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TRANSCRIPT OF PRIME MINISTER ON 3AW WITH DERRYN HINCH,
FRIDAY 14 SEPTEMBER 1984, 9.10 a.m.
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P4 +c.....There i3 nothing on which'khe govermment can be attacked.
In theilr desperation they have résorted to this tactic of smear and

innuendo in respect of issues for which there is absolutely no basis

vhatsoever. I think you know, Dérryn that there is no figure in
public political life who has beén around for so long whose life

has been such an open book as miﬁe. I am not a c¢rook, I am not

a criminal, I'm not directed by érooks, as your friend, Andrew
Peacock said. Perhaps the best illustration of what wéight you

can attach to these people and tﬁeir tactics was provided yesterday
by Mr Steele Hall, acting in colfusion and conjunction and presvmably
under the direction of Mr Peacocﬁ. He, in the house, at quesation
time, by way of guestion, accusedime of sending my principal
advisor, Mr Peter Barron to see khe editor of the Age, to secure
the supression of a story about a judge and a safe depesit box

in a Swiss bank. That statement,?that allegation, was absolutely
without foundation. No foundatio; at all , now what were the course
of events? tWhen that was put” to &e in the parliament at gquestion
time yesterday, I repudiated, I séid my advisor, Mr Barron had
ceftainly seen Mr Creighton.Buxns; but T sgaid there was absolutely
no basis to the allegation. L;te% that day, latexr yesterday, Mr
Creighton Burns issued the statenméent. I would like listenexs o
hear exactly what it was that theéaditor cf the Age said in the

face of that allegantion. le¢ said, "Mr Peter Darron, brinciple.
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advisor to the Prime Minister came to see me last Thursday, at
hiy reguest. He did nct lobhy ma;about anything., He did rot

mention a High Court Juvdge, or s duni Horosi, or anything o <o

[ S

pith & safe deposit boir in a Swisg hank, or any other banl. lig

419 not sk me to ruppress any sigry or o publich any story. i
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fact he did not ask me to do anyéhlng, and he certainly did not
threaten me." Mr Burns conclude@ "I do not know Mr Steele Hall,
and to the best of my recollaction I have never spoken to him.
Certainiy not about any matter rélating to a High Court Judge or
Ms Morosi? Now Derryn, when th%t statement came from Mr Burns
guite unsolicited by me, I weat %nto the Parliament after giving
notice to the Opposition that I was going in to add to my answer to

question time. I xead that out, and I attacked the Opposxtlon.

I gaid, now there you are, your Qactlcs of, innuendo of allegation

are totally revealed for what the& are, and gave them an opportunity
to apologise. They sat there like stunned mullets. Later on in

the evening the member for Béothb&, Mr Steele Hall came in and
acknowledged that Mr Burns had made a-statement, but did not withdraw
the allegation at all. He said, &he information put to the Opposition
in regard to the story, was corroborated from separate . goﬁrces, and
for that reason the Covernment was tested at question time. I ask
you to understand what Steele Hall, Peacock are saylng. They are
saying that they can fabricate, m@ke up any story, get something from
two different people, three dlffe;ent people and say thats a corroboration.
The only way that that allegationithat was so recklessly made in tlLe
Parliament could be corroborated @as by one of two people, that was

Mr Burns or Mr Barron. Mr Barroniis not iﬁ the country and certainly
i¢ isn't true. If my principle aévisor is going to tell an untruth
aboﬁt this. Mr Burns, the man in éuestion repudiated it and yet, these
migerable, desperate and increasingly rejected people on the Opposition
knowing they cannot touch this Go?ernment on policies are getting up

in that Parliament, and making abéolutely baseless allegations.

When repudiated, by someone of th% standing of Creighton Burns,
repudiating them absolutely, tbeygsay "Ch, its corroborated."”

By definition its not corroborated because it can not be. This .. :
tactic means that you can make upia smear, an allegation.and get

two people to say it and because ﬁwo people say it thats corroboraticn.
DI ..... Well ocutside the Parliamént, outside cf Perliementry p*ivilegc
whexe Mr Peacock cannot bhe touched, he did say that he bCllCVOa,

~he said, that you associate with crimincls, That was sald on Natlionuide
last night, j

PHM ..« I can asgure you Derryn,;that {Ir Peacock's gtateomaentc rre
being carefuily loogked at, .1 &m id this very difficult position that
OO, oo 1
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‘dE socn as I Bay to you that thoée statemwents outside the Parliamenc

axe being looked at by my legal aﬁvisers what is said, 1'm trying

to stifle you. You are put'in,a hg_win gituation. '

