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ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [10.00 pm]:  I move - 

That the House do now adjourn. 

Associations Incorporation Act 1987 - Adjournment Debate 
HON J.A. SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [10.00 pm]:  I draw the attention of the Government to a problem with 
the Associations Incorporation Act 1987, in which loopholes in the Act are allowing individuals to make 
windfall profits at the expense of members of clubs.  This problem has been brought to my attention by 
constituents in Fremantle who are concerned that the Fremantle RSL Club Wyola could lose up to $1 million 
through a deal made by the club’s committee, which includes the possible beneficiary of that deal as an officer of 
that committee.  As is required by law, Wyola’s constitution provides that no part of the club’s property shall be 
transferred to a member by way of profit.  However, the maximum penalty under the Act for a breach of that Act 
is only $500, so that would be a small price to pay when a massive profit could be expected to come from the 
deal.  This case highlights how easily this can happen.   

The club entered into an arrangement in which it rented a large property owned by the club to a local 
businessman, who sublet that property to other occupants.  Part of the lease agreement is a first option to buy the 
property if the club resolves to sell the leased premises.  This option cost the person $1.  The price set for the sale 
at the time this agreement was signed was $300 000.  The agreement is valid for the term of the lease, which 
does not expire until 31 December 2012.  A small increment is added to the lease figure each year, but in no way 
does that bring the actual price of the building up to its current market value.  Since entering into the lease, this 
problem has been compounded by the businessman becoming a full member of the club - in fact, he is an office 
bearer on the committee.  He is now able to move for the club to resolve to sell the property, and thereby make a 
windfall gain.  It should also be noted that the club made changes to its constitution that were ostensibly to 
ensure its membership was kept up by encouraging associated memberships that did not carry with them voting 
rights.  This club was formerly an RSL club and still bears that name, even though that is just part of the name, 
rather than the RSL having a link to the club.  The members tend to be elderly and are gradually dying out and 
are not being replaced on that board.  The voting members who are getting onto the committee are few in 
number, and more control is being held by fewer people.   

The majority of associate members have little knowledge of the club’s finances and they have no say in its 
financial decisions.  Although I have no evidence that this person intends to act in a dishonourable way, it has 
been highlighted that the Associations Incorporation Act is flawed if it allows this type of thing to happen.  If 
such unethical and dishonest behaviour can occur so easily, the Act must be amended.  I ask that the 
Government, and presumably the Attorney General, consider amending the Act to prevent members of some 
committees being able to make windfall profits at the expense of ordinary members.  I hope the Government 
notes my concerns.  

Release from Jail of a Serial Rapist - Adjournment Debate 
HON PADDY EMBRY (South West) [10.05 pm]:  I will not keep the House for long.  I refer to an item in 
today’s news, which also featured on the Liam Bartlett show.  Hon Peter Foss, Mr McGinty, the policeman in 
charge of the investigation and a number of other people were involved in the interview with Liam Bartlett.  I am 
sure that some members in the Chamber are aware of the matter to which I refer.  It involves the part-time 
release from jail of a convicted rapist on a temporary trial of part-time release and home-supervised visits.  
History shows that those forms of release inevitably eventuate in the pardoning of the crime.   

The offender raped and murdered a three and a half-year-old child in the most gruesome way imaginable.  Many 
members of the public are totally opposed to the release of these types of people back into our community.  
Prisoners are released on the recommendation of psychologists and social workers who make recommendations 
to the Attorney General.  This prisoner was sentenced to detention at the Governor’s pleasure.  That means to 
lock up the offender and throw away the key.  Many members of the public believe that the onus of 
responsibility of what happens when those criminals are released should rest with the people who made the 
recommendations.   

Will the psychologist, the social worker, or Mr McGinty be responsible for the next young child who is raped or 
murdered?  Many members of the public believe that if those people who make the decisions to release prisoners 
early were held responsible, and if they were charged with manslaughter, far fewer recommendations would be 
made for the release of prisoners.  We must toughen up and not always fall back on the argument that one person 
in a thousand can be cured.  That is absolute nonsense.  The public is entitled and deserves to be protected from 
these types of people.   

Question put and passed.  
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House adjourned at 10.08 pm__________ 
 


