think it's 
fair to say you wouldn't find too many, if any, complaints about the integrity of Telfer's 
administration while he was there, which says a lot for the man because there were 
some pretty strange characters involved, especially in the gold industry when there was 
a lot of competition for tenements. 

So I think you can understand why a lot of work went into it. Probably it was the best-
honed policy put forward in the whole of the policy by the Liberal Party for the simple 
reason that it had the most discussion. 

It was not a very comfortable committee, by the way, but it would have been very easy 
if it hadn't been for Hancock's demands which Dumas, in particular, identified as being 
self-seeking. He [Dumas] was a very strong man and he didn't have any compunction 
about telling anyone what he thought of their ideas, which was good really. Anyway, 
he was a tremendous help to me. He and Brisbane, as I've told you, when I put forward 
some rather ambitious policies, they'd say, "Well, look, you know, you've got a great 
idea; but, but, but, have you ever thought about the implementation of it?" It's just like 
"Blue" Robertson came to me and said, "Look, I'm very interested in your policy but I 
just want to point out a couple of serious weaknesses in it if you succeed. If you don't 
succeed, it won't matter, but if you succeed you're going to be in real trouble - one for 
numbers, for population, the other for technicians and the other for technology." I took 
notice. I just didn't ignore it because he was the Director of Education and say, "What 
the hell would he know about it?" I realised that he was telling me something that I 
should have been more conscious of, and at least I sat down to work out [with him and 
others] ways of overcoming it. 
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RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in his home on 22 December, 
2005. 
Sir Charles, last time we finished with you talking about the Liberal Party policy that 
was taken to the 1959 election and we were specifically looking at the part of that policy 
that dealt with iron ore. You've referred to the committee that helped in putting that 
policy together, and that's all been covered very well. In one of our early interviews, 
you actually made the statement: "No-one ever took away from him" (being Hancock) 
"the role that he played" in the North - not that you say "in the North" - but "no-one 
ever took away from him the role that he played." I would be grateful if you would tell 
me, in your view, what was Hancock's role in that overall development of the North? 

COURT Forgetting the fact that his objectives were essentially selfish and 
personal, the fact is that he was enthusiastic about it. He did a lot of work in his own 
rough and ready way to devise ways in which he could be involved and at the same 
time, of course, consequential of that, he devised ways in which the State could be 
involved. He could have done much more to help in the initial process had he been 
genuine in his activities about the overall development instead of having an over-riding 
obsession, one could call it, about his own interests and with that, of course, his partner, 
Peter Wright. 

And so it became very, very difficult, in fact increasingly difficult to deal with him. You 
couldn't sit down and have a sensible conversation with him and point out the legal 
aspects of government, the legal requirements of government and of Parliament to 
negotiate these things and lay down how things were to be developed within the law. He 
used to get very scornful, in fact quite disgusting in his language when he brought up 
these things. That's why he was so antagonistic towards people like Dumas who always 
approached things in a very reasoned way. Bear in mind Dumas himself was a very 
constructive, very positive type of person who tried to find ways of doing decent things, 
not how to stop them. He was just the reverse of Lang's idea of what a public servant 
was all about. As people like David Brand and others had found over the years, people 
quickly got the idea he [Dumas] was a man you could work with and who would help 
you achieve your objectives. Somehow or other Lang couldn't accept that there were 
people like that. He couldn't accept that Telfer, for instance, was a constructive sort of 
person, a person of integrity and a person with vision and so on. He would have been 
horrified, for instance, if he had known that 'Blue' Robertson was working so closely 
with me on the development of technology and the development of our population. 

I just mention that because the man [Hancock] just was not prepared to accept that there 
were such people and he was just not prepared to go along with it. Always at the end of 
the road it was what was in it for him? Not for the State. He used the words, he was 
doing this for the good of the State and the nation and all that sort of stuff, but when it 
came down to the final nitty gritty of what the government had to decide, it was always 
his over-riding interest, not only in the immediate decision but in the longer term 
decision because you will notice in all his statements that there is always this very 
clever clause that crept in about "flexible agreements for the long-term future". In other 
words, if he had an agreement, or he had any rights, a temporary reserve or something 
like that, it always had to be subject to an agreement that would have a twist in it "if 
need be" at a later date. 

This transcript, p. 993. 
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Now, I didn't blame him for that because most businessmen unwittingly, or wittingly, 
as the case may be, would be doing it, but with him it was an absolute obsession 
because he just couldn't bear the thought of having to line up with somebody else with 
these things, including with the State. I think people who read these things would have 
to understand that Court was not the ogre that he has been represented because he was 
part of a government lead by a very reputable Premier who was very anxious and made 
it very clear to his Ministers that they had to be a reputable government. He had an 
absolute contempt for those who were pulling fast tricks - what they liked to think was 
politics, which was quite wrong. Also, you have a number of Ministers who were pretty 
ambitious anyhow and it was quite a remarkable situation where David Brand had 
placed me in this position of the "one stop shop" and that only worked for two reasons: 
one because of David Brand's own integrity and his own quiet influence with members 
and with Ministers; and the fact that we went to such lengths to ensure that everybody 
who should be informed was informed. They had plenty of opportunity to object long 
before anything appeared in press or anything appeared in public in any way by way of 
rumour or any other thing. You know what it is like in public life; it's a tin of worms the 
whole time, especially when people like Lang have an axe to grind. 

Of course he [Hancock] was entitled to credit for his enthusiasm about getting the iron 
ore embargo lifted, but he was only one in the queue. He likes to ignore the fact of the 
number of meetings that David Brand and myself had with Menzies and with other 
people, other Ministers and other federal members and the team of backbenchers that I 
had working for me. Incidentally, not people from this State. They were all from other 
States who were working for us in the interests of the nation to get this ore embargo 
lifted because I had indoctrinated them with the story of the first man who wrote into 
the records of Western Australia that Pilbara had enough iron ore to supply the whole 
world. 

I should mention, as an aside, there was a time in the early stages of trying to get the 
embargo lifted that Lang used to quote that statement himself to demonstrate that there 
was a lot of iron ore there. Later on he tried to condemn and ridicule the man that made 
the statement - I'm just trying to recall his name. 

Ri [Henry] Woodward. 

COURT Woodward, yes, and don't forget, that's in the records. It is not as if 
somebody dreamed it up a hundred years later. It was in the records, like so many other 
things, and from my own experiences with people like Telfer and others, I was 
staggered at how much stuff was recorded faithfully. When anything came in, it was 
recorded and, as Telfer used to say, "If people would only go and look at the records 
they'd be amazed what they would find out to save them a lot of heartbreaks in wasting 
their time in some places or putting their efforts into more possible fruitful places." 

END OF TAPE 157, SIDE A 
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COURT There were many people just as enthusiastic and just as concerned and 
just as vigorous in trying to make representations to local members, federal members, 
and expressing their views publicly on this question of lifting the embargo. Many of 
them, by the way, got their information from me anyhow because they knew that I was 
very anxious to get the thing lifted. Without getting the embargo lifted there was no 
future for anybody, Lang Hancock or anyone, because we could only move within the 
law. We wanted to get the embargo lifted so we could then use our constitutional rights 
under the Australian Constitution, to use our rights to grant mining tenements in various 
forms, to grant land tenements and to attach to those tenements, rights and commitments 
which were conditional on the granting of those rights. 

After all, that was the whole key to our program. David Brand had accepted my 
concept of it. We were quite entitled and within the Australian Constitution to grant 
mining tenements, which the Commonwealth couldn't grant. We could grant land 
tenements and a number of other things and we could impose on those titles the 
responsibility to do things like railways, towns, ports and the like. 

I don't think, initially, the members of Parliament themselves and the other Ministers 
realised the enormity of it. It was only those who understood the commercial and the 
industrial and financial factors who understood that this was running into hundreds of 
millions of dollars. To talk about $1 million in WA in those times was talking about a 
lot of money because as a mendicant State we didn't have the money. You didn't have 
to be very smart. The people I was talking to within the mining industry, within the 
financial world, they could easily work out the sums in this rugged, undeveloped 
country of building a railway, building a road, building a town and then, worst of all, 
building the port, because the Pilbara coast is a fairly treacherous one and for no other 
reason than the tides are a controlling factor. People in the south do not know what 
tides are. [chuckles] When you've been up in the North you understand that they dictate 
timetables, they dictate cost and so on. It was only when we were able to harness the 
capital of other people, on these conditions that we wanted to impose on the titles, that 
we were going to get the money, and above all the expertise. 

We went through the trauma of the Mt Newman investigation, which was a combined 
Japanese-British-Australian exercise to rebut the pressure that Lang had put on the 
Japanese to try and stop the Mt Newman project going in the form that we wanted it to 
go, with somebody we knew that could do it and people who could put up the money 
and the expertise for the railways, the towns, the ports and the mining. 

Coincidentally, with all of this, is the fact that by this time we knew that the iron ores of 
the Pilbara, and to a certain extent the mid-west and other places, were not just iron ore. 
True, they were iron ore in the technical sense. Some were of various levels of iron and 
various contaminants. My great fear, right from the beginning, based on some good 
information fed in from miners and fed in from the Mines Department (and it soon 
became evident, by the way, that this was a fact) was that certain smart Alecs would 
want to get access to the higher grade ores, the ores which had the least contaminants, 
and leave the rest. 
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Now, you might wonder why I was so knowledgeable about this and also so obsessed 
about it. I had had some experience as a young practitioner in the goldfields and I knew 
some of the jargon that went on there. One of the standard phrases was, in the mining 
industry, you take the best and leave the rest. You're looking for the rich stuff and you 
don't want to waste your time and your money on these other lower grades of gold ore. 
Later on, of course, new techniques come along, and that became somewhat different to 
what it was in earlier days when the odd little digger was going out doing his 
exploration and doing his bit of mining, always hoping he'd get some surface stuff that 
would give him his next feed and stake his next expedition. 

It soon became apparent to me that the significance of this in the iron ore industry was 
even more important because if we had whole areas that were just ravaged to get out the 
best and to hell with the rest, it was reasonable to assume that the contaminated, lower 
grade ores would be bigger in tonnage overall than the best, hence the old saying, "Take 
the best, leave the rest". So I took a lot of criticism for encouraging the Robe River 
project, which was limonites and what at that time was not a very popular word. Here 
we had somebody, the Americans from.... the name of it will come.... 

RJ In Utah? 

COURT It's in Cleveland - Cleveland Cliffs. The fact that the Cleveland Cliffs 
people could see a future in this great deposit of limonites. The reason why they could 
see such a future, compared with the ore they would have to use in America, it was 
heaven. The only difference was, of course, ours was in a rugged area like the Pilbara 
and a long way away from the nearest steel mills. Anyhow, I wanted to encourage them 
and I made it clear to the Japanese and I made it clear to all the others that they had to 
do their share of the hard work, the hard yards, if they wanted to develop this province 
of iron. We come back to this original expression of "a province of iron". That goes 
back to Woodward's language. It was foremost in all our discussions and our pleadings 
because I impressed on all of them they all should do their share. 

To everyone's amazement, Cleveland Cliffs eventually, with partners, got Robe River 
off the ground. That, to my mind, was a tremendous triumph - the fact that we had 
somebody developing a proper mine, proper town, proper port, proper railway to exploit 
a lower grade, different type of ore. It became apparent, of course, with the effluxion of 
time and a lot of hard work, that the whole world was starting to acknowledge that 
different grades of ore would have to be used if they were going to get access to the sort 
of tonnages that the whole world would need for its steel industries. It was typical of 
the change of attitude of the Japanese, for instance, in connection with this, because of 
their association with the Robe River project. 

Unfortunately from my point of view, long after I was out of Parliament, that [the Robe 
River project] was taken over by Rio Tinto so it lost its individuality but on the other 
hand it should have increased our possibility of using up a greater proportion of lower 
grade [and less popular types of] ores. 

It was not only in connection with limonites by the way; there were many types of ore. 
But they all have a value if somebody can get them mined in the right way, upgraded in 
the right way, sometimes by physical means and sometimes by energy means. When 
you apply energy you make pellets and you make Hlsmelt briquettes and that sort of 
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thing. There are some ways you can increase the grade, the quality of the ore, by 
physical means, which we became rather good at as a desperate attempt to try and 
upgrade what we had so that at least lower grades became higher grades which gave 
them a higher value when they were actually sold on the world markets. 

I give you this for a purpose because it's not as though we were a mob of dills, lazy and 
didn't understand the magnitude of what we were dealing with, this great province of 
iron. We wanted, in a hundred years time, for WA to be getting the benefits of it even 
more so than today. That's why I'm worried that so much is being shipped out willy-
nilly without any added value, having worked so hard [to achieve added value]. 

If I might interpolate there, it does get me a little disappointed that there is so much 
emphasis on the controversial side of the Hancock involvement in the iron ore business 
when my duties covered the whole State and not only mining, the industrial side as well. 
And to a certain extent I became involved on the primary producing side, in spite of the 
attitude generally of the Country Party and the attitude generally of the people that as 
far as mining and the primary producing side [were concerned], the twain would never 
meet. But I didn't see it that way. I never saw it that way. It was quite interesting the 
amount of approaches that were made to me, admittedly from the back door, from 
people on the rural side on this very question of industry as distinct from primary 
industry. That's the secondary industry side of things. I think I've already told you that 
some people from the country did make strong representations - 

RJ You have. 

COURT - to David Brand. 

RJ But you've also told us about your role was much more than iron ore in 
the Pilbara. Yes, you have. 

COURT Well, that's how I saw it - industrial development - something much 
wider. After I dropped the Railways portfolio, of course. I had that for eight years. 
That was good fun. 

RJ Yes, we have covered that well too, Sir Charles. 

COURT That was a real mess. That has been covered elsewhere. It is amazing 
how much you could do if you could see clearly where you were going. 

I come back to the problem within the government. You see, you have some ministers 
who have their own ambitions and they want to parade their portfolios, and that is good. 
There is nothing wrong with that. But on the other hand, they do get their own 
jealousies and their own strong feelings about somebody getting more prominence than 
they do. That's where Dave Brand was very good. He made it clear to them that we 
were interested in a government result not an individual member's result. 

At the same time, I was trying to place this emphasis on getting secondary industry, 
trying to attract people to come here and make things in Australia, preferably using our 
raw materials, and then using WA as a base for export into the Indian Ocean, which had 
tremendous potential. That was the tough one. We didn't make as much progress there 
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as we would have liked to have made, but we kept at it so that they didn't forget [the 
bigger concept] and take the easy line like that are now: mining, mining, mining, export, 
export, export. It's a long time since you read anything in the paper about adding value, 
whereas in my day it was on all the time. Admittedly, we were bumping our head 
against a brick wall most of the time, but we were working on it and we were getting 
there. 

As the new technology of electric furnaces [for steel making] started to become the 'in 
thing' throughout the world, my prospects became all the brighter. In fact, if we'd have 
had North West Shelf developed halfway through our term in office, say halfway 
through that 12 years of David Brand, you'd be looking at a different Australia today in 
terms of added value because we'd have had the energy to say to the people, "Righto; so 
far, no further." We wouldn't stop export but we'd want it controlled to the point where 
the nation got a reasonable proportion [of added value], and you're talking about a 
hundred years [and more] instead of 30 years or 40, 50 at the most at the present time. 

Now, this brings us back to Hancock. This was of no concern to him. He kept bringing 
up this steel [mill] thing, but you'll never find one of those projects was a definite 
project. None of them were silly enough to put their name to a firm contract. I notice in 
some of these notes that you have here that there's reference, "subject to the economic 
feasibility" of it. I didn't blame them for that because they'd be mad to put their name 
to something that is going to involve $500 million or something like that and not know 
if it was going to be a commercial success because in the final analysis, people like Rio 
Tinto and some of the other great names of the mining world don't do things for fun. 
There's no future for their chief executives if they're taking on things that might be 
romantic and might make them feel good or statesman-like or something like that if 
there's no future in it as a company because it's a very cruel world in which they live. 
You're either profitable and you're paying dividends or you're out. You see it every 
day. 

The significance of that was very, very apparent to my mind because it was very tough. 
Every time you went to one of these people they used to shy off like the plague, but you 
just had to keep their nose to the grindstone, keep at it all the time. That made it 
difficult when these people like Hancock would come along with his so-called 
propositions for making steel. He had about half a dozen of them on the go at one time, 
none of which, when put to the crunch, they would sign on the line, "Yes, by the 31st  of 
December" (of whatever year it was) "the industry will be a going concern at this level 
and then graduate up." We didn't care how long they took to graduate up as long as 
they got it established at a sensible level. In the final analysis, there's no future for the 
nation unless we have these skills within our own country. 

The population of Australia at the moment is pathetic when you think of how small it is 
and how big our land is with the potential that we've got. You just can't bring people 
here; you've got to have something for them to do. The only way you'll do that is be 
not only adding value before export but also going on to the further stages of skills 
because it's those skills that bring education, that bring a different type of people to 
those that are just labourers or tradesmen as the case may be. Hence the great ambition 
of Dr Robertson and myself to have an institute of technology which would be, without 
doubt, the best in Australia and which would have something of a role like Technion in 
Israel. That wasn't to be because as soon as I was out of Parliament, forces within the 



TAPE 157, SIDE B COURT 2098 

university prevailed on the new government to change it to a university.' That is 
another story, but I hope I've got the message across that it's all part of a whole. 

For instance, I have been trying to carry this a step further in talking to people who have 
influence in the military security of the country. Part of the security of the nation, not 
only the military security, is having enough people to [develop and] defend the country, 
and you can't have enough people unless they have gainful employment and they have 
ever-increasing skills. That in itself will use your resources better and for longer 
because it's in the added value that you get the big money. Let's face it, the skills in 
mining are very basic. They need a lot of money, they need a lot of very powerful 
machinery and they're very essential, but the number of people employed in exporting a 
million tonnes of iron ore is very small compared with, say, a million tonnes of steel. 
It's a hard story to get across and at the moment, with governments more concerned 
about royalties and about export income, you haven't heard any reference for a long 
time now about a policy of adding value progressively into a certain proportion so that 
you can increase your population, and not only just bring people here but for a gainful 
purpose, with skills and added values, as was, of course, the great objective of people 
like 'Blue' Robertson. Not only did he have technical education stepped up, and thank 
God he did, so that we brought in skilled tradesmen, but if we brought in people who 
weren't quite at the right level of skills, we had a method whereby we could quickly 
have them converted into [more] skilled tradesmen and certified tradesmen and the 
various levels of tradesmen. Apart from that there was this other side altogether, the 
technology side, which is a much higher form of education, a much higher form of 
training and a much more exciting form of overall development of the nation. 

Just why do I mention that? Just imagine trying to talk about something like that to 
Lang. [chuckles] He'd despise it. You know, [he would say], "I'm not interested in 
that. Let's just export more and more of the iron ore." [That's where his main income 
came from.] 

The other thing one has to bear in mind, it's not only iron ore in Western Australia. We 
went through the very exciting period with nickel. We've been through the 
bauxite/alumina thing. That doesn't get much mention, but what I was rather proud of 
there is that it would be the only large mining company in the world [Alcoa] that ever 
got an international environmental award because of the way they went about their 
mining in a very, very sensitive area. I know you would understand, but a lot of people 
reading all this stuff here, the very cleverly written, emotional stuff without substance, 
that it took a lot of time and effort first of all to get the company to go along with what 
we wanted to do. If it hadn't been for Alcoa, we would never have got the courage to 
build a pipeline for the North West Shelf. They needed a lot of energy for their alumina 
production. Don't forget, they don't export any bauxite at all; it's only alumina, which 
is a form of added value but nothing like I wanted, like aluminium. I don't know if you 
want to go any further on that. I don't know if you want me to go on further. 

RJ One of the other things: your reference to information being available 
also includes the fact that at the present moment Hancock Prospecting has a website that 
gives the history of Lang Hancock, refers to a biography being written about him, an 

1  Sir Charles is referring to the Western Australian Institute of Technology, which was started in his time 
in government, becoming the Curtin University of Technology. This has been discussed previously, see 
p. 734 of this transcript (RJ). 
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authorised biography, of which there are extracts from, and there are letters from people 
in support of Hancock's role and all the rest of it. One of the very strong statements 
made are things like, "without Lang Hancock there would not have been Hamersley 
Iron". 

COURT Well, that's not true. You see, it could be more correctly expressed that 
Hamersley Iron has developed in spite of Hancock. It could also be more correctly 
expressed that we achieved a breakthrough in Japan in spite of Hancock because he 
irritated them no end. It irritated him the fact that they had geologists working, 
especially around Whaleback, and were feeding back information to Japan and, 
incidentally, indirectly to me, that they liked what they saw. So I was supremely 
confident when Hancock tried to stop Mt Newman on the grounds that he wanted it to 
be absorbed eventually into the Ludwig-Hancock "one railway, one huge port with 
nuclear explosives" etc. The Japanese very readily joined with the committee that I got 
Parker to put together to make a decision one way or the other or make a 
recommendation one way or the other using the best brains of English shipping, 
Japanese shipping, Australian shipping as to whether it was possible to build, by 
conventional means, a port at Port Hedland or somewhere else nearby, but build a port 
that would take the size of ships that the industry, not Hancock, felt was necessary for 
the future of the iron ore industry. 

END OF TAPE 157 SIDE B 
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A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in his home on 16 January 2006. 

RJ Sir Charles, since our last interview I have been puddling around in the 
archives. I came across a Cabinet minute written on 8 May 1970, a paper you prepared 
for Cabinet to inform them of what was going on about iron ore in the Pilbara, your 
negotiations with Hancock and Wright and your overall vision for the Pilbara. I think 
this is an important document to cover another side of many of the things we have 
discussed, and with your permission I would like to attach a copy of that Cabinet paper 
to this transcript.' 

COURT I am glad you've come across it because it confirms what I have been 
trying to tell you; that I felt a very great obligation to keep all the Cabinet informed and, 
as far as possible, backbenchers, but particularly the Cabinet and David Brand. I 
realised he'd placed a tremendous amount of confidence in me when he first of all got 
me to prepare the policy. Then he told me to get on and fix it. I felt a great obligation 
to him because he was always so loyal to me and he, in a way that no other person I 
know could have done, made sure that Cabinet understood what they were agreeing to 
and that the government was giving me the authority to get on and negotiate this great 
concept we had - not only for the Pilbara by the way, but for the whole of the State. It 
was inevitable that if you tried to press on with a program like this, that you were going 
to go far beyond the strict reading of industrial development in the North West. 

Fortunately, we built up an understanding, thanks to David Brand, whereby when I was 
travelling throughout the length and breadth of the State. If I saw something about any 
particular portfolio that I felt should be brought to the notice of the Minister, I did it. I 
tried to do it in a way that would not be an irritant but purely passing on information 
from a source that otherwise might not be available to the Minister, bearing in mind 
they were part of a team. Also the more successful the different portfolios, like Health, 
Education and other things were, the more contented was going to be the community 
and the work force living in these areas, so I made it my business to report back. 

Periodically we would have a sort of "hold-your-breath" session. We'd just stop 
everything and then we'd just bring Cabinet up to date on where we reached in our 
programs. But never did I prepare in such detail as I did on that occasion, bearing in 
mind we had been in government a fair while from 1959 onward and a lot had 
happened. We had broken new ground to an extent that had never been done by 
governments before, and it was tremendously important that my colleagues understood, 
so that when they talked about it, they talked about the real thing and they were not 
absorbing any of the rather snide and cunning propaganda that Hancock was presenting 
and which the media seemed to be prepared to believe without getting confirmation. So 
it was a very difficult situation. 

My main objective was to keep the government's nose clean, to keep our reputation 
unsullied and, above all, to make sure that my colleagues and my leader were always 
informed ahead of the media of what was going to happen. Hence the many Sunday 
afternoon briefings when I was in Perth with David Brand at his home, especially when 
we were about to make another announcement or another move, so that he would 
understand very clearly what we wanted to do, with all the problems that could arise. 

'Copy attached, pp.  2403-2409. 
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You never do anything as big as we were attempting without some problems arising. 
You never know what forces you are going to bump into. Most of all, I had to make 
sure that ministers were well informed when they were subject to propaganda from 
Hancock because he thought it was cunning move on his part to send copies of 
submissions to me, to the Premier and all the Ministers, and then he went one further 
and sent a copy to all the members. 

RJ Yes, and you have covered this is before. 

COURT You have had this before, but it is relevant to what we are on. When he 
makes statements like he has on the website (or somebody on the website on his behalf 
has made), a person seeing them for a first time without the background is inclined to 
take them for granted. You can understand that. They read something in the paper and, 
unless it is rebutted, they take it for granted. 

That minute was probably exceptional in its length and detail and so on, but I want to 
emphasise that it would be one of many briefings along the road to ensure that, not only 
the Minister for Mines but all the Ministers, had an understanding of what was going on 
because I needed the support of all of them. We needed help with hospitals, with 
education and all that went with it, transport and the like. They all had their ministers 
involved. I cannot remember any leak of dissatisfaction by a Minister about the way 
they were informed. That is the background of that minute. 

I would not like you to think that it was the only one of its kind, because there were 
briefings like this taking place all the time, some of them more specific about a 
particular thing, some of them more general because don't forget we were doing things 
in the North that had never been done before and you had to feed these into the total 
State's system. Never before had education and health and other things been involved in 
the North as they were during the time of this development and since. That was part of 
the breakthrough. 

This leads, of course eventually to the other minute of which I was rather proud that I 
gave to John Parker when we were out of government, so that he could hopefully be 
able to convey the same sort of information to the new Minister, who I assumed was 
going to be Herbie Graham. If he wanted to, and I knew he wouldn't because he had a 
detestation of Liberals and a detestation of Charles Court, but if he wanted to he could 
take this as a basis of what we'd done, why we'd done it and what we'd achieved. 
That's another story, but it's all part of the same system, and I was rather proud of the 
fact that we did it this way. Without overemphasising it, the establishment of Parker's 
Parliament was an extension of this system of keeping everyone informed. 

RJ And you've covered that, Sir Charles. 

COURT Yes, but it is all part of this system, and to void the impression that it was 
a one-man band and I was out making decisions regardless of my Ministers, regardless 
of my members, regardless of the Parliament and regardless of the laws. In the final 
analysis, the reason why the Hancock and Wright families are so rich is that the 
government resisted their criticisms and their innuendos and constant propaganda to let 
them take charge of Pilbara because we had to retain the confidence of our customers 
and the investors' customers on the one hand; the bankers on the other. People don't 
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realise that the bankers at that level internationally do not just pass up their money 
because they think the security is all right. They're more concerned about whether the 
investment is a bankable investment in terms of its capacity to pay its way and earn 
profits and, through earning profits, its ability to service the debt. 

It would be fair to say that our Pilbara development was the first Australian, if not many 
others, but the first Australian MAJOR development to be based not on assets but on the 
interpretation of the bankability of a particular project: its ability to attract orders; its 
ability to mine and process, as the case may be, at a profit; and to transport successfully 
and reliably from mine to port, and from port to ship and from ship to user. So this was 
the first time in Australia where we had this experience of financing, not based on 
having a house or a factory or an empire, on which to base your investment and that 
became the security; we were faced with a bankable project, and so at that time (I use 
the term quite often) this agreement that was passed by Parliament is a bankable 
document. The companies could demonstrate they were allowed to build railways, they 
were allowed to put roads where necessary, they were able to build towns, they had 
access to water, they had access to harbours and all that sort of thing. The term used 
was security of tenure. That was the key word because in no other country at that stage 
could they get the same security of tenure as they could in WA. That is the whole key 
to it. If we had not given that security of the tenure, the Hancocks and the Wrights and 
other people would not have any money at all today. This is why we had to be so tough 
about adhering to the law and getting parliamentary sanction for these things. 

Those agreements, for instance, gave the right to do the things that are set out in the 
agreements. Parliament gave them the right, not the government. So it was a total 
picture that people have to understand when they read some of the website information 
that Hancock organisation has put out because when you read their stuff you are 
inclined to assume that they did this and they did that and no-one else did that and did 
this, and that if it had not been them, it would not been done. It's because we did what 
we did that they got the benefits that they did because of the security from bankable 
documents and the fact that the projects themselves became the security. 

If I might add to those that understand what I have been talking about, this is why we 
were so insistent when we talked to Hancock and Wright: "You give us the answers to 
these questions about the contracts you have got, the money to develop, the expertise to 
develop, and you can have the authority tomorrow." They never could. They had to rely 
on getting some third party like Rio Tinto to have the money, have the expertise, have 
the reputation and get the contracts. I am probably anticipating another question later 
on, but they used to try to give the impression that they were responsible for the 
Japanese becoming involved in Western Australia and that's not true. In fact, the 
Japanese had a great mistrust of them, and it was not once, it was many times when I'd 
get a call that they'd read something in the paper that was said, either in Japan or in 
Australia, by Hancock in particular (Wright did not make many statements, but 
Hancock was always at it) giving the impression that something was going to happen in 
the next week or two, or day or two, as the case may be, because of his talks with 'X', 
'Y' or 'Z' in Japan or because a certain Japanese person had visited here. The Japanese 
do not do business like that. You have no idea. When I eventually had to confront the 
heads of all the Japanese steel industry, because they had more than one major steel 
producer initially when we were negotiating, and before any iron ore contracts were to 
be authorised (in other words, before the companies were authorised by their 
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government to sign these contracts), there were 10 questions that had to be answered. It 
was me who answered the 10 questions at a memorable meeting with all the would-be 
producers waiting outside with bated breath to get the answers. 

RJ Yes, and you have covered this, too. 

COURT Yes, I have covered all that. I eventually gave the answers on a big 
blackboard where they had the questions up and we went through the whole lot. At the 
end of that day they said, "Yes". Hancock wasn't invited, Wright wasn't invited, and 
they wouldn't have got there if they'd asked to go there because the companies 
themselves weren't allowed to be there. It was me and their 10 top people (it might have 
been more than 10), but whatever, their top people who were involved in the steel 
industry bearing in mind that their trading companies also had a role that Australians 
didn't understand. 

One thing that I set about learning early in the piece was how they did business. I found 
that whilst it was foreign to the way we did business, it wasn't a bad system. If you 
were trying to become the world's great steel maker and you were trying to expand 
every other way, not only in steel but other things, to have this system with this great 
communication between the government and the senior government ministers and the 
trading entities like your Mitsuis, your Mitsubishis and Marubinis and others that they 
had. I have to say quite unashamedly that once I got to know how they did business I 
spent a lot of time letting them know that we were interested in finding out more about 
it and, "What do you want?" 

This had a second life when we tried to get natural gas contracts. Boy, was that hard 
because they kept saying, "You will not get a contract until you have a 'seller's helper'." 
You try going to the Shell company and the other great [oil] companies and saying, "If 
you want to sign up a natural gas contract," (and the same applied to North West Shelf, 
of course) - "if you want to sign up a gas contract you've got to have a seller's helper." 
They'd look at you and say, "Look, we've been selling oil around the world [all our 
lives] and we're the best in the business." I said to them, "But you still haven't got a 
contract in Japan for this natural gas and you've got to have a seller's helper." I tried to 
explain to them what a seller's helper was because I had seen it work with iron ore. 
Once you had a seller's helper, everything seemed to go quickly; swish swash, swish 
swash [laughs] and it was all fixed, and fixed with a certainty. There were no ifs and 
buts about it, whereas previously it was always, "We hope in the next few weeks. We 
hope in the next few weeks." It was like tomorrow; it never came. 

The seller's helper became most apparent when Mitsubishi and Mitsui formed MIMI 
(the two MIs), and you've no idea the difficulty I had in getting even my own Cabinet 
to understand what MIMI was all about. They thought it was out of the opera. They 
only had a minority interest but, boy oh boy, did it work. They were at the table; they 
knew what was going on; they had confidence in what was to be Australia's greatest 
single project. But that's all part of this mechanism and, you might say, the anatomy of 
our State government, State operations and the Japanese government and its operations. 
It applies in a different way in all different countries, but at that stage it was most 
disciplined and most effective in Japan. It's pretty brutal in some ways, but if you know 
what it is all about, you don't get overawed by it because you know that it's not a bad 
system to get action and to have their confidence. 
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That is why one could be cynical about these many, many references [on the Hancock 
Prospecting website] to this visit and that visit sponsored by a Hancock and his 
enterprises. If I was an outsider reading that for the first time, I would be impressed. 
But they did not have to get down to the nitty-gritty like I had to, first of all, to get the 
confidence of my own government and for my own government to marshal the forces of 
its own bureaucrats In spite of what Hancock tried to imply, that they were our Achilles 
heel because they did not know anything about mining and they did not know anything 
about this, that or the other, on the other hand some of them were very well informed. 
People like [Bert] Telfer would have been winners in private enterprise, and they were 
winners for us because they had a tremendous wealth of knowledge going right back the 
gold-boom days. 

It was this collective force that made it all come into play, so that the Rio Tintos and the 
other foreign companies could with confidence sign agreements with Hancock, with the 
State, with anybody at all, knowing that the State had the ability to implement these 
things so that railways could be built, towns could be built, ports could be built. The 
Japanese, on the other hand, who were our main buyers at the time (and it would have 
been the same with the Chinese if! had been dealing with them), they knew that if these 
contracts were signed with the authority of the State government [and Parliament], they 
could be fulfilled. Today we are regarded as the most reliable supplier not only of iron 
ore, but a most reliable supplier because we have all these things laid down very clearly. 
I know people are always tinkering away on the sides trying to change it but it is not my 
concern. It is my worry but it is not my responsibility at the moment. At the time it 
was my great responsibility. I look back with some confidence that I did not take fright 
at any time. 

RJ Sir Charles, just a few comments from me on some of things that you 
have said. You talked about keeping your colleagues, the Premier and Cabinet fully 
informed. There is ample evidence in the archives of this. You wrote detailed 
documents or brief documents very specifically about a particular agreement or a 
particular negotiation. You wrote to Ministers after you travelled around the State 
pointing out things to them, bringing things to their attention, so there is ample, ample 
evidence to support what you have been saying. 

You're bringing up the document you left for John Parker to give him a total picture as 
you left government. That document is currently being looked for. If we locate it, 
again I am asking, can I attach a copy of that to the transcript because I think they are 
very valuable documents for people to see in association with your interview rather than 
them sitting in an archive? That would be there Cabinet minute plus that paper we 
would attach to the transcript. Is that okay?' 

COURT Yes. 

RJ I might also say that the Cabinet approved your paper of 8 May, and 
there is a record of that there as well.2  

'A copy of the minute from Charles Court to John Parker dated 26 February 1971, is attached, pp. 2410-
2418. As mentioned previously, a copy of the Cabinet minute is also attached, pp.  2403-2409 (RJ). 
2  It would have been more accurate to say that Cabinet approved the recommendations that were made in 
the Cabinet minute (RJ). 
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Sir Charles, your vision about the Pilbara among other things (but let us worry about the 
Pilbara) and the need to integrate low grade ores if the process was going to continue, 
how much of that was advice you were receiving from the Mines Department, from the 
advisory committee that you set up as soon as you went into office that Dumas headed, 
people like Telfer, these people you have referred to. There is evidence of you 
gathering information from all around the world. When something like that came 
together, how much of it was Charles Court and how much was other people? 

COURT 1 suppose other people did have a say because it was information that I 
was collecting wherever I went. I used to be talking, talking, talking to all of the people 
at all levels of the main mining people. None of this did I get from Hancock because he 
just did not want to talk to us about these important things. But within, say, Hamersley 
Iron, within Mawby's team, people like Madigan and others, you're gathering 
information all the time. There's your technical people, your own mining people, and I 
have to admit that [initially] I was not all that knowledgeable about the detail of the 
different types of iron ore. Iron ore was iron ore, I thought, but then I very quickly, 
within a matter of days, found that there were so many types of iron ore. Then it took 
me, because of my background and the training that I'd had and my experience in the 
Depression in particular, and ironically some of my military experiences, you lead from 
one thing to the other. 

Why was it so significant to know that this ore had a lot of fines in it compared with 
other ores; that it had phosphorus contamination and had other contaminations? See, if 
it had not been for the fact that I was convinced that Robe River's ore had to be 
limonitic ores of which they had huge volumes, I was told, you know, "Why worry 
about it now? There's plenty of hematites and the high grades ores. Concentrate on the 
ores with a low percentage of fines because the lower the percentage of fines the more 
marketable the ore was." The mere mention of phosphorus or anything like that, any of 
these contaminants, as they were referred to at the time, meant that your ore became less 
easily marketable. 

END OF TAPE 158 SIDE A 
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COURT Now that report was quite a monumental one in its way because they 
came out enthusiastically with the recommendation that, yes, the port could be 
developed. The clever thing was that it had Japanese representation on that. They were 
very clever too. I used to admire the way they went about these things. They had 
masters of super tankers on that committee who had brought these huge ships into ports 
in various parts of the world. So they knew the problems, especially in a cyclonic area 
like our North West, and that in itself was a clever thing on their part to put them 
alongside the British and Australian people. I remember the day when John Parker 
arranged for me to attend the committee meeting, which was the final one, which made 
the final recommendation that, yes, the port could be done on this basis which, of 
course, has since been done. 

You cannot expect Lang to come back and say, "I am sorry," because that is not in the 
nature of the man, but he did his best to try and stop Mt Newman, not because he 
wanted to stop Mt Newman, but because he thought it was going to influence adversely 
his idea. Ludwig himself had acknowledged in New York at a dinner I attended (and 
which he came all the way from South America for that dinner), acknowledged to that 
gathering of senior American financial and industrial people that our attitude to the 
Pilbara was right. He accepted that we were right in our judgment. The fact that if we 
had put all of the export of iron ore in the Pilbara in the hands of one person or group, 
by ordinary conventional monopoly experience it would not be good. Plus the fact that 
you have the problems that you have to provide for adverse conditions - industrial or 
climatic - in one particular port, but you want some other alternative, hence our concept 
of three ports. Ludwig acknowledged [to his colleagues] that our judgment in that 
regard was pretty good. 

The other thing about the nuclear thing. I was pro nuclear for energy purposes in 
particular, but after the proper science had been developed. I was very emphatic about 
that, that we weren't ready, but I did want us to be publicly getting our young scientists 
to learn from the rest of the world about nuclear because I had been assured by some 
very reliable scientists that one day they would find a way of getting rid of the nasties. 
The nasties would be put to work and would actually be providing part of the energy. So 
the more they use in energy the less you have by way of residue, and that will be quite 
small in the final analysis. 

One of the problems with blasting to build a huge port there was these 300 000 ton 
ships. All the blasting had to be done from underground, of course because that's where 
the stuff is going to be removed. You can imagine the world reaction to the impact of 
that forever and ever because there's no way you could extract the nasties of those times 
from an explosion, so running out 10, 15 sea miles out to sea to join with the deep water 
in the big ocean. The same with the mining; it would have been even worse if you'd 
have blown up Pilbara the way Lang and Ludwig originally planned. You'd have a 
residual factor there that would probably condemn Pilbara to never be used again. But 
again it comes back to this monopoly factor, quite apart from the nasty impact of 
nuclear of that time. I was always convinced that you would use nuclear energy for 
peaceful purposes on a basis that the world could accept without any qualms at all as 
has been proved. I was always concerned.... The same thing arose when talk of doing 
blasting at a place just out of Carnarvon where there was talk of blasting there for a big 
dam which would solve the water problems of the Gascoyne. On the other hand, to do 
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it, it was very doubtful whether you could ever remove the residual effect from down 
below that you had done by the science of those times. I emphasise "by those times". 
These things will change, but my guess is that the emphasis in future will be on 
production of energy without any side effects that are going to be unmanageable. 

All of these things are consequential of the whole thing. When you read some of this 
stuff [on the Hancock Prospecting website], you'd assume that there were no 
consequences. But we come back, Ronda, to the responsibilities of government in these 
matters. Why I said so emphatically that there would be no Hamersley Iron if there had 
not been the government intervention in the matter and why it was developed in spite of 
[Lang Hancock], and all these other projects were in spite of, I really mean because - 

RI But in what way? 

COURT That's why governments, if they're doing their job properly and they 
have some capable people from time to time, whether its in the public service or 
whether in the elected government, that's their job to see ahead of these things. So all 
the companies, including the buyers and the investors, the reason why they signed up so 
cheerfully as they did was the fact that "we", the government (not Charles Court, but we 
the government).... And you have to give Dave Brand a lot of credit for the fact that he 
was able to enable me to take the Ministers with me. First of all, as I explained to you, 
he [David Brand] had a lot of faith in Dumas and Dumas said, "Charlie's on the right 
track." He [David Brand] never said that, but I knew it. It made him much more 
relaxed about the whole thing. That was good. It was very useful from my point of 
view. It is a fact that we were able to do what we did and get these people to sign up. 

None of them that I know of have ever expressed discontent in spite of the conditions. 
The only thing is they [probably] breathed a sigh of relief that Charles Court did not last 
very long. When he got to 70 he had to drop out. He did not have to, but it was thought 
fit for him to drop out. They have never had the same pressure put on them since 
because had I been there, I would have gone along with the North West Shelf in my 
hands, this magnificent project (the best natural resource project in Australian history up 
to this point) and said, "Now, when are we going to start to feed in the added value 
part? We have been patient with you; you have been patient with us because of the 
world energy crisis. Now that's gone." What we had always sought was indigenous 
energy and without that the companies could not afford to risk it. If we had used our 
form of negotiation, they would have progressively tied themselves into this. Every 
time they wanted renewal or an extension, that is your time to incorporate the next lot 
of development requirements. 

That is where Gallop and his government missed their chance when Gorgon came up. 
When they first get a gleam in their eye about a project like that, that's when the State 
moves in. You start to say in a nice way, "Have you ever thought what's going to 
happen when you take this [natural gas] ashore? You're on our land then." This is 
where we confronted Whitlam. He was going to nationalise the North West Shelf, with 
his infamous Mr R.F.X. Connor, and they were going to take the natural gas across to 
Sydney [and leave none in WA]. We just had to defy them. I remember very well it 
was a Sunday afternoon with Mensaros with me and I just said to him, "You realise 
what's going to happen if you want to bring this gas ashore. You're then on our 
territory. Where are you going build the ports and where are you going to build all the 
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things that you must have to run a project of this kind?" I remember Gough said, "Hang 
on. You wouldn't do that to me, would you?" I said, "Well, you try us and see," 
because I'd made up my mind that we were going to, regardless of whether it was 
Liberal or Labor in power in Canberra. 

I think I'd better stop at that point. I wanted to give you some impression of the 
magnitude and the breadth of the thinking that governments need if they are going to do 
it properly. It means you have to have people there that can use that type of thinking, 
that have got the capacity for that type of thinking and, above all, the very tricky 
technique of negotiating with big fellows, the big shots. I did not find them all that 
difficult, as long as you are smart enough and quick enough and your timing was right. 

RJ You have articulated that very well, but I still am not totally clear. When you 
say that Hamersley Iron came about in spite of Hancock, you referred to the need for the 
bigger picture, the need for the government support and all the rest of it, but just be a bit 
more specific about "in spite of Hancock". Why was it in spite of him? 

COURT Well, he gives the impression in one sentence that he just talked to 'X', 
'Y' and 'Z' and got them excited about these things. I was into America and into 
Britain and into Germany and these fronts many more times than he was because we 
were trying to get them, first of all, understanding what WA was all about. When we 
first became the government in 1959, they had never heard of Perth: Sydney and 
Melbourne, yes, but not Perth. So we had to work very hard on these individual people, 
some of the big names of banks and mining companies in both London and in America, 
and get them to understand what we were on about. 

As I have told you before, it was suggested by an old American to me. They still think 
of how the west was won in America and they are very emotional about it. They said, 
"You've got the perfect example. Here's a third of Australia with very limited 
[development]." Don't forget there was only 700 000 people at the time. "This is just 
starting and you're going to re-enact that." You might laugh at it, but we played that 
like the devil. They had no idea, some of these big shots in the time when we did not 
have air-conditioned hotels up north; we didn't have pressurised jets; we hadn't even 
got turbo jets by then. When they went up there under the guidance of me or Ian 
Fletcher, who was one of my officers and became the main liaison officer, they were 
told before they went it was going to be tough. There was no air-conditioning, no this 
and that, and the instructions were no cocktail parties or anything like that. 

RJ Yes, we have covered this too. 

COURT Yes, we have. We used that, and they then sent out their junior 
executives, or more junior - not necessarily junior but at a lower level [than themselves] 
- on the same basis. We quite unashamedly made sure that they got hot, they got dirty 
and did not have very much comfort and there were no parties. There was just plain 
hard work - the famous BBB: Bags Before Breakfast. I give this because all of this was 
going on, and made it possible to give the [understanding and] confidence to the 
bankers and others. 

I think I have already told you there was one stage when I think there were 70 
syndicated bankers into the finances for Mt Newman from the American end. One of 
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them raised a crucial query which could have stopped the whole thing. It was only 
because we were so strong with all these people that we could immediately get to work 
and immediately get off to America. Then they sent people out here and, boy, did we 
work on them. 

RJ Again that's the government's role in ensuring things happened. 

COURT That's what I am telling you. 

RJ But I'm wanting to know why you made the statement that Hamersley 
Iron became a reality in spite of Hancock. 

COURT For the reasons I have told you. 

RJ But what was he doing that affected your ability to negotiate or 
whatever? In what way was he a nuisance to you? 

COURT They'd pick up a piece of paper, they'd pick up a letter or a fax [or some 
media] or other comment that suited their purpose. As you read from Madigan's 
experience, for instance, where in spite of the fact that he [Hancock] had sworn on a 
stack of Bibles that he and his partner were not going to do this with this group of 
people or that group of people, the next thing we would find that he was in Japan 
making another [unauthorised or inappropriate] proposition [or statement]. I can only 
say again, when that sort of thing happens in a boardroom of a London bank or an 
American bank or a London corporation, or particularly in Japan where the negotiation 
is step by step by step and you have to know your way around and you have to learn a 
new "Bible" almost of negotiation - in those days, not so much today but in those days 
- and where the government influence [in Japan] impinged on the private enterprise 
influence, and where the trading influence in America impinges on heavy industry like 
steel making, as compared with the traders like your Mitsui and Mitsubishis [in Japan] 
and all these people; you have to be very knowledgeable about these things. 

In the final analysis, when the decision was made, it was not Mr Hancock they sent for 
or they came to see, it was me. When I say "me", that's a bit conceited. Often I would 
have to, as a matter of tactic, make sure that David Brand was there, or even David 
Brand and Arthur Griffith because he was rather sensitive, the fact that he was Minister 
for Mines and yet all these projects were being negotiated and signed up by me. Yet in 
the final analysis none of these projects would exist unless they had a mining reserve, a 
mining tenement of some sort, [and an agreement with the government and approved 
developers]. You can imagine it was a pretty dicey sort of a thing. 

In the final analysis, the meetings when they made their decisions were with us and not 
with Hancock. They were more concerned about the government. Also, he did say 
some stupid things. For instance, he objected to the standards that I was insisting on 
about towns. He made a famous statement, "Galvanised iron was good enough for 
Kalgoorlie but it was not for Charles Court's Pilbara." That was true because those days 
were gone. Don't forget you're talking about mines in those days when they'd "take the 
best, leave the rest", and that was just another hole in the ground. Whereas up there [in 
the Pilbara] we had [provisions and practices under which] they had to take the lot: all 
the grades and all the imperfections and so on. You are dealing with a different animal. 
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I can't put it any other way. You can't imagine any of these people, when they were 
going to make the final decision that they were going to deal with everyone other 
than the Government and the principal developers. They would have their meetings 
with him, of course, but they did not have to sign agreements with him [except in the 
case of direct relationships]. You have seen the story about Tom Price; the fact that the 
employees of Hamersley Iron at the time were proud of what they found and [Tom] 
Barlow [the WA Manager of Hamersley Iron at the time] made their employees public 
exhibits for all the media to see. Not a word of that was in the paper, by the way, 
because it would spoil the story. They [the corporation employees] had worked long 
and hard there to not only find the size of the place but also the quality of it which they 
were able to do with a great thoroughness because they had the money, they had the 
equipment, they had the expertise. It is a combination of all these things that's put it in a 
perspective that none of these deals would have been done to get Pilbara off the ground 
(not any one of them [the projects] but the whole of them off the ground), if it had not 
been for the policy [and practices] of the government. 

Can I give you another example? You remember David Brand was not too well in the 
run up to the 1971 election, and we all loved him so dearly that none of us were 
prepared to make a move about it, so we lost that election. I made it clear to all the 
troops that we did not want all our good work of those 12 years spoilt because people 
coming in, even if they meant to, they [the members of the Tonkin government] didn't 
know what to do. They just did not understand the nuances of negotiation and the whole 
character that goes into private enterprise and the psychology of it and philosophies of it 
and so on. They just wouldn't be able to handle these people. For instance, people had 
to be met at the airport when they arrived; not because they asked for it but it was just 
plain good sense to make sure that you knew what they were up to and they were 
oriented towards coming to you. They did not understand that sort of thing. They 
thought, "We're the government, so what the hell." We worked so hard in those three 
years [in opposition] to make sure that they would not last more than three years. We 
said so all the time. 

You know all of this; that I spent just as much time in Japan as Leader of the Opposition 
as I did as a Minister. I had the very convenient vehicle of the famous philosopher. I 
will have to fill in the name later.' He had been told by the Japanese that it might be a 
good thing [if he kept in touch with me]. He had a contract to tell the Japanese what 
they were going to look like in 30 years time and they took it very seriously. He 
brought his whole team out from America, an extraordinary man. 

They told him that they thought that he'd be wise to talk to me because of the fact that I 
knew so much about them and also that I was so anxious that Australia and Japan have 
this long-term connection, industrially and in every other way. So he invited me (I 
never met the man before) to go up there, at his expense I might add - not once. I must 
have gone half a dozen times. I used to have to spend some time at his seminars that he 
had. He was a very difficult man because his accent was so heavy that he had to have 
an "interpreter". He was speaking in English but he had to have an interpreter to tell the 
English-speaking people, including the Japanese around him, what he was on about. He 
had a brilliant mind. I had to attend their seminars. It might be half a day, another half 
a day and another half  day, and I got very close to him. 

Herman Kahn, founder of the Hudson Institute in the USA. 
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In the meantime, in talking to his seminars I was also talking to the Japanese senior 
ministers, because they all had to be there because they were part of this study that was 
being done. That was of tremendous value. We kept our association with the 
government and through the ministers, with their public service and with their industry 
and commerce. We worked on it mighty hard during that whole time. Fortunately, (we 
never got any allowance [from the WA Government or Parliament] so we could not 
travel otherwise) I was able to use the invitation I had from him to attend and it would 
have been at least six times in the three years. 

I knew then just how unhappy they [the Japanese industrialists] were with the feedback 
they were getting from the Tonkin government. Graham was his deputy, and he had a 
contempt for industry. You know, why should he have to be nice to them? It was not a 
question of being nice to them it was a question of using them up; getting to know their 
thinking and maybe help in their decision making and how they could achieve a better 
result for themselves by achieving a better result for us. 

I can't give you any more. [I can't recall the names.] I can't help it that somebody has 
come out and claimed all these things [that appear on the Hancock Prospecting website] 
and some people who he was talking to were silly enough to say something. I notice 
there is nothing about Romania in the information you gave me which not only cost him 
[Hancock] a lot of money but was a disastrous effort into a communist country and a 
totalitarian country. Then he did not have any iron ore to sell, so he had to buy some 
elsewhere, but you never hear a word about that. 

END OF TAPE 158 SIDE B 
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COURT If you are talking to people all the time and you want to know why this, 
why that, you are learning all the time. You have got good people around you and they 
get used to the jargon and used to the reasons. People like Parker, for instance, after a 
very short time were very conscious of the significance of different types of ore and 
why I was so concerned. People like Telfer and others, they all have their contribution 
to make. They, don't forget, in their records, when they got reports on people 
registering titles or requesting titles, would insist on knowing more about the type of the 
ore. So it was not as though it was something that was foreign to them at all. They 
knew that this type of iron ore had a better value marketing than another type. So it was 
something that also I accumulated as I went around the world. Don't forget, we were 
spending quite a lot of time in Germany and in Holland, Britain, Canada and America, 
and to a lesser extent in Africa, so you were talking with people that had this jargon and 
which, if you found something that was new to you, if you had any sense, you went 
away and found what it meant. It was no good just being ignorant about it. So it was a 
knowledge that I built up. 

Don't forget, the Minister for Mines would also be getting the same feed-in from his 
own mining people and the experts that would come and go in the course of his dealing 
with people seeking titles. So it's not hard to understand why and how you'd build up 
this knowledge. There was no magic about it. It was just a lot of hard work, intelligent 
observation and questioning and answering. 

Likewise, [initially] I was very ignorant about the potential alternative productions of 
steel compared with the old system of the Bessemer process. All of these things you 
were learning about. Every time you went and saw a steelworks in Germany or some 
other place, you naturally asked these questions and you became more and more 
knowledgeable about it. It was through that that I learnt that there was a great desire in 
the world to have a better system than the Bessemer process. The Bessemer process is a 
very, very harsh way of [employees] earning a living. Even Jim McNeill, who followed 
Sir Ian McLennan at BHP, he was unique in BHP because he longed for the day when 
there would be a more humane process of making steel, direct reduction and all of these 
things, whereas on the other hand, you couldn't talk to his previous chairman, Sir Ian 
McLennan, about that because he wouldn't tolerate talk about it. He believed that it 
should be in the Lord's Prayer: God bless all Bessemer processes or bless blast furnaces 
and that sort of thing. He genuinely believed at that time - AT THAT TIME - that that 
was the only way you were going to make steel. 

However, it's all part of the knowledge building and learning. If you've got any sense 
at all, you enjoy the process anyhow because you feel that much better and much more 
confident in talking, whether it is talking to the Japanese, talking to the Germans, 
talking to the Dutch, talking to the British or the Americans because you understand the 
jargon that they are talking about. 

So the short answer to your question is that the great policy thrust of looking at the 
Pilbara as a province and developing it as a province and developing all types of ore, 
evolved through me, but I would be very improper if I didn't acknowledge that a lot of 
people unwittingly [or otherwise] fed in the information about how you do it. People 
were coming back to me all the time that had got the answer to the maiden's prayer; that 
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they had a friend in the Japanese steel mills and so on and so on, and some other place. 
With my constant visitations to these places, they were very foolish to make the points 
they did, to try to justify the points they did, because I knew the people they were 
talking about. So I thank the people that unwittingly [or otherwise] contributed to my 
knowledge and unwittingly contributed to our formation of policy. 

I would be remiss if I didn't say that in all of this the great encouragement I got was 
from Brisbane, Dumas and Telfer. Dumas was a wonderful engineer. When you say 
engineer, you are talking to an all-embracing type of engineer, whether its construction 
work in the field - building bridges and dams and that sort of thing - or whether it's 
some of the engineering that goes into a more specific [project such as that] related to a 
building or something of that kind. 

RJ I'm going to cut you short there because you have given this background 
on Dumas before, and you have given Brisbane and Telfer and you have given them 
very full credit for the influence they had on you and their importance in this whole 
process, so we won't spend more time on that, Sir Charles. 

When it came to writing your papers for Cabinet or the reports, you said you also kept 
the mining companies very fully informed on a regular basis. There is not a month goes 
by in the archives that you are not writing to one or other of them at least once. How 
much of that writing was done by you and how much was done by your staff, 
particularly a paper as detailed as a 23-page paper I have seen to Cabinet? 

COURT I did it; it was done by me. Mainly because I'm not that bright. The only 
way I could do it was to get it out of my mind onto the tapes, and dear old Miss [Eileen] 
Hall and Bernie Down and others later on could transcribe it. There is method in my 
madness because some of these final submissions would have been the subject of three 
and four drafts. 

RJ And there is evidence of that on file. 

COURT You are refining it all the time and you're learning all the time and 
you're sharpening your pencil all the time. Now, don't get me wrong on that, that 
doesn't mean to say that I wouldn't consult others in the process with a draft, including 
the Parkers, including the Dumas and others. I didn't have Dumas forever, don't forget; 
I only had him for so many years because they weren't on the staff or paid any 
substantial fee. They got a few expenses, but that's why their work was so wonderful. 
Hours didn't matter to them. They enjoyed it. They were excited about being involved 
in it. I've also told you that one of my great strengths was the fact that David Brand had 
tremendous faith in Dumas, and for good reason. 

RJ Yes, but the writing process was yours? 

COURT Yes. Well, it was part of my learning process too because when you try 
to commit something like that to paper, it finds you out. It finds out when you can't 
express yourself on these things; it's in your mind but you can't express yourself. So in 
seeking clarification and that sort of thing, again, you're learning and other people are 
unwittingly helping you. 
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Ri You just referred to the differences between McLennan and yourself 
about how steel should be processed, the production of steel. I thought it was worth 
noting that when you talked about this to me before, you also commented that the old 
way of producing steel was inhuman when it came to the workers involved. 

COURT When I saw for the first time, on an interested basis and not just as a 
spectator, the production from a blast furnace, I was absolutely horrified because it 
seemed to be primitive and was expecting men to endure heat and danger. Don't forget 
it's molten metal; it's a pretty mighty weapon if it gets out of hand. I started to take an 
interest in whether there were other methods, and I found out that there was some 
experimentation going on in Nova Scotia with direct reduction: that was the term. 

I had tremendous respect for Ian McLennan. He was a great man in many ways. I went 
to him in all sincerity and asked him what BHP were doing about this. I was going to 
America about then and I wanted to just deviate and go to Nova Scotia. I forget the 
name of the town where this experimental plant was in operation. I got the shock of my 
life. He was so angry and almost said, "Don't you ever mention that word again. It's 
crazy. The only way you can make steel is through this blast furnace." At that time, the 
basic oxygen process was being implemented, which was considered to be the answers 
to the maiden's prayer about improving the efficiency. It wasn't their concern about the 
safety or the compatibility of the process to the work force and that sort of thing, but the 
basic oxygen process, of course, was regarded as a great breakthrough. But behind the 
scenes, as in all of these things (the same with nuclear), there is always somebody, some 
brain, working on something, some way to do it better. 