DH ..... Yes, I'll agree, its lik? if you sued Andrew Peacock, orx

Andrew Peacock suesg you, you are ?arliamentry leaders and are meant

to have freedom of expression at ﬁll'time. If you gag either one,

it is going to look sinister. ; '

PM ..... &and yet, I must give ver& gserious consideration to it as

I repeat to you, as I put at the ?ery beginning of the program[ there

is no person who has been in publﬁc life inunstralia, as long as I

have who at all times has made my%elf open %o the pubiic and to the

press. An open book..... f - ‘

DR ...... Because of what is said%.. in the house yestexday I can

come on this morning, as long as I quote it correctly and don't add

to it, and I can quote all these Fhings about somebody saying that

the Prime Minister of Australia ié a crook. That you are involved in

a cover up of organised crime. Ail those things can be said, sc’

what do you do about it and how'dé you feel about it. Because you

are the Prime Minister of theﬁcouﬁtry.

PM .... I noticed at the beginnin% that vou said that my office is

demeaned, my office is not demeanéd by these tactics of HMr Peacock.

There is only one person, and oneioffice that is demeansd and that

is Mr Peacock and his office. Becéuse, I wonld suggest it‘is no

wonder that on the polls,; the majérity of Liberal voters prefer me

to be in the position of Prime Miﬁister than Mr Peacock. It is

‘no wonder because he has been such z2n abject failure. ¥hat I

nonestly feel sorry about is thathndrew Pecacock having desperately
failed as the leader of the Gppbsition hae been judged a faiiure
by his own people hasn't got the étrength of character to act
decently. He knows that %hese alicgations are not true. Dozs he
believe that if these things were?true he wonld have mixed with me.
Had close friendly relations‘prcviously?f Would he have donc thore
things if he bhelieved that I am afcrook and dirccted by crooks?

I mean, the question answers itzeif. It is the desperate tactic
of a man not only rejcciud by thcielectorata but despised Ly his
owvn party. The mnajor talk here, éntil the lasl tuo cr thiee vecks
has bacn tho activity gencrated vithin his owm party.aqainﬁt hiﬁ.
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Now unfortunately, he hasn't gov the strength of character to rise
above these things, and it ie a trhgédy.

DH .... Last time I talked to'youkgh the program, I asked you about
your personal relationship with Andr@w Peacock, and it had obviously
deteriorated then, can it get any lower than it is now?

PM..... I don't think he can get awy lower than he is now. But as
far as the rxelations ... I simply can not accept a man who makes
unfounded allegations, telig licé,éand knowss they are lies. This

is a reflection on the nature of tbe man and I just am sad about it.
I accept the deticration of the character of the man. I simply observe.
The majority of Liberal voters are§correct in their rejection of him.
DH ... I know you have to go, but bne guick guestion. Why did you
have to leave the Chamberz yesterday which triggered the final outburst
PM .... Very simple, they get up and move a censure motion which
everyone in the press gallery txeaied with contempt. I mean, it

was treated with contempt. by the p?ofessionals in the gallery,'bct
treated by everyone in the Parliamént. Now when it 1s so manifestlyv
contemptuous I am not going to dig%ify it by being there. If there
is a leglitimate motion of censure bn the GoVernment, then of course,
as I have in the past, I1'1l1l be the%e<and as I did at the end of “he

last session, destroy Mr Peaccck ip debate. But I am not going
to dignify this tactic by getting bp and giving it the status of

warranting a Prime Ministerial participation. That when in the
course of that this sort of thing §085 on and Mr Steele Hall in
conjunction with Mr Peacock issues:these lies then T will repudiate
them. As, indeed, as I say, they %ave been repudiated by Mr Creigh+tcn

Burns. The ;raredy of all ths is .not the tragedy of the moral

deterioration of Mr Peacock and n&; repudiation by his own people,

That is a phenomenon of politica nbt of itself = tragedy. 'Perhans

sad for some. The tragedy is +hat:this dispirited "imoral cppostion

resoxrting deliberately <o lies ~no being cxposed as liers Jrgcoe.dA*t;,

, by IMr Creighton Burns; the tragaay;is that they are OCUGdﬂng thsz

0 parliement. é

| M .... Yes, wall that is anothes ﬁasue, vhich T know gocs on éx

sceme lencith, I know thoet you ara but of time, and I thank you
,

for your timn this mornlng.

Yii ... Shanl you very much Doy ya.
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