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ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [10.04 pm]:  I move - 

That the house do now adjourn.  

Premier’s Comments on Illicit Drugs - Adjournment Debate 
HON DONNA FARAGHER (East Metropolitan) [10.04 pm]:  I rise tonight to respond to some quite 
outrageous comments that have been made by the Premier of this state today in respect of illicit drugs.  I have 
said many times in this place that illicit drugs represent one of the greatest scourges upon the community.  I do 
not for one moment shy away from the fact that it is a significant issue for any government to tackle.  However, 
for anybody to suggest that this current government has what it really takes to tackle illicit drugs within this 
community defies belief; and to say that the former Liberal government did nothing is outrageous.  It is funny 
that this government points the finger at the former Liberal government, yet it has kept a number of the programs 
that were first instituted by that government, such as Drug Aware, community drug service teams, the Perth 
Drug Court, the school drug education project - I could go on.  It is a fact that this government takes a very slack 
attitude with regard to illicit drugs, and I will take the liberty tonight to raise some of these issues.   

First, there is the failed cannabis social experiment.  In the three years of its operation, almost 10 000 cannabis 
infringement notices have been handed out.  More than half of these have been referred to the Fines Enforcement 
Registry for non-payment of the fine or non-attendance at an education session, and a third remain outstanding.  
What a disgrace!  What is more, fewer than 1 000 offenders have bothered to attend a cannabis education 
session.  If the government were really serious about tackling cannabis from a health and education point of 
view, I would have thought that those cannabis education sessions would be mandatory, but they are not.  Based 
on statistics alone, surely the government would have to agree that these laws are not working; surely the 
government would listen to concerned parents - parents who come to me, parents who might well have a smaller 
voice than the drug law reformers, and parents who are devastated by these failed laws.  However, of course, we 
have a government led by a Premier who has said that he will not be listening, despite the fact that there is a 
public review of these laws.  Indeed, in an article in The West Australian on Saturday, 4 August, what did the 
Premier say?  The article states - 

Mr Carpenter said the Government would not bow to the demands of every interest group or the 
rhetoric of a particular sector . . .  

How outrageous!  How disgraceful that the Premier of this state, who may not agree with a particular group of 
people, is clearly not even interested in listening to their case.  I will go on. 

I have mentioned these issues on numerous occasions and I will raise them again tonight.  First, drug-use kits are 
still available within this state.  Secondly, a policy on random road drug testing was announced in 2003, but 
when did the government finally deal with it?  It was in 2007; almost four years after the government first raised 
it.  Thirdly, did the government agree with the opposition to strengthen the drug-driving legislation to ensure that 
every person picked up by the BAD - breath and drug - bus would be tested for drugs and alcohol, irrespective of 
alcohol content, knowing full well that people with a combination of alcohol and drugs in their system getting 
behind the wheel of a car increases the chance of an accident by as much as 48 times?  The government agreed 
that that combination increases the chance of an accident, but did the government agree with our proposed 
amendment to legislation to strengthen the laws?  No, the government did not.  Why not?  It is because it was not 
prepared to allocate the resources.  Fourthly, we are still waiting for legislation on drug endangerment offences 
relating to children.  Fifthly, there have been funding cuts to non-government organisations such as Life 
Education Australia, which provides school drug education to thousands of students across this state.  Sixthly, 
there is a total lack of accountability and monitoring with respect to the degrees to which school drug education 
is actively - I say actively - incorporated into the school curriculum.  Seventhly, we hear that public education 
campaigns are coming, but where are they?  Where are those television advertisements telling young people 
about the dangers of illicit drugs?  Where are the ads telling young people that cannabis can lead to 
schizophrenia?  Where are the ads, like the ads that are currently on the television from the federal government, 
in respect of ice and amphetamines?  I could go on and on and on and on, but I will bring my remarks to a close.   