I got the whisper of this plant that was in Hamilton, was the name of the place in Nova 
Scotia. I was going to call there on my way through to have a look at it. Ian was 
horrified that I should waste my tin-ic on something. It's almost like you were trying to 
change the Bible or something. I was taken aback by the fact of how vehement he was 
on the thing. 

Fortunately his successor, Jim McNeill, I found out accidentally that he had the same 
views as I did; that there would have to be a better way, and direct reduction was the 
key to it. Also, in view of the fact that we were going to be dependent on, if we were 
successful with the North West Shelf (and I felt we would be), it wouldn't be a 
substitute for coal, as coal was used in the old forms of steel making. As it happens, of 
course, when you get into the electric furnaces, the form of energy is not relevant. In 
my untaught mind I thought you wouldn't be able to use natural gas, but that was quite 
wrong and immature. Natural gas was a godsend. But Jim McNeill was very, very 
anxious to see a development of a new process. The electric furnace seemed to be the 
answer. 

All this has evolved in an amazingly short time when you think of it, you know, 
although a lot of time has elapsed since I was first a beginner and a learner in these 
things with my L-plates still on. But I look back on it with a degree of satisfaction and 
a degree of humour because I was very fond of Ian McLennan and I had tremendous 
respect for him. I regarded him as one of the great Australians of the time: people like 
him, people like Mawby and Potter, the like of which we don't have today. There are 
so many people from overseas now that run these things, whereas in my day there was 



TAPE IS9 SIDE A COURT 2115 

always an Australian there somewhere that thought as an Australian, worked as an 
Australian, performed as an Australian. 

As it happened, I never went to Hamilton on that visit because when I went to book an 
appointment there they asked me if I'd please postpone it because they'd run into some 
serious problems with their experimental plant. They hoped, with the new look that 
they were going to have, that in a few months' time they would be on a different course. 
But it showed how much it was in its infancy the fact that they asked me not to go that 
time, with the result that I never went. As it happened, this sort of work was going on 
around the world and there were a dozen places where you could get even better 
information and you have what you have today. The Japanese were very quick to cotton 
on, of course, because in their country, being such a small country and such a 
concentrated population, they'd prefer anything to the old harsh and difficult processes. 

That's had a dramatic change, by the way, when you went to a steelworks, as I went to 
often, because the best way of talking to them is to show an interest in their projects. 
They'd put white overalls on you and white hat things, and the first thing they wanted to 
do when you got back to the air-conditioned comfort was to take all these things off 
because of the dirt that was on them, the dust; it was either iron ore or it was from the 
smoke from the coal-burning plants and so on. There'd be not a blade of grass, there 
wouldn't be a tree or a plant or anything inside of a steelworks' grounds. In an 
amazingly short time after, when you went there, they'd put your white coat on and all 
the other things that went with it - white gloves and everything - the first thing they'd 
show you is: "See the lawn and see the plants, see the trees." That was to tell you, 
"Things are different now." When you came back after you'd been through the plant, 
they'd ask you as part of the tourist guide thing, "Look at your hands, look at you, 
there's no dust at all." So, it's amazing. It's a short time in history, isn't it, to go from 
dirt and soot and unpleasant situations and dangerous situations to the position when 
part of their tourist guide was to put you in something that was white so that they could 
boast about it being clean when you came back, and about the trees and the lawns and 
the grass, flowers and so on, which was a good thing. 

Ri Sir Charles, when you referred to a website earlier today, you were 
referring to the website that has been put together by Hancock Prospecting. One part of 
it is dedicated to "Lang Hancock-SO years commemoration". There are certain panels 
on that website that you would like to comment on. The records will show the 
perhaps exaggerations is the word - in some of these panels, but the specific ones that 
you wanted to talk about: "1960-1961, pegging of iron ore areas discovered by Lang 
Hancock with team on ground headed by cousin Bill Newman. Hosted the visit of Val 
Duncan, Chairman of Rio Tinto, London, and other Senior Executives." 

COURT I think even if you accept the fact that they're entitled to exaggerate a bit 
and to boast about, even exaggerate, their performance, they spoil it all by giving the 
impression that they did everything. Val Duncan would have come in spite of them 
because Val Duncan was a hard-headed businessman. He was their great friend in the 
finish that agreed to this royalty arrangement that's made them very rich, and that was 
very much to the annoyance of the Australian senior executives in the Rio Tinto 
Australia organisation. But the fact is that Duncan would have been here because he 
had to talk to his people, he had to represent London and tell London what was going on 
and why. People like Mawby would have been the main people who got him to come 
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here, and myself and others. I'm not saying they wouldn't have invited him to come 
and said, "You'd better come and see us." I hope they did. But to try to give the 
impression that without them this man wouldn't have come is quite wrong, and it really 
is the key to all of these little - 

RJ Panels. 

COURT - programs that they've listed in this 50 years that spoils the story 
because the fact is they made a lot of money. From their point of view, thank God, the 
government did the right thing and made the projects as stable as they are and who got 
the people like Rios and the BHPs to get involved because without them I can tell you 
the Japanese wouldn't have done business. They were the main buyers at the time. If 
the position had been, as it is today, the Chinese would not have done business - none 
of these countries: the Koreans, the Taiwanese and so on. When you've got an industry 
as basic as steel, you've got to have a reliable supplier. Whether it's a supplier of energy 
or a supplier of iron ore or any of the other things that go to make steel, you've got to 
have a reliable supplier. Once the plant starts up with the huge investment that it has 
and the technology that it has you want it to keep going. There was a reason why. 
Because of the industrial turmoil under Jack Marks up in the Pilbara, the Japanese were 
smart enough to go and put a reserve of iron on an island not far away from Japan; it 
was an insurance against the unions of the Pilbara at that time. 

Ijust make that comment that Val Duncan was in and out of the place, especially in the 
negotiating period, and I was in and out of their office in London, as I was other 
participants in our State, whether it was in America or Holland or in Germany. I spent a 
lot of time in Germany because I felt if I could get Thyssens to buy [even a modest 
tonnage] of iron ore, that would be a tremendous weapon because the Japanese were by 
this stage appearing to be our sole major customer. It was before the breakthrough in 
China. We were selling some in Korea, we were selling some in Taiwan, but the noises 
were coming through that they [the Japanese] were our sole main source of large 
tonnage. So I worked like fury and I tried to convince Thyssens, with whom I'd 
become very friendly and well known, that if they could demonstrate that they could 
successfully buy iron ore from Western Australia in big ships, they would have a 
weapon against their traditional suppliers within Europe and other places who, because 
of their proximity, felt they had an advantage over everybody else. It would give them a 
weapon to say, "Aha, we can buy ore from other places, even as far away as Western 
Australia." We had advantages over many other countries because we had stability and 
we had the deep water ports, we had the railways, we had the reliability of supply. 

Again this question of reliability of supply kept coming up, whether it was Germany or 
whether it was Holland or whether it was in Britain. We never tried the Americans 
seriously. It was one of the reasons why I tried hard (and I think I have dealt with it in 
other places, but maybe you want to deal with it again) to get the northern hemisphere 
people, which had all the population and the markets but did not necessarily have the 
raw materials, to manufacture some of their basic metal requirements in the southern 
hemisphere: not only in Australia but in the southern hemisphere. I think I have told 
you about that. 

RJ Yes, you have and it is 
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COURT That's very important and I am sad that no-one has seriously followed it. 
Ironically, the Chinese are now making steel in Brazil. Brazil obviously remembered 
the negotiations and the conference meetings we had in Venezuela and so on that I 
wanted all the southern hemisphere iron ore producers to join together and say to the 
northern hemisphere, "You've got to produce a certain amount of your steel here. We'll 
still export it to you", and warning them that if the day came when their supplies were 
cut off from anywhere, that they would be getting some of their metal from here. Also, 
within Australia, within Brazil, within any other country, it made them a very important 
local resident. It was giving added value, which meant added skills, added population 
to these countries, because once you've got the metal you can go into other things, 
which is where all the money is made and where all the skills are and where the big 
skilled employment and the compatible employment is located. If I'd stayed there 
longer, I'd have worked on it harder and harder. I was rather intrigued that the 
Brazilians had been successful in getting the Chinese to make steel in Brazil. Either the 
Brazilians have been smart or the Chinese, or both, have been smart, because my great 
message to these countries was, "If you get established there in Australia as adding 
value to our raw materials, our natural resources, in times of adversity you've got a 
flying start because you're a local citizen." 

END OF TAPE 159 SIDE A 
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COURT Just finishing that story, the sad part of it is the fact that my son, Ken, 
who worked so hard with me to establish trade relations between Taiwan and Australia, 
eventually negotiated for them [the Taiwanese] to nominate a steelmaker to make steel 
in Western Australia, and not only make steel in Western Australia but also take the end 
product and thus have an assured market. It was most unfortunate that the company that 
they partnered up with Ken's project was not to be trusted and had an untenable 
position. I was always disappointed that after all we had done for Taiwan, as well as for 
Australia, that they didn't immediately step in and at any cost get rid of them and 
substitute a reputable company because they had accepted at that time, in view of the 
fact they didn't have raw materials, either energy or iron ore, that they would become 
[industrial] citizens of Australia. Therefore, they had a preferred position in producing 
products like steel to go to their country [or elsewhere]. They didn't have the land or 
the water or the ability to handle the environmental problems because of their small 
country, but it wasn't to be. It is quite sad, but the principle was there. I gave Ken full 
marks for getting them to accept it but, unfortunately, they nominated the wrong 
company. 

RJ Is this the Kingstream one? 

COURT Kingstream, yes. 

RJ Sir Charles, another panel on that website 1961 to 1962: "Hosted the 
visit of Tom Price of Kaiser Steel, USA, which brought the involvement of Kaiser Steel 
in what became the new company 'Hamersley Iron'. Increased exploration efforts with 
Dr Bruno Campana of Rio Tinto Australia, and mapping of the entire Hamersley Iron 
province." 

COURT Well, it's a very extravagant statement they make, like so many of the 
statements on this website. But, you see, what you've got to remember is that the 
people like Kaiser Steel and the equivalent in USA as well as other countries were 
involved in Australia because of their well-established contacts and knowledge with 
people like Rio. These big international companies are moving about all the time, 
because they don't all have the same expertise. 

They referred to the visit of Tom Price. Now, my understanding was that it wasn't them 
that brought Tom Price here; it was the fact that Rio and other companies were at a very 
critical stage of their development. The inference here is that the Tom Price deposits 
that were named after an [enthusiastic] American, Tom Price.... and I think that was a 
technical indiscretion by Rio Tinto because the Tom Price deposits, without any doubt 
at all, were found with very diligent work by the geologists of Hamersley Iron, and 
they're really denying the work of their own people. 

When there was a ceremony to commemorate a certain big tonnage of ore going out of 
Tom Price [through Dampier], Tom Barlow, who was then the local manager, who was 
a very forthright sort of a person, opened the proceedings saying, knowing the press 
were there ready with a headline, "Lang Hancock ignored" or "snubbed" or something 
like that, to let them know that Mr Hancock had been invited. He said. "I also want to 
introduce to you the people who found Tom Price", and he enunciated their hard work 
and diligence and the secrecy they had to observe until they were ready to announce 
their discoveries. He had them at the meeting and he got them to be identified. Then 
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he said, "I want you to understand that the third person who is responsible for this 
happening is also here, and that is Charles Court", and he made me be identified. 

It really spoilt all the newspaper headlines, of course, because it was a very categorical 
statement that, first of all, Hancock was invited and he had spread the word that he had 
been snubbed (which he did so often, by the way), and that the actual finding of Tom 
Price was because of these professional geologists who had done such a great job, and 
then my own work in the matter, which he publicly acknowledged. It was quite 
extraordinary that they then named the deposit after Tom Price, an American who had 
nothing to do with the finding of it at all. He came over as a guest of, I think it was of 
Kaiser Steel, or it could have been by Rio Tinto or both, or Hamersley Iron direct, but 
he was shown what these geologists had found. My memory says that Hancock was 
smart enough, when he knew that Tom Price was here, to fly him around and show him 
these areas, no doubt indicating to Tom Price that these were areas that he'd found, but 
his hosts had been responsible for finding them. These professional geologists who had 
done a great job, had gone about it the proper ways, and it's a great project. 

Just like later on he [Hancock] implies that he has some input into Paraburdoo. Now, 
the man who should get the great credit for Paraburdoo is Madigan because he woke up 
to the fact that they would need a supplementary operation, or a complementary 
operation, to Tom Price, and he came up with this great concept of Paraburdoo. A lot of 
planning went into it and negotiations with the government and so on. Madigan was a 
good man to deal with; I always found him very straightforward. Unfortunately, he 
found that his association with Hancock, was a very difficult one because anything that 
Hancock saw, heard [or was told], the next thing they would read about it in the 
Japanese metal publications, as being stated by Hancock. In fact even after they entered 
into a conditional arrangement that there was no way that he [Hancock] would make 
any [unauthorised] statements and the company that was putting up all the money and 
all the expertise [would be the spokesperson], the next thing, within 24 hours, he had 
gone and made another statement. So Madigan was having the same problem as we 
were having. 

But there was a downturn took place in the market, as happens from time to time, and it 
looked as though Paraburdoo was going to be a disaster; there weren't going to be the 
ore markets that had been assumed. Everybody assumed it was going to be up, up, up 
all the time, just like people are at the moment, but it doesn't work like that. You don't 
know when. It's like the thief that comes in the night: all of a sudden you find the share 
market's crashed or the markets for this and the markets for that, for some mysterious 
reason, all of a sudden, nobody wants to buy it. So one of these periods had set in, 
which looked like being disastrous for the Pilbara - not disastrous but to completely 
slow down the pace that had been generated. 

Here's Madigan's company, with this beautiful project of town, rail connection and 
mine and everything in the process, a grand and glorious development, and it's going to 
have nowhere to go. I can tell you, as one that was very much involved in the action, 
that all the people, whether they were Rio Tinto, whether they were Hamersley Iron, 
were saying, "If it hadn't been for Madigan, we wouldn't be in this predicament." They 
wouldn't have gone on with this. It was a major development having the railway up 
there and the town and everything, because in those days I wouldn't permit fly in, fly 
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out. If you were going to develop, you have a long-term plan. Total development took 
out all the ore, good, bad and indifferent, not like the old mining slogan of "Take the 
best, leave the rest", and that haunted me. I had been indoctrinated with this when I was 
a young man with an involvement I had with the gold industry, and it was a slogan of 
the developers of these small mines - do not forget they were mainly small mines - 
"Take the best, leave the rest." 

RJ You have covered this. 

COURT Yes, I know. 

RJ Just to get back to Madigan. 

COURT It is all part of this. Fortunately, the market turned up and Paraburdoo 
was off and has never looked back. It's been a great venture. Madigan was restored to 
favour and I was relieved for his sake because I had been privy to it and I had been 
goading him on to do something about it. There was another major development, 
railway and everything, that went with it. 

So it just gives the lie to some of this propaganda here of why they named it Tom Price. 
I know Tom Price made some very eulogistic statements about how the Pilbara had so 
much iron, sort of thing, the things that have been said before, going back long before 
any of us were born; that the Pilbara had so much iron it could supply the whole world. 
As you know, the famous record from the geologist [Woodward] who has never got 
proper credit for identifying it and recording it. That is why when people say how they 
found the iron ore, it makes me not so much angry as amused because I know that it was 
recorded that it was a province of iron with enough to supply the whole world if ever we 
got around to it. Also, back in their days the surveyors complained about our magnetic 
ores interfering with their compasses. Have we covered that? 

RJ Yes. Another panel you wanted to comment on was 1962: "Hosted the 
visit of Dr Muroaka and staff from Marubeni, Japan, utilising Hancock's Hamersley 
Station as headquarters for Marubeni and Hancock's continuing exploration efforts. 
The exploration report of Dr Muroaka brought the Japanese steel industry's interest into 
the Pilbara." 

COURT Well, that is completely untrue. I'm not saying that the visit by that man 
was untrue, but the fact that that was their reason for the induction of Japan into the 
Pilbara would be completely untrue, and unfair to so many people within Japan. The 
Japanese formed an affection for the Whaleback deposit, which is now the basis for Mt 
Newman, and they had geologists working there. One of the reasons why I was so 
confident that we were going to do business with Japan was the fact that these 
geologists were sending back such favourable reports about Whaleback, not about 
Pilbara altogether but particularly Whaleback. So the reputation of Pilbara was well 
established in Japan because Whaleback is a great deposit, and the fact that it has been 
mined as far as it has and will continue to be mined for a long time is further proof. 
They had made up their mind that that was the deposit they wanted to see developed. 
That gave me added confidence that they knew that we did have the type of iron ore that 
they wanted and the amount of iron ore that they wanted. 
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For people to make these claims. The Japanese had been talking to us almost from when 
we got into government about how we could develop their interest in Pilbara, and they 
had their people in. People were coming here from Japan, not in droves but a steady 
flow of very senior people were coming. A lot of the very senior people were coming 
down to Perth to talk to David Brand, the Minister for Mines, and myself and we were 
visiting them to set up this network. The Japanese, because of the very nature of their 
government and the relationship between the trading companies and the government 
and their industries and the government, they really only acknowledge government. It 
was their own system. So we had it both ways. We spent a lot of time with their 
ministers and their departments, and we spent a lot of time with the industry itself 
because that's what we should have done anyhow; it was the sensible thing. The 
industry was eventually going to buy the stuff and if it was suggested they wouldn't be 
allowed to buy, they had a very strong influence over industry and their banking and 
their processing industries, their shipping; very, very strong (we don't understand how 
strong was their governmental influence) and we worked on both. We didn't offend the 
Japanese government by concentrating only on the companies. We were very respectful 
to them, for good reason. From the Prime Minister down, they treated us pretty well. 

RJ The 1963-64 panel: "Arranged and hosted the visit of the world's then 
richest man, Daniel K Ludwig, and interested him in presenting a cost saving proposal 
to the West Australian Government for the building of a large central port and unified 
railway system to service the entire Pilbara iron ore region, to enhance the region's 
competitiveness." 

COURT Now, as to whether they were the people who brought D.K. Ludwig here 
or not, I wouldn't swear on a stack of Bibles, because Ludwig was a world figure, 
especially in shipping. He wasn't unknown to us, but they seized on him. He was 
being used, and he didn't mind being used, I should imagine. But he was being used 
[by saying] that he had the answer to our prayers that we could use nuclear energy and 
blast a port or ports, and we could use nuclear energy to do our mining and assuming all 
of these things as though they were the government or a government. 

Now, when Ludwig was duly produced.... I remember very much the meeting that we 
had in Dave Brand's office. They weren't content to have a meeting with me, and it 
suited me, of course, to have a meeting with Dave Brand because he hadn't been 
particularly amused about some of the statements that had been made, as though we 
didn't exist as a government, that they were the government and going to decide these 
things. Ludwig was listened to with proper respect. Ludwig's observations became a 
little bit boring because it assumed that what he wanted to do would be done. At a stage 
in the proceedings, when I thought the time had come just to prick the balloon, I said, 
"Mr Ludwig, I have to remind you that we are a sovereign State. We do have a 
government here that runs the State, so we can be fair to everybody and give security to 
any of these plans that you are talking about. But I've got to remind you that we are a 
sovereign State and you're talking as though Mr Hancock and Mr Wright are the people 
that are going to give the answer to all these things. But we do have to have regard, first 
of all, to the Commonwealth; secondly, to our own people, our own established industry 
and things like that because that's what a good government does." It was a bit of a 
shock. It antagonised Hancock and Wright because they assumed that we would 
embrace him and want to kiss him and say, "What do you want, Mr Ludwig?", you see. 
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Somebody had to bring it back to earth. I knew David would be a little bit reluctant to 
do it, although he would know [it had to be done] because he would be more irritated 
internally than I was. That brought things back into proper perspective. 

Now, the other thing we had to say about the railways was that we were a government 
that honoured our agreements, which he'd be pleased to know. When we entered into 
these State agreements they were a two-way thing. We gave security of tenure but the 
companies agreed to do their part of the deal and also to obey our laws. So it just 
happened with a bit of good old-fashioned democracy around the place. I was as gentle 
as I could be, but at the same time left him in no doubt that if he had such a proposal, he 
should make it to us and let us give him an answer on it. But it would be most unlikely 
that we could agree to one railway system and one port to deal with the whole of 
Pilbara, looking at the long term, because the miners of the ore would have something 
to say about putting all of this in the hands of one union and putting it all in the hands of 
one proprietor and so on. I said, "It would be against the laws of your country anyhow, 
the USA." They have the most severe anti-trust laws in the world. He eventually 
accepted it extremely well. He didn't run around and turn on a tantrum or anything like 
that. I think he was rather relieved that Western Australia had been put in perspective. 
This came out later on in America, where he was talking. 

But we had to make it clear. The same on the nuclear energy. We didn't have the right 
to use nuclear energy; that was essentially a Commonwealth thing. But it was all related 
to taking over virtually everybody's operations and saying there would be one port or 
ports that were all part of his total system. It was like giving a monopoly to somebody 
to transport and to mine and so on. I didn't think that the main buyers, at that time, the 
Japanese, and later buyers to come, would accept this concept at all. They would be 
horrified with it. Well, we were blamed, of course, for destroying the system, but we 
had no compunction about it because the people wouldn't have accepted such a concept. 

Also, the mining of iron ore by nuclear means had certain disabilities because if you 
blew up hundreds of millions of tonnes of iron ore, it would be a nice, cheap way of 
exposing the ore for mining but where would you get miners that would go into a 
contaminated body like that? You couldn't blow it up from deep down with a nuclear 
explosive. You could blow it up, of course, without doubt. You could blow up the 
whole of Pilbara with it, but there was no known technology at the time whereby there 
wouldn't have been the nuclear residue in the ores that were still left, otherwise they 
couldn't have been blown up, or they wouldn't have been blown up. 

The same thing with the ports that he wanted to develop. Of course we could blow a 
hole big enough for these ships to come in, and it would be cheap, but the flow-on 
would be to get people to live there and workers to work there. 

Not so long after, I was the guest of a group of developers, bankers and others in New 
York, and a dinner was conceived to coincide with my visit. One of the people invited 
was Ludwig. He was in South America at the time but he flew up especially to attend 
this dinner, and he was very nice about it. It was he that told the meeting that I had it 
right; that he understood our attitude towards it. 

Ri Towards what? 
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COURT Towards this project that Hancock and Wright [and Ludwig] had put 
forward for this great port, or if there were other ports, they'd be universal ports as part 
of the total operation, and for the mining of iron ore by - 

RJ Nuclear explosion. 

COURT Nuclear power. I wasn't against the nuclear concept as long as we could 
ensure its control and its safety because we didn't want to be so successful with the 
blast that we did things that we didn't intend to do. 

END OF TAPE 159 SIDE B 
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COURT It was interesting that Ludwig seemed to want to have a public forum to 
say that he thought we were right. He was very nice about it and I had a pleasant 
discussion with him at the time, but I was absolutely staggered that he flew all the way 
up from South America for this particular dinner that he was invited to. He was 
determined to say his little piece, which he did. Personally, it was very important, even 
if he had done it by letter, it wouldn't have been as effective as him saying it himself 
because don't forget that at that time he was looked at as one of the [international] 
giants of industry, commerce and shipping at that time. 

The biggest opponents of the huge port for these 300 000-ton ships would have been the 
buyers, for a number of reasons. One was that very few of them would or could have 
ports that could take a 300 000-ton ship. 

RJ So this was Hancock's idea? 

COURT [Coughs] Sorry. 

RJ Just to get this in context: this was Hancock's idea, wasn't it, that there 
be a port that could take 300 000-ton ships? 

COURT No, that was a Ludwig thing. 

RJ Yes, that's what he was putting to Ludwig, right? 

COURT Do you want me to continue then? 

RJ Yes. 

COURT [My understanding was it was Ludwig's concept as was the total iron ore 
and port concept.] You see, it's a total thing and thank God we had a government that 
did take the total view. There are so many things being done in Australia at the moment 
where external influences (I will leave it at that without amplifying what an external 
influence is and for what reason) were paramount. Dave Brand, of all people, wanted to 
keep his government's nose clean, as he should have done anyhow, as a good Premier 
would do. If I'd have tried any smart Alec stuff whereby the Liberal Party might have 
done well and was able to conduct elections on a scale never previously done, he 
wouldn't have had a bar of it. That was the nature of the man. He was a simple, decent 
sort of a person, and so the extravagant, grandiose things weren't for him. 

Coming back to this idea of having a port, whether it was nuclear or otherwise, for 
300 000-ton ships, there were very few ports in the world that could take such ships. 
Maybe there are more now, and maybe they would have built them anyhow, but there 
would have been a limited number of people who could use them. The Japanese, for 
instance, couldn't have taken a 300 000-ton ship at that time. I don't know if they can 
now. Don't forget, if they want to expand their industries in one particular way, such as 
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build new steel mills, they've got to reclaim some of the sea. It's a small country 
compared with ours. I think you'll find that at the time when we were making our run, 
they were in the process of reclaiming (I'm pretty sure I'm right) 200 000 hectares of 
sea to make into land, which would be part of the new map of Japan. That's how short 
they are of lands. [Some of their reclamation contractors and major equipment found its 
way to Port Hedland.] 

So we wanted a decent sort of a port. We have got decent sorts of ports. I know of no 
problems at the moment about us not being able to sell iron ore because of there not 
being big enough ships. We might not have enough ports or ports of a big enough size 
in the near future the way they are going with unbridled exports of unprocessed raw 
materials, but at that time the world didn't have so many of these ports. In fact, there 
was some concern when we wanted to go to 70 000 tons and 100 000 tons as to whether 
we weren't being a bit short-sighted because it would reduce the number of places to 
which we could trade, but that didn't worry me. We wanted to take bigger ships. The 
ships we could handle at that time were not big enough for the then world trade, so we 
grew with it. We would have gone bigger if we had to later on, as we proved we could 
with this one. 

Don't forget that it was Hancock who tried to stop Mt Newman going ahead. He went to 
the Japanese to try and poison their minds on Mt Newman and wanted them to support 
this concept of Ludwig of these huge ports that would take 300 000-ton ships and things 
like that and have a common railway. Now, they [the Japanese] are pretty smart people 
and they'd fallen in love with Mt Whaleback, so he couldn't have picked a worse target. 
When we set up the committee to decide whether Port Hedland could be developed for 
the bigger ships, we invited them [the Japanese] to put some of their marine advisers 
onto the committee. 

RJ And you've covered this. 

COURT Yes, I have. We had British and we had Australians - 

RJ You brought that expertise in. 

COURT And they unanimously came up with the idea that it could be done, and it 
has been done. That's the other side of the coin when it was said that we were holding 
things back because we weren't thinking big enough. Let's face it, behind the whole 
thing of Hancock and Wright's support of the Ludwig concept was that they - not 
Ludwig, but they - would indirectly get control of the whole of the Pilbara iron ore. 
Ludwig acknowledged that that was not an acceptable thing nor a desirable thing to do 
because he was smart enough to know that, first of all, that would put the whole of the 
power in the hands of the unions and, secondly, if you got a left-wing inspired 
government, they'd want monopoly and marketing as well as industrial control. 

RJ "1966: Tom Price commissioned and port and town of Dampier 
established." 
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COURT So it was. But if you read this as part of this 50-year eulogy,]  you would 
assume that they [Hancock and Wright] did it, but it was only to do with them because 
the ore that went through gave them royalties, but the company supplied all the money, 
not the State. Hamersley Iron and associated people provided all the money and all the 
expertise. [Also the ore initially to go through Dampier was not ore from any iron ore 
area found by Hancock and Wright. It was found and proved by Hamersley Iron's men.] 

I come back, Ronda, to the point that I have been making all the time: if they [Hancock 
and Wright] had the money, and they'd had the expertise and they had the markets - the 
three ingredients - they'd have got the go ahead without delay. What amazed most 
people was that these international companies accepted the conditions they did from us. 
But they did that because we could guarantee security of tenure, which is something 
they couldn't get in other countries, and they didn't have to pay money behind the 
counter to buy some dictator or somebody in power. In other words, we'd created a 
wholesome form of government - not the most popular form. But most of these 
companies were quite free in their talk about how they had to do business in some of 
these other countries around the world. Some of it was quite humorous if it hadn't been 
so sad because the money they would have had to put in wouldn't have gone to the 
poor. It wouldn't have gone to the country; it would have gone elsewhere. We kept out 
of all that stuff. 

RJ "1969-1971. Hosted the visit of Dr Edward Teller to the Pilbara for the 
purpose of investigating the peaceful use of nuclear explosives to more economically 
mine ore, construct dams and construct a deep-water port near Ronsard." 

COURT Well, I am not sure who actually specifically hosted the visit of Teller. 
We were in touch with Teller because I was personally interested in this whole nuclear 
concept, and Teller was a person who had been recommended to me as someone that we 
could, with advantage, talk to about it, because don't forget that we had no power or 
authority to introduce nuclear energy. That was essentially something that was 
controlled by the Commonwealth government, and we were conscious of that, but we 
did want to know about it. 

We were looking at a number of things. For instance, the possibility of building a dam 
on the Gascoyne River and near Carnarvon so as to give an assured water supply to the 
farmers of Gascoyne, which I was very interested in, and any other uses of it and what 
progress was being made about the safe uses of atomic energy. We were thinking about 
it at the time as to what would be the future. It was us who were thinking about tidal 
power [in Kimberley]. All forms of energy would have to be harnessed in due course 
and there must be a safe way of harnessing all of them, including nuclear energy. Now, 
we wanted to talk to him and he was regarded as one of the world's authorities on 
nuclear energy at the time. 

From memory, without consulting my files, I couldn't be sure whether we eventually 
got him to come and have a talk to us or whether they did [i.e. the overseas people who 
recommended Teller]. I couldn't care less really at this stage, but the fact is he came. At 
no stage did he try to impose himself on us at all. It wasn't a repetition of the Ludwig 

A reference to a website, available at the time of the interview, of Hancock Prospecting, which included 
"Lang Hancock 50 year commemoration" (RJ). 
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visit at all where there was a preconceived use of nuclear energy for ports to take over 
the whole of the export of iron and the mining of iron ore by atomic explosion and so 
on. But from what I remember of his visit, he didn't try at any time to push anything 
down our throats; he was available for information. 

He did indicate to me that the ability to make sites safe after the use of atomic energy 
was improving greatly, and that he was confident that sooner or later there would be a 
way, if we did want to use it for mining, that it could be done on a safe basis. Not that 
he was fixing a date or a guarantee or anything, but he gave examples of the progress 
that had been made with the safer uses of atomic energy. He was regarded as one of the 
world's authorities at the time. It still had a way to go, but he made no bones about that. 
He did feel that the ability to control a site, if you blasted for a major dam (you would 
not use nuclear unless it was something major that was beyond normal explosives) - he 
did express the opinion that if they were not already there, they were pretty close to 
being able to make a site habitable. 

I know the matter was discussed with the people of Gascoyne, and Carnarvon in 
particular, and they weren't impressed. They felt the risk was too great. They had an 
industry that, with all its faults, was getting by and doing pretty well. Water was always 
their problem. They either had floods from cyclones or they had a drought. They never 
seemed to have the normal controllable supplies of water. They weren't prepared to 
accept - I think it must have been him who gave me a video at the time, or lent me a 
video at the time of how the forces had been used. We showed that to the growers there 
and they thought it was all very wonderful but on the other hand they said, "Yes, but no, 
thanks," sort of thing, or whatever the saying is. It was worth a look at because it was 
part of a learning curve. 

RJ I think I'm right in remembering, Sir Charles, that the archives also show 
that when the question of nuclear energy or its use in mining was raised, that you made 
it very clear that it was not a decision of your government anyway, that the Atomic 
Energy Commission - the Commonwealth body - needed to be involved. 

COURT Yes, but that didn't mean to say that I wasn't an advocate of it, when it 
was safe. 

RJ Yes. 

COURT Always that. The last thing I wanted to do was to bring in something 
that we were going to regret for the rest of our days. But those days are gone now. 

My great war cry at the time was to get our young scientists encouraged to take an 
interest in nuclear and to send them overseas to find out all the world had to offer so 
that they could bring that knowledge back to Australia. Some day it was going to exist 
and it was going to be worth a lot of money if you had the technology. People forget the 
exportable nature of technology. I did a lot of work in a quiet way in France where they 
are now 80 per cent nuclear. They wouldn't be using that if they had any fears. They're 
also, of course, fortunately part of a total grid that goes from Turkey, I think, right 
through to Spain, which is a remarkable organisation. I think at four o'clock every 
afternoon in Paris in those days, and probably today, at this control point they then 
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program all the stations that are to be used over the whole of that area so that the 
stations that could come on quickest were on standby and those that take longest to 
come on are the last ones to be brought on. But it is all part of a learning curve. 

Ri "1973. Paraburdoo commenced production." 

COURT Well, here again, to make a statement like that in this series of websites 
covering a history of 50 years is a bit audacious. Knowing the background of these 
people, it is intended to give the impression that, yes, Paraburdoo commenced 
production and the inference is it is because of them, and it is not. We've dealt with that 
earlier, but the trauma that went into Paraburdoo was quite remarkable because 
Madigan had the great concept of a new town, a railway and mine and everything at 
Paraburdoo as a twin to Tom Price. I gave him full marks for it. I must admit that I was 
as enthusiastic as he was because it was a new project going in a place where we wanted 
it, when we wanted it. It taught us a lesson, of course, and it taught the companies a 
lesson. But you never know when you're going to pick up the paper one morning and 
find that there is a downturn, and boy do these companies react with fright and 
nervousness. 

Immediately I learnt a lesson, which would have applied to the government if we'd have 
been on the wrong course with Pilbara, that there's got to be a scapegoat. Somebody's 
got to be to blame so that they can point the finger. "He did it; it was his idea." We 
used to have a saying in the government that if it was a success, "We did it," but if 
something goes wrong, "Charlie did it." [chuckles] That was quite openly stated in a 
humorous sort of a way - within the government, of course, not to outsiders. If it is a 
success, "We did it," and if it is a failure, "Charlie did it." But that's life. 

What struck me about that [the statement about Paraburdoo] was that the reader, or the 
researcher or whoever, is entitled to get the impression that that success story is part of 
their work. Poor old Madigan nearly lost his head over it because it was his concept. He 
forced it through. If it had gone wrong, I'd have had to take my share of the blame 
because I worked heavily on it. But it did teach me a lesson, and it taught the companies 
a lesson, that we can't assume that that curve's1  going to go up and up all the time. 
That's life. Booms are made to bust. I was taught that at Perth Boys School by a dear 
old chap who used to teach us simple economics. I think I've told you this story in my 
book — 

Ri Yes. 

COURT - about the public servants who used to grow potatoes and produce eggs 
in suburbs like Maddington and places like that and they had this lovely little show and 
they were getting this tax-free extra money. They'd bring in their dozens of eggs and 
they had their customers in their offices, and then all of a sudden everyone found it was 
a good idea and so they were growing spuds, which were easy to grow, and they were 
producing eggs and plucked fowls for Christmas and so on. What was a boom became a 
bust. Eventually, if they wanted to sell their eggs, they had to use the baker's dozen and 
all these sorts of things. 

The price of iron ore. 
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It is a lesson I've never forgotten. It is simple, but strangely enough just as true today as 
it was then. That's the worry about the share market. When it happens, it happens in the 
most dramatic way because once the word gets around that it's arrived, they are all 
rushing to sell at the same time. So instead of coming down a little bit, it will come 
down excessively and it will [sometimes] take years before you build up confidence 
again. 

RJ "1975. After years of effort with Marandoo, and completing the 
feasibility study, received 'Letter of interest' from Nippon Steel, allowing Nippon Steel 
to participate up to 1/3 in the Marandoo project." 

COURT Now that's preposterous because the idea of Japanese participation had 
been there for a long time. I think their first participation was in Robe River; only a 
small one, a minority one. It is all part of this "seller's helper" thing. I'm not quite sure 
from this statement here whether the letter of interest from Nippon Steel allowing the 
facility.... I've got it right now. It was a letter of interest from them. Their acceptance of 
this principle had taken place a long time before that. Why they would want to say this 
is beyond me because the Japanese had interests in Australia, and it wasn't discouraged. 
Don't forget they eventually, under MIMI, had a sixteenth interest in the North West 
Shelf, which was a classic example of the "seller's helper" [at work]. 

[Incidentally, a "letter of interest" is no great deal because it does not have full 
contractual commitments to either party.] 

The other thing about this that intrigued me is that it says: "arranged and hosted the visit 
of close friend Joh Bjelke-Petersen" et cetera "and promoted the establishment of a 
railway line across Australia, linking Pilbara's ore to Queensland's coking coal." I only 
wish Joh was alive now because that is something that he and I had worked out. The 
concept of matching up Australia's coal to our iron ore was there early in the piece as 
part of this concept of adding value when we didn't have our own energy. It's as early 
as that. I had to discuss it with Joh because it was his State's coal that we were 
interested in. The idea of shipping coal was absolutely impossible because it had to be 
shipped in Australian ships [at that time], which in itself is a good concept, but not 
under the union system that we've got [in Australia]. It would have been madness - and 
Joh agreed - to try to ship it around in Australian ships. It is very sad, but it was a fact 
of life. In fact, it was said at one stage that it would have been cheaper to ship alumina 
from Kwinana to Victoria by putting it into a foreign ship, sending it to Japan, changing 
it into another foreign ship and bringing it down to Geelong. In that way, it would be 
cheaper than sending it from Kwinana to Geelong in an Australian-manned ship. Sad, I 
know, but arithmetically, it would have been possible. So the idea of shipping coal in 
huge quantities around to make steel in Pilbara and iron ore back [to make steel in 
Queensland] - that was the idea - was itself a practical thing. It was a way of 
overcoming the Australian shipping situation. 

There was no way that we were going to get permission from the Commonwealth 
Government to use foreign ships to bring that coal across, which seems crazy to me. But 
still, we tested them out and there was no way they were going to introduce a special 
rule for us. So this idea of putting a rail across and the concept was that we would have 
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to get private companies to do it and operate it like I'd done in the Pilbara iron ore 
system because if it was a government-operated thing, first of all you'd never build it to 
the right specification and, secondly, it would have been a disaster to operate because it 
would be a captive thing with the unions. It was best if the companies do what they do 
in Pilbara: that is, build, own and operate. In Pilbara, they have the best system in the 
world, for not only economic reasons, but also for safety. 

Joh was enthusiastic about it but we could not get any progress with it at all. There was 
no enthusiasm on the part of any company. You'd have to have a steel company or 
companies that were prepared to build a railway and operate it. The concept was to have 
a steel mill at each end, with one using our iron ore and local coal and the other using 
local iron ore and the Queensland coal. I'm surprised that eventually that they got this 
great friendship with Joh because he was very friendly with us and very tied up with us 
and with me personally because he needed me more than I needed him. He proved to be 
a little bit unreliable at Premiers' conferences. We'd all agree as Premiers that we 
weren't going to give way an inch to the Commonwealth. Those were the days of the 
Loan Council [and Premiers' conferences]. 

END OF TAPE 160 SIDE A 
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COURT When it got late into the night and the battle was raging, Joh would leave 
the room and about an hour after there'd be a dramatic announcement that everything 
had been fixed and that the government had done a deal with Joh for an extra million 
[dollars] or two (a million was a lot of money in those days) and he'd agreed to the 
Commonwealth's proposal. He became very unpopular with the other ministers, or 
Premiers, so much so that in future years when he went out late at night, allegedly to the 
toilet, when the battle was raging, the cry would go up, "Not another leak, Joh!" It 
became that embarrassingly silly. 

But he [Hancock] did become very friendly with him. I don't know whether it was 
because he helped with elections, because they - Hancock and Wright - were behind 
his "Joh for Canberra" move. I tried desperately to talk Joh out of that. I explained to 
him how it couldn't happen and not to be mesmerised by the fact that he might be 
popular in Queensland but when you think you've got New South Wales, Victoria, 
South Australia and Western Australia, many of them would say, "Who's he?" He 
promised me faithfully that he would abandon the scheme, but he didn't. 

He then got involved with Hancock in the flight where he'd brought a lot of people in to 
try to convince them on this flight around Australia in a big plane. He had all sorts of 
people to try to convince them how he did it: "Alone I did it," sort of thing and how he 
was the salvation of the world. Joh was part of that trip. Then to my great surprise, Joh 
agreed to go to Romania. If ever there was an anti-communist, it was Joh. He told me 
after he had been that it was a terrible embarrassment their. They tried to be nice to him 
and here they are, a mob of communists. I said, "Why in the hell did you ever get 
involved in going because you knew who they were?" They were a communist country 
at that time and with all the things that went with being a communist country. As you 
know, that was a Hancock disaster. I notice they haven't got that in the 50-year 
bulletin. 

RJ "1979. Wrote and released first book 'Wake up Australia' (launched on 
June 10 by Premier Joh Bjelke-Petersen and his daughter Gina, in his absence due to ill 
health) on 'Wake up Australia jumbo jet" - oh, you've just covered that - "Wake up 
Australia' jumbo jet tour of Australia's mineral assets and potential." 

COURT Okay. This was another stunt that could have been amusing, but those 
people who had seen it all before, they were very cynical about it all. They were rather 
sad that Joh allowed his name to be linked to this because he was really ignoring the 
things that he'd done and that I'd done in our respective States, and other people had 
done in some of their States too. It gave the impression that only Lang could do this 
thing and it was a very - what would you call it? - flamboyant way of putting on a 
show like this. Again, a personal aggrandisement idea and a question of trying to sell 
the concept of "I did it", sort of thing. 

It was very unkind of Joh to do that for his own sake and his own family because it 
made him look a little bit foolish. Joh did have some charisma. He did have some 
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following publicly throughout Australia. In some ways he was looked on rather 
cynically. But, the fact that he allowed himself to be used up in this way, people used to 
ask the question, "Why?" He had no hesitation to get in touch with me if he wanted me 
to help him with something, but with this he never even rang up and asked whether this 
was a wise thing to do or, "What's it all about?" He loved the limelight a bit, our Joh. 
This to him was going to establish him with the people who were going to be 
participating in this, and I thought it was rather sad. 

I'll just finish this off. If Lang had some ideas which would benefit the development of 
Australia, none of us could object, but we'd seen how he'd gone about it in the west. 
His own personal fortunes were his main concern and not the wellbeing of the State or 
the nation at all. I suppose he can sit back and say, "Well, I didn't do a bad job by 
looking after my own fortunes because thank God the government kept its hand on the 
tiller and all these projects took off and succeeded." He supplied no money for them, he 
supplied no expertise for them and he supplied no markets for any of them. It was a 
smart thing to be able to get somebody else to do all that for you and at the same time 
tear everyone to ribbons. 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in his home on 6 
February 2006. 
Sir Charles in the West last week, 28 January, there was a letter to the Editor by Brian 
Marsh referring to the fact that: "50 years ago, when I was a civil servant, there were no 
advisers employed by government." He goes on to say: 

During the Charlie Court era it became common practice for ministers to employ 
advisers. As a source of advice, the departments became redundant. The new 
advisers were not only of the "right" politics, but being paid by their masters, it 
was inevitable that their advice was what the master wanted and not necessarily 
good advice. 

Is there any accuracy in that letter? 

COURT No. All I can assume is that Mr Marsh was completely uninformed, or 
misinformed, about what happened. See, he's talking about 50 years ago so that would 
be 50 years from 2005 which would be - 

RJ In the '60s. No, the late '50s actually. 

COURT The late 'SOs. Well, we didn't get elected until '59. 

RJ Yes. So he's really referring to the '60s, I think you need to take it. 

COURT The '60s and '70s I assume. Now, the fact is, that no government used 
its departments more, and more effectively, than we did, i.e., than any other government 
of which I know. But the fact is that the people that were so close to the government 
within the Public Service had got the message, they got the inspiration, they got the 
enthusiasm of the policies that we were trying to implement, which in themselves were 
quite revolutionary. The State had never seen anything like it, and that was intended to 
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be so; that's what the policy was all about. We were going to throw off the mantle of 
mendicancy, stand on our own feet and develop resources. We didn't have the money 
to do it ourselves in terms of railways, towns, ports and the like, but we were going to 
use our powers by the granting of tenements, land titles and the like, to specify that the 
recipients of those privileges - and they are privileges - would accept certain 
responsibilities: responsibilities that were embodied in the State agreements that became 
not only agreements, but became statutes in their own right, ratified by the Parliament. 
So it was a very public document. 

The companies didn't like it, initially, but then they woke up to the fact, as did the 
potential buyers, that this was better than anything they'd had before; that the agreement 
became virtually a statute which protected their rights. In the process the officers - the 
senior officers in particular - were used more than ever, and most of them (and I say 
most of them meaning practically all of them) were enthusiastic about the idea. They'd 
never had this experience where they became part and parcel of the government's 
thinking. 

Take a man like [John] Parker and his officers around him, and his engineers around 
him. Then you take "Parker's Parliament"; there's never been one before or since, but it 
worked. Above all, ministers were informed, the officers were informed, the 
departments were informed, and some of those meetings they didn't have to attend if 
their department wasn't involved, but often they did because it kept them informed 
about the total deliberations of the government, as their department might be affected by 
the next move. It was a very practical system that cost us nothing because it was our 
own officers that were doing it. 

So, I come back to the difference between the advice, such as we received from them, 
because I'd have been a fool if I didn't take the advice of people like Telfer, Townsing, 
and later on McCarrey, and above all people like Parker, and all the people working 
around him. But there could have been occasions where some specialist appointment 
needed to be discussed, and this would happen under any government that had to get 
advice beyond the expertise of its own people. It applied on a number of things. It 
could be in something like town planning, for instance, where you want somebody with 
a world vision of these things, an interstate vision of these things, and you sought a 
specialist report. 

Now that wasn't a question of putting the department aside, brushing them off as Mr 
Marsh implies, it was just the reverse. They would have probably been the people who 
would recommend first of all what advice should be obtained and who it should be 
obtained from because they probably had their own experience with these things. So, 
it's rather ironic that he makes those words, which no-one has rebutted, I see. There's 
no-one here that could do it as effectively as, say, John Parker, or people like him, 
working with him. I'm rather proud of the fact that we had such an enthusiastic team, 
not only with Parker by the way, but all the departments. They were excited about what 
we were doing; things were happening. I don't know whether I need to deliberate more 
on it because I think from all the interviews you've done and what you've heard about 
the officers involved (and that went on throughout all the departments) that we were 
using the Public Service the way they should be used. 
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Ri And I might add here, Sir Charles, as someone who has spent some time 
in your archives and the government archives of the time, there is ample proof that 
departmental officers were involved and were consulted, and their opinions valued. So, 
that proof is on record. But the very specific accusation that ministers employed 
advisers. You're talking about Charles Court. Do you know, there is now a tendency in 
government - well not a tendency, it's a fact - that there are policy advisers all over the 
place, in departments and with ministers? Do you know of any minister in the Brand 
government or the Charles Court government who employed an adviser? 

COURT I can't think of any. With that I make the reservation: if it was a specific 
technical matter on which we hadn't got the expertise, people like Parker and others 
would say, "Look, we think you should try and seek out some other advice that has 
further experience than ours, probably out of Australia, and we can feed that in." Now 
they would, in most cases, be the people making the recommendation about it [e.g., the 
controversy over Port Hedland and the Mt Newman project]. It wasn't a question of 
putting "a plant" in the department to take over because first of all we were rather proud 
of our budget disciplines. I can tell you, as I've told you before, that they [the budget 
disciplines] were forced on us because of the Grants Commission and the fact that we 
had to go with our begging bowl if we wanted to build some more classrooms or a 
power station, or a water supply, or something like that. We had to go with our begging 
bowl, in public, to the Grants Commission. So, it's quite different to today where 
ministers, if I read correctly what I do read from time to time, are trying to distance 
themselves from decision making by bringing in somebody with specialist knowledge, 
and when they adopt that report they blame them if it's wrong. Now, I don't agree with 
that and I never have agreed with it, and I would be the last chap who would practise it. 

I'll give you a case where we did bring in somebody; just one case. It was in 
connection with tidal power. My best engineering advice was that we didn't have any 
knowledge about the harnessing of tidal power. Our people had done some research, but 
there didn't seem to be any success with some of the great tidal potential of the world, 
and the only people who had got their hands on it in a practical way, and had achieved a 
practical result, were the French. So I, with the support of my departmental advisers, 
and the Cabinet, by the way (I didn't do these things on my own initiative) but it was 
me that engaged the French organisation, France Technique - 

Ri Yes, and you have covered this. 

COURT - and brought them out. Now there was a lot of criticism in the West 
about it. It was not done surreptitiously; it was done very publicly. I was trying to 
explain we've got this potential alternative source of energy, which is renewable energy. 
It goes on from the beginning until the end of time and it's clean and all that sort of 
thing. At that time we hadn't got North West Shelf, so it made good sense to try and get 
the world's best brains, so we brought them out here. They said, "Yes, it is practical." 
They explained the costs of it. And you also remember the story I told you about Sir 
William Hudson, who was the head of the Snowy Mountains project, right out of the 
blue he came out and said that Court was right. All the criticism that was going on was 
too much for him apparently. He said Court was right, and that, "If I had the money and 
the influence, I'd harness it tomorrow." He then spoilt it all by saying he'd take the 
power across to Sydney. [chuckles] 
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That's a classic case of where we, with the full knowledge and the full support of our 
advisers (departmental and ministerial), we brought in some outside influence because 
they had knowledge that none of us had. We couldn't find any in our academic circles, 
or any other circles, and it was money well spent when we brought them out. The 
information is there when some government of the future has the good sense to go and 
look it all up again because since then the French have gone one further. They've got 
more sophisticated means of harnessing the energy for 24 hours a day, not only with the 
reversible turbines that they brought in, but they've also got this technique on the ebb 
and the flow you use some of the energy to pump water up 200 feet, hold it there in 
reserve, and then when there's no ebb and there's no flow. In other words, there's a 
period of pause. You release the water in reserve up the top and you have a hydro 
scheme, so you've got 24-hours-a-day power. Unlike the sun. [chuckles] I don't know 
what you do about the sun which goes to sleep every night. 

I think that's a classic example where we did bring in somebody, but that was a once-
only. They came, they advised, they went, and it didn't upset the authority or the 
influence, or the role of any department at all. It was superimposed on the government 
of the day. I should answer that letter. I didn't see it or really read it. 

Ri Well, it's now of course nine days old and the West probably would not 
pick it up after that length of time. But you have answered it for us and it will be on the 
record. 

COURT Okay. 

Ri Sir Charles if we could move now to women and their role in the time of 
the Brand government, which is somewhere where I've been spending time in the 
archives. On your departmental files there is evidence that as companies were moving 
to establish here, the English Electric Company, for example, and Alan Chase Fisheries, 
you have supported those and referred to the fact that female labour would be needed by 
them. As Minister for Railways, in a report prepared in 1964, you make a point there: 
"We will seek additional industries which can employ a greater proportion of women in 
desirable occupations." You go on to say: "We need to be in line with current world 
experience in the rearrangement of job allocation between men and women to get more 
opportunities for female workers desirous of undertaking this work." 
In a press release in February 1970, in your Department of Industrial Development files, 
you argue that the State needs more labour. You say that migration is good but it has its 
limitations because of a need for social infrastructure and you go on to refer to women 
being an untapped source. "A positive approach, including acceptance of women into 
traditionally male fields of employment, could see married women occupying a 
considerable range of positions within industry", and you refer to "a sizeable pool of 
married women willing to work. This is evidenced by the many requests I have received 
from housewives seeking expanded employment opportunities."2  So, over that period 
of years, in your role as a minister, why did you see this as something you needed to 
advocate? 

Report dated 30 December, 1964: 'Industry, North-West Kimberley, Railways', Battye Library, Charles 
Court Archives, Box 178, file 3. 
2  Draft Press statement, 26 February 1970, Battye Library, Charles Court Archives, Box 14, February 
1970. 
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COURT Well, there were two sides to this: one is the fact that I was very bullish 
about migration, and you will recall the involvement I had with "Blue" Robertson, the 
Director General of Education, who worked very closely with me in the implementation 
of my policy. In fact, it was he that was concerned that we might succeed and then fail 
because we hadn't put the cart and horse together in the right way. We might get all the 
opportunities and then not have the people, so why not organise the people ready to 
coincide with the opportunities. 

Now, that's one side of the migration story, but there is another side to it, namely, that 
we were successful with the migration. The population - people were coming in in 
droves. We were fairly successful, thanks to Albert Monk, who was the number one sort 
of guru within the unions of Australia, and he became very much onside. He was 
basically a very good Australian, and what we were doing impressed him. It was he that 
paved the way, against the obstructions of [Joe] Chamberlain of the WA Trade [Unions] 
and Labor Party political activities, to get a representative team of WA unionists to go 
to England, at our expense of course, and select people and then approve of their trade 
skills which saved them all that amount of effort and time when they got here. They 
didn't then have to contest their ability with the people who were hostile to their 
presence anyhow. Now that was phase one. 

Phase two, when we had succeeded and we got some of these big projects operating, I 
then found that we had a number of people in some of these towns, which at that stage 
were quality towns on our insistence, and they had very little to do. "Idle hands": you 
know the old story. So it was very important that we got things for them to do, either to 
improve their education or their cultural activities or something of that kind - their 
sporting activities, etc. A lot of things went on to help in that direction and each in its 
own way was successful and good. But then we came to this problem: we had these 
pools of labour that we desperately needed, but because it was female it was 
unthinkable to use it. When I say "unthinkable", not in my mind but in the minds of the 
unions. 

The unions had their own reasons for that. They wanted to keep a dominant influence 
on the work force and the employment of the work force so that they could use it as a 
lever to get, in some cases, unrealistic conditions and so on, but that's another story. 

But at the same time, there was this [ ... ] pool of women who were anxious to be 
employed and not only in clerical work. Of course they were used in clerical work, and 
they were good at it and they were easy to employ. Provided you provided the toilets 
[and realistic hours] and all that sort of thing, you didn't have a lot of other 
considerations. 

Then on one occasion I had a deputation from some women, at Mt Newman to be 
precise, who wanted to know why they couldn't drive the trucks, the mine trucks [and 
some equipment] and so on. So I said, You wouldn't want to be driving one of those big 
pieces of equipment. They're heavy, hard work." They said, "Well, it's not heavy 
work. These modern machines, it's no different to driving a car." The leader of this 
deputation said, "My husband has better conditions in his cabin than I've got at home. 
[laughs] He's got airconditioning, he's got his radio and other comforts." They're built 
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that way because they are powerful machines in very hostile country and so on. "The 
hardest thing" - this was the wife speaking - "The hardest thing my husband does in 
any day is to climb up the 14 steps to get to his cabin. When he's up there the rest is like 
driving a car and a very well-appointed car, too." She made out a superb case. 

So anyhow it transpired from further discussions we had that the problem was not over 
the nature of the work: there's not much there a woman couldn't do. Just because these 
things were huge, these monsters, these trucks and other machines that were used (some 
of them worth hundreds of thousands of [dollars] so complete, so big and so powerful) 
it was a certain amount of prestige within the work force. They [the men driving the 
trucks] liked to think that because they drove these monsters, they were something 
special. They were real "he-men" that drove these things, and they hated the thought of 
some tiny, little woman getting in and being able to manoeuvre these trucks just around 
as easy as they could, because they didn't do the work, the machine did all the work. 

END OF TAPE 160 SIDE B 
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COURT I well remember on that day when we'd finished our meeting with this 
deputation of women that Bert Rogers said, "Now you understand that it's not a 
question of can they do it but should they do it; it's a question that the he-men don't 
want to be seen as she-men." [laughter] 

I don't know how many were employed up there, but the resistance came from within 
the union and the [male] work force on the basis that you couldn't have a woman 
driving one of these monsters, and so on, when in point of fact it was established (the 
women had done their research well) that it wasn't a question of discomfort or a 
question of brawn. It was something that they could do just as easily as the men. It 
wasn't because of the fact that it's not the sort of work that women shouldn't be doing. 
So that was only one case. 

I left it to the company on the basis that we would support their efforts to try and 
increase..., because reduced of all its niceties, the fact is that idle people in a town like 
that are not good for their own morale. You can have all the clubs, bridge clubs, and 
this, that and the other. For instance, at one stage the media asked me if I could ask for 
one particular thing in Pilbara to overcome some of the problems of isolation and 
remoteness and climate and that sort of thing, what would I want. I said, "Five hundred 
grandparents." That set them back a bit. I said, "You've no idea the influence of 
grandparents. They come periodically, but if they are living on the spot, they create their 
own atmosphere, their own intelligence, their own lifestyle, and their impact on the 
lifestyle of their families is quite...." As a family man myself and a strong advocate of 
the family lifestyle, I understand it. I had my mother-in-law living with us for 18 years, 
and her sister-in-law with us for 16 years, and it was wonderful. So you don't have to 
convince me on that. 

On the other hand, I don't want to give any suggestion that we wanted women to be 
doing undesirable work, or sort of forcing them into doing any sort of work at all. But 
there must be a lot of activities that can be undertaken sensibly. With proper 
relationship within the work force, the unions and the company, that can be done. And 
also, it takes the pressure off migration; it takes the pressure off the social infrastructure 
that goes with migration. You bring a new family, you've got to think about their 
housing, their education, their hospitalisation and all that sort of thing, whereas if you 
can use the people within the existing family, that all gets absorbed automatically within 
the infrastructure that you've already got. 

Now that was initiated by the mining industry and the experience there of remoteness 
and the desirability to improve the social factors within the town. You can imagine if 
you had some of the wives - not all of them - doing this work on a sensible basis, and 
sensible timetables and that sort of thing, with that extra income coming into the family 
and the satisfaction that the wife got in doing it. 

This not only applied to the operation of the machines, by the way. There were jobs 
within the maintenance of these machines which, when you look at the monster, it 
seemed to be impractical. When you look at the way it was done, a good company that 
sat back and worked on better methods, for instance, the maintenance and the railways 
of these companies, which completely transformed the Hamersley workshop which was 
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transformed from a hazardous, unpleasant, unnatural way when people used to work 
crouched down underneath these great locomotives and wagons and so on. Then all of a 
sudden somebody hit on the idea of putting them up higher so that the men could walk 
around with their normal stance and do things in a safer and more practical and 
obviously more productive way. It was the difference of chalk and cheese. 

When Hamersley got the whole family (not just the man, the whole family) talking 
safety, it brought a transformation of the whole place, even into the schools, the 
households, as well as into the industry itself. Of course, unions can't deny this, 
because the one card they've got going for them is safety, and if you're a jump ahead of 
them on safety, you're a long way ahead, not only in the life of the worker himself, but 
of his family. So I was completely supportive of what was going on and quite amazed at 
the transformation that took place socially because of this new emphasis within the 
work force. Now, you say, "Well, that's in the mining towns. What about the 
metropolitan area?" 

RJ That's exactly what I was going to say. [laughs] 

COURT You've got to start somewhere. The same thing applies in some of the 
metropolitan places. Probably the wartime did more than any one thing to make 
employers conscious of what women could do. Now I might sound as though I'm 
talking against myself because I'm a great believer that it's wonderful that a mother can 
be with the children and not be forced to go into employment, but when you get to a 
stage where the mother feels she can do it because she wants to do it, not only because 
of the extra income, but because of the satisfaction that goes with the job (not everyone 
wants to be a clerk or a telephone operator or something like that) they feel more 
satisfaction at doing something more technical. Well, if you can invent a way that it can 
be done in a safe and a pleasantly acceptable environment, well why not? 

The other social factors that go with it, they have to be harmonised, so don't get the idea 
that I was unmindful of just the need of manpower, manpower, women power, women 
power, whatever it was, at any price because on the other hand I was very conscious of 
the importance of the role of the family. 

So that's when it all started and that's where that arose from, trying just to get the 
employers and others to take an intelligent interest in it, and also trying to be a jump 
ahead of those who were going to say, "Never, never, never, because what you're doing 
is you want to take mothers away from their children." Well, that was the last thing I 
wanted to do because I'm a great believer that there are stages in a young child's life 
when the only person that can perform the role of mother is mother. So it was a 
balanced thing, and again done with the complete support of my colleagues, because 
either as a minister or as Premier, if you get ahead of yourself on these things, you'll 
find yourself meeting yourself coming back the other way because you've upset 
somebody that felt they should have been consulted or had a view on the matter. So I 
found that was rewarding, and I think the reason why we had so much enthusiasm and 
so much support within our total government was the fact that we were in constant 
discussion, and we were a jump ahead of the troublemakers. 

Ri Sir Charles, at the time of the Brand government, and then into the era of 
the Court government, if you were a woman working in the Public Service, when you 
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married you had to leave - not when you had children, when you married you had to 
leave. What do you think of that practice? 

COURT Well, I don't know that it applied in our day, did it? 

RJ Yes, it did. 

COURT Well, I can't remember a case like that because in view of what I've said 
about the place, I would have been the first one they would have found to come and 
knock on my door to say, "What's this all about?" I became very conscious that what I 
said publicly was either picked up in the news or picked up on the radio, particularly on 
the radio, and on the TV, so you learnt not to say silly things, or things without proper 
thought of the consequence of it, which you'd have to live with, and that wasn't a bad 
thing. 

But, quite honestly, I can't remember any case where anybody came to me and said, 
"We're losing this lady because she wants to get married." I'd have been the first to say, 
"Well, of course I want her to get married" because I had my famous slogan: "The best 
migrants are the ones you breed yourself." I did my best [with my family]. You know, 
it wasn't something I said lightly. 

However, the other thing you have to remember is that a lot of these migrants that we 
brought in, in shiploads, they were in the various ethnic groups - [many] southern 
Europeans - and they were very quick to see an employment opportunity and a money 
opportunity. Surprisingly, they were more astute to that than the average Australian, or 
former Australian, type of family. It was no different to when the migrants started to 
come here in droves and the number of people that started to fish on the banks of the 
Swan River. It was rare to see anyone there, but then all of a sudden they'd be lined up 
along there because not only was it recreation, but it was a free feed. But that's a 
difference in the culture of some of these people. But it was all part of the whole, and I 
was rather proud of the fact that I had an understanding of it. 

RJ In your time in government, and I'm thinking more of the Charles Court 
government now, was any emphasis placed on women's issues at all? The Whitlam 
government had made a feature of women's issues, and they appointed women's 
advisers. Did this have any influence in the State sphere? 

COURT Look, I'd be foolish to say precisely at what point and in what way that 
we made an emphasis of it, but it was always very much in our mind to do it in an 
intelligent way. My great fear all the time was that we'd be accused of wanting cheap 
labour or wanting to bypass our responsibility to train labour and all that sort of thing; 
you know, the nasty aspect of it, which was far from it. It was always on the basis of, 
yes, if women can fit it in with their family commitments and it's their desire to do it, 
and it's something that's congenial for them, by all means, because a lot of women 
learnt to do things during the war, for instance, because of patriotism and patriotic need 
that they didn't think they could do and they wanted to go on doing it. 

I'd be untruthful if I said I could remember when we set up any women's advisors or 
anything like that to appoint, but I can tell you that even in David Brand's day, then in 
my day, that this question of the role of women and the rights of women was always 
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under discussion at the appropriate time, but we did have our problems with it. 
[chuckles] You get extremists in all movements, of course, and you find it very hard 
to.... It's like some of the environmentalists, you can't reason with them. You'd like to 
talk to them and tell them what you have in mind as an alternative system that achieves 
both our objectives, but they're of such a nature you can't sit down [and discuss 
something sensibly]. It's like trying to talk to Kevin Reynolds of the union movement. 
Unfortunately, they don't face up to it that way. But I think as a government we did 
pretty well in trying to preserve a balance. You can do these things best, I found, if 
you're a front runner instead of a reluctant runner. 

RJ Was Rita any influence in your thinking about the role of women? 

COURT No. She wasn't a women's righter. On the contrary, she loved it the way 
she was, and she would never have been out carrying a banner. She was inclined to be 
just the reverse, and she just loved having kids around her. Only one of our children 
ever went to kindergarten, and that was Barry, and he went for one hour. 

RJ Why only one hour? 

COURT He was back home tugging at his mother's apron strings, and she just 
loved having him around. You say, "Why did you have five children? Why didn't you 
have more?" I remember the big consultation about it. [Rita said], "They'll think we 
either live in the bush or we're Roman Catholics", but that, in a rather crude and simple 
way, only summarised why it stopped at five. But she just loved having children. The 
fact that they were all boys never caused her any concern at all. It caused her mother a 
lot of concern; she just prayed and prayed and knitted for a granddaughter. When the 
fifth one arrived, I came home and told her, "And they're all healthy. Geoffrey's healthy 
and his mother's healthy". Her response in the middle of the night was, "Charles, you 
can't do that to me", and I said, "Well, I've done it." [laughter] 

She [Rita] would be a bad example because she was not a women's righter at any time, 
and she never sought to try and get me to represent a special position. 

I remember being confronted at a women's gathering. The then Governor's wife (1 
forget which one it was) was there in a gathering at the Pioneer Women's [Memorial in 
Kings Park] - it might have been one afternoon - and they were ready to tear strips off 
me. I said, "Look, I've been bossed about by women ever since I was born, starting with 
my mother, and I've loved every minute of it." They didn't have any answer to that one. 
[laughter] 

RJ You just made reference to, "It is like talking to Kevin Reynolds", or 
words to that effect, "of the union movement." Have you ever attempted to do that? 
Have you tried to sit down with Kevin Reynolds? 

COURT Not seriously, but I've run into one or two like that. In my position you 
couldn't avoid it, either as a minister or as a Premier or as Leader of the Opposition. 
These people find you at some function and so on, and they don't bother about the 
niceties of it; they're just into you like a chicken into hot mash. You've just got to retain 
your cool and work your way through it because [pause] to do otherwise is just to make 
a rod for your own back. If you try and confront them with the same brutal form of 
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language as they use, well you're just descending to their level and you're getting 
nowhere. 

RJ Sir Charles, you spent 29 years in the Parliament, and I was interested in 
your comments about any changes you saw in that time when it came to the type of 
person attracted to being in Parliament, in regards to age, background, behaviour, tone 
of Parliament. 

COURT I'd find it very hard to just briefly give examples which would answer 
your question. In a general way, I can see no improvement, and there's various reasons 
for that. The emoluments of office available in private industry today for anyone that's 
any good are almost obscene in some cases, and what a member of Parliament gets, and 
which is begrudgingly paid by the populace, means that the attractions for anyone that's 
any good within the private sector and various branches of the private sector and even in 
government employment today are not there. Some of the salaries that are paid by 
people that are brought in by government, not necessarily into the public service, but 
into some of the increased number of advisory roles that exist these days, why would 
anyone want to go into the salaries and other conditions that apply to a member of 
Parliament? 

If you're doing the job properly, there's no escape from seven days a week, and there's 
no escape from some of the unpleasant sides of it. The various emoluments of office 
might appear to the outsider to be better than they really are compared with the 
responsibilities you have. I don't think the average person has any idea what a good 
member does. I don't care whether he's on this side or that side. If he's a good, 
conscientious member of Parliament, the research that he should do, the interest he 
should take in his electorate (because don't forget even if he's a minister he still has an 
electorate) and his interest in the social and economic factors, if he's any good.... 

Now, with respect, I don't think there's very many would seriously be able to say that 
they conscientiously sit down and study a particular situation. It's no good trying to be 
the master of everything, of course, but you should have some speciality of your own, 
whether it's in the economy or whether it's in science, or whether it's in education or 
the medical side, and if you're any good, you soon emerge as something of an authority, 
not only within the Parliament, but it soon attracts attention from, say, the medical 
profession, if it's medicine, or from industry, if it's industry, and commerce at its 
various levels, or whether it's in the financial side and so on; and we need them all. At 
the same time, a good member has a fairly balanced approach to all of these things. The 
specialist has a danger of becoming very insular and very isolated within the Parliament 
because he becomes known for that and that alone, instead of having a balanced view on 
things. 

I gave it all I had. Some other members there did, but not many. Once you look at the 
job as a nine-to-five job with annual leave and all that sort of stuff, you shouldn't be 
there. I look at the announcements these days of how there seems to be a time of the 
year now when all the ministers go on leave and they go overseas, or they go anywhere 
for that matter, and they're entitled to have their break. But I must have been an unusual 
animal because I used to get a bit bored on holidays. As I used to say when I used to be 
challenged by my own family: "Why do you have to spend so much time on your work 
as minister for this, or Premier and so on?" and I said, "Well, the simple fact is I'm not 
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as bright as the average fellow so I've got to work longer to keep up." I got away with 
that story for a long, long time, whether it was in my profession or whether it was in 
Parliament or in my Army days. I just like work; I never found it a hardship at all. 
There's always something challenging to do and it's amazing if you do see something 
challenging around you, time's just gone. It's not unpleasant. But I regarded myself as a 
bit of a freak and so the only story I could think of was that I wasn't very bright so I had 
to work a bit harder to keep up. I got away with it in most places. 

I do worry about the quality of people and if anyone does come to me (and very few do 
these days) and say I'm thinking of having a parliamentary career and have you any 
advice, I spend time with them, warn them if they're not dedicated to want to make the 
place a better place than when they went there, 'Don't go, because you're not going to 
get the money, you're not going to have the influence you think. You're not going to 
get the emoluments you think you do, from what you hear in the paper, and if that's 
what you're going in for, for God's sake don't go because you're going to find it a very 
boring and a very acrimonious type of existence, and if you're thin-skinned, well God 
help you." 

Having said that, I'm forever on the back of the Liberal Party saying, "When are you 
going to get out and get good candidates?" In my day they did, particularly in the 
private sector, go and search for people, whether they were medical people or they were 
in the finance world, the industrial world, or the farming world. They used to go and 
look for people who they felt would be prepared to have the dedication (and that's what 
it does require, is dedication) to do the job. Now, of course, like all other things, when 
they get there they feel that they should be ministers the day they get there. [They think] 
they've all got special qualities to be a premier or a senior minister. You're finding this 
all the time. 

I had one member in particular who, if I'd had my way he'd never have been endorsed 
because he never had the commitment but he had some exalted idea of the fact that he 
had special abilities and a special attraction to the public. He'd run a business, not a 
very big one, but he'd run a business. He'd done fairly well at that, but he felt that 
because he'd run a business that everybody knew him. I soon disabused him on that 
when I took him canvassing when he didn't want to canvass. He said, "Everyone knows 
me." Then I took him out to a particular place - I was a bit naughty - took him to a 
place where I knew he'd be in trouble, and not one of the people in the morning's 
canvass recognised him. And very few of them recognised me until we came to one lady 
and she said, "I know you. I've seen you on the tele." [chuckles] It wasn't that I was 
the Premier or anything like that, she couldn't have told him what it was. But you know, 
just to disabuse his mind on this, and somebody should do this with all these people. 
Take them canvassing. It's the most humbling experience that I can think of because 
you'd like to think that people know you. In my case, of course, when you've been on 
TV for years, broadcasting here, there and everywhere, at public gatherings and so on, 
they do know you, but you'd be surprised how few. My periodical walks up the terrace 
with all the bus stops, that was laughed at by some of my colleagues, but I explained to 
them, in those days (I don't know about today) bus stops fed in from all the suburbs. 

Ri Yes, and you've told us that. 
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COURT Yes, I've told you all about that. It's all part of this question of 
membership and the public, and what the public expect and how you've got to cultivate 
it so that, first of all, if they don't know you, how are they going to make a judgment 
about you. 

END OF TAPE 161 SIDE A 
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COURT It brings you back to the party machine (that's the Liberal Party 
itself) and also to the various elements of the private sector - not only the business 
sector by the way. The professions, the sporting bodies, the industrial and commercial 
and financial bodies, they have some responsibility for seeking out people that would 
make good members of Parliament and especially if they're people that have a broad 
vision, and not only to one particular sphere, although that's not a bad thing. Parliament 
does need to have some specialists who have a knowledge of the economy or have 
knowledge of a profession like law. 

Take Medcalf for instance. He was tremendous value to the Parliament all the time he 
was there, because he had great integrity and he had a great knowledge of the law, not 
only just the statutes and that type of law, but the way the law worked in relation to 
people and the community and the government in relation to society generally, and all 
these things. Well, you need people like that, and it helps in the medical side. So, it's 
up to the wider range to seek out these people. 

Hopefully they'll find a party that they can reconcile with and bring their influence to 
bear, whether it be the Labor Party or the Liberal Party. They'd get more flexibility 
within the Liberal Party than they would with the Labor Party because you get on into a 
party that's laid down the policies for 100 or more years and you try and break it, you 
run into some trouble. But people like John Tonkin loved it; they lived with it because it 
was their religion almost. I think the problem at the moment is that there's too few 
people doing this. 

Now, I have to say that as a younger man there were always people within the 
industrial, commercial, financial and other sectors, that if they saw somebody they 
thought had a potential, they had no hesitation in getting a bit of a team together to work 
on him or her as the case may be. Then they [their candidate] has got to be prepared to 
do an apprenticeship. 

I was the richer because I had that six years in opposition, working first of all with the 
party and then the transformation that took place when I worked under Brand. I didn't 
ask any favours, although they would've known that I was very much supported by the 
party and supported by people outside of the party, but I didn't ask for any favours. I 
was there for Brand. I took on every assignment that was given to me, and found a few 
more. A lot of them come in and they're not prepared to do that. If they're not given 
responsibilities and briefs that they feel fit their station, their experience, they get rather 
restless and they can become something of a danger to the leader himself, as I found 
towards the end of my period. But you don't ever let them become obsessions in your 
mind. 

Ri What do you think of the quote from R.L. Stevenson: "Politics is perhaps 
the only profession for which no preparation is thought necessary." 

COURT Well, that's an unfortunate expression because really speaking, it's the 
one profession (or occupation is a better word, by the way) where people should be 
fully cognisant of what they're going into and what they can and what they should not 
do. Unfortunately, most of them have taken him seriously and they just think it would 
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be a good idea; it'd be a nice exalted occupation to go around and be an MP, or an 
MLA, MLC, or whatever it might be. The result is you get an extraordinary collection 
of people. 

I know I was accused of being a one-man band. It was not really true but sometimes it 
was a bit inconvenient because members could never say that I was never not available 
to them. Sometimes I did used to say, "Right, I'll be at your disposal when the House 
rises" and I'd arrange for the kitchen that they'd have tea and coffee and toast and 
something like that in my office. But when the House would rise at 2.00 am or 3.00 am, 
they used to think, all bets are off, and I'd be sitting there waiting for them and make 
sure that they turned up because it wasn't an unreasonable request. I still had to do my 
day's work and if they were too tired or too disinterested to keep an appointment, 
whether it was one o'clock [in the morning] or 10 o'clock [at night] or two o'clock [in 
the morning], whatever it might be, just too bad. So it became known that if the boss 
says he'll see you when the House rises, that meant when the House rises, full stop. [It's 
not as strange as you might think. I never asked them to do something I wasn't prepared 
to do myself.] 

A good member, an intelligent member, hardworking, dedicated member should sit in 
the House and hear even the rubbish as part of his education of the system. It's a 
wonderful thing. It's only natural that the leader orients towards them all the time when 
he's thinking about replacement people because of retirements, the failures and the like. 
It's rather sad that a lot of them don't think they've got to work to achieve. For instance, 
they would never think of getting a place in a footy team unless in training they justified 
their fitness and their capacity to respond to the trainer's tactics and all that sort of 
thing, but in Parliament they seem to think that that's not necessary. But if they're any 
good, they're training all the time, just as much as the footy players are training to get 
into the team. They don't deserve to get into the parliamentary team unless they prove it 
in training, and part of the training is accepting responsibilities in connection with a 
Bill; to give an intelligent response to a Bill, bearing in mind they haven't got the 
everyday commitments of a minister. 

If they're any good, IF they're any good, and they do have ambitions, if they're asked 
by the leader who knows they know something about [the subject of a Bill], "You be 
one of our speakers on this Bill", that meant you just do not stand up and make a 
speech. You make a speech (and you're only allowed to make one anyhow on the way 
through the second reading), but then it's when you come to the committee stages, 
that's where the minister needs support so that every one of those clauses has usually 
got a bite in it, that's got a significance in it that needs to be highlighted or opposed, as 
the case may be. You see these members, when you give them a job like that, they take 
it seriously; they stay for every minute of the debate, particularly in the committee 
stages. The committee stages finds them out more than the second reading or third 
reading, whatever it might be because that's a matter of just a prepared speech, and sit 
down. But in the committee stages looking at clause by clause, word by word, and then 
you start to see the real workers, instead of the shirkers, and it soon becomes apparent. 

I used to pride myself there wasn't a member of the Liberal Party in the Parliament or 
the coalition in Parliament who didn't know from me first-hand why he wasn't a 
minister, and I made it my business that I'd get them in. You could hear the rumblings 
that they were unhappy that they weren't in the ministry, and 'X' was not doing too well 
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and why not him instead of 'X' and so on, so you just sort them out every day [like you 
do after] every footy match with a football team. If you didn't do too well last week, 
you don't get a game next week. But Parliament's not quite like that. 

We had one member in particular who comes to mind. We had very great difficulty in 
getting him elected because he didn't think he should canvass; he thought he was so 
well known, it was below his dignity. Between Clive Griffiths and myself, we soon 
disabused his mind on that by taking - 

RJ Are you prepared to name that person? You referred to them before. 

COURT Not at the moment. Anyhow, he was very restless when he got in 
because he used to always be telling me how he was "officer material". There was a 
saying during the war, you see, "I'm officer material, why not me?" Well the Army had 
a good system. They sent you to school and you'd be given the works then to find out 
whether you were officer material. Anyhow this chap, it became an absolute obsession 
with him, and so much so that one time, to my amusement, I found that he invited a 
group of backbenchers who he thought would be just as uncomfortable and disgruntled 
as he was, and he invited them to have supper with him. He wanted them (don't laugh) 
to have a deputation to the Premier - that was me - to tell me that he was officer 
material. 

Well, I had the matter reported to me fairly quickly, but you can imagine they thought it 
was the most hilarious thing they'd ever been to and they made him conscious of it too: 
"What do you think of us. Don't you think we're officer material? Why should we go 
and tell the Premier that you've got to get special recognition?" I never had any trouble 
with him after that because I think they advised him in language that I couldn't have 
used. 

I tell that for a purpose. Most of the people that I told why they weren't considered for 
portfolios, accepted it with good grace, and they tried. If they tried to overcome the 
difficulties that had been pointed out, you'd naturally follow them through and you'd 
help them. You gave them examples and you gave them assignments like a particular 
Bill where you knew they were interested. That didn't mean making just the one speech, 
but to help the minister in ushering the Bill through, otherwise the minister's up and 
down like a yoyo and it's much better if five, six or more people are coming in with 
their own lines of thought. But they had rehearsed, by the way, with the minister, so that 
they really understand the Bill, otherwise they make fools of themselves. The number of 
people that are prepared to do that you'd be amazed how small it is. 

I can only come back to where we started: we need more quality people. And that 
applies to both Houses. You need quality in the upper House as well as you do in the 
lower House. Same with the Senate and the House of Reps, and what I've said is 
equally relevant to the federal Parliament, if not more so, because there you have 
interstate as well as the normal party room problems to contend with. I am worried 
about the lack of quality people coming forward and I do put it down to the fact that the 
parties, and the various organisations, are not realising their responsibilities to get out 
and select people and encourage people, and if necessary be prepared to lose a good 
executive. Most of them are too selfish. If they got a good executive who's on the way 
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up in a firm, they don't want to lose him, and in point of fact that's the sort of person 
they should be putting there. But it doesn't happen, or rarely happens. 

The point I want to re-emphasise is that the Liberal Party itself (State and federal) the 
various private organisations, not only industry and commerce and finance, but a host of 
other organisations, very worthy organisations, they have a responsibility, not to just 
complain about the Parliament. They moan and they groan about it, and superficially 
what they say is correct, but when they get down to it and you say, "Well what've you 
done about it?" they say, "It's none of my business." It is their business and if they can 
within their own organisation identify somebody that should.... not against his or her 
will but who has shown some inclination, they should encourage them. 

Then when it comes to the Liberal Party in particular, the endorsement process is in a 
shambles but the fact is they're not getting the material to effectively make judgment 
on. Now if they had a quality person coming up, it shouldn't be beyond the realms of 
practicabilities to get that person endorsed. I suppose I was the classic example. The 
Liberal Party went down on their bended knees to get me to stand, and they had strong 
pressure from private enterprise generally because of my professional background and 
so on, and then when the time came they couldn't get me endorsed. As it happened, the 
people that were behind me were strong enough and determined enough, and I was 
stupid enough, to decide that we were not going to accept a knock-back from an 
organisation that should have known better. They should have either not approached me 
or they should have been able to provide endorsement. It didn't have to be Nedlands, 
but that was the logical seat. Eventually, and to have to contest that as a dual 
endorsement was an insult really, and perhaps I should have said no at the time and 
gone on making some money. 

RJ You have covered this well, yes. 

COURT But you know the point. It all comes back to this question of getting the 
right material up. We desperately need people and I'm sure you would find that if you 
got the quality people up, they would not have the difficulty of getting endorsed that 
you might realise because I've always believed no seat is unwinnable; every seat is 
losable. But it's amazing the seats that have been won. 

A classic example is Clive Griffiths - how he got into Parliament, just out of sheer 
determination and basically sound organising and hard work. He stayed there to 
transform the whole seat into the so-called safe seat. When he first stood people thought 
it was unwinnable. But a quality candidate can make a big difference. 

RJ Sir Charles, this leads logically into another comment from you about if 
you have noticed any changes in the attitude of the community to members over the 
years, since your first experience and how a member is viewed by the public. We all 
know that polls now show that a politician rates lowly in respect. When they put out 
these tables about the professions that are respected the most, politicians come in 
poorly. Any comment about that situation; the public's perception of their politicians? 

COURT Well, it's unfortunately a fact of life that has been brought about by 
politicians themselves. I could always look people in the eye and say, "Well, what are 
you making the sacrifice about that I'm making by being in Parliament?", and so on. I 
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was in the rather unique situation, or perhaps it was because I was foolish or something. 
The best thing the party could have done for me was sack me and send me back to make 
some money. I was in a rather unusual situation that I'd be one of the few that was 
worse off by being in Parliament, but there were others that were. For instance, Medcalf 
was a person. I had to really confront him with his responsibilities because he was so 
much more comfortable in being in the position he was in. They're the ones you want in 
Parliament; they're the ones that carry respect; they're the ones that give proper 
judgments. They can afford to give proper judgments; they're not being lent on by 
somebody that's got an axe to grind. So I really believe that there's a lot of work to be 
done. It's not new, by the way, it goes back in time. But there's a lot of work to be done 
to get people to accept that politicians are, as a class, as a group, entitled to the respect 
they should get. 

RJ Have you noticed a change in that though? When you first went into 
Parliament do you think the community had more respect for politicians? 

COURT Well, I have to say that they did have more respect for politicians then 
than they do today. That's largely been brought about by the fact that individuals and 
parties (more often groups within parties) that brought on this series of examples that 
give the wrong impression. For instance, the classic example in our time, of course, is 
the WA Inc and [Brian] Burke was riding high. He had the media behind him and he 
had a capacity to present himself on many occasions, but he just lacked, for instance, the 
integrity and the stability of his father. His father was a very highly respected man both 
by Liberal and Labor people because he was an honourable man. But Brian got involved 
with people within the private sector who were some of the worst elements of the 
private sector, clever people, cunning people, and he was just the ideal person for them 
to latch on. They in turn, from his point of view, were the ideal people for him to latch 
on, and he paid the price. The State paid the price. His own party is still paying the 
price, because the media was warned about what was going on and they took no notice 
of it at the time. It just happened; it got worse and worse and worse. 

These things are happening far too often, and it all comes down to leadership and 
commitment. I had a great belief in the public. If you had an idea that was good enough 
and you stuck with it in spite of criticism, they'd eventually embrace it. That's why I 
never stopped talking up nuclear energy, not because I wanted it in its present form, but 
my great cry at the time at both State and federal levels was, "For goodness sake let's 
get young scientists, getting the best brains in the world and consciously being exposed 
to getting the best brains in the world, to find out what is the true answer." The only 
people that got smart about it were the French. Eighty per cent of their energy now is 
generated from nuclear sources. They went about getting the technology and getting the 
science right - 

RJ And you did cover this last time Sir Charles. 

COURT - and to get the nasties under control so that you're looking at a total 
thing. Now we're talking about exporting uranium only because it's going to be more 
export income for the federal government; it's going to be more income tax for the 
federal government; it's going to be more royalties for the federal government and the 
State government, but for the wrong reason. It's not because they are going to make 
sure that Australia has a reliable, clean, safe, economic form of energy in the future. 
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That's what gets me mad about the governments of the day. Most governments, 
unfortunately today will bring in some outside advisers on that - not people to answer a 
technical question that can't be answered reasonably within a government, but to 
answer some policy thing that should've been advised by the government anyhow. Once 
you've got the right policies, then you can build up the organisation that makes sure you 
do it the right way, the safe way, the economic way, the honourable way and so on. 
You can understand my disappointment and concern that Australia is exporting all its 
valuable things, its energy and so on, and not a thing is being directed towards the long-
term future of this nation 30, 40, 50, 100 years hence. 

This is where the private sector is not giving any leadership either. It will surprise you 
to know that the biggest and the most abrupt rejection of my concept for the future has 
been from within the private sector. And why? Because they'd have to stop making 
obscene sums of money. You see the latest announcement by Rio Tinto with billions 
that they've now got and not a word about adding value in Australia or anywhere else 
for that matter. So you can understand why there's a certain amount of cynicism in the 
minds of the public - in some cases worse than cynicism, just straight-out mistrust. How 
we're going to correct it is by getting quality people there and then you've got to get the 
media onside, of course, to be talking about some of the more difficult policies. For 
instance, to get a Prime Minister and a Premier who's prepared to face up to the best use 
of our energy and our resources in any particular case, I can't see anyone at the moment 
that would give us that leadership that we need. My letter to the Prime Minister is still 
unanswered. 

RJ Yes. Just so that people know what you're talking about. You did write 
to John Howard about this very fact. 

COURT That was following quite a long meeting we had when he was in Perth 
for a meeting at one stage, and by arrangement I had a meeting with him. Following that 
meeting, I set out at some length the concerns I had that we're endangering the future of 
Australia which could be a unique future. You didn't have to stop exporting, but a 
goodly proportion of what is our God given right should be processed in our own 
country. I gave the example: why not get the Northern Hemisphere that hasn't got the 
resources to come here and process it into metal here, and they then become good 
citizens of our country and get access to the materials, at a more advanced form, of 
course. In the meantime, we've got the skills and we've got people in the right places to 
populate the country, giving us greater economic as well as military security. 

Now I know that that wouldn't be very popular with Premiers or with Prime Ministers 
because first of all they would automatically reduce a big lump of their export income - 
not all of it but a big lump of it - and then they would also have to make sure that they 
held our own energy resources to process. Then you would have to build up the labour 
force so you're talking about a much bigger population for Australia, which we need, 
but a skilled population, a contented population, a well-educated population, well 
housed, well hospitalised and everything a population [should be entitled to expect]. 
Not bad objectives. 

END OF TAPE 161 SIDE B 
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COURT You see there's a big difference between a starry-eyed person that has 
great dreams and high-flying concepts and so on. They're good, but, I mean, the 
important thing is to be able to pluck those dreams out of the air and turn them into 
reality. I always pride myself that I was always one that looked at the realities of things 
and that's why I indicated to you that in retrospect I should have stayed that bit longer 
so as to try and point the State, and with it the nation, in the right direction that 
hopefully no-one would be stupid enough to want to destroy. 

RJ But to get back to your point about Howard, you actually wrote to him 
along these lines. 

COURT Yes. 

RJ And how long ago was that? 

COURT That's March. 

RJ Last year [2005]. 

COURT Last year. We're now in February. 

RJ So you're not going to get a reply after this. 

COURT Well, I'm assuming I'm not going to. Now I've written him a very 
courteous, but rather embarrassing letter for Christmas, just pointing out it's a long time 
with a promised reply, a promised considered reply, and no reply. But I haven't heard 
from that yet, and I don't expect to. That's the sort of thing you're up against. 

You see, if you can get people into the machine that have the right type of thinking, 
whether it be in medicine, whether it be in education, whether it be in engineering or 
any of these things, so that we are a leader in these things, then what better way than to 
send your young scientists over there to pick the best brains of the world and then come 
back and provide our own better brand than the world currently has to use for our own 
purpose. 

RJ But, Sir Charles, you referred to the Rio Tintos of this world who make 
huge amounts of money with tapping into our resources, but without any contribution to 
the long-term future. Isn't this part of the private enterprise system that you have your 
shareholder to answer to and your shareholder wants to see the biggest profits that can 
be got? Can you have a company look at a long-term future that will actually reduce the 
amount of money coming their way and survive? 

COURT Well, there is such a thing as having the best of both worlds. The 
international demands are such, when you think of China, India, Asian countries, 
America, Europe and the world generally, there's such a thing as having the best of both 
worlds and a certain proportion of this God-given raw material that we have (and not 
only us, by the way, other Southern Hemisphere countries), can be doing some of that in 
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our country, as well as supplying some of the basic materials, both in energy and in 
minerals, to enable a certain amount of this to be done in the other country. 

Now, I understand that because that means that they can never be held to ransom. If we, 
for instance, had a ban on our exports, we would be quite unrealistic because we 
wouldn't be living in a real world. We would be meaning that we would want to 
produce steel and we would expect somebody to buy it, or we would produce steel 
products and expect somebody to buy them. Our labour costs are not the most exciting 
in the world compared with, say, China or India and these countries, and one has to be 
realistic about it. 

I went as far as I could in my day in trying to get some of my contacts in the Northern 
Hemisphere, whether it be Germany or England or in Asia, Japan in particular, to come 
and make metal in our country. 

RJ And you have covered that well. 

COURT Yes, it's all part of this story. This is having the best of both worlds. 
Now it's interesting that Brazil at the time would not join with me in a common 
approach from the Southern Hemisphere to the Northern Hemisphere because if these 
people produced the metal in this country, they would had a God-given right to always 
have available supplies; some in natural form, some in processed form. They would 
never be strangers in the countries where they were doing these things because they'd 
be a very important part of their economy, and they'd therefore be a very important part 
of their political life. I didn't get anywhere with that. I didn't get anywhere with the 
South American exporters of raw materials when we had a meeting in Venezuela. [If 
my information is correct, China is about to produce steel in Brazil.] 

RJ Yes, which you have also covered. 

COURT But, see, there's always this suspicion that we were trying to grind our 
own axe. I was trying to explain to them we would do it better if we did it together 
because of the fact that some of these Northern Hemisphere companies have got huge 
space problems and huge populations but not a lot of raw materials. Here we are 
pouring out our beautiful coal, some of the best coal deposits in the world, and we can't 
[get it used for adding value in Australia]. The only thing that's stopping us exporting 
more is that our railways and our harbours [in the Eastern States] can't handle any more. 
They can't handle the orders we've got. We're moaning about that instead of moaning 
about the fact that wouldn't it be nice if we were using that here, in view of the [large 
quantities of] high quality that we've got. 

It's the same with our oil and our gas. The North West Shelf was intended for this 
purpose [of adding value before export], but there are other projects behind North West 
Shelf which you know about [and are not committed to adding value before export]. 
Anyhow, it's all part of this grand concept [that I was advocating]. 

Now, how are you going to get the nation to come back to do this? I do believe that the 
only way, eventually will be through the academics because they can take a stand on a 
thing like this without getting the sack. If you are at the head of one of these great 
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organisations, if you came out and took a stand on it, you wouldn't be there tomorrow 
because it's so nice making record profits. 

Now, you might say, "What was different in my day?" I was fortunate. We had some 
great Australians then that were prepared to listen and to come out and publicly support: 
people like Mawby, Ian McLennan, his successor McNeill, people like Barlow and 
others within the Hamersley organisation, Arvi Parbo. In the financial world there was 
Ian Potter. Now these people were very, very strong Australians. Of course they were 
there to do the best they could by their corporation, but on the other hand they were 
always very conscious of the Australian presence, and that's not there anymore. If you 
look at these organisations like Shell and others, the Rio Tintos, the BHPBillitons (as it 
is today), there's people sitting in those seats there that are not in the Australian 
tradition and you can understand why. Whereas in my day even the [Australian] head of 
the great oil companies was a person that was very much identified with Australia, and 
you knew who he was and that he was going to be there for a [reasonably] long time. 

With the backing of the Mawbys and the Parbos and the Ian Potters [to name but a few], 
it was possible for governments to do these things. But don't forget they're not there 
anymore. 

RJ To move on to something quite different, when I interviewed you back in 
August 1990, you were critical of the Senate because it was, in your view then, as big a 
party-political house as the House of Representatives.' This is now 16 years later. 
What do you feel about the situation today? 

COURT No different. No different. You see, as I said on election night when it 
was claimed that the Liberals were going to have a majority in the upper house, I said 
"Like hell." On paper, yes, but that assumes that everyone's going to be a good boy and 
line up and say "Yes, yes, yes. What do I do next?" sort of thing. But human beings are 
not like that, particularly when you're governing with a coalition. If you lived with a 
coalition as long as I had to, they would just be rubbing their hands with glee and say, 
"What's this majority of one? We've got our agrarian socialist members. We'll do what 
we want on certain issues", and you're seeing it happening every day. Now one bloke's 
taught them all about it. Others are saying, "Why can't I do this too, become important 
and get my name in the paper?" when otherwise they wouldn't in a hundred years. So it 
is quite a disturbing factor. I'm not suggesting it be abolished or anything like that, but 
it all comes back, Ronda, to quality - quality people, instead of small-minded, little 
people who think, "Wouldn't it be nice to be in Parliament?" There's something wrong 
with the organisations themselves, whether it be the Labor organisation or the Country 
Party, the National Party or the Liberals, or the Greens, or anything else like that. There 
aren't people out there in the community making sure that we've got quality people in 
all of these positions. 

Ri But what do you see as the role of the Senate? 

COURT Well, it's a house of review like our Legislative Council and when it's 
doing that it's performing a useful role. They are making governments more sensitive to 
what they legislate for, because a house of review working properly will soon find out a 
government that's up to funny business; they've a bad habit of somebody asking the 

This transcript, p. 350. 
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right questions. I know that can be misinterpreted. It can be interpreted a dozen ways, 
which makes the life of a government unbearable, but if the quality of members is right, 
the system will work right. Also you won't have people in the Senate, whether it's 
Legislative Council or whether it's Senate, just because they couldn't get into the lower 
house. There's a place for people in those two houses, and some people are better at it 
than others. I'm afraid most people - and I know this will be criticised - but most people 
who are there is because they couldn't get into the other house; so they say, "This is 
better than nothing", but in point of fact the responsibilities of review are much greater 
than the average person realises. 

Again, of course, you've got to allow for the party influence because the government of 
the day is entitled to get its policies passed that it got elected on. There's nothing 
dishonourable about them going to the Senate or going to the Legislative Council, as the 
case may be, seeking to get the legislation honourably prepared to achieve what they 
promised the people they were going to do. You can't argue against that, but that's not 
always the case. It's because somebody's up to a different motive, a more restrictive 
motive than was the original intention, or that policies that would be taken in 
conjunction with the broader issues. It's very difficult to get that type of honourable 
thinking through. Again, it'll always be the same if you haven't got the quality of 
people. 

Ri What do you think when Barnaby Joyce, for instance, says, "I am going 
to review this with my State in mind rather than the government in mind?" 

COURT Well, there's nothing wrong with that as long as it's done in the broader 
concept of what is the right thing for the nation; a big difference. If he's just taking 
some narrow view from some borough within his State, well then it's just as 
unwholesome as people that are doing it for other reasons. It is a States house and they 
are entitled to have regard for the rights of the State. I wish some of our State senators 
would do the same thing; but not in a stupid, weak, almost corrupt way just for a 
narrow, political purpose. 

Ri So how should they do it? 

COURT In the broad concept of.... With full regard to what is important to the 
State, but also bear in mind that what they don't add when they talk about it being a 
States house as part of a national machine, a national organisation, part of the total 
Federation, so whether you come from Timbuktu or Ooki Ooki, the fact is that there is a 
total nation that you've got some regard for. As I've said before, one day, one day, I 
don't know when, we're going to get a great Prime Minister, and it's going to be a 
Prime Minister that looks at the total of Australia, and then such a Prime Minister is 
going to immediately wake up to the fact that, "My God, we're not getting the best out 
Of Western Australia; we're not putting Western Australia to work for the nation." 
We're allowing the present situation that goes on with Canberra and WA holding hands, 
with unbridled exports and no thought of the future. I suppose they could all say, "Well, 
we won't be around when the day of reckoning comes," which at 30, 40 or 50 years is 
not all that long anyhow. 

It still comes back, Ronda, to quality, you see. A quality member, of course he can take 
regard for what is good for Western Australia, but not in a narrow, unrealistic way. You 
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have regard for what's important to your State but on the other hand you've got to have 
regard for what is important to Australia. 

That brings me back to the point. I just remind you, that what I'm seeking to do is not 
only good for WA but more particularly it's good for Australia. Unless we're going to 
secede and be a nation in our own right, as the Tunku always said, "I can't understand 
why you don't go it alone." He said, "You've got so much going for you that you'd be 
the best protected country in the world. You'd have the best financed country in the 
world because everybody wants what you've got, so don't fall for this stuff that you rely 
on Canberra for defence because you'll be the last one they're going to defend if the 
problem really arises." It was strange that here was a man quite removed from us. 
That's Tunku Abdul Rahman who was the first Prime Minister of Malaysia. 

RJ I should have researched this, but I think I'm right in remembering - I 
interviewed Clive Griffiths a lot of years ago now, back in the 1980s. I think I'm right 
in remembering that he actually voted against his party and the government of the time 
when legislation came to the Legislative Council that he was unhappy with. 

COURT Who's that? 

RJ Clive Griffiths. I think I'm right in remembering that he did that. How 
did you feel about that? 

COURT I'm not quite sure of the piece of legislation that was involved. 

RJ No, I can't remember, either. I should have done the research.' 

COURT But knowing Clive as I do, he would not have sprung that as a surprise 
on the government. He would have come to the party room in his forceful sort of a way. 
He used to give me the works while I was minister, but I never resented it because he 
was always pointing out things which he thought the government had overlooked; 
sometimes about his own province - because they had provinces, not electorates [in the 
Legislative Council], and sometimes for other reasons. Sometimes he would make me 
mad the way he was doing it, but he always did his homework, and he never did it 
publicly without coming to the party room and saying what he was unhappy about. 
Most times, an overwhelming number of times, if we explained what we were doing 
and he was satisfied with it, that was the end of the matter. Sometimes he was so right 
that we did the sensible thing and did what he suggested. He was a bit aggressive in his 
style but it didn't alter the fact that he usually used to come and plead his case on the 
facts, as he knew it, and he always did it before we made any public comment. Some of 
them, unfortunately, would sneak something out and hope to get a bit of a headline for it 
and only caused much more embarrassment than if they had have come and discussed it 
with the leader or within the party machine. 

'According to Griffiths, he "crossed the floor lots of times. I voted against the Liberal Party". This was 
done after he had taken the matter up in the party room and had not succeeded in persuading others to his 
view. (Interview with Clive Griffiths by Ronda Jamieson for the Parliamentary History Project, 1986, OH 
1640, pp. 15, 18-19.) 
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Although Clive could often give the government a bad time, I always admired the fact 
that he never once was secretive or cunning and unprincipled in the way he advocated it. 
In other words, it was up to the government of the day, if he had a viewpoint and 
information to support it, to prove that he was wrong or the alternative was better. He 
would be the first to tell you that there were many cases where he didn't agree with 
what the government had announced where we either convinced him that what we 
wanted to do was all right or, alternatively, we had the good sense to sit down and work 
out something that was proper. I can't remember the issue on which he voted against us 
in the Council but I'd be interested to know and when. 

RJ Sir Charles, you referred to the fact that when you did not appoint 
someone as a minister, you gave them feedback as to why. With those you did appoint, 
did you, if it was their first time as a minister, do any sort of induction with them to tell 
them what you expected of them? 

COURT Very much so. 

RJ Individually or in the party room? 

COURT Individually, because I wanted them to understand that they were 
accepting a responsibility as part of a team and they had the loyalty to the team. If they 
expected loyalty and frankness from their colleagues, they had to give the same. 

Leading on from that, some of their wives (not all of them but some of their wives) 
would soon front up to me and say, "Is there any way that I can help my husband?" That 
meant they wanted to be identified with some ministerial activity. I said, "Yes, there is 
one way that will improve your husband's efficiency and his hold on his portfolio, and 
that is to give him serenity at home." Now, if they didn't understand what that meant, 
you'd explain it to them; but that's the greatest asset that anyone in public life can have 
is serenity at home. They used to go away pretty crestfallen because they were 
expecting that I was going to nominate things that they could do virtually representing 
the government. Any of them that tried to do that sort of thing always proved a disaster 
for the government and a disaster for their husbands. There are some of them, and 
they're still around, who believed that they had some contribution to make. In other 
words, they weren't confident that their husbands could be good ministers, so they 
wanted some way in which they could bolster his stocks. That would be disastrous. 
Anyhow, they all got the same answer. 

Don't forget by the time a fellow was invited into the government you'd worked it out 
with your colleagues, particularly my deputy, you worked out with him that [the 
proposed new minister] was the best we had offering - not necessarily what we wanted, 
but the best we had offering because you can't go beyond the material you're given. 

RJ As time unfolded and someone was operating as a minister, did you give 
any feedback as to how they were going, you know, both in terms of their successes and 
where you were concerned? 

COURT They got plenty of feedback because their performance became obvious. 
It's very hard to be a minister without being publicly seen to either be a performer or a 
non-performer. 
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Ri But did you PERSONALLY ever comment on how they were going, one 
way or the other? 

COURT Yes, send for them and bail them up. I had one minister who couldn't 
control his budgets and always towards the build-up towards the next budget, you'd 
have the inevitable question of how we're going to cover up for his lack of discipline 
and so on. One in particular protested in Cabinet when I confronted him, because I was 
putting the pressure on everybody, that he was a minister, not a chartered accountant. I 
said, "Too bad. You've got people here that are professionally qualified to run your 
financial side. What are you saying to me, that we've got to get rid of them?" Usually it 
was because they didn't talk to the Treasury. The Treasury were good at it, but if they 
did talk to the Treasury they would feed people [into the offending department] that 
could strengthen their own weaknesses on the financial side and get them back on 
course. Treasury was good at it, but where people defied them and just went on and 
spent, of course we had to pay the cheques. But, on the other hand, we didn't do it 
without protest. There was only one minister where I had to threaten to sack him 
because he couldn't control his budgets. After he did it once and then did it twice, I had 
to call him in and say that will have to be the end. We gave him some help from the 
Treasury which brought it in line, but it was not good because it was the Treasury that 
was controlling his department, not the minister; he didn't have the strength to do that. 

These are the problems that a leader is there for. Every leader that's any good has them 
and he deals with them in his own way. As a result, you keep a fairly tight team; just 
like a footy team is well trained and well disciplined. 

END OF TAPE 162 SIDE A 
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RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in his home on 28 
February 2006. 

Sir Charles, we finished up last time talking about the Senate and the Legislative 
Council. Not on a dissimilar tack, at the Liberal Party's annual conference in 1990, 
there was a call for an end to compulsory voting for both State and federal elections. 
Were you a supporter of that motion or not? 

COURT I was not a supporter of it for practical reasons, and whether it was 
compulsory enrolment or compulsory voting, the reasons were the same. The average 
Australian gets a bit irked about compulsion, and that's understandable, but on the other 
hand, given his freedom, he doesn't always line up and do what he should do because 
it's his right and he's got to protect it by enrolling or voting, as the case may be. I 
believe that whilst it's a lovely thought that people because they're free they should be 
able to decide whether they want to enrol and decide whether they want to vote, and 
what's more the political parties, if they're genuine about it all, they should get off their 
tail and work harder and check people voting and check people enrolling. Now that was 
the lovely thought, but in reality I believe you had to make it compulsory for them to 
enrol and compulsory for them to vote. Quite frankly, we would have lost many 
elections that we won if there'd been either voluntary enrolment and/or voluntary 
voting. 

Now I give you examples that when we were working on the Legislative Council seats 
in particular, where you had to almost identify individuals and then have your 
scrutineers checking them off, which was a legitimate right to check them as they voted, 
and then you'd find out at a certain time of the day, say from midday onward, you had 
to keep checking where people that you knew were Liberals hadn't voted. You've got 
to go and give them a dig in the ribs and say, "Look, mate, you haven't voted," you see. 
"Oh I'll do that. I'll do this. I'll do that," and so on, but you learnt that the call of the 
footy, the call of the cricket, the call of the races, or bowls, they're all too great, and so 
you had to quite ruthlessly go and find these people where you knew their haunts were. 
Most of them were decent sort of people. They were a bit self-conscious about the fact 
they hadn't done as they promised, but you'd keep at them until they eventually voted. 
Now if it was left entirely to their discretion, nothing in the world would have got them 
there. It would always have been too difficult or too much bother. 

So it was a conflict, in some ways, in my own belief in freedom of decision and 
freedom of action and so on, but I believe that when it came to something as important 
as the Parliament, you had to provide that people had to vote, and they had to enrol and 
they had to vote. Irksome though it is, and annoying though it is, I did believe it was in 
the interests, quite frankly, of the Liberal Party. You might say, well it shouldn't be a 
question of that at all; it's a question of individual freedoms and so on, but I didn't see it 
as a conflict in freedoms. I do believe that, just as I believe the people should serve their 
country in time of war, they should be prepared to go and vote for the issues of the day, 
even if they're not going to vote for us. And I still adhere to those views. It's just a 
simple logic of it all and although you might make yourself unpopular with a few, I 
believe it was the sensible thing to do. 
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RJ Sir Charles, you had a very busy life as member, minister, later Premier. 
How did you keep yourself up to date with general issues going on in the community? 
We know about your more specialist side, but what about just keeping yourself up to 
date on what was going on around you? Were you someone who listened to or watched 
news programs, or did you talk to people? 

COURT It was not something that someone else could do for you and leave a note 
on your table every day, "these are the issues for the day," because it just wouldn't work 
that way. It was something you had to do for yourself. I used to be a very early riser and 
I would read the newspaper. Don't forget, in my early days there was no TV so it was 
only a newspaper and then broadcasting: the radio. I used to make it my duty to.... I 
became rather good at scanning through the paper very quickly early in the morning and 
bringing myself up to date. Most of the issues, of course, as far as they concerned the 
State, I could anticipate what was going to be in the paper because of the questions 
asked the day before; the matters that were discussed in Parliament the day before. 

Also, I think it would have to be admitted by friend and foe that I spent more time 
actually sitting in the Parliament while the Parliament was sitting than most members. I 
used to be very severe on my own members about insisting they sit there and learn. If 
they listened, they learned from people the method of presenting an argument, the 
method of answering an argument and all that sort of thing, and they could see how a 
point of view could be developed cleverly by people who took the trouble to do it, and 
they should as part of their training and discipline. If they wanted to be an athlete of 
some note, they just had to do what athletes do, and if they wanted to be a musician of 
some note, they had to do the same thing. And it's the same with Parliament. The best 
way to learn about it is to be there - you see how not to do it and how to do it. You had 
people on both sides that could teach you these things. 

Even some of the more humorous, odd type of things that were done, many of them 
taught you how not to do it. For instance, excessive humour can be a disaster because 
after a while when a certain member rose, like in the case of George Cornell, they 
expect him to be funny. His maiden speech was a classic in entertaining the House, you 
see, and they expected to be entertained from then onward. He used to specialise in 
Gilbert and Sullivan characters and all that sort of stuff. For a while, it's clever stuff, but 
not when you want to get a responsible message across, so you have to have a certain 
balance in these things. 

It's amazing what you learn if you're talking to people and moving about. The issues of 
the day usually, by the end of the day, if you had a rough idea of the headlines and that 
sort of thing, if they were real issues of importance, the mere conversation you had with 
your colleagues over a meal, or a cup of tea, or in a casual sort of a way, it's 
embellishing the impressions you got from the headlines. Then also you have to be 
careful, of course. Headlines can be dangerous, so you had to get a good idea of what 
was the real story and not just the headlines. It's a combination of all these things. At 
the time I had a fairly good memory and so you could always call up something from 
your memory on these issues, and if you couldn't recall it accurately, there was always a 
way of getting the information. But I never had any systematic way whereby, say, a 
person like Bill Mitchell, or anything like that, would come and say, "This is what 
you've got to know about the news today." That would worry you because you'd be 
trying to memorise it, whereas if you learn it in an instinctive way, from the 
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conversation and what you heard on the radio while you were driving along, and that 
sort of thing.... 

You also know from previous records that I, in my campaigning days - it might not 
apply today, but in my campaigning days, I placed more importance on getting our 
message on the radio than I did on TV because when the radio was going throughout the 
whole of the North, when they eventually got connections right throughout the North, 
or, say, you were talking on the radio system that prevailed in the North in those days, 
they had to imagine what the talker looked like, and that was important. When you 
came on time after time, they had your voice and they just wanted to work out what you 
looked like and so on. But I believe that things like radio and the bush wireless and so 
on.... and don't forget the old telephone in the early days. In my [early] time in 
Parliament we still had party lines in country areas, and you've no idea how good they 
were in getting a gossipy message across. 

So it's a combination of all of these things and that's why I believed that radio was a 
better medium, in our first years in office because people had to think more about the 
message they were getting, what the person looked like, and in the process they became 
more captive to the message than they do on TV where the vision is on, the vision's off 
and people didn't have very long memories of it. 

Today that would be different because TV is much more sophisticated and my old 
theory wouldn't prevail today perhaps. But I did believe, for a big part of my time in 
Parliament, especially in the northern areas and the wheat belt areas, and the goldfields 
areas, that the radio was the more lasting medium to use in getting a message across. So 
it was not by accident; it was carefully worked out and maybe I was a little bit more 
informed than most people because I had been involved with radio since I was a boy 
performing on 6WF. Being involved in that, not occasionally but quite often, it did 
teach me a number of things about getting a message across. 

Ri Sir Charles, throughout your political career, including your time as 
Premier, your home telephone number was in the telephone directory. I just wondered 
to what extent there were problems over people who took advantage of that fact and 
perhaps used it to abuse or be rude or whatever. 

COURT Well, I have to say that they didn't take advantage of it as much as I 
thought they would, or they should, and this comes back to my reasons for having it in 
the book. I do believe that if people can see something, obviously in print or in a 
document, they don't worry anymore about it; they think there can't be any catches in it. 
It's like a report of a company, a report of a government, or a report of anything for that 
matter, if it's all there, it's amazing how people just read it and say well that can't be 
anything they've got to be frightened of or cautious about because it's all there in print. 
I do believe that if I did have my phone number in the book that people would 
automatically back off because I was quite certain that if your number wasn't in the 
book, they'd find it. There are numbers of ways you can get it and there's always 
somebody who gets your number and then there's a big, smart Alec type of trick if they 
pass it on to somebody else. Then they feel because they've got the number, they've got 
to use it. Now, that was my main purpose, and it was a gamble as to whether I would 
put the number in, and I consulted my family about it, of course - my wife in particular. 
We decided that we would put the number there and if people wanted it, there it was in 
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the book, and there wasn't the temptation to surreptitiously get it and then work it to 
death and pass it on to others. I'd have to say that worked out pretty well. 

The number of really stinky calls, you know, really nasty, unpleasant, stinky calls that 
we received during the time I was in Parliament, were not very many. There was the one 
or two but, boy oh boy were they stinky, but so very few that it was a small price to pay. 

The other thing of course is that you have to realise that if you go along with a certain 
amount of good fun and good humour, you'll have much less bother than if you tried to 
have a set of rules that are inviolate. So I developed a technique that the people who 
would ring up at strange hours and strange times, there would be a pattern and it 
developed fairly clearly, so I realised that certain nights were party nights. I woke up to 
the fact that Friday night was party night, not Saturday night, so if I could work at home 
on that night, about eight o'clock or nine o'clock the calls would start to come and they 
got merrier and merrier as the night went on. If you had the ability to cope with them in 
the same spirit, first of all they didn't last very long, and secondly they finished up with 
good humour, and you developed a reputation. Some fellow might want to boast to his 
girlfriend, "I can ring up the Premier." This was quite frivolous, quite humorous, but 
he'd say, "I'm Dick so-and-so and I've got my girlfriend here. We're at home or 
dinner" or wherever they might be, and "I can ring up the Premier. Sorry to worry you, 
but I want to prove that I can ring the Premier." He said, "It is the Premier talking?" 
"Yes," I said. "Well put her on", and say, "I'm the Premier. What can I do for you? Is 
he being nice to you?" or something like that; some light-hearted thing. It was all over 
in 20 seconds at the most. You can imagine the publicity from that, the propaganda 
from that; that he's always available, that he's always pleasant about it. That's why I 
say the number of stinky calls was very, very few. 

RJ Give me an example of a stinky call. 

COURT First of all, the language would be unprintable, and secondly it would be 
something so low, claims about your personal conduct or something of that kind, or 
your business integrity and so on, and it was really so low that you.... 

Incidentally, I never once reported one of them to the police. I reckoned that would only 
trigger off a lot more similar calls. If you stirred up a hornet's nest in a particular one 
because a fellow like that wouldn't be isolated. He'd be one of a bad, bad mob of 
people. 

The main concern I had was with any of the children that might answer the phone, 
especially as they got older, and particularly Rita. She became absolutely superb at the 
way she handled these. She became something of a Mary Ferber - if you remember 
what Mary Ferber was'. They'd ring her up, knowing that she had children of varying 
ages, and they'd ring up and have a talk to her. That became very much part of the 
Liberal Party goodwill because she had a nice voice and she had had the experience of 
bringing up a family and all the problems you have, from toothache to whooping cough 
to broken limbs and all that sort of thing. 

Mary Ferber used to answer letters from people seeking advice about personal and family matters that 
were published in one of the women's magazines in the 20" century (RI). 
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I think I've told you the classic story when I came home at dinnertime from Parliament 
House. As soon as I got home, the dinner was ready because I had to go back on a strict 
time (1 daren't be late in view of my rule: if you're not 10 minutes early, you're late) so 
that when the Parliament started I was sitting there. This night I came home and one of 
the boys or Rita answered the phone. The phone was just there so I could hear 
everything that went on. She grabs the phone: "Oh," she said, "don't worry about it," 
she said, "They've had a bad day, work and so on. You've got to make them feel 
comfortable. No good nagging, no good nagging —just make them feel comfortable. As 
soon as they get home, don't nag. Give them something to eat. Give them a feed and 
you'll be amazed what a feed does to them." This is going on, [laughs] and I'm listening 
to all of it. The telephone was just inside the kitchen and my place at the dinner table 
was next to the door. It was quite clever the way she went on, you know, "They're tired; 
they probably had a bad day at the office. Give them a feed. You'd be amazed how easy 
it is to talk to them after they've had a feed." 

This sort of very simple thing went on, and I think it was largely the reason why we 
didn't have telephone trouble. If we'd have fought it, I think we'd have had a lot of 
trouble. After all it was very obvious. 

It was very much in line with the reason why I used to walk up the Terrace at least once 
a week to all the bus stops when the buses all used be in St Georges Terrace (I wouldn't 
know what's there now).... walk up one side and down the other. You realised that the 
people were pouring in from electorates from all over the metropolitan area, and when 
you're on TV so much and in the press so much, they soon recognise you, especially if 
you're on your own. It's amazing the number of people that would say to you, "Are you 
wise to be on your own? Don't you have a bodyguard?" or something. I'd say, "No, I 
don't have any security. The greatest security you can have is yourself and you're in a 
free country, and I believe I'm in a free country, and so I just don't have." Like Joh with 
his bodyguard that he used to have. 

RJ Joh Bjelke-Petersen. 

COURT Yes. I believe that the way he had this security all around him attracted 
attention and I tried to explain to him when he came over to me and I didn't have any. 
He wanted to be able to take his bodyguard up to a country show that we were going to 
and I said, "No, there's no room for him in the plane. There's just room for Rita and me 
and you and your wife." So we had to leave the guard with bulging pockets down at the 
airport. The only trouble is when I got to Geraldton, there wasn't a soul to be seen on 
the airport and I'd said, "Oh, there'll be policemen everywhere." Then when we got to 
the place where we were having lunch (a delightful little place where a husband and 
wife provided everything) there wasn't a policeman to be seen. When we got to the 
show, the local policeman was taking the tickets on the gate. [laughs] Joh just couldn't 
believe it. I said, "That's our security. That's our security." Then he didn't want to go 
and see the exhibits. He said, "No, people come to me; I don't go to see them." Well I 
said, "You get used to it, Joh. On you go; on your way." What had him absolutely 
staggered that when he came back, I was conducting the Geraldton town band. I'd 
promised the Mayor of Geraldton (very much in love with his band) that I'd conduct 
them for a short program at the show. Poor old Joh, he told this story to one of his 
friends, and he said, "I came back and here I find my old mate Charlie conducting the 
band, and, what's more, he seemed to know what he was doing." [laughs] 
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I give you that as the difference in attitudes and so on. Put it this way, if I had to go 
through it all again, knowing what I did, we'd still do what we did. 

RJ How would you feel in today's climate? Would you still feel you could 
do that today? 

COURT I'd still feel more comfortable doing it our way, because I'm a great 
believer that over provision of security attracts bad types; they want to take it on. A 
poor old bloke walking around talking to everybody. Don't forget the fact that you're 
talking to everybody means that that in itself gives you a tremendous amount of 
comfort, if you have the courage and the understanding to go through with it because if 
you were just talking to ordinary people in an ordinary way and there were no 
bodyguards standing around, they're less likely to attack you than if you had a couple of 
obvious bodyguards, either policemen or professional carers. 

There were some [Police] Commissioners that were very worried about it and I, in each 
case said to them, "Look, you do what you want to for the security of everybody, but 
just let me be with my own peculiar idea of security," which I believe is the fact that no 
security is the greatest security. 

With all the headlines one sees today, it might be a bit more difficult to do, but I'd still 
prefer to do it that way because it's always very natural whether you're talking to 
people down the Terrace when you're going down past the bus queues, or whether 
You're talking to them at the races or the trots or the footy, or anything like that. First of 
all, it made you look at bit normal and to act a bit normal. I don't say this with hindsight 
being a smart Alec, because I went through many, many years of this, and people would 
have to tell you that I never ever changed. People got concerned about me - not me so 
much about them. [I reasoned they were more concerned about themselves than me for 
fear my presence without obvious security might embolden people with bad intentions 
and a dangerous situation might develop.] 

END OF TAPE 162 SIDE B 
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RJ In your experience as a politician when you did have people wanting to 
let their views be known, what sort of issues prompted the most response? What do you 
feel that the community was most concerned about? 

COURT Well that's very difficult to bring down to a short answer because there's 
so many issues that concern people. The number one question concerned the outlook 
and the opportunities for their own family. I understood that because I'd been through it 
all myself, having been an office boy, and having that struggle to do articles and then I 
wanted to be a lawyer but I never could because my people couldn't afford it not in the 
way the training for a legal qualification went in those days. But it was possible to do 
the next best thing and that was to be a chartered accountant, on the basis it was 
affordable by my parents. Perhaps I had a slight advantage because with my music I 
could get the occasional performance, either as a soloist on the ABC or at a concert, or 
something like that. Even though [initially] I only got very modest amounts for it; it 
could be 10 shillings, it could be a pound. A guinea [one pound one shilling] was 
considered a fortune, and when you got paid a guinea, you felt you'd made it as an 
artist. 

I did have that background; it was a tradesman's background. My father was 
[substantially] illiterate, so all these things, they prepare you for the day when you're on 
your own as an adult and I found that I was able to respond to people. For instance, I 
was always glad that I did that time as a private, lance corporal, corporal, lance 
sergeant, sergeant, because when you went on to commissioned rank through into 
higher things with higher responsibilities, you always had that feeling that you had slept 
in a tent with 10 others, and you'd done this, and you'd done that, and you'd lined up 
with your dixie and you didn't find anything irksome about doing it. That's what you 
had to do at the time and you did it. So, I think it did help me a bit in talking to people, 
and you were able to put them at their ease. There was the odd aggressive sort of a 
character: "What would you know about it?" But then, of course, I've got to remind 
you, Bert Hawke, who [initially] took such a dislike to me and, for some reason or 
other, because he'd only known me as a chartered accountant and as a colonel and these 
things, he assumed that I was born with a silver spoon in my mouth. It was his own 
people that had to take him aside and tell him a bit of the background - that he was 
playing with fire if he kept on this tack. 

It's very hard to generalise, but usually with something either concerning their 
immediate employment and the security of their employment or the security and the 
opportunities for their own family. It's very comforting if you've been through all these 
things yourself and you can relate to these things: your father's employment, the fact 
that your mother had to go out and do cleaning and washing and all these things. When 
people knew that you'd done this sort of thing and experienced that sort of thing, their 
attitude towards you modified. 

I can say that the most important thing was to be able to respond on a basis that you 
understood what their concern was. You get the odd one that's got the smart Alec 
question that they're probably a bit better read than others and a bit better educated than 
others, and they'd come with a $64 question that's almost an unanswerable sort of 
question, but you learn to cope with them pretty well. It's no good doing it in an 
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aggressive way or trying to fob it off. It's much better if you can take a stand on a 
sensible basis, and I never seemed to have much difficulty with that. The odd occasion 
where people were very aggressive and nasty and so on, it was amazing the people 
around them resented it. So you're not on your own, and it was the aggressor that 
eventually proved to be the one that was embarrassed. 

RJ There are a couple of episodes that you've told me off tape that I thought 
were worth putting on tape about public life. There was an occasion when one person 
was convinced you had committed murder. Can you remember that one? 

COURT Well, we did have occasional ones like that, but they were usually people 
that had a problem of their own - some mental problem or some problem where they'd 
been told a fantastic, untrue story and told with some realism, and they believed it. But 
they were usually people who would view themselves victims. 

RJ So how did you then deal with that? 

COURT All you could just say was.... You'd have to say, "Well, of course I 
didn't, and I suggest you go and have a look in the police record and see if there's 
anyone researching me or doing any work on me for some alleged fraud, or murder, or 
theft" or something like that. Once you realised that they had a problem, and what's 
more they actually believed what they were saying [and could be potentially 
dangerous]. 

There was a couple of cases where I did get concerned and so I did get my staff— or did 
it myself— I rang the appropriate senior officer of the police and I said, "I think it might 
be as well if you just have a look at this fellow. Now I'm not laying any charges or 
allegations or anything," but just give them the story, "and have a look at it. If the 
circumstances are such that you need to take any further action, well that decision is 
entirely up to you, but I'm just assuming that it's a person with a problem. But in view 
of the rash statements that were made, I think it mightn't be a bad idea if you sort of 
quietly - although I emphasise I'm not making any charge, I'm not making any 
allegation at all, it's just that I feel the person has a problem." 

I think I've told you about the chap who came to my home one Saturday, one of my 
constituents, and said his brother-in-law had brought these trucks over from the east and 
he wanted to sell them to him and he wanted to buy them for some 30 000 pounds (as it 
was in those days). I said, "Local members are not here to be bankers for their 
constituents." 

RJ So he wanted you to finance this purchase? 

COURT Finance him, so that he could buy these trucks from his brother-in-law. 
So I said, "Look, have you been to your banker?" He said, "I wouldn't know where to 
go." I said, "Well, why don't you start. Go to your banker", and I gave him the address 
of the R&I Bank, which I thought was the one most likely to be interested in a personal 
loan in those days. Most banks wouldn't have been in the least bit interested; they were 
only interested in real estate, you see. But I thought they [the R&l Bank] might be 
interested if he was a genuine businessman and so on. Anyhow he said, "But you're a 
rich man," and I said, "Well who told you that?" He said, "You must be," he said, 
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"Think of all that overtime you used to get." He said, "I was the nightwatchman at 
Treasury building. Don't you remember all those cups of tea I used to bring you at 
midnight?" He said, "You used to work sometimes until one and beyond in the morning 
and I used to feel sorry for you." He said, "Then I realised all the overtime you were 
getting." I said, "Well ministers don't get overtime." I tried to reason with him and sent 
him off. 

Anyhow he duly went to a bank. I don't know what bank he went to but they wouldn't 
have a bar of it, so he came back and he wanted the money from me, you see, from this 
amount of money I'd made from my working overtime. So, anyhow he came back and 
said he wanted me to give the loan. I again reiterated that members of Parliament don't 
have to do that sort of thing and they wouldn't be able to anyhow and so on. 

Anyhow by this time I was getting worried that he might come when Rita was on her 
own, and the boys weren't home or late home and so on because it was quite obvious he 
was going to come back again when he went further afield . So I did then get on to the 
appropriate senior officer and say, "I think you should have a look at this chap. I think 
he's got a problem." I didn't lay any claims or anything. I said, "Better just have a look 
at him, and see that he's okay because I'm sure he's going to turn up one day and Rita 
won't know what it's all about." They came back and they said, "Look, we've checked 
him out; he's quite harmless. Tell your wife just to tell him that sorry she can't help him 
because you're away, or something like that, and he'll go away." 

And he did turn up, and he did go away until some weeks later we picked up the paper 
and we found that the man had murdered the lady that turned out to be his aunty over in 
South Perth and, what's more, he'd chopped her up with a pruning saw. [laughs] So, I 
was talking to the commissioner and I said, "I thought I should let you know this bloke 
that you told me and my wife just tell him to go away, he was quite harmless," I said, 
"your department tells me it was the same bloke." When I saw his name in the paper I 
realised that he still had the same address in my electorate, and eventually he was 
charged but he was obviously unbalanced and had some mental problem. 

That was the humorous or the rather sadistic side of it. The police had said he was quite 
harmless and just tell him to go away and he'll go away, and next thing he's committed 
this murder. That was an isolated incident but, fortunately, it ended up all right from our 
point of view but it didn't finish up all right from his aunty's point of view. But it was 
so gruesome the whole thing for a chap to get a pass from the police that he was 
harmless: "Just tell him to go away and he'll go away." Then I found out that he thought 
his aunty was fairly well off and that she'd finance the trucks, but that's another side of 
the story. 

There were not a lot of unfortunate incidents, and I purposely used to mix a lot with the 
crowd, whether it was at the races or the trots or the footy or when I was travelling a lot 
in the North. I had a very good relationship right throughout the North with the 
indigenous people, and had some very good friends who were very helpful to me and 
telling me who were the goodies and who were the badies and so on because they'd 
learnt to respect what I stood for and what I did. I always did the right thing by them. 

There were a couple of sad cases that came out of that, but that was because of their 
experiences internally, amongst their own people, or with the Labor Party, that brought 



TAPE 163 SIDE A COURT 2167 

about the unfortunate incident as far as they were concerned - not as far as I was 
concerned. We saw some more of that during the Noonkanbah business. 

I think that should also demonstrate to you that I was capable of being fairly patient and 
tolerant and understanding, and tried to convey the proper story. If we'd have wanted to, 
we'd have dealt with it in a much more ruthless way than we did. A number of ministers 
who were brought in to negotiate and to talk with them and explain what was going on, 
and what the bore was and so on, in spite of the problems we had with people like Bob 
Hawke's son that was very active up there at the time - 

RJ Stephen Hawke 

COURT - and some of the things they did with the indigenous people to 
manipulate them was, to my mind, quite indecent. However, all together, one of my 
people that they'd had virtually under their control during that time, came out after the 
incident was over and said that Court was right. It got very little publicity but the fact is 
that without any solicitation he came out and said publicly Court was right; and he'll tell 
you today that Court was right. 

RJ Just to get back to the episodes in your life as far as the general public 
was concerned. There were two episodes you've told me off tape that would be good to 
have on. On one occasion your front lawn was sprayed with black paint. What was that 
about? 

COURT Wasn't that about the mining title? I'm just trying to think what it was. 
Cyril Dudley had always told me if anything like that happened get rid of it before the 
media arrives because they don't want to photograph a blank space. On this occasion 
Geoffrey, I think.... Yes, Geoffrey was a boy. He and I got out there with hedge cutters 
and we clipped like mad (it was a Sunday morning, if I remember rightly) so it was all 
removed. The lawn, we had to go deeper and deeper, of course, to get rid of this [paint] 
because it was still showing the signs. I'm trying to figure out what the slogan was that 
they'd sprayed on in black paint on the green, of course, but we then found the deeper 
we went, because the sprayed paint was inclined to go through the grass, we had to keep 
going. So for a few weeks after our lawn was like a new shorn sheep. We had to go 
down deep enough to get rid of the impressions, you see. That was quite successful, but 
we had to get rid of it before the media arrived because they wouldn't want to 
photograph a newly shorn sheep, or a newly shorn lawn. I must admit I was pretty 
exhausted by the time we got to the end of it. If I remember rightly it was Sunday and 
we had to go to church after it, but we had it cleaned up nice and early. 

RJ Actually Sir Charles you told me previously you couldn't remember 
what had been written, but it was something about America. So it must have been 
someone who was making a statement about that. 

There was another time your front lawn was claimed as a mining lease. What was that 
about? 

COURT That was people wanting to demonstrate that the government was just 
mine happy and going to deface the whole of the country and so on. Anyhow they 
decided that they'd peg my front lawn as a demonstration. I think it was the same 
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people that tried to peg an area around the State War Memorial. They made the mistake 
of telling the media what they were going to do. The word had got around that they 
were going to peg a mining lease on my front lawn. Needless to say the police were 
waiting for them because they'd established that they intended to do this, go through all 
the procedures of a little bit of drilling and pegging and putting signs up. Anyhow the 
moment they turned up with all their gear.... I wasn't home, but it so happened that Rita 
had a bridge party [at home] that afternoon. I told her what was going to happen. I said, 
"Don't worry about it. The police have got it completely in hand and when they turn up 
they'll do the rest. Don't interfere at all." But the problem she ran into, her bridge girls 
thought it was fun and they wanted to get out there and watch the action. [laughs] She 
was trying to say, "Look leave it alone, it'll only complicate it for the police. They 
know what to do." So when they made their attempt to do the pegging and so on, it 
wasn't very long before the police pounced on them, and the bridge players were denied 
their bit of fun for the afternoon. But that's the life of a member of Parliament, but more 
particularly, all in the life of a minister [and his family]. 

RJ Sir Charles you spoke in previous interviews about being courted to 
move into a top management position in private enterprise. You did not actually name 
the people or the company involved, and I was wondering if you were prepared to now 
give me more of that detail? 

COURT There were two cases: one was in 1960 in London, but that was not of 
any major consequence. It was just that they were impressed with the way I conducted 
the negotiations to try and get them to establish their company in WA and carry on their 
manufacturing and export from WA. 

Ri And what company was that? 

COURT I just rejected their offer on the spot. Lance Brisbane was with me and 
he told many people because he thought it was a plus as far as the State was concerned. 
This was the only negotiations we had with this company and I'd seen their activities in 
India, at their suggestion, and then when we were winding up the discussions in 
London, they asked for a private meeting with me, having told Lance Brisbane what 
they wanted to see me about. They wanted me to come over to take over a managerial 
position in London. It never went beyond that, apart from the fact it was made clear that 
it was a very senior position. But at that stage, bearing in mind it was only 1960, we had 
only been in government just over a year. It was May 1960 to be precise. So, that one 
went by without incident. 

The other one came later in my career and that was when Sir Maurice Mawby, initially 
on behalf of Sir Val Duncan, asked me whether I'd be interested in leaving Parliament 
and taking up a position which was in anticipation of Mawby's retirement [as head of 
CRA] and for me to then take over from him. Naturally I was very flattered because it 
would have led to many other things that assured my own fortune for the future and that 
of my family as well, but it was not what I had in mind. So I wrote them a letter in 
response to their offer and told them that I appreciated the compliment, but on the other 
hand the answer was no. 

The main reason that impressed them was the fact that I had said that it would not be 
good for them nor would it rest comfortably with me in my own career because forever 
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and a day it would have been interpreted that they were appointing me to this very 
senior position because of some alleged favour that they'd received while I was minister 
in the ordinary course of administering my portfolio. I said, "In your interests, as well as 
my own, it would be unwise for me to accept". They thought it was rather - I forget the 
word they used. [A very ethical approach.] But it was a matter of high principle that I 
had adopted; that it would have been misinterpreted either against them or against 
myself, or both; that it would be implied that there'd been some dealings that had taken 
place while I was in a position of responsibility and this was the payout. I just didn't 
want to finish my career in that situation. 

In a subsequent reference to it, they were very impressed with the fact that I had been 
prepared to put the question of principle - both for my own sake and for their sake - 
first, rather than my personal career, which would have been in many ways the payoff 
for the training I'd had and the experience I'd had in my lifetime. 

Unfortunately, subsequently and quite a way down the track, they apparently engaged a 
historian to write their story and they sent me the transcript. It was very well done (it 
was an English historian) and I did as requested and read it. I had to send it back as 
being factually and otherwise correct, but it was their decision about its publishing and 
so on. I sent the manuscript back and because they'd impressed that this was 
confidential at this stage, I hadn't photostated it. I regret it. I suppose I shouldn't 
because it was requested that I didn't copy it at all. 

But subsequently, when the question of a biography became clearer in my mind, I wrote 
to them asking if I could have certain extracts from it, but then they told me that they 
hadn't proceeded with it. I also asked if the book had been published and they said no. 
They had decided there were some items that were a little too sensitive in it. The book 
was well written. Some items, they never itemised which items, were a little too 
sensitive and they decided not to publish the book and they wouldn't give me any 
copies from it. It would have been very nice to be able to give you a copy of the 
correspondence that took place, but that was not to be and I suppose it was my fault for 
being a little too ethical - if you can be too ethical - in not photostating the bits I liked 
before I sent it back. 

END OF TAPE 163 SIDE A 
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RJ Sir Charles did you ever regret that decision later in life, because clearly 
if you had headed up CRA, which later became Riotinto, you would have made much 
more money; it would have been a very challenging and exciting job. Did part of you 
ever wish that perhaps you had not been quite as ethical? 

COURT On the professional side, the answer is I might have had quiet regrets 
because it was made clear at the time it was something much more important than just 
the Australian-based company, and I felt flattered by that. 

No, I didn't really regret it. I would be inhuman if I wasn't flattered by the fact that I 
was approached. But there's another side to it. Don't forget eventually it was Rita that 
put the pressure on me to retire when I was 70 because she had really taken an excessive 
load in that time and no-one could have done it better than she did, and above all I 
always had serenity at home which enabled you to get on with your job, whether you 
were in Timbuktu or whether you were up north, east, west, south or anywhere else for 
that matter. Never once had she raised any objection to the demands on her with a 
family. Don't forget the family was still coming along. I did my best to identify with the 
family to the maximum extent, which she was happy about. 

For reasons, which I will give you separately, I have since regretted that I didn't 
negotiate with her to go on for another three years [in Parliament], for good reason, and 
that was to get our policies implemented once we had the energy available to implement 
them. I felt that those that were coming on behind me, other than Des O'Neil who then 
had withdrawn at the appropriate time, just wouldn't comprehend the significance of 
harnessing the energy to our resources in a sensible way. 

Then, of course, when this offer came, I naturally discussed it with David Brand and I 
discussed it with Rita. David was very good about it all. He said, "You know I can 
understand the offer and I'm not surprised" (and I think they must have given him a 
little bit of a warning about it) but he said, "We'd prefer that you didn't go, but if that's 
your decision, be assured we won't make it difficult for you because you've earned the 
right to go into other pastures." On the other hand, when I discussed it with Rita, she 
was absolutely horrified at the fact of having to pick up the family and everybody else, 
and at a later date go and live in England or maybe go and live in Melbourne or 
something like that, because you'd have to go where the main leadership role took you. 
She was quite happy to go along with what we were doing in the present commitments 
that she'd honoured so well during all the time. So in my mind, later on, I never had a 
sort of a feeling of guilt, so far as my own future with Rita was concerned because I 
knew she would never have agreed to this being picked up because she knew Mawby 
well, and she knew Duncan well from my long-term dealings with them both. 

Once, Sir Val Duncan wanted us to stay at his place in Mulberry Walk in London 
when we were over on one occasion and we didn't; on principle we decided against that. 
But we did decide to have dinner there one night on the eve of Margaret playing in the 
grand final at Wimbledon. That was the time that Margaret had the accident during the 
tournament, and her leg was in a bad, bad way. The medical specialist they were staying 
with, was a great admirer of tennis players generally and Margaret in particular, so 
Barry and Margaret often stayed with him. She was desperate to win Wimbledon and 
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then go on and win the grand slam. This was en route to her first grand slam. Sir Val 
wanted us to have dinner at his place. This was on the eve of the grand final. The 
specialist had said to her, "Look, if you're so desperate to win, to go on with this, I can 
give you a chance of doing it but it's so painful getting your leg into the right position, 
it'll be very traumatic." So she said, "Well you do it and I'll see how I go." And he did 
it. People forget she had to win the semi-final while she still had the bad leg, and then 
she managed to go through that and she then faced the final with a very ruthless 
opponent who was going to extract every bit of agony she could. 

So we had dinner at Val Duncan's home in Mulberry Walk the night before - Barry and 
Margaret, and Rita and myself and Val Duncan - and we had to assist her to walk from 
the lounge room to the dining room; that's how bad she was. Anyhow it's now history 
she won in what was then the longest women's final ever. There might've been a longer 
one since but up until then it was the longest one. She won and then went on to win the 
grand slam. But that was typical of Margaret, you know. The doctor had said to her, 
"Look you've got to get this [match] over quickly because the injection I'm going to 
give you will only last" - he named the time - and in three hours 20 minutes they were 
still playing. The doctor's wife was sitting with us and she'd just had a new baby so she 
had to leave at one stage, go home and feed her baby - go all the way back to London, 
then come all the way back to Wimbledon - and they're still playing. 

That was all part of [the follow on from] this meal we had with Sir Val Duncan. I know 
Margaret sent him the racquet that she won Wimbledon with, which he valued very 
highly. That's part of the background of the whole thing. He was very proud of this fact 
that he'd had this dinner for her the night before. 

So Rita did have a good knowledge of what it involved if we had to go temporarily or 
full time back to London. Always in her mind, of course, was the boys were coming 
first; the same five boys that were all small fellows, and Richard on his tricycle when I 
was first elected.' So we went through all that. 

Many members, during my career in Parliament used to say, "Oh, you wouldn't know 
what it's like to [be a member of Parliament and] have a family," and I'd say, "Well 
you'd just better be quiet" because I could always produce this photograph of Richard 
on his tricycle and his young brother on the back and all the other three boys standing 
around in short pants; so that used to be the end of their story. 

RJ Sir Charles you mentioned then about your retirement from politics and 
you have covered this previously. You told us previously why you decided to leave and 
about the succession and how that came about. You actually said that Lady Court had 
contributed much "and she'd had enough. I have to say that was the final deciding 
reason why I dropped out at the time." You also said, "I had no reason to from the point 
of health and I was in full flight and I had no problem with the party, but the time had 
come."2  Several years later you were interviewed on 6PR, on the 21 September 1990, 
and you actually said, "Everyone was talking about how old I was rather than what I 
was doing and I got the message it was time to get out." Was there any pressure on you 
to go, any suggestion that you were likely to be challenged if you stayed, and how much 

Sir Charles is referring to a photograph taken when he was elected to Parliament in 1953 which was 
taken in the garden of his Nedlands home and included Rita and the five boys. 
2  This transcript, p. 1690. 
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of a factor was your age? I have given you a copy of an article by Tony Warton that was 
in the Western Mail, in which he actually makes the claim that you virtually had a gun 
at your head when you went into the party room the previous Friday, that a group of 
your colleagues "had become so bitterly opposed to him that they were prepared to see 
the government lose the next election rather than tolerate Sir Charles' continuation as 
their leader." Is there any truth in that article? 

COURT No, not at all, but I should put the record straight. I knew that there were 
people within the parliamentary party working against me, trying to expedite my 
retirement, or influence my retirement, with a view to making Ray O'Connor the new 
leader and thereby the new Premier until the next election, which wasn't that far off 
anyhow. These things are always disturbing, but I was very well informed, especially by 
the ethnic community, of the actions of Ray. 

I confronted him with this, because once Des O'Neil had decided not to remain in 
Parliament, Ray, using his talents, at which he was fairly good at marshalling various 
factional-type of support.... Ray didn't have a lot of ability as an individual in his 
office, but he did have an amazing amount of capacity to marshal sort of factional 
support on things. That didn't cause me any concern, although I had to warn him about 
the fact that it wouldn't do his own career any good. One or two of the better members, 
including members in the Country Party, were concerned about the activities that he 
was undertaking and they actually got in touch with me privately about it and I told 
them not to worry about it because the decision would be mine. 

Now, it is true that there was a lot of talk in the media about my age and the fact that 
Menzies retired at 70 and that they more or less indicated that because Menzies had 
retired at 70 everyone else should retire at 70. 1 was, at the time, feeling very fit, very 
active and performing pretty well and I used to get very concerned about some of these 
poorer types of journalist who'd concentrate on something like my age and the fact that 
Menzies retired at 70 and all this sort of stuff, but not be prepared to talk about the 
wonderful things that we were doing and that we were in full flight. Journalists like Don 
Smith wouldn't have a bar of what they were talking about, but there's always this 
element around in the media that they just thrive on these poisonous little groups around 
the place. I hadn't worried about them much. 

But the cold, hard facts were that whilst I felt fit and I had the connections so far as 
further negotiations for further developments were concerned, and I had the reputation, I 
had for the first and only time that I was in government had a request from my wife that 
I call it a day, bearing in mind that she had been so faithful and so wonderful in giving 
me serenity at home and she had to do most things, most things, in connection with 
keeping the stability of the family and the education of the family, the wellbeing of the 
family, and the general harmony of the family, bearing in mind that we had her mother 
living with us for 18 years, we had her aunty living with us for 16 years, and we must 
have been a decent sort of a family because never did we have any problems in that 
time. I won't hear a word against mothers-in-law because I couldn't have had a more 
delightful mother-in-law, and aunty-in-law - for the want of a better name. They were 
just plain, decent, nice people, and a very great help in the house because we never had 
to worry about babysitters [laughs] or anything like that. So that's the other side of the 
story. 

Western Mail, 24-27 December 1981. 
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Eventually, I thought, well, you know, I've been there in the ministry a long time, and 
pressure had been on right from the first. After I did write the policy for David Brand in 
the run-up to the 1959 election, he then gave me the job to implement it, and some of 
those early days were really rugged days. The amount of travel up North, the travel 
overseas, travel interstate, and I knew what I was in for and I accepted the challenge and 
we didn't do badly really. We were taking on something pretty formidable and the 
results are there for all to see. Bearing all that in mind, I felt that that was the right 
decision to make, so I told the members that I'd be retiring as at a date in January, and 
they then, of course, according to their normal procedure, then moved to appoint the 
new leader, who in normal events the deputy would take over. But I think that's all I 
need to say. 

The subsequent events gave me a different perspective when I saw just how badly my 
successor was doing. Then when the Burke government came in, with of all the great 
objectives, the great dreams we had of using our huge energy resources - we now had 
to add value - all just went down the drain and have never seen the light of day since. 
But that's another story that I'd like to talk about separately. 

So far as this particular event is concerned, I have to say that it was quite malicious of 
the people that said there was any pressure. Had I wanted to stay on, both the members 
themselves (the members that mattered) and the party, had made it clear that they didn't 
want me to go, they preferred me to stay, but if for personal reasons I felt I had to go, 
well they'd respect it. But they were the decent people, the only people you really had to 
worry about when you're running a State in full flight. 

I made that decision, and, as I say, I'd like to talk to you more about it later, about why, 
when I'd had time to reflect on it and I could see the disaster of what followed, that I 
would have - could have, I'm sure, if I'd have worked it out with Rita, been there 
another three years - not more, but another three years just to get certain policies in 
place. Because, in spite of all the promises from Ray O'Connor, I knew in my heart [by 
then] that he'd just had no intention of implementing them if they were difficult. 

RJ Just to be very clear Sir Charles, is there any chance that what Warton 
had to say in his article could have had some validity, but this did not come out at the 
meeting, the fact people were opposed to you continuing, because you did actually walk 
into that meeting and resign? 

COURT Yes, well, it was entirely my decision. The better members had a good 
idea that I was going to resign anyhow, and they made it clear that they didn't want me 
to do it, but if that was my wish, they would respect it, and that was fair enough. Some 
of the members, of course, that had been denied portfolios were not very happy about 
the situation, but the better ones of them would not have a bar of me retiring. There 
were some people amongst them that weren't of much consequence anyhow in the day-
to-day running of the government. You did your best for them. 

I come back to a point that there was never anyone that wasn't elected to the Cabinet, 
that didn't have a very clear message from me, following discussions, as to why they 
weren't there. There were a number of them who were quite decent sorts of people with 
known ambitions. I had a system of giving them a chance to demonstrate to the other 
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members why they were material for the Cabinet, and they would each have to tell you 
that they had these opportunities, plenty of opportunities, to rehearse for and didn't 
succeed. So there was no secrecy about the whole thing. Whether it was a question of 
personality, whether it was a question of ability, was another matter, but every one in 
his own turn knew exactly why he hadn't been included in the Cabinet, but was given a 
clear indication of what was necessary if they wanted to remove the disabilities they 
appeared to have, or the lack of ability that they seemed have, because I wanted to retain 
their respect, even if I couldn't undertake to give them an appointment. 

The fact is that we had to run it as a team, and as I used to explain to them, if you were 
picking a footy team, you'd pick the team that could do best on the footy ground, win 
the matches, and that's what we did. It's not like a footy team where you can go out 
and recruit people who can play better than the ones you've got. It's not like that; 
you've got to take what's given to you. But in those days the party machine was much 
more adroit, much more sensitive, in selecting people for Parliament. In other words 
there was a bigger proportion of what they selected that were ministerial material than 
there is today, for instance, because they realised that until somebody got elected I had 
no say in their ability in the Parliament or in their ministerial potential or any of these 
things. 

We did pretty well with the material that was given to us and in the main, in an 
overwhelming number of cases, they were very loyal even if they weren't in the 
Cabinet. You can't have a team as big as that and they're all going to be a hundred per 
cent either in their personality, their loyalty, or their decency or anything like that, but 
in the main I'd have to say that they were very, very good. I had a lot to be thankful for. 

END OF TAPE 163 SIDE B 



TAPE I64 SIDE A COURT 2175 

TAPE 164 SIDE A 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in his home on 18 April 2006. 

Sir Charles, we discussed your retirement from Parliament last time and you had 
covered some aspects of it in our earlier interviews. By the time you retired, Brian 
Burke had been elected Leader of the Opposition and Mal Bryce was his deputy. Did a 
younger and more energetic Opposition have any influence in your decision? 

COURT Not really because I was still performing well. I was in supreme 
command of what we were doing, and he [Burke] showed an appalling ignorance of 
what we had done and why we'd done it, so much so that I had to seek the indulgence 
[of the Speaker] on one day to give a rather long answer to his question when it implied 
that we'd provided all the railways and all the towns and all the ports up in the North, 
and that was a bit too much to bear. Even his own people must have shuddered because 
most of them had been on our tours when we took all members for this very purpose of 
rubbing their noses in what we were doing so they'd understand what we were talking 
about when we brought the big agreements to Parliament. 

With some force, but care, I stepped point for point, explaining what had happened and 
why it had happened and what a tremendous deal the government had done by getting 
all of this infrastructure - towns, railways, ports - paid for by private enterprise; not a 
cent by the government because we didn't have a cent. It was an easy question to 
answer really. Not only did we know the answer so well but it was forced on us by 
circumstances, and by the time I'd finished it was quite obvious that it was 
embarrassing to his own colleagues who just didn't know which way to look. But he 
was obviously oblivious to all of this and so much so when I finished Ijust asked him if 
he'd like - words to the effect, would he like a bit more information about it? Ross 
Hutchinson was the Speaker at the time and he thought it was pretty good, and he 
[Burke] didn't bother to interrupt at all, because although I was taking an extraordinary 
amount of time for the answer to his question, I was hoping then it would have put on 
record, even at his embarrassment, what the government had done. We had done all the 
things that he said we should have done and we had in fact done them plus, plus, plus. 
So, that was the start of my concern. 

Don't forget I'd been through the period between 1971 and '74 when I was amazed that 
[John] Tonkin had such a bad appreciation of what had been done, and why it had to be 
done, and why it should be continued because he had a deputy [Herb Graham] that was 
just resentful of anything that the Liberals had done. So it was an opportune time, and 
hopefully the message would have got across. 

I'm sorry I don't want to interrupt you further, you've got another question? 

RJ Yes Ihave. 

COURT So that's my answer to the question about this so-called more vigorous 
opposition. Admittedly he was much more vigorous and much more colourful in his 
approach to what we had had in the chamber for some years. I didn't resent that because 
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you take what you get, but it was quite amazing and very disappointing to me that he 
didn't understand what we'd done, why we'd done it and how we'd done it. 

RJ You have already identified that you had hoped it would be Des O'Neil 
who would follow after you. You saw him as Premier material. Once he was not 
available, did you want Ray O'Connor to succeed you? Would you have chosen him if 
you had been given a choice? 

COURT Not particularly, but I have to say that there was not a great lot of talent, 
but I think in terms of integrity and basic understanding of what we were doing, we 
could have done better. I have to say, quite frankly, we didn't have a lot of talent to 
choose from. For instance, in specialist fields like Attorney General with Ian Medcalf, 
we couldn't have had better, but there's a big difference between being Minister for 
Industrial Development and being Attorney General, or a position of a highly 
specialised nature like that. But, in reflection, I think I should have tried harder at the 
time to identify what the position would be like after I dropped out, if I dropped out. I 
suppose in that regard I was remiss that I didn't put that to the test, either with myself or 
with some of the more senior people, or with the Liberal Party itself, because the talent 
you have in the Parliament is only as good as they work hard and get elected, and 
hopefully they get better people elected if you have a better government. We'd 
performed well, and they had every reason to believe that they could attract good 
candidates. 

I do, in retrospect, believe that they'd become a bit lazy with me taking the 
responsibility for things and doing things and getting my team to perform these things. I 
come back again to what you said about Des O'Neil. I couldn't have wished for a better 
deputy, because it's wonderful when you have a deputy that you can completely relax 
with. You have no need to hold anything back from him and you can discuss the 
problems as well as the good bits, the good objectives that you have, and so on, and it 
was a shock to me, and I think it was a disappointment to Des himself because he'd 
been there long enough to see how he would just comfortably fit into the position. He 
would have known that he had the people in the Parliament, the Liberal people in the 
Parliament, and to a lesser extent, of course, the Country Party people, familiar with his 
ways, familiar with his personality and would accept him as their leader. I'm sure he 
would have been accepted by the people we had to negotiate with too, because I'd been 
always conditioning them up to the fact that he would take over from me. 

When he came to me about it, it was a bit of a shock, but I understood what he was 
explaining to me about his wife, and the fact that she'd had had one little experience of 
acting while I was away, and Rita was away with me, overseas and she didn't like what 
she saw. The poor girl found that it was just something she couldn't accommodate to. It 
wasn't as though a bit more practise, she just made up her mind, no, no, no, and Des, 
being the person that he was, the character he was, he naturally didn't defy that fact of 
life, even though it was contrary to his own future, and I believe the ambitions that he 
would have had, because he was in the position that he had been there all the way 
through watching me at work, and working with me and doing acting duties and all that 
sort of thing, when required, and being a very good part of the backup team. 

Now, it wasn't long after O'Connor took over that I realised that he either didn't 
comprehend the significance of our policies and our programs that we'd followed from 
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1959 to 1982 (that's the full time of my time from Minister right through to retirement 
from Parliament) or, on the other hand, he had no personal commitment to those 
policies and programs and was hoping the momentum that we had gained.... I think he 
might have got the idea that this machine was wound up and it would keep going 
forward even though he was not prepared to put in the work or give the leadership to the 
team that we had built up during David Brand's and my own time. People like [Ken] 
Townsing, [Les] McCarrey, [John] Parker and others, they were the sort of people that 
will work with anyone that has the right leadership qualities and the right knowledge. 

I think you know enough about what went on that it wasn't a question of a dictatorial-
type of thing. The great success of our team was that they were always feeding back and 
I was responding to their feeding back and giving them what I wanted to do, what my 
objectives were. None of them would have said that it was in a harsh, dictatorial-type of 
situation because I knew from my practice experience, but more particularly my 
wartime experience, that doesn't work. You've got to take people with you, and they've 
got to understand what you're going to do, and they've got to respond if they feel that 
you're treading the wrong paths, and in the case of wartime, unnecessary danger and 
unnecessary risk. On the other hand, if you had a good plan to overcome that, whether 
they were above you or below you, they responded. So it was very, very sad. 

I was too late, of course when I realised it was one of those two things: he either had no 
intention of doing anything about it and he didn't comprehend what it was all about, or, 
if he did comprehend, he had no intention of putting in the hard work - and it is mighty 
hard work. I don't have to emphasise that with you again because you've got 
something of a feel of just what was involved in keeping this program up, whether in 
the north, or in the south, or whether you're overseas, whether you're in the Eastern 
States, whether you're in Canberra; it didn't matter, the pressure was on all the time. 
The only way to do it was boots and all, and fortunately I didn't need much sleep, and I 
had a team round me that seemed to delight in doing these things for me. If you take 
the second line, he just didn't have the ability or the integrity to see the position 
through. 

This came to me very early after Brian Burke had taken over [as Leader of the 
Parliamentary Labor Party], because it wasn't very long down the street when the next 
election came,1  and then Burke, the Premier, made it quite clear that having indicated 
previously he didn't know about anything that we'd done, why we'd done it and how 
we'd done it, he obviously had been planning his own government on a different basis, 
which initially appealed to the press. You know, being a different type of government, a 
more entertaining type of government perhaps, than having the dour old chap there all 
the time, just work, work, work; policy, policy, policy. 

I quickly saw that Burke was mixing in company that wasn't the sort of company that 
was going to develop WA. Essentially people that were multiplying their own dollars 
and if they found a character in the political scene, especially in the senior political 
scene that they could use up, well, who were they to refuse a good thing; a bit of 
hospitality and it was yours. 

We don't have to go into that in a lot of detail because the Royal Commission [on 
Government, 1992] eventually proved that we had run a good government. It was very 

The election was held on 19 February 1983; Sir Charles retired on 31 January 1982. 
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impressive in the report that they made comment about the quality of our government; 
the way we went about it, the authenticity of what we did, how we recorded our records 
and so on. It was very easy for me to go before the Royal Commission, and with some 
help that I got from the different former office bearers, former ministers, particularly 
people like Peter Jones, we were able to give them chapter and verse of what we did. In 
some ways the Royal Commission did us a good turn, and certainly didn't do the 
[Labor] government a good turn. 

I think had I realised, before I made my announcement, I would not have resigned at the 
time, and would not have threatened to resign, and I would have taken my own senior 
people into consultation, and also the Liberal Party into consultation, because we had an 
elected Deputy Premier there and one has to respect the position and I always respected 
his position. I can now see that he never responded with the same loyalty and dedication 
that I had given to him in spite of the number of times that I had him up to say, "What's 
this all about I hear?" I'd get an assurance on a stack of bibles that, there was no truth 
in it; he was there until death do us depart sort of thing. 

You must realise he came to us in Bougainville as a very young reinforcement soldier, 
and he served right through there and after I'd gone actually, because he was one of 
those who didn't have any points so he was coopted to go over to nearby islands and 
other places because he didn't have enough points to get back to Australia. You know 
the system that worked about marriage and family and that sort of thing. 

Anyhow, I then saw, too late, that he'd been very effective (and I'd see him being very 
effective) with his method of ingratiating himself to people whether they were in or out 
of the Parliament. The danger of doing it to people outside of the Parliament that had 
influence, of course, they could then work against the government. But when I did think 
about the alternatives before I made my announcement about it [retirement], I knew that 
if I went to a vote on the thing, if I needed to go to a vote, I had no fears at all because 
even some of those who were unhappy that they hadn't been in the Cabinet, none of 
them could say they hadn't discussed the matter with me and that I hadn't discussed the 
matter with them, and they had been given very simple, very believable and meaningful 
reasons as to why they weren't in a portfolio. 

I think I've explained to you before I had a system of giving them a chance, not 
surreptitiously but by arrangement, for them to try themselves out. Some would pass the 
test, and if they passed the test they automatically had established themselves in the 
minds of their colleagues, and Ministers in particular. With others not once but twice - 
in one case three times he had been given his chance, but when it came to the crunch, he 
just failed it. It was unfortunate after an impressive start. 

Then the further thing, even before Burke had taken over [as Premier] that caused me 
apprehension, and Bill Mitchell too, who worked very closely with me, we got an SOS 
from him [Ray O'Connor] one day. I had been very careful not to try and interfere, but I 
got an SOS from him: would Bill Mitchell and I come and help him with his policy for 
the elections? When we went to him, to our amazement he hadn't got a policy. So we 
said, "We'll help you, but what's the basis of your campaign? How do you propose to 
face the electorate? After all you're the Premier and it's your personality, your plans 
and policy. We'll help you put it together, but you've got to give us some starting point 
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otherwise we're just pushing things onto you that might even be unacceptable and 
uncomfortable with you." 

It was a very difficult job to prepare his policy speech at that election. He used it, but it 
was not a policy that had clear directives and clear objectives that we'd had in previous 
policies, which were unique because of their simplicity - and unique for another reason: 
we always were able to report performance. The art of policy-making is to be able to 
build up the new policies on successful old ones. It's not a bad starting point - if you've 
had success with what you're doing, and then you want to expand that into more 
complex, or greater things. I thought I should make that point again that we had.... Bill 
Mitchell was a master of words, but he had to have ideas [to work on], otherwise he'd 
be writing the policy. It might not have been a bad idea if he had of, but it would have 
been quite different to what came out. 

You would then say to me, "What of your story that it was entirely at Rita's insistence? 
You were 70, it coincided with your 70th  birthday, you were totally committed to the 
promise that you'd made [to Rita] that you would drop out?" Now, that is very real and 
very true, and it's the basis on which I eventually made my decision. But having done 
that, having seen the fact that this man had no understanding of what energy meant, why 
we'd done what we had with energy, and why we'd done this with that and so on and 
the like, then I immediately realised that if I had stayed longer, if only for a little while 
longer, and now I realise that Rita being what she was, I could have gone back and 
explained it all to her and she would have said, "Right, just one more term", and she 
would have got right behind it. 

Now, you've already asked me the question: could I have fixed it in three years? The 
answer is no. 

RJ I haven't asked you that question on tape, yes. I have asked you: would 
one term have done the things you wanted to? 

COURT Why different from the previous government? The reason for this was 
that the actual gas wasn't turned on until [after my retirement]. The construction and 
everything was proceeding and we knew when it was going to be turned on, but I'd 
been through all the trauma of negotiating the pipeline down [to the south]. I took an 
awful hiding about that one from the public and the media and everything, until they 
understood it and then of course it turned out to be a money-spinner for the government. 
But people never come back and say, "I'm sorry, we had it wrong, and you were right." 
By '84 the pipeline was not only finished and the works up on North West Shelf itself 
had long since finished, but the gas was actually turned on. So we could then go along 
and negotiate with people who had been used to negotiating with me on major issues 
about what they had to accept as their responsibility. 

With that I had the added strength that by then the Japanese were very respectful 
because they'd learnt to live with our commitments about railways and towns and ports, 
and independent railways against the cyclones; independent ports against the cyclones, 
and so on. So I was in a very strong position then, but it was too late, of course, but I 
had a responsibility to go back and rethink of what might have been. 
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The other thing that came home to me even earlier, was on the day of my announcement 
[of retirement], I got a call from June Craig's husband who said, "1 think you'd better 
go and see June because she's terribly upset" (she was in hospital at the time with some 
rather serious operation) "because she can't believe that they've elected the new 
Premier because she had every intention of putting her name in for election". And I 
said, "Well, she never told me." So I went and saw her in the hospital and she was very 
upset, and I was very concerned because she was very ill and to add further to her 
problems, it just made me feel terrible about it. I explained to her she'd never made it 
known to me or anyone else that I know of, and also, unless she had made her wishes 
known, there was no way we could hold up the machinery or the procedure. 

Now I went straight back and got on to all of the members that I could, and not one of 
them had ever heard her mention any ambition that she might have had on my departure 
to put her hat into the ring for the leadership. Whilst she might not have been 
acceptable to the members, at least she would have started something else off. I've 
found from my long experience that when one person puts their hand up, other people 
then say, "Why not me?", and if you did have any talent in disguise there, it would have 
come to the fore, and O'Connor wouldn't have election automatically like he did 
because of the fact that he was there as the Deputy Premier. 

You see the Members of Parliament themselves must take some of the responsibility for 
not having seen the weakness of the potential replacement of the Premier because no-
one had expressed any concern about that. I think they were very much mindful of 
Ray's very effective methods of lobbying and getting alongside people when he wanted 
them to support something, or support him, as the case may be, and it's in the field of 
those that weren't ministers, and he felt they should be ministers, that he had his most 
fertile field. 

This became frighteningly obvious to me in the period between when I made my 
announcement and the period when I retired. When some of the more reputable 
journalists - and there were a couple of them that did have some principles in these 
matters - came to me privately and said, "Don't you think that you should have a word 
with O'Connor because we've already identified that he's promised no less than six 
more backbenchers than he has portfolios to offer." I went to him and confronted him 
with this, and he had to admit that he'd done it. I said, "Look, take the advice of an old 
campaigner. If you have done that, and now you find yourself with an impossible 
situation, it's best you have a row with them now, disappoint them by going to them 
now and disengage with them, or telling some of your other colleagues that you're 
going to drop them to put these people in, rather than wait until the thing is announced 
in the newspaper. They'll never ever forgive you if they have told all their friends 
they're going to be a minister, and you won't stop them doing that, and then when it 
appears in the paper people say 'Where's your name?" So he promised me that he 
would do that. 

END OF TAPE 164 SIDE A 
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COURT He promised me he would do that. Now, whether he did it or not, I will 
never know, but suffice to say, of course, some of these people turned up in the Cabinet, 
and it's not for me to judge how they performed. But it still left me with a nasty feeling 
that he had not faced up to the reality of this because it is a fact of life, not only in 
politics, but if you have a business deal, when you make an arrangement, which is not 
what you thought it was, or the other person thought it was not what he expected, if you 
don't go and confront it on the spot, it will grow and grow and grow and become an 
abscess or fermenting sore. So that further caused me concern. 

The other thing, when I saw him in action with Canberra, I realised that all the good 
work that we'd done to be the one state that was prepared to take Canberra on, was 
going down the drain, because they were smart enough to make him feel welcome and 
make him feel that he was a breath of fresh air to get rid of this person who was always 
arguing on principle and arguing for the State of Western Australia. So knowing how 
tough they can be, and also how the Holy Trinity works (that's Canberra, Sydney, 
Melbourne) he'd just be pathetic in trying to resist them. I lost out on enough things, but 
by God they knew that they'd been in a battle by the time the matter was resolved 
arbitrarily by them. At least we had the satisfaction of making our point, and using 
every trick in our armoury to defeat them. 

The other thing that I found that Ray had no interest in was the quality of life factor. 
Things that we'd done like the Art Gallery and His Majesty's and State Library and so 
on, didn't impress him as being one of the ingredients of having a total policy, where 
people things come into it. So I always felt at least we could have addressed what I 
probably should have done while I was there, if I stayed on, to build up a different team 
ready for the next time, and a different leader, but as I'd made the decision, of course, it 
was too late to make any change. 

But it didn't stop me reflecting on what might have been. Had I probably thought it out 
a bit further, a bit longer, I'm quite sure that within reasonable limits, without in any 
way disowning the arrangement that I'd made with Rita, I'm sure she would have gone 
along if she knew there was a finite thing, because she stood it for a pretty long time. 
Don't forget it wasn't only the 29 years I was in Parliament, it was also the period while 
I was at war and the period while I was building up my practice. She had all that to 
contend with, with little boys coming along at the same time. 

RJ Sir Charles there's several things out of what you've said. For a start, 
when you refer to finding out that June Craig would have been interested in putting her 
hat in the ring, would she have made a better Premier than Ray O'Connor? 

COURT I think she would have, but not to the exclusion of others. It was just in 
the light of O'Connor's own attitude to our policies. I'm assuming now that he didn't 
have the competence to really comprehend what we'd been doing for all those years 
from 1959 to 1982, or if he did, he just wasn't prepared to use it and all the hard work 
that went with it. 
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RJ Knowing your team at that time, you said that her nomination may have 
encouraged others. If you were given a free hand to anoint a new leader, who would it 
have been with that team that you then had? 

COURT Well, I wouldn't like to, without going through the list itself, and 
objectively look at them again, as I would have had to at the time. I'd had such an 
unchallenged situation, both in my seat and in the leadership position that I'd never had 
to sit down and do it. There were some of them weren't working as nicely as I'd like 
them to. They had ambitions, but I can't remember any incident of any importance, 
where they didn't work as a team when it came to Cabinet and so on. David Brand 
established the method of operating Cabinet, and we maintained that right through, and 
it was a very effective system. No-one could ever complain that they didn't have a 
chance to be heard. On the other hand, no-one could ever complain that his minutes 
weren't tested, because we had our own private system for doing that, apart from our 
own scrutiny of the minutes when they came in to us. 

RJ But are you saying to me that once you knew that Des O'Neil was not 
going to be available, that you did not give thought to who might be the most worthy 
successor, and try to influence that? 

COURT No, I didn't because I had.... Des knew that there was a time when I was 
going to go, and Des was the only one that did know. So he knew when he would come 
up for the position between he and I, because I had nothing to worry about. It's a 
peculiar position because there was no-one in the team that I would have suggested or 
thought of him as being different or better, particularly who I knew as a man who would 
work the team in the same way as I'd done it. We worked together for a long time. 
Don't forget I knew Des away at the war. He was a captain in Signals in Bougainville 
while I was there, and a good one too. 

RJ You were a strong leader. Is it a fault of the strength of that leadership 
that there weren't more people who could come and take control? 

COURT I think it is. I think it is because I was able to get on with all the schemes 
that we had, and don't forget we had many more plans. There was the question of water 
from the north, which I felt very strongly about, and the team there knew why I didn't 
want the water brought down from the north because once it came south, they'd never 
get it back again, and if we were true to our trust.... Now we've got energy, and that's 
why it's such a crucial point that I wasn't there to take advantage of the energy when we 
could say to people, "Look, you've got to do this, you can do this because here's the 
energy. Previously you didn't have it." 

We did prove, when we built the two pellet plants, that you just can't ever in this 
country of ours afford to rely on imported energy. You're just at the hands of some 
pretty unscrupulous people. Now that's why we worked so hard to get alternative 
indigenous sources of energy, and it was part of my policy, and with that, to get added 
value, by the way. You wouldn't have got it cheerfully, or immediately; it would have 
slowed down greatly, the rate of so-called economic development that's taken place in 
Western Australia in recent times just building on and on and on exports because it was 
easy. The world wants what you've got. But that's when you can dictate your terms and 
that's where so few seem to understand that the success in negotiation is to go back.... 
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the moment anyone gets a permit, the right to explore even, you want to know who they 
are, what they are, why are they doing it, and what are they going to do when they've 
got it, because they in turn demand a piece of paper in return for their work. And they're 
entitled to that too, but you're entitled to make clear the conditions that are attached to 
it. Now no-one was in any doubt at what I had in mind. 

Today, of course, you have a different situation in Australia. You don't have the 
Australian presence in people like Shell and other places, where you knew who the 
Australian manager of Shell was, and you looked on him as an Australian citizen. He 
was resident and he was very prominent in Australian activities. We didn't do too badly 
with the North West Shelf in keeping an Australian ownership there - not at a hundred 
per cent, but enough to have an impact on the board itself. But, progressively, each of 
these companies (the mining companies included) where the head of the enterprise is 
pretty hard to identify, the local man is likely to be.... you're likely to pick up in the 
paper that within a year or two or three, has gone; he's somewhere else. So you're 
looking at a different situation to our type of government, but you've got to negotiate. 

When, say, somebody buys out a lease, or they want to develop a lease, that's when you 
lay down the conditions. If they don't want to develop it [on your conditions], of course, 
that's an onus the government has to run; that they lose a development because 
somebody doesn't want to develop on your terms or you don't negotiate it on a way that 
the company can live with. 

It's very galling to me, of course, to find China is now very smartly going to make steel 
in Brazil. Clever move because they [Brazil] have to provide the ore, they have to 
provide the energy, they have to provide the land, they have to provide the labour, they 
have to provide the water (steel is a big user of water) and it's a clever move. As labour 
gets more expensive in their own country, they'll take advantage of Brazil. 

But, it's a little bit presumptuous, I suppose, on my part, to have assumed that I would 
be able to influence these things for longer than I did. It always reminds me of the late 
Sir Walter James, when he advised me about a will for one of my clients. He said, 
"Young man," - he was an old man at the time. I was a young man when I was in 
practice and I was trying to get him to advise one of my clients. He wanted a will that I 
felt was objectionable, because he was prepared to trust great grandchildren but he 
wasn't prepared to trust his own children, and he got me to send the client to see him. 
He said, "Remember, never try to reach out of the grave," and I've never forgotten it. 

RJ If you had remained Premier and led the party at the time of the 1983 
election, you would have been 71 by then, going on 72; you would have turned 72 that 
year. You had a much younger Leader of the Opposition who was very skilled at 
working the media and getting the public onside. Could you have won that election, if 
you are totally realistic? 

COURT I believe we could have. It wouldn't have been easy, and the media 
would have given us hell, because they were attracted to his [Burke's] ideas. They were 
even attracted to some of the ideas, of course, that got the State, and got him and his 
government into trouble, and brought on the Royal Commission into their own 
government. 
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It raises a very interesting point that the sheer simplicity and integrity of what we'd 
done shone through to a pretty powerful commission, and they found no failing, no 
weakness in government there at all. So it came as something of a reference for me, 
because that's not what the commission was established to do. The government was 
hoping it would find faults with our type of administration. 

I do believe that with people like Bill Mitchell putting your public stuff together, quite 
apart from the fact.... Don't forget they brought on some of their own trials and 
tribulations because of the company they kept and the things they did. I also remind you 
that the media was fed all this and never used it until it was too late. I've been through 
that, of course. 

When we were trying to explain why we'd negotiated the pipeline, we were using 
figures that they'd never heard of in WA before, but they just had this set campaign 
against it. I'd actually given them access to contracts and files, as journalists, to see for 
themselves, to prove that what Mensaros and others had said (and Peter Jones later on) 
was correct. It didn't influence what appeared [in the media]. 

I do believe - I hope I can believe - that had I been able to use the same tactics and 
have the same team working together, that the influence we had on the people who've 
got to provide the money and the expertise and the markets, would have been 
sufficiently interested to identify that it wasn't a bad thing. 

I felt rather proud of the way we went through our time in government without anyone 
ever saying that we did a deal under the counter on some of these things, because it's 
much better to confront.... As I told O'Connor about the ministers that weren't going to 
get portfolios because there weren't portfolios for them unless he was going to dump 
half of his team, of course, which is another matter, and he wasn't. It's only conjecture 
as to whether we would have survived against a more vigorous opposition. But don't 
forget the private sector would have had to have had to get off their tail and do 
something because what Burke proposed wasn't the friend of real industry; it was some 
of the "four-on-the-floor" sort of stuff (whatever that means) and that's not the way real 
business is done. 

You've seen what's paid up when the Gorgon project raised its head, the State 
government (then under Gallop) hadn't followed the tactics that we came up with. The 
moment they sought the lease, that's when you descend on them. I won't say it's 
something they fell for every time but it's something you had to win by argument, but 
you could demonstrate to them that in terms of long life, it was better to be working 
with the government and get greater security of title. 

You'll recall, from previous records that you've got, that when the big agreements were 
insisted on by us, they [the developers] weren't terribly keen about it because of all the 
obligations they had - there was railways, and towns, and ports - but eventually they 
saw that it was best that they have an agreement that was public. We were rather proud 
of the fact that you could buy a copy for a shilling in those days.' Imagine some of these 
companies when they first started to negotiate with us, when they'd been dealing with 

'Copies of parliamentary papers, including agreements made with government, could be purchased from 
the Government Printer. 
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some of these countries where it was more important that you knew who you were 
going to do a backdoor deal with rather than the expertise and that sort of thing. 

This was encouraged, I might add, when we got alongside of the Japanese because they 
accepted my theory that if this was out in public, it was much, much better. As I used to 
say to the companies when they were getting worried about the argument that went on 
in the press, influenced by Hancock and other people, I'd say, "Look, it's best you have 
the row before the wedding than after." And that proved good advice. When I look 
back on it, we might have been a mob of hometown boys on the job, but we didn't do 
badly with them, because the principles under which I'd been brought up in Burkett and 
McLaren, although it was small by comparison with what we had to do later on, the 
principles were basically sound, and I'm grateful for that. 

RJ Sir Charles thinking that it was O'Connor who was the person who went 
into that 1983 election, did you give him long enough to establish himself? You've said 
previously, "You've got to have a reasonable time for a man to be in office before he 
has to face the electors."' Did Ray O'Connor have long enough? 

COURT Yes. It would have been more than enough for O'Neil, for instance, 
because he was identified with the sort of government that we had. So it wouldn't have 
been a shock that you had a completely new personality there. Des O'Neil, don't forget, 
was identified with David, who was identified with me, and identified with the Liberal 
Party through all of these things; he was identified with the members. So he would have 
been a nice car with a new model, sort of thing. No, that wasn't.... in fact, now you 
mention it, Des and I discussed how long he'd need, and he thought in view of the fact 
there would be a smooth takeover and he could keep the machine revved up a bit, he'd 
be right. 

RJ So when you were having that discussion with O'Neil, were you 
anticipating that it would be O'Connor who replaced you? 

COURT No. 

RJ You were just talking in general terms? 

COURT Well, at the time, it was O'Neil that was going to - 

RJ No, no, no, but by the time you had that conversation with him 

COURT And I have to admit that I didn't look at it as objectively as I have done 
since with these factors, the Rita factor as well. Had I thought necessary, I could have 
gone to the party, for instance, and said to them, "Look, you've got to help about the 
leadership question and the quality of members coming in, and so on." I don't think 
they had allowed for the fact that the old boy at 70 might have to get out, or might want 
to get out, rather. Somehow or other 70 had been established as a benchmark by 
Menzies. He seemed to fix the line. Everyone refers to Menzies and 70; and he just 
gracefully slipped out the top, and look what a mess he left us there for several years 
until it was settled down. 

This transcript, p. 1683. 
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RJ You say if you had stayed for another term, with O'Neil out of the mix, it 
would have given you a chance to have nurtured another leader, but was that your style? 

COURT No, another set of policies. 

RJ Ah, okay, not an individual. 

COURT No, no, that's wrong. An extension of our policies because you're now 
getting into a new dimension of those policies; nothing [basically] different from the 
policies but the dimension of those policies, where you're going to put this test of 
energy under the microscope without in any way departing from my belief that we had 
to have other forms of energy because the North West Shelf with all its glory and being 
the best single project we ever negotiated, in all it's glory, it's still not the final answer 
to energy. 

RJ So was it not your nature to nurture someone to replace you? 

COURT Sorry? 

RJ So was it not your nature to nurture and encourage someone to replace 
you? Did you see that as not your role? 

COURT At the time, no, I didn't, because while O'Neil was there, of course, I 
didn't have the need to. I was quite happy. There was no-one I can remember who 
would have been equally good to come in and just put in there and take over, and it 
would have been seen the same. There wouldn't have been a lot of public furore about it 
and a lot of controversy in the paper because it would have been very easy to 
demonstrate that he was the logical person to take over. 

What's more, I have to say, that had Des remained there, I would have been more 
available to the government after I retired, because Des was the sort of person who 
wouldn't have had any airs and graces about having constant talks with me about why I 
did things, how we did certain things and how we should now take advantage of it, to go 
to the next stage of development, a more sophisticated stage. 

See, we see the position as it is at the moment is in a very parlous situation because no-
one bothered to think of shortage of labour until we're short of labour; it's too late then. 
The world's a different place to get your labour from than it was in my day. Just 
imagine those shiploads after shiploads coming in here from southern Europe, as well as 
other parts of Europe and we were able to quickly move.... I've told you before about 
the man that gave me the best advice of all on that was "Blue" Robertson, the Director 
[General] of Education. Now, who's ever thought of the Director [General] of 
Education giving advice to the Minister for Industrial Development or the Premier, 
except about schoolrooms and things? It was wonderful. 

END OF TAPE 164 SIDE B 
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RJ It was said of you - well after your period in politics, a senior Liberal 
was quoted in the West as saying that you were inflexible and authoritarian as a leader. 
"He could be very harsh and he certainly liked compliance; in that way he created a 
vacuum behind him." Did you create a vacuum behind you? 

COURT Not intentionally because I never lived in fear of anyone replacing me 
because if they were better, well so they should. I've shown you enough that I was 
always receptive to ideas. I mean whether it was the Dumas and the Brisbanes, or 
whether it was the Director [General] of Education ["Blue" Robertson], or anyone else 
for that matter, genuine advice and reputable advice, you were foolish if you didn't use 
it. That's not the model of a dictator because I've been taught to listen and to weigh up 
these things, but that doesn't mean to say that you just accept any old advice. 

There were and would be people - in fact I met plenty of them - who just felt that I was 
dictatorial and so on, but I think that those that worked with me, closely with me, 
wouldn't have agreed to that at all, because teamwork is the answer. I was brought up 
under George Mellor with his funny old bands. He used to be famous for the fact he 
didn't go around recruiting better players and pinch them from other bands, and yet he 
could win. He had this statement: a champion band will always beat a band of 
champions, and he taught us why and so on. He'd take what he got, he would work on 
them and work on them. Don't forget Charlie went to him as a boy of 12. He sent me 
east when I was 16. That's the sort Mellor was, you see. So we were quite happy with 
our lot, where other bands were always pinching [players]. If they saw a good cornet 
player coming, or a good euphonium player or something, they'd pinch him and give 
him some inducement to join. 

I had the same belief with the government that the talent is there for you to work on, 
within your ranks. Of course if somebody comes along that's brighter and better, you 
use them, but ONLY if they're team people. George Mellor's thing is not an original 
statement but it's a very true one: the champion team will always beat the team of 
champions, because the champion team is playing as a team. A team of champions have 
always got a couple of players that want to get the headlines in the newspaper on 
Monday. 

RJ Well you've got two opposing views quoted in the West in 1991. You've 
got Ian Thompson saying: "Sir Charles could not tolerate a point of view contrary to 
those he held. He kept too tight a grip and did not allow people to grow under his 
leadership. In that way he did the Liberal Party a disservice. The leadership crisis the 
Liberal Party is still facing [and this is him speaking in 1991] is a result of people not 
being given the opportunity to develop."2  

COURT 1991? 

RJ 1991. 

COURT It's a long, way away. 

Ian Thompson quoted in the West Australian, 28 Sept. 1991. 
2  West Australian, 28 Sept. 1991. 
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RJ You've got Noel Crichton-Browne rejecting that authoritarian tag. He 
said, "Sir Charles held the view that strong organisation was essential to successful 
government and that it was important to have strong leadership." One man served with 
you, the other man knew you as a Liberal Party colleague. Your comments on those two 
points of view. 

COURT Well, neither of them surprises me because it was Thompson's big 
failing. He thought that he should be the man who had all the ideas, and so on, whereas 
I proved that I did have ideas, but I was quite quick to admit that I had been building up 
ideas from everywhere all the time and you accept, you reject, you accept, you reject, as 
the case may be. If they're good, you grab them and you're stupid if you don't. No, I 
think that's Ian's.... It's unfortunate he had this rather narrow, self-opinionated attitude 
towards, not only to me but some other people; and on the other hand, he never had the 
performance to back it up. So, when people make that statement I always like to look at 
their performance and say if they were that good why didn't they do something about it. 

RJ Sir Charles, I've referred quotes of Geoff Bolton's to you before, and 
we've discussed them and you've largely been pleased with his assessments. He does 
make a claim in State on the Move that you "stood in the tradition of the great 
developers" of WA and that you were "an effective steward of the State's 
opportunities". You reflected the wishes of Western Australians "ably and selflessly" in 
their desire for economic growth for WA because legacies of the past had "left the 
south- east of Australia ahead in wealth and numbers". He goes on to say: 

But in seeing to provide a strong leadership he maintained an autocratic tradition 
which, as Western Australia grew bigger, institutionalised itself through the 
apparatus of the State. Observers brought up in the Westminster tradition were 
somewhat startled to note that at the 150t11  anniversary ceremony for the 
Legislative Council (planned under Court, though occurring after his 
resignation) the Commissioner of Police shared with the heads of the three 
armed services the role of symbolising the power of government. Some felt that 
with the prosperity achieved in Court's time there had also come a lessening 
sense of tolerance with dissent and unorthodoxy and economic failure. 
Suppression was commoner, persuasion and agreement less usual.2  

COURT Well, I can agree with much of what he says, but I must find myself in 
[dis]agreement when he implies that "the Commissioner of Police shared with the heads 
of the three armed services the roles of symbolising the power of government". Now, 
no-one would oppose that view more strongly than I would. I acknowledge the role of 
the Commissioner of Police, I acknowledge the role of the three armed services, but 
they must always, ultimately, be under the control of the government of the day; and 
sometimes, of course, it might not be a government that you altogether agree with. But 
the fact is that the Commissioner of Police in his role, and his people, and the three 
armed services have their role to play, but again it's at the direction of the government 
of the day. It's only the government that can commit the nation to war. So [think we've 
got to get that one cleared. If the police force is weak and the armed services are weak, 

Ibid. 
2  Geoffrey Bolton, "State on the Move" in On This Side, Bookiand, Perth, 1985, p. 225. 
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well God help the country, but that doesn't mean to say they'd take over the country, 
because if they did we've got dictatorship at its worst. 

Now, he then goes on to talk about the prosperity achieved in my time: with it "had also 
come a lessening sense of tolerance with dissent and unorthodoxy and economic failure. 
Suppression was commoner, persuasion and agreement less usual." Now, that surprises 
me because going back to my father's history when he first came here, and the way my 
mother and father suffered to get established in this country, if they were living today 
with the employment conditions what they are, they would think they were in heaven 
because they'd have the God given right to dissent by leaving a position. Take for 
instance when my father was working at H. Rance and Sons, and they were using his 
master plumber's certificate to function. How he would have loved to have stepped out 
and established a business on his own (he no doubt could have done, with great 
difficulty) but how much easier it would be today; and a young person coming along 
that wants to go through the ranks. I don't know what he understands by "suppression 
was commoner, persuasion and agreement less usual". I thought they're more evident 
today than they ever were at any stage in my lifetime. 

RJ But he's talking about your period, at the end of your period in 
government, not today. 

COURT Well, I don't feel guilty because I did a few things that were a bit far- 
seeing and successful and brought in a lot of very, very capable and financially wealthy 
people to get on with these things; they had the money, they had the know-how, and 
they also operated, don't forget, under our laws. I was the one that made it a condition 
that we wouldn't have them here under anyone else's laws. They offered every law that 
I can imagine at different times during the negotiations, when they wanted the 
agreements negotiated under some other strange laws, and I said, "No, no, no." I even 
wanted them to use WA lawyers that understood our laws. 

It's a good turn of phrase that he's used, but I'm afraid I can't agree with Geoffrey 
because he's.... He may be right in historic terms, of course. Somehow it grates with 
me because I think I demonstrated a degree of tolerance that, while I was getting on 
with the job of government, I purposely tried to extend my activities to get away from 
just mines and big tonnages and big money figures, and spend so much time, as I did, 
with people in other cultural activities and education activities. Even during my time, 
the Aborigines probably got more attention from the Premier on the spot than any 
Premier that's ever lived, and I regarded that as part of my example to set to my own 
ministerial, as well as member colleagues, that you've just got to be seen to be amongst 
people. Some of the most delightful pictures I had taken of me while I was in office 
were with some Aborigine families over the time. One padre up there [in the 
Kimberley] I remember sent me one. He said he'd never ever seen one the like of it, but 
he was going to use it if I didn't mind. It was not false, it wasn't contrived, it was just 
how I felt about things, and I felt it was a pretty good way to live. 

'Ibid. 
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RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in his home on 4 May 
2006. 
Sir Charles we finished last time by talking about some of the views expressed by others 
looking back over your period, particularly as Premier. Another statement that Geoff 
Bolton makes is that he considered you a benign autocrat. By working past retirement 
age for most men, you gave up an opportunity to enjoy, and to quote him, "a brace of 
well-chosen company directorships", and he points out this could have meant you 
would have been better off financially. And a further quote from him, "for he lacked 
Bjelke-Petersen's too obvious enjoyment of the opportunities of office".' What do you 
think of that comment? 

COURT I think Geoffrey Bolton is entitled to all those views. Being a benign 
autocrat is not all that unpleasant; at least you did have some good points as well as the 
bad points that go with being an autocrat. I don't think many people would accept that 
in the long run in my time in my profession, and in my parliamentary experience, that I 
was autocratic. In some ways I was accused of being too inclined to listen to the opinion 
of others, but that's part of good leadership. You're a fool if you don't listen; you don't 
have to accept it, but you never know. The most extraordinary people come up with the 
most brilliant ideas if you just give them a chance to express themselves. 

It is true I worked past normal retirement, and it's true I also forgo opportunities for 
directorates and other positions with some corporations and other bodies that would 
have been very profitable, very rewarding financially, but I'd made it clear that that was 
not my purpose. In fact I was dead scared of accepting any directorates after I retired 
from government for fear it would be implied that that was a pay off for something 
while I was in government. I think you have a classic example of that when I was 
offered the succession to Maurie Mawby - 

RJ Yes, which we have on record. 

COURT - and the letters that I gave to the company rather surprised them, and 
they expressed a very strong response of ethical approval for the fact that it was an 
attitude rarely adopted by people these days. So I didn't seek the financial spoils of 
office, if that's the right phrase, although there were plenty offered. 

I think he's right when he says that I did not have Bjelke-Petersen's enjoyment of the 
opportunities of office. We were quite different in that regard. In fact there were times 
when we had quite big differences because he was obviously more concerned about his 
position in an important state role than sometimes the facts we were trying to get at. 
But, as you know I've often said he had a lot of good points, even if he did have some 
that one might feel uncomfortable with. I think it's true to say that he enjoyed the role 
of being Premier in a different way to what I enjoyed having the role to be able to get on 
and do good things, important and worthwhile things, as distinct from my own comfort 
and my own aggrandisement. 

RJ In also kind of doing an overview of the sort of person you were, and 
your contribution, let's also look at Peter Dowding's comment, which is reproduced in 
the West on 7 June 1988. He makes the statement that in your time there was too much 

Ibid, p. 224. 
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emphasis on economic development and not enough on social development. What do 
you think of that assessment? 

COURT Obviously Peter didn't study properly what I did, how [did it and why I 
did it, because never at any stage did I lose my involvement in things cultural, nor did I 
lose my involvement with people, ordinary people. I think one of the reasons why the 
Liberal Party had such a strong image throughout the length and breadth of Australia 
was the fact that wherever I went, particularly in Western Australia in the northern part 
such as Pilbara, Kimberley and other parts, I always found time to deal with people who 
some might refer to as "ordinary people". Now I never regarded them as ordinary 
people. I was always very conscious of where I came from. My parents couldn't have 
been more basic, as far as citizens were concerned. They were migrants that had a 
tough, tough time, and I benefited by the fact that they always made it clear to my 
brother and I that we had a responsibility in the community, and the many little things 
we had to do for people that were less fortunate than ourselves, sowed the seeds of that 
character that I would like to feel exists to this day. 

There are many things I do today that I could very easily give you ten reasons why I 
shouldn't do them, but there's one reason why I should do them. That's because they 
were decent people, they were kind people, they have been loyal to me, although they 
mightn't have any great significance (I won't elaborate on that because it could be 
embarrassing for the people concerned), but there were many of them and sometimes I 
say to myself, you know, could I just skip it, you know because I'm under such 
pressure, and I don't. I give myself a tick when I've done it. 

Going throughout the north, in particular, you have to realise that we were going out 
from a position where nothing was happening to where lots of things were happening 
and this applied particularly to the indigenous people. They did not make life easy for 
me. When I say "they" I'm referring to those that were under the influence of the Labor 
Party. But there were some very decent people amongst them and I enjoyed taking some 
time off to sit down, usually sit down on the ground in the bush somewhere, and discuss 
things with their elders, and with good effect. 

I remember the padre at Kununurra - I just forget which particular denomination he was 
- he sent me some photographs that he had taken while I was having a session with 
some of the people in the Kununurra district, and they were delightful pictures with 
these young Aboriginal children and their parents. He thought it was the most delightful 
picture he'd ever seen of a white person (as we used to be referred to in those days) 
talking with these people when I had the reputation that I was opposed to them and was 
not trying to do anything for them. On the other hand, I did have a very good 
relationship with many of these people and I was hoping through some of these better 
people to get them to lead their own people on to greater things, because if you get 
leadership within their community, it's moving in the right direction. Encouraging 
school and also showing a resistance to alcohol and those things it's the beginning of 
getting a greater community response. So [did a lot to encourage some of these people, 
and they needed encouragement because there were very few people around who would 
spend any time with them. 

Then, coming back closer to home, I never lost my interest in sporting bodies. Above 
all, I never lost my interest in the cultural bodies, otherwise why would I have bothered 
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about the new art gallery? Why would I have bothered about the [State] Library? Why 
would I have bothered about His Majesty's Theatre? I was pretty busy and I could find 
a good excuse not to get involved. Some people might say, in the process I was inclined 
to cut across some portfolios, but, if I appeared to, publicly, it was not true, because I 
always made sure that I brought the minister concerned in and hopefully he would take 
the initiative so that I didn't have to go any further. 

But there were cases where I had to use my position as Premier - for example, His 
Majesty's Theatre and the art gallery and the library - to use my Treasury role as well as 
Premier role, to do something about it. But I never worried about it, because first of all 
the Cabinet was fully informed of what I was doing, why I was doing it; the minister 
concerned was always fully informed, in good time, so that he could say his own piece, 
or make his own contribution. I think all in all, having regard for the burden I was 
carrying in connection with the overall State economy and the Treasury and as Premier, 
to say nothing of my problems with Canberra, which were always there, I didn't do too 
badly in keeping a balance. I suppose the number one factor was that I always kept a 
balance with my family, which I was very proud of. 

RJ To quote yourself back to you, very early in our interview process when 
you were talking about secretaries who had worked for you over the years, you referred 
to the fact that you had a reputation for being impossible, arrogant and impatient ] ; and I 
remind you I'm quoting you. Are you any of those things? 

COURT Well I remind you that it was said I had a reputation for that and that's 
not unusual. A lot of people you hear about as though they were a tyrant or an 
impossible person to deal with, and when you knew them in person, they were quite the 
reverse: they were intolerant of stupidity, they were intolerant of a lack of integrity or 
snide ways of handling things, and that's not a bad thing, but anyone who was trying to 
do the right thing, I think some of these people that are regarded as being arrogant, are 
found to be just the reverse, and with a degree of patience that was quite surprising. 

END OF TAPE 165 SIDE A 
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COURT I think it's common knowledge that there was a general feeling that I was 
in some ways arrogant and ruthless and pressed on regardless. Sometimes I used to 
smile when I used to hear this, and I know my wife used to smile when she heard it. It 
used to amuse her more than make her angry because she knew the other side. I don't 
think you've got any record, but there were people in the Liberal Party who felt I was 
too tolerant, too patient, too long-suffering with certain people, when I should have 
chopped them down because they didn't toe the line at the first warning. 

But in balance, I adopted the attitude I did adopt. I didn't like getting things by 
direction. It's much better to achieve things, and this applied professionally as well as 
when I was in Parliament, and also particularly during my military time. If you could, 
by reasoning and by example, achieve support, it was much better than doing it by 
virtue of your rank and your office. That's why I valued so greatly the reference that 
General Savige gave me for the election, or gave my committee for the election, 
because it summarised it all. In a military situation you can use your rank often to 
achieve something, when you just dismiss reasoning; you dismiss representations that 
try to give another side. I thought when he sent that reference to my committee, he 
treated me very generously, particularly as when I was first appointed he didn't want me 
because of the actions taken by Red 'Robbie'; but that's another matter. 

Ri And you have covered it, yes. 

COURT But I valued very greatly, the fact that it was his recommendation 
that I got the OBE Military Division towards the end of the war, and also that he sought 
out my committee when he heard I was standing for Parliament and sent them that 
testimonial which - 

RJ We have on the record. 

COURT I was very proud of it. I think all of these things put together give 
a more balanced view. 

Now, that doesn't mean to say I was always patient, but if you've got people who 
dither, and people who prevaricate, and people who try to blame somebody else all the 
time, you're entitled occasionally to put your foot down and say, "We're going to stop 
dithering now and get on and do the job." Also, I've always been very quick to take the 
blame, where I have been responsible for an oversight, or a misunderstanding or 
something. Here again, I had experience of this during the war when, with Red 
'Robbie', we were doing a manoeuvre and a serious mistake was made by one of our 
officers. It was so serious I went straight to the general and I didn't tell him that 'X', 

or 'Z' had made the mistake, Ijust said I had. He immediately took action to correct 
it, and when he put the field telephone down, after having informed his corps 
commander and all the other people concerned, he said, well it was refreshing to hear 
somebody that didn't blame everybody else. He said, "You keep it up because it's the 
only way. Even if they made the mistake, you were their commander and you've got to 
take the responsibility for it." I think there are very few occasions when I didn't follow 
that principle. It wouldn't [always] be because I wanted to follow it, it might be through 
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accident or otherwise, but I think in total I didn't do too badly, and those that worked 
closest with me were the ones who would give you the best report on "the tyrant". 

RJ Another reference was made earlier in our interviews when you 
were talking about your father; that he had a generous nature and that he was, and to 
quote you, "a very forgiving man".1  Did Charles Court inherit the capacity to forgive? 

COURT Well I hope I did. My mother [Rose] wasn't quite as obviously in 
that mould as my father [Walter]. You must realise, both of them had a very, very 
difficult few years as migrants here, and quite often there'd be times when they didn't 
have much, but they always were very generous to people. 

I learnt a lot from my father, although he was poorly educated. He seemed to have a 
certain amount of natural wisdom that some of these people inherit, I suppose due to his 
own difficult times and his work as a tradesman, and his war service and so on. He 
seemed to have a lot of natural wisdom and I took notice of it. 

I think I've told you when I was setting up in practice as a chartered accountant with no 
money, no clients, no influence, in the middle of the Depression, and I told him about it 
and he didn't show any great surprise because he'd been through it so often when he 
hadn't had any money or any influence. I explained to him the ethics of the profession 
at that time were so tough that you even had to get your visiting cards approved by the 
State Council. In those days they used to be embossed and they used to feel them. There 
was no advertising of any sort, no business promotion or personal promotion of any 
sort; it just had to be the bare facts of who you were, the degrees you had, your 
telephone number, your address and so on. If you were caught, what was referred to as 
"touting for business", you were for it. It was a pretty rough time, and a young 
struggling practitioner, the temptation is always to go along and knock on somebody's 
door and say, "I can do that job for you better and cheaper" and so on. But I'm pleased 
that the profession was so tough at the time. 

Eventually I became State Registrar, which was an honorary position in those days, and 
having to take a leading role in influencing integrity within the profession and the 
ethical side of the profession. My father said to me at the time, "Well, don't forget your 
music", and he said, "Music, the way you can perform it, can open all doors. So if 
you're properly dressed, well behaved, perform the right music in the right places, 
you'll be amazed how that introduces you to people, and they want to know who you 
are. Then you get a chance to tell them what you are and what you're trying to do and so 
on, without in any way offending the rules and regulations of the institute you belong 
to." You know, coming from a man that was of very poor education and never been 
anything but a tradesman, or labourer in his days, it was very wise, and I remembered it; 
especially the bit about being properly dressed, well behaved, respectful. 

There were many opportunities where you'd get a chance to appear and give solos in 
somebody's drawing room and that sort of thing, which was a particular person or place 
where you were trying to get known without breaching the rules, and that's exactly what 
happened. 

This transcript, p. 537. 
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He had a lot of old sayings that were very common: "Honesty's the best policy, but it 
keeps you poor." [laughs] He seemed to have a never-ending string of these things. 
You must realise, I was brought up in that background. I was grateful to the people that 
I was under when I was doing my indentures, my articles at Burkett and McLaren where 
their standard of practise was very high; their standard of ethical practise was very high. 
Not like the man in Japan I was told to be careful of, he said, because he thinks that 
"ethics is a county in England". 

I feel that I've done my share of forgiving over the years, but I have to add that in most 
people where I have forgiven them the indiscretion or the straight-out wrong that 
they've done, that they've not been responsive to the consideration that's been shown 
for them, which is a sad thing. Usually people with that sort of nature do not appreciate 
the fact that they have been given another chance - and there are plenty of them. 
Having dealt with the situation concerned and given them another chance, they 
somehow or other, I can only assume that they've interpreted that as a sign of weakness, 
which is saddening because it was just proof of the fact that what they did the first time 
was not accidental, it was just part of their nature. 

RJ You referred earlier today about you believed in referring things 
to people and talking to people about them, but there's a quote from you in the West in 
1991 where you actually say, "Governments are not governing." You were talking 
about the present day. 

COURT Sorry, I didn't catch that. Governments? 

RJ Are not governing. 

COURT Yes. 

RJ "You don't always do the popular thing." They go on to say, 
"The opinions are expressed finnly by someone who extols strongly the need to stick to 
one's guns when a decision is made," and they claim that you deride the trend of the 
'80s in having consensus.' Is that a fair comment? 

COURT I don't think it is. I don't think it is. The fact that you do give 
people a chance to express themselves and to explain why you don't accept their line of 
reasoning, and then go on with what has been the declared policy, I think that doesn't 
mean to say that you're inconsiderate at all. There's a difference between a sign of 
reasonableness, listening to advice, seeking advice, analysing advice, to being arrogant 
to a point of just refusing to listen. 

As I look back, and think back, I think I did pretty well listening to some people. Some 
people I should not have, but I'm not sorry that I did, but it was still my responsibility to 
make the decision whether we still went on. But I can't remember any case that 
mattered where the matter wasn't properly discussed. Don't forget it was me that 
invented the technique of, first of all, having a systematic review of all Cabinet minutes 
on the Sunday night with my Under-Secretary so that I was ready and better informed 
than most of the Ministers would be when I went to the meeting. The other one was to 
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have certain Ministers who I respected and who I'd always found to be people of 
integrity and sincerity and took their ministerial role seriously, studied their minutes, 
and it was very important to get people like them to come out during the discussion and 
ask the Minister concerned (where it was another Minister's minute and I was dealing 
with it as Premier) would he please explain this or that. I had two or three that were very 
good at that. You've no idea the number of times when that simple question, not raised 
arrogantly or nastily but as a very benign question often, and the minister couldn't 
handle it. When the minute was referred back to him for further consideration we never 
saw it again. 

I was rather proud of that and it comes back to that Churchillian statement he made 
about the Dardanelles, and then later on in my career when Barwick was told that the 
case that we wanted him to handle, that the Supreme Court judges were unanimous, he 
said, "Thank God for that; you can be sure they're wrong", and then he explained why. 
It was the same as the Churchillian thing about the Dardanelles: if one general or one 
admiral had questioned the plan, it would never have happened. 

So we ran Cabinet very much like that. If a minister found that his minute had been 
questioned, preferably by somebody other than the Premier, and he had to admit that he 
couldn't give the explanation for it then (or even later in some cases) that was much 
better than me just sitting there like the band conductor just dictating how loud 
everyone played and how fast they played, and so on. 

No-one's perfect, but I tried to preserve that balance and to be seen to be receptive to 
advice and question, and be patient with it, sometimes to a point of deferring something 
so that it could be reconsidered and then brought up again, but not to a point of being 
weak, because they want a leader, they don't want somebody that tries to be all things to 
all men. There comes a time when a decision has to be made, and we didn't do badly 
over the years in making some pretty tough decisions. Don't forget we were dealing 
with some rather strange people, and some rather rude and selfish and unprincipled 
people, so somebody has to take a stand. 

RJ When you say you were dealing with unprincipled people etc., 
are you talking about your own colleagues? 

COURT No, I'm talking about the people that the government has to deal 
with, and don't forget, when you're talking to me now, you're not only talking about me 
in government, you're talking about me in practice, you're talking about me in many 
positions of responsibility over the years nothing to do with government, because the 
same principles prevail. You develop a reputation for being firm but reasonable, and 
above all being prepared to listen to some advice. When you're a Premier the fact that 
somebody stops you in the street and you're prepared to talk to them, first of all they get 
a bit of a shock, and secondly, you can see the change in their attitude. They're going to 
assume you're going to blast them out of existence, or treat them as stupid or something 
like that. But you never know. It's amazing when I used to do those trips around the bus 
stops in St Georges Terrace the things you picked up about your government, your 
Ministers and yourself, and you're a fool if you don't listen. 

RJ Sir Charles you have said yourself that you didn't need as much 
sleep as most people. Your secretary, Eileen Hall, refers to you only needing five hours 
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sleep a night. Your letters in the archives constantly refer to the pressure you were 
working under. I've spoken to people who travelled with you, and you would have a 
commitment all day long on behalf of the government, and then would want a meeting 
in the evening when everybody was exhausted, to plan for the next day. You did push 
yourself hard; you were fairly tireless. Was there ever a time in your long career in 
Parliament where you felt a need for a complete break from official duties, to recharge 
and think, and if there was, how did you go about doing it? 

COURT Well there were plenty of times when I felt that I needed one but 
it was never, or rarely, practicable. But I remind you that I still did maintain my interest 
with music and cultural things. It's amazing how refreshing it can be if, for instance, 
travelling in Europe you were able to go to a performance of quality that otherwise you 
wouldn't have been able to go to. That couple of hours could be as good as a long sleep 
because your mind was completely off. 

I remember on one occasion at the home of Shakespeare, there was a Saturday 
afternoon and I think the actor's name was [Peter] O'Toole, if I remember rightly. He 
was on the way up at the time. Just to sit there and enjoy that, superbly done, it was 
even better than having a sleep. Your mind was away from the hard, tough business of 
negotiation and so on. Don't forget as Minister and then later as Premier, you have to be 
alert all the time because you're the custodian or the advocate (whatever you like to call 
it) of the public, as well as your government when you're negotiating with these things. 

RJ Did you ever need thinking time to think through a problem? 
Were you someone who walked the floor at night thinking something through? 

COURT I never walked the floor, but I used to have thinking time. 

RJ What form? 

COURT You just sit and think. We had an old-fashioned fireplace in the 
lounge, and you've heard this before, but when I was dictating and everything, I used to 
sit there and I used to put a potato on one hob when I went there and then later on I'd 
put one on the other side. I became very expert as to when they were perfectly done, and 
looking at the fire and enjoying the potato cooked on the hob, you've no idea how 
refreshing it was while you're doing some thinking. So, I must admit, I never was one 
for walking the carpets of a night just to have thinking time. I was much more able to 
think if I had the documents in my hand, a scribble pad in hand, and so on. As I've told 
you before - and you don't believe me - I was never as bright as the other people 
around me, so I had to work a bit harder to catch up, and I believe it's very true. 
[chuckles] It's not a bad way of being, by the way. It's hard work, but still. But 1 
haven't done badly, you know. Everyone used to be worried about me; but 95 this year 
tells its own story. 

RJ Sir Charles we've kind of done an overview of you and what sort 
of person you were, but just thinking of Lady Court and her role in your life. Rita, of 
course, I'm talking about. You said in an earlier interview: "I learnt to listen to Rita, 
especially when I got into Parliament, because in her very simple, uncomplicated way, 
if I listened I'd get the answer, because she had an amazing capacity of making a 
judgment not based on a lot of knowledge, but what she thought was fair and proper." I 
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wondered to what extent you used her. Was there a deliberate process of asking her 
opinion, or did her opinion just get expressed in the course of activity and family life? 

COURT There was no deliberate process of doing it. It just became a 
natural thing because she would have been horrified if it was seen, or thought to be 
seen, that she was part of the process of government. I've told you before that we had a 
very clear understanding in the important decisions that had to be made in our family 
and in my business and other life, she always left the decision, the final decision to me. 
We might have discussed it, but she always left it to me, for instance, whether I would 
enlist at the time when I had a practice that was running nicely. She always made it 
clear that the decision had to be mine. If I went and got killed, she'd say, "I could have 
stopped him", but it was my decision. 

For instance, the decision as to whether I went from a sole practitioner to being a 
partnership with Hendry and Rae. We discussed it. There were some aspects of it she 
wasn't very happy about because she loved the fact that we were on our own and made 
our own progress, our own way, even though it was tough, but eventually the decision 
had to be mine. All those major things, whether it was to do with the family and then 
going into Parliament eventually, she wasn't happy about it, but we had discussed it. 
She made it clear that, "The decision has to be yours. It's your career, it's your practice 
that you're going to put in jeopardy, and your career professionally you're going to put 
in jeopardy", and decisions of that kind. It was a very clear understanding. 

But she did have an amazing capacity to sense the public reaction to things and so on, 
when she went either wheeling babies down the street or.... In those days they seemed 
to meet on the corner opposite us, which doesn't seem to happen these days. But you've 
no idea how much wisdom came out of those pram meetings and out at the children's 
clinic down the road. 

I did learn to listen in the course of a chat over meals. It's amazing when you've got like 
five boys and a grandma and a grand aunt all around; there was nine of us at the time. In 
the chatter that went on while you ate away there, it's amazing what came out of the 
chatter and what you picked up. When the boys became youths, and youths become 
men, sort of thing, you picked up so much, because don't forget they were listening, 
hearing all sorts of people and feeding in their reactions in a very frank way between 
one another. But the old chap would listen for a number of reasons: one was I wanted to 
know what everybody was up to, and we didn't do badly in bringing up the five of 
them. 

I think it is just as natural and as gentle as that. I had some ministers with problem 
wives. 

END OF TAPE 165 SIDE B 
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COURT I had some ministers with problem wives. The wives were ambitious 
and, in some cases, much more intelligent than their husbands. They, naturally, wanted 
their husbands to succeed and they'd come and see you privately and want to know if 
there was anything they could do to further their husband's career, and I had the same 
answer to all of them. First of all I always used to refer to the example of Rita as not a 
bad example to follow, but inevitably it came back to saying: "The greatest assistance 
you can give your husband is to ensure there's serenity at home," and I really believe 
that's true. Some of them weren't content with that. They were ambitious, and they 
wanted to be seen to be an influence on their husbands, which the public didn't like. 
Somebody's elected to Parliament; they didn't elect his wife, they elected him. 
Somebody becomes a minister; his wife wasn't made a minister. This is one of the 
delicate things that a leader has to deal with, not only in Parliament by the way; it 
applies in business, it applies in all sorts of things, sports teams included. 

The sad part about it is when one of these wives would not accept their role and how 
they could be so useful and really make it - if their husband was any good, make it 
possible for him to rise to greater things and have the benefit of a person like Rita that I 
had when I was carrying some pretty heavy burdens. 

Don't forget she had to carry all the burdens during the war with a young family, and in 
my early days in Parliament there was a young family to be brought up at the time, so 
the burden on them was very, very great. As I have told you before, the only time that 
she ever really made a straight out request was when the time came for me to make a 
decision about retiring. 

RJ Yes. You also said, way back, in referring to Rita that you always do 
what you're told.' As a husband, did you? 

COURT Well, I like to think I did because I was part of the team. She had her 
own special way. She ran a very firm house with the boys, which you have to when 
you've got.... Don't forget the fact that we had five boys in various stages from very 
young to youth, and we had grandma there for 18 years, and we had aunty there for 16 
years, and in a fairly modest home. There didn't ever seem to be any tension in the 
place at all. There were times when Rita might say, "I think you'd better have a word 
with Victor", or "You'd better have a word with so-and-so", and so on, I knew it was.... 
She seemed to have it right all the time. Also, she had her own very simple way, and I 
don't know if I've ever told you, but I learnt when I'd been giving a rabble-rousing 
speech, or something like that and she invariably was there, and on the way home she'd 
say, "You were good tonight," or something just simple like that. If she didn't say 
anything I knew I hadn't done so well. Her favourite one, one that I used to wait for, 
was, "You were good tonight, even I could understand you." I knew it'd been a great 
night. But these simple little things, they do mean a lot, and it was on all the time, of 
course. 

Ri Did you ever argue, the two of you, or have fights, even though there 
may have been rare? 

This transcript, p.  206. 
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COURT No, I can't remember anything that was unpleasant at any stage at all. If 
there was a problem, whether with one of the boys, or health, or neighbours, or anything 
like that, we didn't seem to have any great problem in overcoming it. We were very 
active in our church, of course, which was good because the boys were all active too. 
They were either servers or altar boys, whatever the case may be, and that was good. 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in his home on 18 May 
2006. 
Sir Charles we were looking at Lady Court, at the end of our last session. She was a 
recipient, along with Lady Doris Brand, of the inaugural distinguished service award 
from the Liberal Party federal executive to recognise years of dedication given to the 
party by volunteers. They were the first two women to be so honoured, and the quote in 
the paper was, "Both women have worked tirelessly for the Liberal cause in WA".' 
What was her actual involvement in the Liberal Party; her own involvement, not just the 
obvious involvement with you? What was Lady Court's involvement? 

COURT Well, she was very active in the local branches throughout the electorate. 
She also attended a number of wider gatherings, such as divisional gatherings, and State 
Women's Executive when they had their annual meetings and that sort of thing, and she 
would, on occasions, not with any great comfort, but it's a feeling of some 
responsibility, she would address them and other gatherings. A Rotary women's thing, I 
know she created quite an impression there with her earthy approach to the subject, 
whatever it was. 

When I travelled in the North, not every trip but occasionally she'd go with me for no 
other reason than to meet up with all the local people, including the Liberal ladies, and 
she became very heavily identified in her own right as well as always being there with 
me. Also, she had a way with people which was very natural, very straightforward and 
seemed to attract people. She became, in some ways, on the telephone, a bit of a Mary 
Ferber for the people ringing up with their problems. I think I've told you one of those 
stories that happened over the dining room table one night when somebody rang and she 
didn't know that I was listening. But, it was a sort of an earthy, simple, straightforward 
approach. That was the same, even before I was in Parliament, down at the child health 
clinic, when the young boys were babies and so on, and she always seemed to attract 
other people with their domestic and other problems. 

So, it was only natural that this flowed into the Liberal Party and she became a very 
highly respected and much sought after person right through to Wyndham right down to 
the southern parts of the State wherever we went. I emphasise she didn't go every time, 
but she used to go on selected occasions when it would be good to meet up with a lot of 
these people. So everybody knew her, particularly in the metropolitan area, and their 
reaction to her was the same as me. It was just a very natural, comfortable arrangement, 
very earthy, no flash stuff, no great views being pushed down your throat or anything 
like that. She wasn't a women's libber. She didn't hold that in disdain, but she didn't 
have anything to do with it, or didn't encourage it at all; she just went her own way, 
being a good wife and a good mother and a good friend. 

The same with the church. She was very active in the Anglican Church, particularly in 
Dalkeith, where we were there from when they used to worship in an old weatherboard 
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house until they finished up with the lovely church that they had. Doris Brand was very 
much in the same mould, except that Doris had a rural background and she was a 
tremendous asset to David. 

I can tell you a rather humorous side of this. As you know, David and I worked very 
closely together, and as a result our wives had a lot to do with one another. I used to, 
when I was in the metropolitan area on a weekend, invariably spend the Sunday 
afternoon with David at their home (Doris must have made hundreds of cups of tea) 
because I was very anxious that he thoroughly understood what we were doing, what we 
had in prospect, and what might be contentious in the Parliament, in the media, 
whatever it was. I think that was part of our success because he never read in the paper 
anything that he hadn't known about or anticipated. 

The humorous side of it is that both Doris and Rita were very good dancers. Dave and I 
weren't bad. But when we were trying to break through and make contact with the 
ethnic people, which was very important, particularly in view of the wave of migrants 
we were going to bring in.... When we first started there we were actually booed when 
we went there so deep was the entrenchment of the Labor Party in most of these (not all 
of them) ethnic groups. In those days they were always very (as were other people, but 
them in particular) anxious to have their ethnic dances, their special types of national 
dances and so on. Anyhow, we became quite good at this, with some friends giving us a 
bit of a hand, and things like the circular waltz, which was popular in those days, we 
were pretty good at it also. Through this, we probably did more to break through 
quickly in these areas than all the politics and smart stuff that David and I could have 
done, because the fact that we were there, whether we were there alone or whether we 
were there together, we were the first on the floor and that sort of thing, and you've no 
idea that it was a way to communicate with people. 

It's hard work, but pleasant hard work. Unfortunately the present day pollies don't seem 
to think that they need to do that sort of thing, but if you want to know people, you've 
got to talk to them, you've got to be with them, you've got to show an interest in them. 
Doris and Rita were tremendous assets there because it gave us not only an entrée into 
the male members of these different groups, but also into their wives and families, 
which is even more important. So within a very short time, it turned around to us being 
the people that were cheered instead of the people who were sneered at when we first 
arrived. 

Both of them not only were well known and were seen by the rank and file members of 
the party as well as the people that ran the show, and this justified them for being the 
first two to receive this award. I can't think of anyone else that went anywhere near the 
standard they set, the sincerity with which they performed, and the gracious, simple, 
straightforward, uncomplicated way that they both adopted. I think it was one of our 
great assets that we had wives that could accept the trauma of the position, and also set a 
wonderful example to the other ministers' wives, and the other members' wives because 
we could always point to these two, what they were doing, how they were doing it, and 
why they were doing it, and let the ministers know, and the members know, this is what 
we expect from you. Some of their wives would come to me - 

RJ Sir Charles you've told me that. You've told me that twice about the role 
they wanted to take, yes. 



TAPE 166 SIDE A COURT 2202 

COURT it was a natural thing; it was not something she acquired or something 
she had lessons in, or anything like that. Her mother was very much the same, by the 
way, so it was a family thing. The other members of her family I always found were 
very straightforward, decent, uncomplicated people and what you saw was what you 
got. 

RJ I think this is reflected in some of the things that I found had been 
written about Lady Court, including comments of her own sons, and there were 
comments at the time of your Golden Wedding and other occasions. Richard referred to 
her as "a simple, loving, caring person". Barry said she was "versatile and could mix 
with anyone and do anything". Geoffrey referred to her as "honest and natural". Victor 
was overseas at the time: "When she can she fits in golf, bridge, and in the summer 
swimming in the ocean, which she loves, and garden is one of her delights." There was 
reference to her "liveliness and vivacious charm". So she clearly was someone who had 
a gift, really, in her approach to people. But Ken was quoted as saying, "She takes a bit 
of looking after."1  What would he have meant, because it's not pursued. 

COURT I can't imagine. It would be meant in a nice way. 

RJ I realise that. [laughs] 

COURT I can't imagine exactly what he would be referring to. 

RJ I was thinking that it might be saying that she doesn't look after herself, 
that she worries more about other people. Do you think that might have been it? 

COURT I don't think so. He was probably implying that she was a bit smarter 
than they might have thought, and she was more up to date and more knowledgeable 
about what their antics were and what they were doing, both at home and outside of 
that, than they bargained on. I can only put it down to that because there was a great 
affection between them and their mother, a natural affection. They seemed to 
understand her and she seemed to understand them. 

I should add also that she always seemed to know what to wear and not over do it and 
not under do it. Whether it was a very simple function we were going to or whether it 
was a royal occasion or a State occasion, she always seemed to be able to, without 
overdoing it, without being extravagant in any way, to be not only dressed suitably but 
she also had a remarkable way for punctuality. You can imagine when you're bringing 
up five boys (this is long before I got into Parliament), you know, the getting them all 
ready, even if you're going for a picnic, or we were going somewhere more formal, 
Rita and the boys were all lined up ready to go and it was always Dad that couldn't find 
something. Like, if I were going out at night, I couldn't find my studs or something of 
that kind, whereas she was always there sitting patiently waiting. That was a remarkable 
asset because she didn't have to be told about it, she was just there. 

She used to impress that, very quietly, onto ministers' wives, members' wives, and all 
that sort of thing. I think between her and Doris they set the standards of dress and 
behaviour, which was not only good for the members and the Ministers but also for the 

Western Mail, 9 May 1981. 



TAPE 166 SIDE A COURT 2203 

other people they met, because both were easily approachable, both had good memories 
for names and faces. 

I don't know what more I can add, because it was a very comfortable arrangement when 
we were mother and father with our five growing boys or whether it was the five boys 
that had grown quite much more, and with her mother and her aunty there, it was just 
the same, it seemed to go nice and smoothly. 

RJ Sir Charles, Lady Court died, as you would remember, on 18 October 
1992. 1 don't know how sudden that death was, but I wondered what effect that had on 
you. 

COURT Well it was very sudden and very sad. She had not had much illness, but 
leading up to that occasion.... A major thing she had, of course, she had her breast 
removed some years before. That was when I was a Minister, before [was Premier. But 
here again, she took that philosophically and had a very dedicated doctor and probably 
took it more calmly than most women would have when she first knew about it. 

Prior to this particular date, we had been going regularly to a specialist who had rooms 
in a separate building opposite the main entrance to the St John of God's Subiaco 
Hospital. I don't know if you can remember the main entrance to St John of God 
Subiaco Hospital, that's the patient entrance, and just a few yards across the roads that 
came in was this separate building where some specialists were accommodated. I just 
can't remember his name at the moment, but I'll find it out from some papers I'm 
looking up. He was a very dedicated man. I can't remember his speciality, but I'll find 
that out. He was very patient, and he appreciated the fact that whenever she went, I 
went. The reason for that is to make sure that any instructions I had, I had them first 
hand, because she wouldn't have been very forthcoming in telling me [anything] that 
involved me doing anything. I used to take her personally, and we seemed to go about 
once a month. 

I was never quite sure whether it was some serious potential problem, or whether it was 
just general, but I should have known better because the fact that she was referred there 
by Dr Hodby - that was the uncle of the present Dr Hodby in Nedlands. He brought all 
the boys into the world except one; that was Victor. I should have woken up to the fact 
that it must have been something special, the fact that he referred her to this doctor and 
that we went there regularly. He never conveyed anything of great concern to me, when 
I went. That's why I went along purposely, in case there was something that I should 
know about, and something that we should do at home that took pressure off her, or 
something of that kind. I'll get some more information for you on that one.' 

On this particular night we were going to a symphony concert and it was me that wasn't 
feeling too well. I had a cold or something of that nature, nothing very serious, so we 
decided not to go. Early in the evening she felt unwell and she went to bed, and very 
soon I found it was something quite serious. It was something that I couldn't cope with 
and I tried to get the GP but he wasn't available. Fortunately I had the private number of 
this specialist and I rang him. I'd found him to be very dedicated, very interested in his 
cases, having regard to his attitude towards Rita, and also his attitude to the fact that I 
attended every time, and I managed to catch him, thank goodness. From what I told 
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him, he seemed to know exactly what was happening, so he said, "I'll come straight 
away" (in fact, he and his wife came) and he said, "I'll order an ambulance straight 
away so it can be organised, and hopefully it'll get there coinciding with my visit," and 
he said, "I'll also alert the hospital." 

END OF TAPE 166 SIDE A 
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COURT He quickly went to work when he got there, and it wasn't very long 
before he told me that I should let the boys know that it was quite serious and that he'd 
already alerted St John's to the fact that the ambulance might be diverted from our place 
to there, so that they'd be ready. I couldn't get onto all the boys, I could only get onto 
one of them, so I left him the responsibility of contacting his brothers, because I was up 
against it at the time. I let our near neighbours know that she was going to hospital and 
it looked serious. The doctor and I got to St John's just a little ahead of the ambulance, 
which helped. 

To summarise the whole thing, within a very short time she was dead. He'd well warned 
me about this. The hospital staff were very understanding because none of the boys had 
caught up with me by this time. By this time, I'd also contacted our GP, and he'd 
arrived so as to confer with the specialist, and it was as sudden as all that. When I last 
spoke to her, it was only a matter of minutes and it was all over. The hospital staff were 
very understanding, as was the doctor, of course. I forget which of the boys it was, but 
he came too late; his mother had passed on. So it was all that sudden. You might say 
everything was fairly normal at tea time and just after midnight she was dead. 

The boys took over the funeral arrangements. She was a very committed Anglican, in a 
very simple, straightforward way. She didn't like any complications with her faith, but 
she was a true believer and she set a good example in that regard. All the boys were 
regular attendees. The whole five of them had been servers and altar boys with Barney 
Blain, who had quite an influence on them, and I think they're grateful for that training 
they had. 

You should remember, of course, when I mentioned earlier that Dalkeith when we first 
went there only had an old weatherboard house opposite where the shopping centre is at 
the moment, and there was a battle between us and the white ants. Don't forget I wasn't 
a confirmed Anglican. 

RJ We have got this story about the fundraising for St Lawrence's. 

COURT I became the finance chairman, the building chairman. 

Ri Yes, that is on record. 

COURT I was over 40 when I was confirmed at St Alban's Church, which is in 
Highgate. That's where we were married and that's where Rita was confirmed and 
baptised, so it was a nice flow on. 

She'd also given very clear instructions about her funeral, in a simple way. One was that 
the cremation, with the family only (just a private family cremation service) had to be 
out of the way before the memorial service. Whether it was on the same day or the next 
day, or any other day, it didn't matter, but that had to be out of the way. She had a bit of 
a thing when we went to funeral services and the casket was there. She'd told me about 
this quite often, why they had to do it because it gave her a funny feeling. Particularly if 
it was a very close friend and that sort of thing she was thinking more about the 
deceased than about the service that was going on. So, she gave very clear instructions 
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that had to be out of the way, the cremation out of the way, so there'd be no casket in 
the church when the service took place. 

Bishop Dennis Bryant was the rector at that time and she had a long connection with 
Blain and with Bryant, and everything to do with St Lawrence Church, right from the 
old house, when it wasn't St Lawrence parish. It was part of the East Claremont parish, 
but still with Barney Blain as the rector, and then he became the rector of the initial 
Dalkeith parish (and a very good one) and then Bryant came along. He had been a 
Bishop of Kalgoorlie and retired from that and became our parish priest, and he and his 
wife were very good. He naturally took the service. Apart from the fact that he was the 
rector, we didn't look beyond that to the archbishop or anything like that, because 
Bryant had a very special way of conducting funeral services. People almost assumed 
they could get better conducted service using his format. He had this great ability to 
make people.... not to be obsessed with their mourning, and he used to use the example 
that we'd all lived in our earthly tent and now that the spirit had departed. Somebody 
once remarked, Graham Close to be precise, that you almost felt that the deceased was 
the lucky one; they were going to have a great time when they got up in heaven. 

The service was a very effective and a very moving one. The boys each gave a eulogy, 
which I was a little bit fearful of initially, but when I heard of their plan I readily agreed 
to it. It worked out extremely well because really it was a little pen picture of each of 
the boys about their mother, and there was amazingly very little, if any, repetition. It 
was all done very well and surprisingly quickly. And they were the only eulogies. The 
music side, knowing that I was very heavily involved in music, they were making 
special arrangements to have some good singers there so that the hymns were good and 
robust, and a selection of what they thought their mother would like. 

Out of the blue the WA Opera Company (of which I was the patron) came along and 
said that they had volunteers amongst their singers who would like to form a choir and 
participate in the service, which was readily accepted, although we knew we'd have 
problems with numbers because the church is good as a parish church but not intended 
for special occasions. I well remember being there when the leader of the group, I think 
it was Warrener from the opera company (I can get you his Christian name without any 
trouble) he said that they'd like to (in addition to helping with the general singing, he 
wanted a list of the hymns so that they would know what to expect) do a piece on their 
own: Mozart. Now, I can't remember the Mozart piece. I've got it on a program there, 
something we're supposed to go to in a day or two, a Mozart concert by the WA 
University Choir. 

RJ Sir Charles I do have the program for the thanksgiving service which you 
kindly gave me some time ago. The Mozart piece you are thinking of is Ave Verum, and 
I apologise if I have the wrong pronunciation. It was sung by the members of the 
University of Western Australia Choral Society. 

COURT Yes. Well, I had that bit wrong. I'm sorry about that. Somehow or other 
the WA Opera Company were involved because I remember Warrener came to see me. 
This would be right, naturally. The eulogies, they're right, yes. 

RJ And there's a lovely selection of music. 
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COURT Now I've misled you there. I got mixed up with Dennis Bryant and 
somebody else. No, he was there; it was Bryant, I did have it right. I was just wondering 
what Barney was doing there. I know he'd retired. He led the prayers here. 

I'll tell you a humorous story about the Ave Verum - whichever pronunciation it is. The 
choirmaster said to Ken that they'd like to sing this because it was an appropriate thing 
and a lovely thing. When he gave the name in Latin to Ken, he said, "Oh, Mum 
wouldn't like that." He said, "Why?" He said she had a bit of thing about operas and 
things being done in foreign languages. "Oh," he said, "we'll overcome that. We 
normally do it in the Latin, but we'll do it in Latin and then we'll do it in English, so 
everybody'll be happy then." So that's the story about that. That's why I remember it 
so well. 

I think I misled you when I was talking about Dennis Bryant, Bishop Dennis Bryant, 
being our rector, because things would have moved on much quicker if I'd stopped to 
think. Barney Blain was the original rector that used to take us in the old weatherboard 
house while he was the rector of East Claremont parish, and then he became our first 
rector of the Dalkeith parish and was an outstanding rector in his day. He then went, and 
I'm not quite sure who followed him, but Dennis Bryant, I think followed him. Having 
been the Bishop of Kalgoorlie, he retired from that and became our parish priest, and a 
very good one too. When he retired the Reverend Barry May was there for a short 
while. He eventually became the chaplain to the Police Force. He must have been the 
rector at the time of the service and both Barney Blain and Bishop Bryant were there as 
guest ministers in their respective rights; both very dear friends. 

I've told you about the Mozart piece. The lessons were all selected by Geoffrey, who 
was the more involved member of the family. He was the one we thought would join the 
church. He's been very dedicated and very effectively so. 

It was a packed church, in fact overflowing, as was to be expected, and it went very 
smoothly. The choir assisted greatly because it did give the music a quality that 
otherwise wouldn't have had, just using the congregation for the hymns. They also gave 
a lovely feel to the whole of the singing, and when you get some good singers amongst 
it, it means the congregation rises to the occasion. 

I know when Bishop Bryant said his little piece, he reminded them of his old story 
about she's just folded up her tent, but we shouldn't grieve. He had a set piece; it was 
very, very effective. So that was that. 

Ri Sir Charles you've referred to the suddenness of the death and the fact 
that none of her sons therefore had a chance to say goodbye to their mother. Did that 
make it harder for them? 

COURT I don't think so. They must have had some feeling that something was 
not as right as we might have thought because she'd been so well for so long, apart from 
that experience she had with her left breast. But the doctor did take us all aside at the 
time of her death and said, "You want to get this in perspective because, I know it's 
hard to say, but it is a blessing that she went as she did, because she virtually went 
without suffering or excessive pain, and had she survived the attack that she had, she 
would have had no quality of life ever." Therefore it was a blessing in some way that 
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she went so suddenly and so quickly with the minimum of pain from her point of view. 
He was very good about it. 

I got the most delightful letter from him subsequently when he said, in all his practice 
days, he'd never had anyone who had so much love from a family as he found with me 
and the boys, which was a very nice thing for him to do. He was a nice man. I've lost 
track of him ever since because he only came in as a specialist, not as the GP. 

It left a void, of course, for all of us and we had to rethink everything. 

RJ How much of a void for you, personally? 

COURT It was impossible to describe it, but it was just a void. You felt there was 
so much, and then there was nothing, except memories. We tried all sorts of things after 
that to overcome the void so that I could stay in the old house, but we had to give up 
after a while. The family can do so much, but don't forget they've got their 
commitments, they've got children growing up and the boys themselves had careers that 
they were developing. All of a sudden you find what was so rock solid is just no longer 
there. 

RJ In your death notice, Sir Charles, I'll just record the fact that you noted: 
"56 wonderful years of love and support. If everyone lived their life like you have, there 
would be no need for Parliaments and the law courts. Everyone would do the decent 
thing." It's a rather unusual tribute. 

COURT Yes. 

RJ And obviously very sincerely meant. 

COURT I think that was typical of her. Even the nastiest of people, she'd make 
me annoyed sometimes when she'd say, "Well, there must be something nice about 
them. He must have had a good mother." [laughs] It always ended up on something like 
that, which was quite remarkable, but quite typical. So it used to pull me up with a bit of 
a jerk sometimes. I'd be very angry about someone, and had been let down by one of 
your parliamentarians and so on. 

I think that was just an expression as how I felt and how the boys would have felt too. 

RJ I've looked at the death notices for the first three days only, and I'm sure 
they continued, but they showed that Lady Court was patron, or in one case vice-patron, 
of 12 different organisations: things like the Army Museum Ladies Auxiliary, the 
Asthma Foundation, callisthenics, golf, Cancer Foundation, cake decorators, League of 
Home Help, Guild of China Painters', etc. There were also 13 other organisations which 
referred to her support, her interest and so on. She obviously did cram a lot into her life, 
and as I have said to you, I haven't looked at all of the death notices. The card that the 
family issued, that you would have all had a contribution to, referred to: "Her love, 
support, good sense, patience, tolerance, loyalty and basic decency seemed to know no 

West, 19 October 1992. 
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bounds."' You have said there was a void after. How did you cope? How did you get 
on with your life? 

COURT What was that? 

RJ How did you cope afterwards? How did you get on with your life? 

COURT Well, it was very difficult. Fortunately, Barry and Margaret lived down 
on the Nedlands foreshore at that time, just down the road, and between them and their 
children they kept closely in touch and at one stage I went and stayed down there for a 
while. 

The first day was quite extraordinary because I didn't know how to work the washing 
machine or the stove or any damn thing, so I rang Barry and Margaret and they didn't 
come up, they sent one of the young kids up, one of the young girls, and they went 
switch, switch, switch, and made you seem so silly that here's a grown man couldn't do 
these simple things. Out of this there was a very strong bond that grew up between me 
and Margaret's children; probably had a closer connection with them than any of the 
other families. Not that there was any distance between me and the families, but because 
of that particular period for a few years; I was always down there or they were up with 
me, as the case may be. It was always an easy place to get a decent feed anyhow. 

We tried a number of things so that I could continue on with "Cherrita",2  which was 
very dear to us all. I think it was Ken that negotiated with the Silver Chain. We were 
warned not to hire any people to come into the house ourselves because we didn't know 
enough about it, whereas people like the Silver Chain had a lot of experience and it 
made any employment arrangements at arms' length from me. They [the people who 
came in to help] were very good and they had a very good organisation but they just 
didn't click with somebody that could come in and take over running the house and let 
me just carry on with my normal commitments (which were heavy) and be free of any 
cares about the general housekeeping. We had one or two experiments that just never 
clicked at all. Probably I wasn't the easiest one to get along with because I was probably 
expecting too much. The type of people that they were able to attract had their own 
family commitments, which meant that just when you wanted them they were not 
available. So it was because of that we eventually made the decision to sell "Cherrita", 
which I think in retrospect was probably a mistake, and I went to stay at St Louis 
[retirement village in Claremont]. 

RJ Sir Charles I was working with you after Lady Court's death in our 
continuing interviews, but also with your autobiography Charles Court: the Early 
Years. I had the impression, after her death, that you were not as decisive as you had 
been before; you didn't make decisions quite as quickly. Would I be right in that 
assessment? Was that one of the effects the death had? 

COURT Yes, in the short term, but eventually you learn to live with situations. As 
long as I live the impact of this extraordinary relationship will be there. You're always 
sort of groping forever, but that's to be expected I suppose. There's no way you can just 
cut that off because you're still yourself, you still want to do the things that you used to 

The card was thanking people for their expressions of sympathy. 
2  The Court's residence in Nedlands. 



TAPE 166 SIDE B COURT 2210 

do. Probably it's because of the long association we had, with the joint commitment we 
had of trying to oblige so many people and be part of so many organisations, that it's 
made it rather difficult to just chop these associations off, especially in the first few 
years. 

Now as some of those people have got older and died, or are no longer active, it's a 
little bit easier with those organisations because they don't think of her as they used to 
because they're not there to do it. But she was very, very much part of them. There was 
no sort of halfway measure, whether it was the Italian community or one of the many 
communities with which we were involved, she was always very much part of them and 
well known with them and they all felt it pretty deeply at the time because she had been 
very natural. She also had an amazing memory for the names of them and their families 
and that helps a lot. 

END OF TAPE 166 SIDE B 
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TAPE 167 SIDE A 

Ri A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in his home on 7 June 
2006. 
Sir Charles last time we dealt with the death of Lady Rita, and you've covered her 
funeral and many aspects of her life, but if I was to say to you what was the most 
important thing about her, in your relationship over the years, how would you respond? 

COURT To put it into a sentence, I think I'd say that I would not have been able 
to do as much as I did, or in the way I did it, if it had not been for Rita. It was just the 
way she had of fitting in and didn't ask a lot of detailed questions about where we were 
going and why we were going and these things; she just seemed to go along with these. 
She seemed to understand instinctively the significance of occasions or people in this 
very heavily charged political environment in which I operated, and of necessity. 

For instance, the amount of time I spent up in the North, the amount of time I spent in 
the East, and the amount of time I spent overseas, if it hadn't been for her ready 
compliance and understanding.... Admittedly, she went on some of these visits, and she 
loved going up to the North, and the people up there loved talking to her, but the fact is 
that if she hadn't fitted in so well and understood so well, I wouldn't have been able to 
do these things. 

The other thing was I can never remember her dropping a danger; she seemed to have a 
discretion about these things. I think it comes from her father and her mother; they were 
sort of people like that, you know, balanced people and always took a sensible approach 
to anything whether it be in the family or outside the family, and I think she inherited all 
of this, because she was quite unique. I was always very grateful. 

Don't forget when I first met her I was young and struggling to build up a practice, and 
boy oh boy, in the middle of the Depression, that's a tough thing to do, especially when 
you haven't got any money and you haven't got any family to fall back on, well you 
haven't got any influence. To get you work and that sort of thing, you've got to get it 
purely on merit so that when you got ajob you worked so hard on it, you did it so well, 
that they talked to their friends. You built up layer by layer until it became quite 
rewarding, but even then, there was not much I could indulge her with. You've no idea 
the number of nights she spent knitting and other things in the office while I went on 
with my work at night time. 

I just give you this by way of background because it was such a complete situation and 
she seemed to take it in her stride, whether we were with a member of the Royal family, 
whether we were at Buckingham Palace, or whether we were at a footy match. As I say 
I can't remember her ever dropping a danger. As you know, some women are famous 
for the dangers they can drop because they don't seem to understand the environment in 
which they are moving. 

It's difficult to enlarge on that. I think you've got a fair impression of the role that she 
played and the importance of it, because all of this time she was building up a reputation 
for me and her as a family. With the number of people who used to ring up in the day 
time.... goodness only knows how many people did ring up, day after day, and seeking 
advice, seeking comment or wanting her to go somewhere; it was quite remarkable. I 
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can't remember her ever complaining. Occasionally she might have said, "I think you'd 
better try and set some time aside for the boys" for a weekend or something of that kind, 
but it was just a little warning that maybe they needed a bit more attention, although, I 
think you'd have to admit I did my darndest with my parliamentary commitments and 
juggling the dinner hour at Parliament and so on to be home for most of that time and so 
on. 

Put it this way, it was a team effort. It was not as though we had a contract or a 
documentary list of dos and don'ts. It just seemed to fall into life to do the sensible 
thing, and in the process we did have a lot of enjoyment in life, a natural satisfaction 
that is the basis of a good marriage anyhow. 

RJ Sir Charles you remarried on 22 June 1997. Tell me about that. 

COURT Well, for some time after Rita died, thought of remarrying was just the 
last thing on my mind. I'd had such a wonderful period and long period together as 
husband and wife and with a family, and so I was more or less reconciled with the fact 
that I'd have to work out a new way of life, and probably make myself a little bit busier 
than ever, working with Ken and others on things like Taiwan and a host of other things 
that were all very rewarding and satisfying. 

But I realised that the family, of course, had their own responsibilities. People think 
because you've got a big family there's plenty of people around to help you, and so 
there is, but you've got to realise that they have their own responsibilities and their own 
commitments, which I encouraged them to accept and to give priority to. So, we found 
as time went on, I was looking for another dimension. It's hard to describe just what 
that dimension was. There were plenty of things that I was doing. I was very involved in 
music and all the WASO concerts and anything at His Majesty's and the like, so it 
wasn't any lack of that sort of activity, and I had some very good friends and there was 
always an easy place to entertain them at the Weld Club, without any fuss, after I left 
'Cherrita' and I was in St Louis. 

Then, of course, came the abdominal cancer experience, which was a bit of a shock to 
the system. Ironically I'd had shingles for 18 months or two years. That's the most 
frustrating and debilitating experience because you feel you're tormented. You can't do 
anything about it at the time. Then all of a sudden the doctor told me, "Well you're over 
the shingles, but I have to tell you you've got something worse," and that's when they 
diagnosed this abdominal cancer, and I've never seen or heard of shingles since. 

I had that operation, and that was a very, very daunting experience, and I sympathise 
with people that do have cancer. I often tell people that I'm involved with, "Don't 
assume it's the end, but you've got to do your part to help the surgeons and others." So 
I finished up being diagnosed for what it was, then the time came to operate. 

I always remember the night before when the anaesthetist and the surgeon were 
explaining to me in charts on the wall how they were going to take 10 inches from 
there, and something else from there, and they were going to join all these up. At that 
stage I'd had enough. I said, "Well why not let the old boy die in peace", and they got 
very angry because they said, "We're the best in the business; we'll do our part but the 
big challenge is going to come in the next six months and we've taken the liberty of 
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identifying two retired matrons that are both well known to you, down at Mandurah, 
and they've agreed that they will oversee your convalescence for that critical six months 
where you've got to be patient and persevere with getting things to work again." One of 
them was Olga Hedemann, the former matron of Fremantle Hospital, and the other was 
Judy, former matron of Princess Margaret. 

RJ Judy Bott. 

COURT Judy Butt. 

RJ Butt. Thank you. 

COURT B-U-T-T. I knew her father, and Rita and I had known her for many, 
many years because I was in and out of the hospital making presentations and other 
things so we got to know her very well and we had a great liking for her and a great 
respect for the work that she did. Dozens and dozens, in fact hundreds of young people 
had been trained by her, and while she might have been a fairly severe type of matron, 
they respected the fact that they got excellent training and so on. So we had a great 
respect for her and through that, we knew her very well. 

Then to think that she was one of the unofficial carers for the old chap for this time. 
Also she had these facilities down at Mandurah, which she made freely available. She 
and Olga lived in the same street, so it was absolutely a perfect set up, and as the doctor 
said, "You won't take any notice of us, but by God you'll do what those two matrons 
tell you", [laughs] and that's ever so true, so much so that I finished up marrying one of 
them. It was, I suppose, a natural evolution that took place, and in due course the boys 
got to know Judy, and they thought the whole idea would be a good one. It's 
unfortunate that although she's so physically strong and fit that she now has this terrible 
memory thing, which is getting worse. 

RJ Alzheimers. 

COURT What's that? 

RJ She has Alzheimers. 

COURT Yes. There was a problem there that she, because of her background, 
when she'd been so busy looking after other people and organising other people, she 
won't let them into the house to do what they can do, and they can do wonderful things, 
particularly with a person with her intelligent background. You know, she's had quite a 
lot of achievements in the nursing profession which are quite unique, quite apart from 
her role as a matron. But it had all the ingredients of being a nice arrangement. Judy had 
never married but she inherited, all of a sudden, all this mass of children - 

RJ Grandchildren and great grandchildren. 

COURT - grandchildren and great grandchildren, and that worried her I think. I 
think it worried her because she couldn't remember all their names. We'd have a 
Christmas function, or some other function, and they'd descend upon her. There was 
plenty of goodwill there, but when you can't say "Yes, Johnnie, or Luke or Daniel" or 
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whatever the name might be, it can worry you, and so I had to be more or less on tap all 
the time. 

It's very sad what's happened to her. I think of it in terms of how sad it is from HER 
point of view. The fact that I'm so heavily committed with what I'm doing, so many 
things, some of which you would say you should get rid of them. It's not as easy as that. 
When you've been associated with things, with organisations, with people, with 
projects, for so long, you can't just throw them overboard without another thought. So 
it's been a very difficult time because what she really needs is somebody to entertain 
her, or somebody to make her busy. 

Now, I did make a mistake when we thought it out and decided to come to here [St 
Louis retirement village in Claremont] and get rid of the house in Mandurah because it 
was a lovely house and it overlooked the estuary and it couldn't be built out in any way. 
There's a park in front. Down the road was Olga Hedemann, who knew her so well, and 
our neighbours knew her so well. Above all she had this big backyard which she loved 
growing vegetables in, and she had her roses and other garden things out in the front, so 
there was plenty to keep her busy, plus her dog. She's always been a great dog lover. 
The best laid plans of mice and men don't work out, but what I thought would 
overcome the situation that was fast descending upon her, and I could tell it was 
descending upon her, it didn't work out that way. Whilst we do our best to go to as 
many things, and as many places as we can, it's not enough. If, for instance, she had a 
quarter acre block out the back there, she could grow vegetables and other things for 
herself and the neighbours, and have her dog and other things to interest her. 

For instance, she and Olga have done wonders for a number of people in that district 
there [Mandurah]. I know at least half a dozen old chaps who've literally been kept out 
of homes and hospitals because regular visits would take place from one or the other, to 
make sure that they were taking their medication properly, they were keeping 
themselves clean and fit, and keeping their places neat and tidy, and making sure they 
were invited to various outings like evenings that were held in the neighbourhood and 
so on. That was a godsend to these people. Without exception, they've all passed on 
now, but it was the sort of thing that kept them occupied and interested. 

Olga, on the other hand, of course, is full of activity. She's a very efficient person and 
has many interests. Anything she's involved in she gets very heavily involved in it, and 
helps.... The senior citizens centre, for instance, in Mandurah, she does a tremendous 
amount of work there. One has to realise, of course, none of us are getting any younger. 

We're trying to devise with the boys and with Olga, an alternative way of life to what 
we have now, but I can see that the main thing is that if she was busy from morning till 
night, whether it was gardening or dogs or anything at all, it would be quite different to 
what it is for her now. 

She's a wonderful person and she's done so much for so many people over her lifetime. 
It's quite amazing when you go out anywhere, the number of middle aged and older 
people who want to monopolise her, going back over the past, and that's good for her; 
she just loves it. Unfortunately she's not taking as much interest as she should do, and I 
think would otherwise do, with Princess Margaret, for instance. I think she has a lot to 
offer them, but just imagine her situation when she couldn't remember what she decided 



TAPE 167 SIDE A COURT 2215 

last week, or yesterday, or even five minutes before. That's what the boys and I are 
working on at the moment. 

RJ Sir Charles let's be tough on this one. Was it a remarriage out of love or 
of need? 

COURT Out of what? 

RJ Out of love or of need. 

COURT I think it was.... I hope it was mutual admiration. As I say, we [Rita and 
I] knew her well and had known her for so many years, and admired what she did. She 
had the same sort of interests that I had. She was very fond of music in those days, 
symphony concerts, the opera, and the ballet, and she had a background of 
understanding of what those things were all about. It wasn't new to her. So it seemed to 
fit in nice and logically, one with the other. There was no hurry about it; it was just that 
it seemed to be the right thing. I warned her that there was a 17-year difference, but that 
didn't seem to worry her. She only had one relative living, that's her sister [Elizabeth] 
who rang a minute ago, and the relationship's not all that good. She'll be over here in 
about a month, and Olga, and her sister and a mutual friend are going down to the South 
for a few days, down to Margaret River. 

RJ Sir Charles you are 94 years of age. You will be 95 in September. It is 
not easy when you have someone you care about with Alzheimers. How are YOU 
coping? 

COURT Well, to date I have coped reasonably well, but it's becoming 
increasingly difficult. The doctor at Mandurah, who was privy to all this, he didn't have 
much sympathy for me when I used to tell him about the volume of work I've got 
going, because he used to say, "You should be pleased that they'll put up with you at 
your age." Also, he said, "I've got news for you. They've probably done you a good 
turn because mentally and physically they've kept you busy. A lot of old people have 
had none of these challenges to cope with, and they've died or they've lost interest and 
they've become just vegetables and there's not much people can do for them." He said, 
"There's two sides to it. You should be grateful that you've got all these things to do." 
He's never encouraged me - and he passed that on to the doctor up here when we 
shifted - never encouraged me to give up these things all the time I feel I can cope with 
them. Of course he knew that I also had to cope with you, too. [chuckles] Biographers 
can be very demanding, especially when you've got one that insists on having the true 
facts for history to read and not fiction. 

So, that's how, up to date that's worked pretty well. I've had, for an old chap, very good 
health. For instance, when I had my cataract operation and they were going to give me 
the short-term anaesthetics they give you, and they did my blood pressure, the doctor 
said, "You know, your blood pressure is perfect." My GP, every time he takes my 
blood pressure he always says the same thing: "Perfect." 

I had a bit of a flutter a couple of weeks ago when I had to go into Bethesda for a short 
while one day. They had to get out the remains of a tooth in the top of my mouth, which 
my dentist couldn't do and I had to go to a specialist. That was a day I want to forget 
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because first of all, the anaesthetist arrived an hour and a quarter late, and then he 
started the biggest panic you can imagine. From what he said I thought I should get the 
boys to come so that they could see the old boy alive before he passed out. And it even 
concerned the nurses. Anyhow the result of that was I finished up with a cardiologist 
two days later after we fought our way out of the hospital. Instead of coming out cheery 
and whistling at five o'clock, we were still there at nearly eight o'clock at night. The 
irony of it was they didn't use the anaesthetist in the finish. They just gave me an 
ordinary dental injection and took the thing out in 10 minutes. In the meantime it really 
disturbed me just listening to the chatter going on. 

The cardiologist, two days later, he declared that my blood pressure was perfect and 
reported to my doctor, and that was the end of that episode, I hope, but I couldn't 
understand why all this fuss and nonsense that went on. One doctor suggested that.... he 
said, "You know, you are a rather important person around the place," and he said, 
"Some of these doctors are only human and they do get a bit of an attack of the nerves." 

I always remember after the abdominal operation, we were having a chat with the 
doctor who'd.... I'd been amazed at the way he went about his work and sort of gave 
you a reassurance all the time, and we were chatting about it after, and I said, "You 
know, you've put some years onto my life. What you told me you were going to do, and 
then you've done it, it gave me a bit of a scare." I was only 84 then. He said, "Well, it's 
nothing to what you've done to me." He said, "Some of my colleagues used to remind 
me, 'You'd better be good because just imagine the headlines: Premier dies under 
surgeon's knife," or something like that. [laughs] It was quite a hilarious meeting and 
we both could see the humour of it. Apparently there is still a bit of humour amongst the 
medical profession. 

But one of the doctors I had to see after this unpleasant day we had at Bethesda, he said, 
"You know, you realise that that is a factor, especially with less experienced doctors 
who can't brush that aside." He said, "It can get to them, too." He said, "Don't be too 
harsh in your judgment." 

END OF TAPE 167 SIDE A 



TAPE 167 SIDE B COURT 2217 

TAPE 167 SIDE B 

COURT You raised earlier the question of my marriage to Judy: was it love or 
was it convenience? I was rather horrified at the time when you said that, that it would 
be that. It was not a question of convenience at all, because that wouldn't be the way 
you went about it if you were only thinking of your own personal convenience. I felt 
that she had so much to offer and I, in turn, had so much to offer her, because of mutual 
interests, that it would be a good combination. 

I was also conscious of the fact that so many people would suggest that it was a 
marriage of convenience because of her background. In other words I was marrying a 
nurse, and that was the last thought in my mind. I think you would agree I was pretty 
active for an old bloke, and I wasn't in any way thinking about wheelchairs and that sort 
of carer type of existence, far from it. I was very pleased with the fact that I was as 
independent as I was, and still doing quite a few things with Ken and others, and getting 
on with some other things, which were the flow-on from my long term in government 
and as Premier. No, that was the last of my thoughts. 

RJ Just to finish that side, you spoke about Judy having trouble 
remembering names of grandchildren and great grandchildren. How many 
grandchildren do you have? 

COURT As at today, 18; great grandchildren rather. 

RJ Great grandchildren, 18. 

COURT Another one for Christmas. Then there's 16 grandchildren. 

RJ So from five sons you've done very well. From five sons, one of whom 
didn't marry - so from four sons, 16 grandchildren and 18 - well about to be 19, great 
grandchildren. Thank you. 

COURT Some people are overawed when they find that you've got 16 
grandchildren and as at now, 18 great grandchildren, and the way things are going 
there'll be 19 for Christmas. That's rather formidable because they all have birthdays, 
and they all have Christmas, and they all have christenings, and goodness only knows 
what else. So the old chap has to make sure that he keeps pace with them all, and that I 
try to do. It can be quite expensive, but that's the least of my problems. The fact is that 
it's just a joy to be with them, what with christenings and a host of other things, 
engagement parties from the grandchildren, of course, and then marriages. You can 
imagine, it's not only a very demanding program but it's quite expensive, not that that 
worries me. But the main thing is to keep up with them all, so much so that I have a 
system that comes up in my work sheet every day with the birthdays within the family. 

RJ So are you saying that you remember to make contact with each of your 
grandchildren and great grandchildren for their birthdays? 

COURT I do, and my sons and their wives, and a few other people as well. I find 
that's good fun. Of course they're getting older. For instance, Lady Kathleen Callaway, 
she's getting on as you can imagine. We always manage to remember her at Christmas 



TAPE 167 SIDE B COURT 2218 

and birthdays, and if ever I go to a concert, like a symphony concert or a choral concert 
that I think would be of interest to her because of what she did with Frank while he was 
alive (people forget she was a good organist and pianist herself) and I make it my 
business to send programs off to her because I know that although she's in a nursing 
home she will get a lot of pleasure from it. Take, for instance, the Mozart concert by the 
UWA Choral Society. I just sent her, the other day, that program. 

These days I find people are preparing beautiful programs. The opera programs are a 
thing in themselves these days; the ballet the same. In the earlier days it used to be a list 
of the performers and bang, bang, bang, there wasn't very much else. Some of them are 
just things that if you were a collector you would want to keep in your library. So, this 
Mozart program, for instance, was interesting, not only because of the pieces they 
performed, but the background of Mozart and his music. 

She will be receiving that now, as we speak - it should be arriving by post where she is. 
I like doing that sort of thing because it renews a very great friendship that I had with 
Callaway (that's Sir Frank himself) and I admired greatly what he did, because I was 
with him from the time he arrived here as a Reader [at the University of Western 
Australia], and he did something for the university that was badly in need of doing. All 
of a sudden church choirs, brass bands and quite modest amateur music organisations 
found that he was there. Don't forget he wasn't a professor by then. 

RJ And you have paid tribute to Sir Frank earlier in your interviews, and 
you have covered your relationship with him and given him the respect that is his due. 
Thank you. 

Sir Charles when you look at your life, you have received honours throughout your life 
for all sorts of reasons. They have come through your work in the Army; when you 
were the honorary colonel for the UWA regiment and for the SAS regiment; they've 
come from imperial honours; they've come from Australian honours; you've been 
granted honorary doctors of laws; you've had international recognition, the most recent 
in just last year the International Strategic Studies Association gave you the Gold Star 
Award for Outstanding Contribution to Strategic Progress; you were honoured recently 
in America on the basis that you were just an absolute economic dynamo that the whole 
of Australia should be grateful for your contribution to; you've been honoured in the 
music field; you name it, you've been honoured with it. You also had the unusual 
honour of the First Class Order of the Sacred Treasure, which is the highest honour for a 
foreigner that the Japanese conferred on you. How much do these honours mean to you? 

COURT They mean a lot to me because if one accepts them and they don't mean 
something, you're committing something of a crime; at least you're being hypocritical. 
I've had one disability, you might say - and it goes back to my parents - you're in 
boots and all or not at all. Once you start to take this sort of interest in it - in anything 
for that matter - it seems to ring a bell with the people concerned and they want more of 
it. In some ways you inherit commitments that, at my age, you can't keep. 

Now, I'm systematically going through all of the organisations where I'm patron, or 
some similar position, and saving them the embarrassment of coming to an old chap and 
saying, "Look, we think you've had your day." So, in a discrete way, I get them to 
acknowledge the fact that I can't do what I used to do for them, and I don't want to fade 
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away and be left there as a name on a letterhead or something of that kind, when 
obviously I can't continue with all of them, especially having limited secretarials. I'm 
systematically going through now suggesting to them that it's time they got a new 
patron, or the equivalent position. This extends to both artistic and cultural things and 
also military things like the Z Special Unit and so on. I think that's the sensible thing to 
do because it would be very embarrassing for any of them to come to me and say, 
"Look Charlie, we think you're getting a bit old and you can't come to our functions 
like you used to, and you can't give us the advice and the inspiration that we used to 
expect from you." So I've reversed it. I've gone to them and so I'm systematically 
reducing the list. 

One of them, the Gilbert and Sullivan Society, they accepted my explanation. It's taken 
them nearly four years to make up their mind on the matter, and they've done 
something that I've never known to be done before. They're looking for a new patron - 
in fact they've agreed on a new patron that they're about to appoint, but in the meantime 
they've put me on their letterhead as the "Emeritus Patron Charles Court", so the name 
lingers on. No-one else has done it like that, but I had to smile about it. It would have to 
be the Gilbert and Sullivan people that did it. [laughs] 

See, there's an organisation I've been involved with right back from the days when I 
used to play for [J.C.] Williamsons in their Gilbert and Sullivan shows coming here. 
I've always had a fascination for the music of Sullivan and the words of Gilbert, and we 
need more of that today. The Brits are famous for the fact that they can laugh at 
themselves. Queen Victoria set the example. With any other queen but her, Gilbert and 
Sullivan would have been locked up in the Tower for what they used to say about the 
House of Lords and the Lord of the Admiralty and all this sort of stuff. She used to love 
to go to their plays to hear her ministers and others ridiculed by Gilbert and Sullivan. 

I suppose it's part of one's makeup that it's all or nothing. If you do go along with 
something it's because you genuinely accept a commitment, whether it's in music or 
whether it's anything else. 

It's like His Majesty's theatre. Now that they've had their centenary they naturally 
latched on to me because they couldn't believe their luck that the fellow that was 
responsible for the restoration of their theatre, not only in its original form but in 
something better than its original form, something that was safe, something that was 
more efficient, that he was still alive. You'd have thought it was my centenary and not 
the theatre's centenary the way they conducted things. 

I've got to take some of the blame because, whether it's bands or whether it's choirs, 
whether it's orchestras, whether it's other cultural activity, because I think you already 
know that I've always had up before me that: "Man does not live by bread alone." I 
used to spend a lot of my time as a minister, then as Premier, reminding my colleagues 
- ministers and members - of that; that they had to think out into the wider community 
because you're thinking about people, in the final analysis, and once you stop thinking 
about people, you shouldn't be there. So people found it rather strange that while we 
were doing these huge developments in the North that I was still worried about opera, 
ballet, the Art Gallery, and the assistance that I started - I didn't finish it because I 
retired - in connection with the State Library because I knew my retirement was 
coming and I wanted to put it on the books. That's why I insisted on laying a foundation 
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stone so that I couldn't imagine any future Premier would be stupid enough not to go on 
with it, and with the name of Freddie Alexander incorporated.' 

The same with sporting bodies too. I was the number one ticket holder for Claremont 
[Football Club] for some years. I didn't get involved with either the Eagles or Fremantle 
Dockers because, at my age, I realised that it was a new era and that I just couldn't get 
the enthusiasm I used to have for a club team. Same with cricket. I used to love the club 
cricket as one of the few spectators they used to have. But I love cricket and I love the 
footy. 

It was just part of one's makeup, and I come back to the saying: "Man does not live by 
bread alone." There are so many other lovely things in life. Some people get so centred 
on making money, and some of these hardline things, the amount of property they can 
hold, and the amount of this and that they can do, and they forget that there are other 
things in life - some of the finer things in life. 

So, I've done my best. You can't be in everything, but as a result.... I suppose it's only 
natural if one is genuinely enthusiastic about these things that they want to make you 
patron, or life member, or some other recognition, and it stays with you. As I say, I'm 
now writing to and contacting these organisations systematically. I've just about done 
the lot now. For a while they treated it as a bit of a joke, but they eventually got the 
message. 

RJ Sir Charles it's probably an unfair question, but of the many, many 
honours you've received over the years, is there any one or two that stand out as 
meaning the most to you? 

COURT Well that IS, as you suggested, an unfair question because many of these 
things are dear to you. Some of those that are dearest to you they might not have even 
given you the sort of honour that you're talking about, but you haven't looked for it. 

I suppose in terms of personal satisfaction, which is another thing altogether, but 
without any disrespect to all the others, my OBE Military Division has a special 
significance. I think you know from previous records that when I was promoted to 
temporary Lieutenant Colonel from the senior wing of the staff college, I was promoted 
to this temporary rank from Major to become the AQMG of the Second Australian 
Corps then operational in Bougainville. 

RJ Yes, and we do have all of that. 

COURT The fact that General Stanley Savige for a stupid reason took such 
resentment to 'Red' Robbie (that's Major General H.C.H. Robertson; always known as 
Red Robbie in Army circles) with his typical arrogance, or whatever you like to call it, 
thinking that he would be important [to my military career], sent a signal to Savige 
telling him that he'd just heard that I'd been posted to him and that he'd find me to be a 
very competent and loyal and desirable officer. Now Robbie knew that Savige hated his 
very guts and he still sent the message. 

A reference to the building in which the State Library of Western Australia is housed being called the 
Alexander Library Building. Professor Fred Alexander was a long-term Chairman of the Library Board of 
Western Australia. 
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Savige, of course, he just reacted [very strongly]. Fortunately his BGS - that was his 
senior staff officer who was a man named [Brigadier] Ragnar Garrett and when he was 
a colonel as the GSO1 for the Armoured Division with Red Robbie.... I should have 
mentioned that Robbie was a professional soldier, Garrett was a professional soldier, 
and Savige hated professional soldiers. He was a civilian soldier himself. He just 
reacted very violently. Fortunately, his BGS was Brigadier Garrett, by this time, and 
when I landed there I couldn't believe it, that Ragnar Garrett was at the airport (this 
typical military airport in Bougainville) to meet me. I was an adjutant in a unit next to 
him when he was the GSOI for the Armoured Division. He welcomed my appointment 
and found that there was no good reasoning with Savige, so he met me, and he said, 
"You're in for trouble. I've got to parade you today to your new general." He said, 
"Keep your cool, will you? He's going to be very rude; it's in his nature." You know 
the story I think - 

RJ Yes, we do. 

COURT - that without looking up from his papers, he said, waving this signal, "I 
received this message from General Robertson. I want to tell you this is no 
recommendation." Not a good way for a general to behave anyhow about another 
general. And he said, "I want to tell you that if I don't personally tell you within 28 days 
that you can stay, you go. Now do you understand? You don't have to be told again." 

By arrangement with Garrett it was organised that I would spend most of my time away 
from the headquarters up where the actual fighting was going on with infantry battalions 
or with brigades or with the other division. 

RJ And we do have all this Sir Charles. 

COURT But this is why.... As time went on he kept giving me things to do, 
overlooking some of the more senior people that were specialists in those tasks, and I 
built up a great communication with him. He sent me down to undertake the disarming 
of the big Japanese force in the south of Bougainville, all of which, of course, was 
indicating his great confidence in me. When it came out in the honours list that it was he 
that recommended me for the OBE, that made it doubly meaningful. 

After the war, of course, he then got in touch with me and when he heard I was standing 
for Parliament he gave me that reference that you've already got. 

RJ Yes we have. 

COURT That's why it has a special significance. Don't misinterpret it as being 
any disrespect for the other honours that I've received, but it was just it had a special 
significance in view of the fact that here's a man that didn't want me, and had virtually 
sacked me before I'd even started, eventually came around to embracing me into his 
more senior segment of officers and puts me forward for a recommendation. What's 
more, he was so supportive and genuinely respectful as far as ability was concerned, 
that it left a very warm feeling with me to go from this hostility to a very warm 
friendship that carried on long after the war. 
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So, it's very difficult to even select that one, but you'll understand that it does have 
special significance. That doesn't mean to say I don't appreciate all the others, some of 
them even more so than that one, but none of them have the same significance - to go 
from getting the sack to being, almost to embarrassment, when he was giving you jobs 
to do over people two ranks above you, and that sort of thing. He seemed to accept the 
judgments that I made without question. 

Ri Sir Charles to get on to your involvement in politics since your 
retirement as Premier. In July 1991, you wrote a letter of support for Michael Huston 
who was a candidate for a by-election in Floreat. Were you asked to do that, or was it 
something you wanted to do? 

COURT It was something of both because it was a crisis within the Liberal Party 
where certain elements were wanting to take over the crucial running of the party, and I 
had very strong views on this. I'd always been very loyal to the party and insisted on 
my members being very loyal, and get out and work - if there was something wrong 
they get out and fix it. At that time I was naturally interested in what was going on 
(more so than today; I'm still interested but not able to get involved) and I believed that 
there wasn't strong enough leadership at the political level to insist that they had to be 
all looking in the one direction, or all pulling in the one direction, whichever way you 
like to look at it. 

It was suggested that I might get publicly involved, to let it be known that it was time 
for the political leaders, as well as the organisational people, to get together and when 
the party endorsed a candidate they endorsed him, and that we got in and supported it. 
There were many times when they'd endorsed people that I wouldn't be very pleased 
about, but never did I fail to get in and support them in the run-up to the campaign. 
That's back when I was in office, and since. Today, of course, I'm not active so it 
wouldn't happen. 

I felt very strongly about it. Maybe it might have been better from my personal comfort 
if I hadn't have got involved, and said, "Look, it's another day", but I felt very strongly 
about it and I was hoping that it would influence people, both on the parliamentary side, 
like the then leader who was Barry MacKinnon, and the organisational side, to deal very 
effectively with these people who were trying to impose another influence into the 
operation of the Liberal Party. There's no future in that sort of thing and I was very 
successful in my day of dealing with people, both at the operational organisational level 
and the parliamentary level, because I wouldn't tolerate it. I always had the threat then 
that I'd leave anyhow because I didn't have to rely on the Parliament for an existence. I 
was in the glorious position that the best thing they could have ever done to me was to 
sack me [so far as my personal wealth and comfort were concerned]. 

END OF TAPE 167 SIDE B 
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COURT So for my personal comfort point of view, I could have said that it is not 
for me - it's another day, another leader - but I felt from the overall aspect of the party 
that somebody had to speak up and remind them that when we endorse a candidate we 
endorse them. 

Now that was not followed by everybody because, as you well know, John Howard 
himself, when Ken was [the endorsed] candidate for Curtin, went out and campaigned 
for the unendorsed candidate, which I believe is unforgivable. Once Allan Rocher had 
lost the endorsement of the Liberal Party, Howard should not have supported him 
for the election. Howard had a friend who was the member for Curtin and he wanted 
to see him re-elected. The fact that they were going to get a better candidate in place of 
the one they had didn't seem to occur to him at all. In fact, I think in those days, and 
maybe today to a certain extent, if anybody of ability came along as a candidate, it used 
to scare the daylights out of the people who were already members. It is a sad thing to 
say but it is a fact. It goes back even to the Menzies days at the various levels that 
anyone who is seen as a threat to a sitting member of Parliament or a sitting minister or 
anything of that kind, they immediately thought of how we can stop his endorsement or 
stop his progress and things like that. 

It was a thing that I objected to very strongly and publicly all the time. This was no 
exception. Whether I thought his [Howard's] was a world-beating candidate or not was 
not the point at issue. It was just that it was a great matter of principle I always had. 
Sometimes they endorsed some candidates while I was Premier and minister that I 
might not have thought were the sorts of candidates we needed, but once they endorsed 
them I went out and supported them, sometimes to my embarrassment, but that didn't 
worry me. It is all a matter of teamwork. Once you are in a team you've got to make 
your contribution in your own special way. There's no other reason why I would have 
got involved. It wasn't because of any particular association with Huston or anyone else 
for that matter. 

RJ And how did you feel about the result because Liz Constable won that 
election? 

COURT Yes. I didn't like it but it didn't surprise me. I have been very fortunate 
all my life. I don't go around wearing grudges on my face or on my shoulders. Some of 
the people who have done the cruellest things to me at the political level I have helped 
when there were different situations. I have tried not to have resentments. I think that 
helped a lot in my relationship with the general rank and file of the members of the 
Labor Party. I have always surprised them by the way I have been able to take various 
incidents in my stride. People like [Malcolm] Bryce and others when they revived that 
thing of Pratt's about the money overseas and all that sort of thing, they were very 
foolish to be involved because it had already been through the full process of the law. 
As you know, Pratt had made his unreserved apology and withdrawal for all the 
information, but they still revived it again because they thought that coming up to an 
election the public would just take it superficially and say that there must be something 
in it. 
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I like to feel that I have been able to ride over that, not only in Parliament by the way, 
but in things in ordinary life and in business life and in professional life. If you go 
around living in fear and hatred all the rest of your life, there is no future. I mean, I 
think you would have to admit I was fairly tolerant of the ruthless campaign that 
Hancock embarked against us. Some of my colleagues were much more angry and 
unforgiving than I was because they felt that it was undermining their own position and 
the comfort of the government. That wasn't my position at all. I wanted to get what I 
thought was right implemented and we proved it to be right. 

As I've told a member of the Wright-Hancock family, if we hadn't developed the strong 
attitude that we did in connection with the development of Pilbara, they wouldn't have 
the hundreds of millions that they've got today with more flowing on, which I think is 
indecent the way that Val Duncan agreed to that income virtually in perpetuity while 
their companies are exporting iron ore. But it wasn't my business. It was the company's 
foolishness that they have inherited that. The fact remains that if we hadn't adopted this 
policy of stability and keeping the state and the national interest to the forefront, these 
people wouldn't have any of these hundreds of millions of dollars they've got. I don't 
lie awake at night screaming because they've got hundreds of millions of dollars and 
Gina Rinehart is the richest woman in Australia. I never give it a thought. I feel sorry 
for the poor lady. 

RJ Sir Charles, you referred to people who had done the cruellest things to 
you at the political level that you have dealt with and you don't allow to affect your life. 
You can't get away with a statement like that without telling me what is an example of a 
really cruel thing that has happened to you in political life. 

COURT You know, when you are in full flight as a Premier and one of your 
members that you have helped votes against you on a critical issue that wasn't going to 
do him any good anyhow but just because it would be nice to be nasty to Charlie, these 
things take some living with at the time. Some of my backbench members, in particular, 
came to me and said they admired the fact that I didn't blow my top and go berserk 
about these things. I have always regarded that as an essential ingredient in a leader 
anyhow. If he threw a tantrum every time somebody did something nasty or kicked him 
in the shins, he would go mad. 

RJ Sir Charles, there was a lot of newspaper comment about the Floreat by-
election and criticism of you as well in that. You wrote a letter to the editor on 12 July 
1991 answering some of the things that had been said. Are you happy for me to add that 
to this transcript? 

COURT Yes, because the letter was intended for publication.' I think you will 
recall that I made the point that the sort of thing that was occurring at that time didn't 
happen in the days of David Brand and myself. People might wonder why. The reason 
is that they did exist in our day, they were there aplenty, but whenever they raised their 
ugly head they were dealt with quickly and fairly and firmly. That is what leadership is 
all about. That is why, at the time, I was trying to get the then leader to take the same 
attitude that David and myself had done because you can't serve two masters and you 
can't have these people running around causing these sorts of things. You have got to 

'Copy attached, p.  2419. Also attached is  copy of the letter Sir Charles wrote to constituents due to vote 
in the Floreat by-election of 1991, pp.  2420-2421. 
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get them out of your system. Just like an illness, you have got to get it out of your 
system so that you can get better. It is all what leadership is about. People have got to be 
heard and they have got to be dealt with fairly. 

The big thing with these things when these rumour mongers and these troublemakers 
get going is to deal with them quickly. Don't let them be like a cancer and keep eroding 
more and more of the organisation that they are trying to undermine. They usually have 
some ambition of their own and usually they might have the ambition but they don't 
have the ability to fulfil it. That is what I was trying to get across. Perhaps I should not 
have got involved, but it is too bad, I did. 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in his home on 18 July 
2006. 
Sir Charles, to go back before we go forward. You have been accused of manipulating 
boundaries to suit the Liberal Party. There is reference to this in a biography of Rob 
Riley (it was said about the boundaries for the Kimberley); in the Bill Withers interview 
that is available in the Battye Library and the Parliament; and you were particularly 
criticised for defining Kalamunda as the bush and Rockingham as the city. There was 
apparently a line through the middle of Armadale which meant that some people in 
Armadale were in the city and others in the bush. It was claimed that the decision was 
made according to how people voted the previous time. This is in your time as Premier, 
and while you would not have been personally responsible, there was the ability to 
influence. How do you respond to that? 

COURT First of all, I should make it clear that whilst I was supposed to be the 
boss of everything and I was the Premier - no denying that at all - there was not 
everything the government did that I had individual or personal involvement in. 
Naturally I had to know what they were doing but there were some people that were 
more specialised in that field. Most of the negotiations would have been carried on with 
the staff of the Liberal Party and representatives of the Liberal Party as well as with the 
parliamentarians because it just made good sense. After all they had to fight the 
election, they had to finance it, they had to have the organisation in the branches and in 
the divisions. Don't forget there is a big difference between an electorate and a province 
for the Legislative Council. Who better to discuss the matter with? The same thing 
would have happened in the Labor Party. They would have gone to their lay 
organisation to get their reaction to what was proposed or what they would prefer. 

I have to say that I did not get very involved at any time in the discussions regarding the 
boundaries. I say that for good practical reasons. On the other hand I do not deny the 
fact that I was the Premier. The legislation, of course, had to bear the odium or criticism 
or approbation, as the case may be, from sources outside of the government itself. 

In all of this one of the best brains that was available to the government and to the 
Liberal Party was Jeremy Buxton. I would like to feel that you will read what he had to 
say about these things because he was one of the clearest thinkers I have ever met.' He 
was in the same bracket as Santamaria. I used to talk to him a lot because, even with the 
most complex problems, he somehow or other had the ability to see through them and 
reduce it down to the actual basics of it so we were free of all the trimmings around the 
side. Jeremy was such a person. I have given you what he was reported as having said. I 

A copy of a letter from Jeremy Buxton on electoral boundaries is attached, pp.  2422-2424. 
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think you'll find that, from the point of view of the philosophy of the whole thing, the 
reasoning of the whole thing, he set it out as clearly as anyone I know. 

But that does not answer your question. Did I object to any of these things, whether it 
was the decision made to intrude into the Pilbara electorate as part of the Kimberley 
electorate and create new electorates in the Pilbara: Port Hedland and Karratha? I do 
not know what names the electorates had, from memory, but I think the idea was 
because of the population build up there, that it was desirable to have separate 
electorates. The rest of the Pilbara, of course, had to come within an overall boundary. 
Whether it was part of these other two or part of the Kimberley was another matter. 

The same relationship or the same arguments could be mentioned in connection with the 
metropolitan ones. I should emphasise at this stage that no one party was immune from 
this approach towards boundaries. The idea of relating populations to boundaries goes 
back a long, long way in Western Australian history, whether it be for provinces or 
whether it be for Assembly electorates. I don't seek to say that I did not know about it 
because I did, like every other member, know about it, first of all, when it was being 
finalised as legislation and then when it was before the Parliament. Don't forget that 
none of these things can be done without going to Parliament. 

At that point I would have to then say that I am afraid that I did not have any strong 
personal feelings one way or the other. I must say when the question of one vote, one 
value came up later on, because some of these things are an extension of that principle, I 
always adopted the attitude that if you can't win one vote, one value, you shouldn't be 
the government on the assumption that the boundaries are fair and you are all still 
within the one State. No-one was going to advocate for the interests of the remote 
people more than I was. 

I don't think that I can enlarge on that because I'm not seeking to blame somebody else 
for it. Admittedly I didn't do the work and I wasn't very skilled in the ways of some of 
these people. Des O'Neil, for instance, was much closer involved in his day with these 
things, as were other ministers like Arthur Griffith. He was in the upper house. They 
spent much more time on these things because they were closer to the action. You must 
realise that I was travelling from one end of the world to the other and I was travelling 
from one end of Australia to the other. Like some of the other departments I didn't have 
the minute, individual involvement that I had with, say, even with industrial 
development or the Treasury. I don't think I can give you any other explanation than 
that. 

RJ It is very clear that you are a supporter of one vote, one value. 

COURT At the time it wasn't an issue, but when it was mentioned I did say that 
sooner or later - I didn't put a date on it - sooner or later as the State develops, that will 
prevail. 

That is also tied in with my vision for the State, which wasn't carried on with after I 
retired. The key to that, of course, was adding value. If you are going to add value, you 
have got to have the skills, you have got to have the population, you have got to have 
the build-up of the whole of the State. It used to worry me - you know all about this - 
the fact that it is only by grace of God that somebody didn't realise the wealth of this 
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State and move in earlier when it would have been easier to move in. Once they did 
that, of course, whether you believe in one vote, one value or not, it would not have 
mattered because the whole State would have gradually absorbed population and it 
would have been achieved in a natural way of varying the boundaries as the populations 
moved. That is what it amounts to. No-one was anticipating, apart from me, the fact that 
one day this State and Australia would be properly developed. We are not heading that 
way anymore. The present policy of exporting everything and not adding value is going 
to exacerbate the situation further. 

There is no great crime in doing what they did. The way the boundaries were changed, 
don't forget, was very much in line with both parties. If you study the Labor Party's 
attitude on this, you'll understand they weren't as vehement in their opposition to any 
boundary changes as they might have been if they were genuine about one vote, one 
value at that time. They realised that there were times when it would have been 
disastrous for the Labor Party so the last thing they wanted was that. You can 
understand that; that is human nature. In a way they and we were trying to reflect the 
vote of where the people were; the major pockets of population. 

Of all the writings that I have been able to read, particularly Jeremy Buxton's chapter at 
the time of the 150th anniversary,' although he was a Liberal supporter he spells it out 
very clearly what Labor and Liberal were doing. He articulates how, when it suited their 
convenience, the Labor Party was very anxious to remain silent on certain things. 
Liberal supporters and Country Party supporters were equally vocal when they weren't 
happy about it. I think one has to take a fairly common sense, practical view on it. I'm 
not going to plead to be holier than thou because I was the Premier and it was our 
government. I was the Premier but I wasn't always the Premier. I think if David Brand 
was here he would tell you the same story. 

RJ Sir Charles, if we could now move briefly into your time after you left 
Parliament in January 1982. What are some of the key things that you have been 
involved in since that time? 

COURT When I first resigned I made it clear, publicly and otherwise, that I was 
not seeking nicely remunerated directorates and things of that kind nor was I seeking 
any great fees for speaking programs and so on because I had a bit of a thing about that. 
The fact is that I never sought any boards. I was offered plenty because it was regarded 
as being a logical thing to do. Here's a chap who has been so heavily involved in the 
development of the State for so long and in a way which harnessed private enterprise in 
the interests of the State. I felt that was not what should be expected of people at my age 
(bearing in mind that I was over 70) at that stage of my career. 

There were some people who were embarrassed by the fact that I wouldn't take fees for 
addresses on special subjects, special occasions and so on. They insisted on paying a 
fee. In each case I had a set rule that whatever I got from those fees it went straight to a 
recognised charity. I remember one of them when it was about $1000 or more it went 
straight to the Salvos. There was good reason for that. People soon got the message that 
it was no good offering me a fee to go here or there, plus expenses and so on. I thought 

A reference to 'Electoral Politics Past and Present in Western Australia, a chapter written by Jeremy 
Buxton in the book edited by Ralph Pervan and Campbell Sharman, Essays on Western Australia Politics, 
UWA Press, Perth, 1979, pp.  35-63. 
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that what people like Bob Hawke and the former American President were doing was 
debasing them and their office a bit because it was known that they were getting very 
substantial fees. 

RJ That was much later than the 1980s when you made that decision. 

COURT Yes, but there were still lots of people around, more in the professional 
field, who were on the paid circuit. I was surprised at the number of people who were 
embarrassed because I wouldn't take a fee. In every case they knew that it went straight 
to the charity. In fact, I tried to get them to pay it direct to the charity and not via me. 

This brings me back to the fact that my program after I retired from Parliament was very 
much worked out in conjunction with Ken. There is good reason for that because Ken 
had the more general involvement. He had had a remarkable career through the 
Chamber of Commerce at the State level and the Chamber of Commerce at the national 
level. There was then the amalgamation of the Chamber of Commerce Employers' 
Federation and the Chamber of Manufactures and organisations like that. They brought 
them together in the Chamber of Commerce and Industry. He was a prime mover in 
that. Much of my activity in my post-Parliament period was worked out in conjunction 
with Ken. 

That is how he and I got involved in Taiwan. We did that together at a time when 
Taiwan was ostracised by Australia so far as trade was concerned. Mr Hawke, in 
particular, was very much against it because he wanted to ingratiate himself with China. 
However, three of his ministers worked very closely with us in an unofficial way and 
we achieved wonders, not only for Taiwan, but also for Australia. We built up this great 
trade because here was a very prosperous, vigorous, small nation that was doing 
tremendous things and setting a wonderful example of what people with energy and 
good leadership could do. We set to work and it was a two-man thing. We eventually 
built up an organisation around us known as the Australia-Taiwan Business Council. 

END OF TAPE 168 SIDE A 
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COURT I made it clear to Ken and others that I wanted to retain my active 
interest in some of the organisations that I had been involved in long before I went into 
Parliament and while I was in Parliament and since, such as music and some of the 
other cultural activities and sporting bodies. I was looking forward to involvement with 
them and I spent a lot of time attending their functions and becoming patron and 
otherwise being associated with them. It is a long, long list. Most of them were also 
reflected in my donations list. I have never been a rich man, I never wanted to be a rich 
man, but we were comfortable. We, as a family, used to donate quite generously to 
these things. I wanted to retain that interest. I didn't believe that you could be patron of 
an organisation if you didn't give them, not a sizeable but at least a modest donation 
regularly. That list was a very long one, as you can see from my taxation returns. 

But that takes time. While I was patron I believed in being an active patron. I am now 
resigning from as many as I can. I am finding it hard to get many of them to accept my 
resignation but, gradually we are wearing them down and the list is getting smaller and 
smaller because I didn't like just having my name on the letterhead as a patron or some 
other position and then not doing anything about it. As I could do less and less, I saved 
them the embarrassment of approaching me. I approached them and said, "Why don't 
you get a younger, more active patron so that he can do what I used to do by way of 
being actively in support." I am pleased to say that we have got quite a few that have 
accepted that now and appointed new people. 

One in particular has, in some ways, refused to accept it. They have appointed a new 
patron but they have now made me patron emeritus. I had never known of that before. 
On their letterheads now they have that on their letterhead. They have just appointed the 
new patron and I am pleased that they have done it. They have been very careful in their 
selection at my suggestion because they want somebody who is going to be active and 
not just a name on a letterhead. 

The other thing where Ken is most helpful was the fact that after three months following 
my resignation the government cut off all secretarial assistance. I might add that the 
three months wasn't that much. They gave me a tiny little office in the back of the 
Premier's department and a part-time secretary so that I could really answer my letters 
that I had received on my resignation: letters of thanks and letters of congratulation, 
whatever it might be. By the time I had done all those the three months was up and I 
had no office. 

I made representations to the then government to see if they could find some way but 
they pointed out that if they gave facilities for me, the mere fact that I had been in 
Parliament for 29 years and I had been a senior minister and Premier for 20 years of 
those 29 years did not help because whatever they gave to me they had to give to all the 
others. They reminded me that I hadn't seen fit to give them any more generous 
assistance while I was there so the result is that I have never had any special assistance 
by way of secretarial facilities which, with the pressure of the things that were not 
forced on me but which I was being requested to be involved in, particularly with Ken, 
was difficult. 
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Ken, with his usual practical approach, approached a number of organisations and 
corporations to make a contribution to an organisation that he set up called Enterprise 
Agency. The administration of that was vested outside of the family and outside me. 
The idea was for no other reason than to give me some secretarial facilities; to put it in a 
more definitive way, infrastructure facilities with which to carry on this work. That 
proved to be a godsend. I think it actually functioned for 20 years. Corporations and 
others have contributed to this. There were no strings on it that I would give them 
special favours or anything like that, but would be available for them to seek my 
comments or my advice, as the case may be, on a rather restricted basis because it didn't 
provide any flamboyant office facilities or staff, but it was adequate and greatly 
appreciated without which I couldn't have done what I did. 

Now you did mention to me that there was reference in the West that I had been a 
consultant to CRA. I can't remember ever seeing the thing but I wonder whether you 
could enlighten me as to exactly what they said. 

Ri No, I was expecting that you would know about it. The article was not 
written until 15 March 1994, but they were referring to you being a consultant at CRA 
in 1983. 

COURT Well, that amazes me because I checked up with Ken to see what he 
knew about it and he said that there was no such consultancy. They, I think, were one of 
the people that subscribed to Enterprise Agency so as to provide secretarial 
infrastructure, with many others, but no-one had any particular hold on me or any 
particular contractual arrangement in connection with a consultancy. But they would be 
free, any of them, from the biggest to the smallest, to confer with me if it was 
convenient at the time on a particular issue. You wouldn't call it a consultancy in the 
true sense of the word but a lot of them would want to confer with me just purely to get 
an old man's advice based on a lot of experience as a professional man, as a serving 
soldier, and a person who had a lot of experience in the Depression of a very hardline 
experience during difficult times in building up a practice. Then, of course, my time in 
Parliament when I did get involved with the bigger industries and corporations 
internationally as part of my ministerial responsibilities. But no-one that I can recall 
ever made any improper approaches to me based on my previous positions and so on. 
Mainly they were fairly realistic in what they could expect of me. 

There was one thing that arose out of this and that was the Asia Research Centre at 
Murdoch University. Ken and I were very closely involved in that because we both had 
international links in the Asian area and we suggested setting up an organisation of 
which I would be the chair and Ken would be involved in it too whereby we would 
endeavour to expand the influence of Murdoch University into the Asian area. It was 
not only our membership of the Australia-Taiwan Business Council and our constant 
visits to Taiwan, including our meetings with the president and others, it was the fact 
that, as you know, I had strong links to Japan - strong personal links, that is, to Japan 
and other countries including Singapore and Malaysia and Europe and America. But 
Ken also had developed very strong links. In fact, he is still today, I think, the only 
Australian who is on the major consulting committee within the Asian area. I will get 
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the name of that for you.' I think he still has to go to meetings there so many times a 
year wherever they are held and he is held in very high regard. That was a tremendous 
link for the Asia Research Centre at Murdoch University. 

One thing we did was to get the university introduced into a lot of industrial and 
commercial people in the city here by holding a series of luncheons. We would have 
people from the political field, regardless of their political affiliation, if they were 
appropriate, and from the industrial, commercial and professional fields. It was building 
up a very nice portfolio of contacts. 

Unfortunately, the changed hierarchy at Murdoch didn't seem to be able to understand 
what we were doing and why we were doing it and they didn't give us any 
encouragement beyond a certain point. Somehow or other they felt that we were 
intruding on the academic side of Murdoch University, usurping the roles of some of 
their people, which was quite foolish, but still. It became such that we decided to pull 
right out of that. I felt that we had done a good job from their point of view and it could 
have been even better if they had let us. 

The present chancellor, for instance, Geoffrey Bolton, would have adopted a completely 
different attitude. He would have encouraged us and said, hurrah, get on and do more. 
But he wasn't there when we were still involved with this work. Don't forget it was 
costing the university virtually nothing and it was building up very strong links, not 
only within the State, but also interstate. We naturally were disappointed but you can't 
intrude yourself. Once you feel that you are not wanted, even though the people 
working with us wanted us to stay, you get out because the university has to run its own 
affairs and have its own priorities. But it was an interesting little exercise because it 
taught me something about the way universities think. 

The interesting side of the story is that Murdoch wouldn't exist if it hadn't been for me. 

RJ Why do you say that? 

COURT Well, first of all, David Brand and I were very anxious, although neither 
of us were university people, to expand that side of the higher education system. You 
know about my involvement with.... 

RJ What was WAIT and became Curtin, yes. 

COURT With Curtin and the Institute of Technology 

RJ That's right, we do. 

COURT .... which was intended by 'Blue' Robertson and I that it would never be 
a university. But that's another story. 

RJ You have covered that. 

Ken Court is Chairman of the Advisory Board of the Confederation of Asia-Pacific Chambers of 
Commerce and Industry (CACCI) and was its former President. There are 28 member countries and 5 
million members. 
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COURT That's another story. 

RJ Yes, and you have covered it. 

COURT Although neither of us were university people we both acknowledged the 
importance of higher education, but it was part of the responsibility of government to 
encourage and, where possible, to assist. We fought very hard to get Murdoch 
established. I forget the professor we brought in from UWA to give us the report which 
was the basis of it, with great support from Townsing and McCarrey. 

We were blessed with the fact that WA, at the tertiary level, had no chair or department 
of veterinary science. You can't imagine a State more dependent on it, whether it is 
cattle, whether it is sheep, whether it is horses, whatever it might be. That was the 
excuse - for want of a better word - for furthering our interest into Murdoch. 

By the time I had become Premier, the fate of Murdoch was very much in the balance. 
In fact, it looked as though it was going to be chopped off at the socks because there 
was certain opposition and antagonism from other learned institutes which rather 
surprised me and disappointed me. But we still had this veterinary science in our mind 
because it has been a wonderful faculty over there. 

I don't know if you realise but if you wanted to be a vet scientist before you had to go to 
one of the Eastern States. Through our own research we identified that if the students 
who went over there were outstanding, they rarely came back here because they [the 
other States] wanted them as badly as we do. So it was quite obvious that we had to 
have the qualification here. 

I am assured by past and present people, not only at Murdoch but in other parts of the 
university system, that the veterinary faculty has been a tremendous success there and it 
was really the key point in us pressing so hard to get the university established on 
condition that it had a chair of veterinary science. It has had universal operation, 
whether it is in cattle, sheep, horses and other things. The main thing was that we were 
determined. 

When Wallace Kyle was Governor, a crisis arose and there was every indication that 
Murdoch was going to get the chop. I remember that I had to attend a function at 
Murdoch at which the Governor was there. It was an appropriate time, I thought, to 
make it clear that Murdoch was going to go on. Murdoch was established and we were 
going to make sure that it was established and continued to be established well. It was a 
little bit embarrassing with the Governor being there because you don't usually like to 
involve him in any controversial thing but when it came to my time I said, as Premier, 
in my spot, that Murdoch would continue. Around that everybody had to adjust their 
thinking to the fact that Murdoch would continue. 

I still have to admit that the key to it was to make sure that we retained the vet science. I 
was amazed that one of the others [universities] didn't come to light and say that we 
will give you the same or better in the way of vet science. 
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So that is why I probably say, taking a bit of licence, that that's why Murdoch continues 
to exist. It was obvious at both the Commonwealth and the State level that it was going 
to be a thing of the past. On that day I did tell Sir Wallace what I was going to do and he 
agreed. In fact, he went so far as to endorse what I had said, not that he had any role in 
it. It did let me off the hook of being a little bit undiplomatic, but what better time and 
place than at a function for the vet school at Murdoch University? That is part of our 
involvement in these things. 

But that is not in my post-resignation days, because that is when I was very active. And 
I have transgressed in answering your question. 

Ri That's fine. 

COURT That's a rundown on the activities we had. I think it's fair to say that 
there is no activity that I indulged in, in my post-parliamentary time, which was 
essentially for my own personal comfort or financial reward. I purposely wanted it that 
way. I believed that I had a responsibility as one that had been so heavily involved in 
the government. Not everybody serves 29 years in a State Parliament of which 20 are in 
ministerial positions either as minister or Premier. I have always felt that way and get a 
lot of pleasure from working with people who, in the main, are working for nothing 
anyhow. When I say "working for nothing", I mean working for no financial gain but 
the satisfaction of doing something worthwhile, whether it is music or in sport or a 
thousand and one other things. There is some wonderful volunteer work being done in 
charitable organisations and for the sick and others. I think I can with confidence say 
that as a citizen I've done my share, or tried to. 

Ri Sir Charles, we have covered your sons and their growing up and the 
family life and their role in campaigning etc., and you have covered their education and 
early working lives. Just very briefly, we need to fill in what has happened with them 
after your coverage. You have Victor in the first place, who you referred to as having 
attended the Dalkeith Primary School and then the Nedlands School and he matriculated 
at Perth Boys High School. Very briefly, what has he done since? 

COURT Well, Victor made it clear fairly early in the piece that he wanted to be a 
chartered accountant like his father. His mother was horrified, so she expressed herself 
in her gentle but nevertheless forceful way saying, "Look, your father works seven days 
a week for all these people" (this was while I was still a chartered accountant) "and 
they're either at our place or he is at their place, and he becomes very personally 
involved and so on and they make all the money and he has all the worries but he 
doesn't participate in that. They all pay fees, of course, but on the other hand, they're 
the ones who do well out of his enthusiasm." I might add that I was very much a hands-
on practitioner. Once you brought somebody in as a client you became very involved in 
their whole family, their whole activities and so on, which was a wonderful way to do it 
although it didn't make you rich. 

I think I've told you about Norman Sykes, haven't I, who became rich. He was a failed 
fourth standard boy and he always used to sit on the edge of my table. He never sat on a 
seat in my office ever, he always used to sit on the edge of the table and he made that 
famous statement, "Chas, you'll never, ever be a rich man." I said, "Well, that's 
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interesting." He said, "No. First of all, you've got too many bloody brains and you're 
too busy, yet some bloke like me that failed fourth standard has got all this money." 

That was typical of the relationship I had because it was a very satisfying way to run a 
practice. Also, you learnt more about people and you learnt more about industry and 
commerce and taxation than most other practitioners would have learnt just doing the 
purely superficial professional stuff that they normally did. 

But, in spite of his mother's entreaties - I didn't try to discourage him but his mother 
did - he [Victor] still wanted to be a chartered accountant and he became one. There 
was a condition that he wouldn't do his articles in my office because I had seen too 
many examples of that where it had not been well handled. The subject either finished 
up being pampered and having an easy chair ride, which didn't equip him for the future 
or the parent was too tough. There didn't seem to be anything in between. 

So I arranged with my old friend Horace Stewart, to whom I owe so much because of 
the training that he gave me at Burkett and McLaren and he eventually became a partner 
in McLaren and Stewart, for Victor to do his articles there on the understanding that 
when he had got his qualification he would come and join the firm [Hendry Rae & 
Court]. 

Victor was always a very conscientious person. He accepted his share of 
responsibilities, as was the family teaching, of helping organisations. As you know he 
has just been honoured for his 40 years of work with the Asthma Foundation. I can 
vouch for the fact that it was very conscientious work. Whatever he was involved in, 
whether it was the Liberal Party branch or the Asthma Foundation or other work, he 
was always very conscientious with it. He had his own rather quiet personality but he 
was always very firm in what he did and was very useful in any family consultations we 
had because of his professional knowledge as well as his own personal attitude towards 
life. 

He had five children. We were very distressed when he and his first wife divorced. It 
was a great shock to us because, in our minds, marriage was forever. We never really 
understood why it happened and it was a very sad time for us. We retain a very strong 
relationship, of course, with Victor and his present wife and his family and we are very 
proud of what he has achieved. He is a good family man. He has just come back from 
Kununurra. He has been up there for two weeks because his youngest daughter and her 
husband live and work in Kununurra. 

END OF TAPE 168 SIDE B 
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COURT Victor, like me, was very proud of the fact that he went to Perth Boys' 
School. In fact after he left he was president, I think, of their old boys' society, or 
whatever it was. He had no trouble in passing his exams. He had to work hard but he 
got there. He has had practice with my old firm of Hendry Rae & Court, then with Grant 
Thornton, and is now retired. 

I like the way they retire as boys. Under their present arrangement, all these 
partnerships, you have to retire at a certain age, which to me seemed to be a waste of 
talent, but still especially in these international firms they have very strict rules about 
retirement. 

Victor had some mild interest in music. In fact he played in the RSL band while I was 
there and he became quite renowned as a bugler. There are many Anzac services that he 
has participated in, and other services, but he never kept on and became famous or went 
into a lot of competitions or anything like that. I think he enjoyed what he did, but that 
is where it ended. [He has also been a very conscientious and effective member of the 
Liberal Party, mainly on the south of the river.] 

Ri To move to Barry, you have identified that he had schooling at Dalkeith 
for a short time and then Nedlands and then he went to Perth Boys' High School and did 
his junior certificate. Again, what has happened to him since? 

COURT Barry was never very keen about anything academic. He did what he had 
to do and no more. At an early stage in his career, I think it must have been when he 
was a young baby and he was up at Woods farm while I was away at the war (they were 
evacuated to these farms) he became a very, very..., it seemed to be a natural 
fascination. I know as a baby they had to watch him because he used to crawl under the 
fence where they had their number one bull there which Mr Wood wouldn't go into the 
yard unless he had a great big piece of 4 x 2, but to their horror they found Barry sitting 
in the shade of the bull, stroking his legs, and what's more the bull seemed to like it. 
[chuckles] They then had to try to coax him out without disturbing the bull. 

I think he had a natural belief in the fact that farming was his future. He had the attitude 
that so many people have that it was brawn rather than brain. It was well nigh 
impossible to get Barry to go on to any higher education. The first job he got was at 
Elders', their saleyard, and, typical Barry, they didn't have any milk for morning tea so 
Barry must have been the only one there (he was office boy, or the equivalent thereof) 
who knew how to milk a cow, so he went out and milked one of the cows in the 
saleyard. So he became quite famous because, first of all he could do it, which wasn't a 
bad start for someone who is going to be in Elders, and secondly he had the initiative to 
go and do it. 

Barry has always been a very outgoing type of person that it's like a breath of fresh air 
when he arrives down here and he takes Judy off on an outing. They say they're going 
crabbing, but what they mean is they're going down to Naval Base to their pet supply of 
crabs. He tells his brothers, "Oh Judy and I went crabbing," you see and they think they 
went with scoop nets and all. It's typical Barry. You know he's got one of these 
outgoing personalities. He's a very big man. 
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Strange enough his son Daniel has followed on exactly with the same attitude. He went 
to Muresk but he didn't finish and he wouldn't. I pleaded with him to finish and I tried 
to get him to go back later on and I offered to pay for the costs of it so that he had a 
piece of paper to say that he'd graduated, but his answer to me was typical of what 
you'd expect from Barry's son. He said, "Well Grandpa, you know, the last five crops 
we've taken off, we've got top six certificates for all the wheat we've delivered to the 
sidings, except two so," he said, "I must be doing something right and I don't think I'd 
gain much out of going." The piece of paper didn't mean anything to him. It's rather 
typical of his family, because as you know his mother is Margaret of tennis fame, and 
she's very heavily involved with Victory Life Church. 

Barry also, of course, brought a new line of interest into the family when he started 
going out with Margaret. I should explain Margaret had done her first part of her career 
and become quite famous but she found the life was not what she wanted it to be, 
travelling on your own and so on with this cut-and-thrust-type of existence you led 
between the press and the players, some of whom were a little bit unpleasant in their 
attitudes and so on, so she dropped out. Then she met Barry and she went back to do 
another part of her career because Barry had never travelled, so it was one way of 
getting him a trip around the world. In the process, as you know, she became more 
famous than ever and no-one yet has equalled the number of grand slam tournaments 
that she's won. She's still held in very high regard whether it's in France, Wimbledon, 
America. In fact they've just come back from a long visit to all of those places where 
she's treated with great respect. I have great admiration for her because I've never 
known anyone that could go so high in their calling, whether it was sport or business or 
politics or any other occupation, and be able at the right moment to just walk off the 
stage with such grace and dignity and humility and continue the life as wife and mother. 

Then she got involved in this Victory Life Church which didn't surprise me at all 
because when Barry married her she was a Roman Catholic. They married in St Mary's 
Cathedral and that didn't cause us any great concern, but she eventually wanted 
something more akin with her thinking and so she got involved with the Victory Life 
Church. She's the head of that and that's gone on from success to success. Unlike the 
churches that have got so many empty spaces, they're having to keep planning to get 
more space and have more services. They are very much a community-minded church 
and there's a great enthusiasm amongst their people and a great sincerity amongst their 
people and they do a lot of good work in the process. So it's only natural that their 
children reflect some of that. 

Daniel very much reflects his father's attitude towards farming. He's been successful at 
it. The daughters are Marika, Theresa, Lisa. Marika's not married. Theresa's married 
and got her first child and another one due for Christmas. There's Lisa, she's just been 
married. Theresa's married to a farmer and Lisa's married to a farmer, so it runs on in 
the family. 

Barry eventually became the President of the Pastoralists and Graziers Association. It's 
a bit embarrassing for me to say it myself, but he would be one of the best presidents 
they've ever had. He's just retired and he'd given many, many years of service, but like 
his old man he's been a hands-on president from Wyndham down to Esperance. He's 
been very much hands-on including playing Father Christmas by air at some of the PGA 
gatherings up in the north, but he's got this personality that just bubbles out. It's 
interesting that he's now the state chairman of Elders and he started there up in the 



TAPE 169 SIDE A COURT 2237 

saleyards in Midland as a boy. He's also active in the Liberal Party and other things. 
Whatever he does he does well. Between him and Margaret and their family, I think 
they're a very good family. 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held in his home on 14 
August 2006. 
Sir Charles, we've been talking about your sons after the information you gave me 
earlier in our interview, and we've covered Victor and Barry so far, but there's one 
small point about Victor. You spoke about his second marriage but what we don't have 
on record, he became responsible for bringing up his children I understand. 

COURT He did, yes. I admired the way that he handled the situation. They've all 
done well. Naturally the family rallied around but let's make it clear it was all Victor's 
efforts of handling the situation that had developed. It was a sad time for us because we 
knew his first wife's parents very well and it must have been sad for them too but that's 
how it happens and eventually he remarried but by then the children were much older. 

RJ So what age were they when he became responsible for them? 

COURT Look I couldn't be precise. I could find out if you want me too. 

RJ Well it's just were they still school-age children? 

COURT I think they'd got past the stage that Richard had with his son and with 
Billy because he had the full burden of her while she was still a baby but I'll check that 
for you. [Victor's first wife was Judith Barton. The separation took place in 1977 and 
they were divorced in 1981. Until 1986 Judy was looking after the youngest children 
with Victor looking after them from 1986 when Joanne was aged 19, Fiona 17 and 
Alison 15. The eldest children, Vicki, aged 25 and David aged 23, were living 
independently.] 

RJ Thank you. Sir Charles, to move to Ken, we've so far covered the fact 
that he went to Dalkeith Primary School and then Hale School, that he started off rather 
slowly at school and then he took off. You've mentioned that he was President of the 
WA Chamber of Commerce and Industry - 

COURT He got there. He got a degree at UWA. 

RJ What was his degree in? 

COURT I think it was commerce but I'll check. [BEc: Bachelor of Economics.] 

RJ And President of the Australian Chamber of Commerce, first Australian 
to be President of the Confederation of Asian-Pacific Chambers of Commerce and 
Industry, the fact that he had lots of interests, that he's on several boards of directors of 
which he's chairman of some, that he had leadership qualities and that he had a 
commission in the Navy Cadets. Is there anything else to add about Ken? We'll deal 
with his attempts at Parliament later. 

COURT Well, he did some of his early training and practical experience with Ian 
Potter's organisation in Melbourne [Ian Potter & Co.]. I don't know if you've got that. 
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That was after his degree of course. That was very valuable. They would have liked him 
to stay on so he must have done well with them and created a favourable impression but 
he preferred to come back and pursue his business interests here with a local firm, 
which he did. 

He has always been a very positive person when he's belonged to any organisation. For 
instance the All Saints Church he was very positive in his years with them. Now he's 
been equally positive and in fact the motivating force in many ways of establishing a 
new school at Jandakot near where they live. I'll get you the name of the school. [The 
Serpentine-Jarrandale Grammar School based at Mundijong.] It's been a monumental 
exercise with a church background. It's typical of Ken that he takes hold of it and gets 
people around him to breathe life into it. Also they've set some very high standards. 
I've made one or two visits there and I've been very impressed and I gather they're 
doing very well. I think he's getting a lot of satisfaction out of it, which is a different 
version of his association with education that he had with All Saints, which is now a 
very well-established school. I think he still has links with them but not on a day-to-day 
basis like he had for some years. 

Ken's essentially a very good organiser and very good leader in these things. He was 
one of the people who had a big role to play in the bringing together of the chambers of 
commerce, the employers' federations and chambers of manufactures in all the states. 
They might not have had the same names, but in WA it was the Chamber of Commerce, 
the Employers' Federation and the Chamber of Manufactures. He was involved in 
bringing them together in what we now know as CCI, the Chambers of Commerce and 
Industry both on a state and a national basis. 

It was mainly because of his experience and his influence at the national level that had 
made it easy for he and I to work, on my retirement from Parliament, to develop the 
trade links with Taiwan. Here was a little island nation still very much at variance with 
China, of course - still are, but in a different way - and they were doing very well, a real 
self-help nation and he saw the opportunities. I think that's one thing about Ken that he 
does see these opportunities, and he grabbed me to use me as an upfront person for 
various reasons both in Taiwan and in Australia. 

You have to realise that at that time federal governments when you talked Taiwan 
they'd put their hands up in horror and say "Don't mention that" sort of thing because 
they were so anxious to develop their relationship with China. Hawke in particular 
adopted the attitude China first, last and always sort of thing. He just wouldn't listen to 
the possibility of trade between Australia and Taiwan, the links which we believed 
could go on without interfering with the political relations between Taiwan and China. 
We formed an organisation to cope with this - Australia-Taiwan Business Council 
[ATBC] it became - and we recruited people who wanted to trade with Taiwan and 
weren't sensitive on the China question. Hawke was so fanatical in his support of China 
and his desire to alienate himself from Taiwan that early in this mission of ours there 
was a banking conference [in Australia] at which there were delegates from Taiwan, and 
he was just publicly rude to them. We couldn't believe that he would go out of his way 
to be publicly rude to them. So this put us a bit behind scratch. 

Both sides of politics at best were very tentative about being associated with Taiwan for 
fear that the Chinese would alienate them personally as well as in terms of their political 
representation. But we pressed on and we found ways and means not the least of which 
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was three of Hawke's ministers who saw the opportunities, because Australia was 
desperate for trade, in a different way to what they are today. Don't forget you're 
dealing with a country that was producing sophisticated products very efficiently and 
very effectively and they were desperately looking for markets. We in turn were looking 
for markets to them: iron ore, coal, wool and other things. We had a very nice private 
arrangement with these three ministers and they opened many doors for us. As you can 
imagine the then ambassador to China was horrified at the thought of him being 
involved with Taiwan, and in fact he was reflecting his master's bidding, which we felt 
was a bit overdone, because all he had to do was to just be quietly cooperative in the 
background and accept the fact that we were going to trade with Taiwan whether he 
liked it or not. We'd have been stupid not to. 

So progressively and very patiently by many visits to Taiwan by Ken and I and other 
people that have been marshalled into this Australia-Taiwan Business Council, and with 
the help of these three ministers unofficially, in one case very positively and in the other 
case in a negative way, if that is the right word to use. In other words he didn't get as 
positively identified with the negotiations as the other two did. We managed to achieve 
quite remarkable things even to the point of an airline operating from Taiwan to 
Australia and back again, and quite open references to the trading we were trying to 
establish. 

We had regular visits to Taiwan, they had regular visits to Australia. When we were in 
Taiwan we had direct access to their President and their ministers and above all to their 
most influential industrial, commercial and financial people like the Koo family (that is 
KOO). There was an uncle, now deceased, and a nephew Jeffrey Koo, who were very 
influential and very supportive of what we were doing and progressively we got more 
and more of their ministerial people involved as confidence was developed and trade 
just blossomed from there, plus tourism. Of course, this was greatly helped by the direct 
airline. You did not have to use all sorts of subterfuge. It was quite surprising that we 
managed to get permission for them to operate to and from Australia and vice versa. 

The more humorous side of it is all of a sudden Taiwan become news in Australia. It 
was good news and Bob Hawke loved to be associated with good news, so the word 
went out, "Why aren't I involved in this?" Our response to his staff was, "Would you 
like to be because we've got some very senior people coming down here fairly soon," 
and so, "Yes." So we produced them in his office and we had a great meeting there and 
many, many photos, and, of course, once they got the photos you can imagine where 
they finished up. 

I never had any repercussions from Bob Hawke. He never got in touch with me to say, 
"Why did you let me do this? Why did you let the government do this?" and so on and 
so on. He never did because these three ministers working very quietly, very judiciously 
they saw that it was in the interests of Australia, in the interests of their government and 
they went along very nicely with it. I formed quite a strong alliance with these people, 
which I appreciated. I was able because of my background (29 years in the WA 
Parliament) to appreciate the sensitivity of it. We did not run around throwing their 
names in press releases and all that sort of thing. We just quietly went about it. That is 
how it happened. 

Things have changed in Taiwan. As happens, of course, with governments in all 
countries there is a change in the attitude of the government towards China, and a few 
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other things. The senior of the Koo family, that is C.F. Koo, he has since died. He was a 
wonderful man, not only a great national for his own people, but he is also a very 
human person and very involved in charitable things. For instance, he was responsible 
for an orphanage or something of that kind. I don't think they call it an orphanage. He 
financed it and took a great personal interest in it, because I know on one occasion we 
were there he produced a choir from this place which performed beautifully for all the 
Australian visitors and so on, but he was very proud of it because it was part of this 
development that he had created so he wasn't just a wealthy, hardline, financial 
businessman he was also a very fine human being and I had a great friendship with him. 

END OF TAPE 169 SIDE A 
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Most of the success of this Australia-Taiwan development and the development of 
ATBC is due to Ken. Naturally I was active and I was upfront in many ways because it 
suited everybody for me to be the person that was the direct contact with their president 
and things like that, for reasons you'll understand. But it was a very pleasant 
relationship. In fact it finished up with them giving me the highest honour that they can 
give to a foreigner and it just arose out of this natural relationship that had developed. 

Neither Ken nor I are as active as we used to be with the ATBC because times changed, 
personalities changed and so on, so I'm not up-to-date with that part of it. I know, of 
course, there has been a dramatic change in the political scene in Taiwan, sometimes 
much more insensitive to the Chinese relationship, where the Taiwanese are inclined to 
rely on the Big Brother of America saying to the Chinese, "So far and no further" sort 
of thing, but the relationship between Taiwan and China has changed compared with 
my day and there's quite a lot of trade, quite a lot of investment goes on. As happens 
with these countries you'll do more through trade than you ever will through political 
diplomacy and things just happen and all of a sudden they've happened full stop and no-
one wants to dismantle them. 

A lot of the background work was done by C.F. Koo, who is a very highly respected on 
the mainland as well as in his own country. I always felt that while he was around that 
there would not be a crisis between China and Taiwan, but that's changed dramatically 
as to be expected. Often these countries, the more success they have the more ambitious 
they become and probably without the same caution as they used to have when people 
like C.F. Koo were the dominant factor. All through this I give Ken the great credit. 

One humorous event when I was handing over as chairman of ATBC, we paid our 
respects to the president and I wanted to introduce my successor, who was Ken, you 
see. The president directed me to sit at his right hand and I tactfully suggested to him 
that the new president should be there, which he agreed to, so he then got Ken and put 
him in the right chair and said, "Your young brother is looking very well these days, 
isn't he?" [chuckles] Somehow or other that didn't amuse Ken, but it was just a little 
incident in the presidential palace. He has done some wonderful work in that field and 
it's typical of Ken. 

Coincidental with all of this, again due to the influence of Ken, I became involved in the 
Asian Studies Centre at Murdoch University and we had considerable success. We got 
federal ministers involved, particularly Downer, and we established very strong 
industrial, commercial and financial links from the private sector with this body, and the 
academics that were dealing with us when we had these periodical meetings with 
selected people of all political persuasions and interests were quite successful. The only 
thing was that we sensed that somewhere in the academic background of Murdoch there 
wasn't a lot of support for what we were doing. If we'd had the present chancellor, 
Professor Geoffrey Bolton, it would have been different, but unfortunately we didn't. If 
they had stopped to think this was a wonderful way of developing a very strong link 
between the university and the industrial, commercial and financial communities of 
WA. Anyhow Ken and I had to gracefully withdraw from there but in the meantime we 
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had done some good work. I don't know if that council still exists but I can find out if 
you want to.1  

Again I emphasise that the main motivating factor in all of this in getting federal 
ministers like the Minister for Foreign Affairs, Downer, and others involved was the 
initiative, the energy of Ken. That's the stuff that he's good at. 

Now you'll understand why I feel that Howard was so ill-advised to support the then 
member for Curtin when he wasn't re-endorsed [Allan Rocher], and did the 
unforgivable that as Australian Liberal head at the federal level he publicly worked for 
an unendorsed candidate against an endorsed candidate and I have very strong views on 
that. 

RJ And you have covered that before. 

COURT I have, yes. That's an unfortunate thing. 

I've also touched on the fact that when the feds see any likely new talent of ability 
coming along, they immediately bristle and their antenna goes up and they start to get 
signals. You already have my record of why I never went federal. That was a classic 
example of the same principle. But quite frankly in view of all I've told you and all that 
Ken has done, they would have got a good member. Whether he was a challenge to 
some of the people already in office and so on it was just too bad. They would have got 
a good member and one that had ideas and one, above all - this is where they are 
lacking today - who understood the private sectors; the culture of the private sector, 
whether it's industry, commerce or finance. The Parliament, both State and federal, is 
desperately short of such people. 

Anyhow that's nothing that I had any authority or power over but I just mention this on 
the road that it was a pity that Ken after being very reluctant as a candidate wasn't 
elected because I do believe that he'd have brought a new vision, a new capability, a 
new group of contacts both State and federal in the industrial, commercial and financial 
fields, because don't forget he'd been involved in the whole lot, all three - industrial, 
commercial and financial, but that wasn't to be and we can't dwell on that because its 
happened and it's too late to correct it anyhow. As you know Julie Bishop duly came 
along and won the seat against Howard's wishes, but I think that gives you a fair idea. 

Ken is also quietly an ideas man amongst his brothers. He was the instigator of the 
quarterly meetings that we have of the five boys and me. We meet for breakfast. That's 
been a wonderful mechanism within the families, where outsiders would be quite 
amazed at the frankness with which individual family successes or problems are 
discussed and there's usually somebody has an idea for a solution. I'm grateful that with 
my own problems I've been equally good with them but it's all when you meet in the 
right atmosphere and so on. Ken: no-one is ever appointed a chairman but virtually he 
acts as chairman of the meeting and no-one ever questions that and it works extremely 
well. In my long experience if you get something like that that's moving along smoothly 
you don't start to interfere by bringing in some new rules and regulations. But Geoffrey 
who lives in Melbourne, of course, always makes sure that they work out a time 

The current Murdoch University website contains no reference to the Asian Studies Centre. There is an 
Asia Research Centre. 
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whereby he can be there. I think there's only one occasion that I can remember when 
anyone was missing. So that's Ken. 

The other thing I haven't mentioned this time - I might have done it previously - is 
while we were very active in Taiwan, partly with the help of Jeffrey Koo and others, it 
was arranged that Taiwan Steelmaking Company would become involved with 
Kingstream, Ken's project for the Mid-West, and you'll quickly realise that it embraced 
the policies that I'd enunciated of adding value. This one was even better than we had 
originally foreshadowed because the Taiwanese partner was going to be responsible for 
taking all the output, and that normally would have been one of the big problems, 
selling steel virtually to competitors, but it was all nicely planned and the state 
government supported it. It meant building a new port in the Mid-West and it was the 
ideal case. 

Unfortunately the Taiwanese had nominated a partner who apparently they hadn't 
understood or hadn't investigated adequately, who was incapable of meeting their part 
of the deal, not because of the merit of the proposition, but mainly because they weren't 
of the correct integrity. To our sadness, when the thing was exposed the Taiwanese 
didn't take hold of it as they normally would and get rid of them and put in somebody 
that could take their place, because we had sold to the Taiwanese the idea that they 
didn't have iron ore, they didn't have natural energy, and they would always be as a 
little island nation dependent on getting these things from other people. As I tried to sell 
other companies on this idea without success, because they just were so big that they 
just brushed it off as a nuisance, they quickly saw the merit at the political level of 
having a vested interest in a project of this kind which had big reserves, which had 
contracted energy available in the form of natural gas, and also they had land and they 
had water, all of which are very important in steel making, and in their own country 
their idea of expanding is very, very limited because they are a small country and in 
some ways they are a very sensitive country when it comes to the environment. A steel 
works is not an easy thing to accommodate, although today's direct reduction and the 
modern electric furnace system is quite different to the old days. As I've explained to 
you before. In the old days, when you went to a Japanese steel mill, there wasn't a blade 
of grass, there wasn't a tree, and you had all that. 

Ri You have explained this, yes. 

COURT That's all changed now, and it's a more humane form of production, but 
it was a tragedy because Ken had all the right ideas. The leaders in Taiwan accepted the 
principle and saw that they had long-term access to the land necessary for steel making, 
the water necessary, the raw materials in iron ore and energy, and this overcame a very 
great weakness they had in their own midst. So it was quite unfortunate and a big 
setback for Ken and a disappointment to myself, and to some of the leaders in Taiwan, 
but I was amazed that they didn't do what you normally would have done, and 
ruthlessly got rid of the offending partners and brought in somebody that was right. 
Maybe they didn't have one to offer, but that's no reflection on Ken. The project he had 
was a wonderful extension of the idea that I had of adding value, but the idea of having 
to make steel here and buy it from us to give us an assured market was almost like an 
industrialist's dream. 

Ri With the contacts that you and Ken had in Taiwan, did either of you try 
to rescue that operation? 
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COURT Naturally, we did. 

Ri And why didn't you succeed? 

COURT We went straight to the top people and said, "Look, in the interests of 
your own reputation in Australia, because you'll never be able to live with this in future 
when anyone comes up with a similar idea, we think you should do a rescue operation." 
But it might have been mainly because they didn't have another steelmaker that they 
could put in the place of the one they took out. But we were disappointed that, because 
of the way they operated in those days - don't forget they didn't operate quite along the 
democratic lines that we operate in Australia - they are progressively moving this way, 
but that brings its problems. So it was most unfortunate that people like Jeffery Koo 
would like to have done something about it, but it proved beyond them to do it, so that 
was the sad end to that, but it would have been the dream type of development. It would 
have fitted in neatly with the policy I had of adding value. 

RJ Sir Charles, we have covered Richard's schooling and work experience 
well, and we will look at his political career in more detail in a little while, but just to 
finish, your fifth son was Geoffrey. You mentioned he went to Dalkeith Primary and to 
Christchurch Grammar School, that he was serious, and he studied hard and he was a 
scholarship winner. The family thought he might go into the church but he had a love of 
transport. What we don't have is his actual qualifications, and any details of his work 
experience. 

COURT First of all his qualification was as a lawyer. He took a lawyer degree. I 
think he got the jurisprudence and then the bachelors of laws, and he just waltzed 
through. He'd had the benefit, of course, that both Richard and Kenneth had been to 
university, so that gave him an added assurance, bearing in mind that learning at a 
school like Christchurch is much different to learning at a university. They were able to 
explain to him that you're on your own down there. If you don't study at the university, 
that's your own business, but you're stupid if you don't, but on the other hand if you do 
want to study, there's plenty of people around to help you go to higher levels of study 
and so on. 

But he did well, and got his law degree and in fact, for a while, he was involved in the 
practice of the law. But during the time he was at uni and he had these vacations, he 
somehow or other got involved with MMA, as it used to be, and he became a regular 
short-term vacation employee. He became very well known. In fact, he was known as 
the longest-serving temporary employee in the firm. He was such an eager beaver. He 
was a very conscientious person that when they sent him up to some of these North 
West places, they quickly woke up to the fact that he was manager material. He could 
take over during these university breaks so that they could send the local manager on 
holidays, to get him out of the north with his family, which is not always easy to do, and 
put somebody in their place, with the result that he did a stint at quite a few of their 
places right around into the Northern Territory, and he loved it. 

I remember when I was travelling as a minister and then as Premier, when I'd land at 
these places and want to say "G'day" to him, he would say, "Look, sorry Dad, I've got 
to get this plane away on time." He was such an eager beaver to make sure the thing 
was run properly, and he loved every minute of it. He became very highly respected, 
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because of, first of all, his reliability and his integrity. He was a very upright sort of 
person. He took the job seriously, whatever responsibility he was given, which is typical 
of Geoffrey and, of course, he had this legal background behind him. 

I thought that when he finished with the university that he would carry on with this legal 
career, but then, all of a sudden he indicated that he would prefer, having had that 
education and the benefit of that university education, which as you know is so different 
to the ordinary primary and secondary schools, he formed a great affection for aviation 
as a modern transportation vehicle, and he then went to work for them and he had 
considerable success with them. 

He also had a great admiration for the original Reg Ansett, who was well known to me, 
and one thing led to another and he eventually finished up at head office in Melbourne. 
Ansett had a bit of a thing with people on the executive staff. If they hadn't worked in 
the airports, in everything from lost bags to dispatching people and so on, he had this 
old-fashioned idea that they couldn't be any good at running the place anyhow. 

He [Geoffrey] entered into the spirit of that with great enthusiasm. Whenever I went 
through Melbourne, I used to seek him out at the airport, where he was working - 
initially, that is. Someone would say "He's down with lost property" or something else, 
and I'd seek him out. I remember on one occasion he was doing his damedest to pacify 
an Italian who couldn't speak the language very well but he'd lost his bags, and he was 
explaining to him what they were doing to get them and that sort of thing. But it was 
typical of Geoffrey and he did it well. 

Subsequently, he retired from that. He had announced to family that he didn't intend to 
stay with Ansett more than 25 years, or past 50 years of age, whichever came first. In 
fact they coincided. So, in typical style, he worked to his timetable and changed and 
went into the private sector. I can't give you the name of the company he's worked with 
ever since, and he's very happy with his work and he's very happy with the ethics of the 
firm that he works for, which to Geoffrey would be more important than the average 
employee, and he's done well there.' 

At the same time he has remained very active in his church, and he's done some 
wonderful work, even in spite of the opposition from the local bishop and synod. I think 
the church is in St Kilda Road. It is an old, old church, very dark and dingy when you 
go into it like some of the British churches. He was wanting to put this land to work, not 
for making money for the church, but for providing facilities for needy people, young 
people in particular, who needed places for refuge for sorting out their careers, and a 
few other things. Eventually he prevailed. He took a lot of opposition and criticism from 
people who should have known better, but they didn't realise that they had a person 
there with some ideas. He wasn't trying to talk the church into making any money or 
anything like that. It was a question of doing the work that he believed the church 
should do better, seven days a week, and not just on Sundays to have a nice service. I 
know when we went and had a look at it I was very impressed with what he'd done. It 

Geoffrey Court is Team Development Manager at SalesForces, which company started in Melbourne in 
1994 and has call centres situated in each mainland state and New Zealand. It has around 1200 staff and 
provides outsource services to some of Australia's best known brands: Australia Post, Cisco Systems, 
Citibank, BMW, American Express and Orange (Ri - written in 2006). 
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was well thought out and well conceived and working very, very well, but that is 
typical. 

Since then, he has become the national president of the Save the Children Fund. He 
takes this very seriously, resulting in him having to go to some of the Asian countries 
where their work is very important and very demanding, but he's very committed to the 
work and I think his term of office - you're only allowed so many years as president - I 
think that runs out this year. 

So that's our Geoffrey, and in the process he's never married. The boys always used to 
put it down to the fact that he'd fallen in love with his mother. She was the sort of 
model that he would have in mind. She would have loved him to have married, and she 
was always coming up with new ideas about somebody who would make a good bride, 
and he in his nonchalant sort of way would say, "Well, if she's all that good, why is she 
still on the market?" That's a private observation within the family. He's very much 
part of the family, but unfortunately, of course, we don't see much of him. 

I'm very proud of Geoffrey, the way that he's done so much good. Above all, whatever 
he's involved in, he's very committed. To his present employment, he's very committed 
to it, and that's how it should be. He's basically a very good person and has done a lot 
of good along the road. 

END OF TAPE 169 SIDE B 
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COURT The person who could give you some very strong and favourable 
background to Geoffrey would be Ray Hallahan. She used to be a Labor member in the 
State Parliament. 

RJ Kay Hallahan. 

COURT Is it Kay or Ray Hallahan? 

RJ Kay Hallahan. 

COURT While she was still in Parliament and Geoff was in full flight, she used to 
tell me on occasions that she had a lot to do with Geoffrey and how impressed she was. 
In fact he followed her as the national president of Save the Children. I saw her the 
other day and she was asking after him and full of praise for what he's done and still 
doing. Although I was a minister and Premier at the time, she still saw in him somebody 
who was a good person and one that should be encouraged. She gave him quite a few 
things to do that were basically involved with her government work. He was the sort of 
person she'd have no fear of him turning it into a political thing at all. 

RJ Sir Charles, all of your sons give their own time to community activities 
without payment... 

COURT That's right. 

RJ ... but this has been part of the example that you and Lady Rita set. You 
two did the same. 

COURT We liked to think so. It was always inculcated into them that they have to 
give back. Barry, have we dealt with his long period as president of the PGA? 

RJ Yes we have. 

COURT Bearing in mind he had his own farm to run and he made a monumental 
contribution to them in connection with their overall financial situation, their 
membership situation and their public influence. 

RJ And we have covered that. 

COURT Yes. That is typical of Barry. He is a very outgoing person. Whether he 
was in Broome or Wyndham or down at Esperance it didn't matter, he was always the 
same, playing Father Christmas in the north and that sort of thing. What's more he not 
only did it well but he enjoyed it. That was the message that they all had, that once you 
commit yourself to it, you've got to enjoy doing it, not just do it as a chore otherwise it 
becomes a bit of a burden instead of a satisfactory outcome to your energies. 

RJ Sir Charles, if we could now move to Richard and his political career. 
You resigned in 1982, a year before an election was due, and on 13 March 1982 Richard 
won the by-election for the seat of Nedlands. You've said previously that Richard 
entered politics really against Lady Rita's and your advice. You thought you'd made 
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your contribution, the two of you, but your sons apparently decided amongst themselves 
that one of the boys should go into Parliament and Richard eventually proved to be the 
one who went forward. 

COURT That's right. 

RJ In that election, an Independent Liberal did well. The swing to the 
Australian Labor Party was 10 per cent on the two-party preferred vote at the end. Why 
do you think there was that reaction? Was it to you retiring or was it that they were 
unsure of Richard? 

COURT It was a natural tendency to expect, and I told Richard and his brothers to 
plan the campaign on that basis. It would be nice if he'd gone in with my vote. Don't 
forget I was there 29 years. Never at any stage did I neglect the electorate. There 
wouldn't be a sporting body, a church or any other body that hadn't had constant 
contact with me no matter how busy I might be, just as I kept in touch with my family. I 
warned them that when a change takes place, always people come out of the woodwork. 
Look at the problems I had in getting elected as a dual endorsed candidate, which was a 
crazy thing. I should have chopped it off at the time. 

RJ And you've covered this. 

COURT You've got all that. But the fact is that you find a way. I never had any 
doubt that he would win the seat but I warned him not to be disappointed if the majority 
was different, especially with the Independents and others that come along and they all 
believe that they've got the answer to the maiden's prayer and that the electorate will 
embrace them and pick them up and pass them on. I have a theory that all organisations, 
football teams, business and every other organisation, can get to a point where they're 
tired of success. During the 29 years that I represented Nedlands, bearing in mind that I 
had an undertaking that I'd only represent them for six, but David Brand was very 
cunning when he got me to write the policy. 

RJ Yes, and you've covered that, Sir Charles. 

COURT Anyhow, that's the nature of the beast. I've seen it, even in football 
teams where you'd think they'd be so locked in to success. After the event, success after 
success, all of a sudden people come out of the woodwork in your organisation. It's 
even worse in the political life. There's a certain amount of resentment to an individual 
or alternatively they feel that somebody's got to stir the pot a bit. So that was no 
surprise and they were warned about it. He had a good committee working and he won 
the seat, as expected. That was no surprise. The fact that there was a build-up in the 
Labor vote is no different. Don't forget they hadn't had much encouragement. The time 
I was there it is interesting to look at the vote. Where I was brought up in West Subiaco, 
now Shenton Park, that was always regarded as oriented towards Labor. 

RJ And you've covered this, Sir Charles. 

COURT Yes, but the fact is that we used to get a majority there without any 
problem. You couldn't expect to continue that after the old boy was gone. So it was not 
a surprise. 
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RJ What did you think of the choice amongst the boys? If they sat down 
together and decided that one should go forward, what did you think of Richard as a 
potential politician? 

COURT Well, I didn't have any great preference one way or the other because 
they all had something to contribute. Whether it be Victor, Barry, Ken, Richard, Geoff, 
they all had something to contribute. So I wasn't particularly concerned on that side. 
The boys on their own initiative made the decision that Richard should be the one. In 
terms of subsequent experience, Ken would have probably approached it differently 
because of his natural capacity to organise at that level, but I'm not saying he would 
have done it any better. Any one of them would have done well. If you look at what 
they've done subsequently, they would have applied that to their parliamentary career. It 
is a fact that their mother and their father both counselled against it because we felt that 
we had made our contribution and we didn't want any suggestion that we were trying to 
build up a dynasty of some sort. That was the last thing we wanted to do. It's rather akin 
to when Victor wanted to be a chartered accountant, his mother, not me - [pause] 

RJ Counselled him against it. Yes, you've told us this. 

COURT We said you work for seven days a week and they make all the money 
and he has all the worry. Anyhow, that's life. 

RJ Did you help Richard with his first election campaign? 

COURT Of course I did. 

RJ How fully? 

COURT Sufficient to make sure that people realised that I was supporting him. I 
didn't go overboard with it because he had a very strong group. The group of brothers 
like he's got is a pretty powerful group, plus my own committee, of course. People like 
Graham Close and others, they got right behind him. Also campaigning had changed 
quite a bit to when I first stood, with street corner meetings and hall meetings and all 
that sort of stuff. 

RJ He went on to face a further six election campaigns. Did you take part in 
all of them? 

COURT Yes, I would have had something. Not an excessive part because I was 
always very anxious not to be seen as overlooking the member, my successor as 
member, because I had a bit of a thing about that. Richard would have to tell you that at 
no stage did I seek to intrude. If he asked me a question on something I'd naturally give 
him the best information I had. More particularly, I would probably lead him to 
somebody that I'd worked with and could trust because often it's better if somebody 
outside of the family advises. That is why Victor was sent to another firm to do his 
articles. You're either too rough or too soft on your own. I was lucky that both McLaren 
& Stewart, where he went, were ideal people. McLaren was my first master under the 
old system. 

RJ And you have covered this and Victor's experience. 
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COURT Stewart was the person that I regarded as the best all-round practitioner 
that I ever met. So he was very fortunate that they had him there. They were a little 
disappointed when he left them to come to us but they knew at the time that it was 
intended that he get qualified and then come to the firm [Hendry Rae & Court]. 

RJ When Richard first entered Parliament, Ray O'Connor was the Premier 
and he then lost government to Brian Burke. It was Bill Hassell who was Leader of the 
Opposition from 1984 to November 1986. 1 wondered what you thought of Bill Hassell 
as Leader of the Opposition. 

COURT I thought Bill Hassell was a very good member and a very good Leader 
of the Opposition. In fact, it is a pity that he didn't take over after me and then the 
benefit of going into the premiership for a year, he would then have had the run-up to 
the election. Bill was a very conscientious member and a very intelligent member. I 
think at that time he was the best of what they had. 

RJ He was succeeded by Barry MacKinnon in November 1986, who 
continued to be Leader of the Opposition until 1992 when Richard took over. What did 
you think of Barry MacKinnon? 

COURT Well, I didn't think Barry was as good as Bill Hassell for a number of 
reasons. Barry had some good aspects. I had him for a while as a minister. You don't 
like speaking about these people really when your days are gone but he was the sort of 
minister that you had to point him in the right direction rather than him take the 
initiative and come to you with a course of action to be followed, which is not a good 
thing in a minister because they should be initiating things from their portfolio into the 
government rather than the other way around. But I think he tried to the best of his 
ability. 

RJ A further interview with Sir Charles Court held at his home on 29 
August 2006. 
Sir Charles, last time we were talking about your son Richard taking over as the 
member for Nedlands and you covered his first campaign and the following election 
campaigns. He became Deputy Leader of the Opposition in September 1987, which was 
five and a half years after entering Parliament, and the Leader of the Opposition in May 
1992 which he kept until February 1993 when he actually became the Premier. How did 
you feel when he became Deputy Leader and then Leader of the Opposition? 

COURT Well, I felt delighted. You've got to realise there will be a certain amount 
of prejudice on my part. I'm not really one to express what could be called an unbiased 
view. It was my view looking at the talent that was there that he would be competing 
with, that they were not taking advantage of his particular strengths and experiences. He 
had some very basic experience in private enterprise. There's nothing so basic as trying 
to establish your own business, as I know from personal experience. I used to admire 
the way that he worked. When he first established "Sir Henry" ]  after his return from 
America fired up with the private enterprise system, I was quite surprised and impressed 
at the way he went about it, the way he promoted it, the amount of work that he put into 

A reference to Richard setting up a successful fast-food chain called Sir Henry's Food stores. 



TAPE 170 SIDE A COURT 2251 

it; personal work, early hours, very early hours, and then giving a service that was quite 
new to Perth and which seemed to have a ready market. 

I think I've told you one day I was just going by and I thought I'd call in to see what it 
would look like and what the crowd was like and how they were reacting. To my 
amazement I found Sir Lawrence Brodie-Hall there. He said, "I'd heard about this 
young chap and I thought I'd come in and see what he's all about and give him some 
encouragement," which was good of him. 

But anyhow, I was very impressed and then he set up a number of other places. Then he 
was involved in sailing and set up that business directly involved in yachts and things 
related to yachting. 

So when you've have that sort of experience, it's good in two ways: one, to understand 
the pitfalls and the demands of business in the way of service and financial planning, 
margins for your product, and all of these things, service. It was not an easy business to 
establish because it was very highly competitive, but it was a field he knew a lot about 
and he had the advantage that he was sailing and he and his brothers were well known, 
both in sailing in WA, particularly on the Swan, and their participation in interstate 
events. He seemed to go about it in an imaginative way. 

The big point about that, Ronda, is that you're learning all the time. You get your 
fingers burnt on some deals. You get your fingers burnt with some people but it's all 
part of your education and there's no way you can read it in a book. You've just got to 
experience it and maybe suffer, sometimes be embarrassed with having made the wrong 
judgment, but nothing that's catastrophic. If you're any good, you put it down as 
experience. 

I was pleased when he naturally got higher appointments, but I was surprised that they 
didn't use him up more in the early stages because he had this experience and he'd got a 
good education. There weren't that many members who were potential members that 
were available, even in those days. But it wasn't for me to intervene in any way and nor 
did I. But I was naturally delighted. I realised only too well, probably better than anyone 
in the party, just what commitments he was accepting the higher up he went. He then 
became Leader of the Opposition and then became the Premier. I was delighted and his 
mother was delighted but a think a little bit fearful about what he was in for. 

RJ He had Ii years in opposition. You had had six and found that was a 
good learning experience. 

COURT Excuse me, I had nine years in opposition. 

RJ Six years. 

COURT Six years lead up and then the three years [of the Tonkin government]. 

RJ Yes, I'm sorry. I mean six years when you first went into Parliament. 

COURT Oh yes, that's right. 
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RJ That's what I'm referring to. Richard experienced 11 years before he 
took part in a government, which is a very long time to wait, and I'm sure you would 
agree with that. When he became Premier he was also Treasurer, as you had been, and 
he took on other portfolios as well. Before his defeat in February 2001 it meant that he 
served eight years as Premier, which was the same length of time as you had served as 
Premier. 

COURT When you bring the days into it, he was slightly longer than his father. 
People often said to me, "You were there longer than that." I said, "You're getting 
confused with the role that I played with industrial development and North West as 
distinct from being Premier." I only had the eight years, but a lot of people assumed I'd 
been the Premier all the time. That wasn't fair and it wasn't right because David Brand 
was always the Premier and always a good Premier and made it possible for me to get 
on and do my job. 

RJ What did you think of Richard's style as Premier? 

COURT I thought he had most of it right. It's an embarrassing thing for me to 
have to pass judgment because first of all you're biased, and secondly, when you're 
dealing with your own you're either too harsh or you're too soft, as I explained the 
reason why Victor took his study for his degree with another firm because in your own 
firm... 

RJ You have explained. 

COURT ... you're either too soft - some parents try to promote their children to 
the annoyance of the good people in the organisation, quickly - or others are too hard 
on them. I am not the right one to comment. If I had to make any judgment at all, I 
always used to say to myself Richard's more like his mother than his father because he 
seemed to have the same attitude towards people as his mother did. 

The political world is a different culture altogether to the broader community. 
Sometimes you have to be a little more harsh in your attitude to people or your 
treatment of people because of the nuances and the peculiarities of situations in the cut 
and thrust of getting things done. It's not much different to footy in some ways, you 
know. If you want to win the game, you've got to play it to win, but I always felt that he 
was a bit more tolerant to people than I would have been or than I was. I don't say that 
by way of criticism but I can't think of any better way of expressing it. It did reflect the 
fact that he was more influenced, which was understandable, by his mother than by his 
father in his upbringing. She had this lovely attitude towards people and always tried to 
find some good about them, whereas I was probably a little more impatient and more 
discerning or more critical, as the case may be. There's room for some of that in a 
political life, as evidenced by David Brand, for instance, but on the other hand there 
comes a time when you have to be quite robust in your attitude towards people who are 
not being as loyal or as helpful as they might be. 

You must realise there's no field where so many people have ambitions beyond their 
capacity as in the political field. In military terms, what was the saying they used to 
have? Every soldier has a knapsack in his kit bag or something, a marshal's baton in his 
kit bag, or whatever the expression is. That's probably an exaggeration but I think it 
makes the point that most people, if they're any good anyhow have some ambition and 
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that's not a bad thing because at least it gives them an objective. You have to be very 
careful always to make sure that you are the leader and acknowledged as the leader. 
You become rather clever at spelling out or assessing, whatever is the better phrase, the 
activities of certain people and the thinking of certain people. It's probably one of the 
most demanding activities that there is. Whether it be private enterprise, whether it be in 
sport or anything else at all there's no field quite like the political field. It's no good 
getting angry and throwing your hands up in despair because somebody's not doing 
quite what they should be doing but how you handle it makes the big difference. 

END OF TAPE 170 SIDE A 
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COURT So perhaps on the sidelines I took a different view than from the media 
or the public and so on about him. I knew always what burden he was carrying, what 
cabinet meetings can be like and what joint party meetings can be like, bearing in mind 
he had the same experience as I did because he had to live with the coalition. The 
Country Party didn't make life all that comfortable because for their own reasons they 
had to be seen to be something of an irritant so as to establish their role as a separate 
party. 

I found it very important to be identified with not only the Country Party members of 
Parliament, but more particularly with their electorates. I felt the more people who knew 
me and knew of me and personally knew me the better it was from the government's 
point of view because they had more influence in the Country Party circles than say an 
ordinary Liberal member ever had. It was a very important test of one's tolerance, one's 
tact and one's leadership potential. With a person like Arthur Watts, he never really was 
comfortable with the coalition. 

RJ And we have discussed this. Let's focus on Richard. 

COURT Richard had to live with that situation. I know that he would have been 
very frustrated on occasions because he would expect them to react with the same 
sympathetic understanding and tolerance as he did, but it is not like that in the political 
circles. They don't respond that way. That's not fair comment: most don't respond in 
that way. There are some that never change and never did change and you learn to deal 
with them in a different way. You don't run around offending them and embarrassing 
them, but you make sure they understand that you are not amused. 

RJ Did Richard come to you for advice or did you find yourself offering 
advice? 

COURT I never once intruded. There would be occasions when we might have a 
general discussion on a situation that was very public in the media and otherwise, but 
never to a point of laying the law down or pretending to be the fount of all knowledge. 
It was not my way of doing it. You may make a suggestion or express an opinion. I was 
very careful, not only with him but all other leaders not to be seen as trying to intrude 
because they all have their own methods. We did have some interesting discussions on 
why he was adopting certain attitudes when I would have felt he should have taken a 
different line and been more aggressive, particularly with respect to people on his own 
side because they're much more damaging than the opposition. People expect the 
opposition to be nasty to you but they don't expect and they don't tolerate people on 
their own side being diverse, publicly or otherwise. That is probably the biggest test you 
have in your leadership because they're at it all the time. There're always some 
characters, usually those with the least to offer, always gnawing away, dropping the odd 
hints. Of course, the media being what they are they quickly pick them up and so on. 

I thought he ran the government very well and he had much to his credit. 

His greatest achievement while he was in office, which most people probably didn't 
realise, was to restore stability and integrity into government. Don't forget that he came 
in after that terrible period of WA Inc. People don't realise what damage that did to the 
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State; what damage it did to the Parliament. I know it became a saying that most people 
had a rough idea of what you meant when you said, "WA Inc" that it wasn't something 
good. It wasn't a reputable corporation or something like that. It was a very nasty 
situation with the lack of integrity. Not only lack of integrity but lack of straight out 
financial integrity and ability. Some people make mistakes because they haven't got the 
knowledge of the right thing to do. There are plenty of them in Parliament because they 
have not been through the mill but there are others, of course, they do have a certain 
amount of knowledge and they manipulate the system. They're the dangerous ones. 

Also those of us who have been through the Depression have a different attitude 
towards life, towards industry, towards the Parliament and their neighbours than those 
who haven't. It was a very cruel time and it brought out the best and the worst. 

For instance, I realised unwittingly as the years went by that I was greatly helped in 
pressing on with our policies because of my experience in the Depression. Now 
admittedly I was only a struggling young chartered accountant, but you learn at the 
grassroots. The principles in these smaller things apply with the bigger things. If you 
learnt your lessons well, then you graduate in experience to these different things. 

The best thing that he did, the greatest thing that he did and the most important thing 
that he did was to progressively restore the integrity of government and particularly the 
Western Australian government. One example, of course, was that he got the credit 
rating restored. That's tremendously important to a government. If you haven't got the 
top three-star credit rating you're in trouble, because that is accepted by most countries 
and most major corporations and so on around the world. If you haven't got that there is 
no good trying to talk your way out of it. You just can't make the grade without it. 
People forget that he had to restore that because we [Western Australia] had lost it. 
When you've lost it, it is harder than getting it the first time. The people who matter, 
when they've had to discount you and withdraw something from you, it is much more 
difficult to restore their confidence. You have a two-way thing: first of all you've got to 
restore their confidence, then you've got to get them to act on it. I think that was the 
greatest thing he did and I know he did it quite consciously. It didn't happen by accident 
but he very consciously worked his way at that and eventually produced the results so 
far as the government's credit rating and the government's loan commitments and so 
on. I know that he worked very hard on that and made that his sort of flagship to 
establish good government, or re-establish good government. 

It's only those that have been through it who understand how devastating WA Inc was, 
which the royal commission brought out, of course. 

RJ Just to look at a couple of things during Richard's time. You've got the 
building of the Maritime Museum, the Convention Centre and the Bell Tower. What did 
you think of those three things? 

COURT I thought they were first class. The only criticism I had of the Bell Tower 
is that it wasn't twice as high as it was because if you want to make that a real tourist 
thing, you've got to have something that is spectacular by world standards. And what a 
location it is. It is doing very well. I notice the report the other day that the attendances 
from a tourist point of view are very commendable. That's good. They take a while to 
establish. He had some good people involved in that, like Frank Callaway. 
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The sad thing about it is that a lot of the criticism about that was from within his own 
ranks. That's worse than anything else because the opposition can rant and rave and 
people say that they are only doing what they have to but when there's a rumour or a 
suggestion from your own people that they are not supportive of it, it is very soul 
destroying from the leader's point of view and the reaction from the public is much 
greater on that than the opposition and the media ranting and raving over it and so on. 

The museum has been a huge success. I have to say that I have some knowledge of that 
because I was for a long time the patron of the Museum Foundation and some quite 
gratifying things happened during that time. Thank goodness we had a person, whose 
name just escapes me at the moment, who made the foundation possible and gave a new 
look towards museums. I became their patron and enjoyed attending all their meetings 
because it gave me a new outlook on the significance of museums and libraries and 
things of that kind. People take them for granted but they don't know much about them 
or they don't have hands-on experience with them. 

I got to know more about, for instance, the significance of the museum to a project like 
North West Shelf- some of the other mining people but not so much to North West 
Shelf where they had to encourage work into finding some of the origins, going back 
millions of years, because of the significance to their own industry. Some of the things 
that the museum already had impressed me. Also I was full of admiration for some of 
the people - there were a handful of people who were working in the field. Boy oh boy, 
did they have to be dedicated not only to be there but to stay there. These things you 
learn. 

The [Maritime] Museum, if it hadn't been for Richard, I know from personal experience 
it wouldn't have happened. There was objection from certain people in the shipping 
industry and some other people, people who today would want to claim ownership or 
claim some form of personal mental proprietorship or something like that in the 
foundation of it. I noticed that when the place was actually opened I had to comment to 
a few people that the one person who wasn't acknowledged at some of the official 
functions, admittedly under another government, was Richard. Without Richard they 
wouldn't have over-ridden the criticism from people within the port authority and other 
sources. 

I don't know if you realise, but Kerry Sanderson, who has now for some years headed 
up the Fremantle Port Authority, she worked in Treasury while I was Treasurer. I can't 
recall how she got involved with the Fremantle Port Authority but she has been an 
amazing person (and she has brought up the family as well) in handling some of the 
most difficult industrial unions that there are traditionally related to the wharves and the 
ports. She's been a tremendous strength there. 

I think the use that is being made of the Maritime Museum now is a tremendous credit 
to Richard. 

In my day we had to have a much more modest activity down there in the port. Some of 
those old wool sheds and other things that were being used as a forerunner of the 
museum, like when they first brought some of the Batavia wreck down there. I took a 
great personal interest in that as Premier because I could see that it was not only a good 
thing from a tourist point of view but from a scientific point of view it was good to 
make it possible for the people that had that scientific bent to do some of the work they 
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did. They did some wonderful work in those sheds, which I was very pleased to be 
associated with. 

The museum is something very special. None of the disastrous things that were 
predicted happened. One was that the lights on it and so on would distract the ships and 
they'd all be banging into the museum. [chuckles] 

No, those things were good. 

Amongst other things, of course, people forget that it was Richard's government that 
initiated the deep sewerage program which has proved to be an absolute winner. It was 
thought that it was going to be even more costly than it is. The important thing is that it 
is an absolute must, but somebody has to start it, somebody's got to foster it all the time, 
and that's something that happened in Richard's day. 

As an aside, my father, as you know was a plumber and in those days you were a sheet 
metal worker on the one hand or a house connections person, as it was called, in 
sewerage and drainage. As a boy and often going onto jobs where my father was 
working I realised that in his simple sort of a way he was rather proud of his profession 
or his trade, whichever you'd like to call it, for what they were doing for the health of 
the nation. It was a real thing with him. In those days they used lead wiped joints, there 
was no plastic stuff. In his quiet way he absorbed the fact that - wherever he learnt his 
trade it must have been inculcated in him that it was more than just a job; that it was 
part of the health factor of the nation and without it the real health factor couldn't be 
achieved. So I mention that by way of background. I won't go into details. I think I told 
you about the time when his joints were all put into a textbook. 

Ri Yes, you have. 

COURT Richard had a good selection of things in his day. I think he can look 
back on his premiership with a lot of satisfaction. He hasn't had the credit that he 
deserved. 

I must let you into a little secret. When he lost the election I said the first thing you want 
to do now, while you are still in office before the change over, which usually takes 10 
days or more, is to get an accurate record of what the government achieved because no-
one else is going to sit down and do it and then you will find things that you would have 
liked to have done better or bigger or things that you didn't do that you would like to 
have done. You have an authoritative record of it. It was rather like what I did when we 
lost government in 1971, I did that exhaustive minute - 

RJ To John Parker. 

COURT To John Parker. 

Ri About the Pilbara. 

COURT That was quite unique. Somebody defeated in government.... David 
Brand was the Premier at the time. We were defeated in government but I was so 
anxious to at least give the Opposition an opportunity to understand why we did certain 
things and how we did them. That didn't prove possible. I thought we made a pretty 
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good try to do it and it would be unique in government circles. We tried to do it and it 
wasn't my fault it couldn't be implemented. 

I think Richard hasn't had full credit for what he did. Perhaps I am a little bit unfair in 
that because I've been amazed at the number of people that came to me afterwards 
expressing regret and also in more recent times they say, "Can't you talk Richard into 
going back again?" The answer is "No", but it tells its own story that a lot of people 
now, in retrospect, are able to better assess what he did and what he achieved in 
government. 

I come back to the point that his biggest single achievement from the State's point of 
view was to restore the integrity and the credibility of government including the credit 
rating. 

Ri When you say that people ask you, "Can't you talk him into going back 
again?" and you say, "No", is that no because you won't do it or no because you don't 
believe he would do it. 

COURT It's not for me to say no on his behalf. It's just indicative that I 
don't think he would be [interested]. He is very much a family person and I think he 
was finding that the burden of office was making it very difficult for his family setup or 
what he'd like the family setup to be. That's not possible with a political career. You do 
one or the other properly. You can try doing them both together, but there's a certain 
point beyond which you can't go because of the sheer physical factor. 

RJ Just to look at perhaps two of the largest controversies during his time. 
You have the tabling of the Brian Easton petition in November 1992, before Richard 
was Premier, by John Halden. It was considered that the petition was potentially 
damaging to Richard because the claim was that he had made information available to 
Penny Easton to help in her obtaining a property settlement with her husband. You've 
then got Richard calling a royal commission in 1995 to investigate as much as anything 
Carmen Lawrence's role in this because there were two versions about that petition. The 
point I want to follow up: "Mr Court's reasons for calling the commission ... must be 
regarded as highly questionable." This is the West. "He called the commission to 
investigate the circumstances surrounding the tabling of the petition. It would be hard to 
convince West Australians that the decision to call the commission three years after the 
event was not at least partly influenced by residual anger and a revenge motive." In 
another West article it was referred to as "the grubbiest saga in WA politics".2  What was 
your view of Richard calling that commission and did you have any discussion with him 
about it? 

COURT I did not have any knowledge of the details of it nor did I have any 
discussion with Richard. I remember the events now that you've reminded me. I didn't 
see anything wrong with the royal commission because there was so much crossfire 
about the whole thing that the only way to clear the air was to have something like a 
royal commission or a judicial inquiry as the case may be. I didn't see anything wrong 
with that. Knowing Richard as I do, knowing his upbringing, I would think he'd be the 
last person, even allowing for political realities and situations, to do that with malice 
and just for a short-term political opportunity to embarrass the opposition. It was a very 

West Australian, 24 July 1999. 
2  West Australian, 11 Dec. 1998. 
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messy thing and there's no doubt about it that because of the fact that some of her own 
people had been prepared to go public on the matter, that all was not well, and so there 
was nothing extraordinary about the fact that he called a royal commission. How else 
was he able to do it? A judicial inquiry would have been misinterpreted. In the public 
mind, I suppose, the best way was a royal commission, although my own experience in 
the Parliament was that royal commissions are often given a sanctity that they don't 
deserve. Just because it's a royal commission, you often overlook the fact that you're 
still dealing with individuals, no matter how good they are. But it has been proved over 
the years that it is one of the better ways of trying to get a definition, if for no other 
reason that the evidence has to be in public. 

END TAPE 170 SIDE B 
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RJ The second controversy that I was going to raise with you.... and I 
wondered if there was an element of Richard's tolerance factor here, the 
tolerance that you've spoken of when it came to people, which he learned from 
his mother. You've got the finance brokers' scandal emerging publicly with 
questions in Parliament in November 1998 and the Gunning committee of 
inquiry was set up in February 2000. Doug Shave, as Fair Trading Minister, said 
his understanding of terms of reference meant public servants could be 
compelled to give evidence, but not the finance brokers, and the hearings ended 
up in secret. Fifty-two per cent of the Western Australian public who were polled 
over this issue felt that Doug Shave should resign, and.... 

COURT What per cent? 

RJ Fifty-two per cent thought Shave should resign and 42 per cent said 
Court should sack Shave. Just on this point of Shave resigning or not, Allan 
Peachment has edited a recent publication on royal commissions and those sorts 
of inquiries. "A minister with strong factional backing may easily be able to 
stand up to a party leader and premier, as well as withstand the opposition's 
onslaught within the parliament. There was anecdotal evidence that this was a 
factor in Shave's case. The main reason, however, was that a state election was 
imminent and to have ministers resigning for whatever reason at such a time 
would make a disastrous start to an election campaign, particularly if the 
government was not in a winning position." In your view, should Richard have 
sacked Doug Shave? 

COURT Frankly, I have no inside information on which I can make a 
decision. I was worried from what I read in the newspapers about what was 
happening because I was always very concerned in my day (and it was known 
that I was concerned) about the so-called little people who invest in good faith or 
go along with something in good faith, and then find that they have been mislead 
or people with less integrity than they should have, have been involved. 
Naturally, I was very worried about that. But I had no inside information nor did 
I discuss the matter with Richard because I think I made it clear that I did not as 
matter of principle and policy add to his worries by starting to breathe down his 
neck on issues of this kind. I know that when you're on the inside it's different to 
what it looks from the outside. So I wouldn't express an answer. 

I might have been more involved as a Premier if it happened in my day, but here 
again I don't want that to be taken out of context. That's what leaders are for. If 
necessary you have to step in and override a minister with the concurrence, of 
course, of your cabinet - that's the important thing. 

Allan Peachment, ed., The Years of Scandal: Commissions of Inquiry in Western Australia 1991-1994, 
Perth, UWA Press, pp. 154-155. 
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There's a couple of very classic cases where we actually quite early in our 
government had to override a department [in which] his professional advisers 
were more powerful than the minister and they were leading the government and 
the public down the garden path, so we just had to.... Dave Brand was the 
Premier but he went along with my proposition, which related in particular to 
shortage of land for housing at the time. We took some pretty strong action, 
maybe to the embarrassment of the minister, but it was too bad. 

When you're on the inside it's different than if you're looking in. I wouldn't like 
to make a judgment one way or the other. I would have handled it differently but 
that's only because of the system that I employed. Dave Brand would have 
handled it differently because of the system that he and I both employed together. 
Most things we moved together on these issues because, as you know, I was 
proud of the fact that he never read in the newspaper something that he hadn't 
been informed about. I wasn't the Premier; I was a deputy and a minister. 

I've never discussed the matter with Richard before or since so I don't know why 
he handled the situation as he did. I have to assume that he made a judgment on 
the matter. I know it was coming up to an election so it was the nature of the 
matter that was just manna from heaven from the Oposition's point of view. 
They just love to have an issue that you can work on. 

I am surprised when you tell me the low percentage of people who were wanting 
the minister sacked. Usually with an emotive issue like that people jump on the 
bandwagon and I'm surprised there wasn't 70 or 80 per cent. They are both 
pretty low percentages from what you told me there. That would indicate as the 
political judgment of the time that there was not great public concern about it. 

Just as an aside, I found on these matters of that nature that there was an amazing 
number of people, who from their own experience make a judgment about people 
who lose in those situations, that made the decision themselves and they were 
after a little bit of an extra percentage than they might have got in the normal 
orthodox way. It used to surprise me and please me that the public generally have 
more capacity to make a judgment than ministers and governments perceive. 

Again, as I say, I never discussed it at the time and I haven't discussed it since. 
Obviously it was used by the media and by the opposition to their advantage 
during the election. That's why they love these issues because they're emotive. 
Emotive issues don't last for long and an election doesn't last for long. You can 
just keep the fire stoked up long enough to get the ballot box out of the way and 
then it doesn't matter - or at least you think it doesn't matter. 

RI Sir Charles, your answers today are in contrast with what, 
according to the media anyway, was the perception from at least some in the 
community that Richard would have been very influenced by you and that you 
would have been calling the shots about some things. 
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COURT Well, I know, but you can't stop that. That's not the position, any 
more than it has been in the experience of other ministers before or since. 
Goodness only knows there have been things that make me ring my hands in 
horror about what they're doing not only for the State but for the nation. At my 
age and my position, no-one takes any notice of you anyhow! But one day, of 
course, when it's too late they might say, "Well, the old boy had a rough idea that 
he knew what he was talking about." You get used to that after a while. Initially 
my temptation was to go public. I decided that wasn't the right thing to do 
because you'd had your time and, first of all, you didn't command much respect 
from the media. 

There was a classic example not long after I retired when the Charles Copeman 
management of Robe River got to a crisis point. In fact, it was widely predicted 
that under the present management it wouldn't survive. Charles Copeman was 
appointed. I had very strong communications with him because I felt sorry for 
him, I felt sorry with what he'd inherited with weak directorates. The unions had 
virtually taken the show over. It was an absolute scandal how because of the 
union tactics and policies they were virtually feeding the whole town from a 
system that was, to say the least, corrupt, and a system that could have sent the 
whole company broke and lost the jobs of everybody. I felt so strongly about it 
that I got publicly involved and I very audaciously convened a press conference. 
I learnt my lesson then. 

RJ In what way? 

COURT Some journalists did come, but most of them adopted the attitude, 
who am I to be calling a press conference? That fact that I was a former Premier 
didn't matter. I was in a rather unique position because the people within the 
Robe River project were phoning me at night time - workers were phoning me at 
night time because they knew of my close involvement with the Robe River 
project and getting it going and telling me what was the next move by the unions 
which I could convey to Charles Copeman. We always used to joke about the 
two Cs - CC and CC: Charles Court and Charles Copeman. As you know, he 
virtually revolutionised the whole attitude of employers to the trade union 
movement in the Pilbara. BHP didn't follow the lead. Hamersley did in a 
different form but the same principles, much to their great profit and, of course, 
turned Robe River around completely and the company was again in charge 
thanks to Copeman. 

He believed in the Napoleonic principle that there were no bad soldiers, only bad 
officers. This is one of the reasons why one of his first things was to sack all the 
people in higher positions that had let it happen which was, again, an extension 
of the Napoleonic principle that there are no bad soldiers, only bad officers. He 
made a contribution to Pilbara which was quite monumental. Only a person of 
his temperament and courage could have done it. I might add, not helped very 
much by his own board who were all for appeasement and not for a stand on a 
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principle, a public stand on a principle, which turned out to be the right thing to 
do. 

I learnt my lesson then that past Premiers are mighty past. I never convene any 
more press conferences [laughs] but I got a message across. 

RJ Sir Charles, I remember a personal conversation when Richard first 
became Premier when you said to me that he would remain Premier until HE 
wanted to go because you were so confident in his abilities. How, therefore, did 
you feel when he lost government in 2001? 

COURT Well, when I made the statement you referred to, I had good cause, 
because I was very impressed about the way he was facing up to the problems 
that he had inherited. One, above all, was the integrity of the State, which he had 
to sort out from a terrible mess. You've no idea how that impinges on your 
government and on your method of government and your approach to people 
when you've got a new venture coming along or something like that because that 
was a very corrupt period and you know the outcome of the royal commission. I 
thought that he'd got the technique of putting first things first and so on. I felt he 
was riding so high when I went around the community that he could go on 
indefinitely. 

But, life's not like that in the political scene. The most unexpected thing can 
arise, which is not of your own making, and all of a sudden it becomes a public 
controversy and you'd think it was the end of the world. The media has to take 
some blame for those things. Political organisations become rather skilled at 
developing that plus a little bit of encouragement from the media because they 
like to have contentious issues. You don't get a headline out of a very skilfully 
enacted straight down-the-line, bold decision. The reaction is you should have 
been like that anyhow. But if you can get a bit of a twist into it, you'll be 
condemned or you'll be applauded as the case may be. 

I was naturally very disappointed because I felt that he personally had done his 
part very well. He wasn't always supported by some of his more senior people. 
That's a malady that besets all political organisations. There's always somebody 
who has ambitions and they don't care if they bring down their own team. It 
might surprise you to know that some people get tired of success. I've seen it in a 
footy team where they've had success after success and all of a sudden you find 
to your horror that they must have got tired of it and you find little incidents and 
expressions of criticism coming through that undermine the fibre of a club and, 
with it, the attitude of the performers themselves - the players themselves. So I 
was disappointed but not surprised knowing how the political animal works. It is 
a culture all of its own. 

RJ [Interviewer inaudible. The question was about the move to have Julie 
Bishop, a member of the federal Parliament, become a member of the Western 
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Australian Parliament with the hope she would become the leader of the 
Parliamentary Liberal Party.] 

COURT Well, I was surprised, but again I never attempted to find out why 
because I knew I couldn't do anything about it. But it did indicate, of course, that 
there was some concern about the depth of leadership and it was a forlorn hope to 
bring in somebody like that because so many people would have been voting 
against themselves and voting against their own performance. But who dreamt it 
up and why I don't know. I was surprised because of the doubtful practicality of 
it, knowing how jealous politicians are about their own position. No-one would 
say go and get 'X', 'Y' or 'Z' because they're better than me. 

RJ In your judgment, how did Richard take to that loss of that election 
and losing the Premiership? 

COURT He was naturally disappointed - who wouldn't be? But he took it 
in his stride and he made a decision that didn't surprise me that once they were 
out of government, that he would get out all together. I didn't think that was the 
best thing in the interests of the Liberal Party itself, but I was also very 
understanding of the fact that the Premier position is so demanding, if you've got 
a family in particular you feel it's time to give them some thought. 

RJ You've said what you thought was Richard's greatest achievement. 
Do you know what Richard rates as his greatest achievement as Premier? 

COURT I think that he was very proud of what he did consciously to restore 
the government's integrity. From what I heard him say and the attitude he 
adopted, I felt he regarded that as the sort of thing that governments are on about 
doing that sort of thing that was protecting the integrity or the reputation of the 
state. You do that many ways either by economic performance or by a host of 
things where you're responsible for good developments taking place. No, I have 
never heard him express a view beyond the satisfaction he had when he built up a 
team that restored the government's integrity and symbolic of that was, of 
course, the restoration of the credit rating. 

RJ Has he ever talked about things that he wished did not happen? 

COURT No. I've heard him make some casual remarks about people who 
didn't perform as they should have done. But being Richard they haven't been 
made in a.... well, put it this way, they haven't been made in as strong terms as I 
would have made them. But that is the difference between people. 

RJ Is there anything that you rate as a failure in his time as Premier? 

COURT I wouldn't like to be the author of that because I felt that he was 
doing a pretty good job. But as I've said before, I might have handled certain 
people differently. There were people who criticised me for tolerating some 
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waiverers as though we should have shot them at dawn. I wouldn't take it on 
myself because if you're not on the inside you can't know why these decisions 
are made or not made as the case may be. 

RJ You had enormous respect for Lady Rita as your wife through 
those years, including as Premier. What did you think of J0 Court as the 
Premier's wife? 

COURT Well, I think she worked hard to do her part. She was not a version 
of Rita, of course. Again, people are different. The thing you've got to remember 
about Rita is that when we first started going together, I was struggling to get a 
living because I was using my music to make it possible for me to go into 
practice. Without the music I wouldn't have been able to because I used to get 
work from Williamsons, I used to have dance work, I used to have ABC work. 

RJ And we know all this. 

COURT Yes, I know. I am just trying to explain to you that - 

RJ Yes. 

COURT You don't only judge Rita's attitude to her family and to her friends 
and the life we led on one particular period. You have to go right back and I'm 
the only one that knows how far back it goes. Even when we were engaged the 
number of times she came in while I was working ridiculous hours to cope with 
the clients I had.... The clients that I had got the best value for their money that 
anyone in the business sector ever got because I was so desperate to impress the 
clients that I had so they'd tell other people, and that works. The amount of 
knitting and reading she did in the office while I worked after hours there had to 
be seen to be believed. She never complained and went along with it and I think 
got a certain amount of satisfaction as things started to lift. 

END OF TAPE 171 SIDE  
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COURT She [Jo Court] worked extremely hard too and I think she rather 
liked the position too from what I saw. Also don't forget she had a child while 
her husband was the Premier, which is not an everyday experience with the 
problems of running a government and then producing a family at the same time. 
She worked extremely hard and she was very proud of Richard and let it be seen 
as such. She always presented herself extremely well and was able to carry on an 
intelligent conversation with all the people that she had to meet in different levels 
of society. That's tremendously important to a Premier or anyone in public life. If 
you have a wife that can't respond or can't communicate or doesn't know how to 
present herself, you're really behind scratch and the word quickly goes around. 

RJ An interview with Sir Charles Court, held at his home on 14 
September 2006. 
Sir Charles, your son Ken sought endorsement for the federal seat of Curtin in 
1988 and he missed out on that endorsement. Why did he seek endorsement? 

COURT For the reason that he was very active in circles such as the 
Chamber of Commerce, Chamber of Manufactures, Employers' Federation and 
then when they became the CCI [Chamber of Commerce and Industry]; he was 
very much part of that. He'd work very hard and very closely with me on the 
Taiwan issue. The whole of his life as compared with the rest of the boys was in 
a wider public sphere. People like Victor brought up in a practice in a rather 
sheltered field of these activities, but Ken had been brought up in this other 
atmosphere of Chamber of Commerce, Chamber of Manufactures, Chamber of 
Employers and then later on when they amalgamated, so it was not unexpected 
or, put it this way, it was not a surprise that he eventually decided that he should 
get into Parliament to put right some of the things that he saw as a person 
dependent on Parliament or an organisation that was dependent on Parliament, of 
which he was an active member and leader. 

Probably I had more to do individually with Ken than any of the boys because he 
was in touch with me with my parliamentary activities and also he knew that I 
had knowledge of Taiwan and many of these countries where we were dependent 
on trade: export, import as the case may be. I felt that he would be an ideal 
candidate. Put another way - it might sound biased - but he was better than the 
average candidate who applied for endorsement and he was even much better 
than any people who got endorsed. Don't forget that in the time that I was 
there.... I was 29 years there, so I saw them on both sides come and go and the 
paucity of talent was pathetic. It was the fault of many of the branches, of course, 
that weren't looking at the right sort of people. They were looking at the same 
sort of people as they dealt with in their branches. Therefore they didn't aspire to 
nominate or go and find (it hadn't occurred to them in most cases) somebody 
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who would be a good member of Parliament and who would be making a 
sacrifice to go into Parliament. 

That's the point - I was one of the few members.... I will put it another way. I 
was one of the VERY few members who was worse off by being in Parliament 
than following my profession and my other interests. This used to worry me 
because until you got on top of the portfolio that you eventually had, you had to 
bite your tongue quite often with the stupidity and the ignorance of some of the 
questions you got and the responses you got. That's why it was a breath of fresh 
air when David Brand had obviously assessed that I was the one that had the 
knowledge to do this sort of thing, and gave me the job of writing the policy 
speech [for the 1959 State election] and then implementing it. I couldn't have 
wished for a better leader to support me, because when the times got a bit rough, 
a lot of these poorer quality members take fright. They believe the enemy rather 
than believe their own forces. It was David Brand always that reminded them 
that they had given me the responsibility to do and the authority they'd given me 
to implement it. 

Now Ken was in that mould and I thought he'd be a very good member. I can 
only assume that the selection committee did not make an assessment of him 
against the present member, because there were murmurings about the present 
member and if they had made a proper assessment on quality and experience, 
they would have opted for Ken. As you know, he was subsequently endorsed, but 
then we had the unfortunate experience of the Prime Minister working for an 
unendorsed candidate - 

RJ Yes, and you have covered that. 

COURT You know all that. I am just talking about more directly the 
qualities of Ken. He is more emotionally and by way of experience fitted for a 
parliamentary career than any of his brothers. Barry would make a very good 
member because of his personality. He takes people along with him, whole 
meetings or individuals as the case may be, but for different reasons to Ken. He 
wouldn't have the same detailed inside running knowledge that Ken had. So I 
was very disappointed about it. There was a limit to the extent that I could 
intervene. Maybe I could have done what most other people do and lobbied 
amongst the members and pointed out that they wouldn't get this chance again. 
Here's people been complaining about their member and when they get a chance 
to replace him with a better one, they don't take the opportunity. 

They knew, of course, that the Prime Minister did a fair bit of lobbying and used 
to refer to the sitting member as his mate and that sort of stuff. The family has 
never really forgiven him [John Howard] for what he did. First of all, [his mate] 
had [failed to get] reindorsement and yet he came out and campaigned publicly 
for him. In the mind of my generation in the political party, particularly in the 
Liberal Party, it was the unforgivable that he did. Even if he felt strongly about 
his mate, as he used to refer to him, not getting endorsement, the fact is he had to 
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have loyalty to the party and get out and campaign for the endorsed candidate 
and so it was a very sad time for us then and subsequently. 

RJ Sir Charles, if we move to the royal commission into..., it became 
known as the Royal Commission into WA Inc in 1992. Obviously, the report of 
that commission is available on the public record. The conclusions of the various 
things they looked at, they're all available. We have a copy of the evidence that 
you gave in the archives of the Battye Library, and Peter Jones, as the minister at 
the time, has supplied a copy of his evidence. Obviously, people can read these 
for themselves; we don't need to go over this again. There's just a couple of 
things that I wanted to follow up with you. One of the things that the press made 
a fuss about was a kerfuffle about your costs, the government bearing your costs 
to give that evidence. Any comment on that side? 

COURT It was not unexpected. Carmen Lawrence was one of those sort of 
people that looked on the Opposition as a pest that had to be eradicated. Most 
members of Parliament accepted that there were others in opposition or in 
government, as the case may be. This was very important in the operation of the 
system. Now had we been in government and the position was reversed, if they 
were entitled to the costs (reasonable costs that is; not engaging unnecessary QCs 
and all that sort of stuff), but if they were entitled to reasonable costs we'd have 
had no compunction [in paying]. If they'd gone over the bounds of reasonable 
then, of course, we would have in the public interest [to question the amount], 
but we would always allow them a reasonable amount of latitude because people 
like David Brand and myself would have assumed that one day it might be one of 
US. 

I couldn't believe, especially in view of my record, that she made such a fuss 
about it. Eventually, of course, somebody must have advised her that she should 
approve and they were approved. We weren't asking for anything extraordinary 
but it was something that we were entitled to. Don't forget it was her government 
that placed us in the position of having to explain and defend our position. It 
wasn't one of our governments that put us in that position. That made it doubly 
important that we had the facilities to get legal advice. 

Now I might add that we did not use the legal profession, that I can recall, for 
anything to get some smart legal points to support the case that we put forward. 
The case we put forward was the case that WE put forward, not what the lawyer 
put forward. I was very insistent on that, because we knew more about it than he 
did. The only reason why you were entitled to have legal advice in these cases 
was in case the government of the day or the commission itself brought forward 
points that were a bit (for want of a better word) rough and they needed someone 
to examine the legal significance as to whether they were appropriate, whether 
they were relevant, whether they conflicted with any laws and that sort of thing. 
But I don't think he had much to do with ours because we knew what we wanted 
to do and we were quite happy to face the commission knowing that we knew 
more about it than the government's own people. There was good reason for that. 
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I regarded the royal commission as something of a nuisance, something that was 
a political stunt. I believe to this day that the Labor Party, in particular Carmen 
Lawrence, thought that the royal commission would give them a whitewash. As 
it happened, in some ways it became a royal commission into the credibility of 
our work and they gave us 10 out of 10 marking. She really unwittingly did us a 
good turn, but she didn't intend to do that. 

RJ I was going to ask you how you felt about the commission's 
findings, because they did just exactly as you've explained. They did come out 
and say that the right things had been done all the way through, but you've really 
commented on that. You must have felt vindicated. 

COURT Well, both Peter Jones and I (bearing in mind Peter and I worked 
for 12 months on preparing for and appearing before the commission) felt we 
couldn't have asked for any more. We didn't want the commission to be partial, 
we just wanted the true facts. 

The other thing that we were grateful for, as you've said so often, it's better if 
somebody else says it about you rather than you do it yourself, and most of the 
public servants that were active in our day and worked under us were still 
available. Without exception they spoke favourably about their sentiments and 
their feelings while they were working under our government and the style of 
government we had. That improved our evidence. If they had been critical or if 
they had been less supportive, it would have made our life a bit more difficult. 

RJ There is criticism of the fact that it was considered that your 
government had overcommitted to the amount of gas that should be bought and 
that actually if those contracts had stood, the State would have been sent broke in 
trying to fulfil that commitment. What is your comment to that? 

COURT I felt very disappointed and, also to a degree, annoyed, that people 
accepted this sort of interpretation of the agreements. This happens in public life 
because of the people who have the anti-view. They get in first. Without 
information and without proper research or being prepared to accept 
explanations, they capture the public or the wider field of acceptance than the 
person in my position as leader who is being criticised for the decisions we made. 
Now, a leader has to accept that. All of the decisions we made were explained to 
and accepted by my ministerial colleagues and my party colleagues so I could 
have easily said that we tried to argue from the point of view that it had been 
properly discussed and properly debated and properly explained and approved. 
But I never adopted that attitude at all because if you blame someone else for 
what is claimed to be your own mistake or incompetence or something like that, 
it is a cowardly way of doing it. I have to thank the army substantially and my 
training under General Robertson that that is not the way to go. 
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I think you know of one memorable mistake that one of our company 
commanders made in a very important exercise. It had been done at a very high 
level and it was just plain stupid and it would have played right into the so-called 
enemy's hands even though it was only an exercise. This is what you do 
exercises for - to find out not only what is the right tactic to adopt but more 
particularly to find out people who'll do the right thing under pressure at the right 
time. Now I had no alternative as the DAQMG to go to Robertson without losing 
a minute. I never named any officer. I never named any unit, sub-unit, or 
anyone else. I just gave the facts that we'd made this error of judgment and 
mistake in administration. Robertson impressed me because he picked up the 
telephone, immediately got through to the Corps commander and said, "WE have 
done the wrong thing". He didn't say, "Court's made a mess of this" or the 
captain further down had made a mess of it. To my amazement, I sat back with 
great admiration. He said to the Corps commander, "This is so and so. You 
needn't worry. We've taken the right action to correct it: blah, blah, blah, blah." 

RJ But to get back to the gas - 

COURT Yes, well the point is that it was a policy that I learnt under his 
influence that if you yourself had made an error of judgment, well say so but 
don't try to blame somebody else or implicate somebody else. That is the worst 
thing you can do - implicate somebody else - let's face it, in most cases, to try to 
take the pressure off one's self, which I learnt never to do, [when you have final 
responsibility]. 

When this thing arose, I was quite prepared to stand up in public. It went on for a 
long time, you know. We had cases of senior journalists, because presumably 
they were being egged on by their editor, who would come and make these 
outrageous statements. I actually disclosed on the table the figures and the 
calculations that were made by the government and myself to justify doing what 
we did, point by point, and exposed it to him. 

It didn't influence what he said one iota. The fact that he had all that information, 
he didn't sit back and say, "Well look, I'd better have another look at this". 
Because it conflicted with the view they'd publicly expressed, they weren't 
prepared to consider that there might have been a mistake. They didn't have to 
come and say that we made a mistake. They could have easily said, "With the 
light of further information." 

You understand that the day-after-day criticism of this action used terms such as 
we'd committed the state to.... what was the word they used? Not "implied".... 
anyhow a potential liability of certain figures, which was beyond anything we'd 
heard of in the State which was quite untrue because we had thought it out all the 
way. Don't forget we had assumed that there was going to be a period of building 
up to the demand. With all the things that we had in train and all the activities 
that were happening, we were more concerned about whether we had bid for 
enough gas rather than too much. We publicly declared all this. That's why the 
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royal commission eventually condoned what we had done and more particularly 
the way we'd gone about it. 

Things like SEC and other people had all been taken into the same confidence 
and records that we had and none of them, as came out in the royal commission 
evidence, was prepared to say that even under pressure they'd been sort of 
dragooned into it or forced into it or anything like that. They all had their chance, 
but they accepted what we'd done. 

I think in my calmer moments, I realise that we'd had the benefit of all the 
information. We'd lived with it, we'd built it up, we'd found the evidence before 
we made a commitment, and these other people who were criticising us only had 
a superficial knowledge of what was going on and why. 

Also, none of them would accept that the growth had to grow with the things that 
we were doing. Don't forget at the end of the line there was Alcoa wanting huge 
quantities of gas for their alumina refineries, which are very big users of gas that 
convert bauxite into alumina; one of our big objectives. It was the difference 
between people with tunnel vision and those who had an understanding and a 
vision of what was going to happen and how it was going to happen. There was 
no future if we were going to stand still. 

I didn't lose a moment's sleep over the reality of the things that we'd done. Then 
when eventually the WA Inc government got involved, I heard they'd gone to 
Canberra to help them out and made these rash statements that we would send 
the state broke, which was a nonsense. It made me shudder, but there was 
nothing we could do about it. The last thing we wanted to do was for the State 
government or our successors in the State government to take this lovely 
agreement that we'd made to the Commonwealth Government in any way 
because we fought the Commonwealth Government regardless of whether it was 
Labor or Liberal. 

To do this with a federal Labor government in office, they'd have just drooled 
about being able to prove in their mind that we were wrong and they'd get back 
into a position of power under this agreement and defeat all the wonderful work 
we'd done to give us a local hand in the administration of the total project - not 
just aspects of it but the total project. 

Anyhow, I then found that they were going to surrender, maybe with some 
encouragement from the private sector, the lifeboat clause. 

RJ What was the lifeboat clause? 

COURT The lifeboat clause was the nickname given to it in practical terms. 
You have to have some thing that's readily understood from a lot of experience 
in these matters, both in my private practice days and subsequent. You usually 
have a contingency or other clause in a contract if you're wise, because you've 
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got to allow for circumstances beyond your control, beyond the state's control, 
beyond the Commonwealth Government's control that do happen - international 
things and disasters of various sorts that happen. If, for instance, our predictions 
about growth had not taken place and this burden became too great, we could 
jump into the lifeboat (for want of a better phrase, but I think it's self 
explanatory) and get revision of the terms of the agreement in the light of the 
extraordinary circumstances. 

END OF TAPE 171 SIDE  
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COURT Not a comfortable clause initially on the part of some of the private 
sector that were involved with us, but it was not an unusual clause for a contract 
as big as this one. It was accepted by everybody in good faith and on the 
understanding, in my mind, that we'd never need it anyhow. But it was lovely to 
have the clause there that said you could show that you'd been sensitive to the 
state's interests. This didn't mean a thing to the media of the day. It didn't seem 
to mean a thing to the Labor Party because it was too good a morsel to throw 
away when they could use it to give the impression that this fellow who was 
assumed to know everything had made a mistake. 

It made me shudder, the fact that Burke, without knowing what he was doing, 
was going to let the Commonwealth back into the agreement, which could have 
really destroyed some of the unusual circumstances. I should interpolate by 
reminding you what we had achieved in getting some conditions into the North 
West Shelf Agreement that are in no other. We just had to out-stare or out-talk or 
just hopefully explain things to the federal government of the day that this was 
the only way to do this agreement - the only way WE would do it, anyhow. I 
think they were amazed at the strength of our stand and the fact that we were 
prepared to lose the benefit of this agreement if they wouldn't accept what were 
reasonable conditions from the State's point of view. It was pretty tough, 
especially when you're bargaining with people of your own political persuasion. 
You could understand the Whitlams and others but you couldn't understand 
people like Gorton and Fraser and their staff being as difficult to deal with as 
they were. 

Anyhow, the fact is we got the conditions we could live with, the State could live 
with, and which we believed were in the national interest as well. I was proud of 
the fact that there was nothing we tried to do that wasn't in the national as well as 
the State interest. It wasn't a selfish attitude. 

I wouldn't say I didn't worry - I did worry, and in fact I was bitterly 
disappointed at the type of people who weren't prepared to accept the 
explanations and the evidence that we were prepared to give when we'd done so 
much to get it so far. I thought the fact we got the gas harnessed, we got this 
lovely pipeline coming down, we're going to hitch into Alcoa's big needs, and 
also to allow for an expanding community and have this lovely access to a clean 
form of energy of itself would attract enough interest to say, well at least we 
should have faith and give it a go. 

I think that summarises the situation. I didn't worry about my own colleagues 
because none of them could plead that they didn't know all about it. In this I had 
some very good support from the team that I'd built up. They in turn explained 
all this to their ministers. 
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RJ So when you say Burke then negotiated with the Commonwealth 
Government about this agreement after you had left office, did that lifeboat 
clause remain? 

COURT He surrendered the lifeboat clause to get some assistance or 
assurance of assistance from the Commonwealth, which is the last thing we 
wanted because we knew that once the Commonwealth got their sticky fingers 
into the agreement, they'd use that to take the whole thing over, whereas this had 
been unique in Australia - an agreement where the State had a proper - not 
excessive, a proper involvement in conjunction with the Commonwealth 
Government involving as it did offshore resources. 

RI You have said about the fight with the Commonwealth 
Government about getting gas royalties for WA.... 

COURT I'm sorry — 

RJ About getting royalties from North West Shelf gas for WA because 
the Commonwealth's attitude was it was Commonwealth gas and you have said 
"Once it reaches the coast, it's then ours." Ian Medcalf in his interview makes a 
big issue that this was really a major fight. Do you think lesser tenacity would 
have meant that those royalties would have been exclusively Commonwealth? 

COURT I've no doubt. I've no doubt, had they defied us. Don't forget we'd 
defied Whitlam, we'd defied Gorton, our Liberal Prime Minister. He was in fact 
more difficult to deal with than Whitlam, because he refused to tell us, the 
Western Australian Government, when he was going to come into WA on the 
grounds that it was Commonwealth territory. So you'd understand it was pretty 
grim. We just stuck with it because we believed. When you believe in something 
you don't get frightened by a few big fellows that feel they can flex their muscles 
around you. You just press on. 

It is rather sad that we had this experience. The federal government under Labor, 
we'd have seen that if they could come in at the invitation of WA because the 
State was in trouble, they could then use that influence to get rid of anything they 
didn't like. 

I have to say that the poor man— that's Burke - didn't understand even though I 
got people that I knew within the public service that knew the true facts to 
privately get the message to him about the lifeboat clause and the other things. 
This is one of the disadvantages they had, and don't forget they hadn't had 
somebody with my experience and Medcalf's experience in negotiating 
agreements in the public arena, both small and large. They didn't have anyone 
like that that could understand these things. To us the lifeboat clause meant 
everything. That's the safety: jump into the lifeboat and you claim the right to 
renegotiate these things which, if you couldn't agree, you could do by arbitration 
anyhow. 
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In retrospect you can understand why I didn't feel very happy about it, and we 
just ploughed on. 

RJ Moving to something quite different, in 1993 when you went to be 
a guest at the opening of the Parliament, you ran into a major protest that was 
going on at the time. You were actually noted in the paper as standing your 
ground as angry demonstrators tried to surge through the doors of Parliament 
House.' Tell us how you felt about that episode. 

COURT This demonstration at Parliament House was a moment that 
probably had a more devastating effect on me than anything else in my public 
life. Not that I was afraid of what the demonstrators might do to me, but the fact 
that they were prepared to do this at a very traditional moment of the Parliament. 
It's not as though there was anything exceptional in the legislation that was going 
to be dealt with during the session as there's always something there that people 
don't like, otherwise it wouldn't be a democracy. 

I immediately sized up the position because when I got to the front of Parliament 
House I realised there was trouble because the usual ceremonies were not going 
on because of the fact that they [the demonstrators] had decided to take over. 
Also I realised that it was no time to retreat. I was advised that I should go back 
to the front of Parliament House and go in the side door where they were going 
to usher in the Governor and a few other important people, and I said, "No, front 
door or nothing." I had some people with me too, and I said, "Just follow me." I 
forget who it was with me - I just can't recall who I had with me. I think there 
were a couple of members of my family with me, so I said, "Just keep close to 
me. Don't get lost in the crowd." So we at least got in, much against the wishes 
of the attendants. I was determined we would either get thrown out or we'd get in 
and take our seats. This is what happened. 

All of a sudden the police had managed.... There was only a handful of police. 
They weren't ready for this demonstration, I hope you know that. It was quite a 
cowardly thing. The police were exceptionally good. They held their ground and 
virtually challenged these troublemakers with their bigger numbers: come on and 
they'd deal with them. So eventually they got the first lot of people that had 
broken their way in through the front door. I admired a few of them the way they 
physically handled these fellows. [chuckles] 

What amazed one of the lady reporters there was they dumped these fellows at 
my feet, which I thought was quite appropriate. "We've got 'em", sort of thing. 

Sunday Times, 20 June 1993. Sir Charles was quoted as saying: 'I was not frightened for myself because 
I have seen much worse, but I was not going to allow the mob to destroy my calm and decided if they 
broke through the doors I wanted to be first to greet them. I wasn't behaving like Horatio - Ijust 
wondered what they would really do when greeted by a man who will be 82 in September. As I said 
before we fought for six years so that people could have the freedom to protest. But I was horrified that a 
bunch of hotheads was challenging our basic democracy - the traditional opening of Parliament. But full 
credit must go to the police and blame to the union leaders who admitted they lost control. They 
organised the protest and it was therefore their responsibility to keep control.' 
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They dumped them down there and they had these fellows held down to the floor 
and they were getting pretty frightened by this time. This reporter - I forget 
which one it was. Could have been Margot Lang. Anyhow, that's where she got 
all these notes here from. She started to get a bit worried whether worse was to 
come. I think I rather impressed her that I never moved and never looked for a 
way out. I was proud of the fact we'd got in the front door. We were just inside 
the front door while they marshalled my family and other friends before we made 
our way into the building proper. I think that's a fairly good impression of what 
was - 

RI In the photograph in the paper you're referring to, yes.' 

COURT We, with due dignity, eventually when the worst was over, took our 
seats. I was horrified to find that the Governor had gone in the side door. I think 
it was "Red" Burt [Sir Francis Burt]. He of all people would have been the last 
one, had he known, to not insist on going in the front door with proper dignity. 
That wasn't to be. They all went in very quietly and took their places, but there 
was quite a bit of drama. I think it must have been an attribute that I got from my 
mother. She never panicked. There is an accident somewhere, there's always one 
person comes forward. She'd take charge as though she was appointed to do this 
and start to administer first aid or something like that; give instructions as to 
what they were to do - get a doctor or an ambulance or something. I think you 
inherit some of these things. First of all, stand your ground and don't get excited 
or nervous, or don't appear to be nervous. You might be as nervous as hell, but 
you don't show it. 

RI But were you frightened for your personal - 

COURT I was a little bit concerned, not for me but for the people who were 
my guests, because they had had no experience of this sort of thing and these 
fellows were determined to upset the proceedings. That's why I admired 
watching the police in action that so few of them compared with what they 
needed. They weren't there with all their riot gear and so on. They were just there 
as [ordinary and not specially prepared] policemen. 

RI Was anything said to you or anything thrown at you or - 

COURT Nothing physically thrown at me, but there was plenty of abuse. 

RI On what grounds? What were they saying to you? 

COURT I don't think some of them realised, because I wasn't any longer a 
member of the government really, but just anyone that wanted to come to the 
Parliament, they were trying to stop them. That's why it was the front door. 
Don't forget the attendants sent me away to go round the front and back to the 
side door, and I refused. This was our Parliament. 

1  ibid. 
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RJ Do you remember what the protest was about, because the 
newspaper doesn't say? 

COURT I don't know. I know there had been publicity about it. I think they 
had to cancel the [usual] parade [outside Parliament House to greet the 
Governor], which in turn, if I'm right (it seems to be clear in my mind) was the 
wrong thing to do. You've got a regiment or a goodly number of soldiers. It was 
more comfortable with the soldiers. They're the last people that you should have 
allowed to be distracted in their duties by a mob of thugs. 

I remember when I was honorary colonel of the UWA regiment and the 
university wouldn't let us parade on the university grounds. It was the time when 
there were Vietnam protests and other things. I remonstrated with them and they 
said, "Oh, look, if we had a parade here, there'd be a riot." I said, "I couldn't 
think of anything better" because although I was the honorary colonel, not the 
commander, I'd give the command, "On left foot, stamp!" Pin down their legs. 
[laughs] The university was horrified. They were horrified. Although the 
university regiment continued, they wouldn't let us have a parade or wouldn't let 
us even have our headquarters on the university, which was quite wrong. I 
remonstrated as honorary colonel with them to say, "Don't be worried about us. 
If we, with armed people properly trained, can't handle a mob of hoodlums, sack 
us as soldiers." That was the reaction in discussion. They were scared stiff. It 
wasn't the first and only university protest I was involved in. I found the best 
way to do this is to front up and go straight on. 

RJ Sir Charles, you continue to write letters, dozens and dozens of 
letters, some of them thanking people for things and responding to things that are 
raised with you, but others are writing to resource companies. In the past you've 
written to John Howard, you've written to the Liberal Party, the editor of the 
Australian, and the ABC. Why do you continue to do this? 

COURT Well, I haven't done it for personal aggrandisement. I could have a 
much more peaceful life by doing nothing. I'd feel that I was neglecting my 
responsibilities. Admittedly I have to put up with a lot of this rubbish that 
appears in the press from time to time and you'd like to stand up and scream, but 
no-one would hear you. If you got in touch with them personally and said, 
"Look, fellow, you can do this a better way," and so on, whether it is Liberals or 
Labor, it wouldn't impress them at all. The answer would be the same: "Mind 
your own business. You've had your day." 

First of all, and most of all, would be the courtesy involved. Then there would be 
the fact that you might be able to give a word of encouragement, which would be 
very important. The third one would be to point out in a tactful, courteous way 
that all wasn't well in Israel and that they should think about another angle. 
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The same with the people I've addressed, like the Mining Institute and other 
people. That's why I always make sure they get a copy of my speech notes so 
there's no doubt about what I said. I could dearly do without it all, but it's not in 
one's nature. As I got older everyone used to say, including you, "You should 
say no," or "Don't go," or "Don't be bothered." I just feel that if you have 
something to contribute you'd be neglecting your duty if you didn't try to 
contribute. 

Like the letters I was hoping to give you this morning where I spoke to Paul 
Skinner, the London chairman of Rio Tinto after he'd addressed the Institute of 
Chartered Accountants. In an interview that you can have at a function like that 
there's not much time and it's not the place anyhow, so I thought I should write 
him a longer letter being courteous about it but at the same time not giving any 
ground. 

Following that, I was invited by his Perth manager to discuss the matter further. I 
knew he was going to report to his London boss but I didn't realise he'd do it so 
quickly and within a very short time the letter's on my table, a long letter from 
Paul Skinner, referring to my conversation, quite correctly, that I had with his 
Perth man. I didn't go public at the time I did it, it was purely private, and I made 
it very clear to them that I felt they had to take some of the blame for the 
shemozzle that was occurring in the north of the state. They knew they were 
going to do these developments, they knew they were going to require more 
people. That means more housing, more schools, and more hospitals. 

In my day, of course, I would have got in first. They wouldn't have got the 
approval to expand unless they did all the things that went with it. Then I just 
couldn't bear it any longer when I saw that people were paying to hire a piece of 
land to put a tent up, and in that climate of all places, and here you're wanting 
people to go into remote areas, many of them for the first time. The company 
desperately needed the increased labour, both skilled and unskilled, and no 
thought had been given [to housing them and providing services]. 

We didn't do badly the way we planned ahead before we sent people into remote 
areas. There were brick and tile houses, there were schools, there were hospitals 
and there were many sorts of community things. Even in the case of Mt 
Newman, Bert Rogers, who was in charge of the project, actually had gardeners 
in there landscaping the area and planting trees before there were any people. 

RJ When you write your letters, do you get anywhere with them? 
Does anyone take any notice of Charles Court today? 

COURT Very little. Most people that agree with you would be people that 
agreed with you before anyhow. No, but you feel that if you don't knock on their 
door and just say, "Have you taken this or that into account?" you're failing in 
your duties. If I wasn't here, of course, no-one would do anything about it, but 
that doesn't exonerate me from gently registering a point in the appropriate 
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quarters. You don't expect the Opposition to take any notice of you. I think it 
covers a very wide range. 

When you're invited to go to the annual welcome ceremony for the Charles 
Court Young Leaders Program, I like to feel it's not a bad thing to follow up with 
a letter to see how they went, not individually, but to the leaders, and get a report 
back. It's been a great success and they're a pretty impressive lot - year 10, and 
they come from the whole of the State - north and everywhere, private schools 
and others. The people in charge have been very good. 

END OF TAPE 172 SIDE A 
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RJ Sir Charles, in researching for this interview and other things I have 
noted the criticism that goes on, some of it extremely unfair, and I wondered 
what effect unfair criticism, in particular, has on you. Were you ever hurt by it? 

COURT Well, sometimes I get a cross between anger and pity - pity for 
them, that is. Don't forget I was brought up by my parents in an atmosphere 
where you had to realise there were other people you're going to grow up with, 
and I'd had a fair bit of that at school. I was privileged to have good headmasters 
that set down very strong patterns of citizenship. I just wonder what's gone 
wrong these days, but in my day I look at people like John C. Lunt [Headmaster, 
Rosalie Primary School] and Thomas Chandler [Headmaster, Perth Boys High 
School] and I'm grateful for the fact that they did inculcate, first of all, loyalty to 
the school, and secondly, loyalty to your community. That sort of training never 
leaves you. 

I don't stand up and shout and scream and threaten to march on Parliament 
House or anything like that. It's more disappointment, and in some cases it's 
straight-out pity for the people concerned who don't know any better. When 
you're out of office there's very little machinery you've got for effective reply or 
effective remedial things because, as I always used to say, one word from me and 
they do as they like, whether it's your own people or the other people. 

U Sir Charles, you identified that - well, you certainly told me off 
tape; I'm not sure it's on tape - that you always had a policy that family comes 
first. Was that able to continue once you were Premier, and how close are you to 
your family today? You have children, grandchildren and great-grandchildren. 

COURT Well, within the limits of capabilities, I think I've done a pretty 
good job. Don't forget I had a wife who had to put up with more than I did 
because I was building up a practice, especially the way I built up the practice of 
actually going into the clients' premises and going into their homes where 
necessary in the tough, tough [Depression] times. Many of them almost became 
part of the family and it was a good conditioning period. 

You know, you had no money and it's amazing what fun you have. I always had 
music. We had many music friends and we had some friends that were important 
to us because they became the listeners when we had one of our musical 
evenings with our friends. I repeat, no-one had much money but we had a lot of 
fun. 

It's all part of a whole. It does condition you to find ways and means of keeping 
in touch with your family, keeping in touch with your friends, because don't 
forget we say "family" but we really mean "family and friends". You grew up 
with them and you're very fond of them all. They're very helpful to you when 
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you need them, and so on. Until I got into Parliament that was comparatively, but 
not all that easy, because don't forget I was conducting the RSL band. We had 
many engagements throughout the year and there were rehearsals twice a week. 

Some of the boys used to come with me on occasions so at least you kept in 
touch. I always hoped that they'd take the bait and become musical. I didn't do 
too well in that field. Rita, in her way, she was very concerned about the family 
and her friends. She never, ever forgot the friends. So, when we went into 
Parliament we had to consciously work out ways of handling it. 

When I was travelling a lot as minister and then as Premier, I just didn't send a 
card to the family. At some stage of the trip, every one of them got a letter or a 
card that would be of interest to them, addressed to them personally - maybe 
more than one at the time. By the time I got home, every one of them had 
received a personal thi—ng, not just a family thing which can just be thrown on 
the table, and not very effective. You can almost hear the snigger, "Well, he 
should have done it anyhow", sort of thing. But when you send one to everyone 
in the family, it does make an impression. 

Then when the House would be sitting, when I was minister and then as Premier, 
I had a rule that as soon as the House rose I was off [to go home to have dinner 
with the family]. Members of both sides got used to it because they usually 
waylay the Premier or a minister, as the case may be, but there was a rule that as 
soon as the House rose, I was off. I'd go home and everybody would be ready. 
Don't forget, when you had a family like we had, it was not unusual for a couple 
of their mates to be there as well, so in addition to the nine of us there'd be a 
couple more, but that was good. It was always a very lively discussion around the 
table, and that was also good. 

When I became Premier, of course, the pressure became greater on Rita as well 
as me. It increased on her tenfold compared with just being a minister's wife. 
Fortunately then we had grandma and a grand-aunt living with us and they were 
built-in sitters, and the boys were older, of course. We still did a pretty good job 
of keeping in touch. Their mother was a good contact, and without any pre-
arrangement at all, she seemed to have a natural way of running the family. She 
just loved children, whereas other mothers were trying to palm them off to 
kindergarten. I think the only one of our boys who went to kindergarten was 
Barry and he went for half an hour. [chuckles] 

That moves on to the time when we started to have grandchildren and, later on, 
great-grandchildren, but it was a nice thing to do. Although we've got so many 
sons, grandchildren and great-grandchildren, I pride myself on the fact that I can 
name them all. 

I can let you into a little secret. Every night, [after I say my prayers and] before I 
go to sleep, I mentally go through all their names. We got another great-
grandchild yesterday - I'm sorry, on Monday.I went to see her yesterday. It's 
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lovely to welcome them. Then you see them get christened, and they grow up 
and they become part of the family. In various ways you remember their 
birthdays, you remember Christmas, you remember Easter, and then, of course, 
there's a family gathering when they're christened, and for other things. We like 
to keep in touch with all their achievements. 

It gets a bit demanding when you get to all these great-grandchildren. There are 
19 now and that's a fair few to keep in touch with in addition to grandchildren. 
[ ... ] I think you either enjoy it or you don't. I don't feel that it's a chore. I just 
feel that it's a nice thing to know the family and for the family to know you. It's 
a two-way thing, because you say, "What do I do for the children?" but it's also 
what the children do for me. 

RJ Sir Charles, amongst your archives was - and I apologise to the 
man; I have no idea how to pronounce the name - the Fedorczenko Lecture. It 
was headed "Myths about Leaders", and I don't know whether it was a lecture 
you gave some time, but what it has in it is the statement "Good leaders profit by 
mistakes." What have been your mistakes? 

COURT Oh well, that's testing me a bit. I'd be the last one to claim that I 
haven't made a mistake, but I always prided myself on the fact that if I made a 
mistake, whether it was a little one with one of your staff or media or whether it 
was something of more importance, because if you face up to it quickly it's not 
half as painful as letting it develop. They have a capacity to grow within 
themselves if you try and ignore them. I always found it was better, whether 
you're dealing with Cabinet, whether you're dealing with your staff, whether 
you're dealing with your friends, because a misunderstanding or an error of 
judgment, you'd be a fool if you tried to tell everyone that you never made a 
mistake. The one thing is to get the decks cleared as quickly as you can and 
confront it. Whether it's a person of a reasonable nature that you're dealing with 
or not, that's not the point. From your point of view, hit the decks. Get the thing 
on the table and out of the way. 

RJ But can you give us an example of where you feel you have made a 
mistake? 

COURT I think the worst one would be where I failed to develop a follow-
on from myself. I'd become so comfortable with Dave Brand and myself and Des 
O'Neil - we were a team - because both David and I had assumed that he [Des 
O'Neil] would just automatically step in. The members would have been very 
comfortable with him, the public would have been comfortable with him, 
because he was a man of common sense and a man of integrity. When he 
dropped out I think that was my mistake in not, in conjunction with the Liberal 
Party and my own members and my Cabinet members in particular - setting 
about identifying a person or persons (not only one) who would follow on in the 
succession of the Liberal Party and letting them just make their own selection, in 
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some cases by default. So I look back on that. It wasn't until Des had given me 
the news - and I've explained to you why, because his wife - 

RJ Yes, you have. 

COURT - just made it clear she didn't want to be another Rita. The 
experience she had, she didn't like it when she was exposed to being the acting 
Premier's wife for a couple of weeks. 

I think that'd be the one thing. 

The other things would be comparatively minor along the road because I think I 
used to plan fairly well. You would know also that I used to try and get everyone 
to understand what we were going to do so when it burst on the public they knew 
all about it. There's nothing worse than if they just read it in the paper for the 
first time. You have seen a fair bit of that lately. There's no future for that. As I 
used to say to the companies when they were objecting about all this detail in 
these agreements and they were also objecting about it having to be done in 
public, the phrase I used to have was, "Look it's much better to have the row 
before the marriage than after." 

RJ You've had an extremely busy life and you have been someone 
who really is doing things day and night, but looking back, are there any ideas 
you had that you would have liked to have worked on or anything else you would 
have liked to have done that you never really had a chance to do? 

COURT Within government circles, when I realised that we were going to 
have great difficulty in getting some of the [iron ore] companies to accept their 
full responsibility for adding value, was to get some of our big customers for our 
raw materials and for our energy to come and do the adding value in our country. 
I knew we'd get no cooperation from the Commonwealth about it. In fact, they 
showed a very cold reaction when I discussed it with Prime Ministers and others, 
because I thought at the national level they should want to do it. Whether they 
passed the idea onto Queensland, New South Wales or anywhere else didn't 
matter to me. It was something the whole nation should be doing. 

Now, if we couldn't get anyone that could establish a steel plant or an aluminium 
plant within our own State with our own resources and all that type of 
infrastructure and everything like that, the next best thing was if we could get 
Japan, initially, then Taiwan and other countries, to come and process the raw 
materials out of the ground in our country. It would do two things: it would not 
only give us the industry we wanted in our own country - not in somebody 
else's, in our own country - but it would also give a market for the product, 
because obviously the people that I had in mind would want some ability or 
permission to actually take the product. We ourselves, of course, where they'd 
produce metal like steel or aluminium or something like that we'd want a 
proportion of that in our own country because the ultimate is to not only add 
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value to produce metal but take the metal and produce products. That's where 
you make the big money [and need greater skills]. 

RJ And you have covered that, but why is that an idea that you never 
got a chance to work on, because you did work on it? 

COURT That's what I'm trying to lead up to. First of all I had no response 
at all in Germany, England, Holland, Belgium or Japan, or anywhere else for that 
matter. It was quite coincidental, without consulting me, the next thing I found 
Ken was working on the same idea with Kingstream. It was very sad, from his 
point of view, the State's point of view, the nation's point of view, that after all 
that Ken and I had done for Taiwan they go and nominate a partner who turned 
out to be crooks. 

RJ And you have got that recorded. 

COURT Yes, I know. I'm just trying to explain that I had tried to do it. I 
convened that meeting of all the South American producers of iron ore and 
similar raw materials for that meeting that took place in Venezuela. I didn't care 
where it was. I thought it would be better if it was in Rio or some place like that 
because of the great influence of [pause] - 

RJ Brazil, yes. 

COURT You see, Brazil was a very large country. It was our big competitor 
in the early days with the iron ore business and they had the same interests. Now 
their iron ore industry was not receptive, but we were hoping some of those 
countries that produced iron ore or other materials, where they wanted to add 
value - if they wanted to add value - and they had energy as well, that in view of 
the fact that the moment we made any approaches - for instance, when we were 
working hard on the Germans and Belgians and others - they got very resentful 
of the fact we made these approaches, when they got to hear about them. 
Somehow or other they felt that we were feathering our own nest, or wanted to 
feather our own nest, and not in the common good. So we had this meeting in 
Venezuela. 

The president, by the way, attended the whole session, all day from early 
morning to late at night, and he was very supportive of it. He couldn't understand 
why they didn't embrace the idea. He tried to point out if we negotiated as a 
whole without any antagonistic type of competition between any of us, it should 
help us to get the message across to the Northern Hemisphere, which doesn't 
have the same [natural] resources as we have got. We provide the energy, we 
provide the resources, we provide the water, we provide the land. All of these 
countries are short of land. Japan, if they wanted to make a big expansion of 
industry tomorrow, they'd have to take it out of the sea and change the 
boundaries of Japan. There was a great degree of antagonism to the meeting at 
Venezuela from the people there. 
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The irony of it is I hear now that China is going to make steel in Brazil. That's 
my great disappointment and I'm sorry that no-one else seems to be flogging the 
same idea because what better time, when they're desperate to get your raw 
materials, to say, "Hang on, a part of it" (say a third of it or something like that) 
"you can process it here". We've got advantages to them because they cannot 
only get the benefit of the iron ore or the other materials they need, but they 
become citizens and neighbours within our own country. This is what I used to 
say to them: "You'll always have a pre-emptive right to get supplies because of 
the fact that you are a citizen of our country through the fact that you add value, 
you create wealth, you create skills, you do all of these things." Had I stayed 
longer, I'd have got there. Obviously Brazil got the idea and went on with it. 

RJ What do you rate in a very, very full life as your greatest 
achievement? 

COURT Marrying Rita! But I don't suppose that's the sort of answer you 
wanted. 

RJ That's a lovely answer. 

COURT When you think of the wonderful years we had together and the 
things that happened from struggling with a sole practice, through a partnership 
and the war and all of the things that went with it, I think that would have to go 
down as the number one achievement that I'm most proud and comfortable with. 

The other thing would have to be my great joy and the successes I had with my 
music. I owe it a lot because the disciplines I learned from George Mellor have 
stayed with me forever. 

I can give you a specific thing which is more like what you want: the fact that I 
was able to get the confidence of David Brand and he reciprocated by giving me 
such loyal support. Without that I would never have been able to break through. 
These policies that I was assisted with by Dumas and Brisbane and others gave 
us the strength and the audacity to go and confront the world. If we hadn't 
followed that path - the path that we did, in spite of the opposition we received at 
home and so on from little people who didn't have the money, didn't have the 
expertise and didn't have the knowledge and understanding of the markets and so 
on - we wouldn't have been able to put our stamp on the Pilbara or on the natural 
gas or any other thing at all, whether it's diamonds, [bauxite], or anything else. 
The fact is that we had the stability and we became known internationally and 
I'm very proud of the fact that we built up this reputation of reliability, of 
integrity and discipline and a good private enterprise-oriented government. 
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I think that would rate in my term in government as the major thing that we 
achieved. It wasn't by accident. We thought it out well. We eventually made our 
policies known to the public and we implemented the policies, so what more can 
you do? 

END OF TAPE 172 SIDE B 
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