I remind the house that despite what the Premier and others might say, this government does take a soft approach 
to drugs.  Yes, he was the shadow opposition spokesperson for the drug strategy and, yes, he talked about drugs.  
However, what was his response to the drug issue?  His response was to decriminalise the possession and 
cultivation of cannabis.  His response was to propose heroin injecting rooms and a medically supervised heroin 
prescription trial.  If members do not believe me, I will read from the Premier’s own words from 1999 when he 
said - 
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I advocate that a heroin trial be held in Western Australia because I do not believe that the 
circumstances and results that applied in Switzerland will necessarily apply in Western Australia.  
There should be a trial for the provision of heroin, under very strict circumstances, to heroin users in 
Western Australia. 

Another example is when he stated - 

Secondly, a serious study or trial of the benefits or otherwise of safe injecting rooms for heroin users 
should be undertaken immediately in Western Australia.  Thirdly, the State Government should drop its 
opposition to heroin trials. 

This Premier likes to rewrite history.  Indeed, his government likes to rewrite history in a number of policy areas.  
Let us never forget, however, that on the issue of illicit drugs, this government cannot rewrite history because we 
can always point to the countless examples of this government taking a soft option with respect to this terrible 
scourge. 

Child Sexual Abuse, Beagle Bay - Adjournment Debate 

HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan - Minister for Child Protection) [10.11 pm]:  Yesterday during 
question time I was asked a question without notice by Hon Barbara Scott and I undertook to provide her with an 
answer.  Immediately after question time yesterday, my office contacted the honourable member and requested 
the precise terms of the question so that we could provide her with an answer in question time today.  At the end 
of question time today I provided the answer.  I expressed some concern about the way the question had been put 
to me because it was clearly a sensitive matter, and by talking about something that was the subject of an 
ongoing investigation within a small community, the honourable member was taking the risk of identifying the 
children at the centre of that investigation and potentially compromising the integrity of the investigation.  I 
expressed my point of view and I thought that was the end of the matter until I was advised by my office that at 
5.39 this afternoon, while question time was still going on and I was on my feet, Hon Barbara Scott was on 
Howard Sattler’s radio program, talking about the question that she had raised with me last night.  She reiterated 
incorrect information.  She said that the incident involved a six-month-old baby who had gonorrhoea.  She 
repeated that statement, even though it was factually wrong.  She said - 

The police went to investigate, no charges were laid.  Presumably the perpetrators are still there with 
those little children.  Totally vulnerable. 

If Hon Barbara Scott had been in the chamber, she would have heard the answer I gave when I said that the 
children were the subject of a protection order and were placed in care as soon as the abuse came to light. 

Howard Sattler then asked Hon Barbara Scott what the minister’s response was.  He said - 

Well, what did the minister say in response to you revealing this? 

That is, the information that was incorrect.  Hon Barbara Scott’s response was - 

The minister said she was unaware of . . . the issue.  I asked if any agencies, her department or any other 
agency, had investigated the sexual abuse and she said she was unaware and she would find out and she 
was to give me the answer today.  I have not yet received that answer. 

No, she had not received an answer because while she was on the radio program, I was on my feet at the end of 
question time giving the response to the house that I had undertaken to give.  I provided the answer, but the 
honourable member had not even waited until the end of question time, which is when members would expect 
me to give the answer, to listen to the answer that the day before I had undertaken to give her.  The honourable 
member then said to Howard Sattler - 

The police, then, have done their job. 

They are still doing their job because it is an ongoing investigation.  She continues - 

It is the Child Protection Minister and the Department of Child Protection, it’s their responsibility to 
make sure those children are safe. 

Indeed, that is what the department has done.  If the honourable member had taken the time to contact me 
directly, or even - heaven forbid - if she had waited until the end of question time for me to answer the question 
in the way that I indicated I would, she would have known that the department had responded appropriately and 
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that the children were in care.  Of course, that left Howard Sattler with the conclusion to draw at the end of that 
conversation on radio when he said - 

Good.  Barbara Scott, who’s the shadow minister for child protection. 

She is actually not the shadow Minister for Child Protection.  This is Howard Sattler’s conclusion - 

The Minister didn’t know anything about it.  Didn’t know anything about it.  And that’s probably why 
these sorts of things continue to happen. 

I think that is an unreasonable slur on me personally.  However, that is not the issue.  The issue is that if people 
ask me for information, I will provide it.  I have provided it and I will provide it in a timely fashion.  If this is 
raised in the house, I will respond in the house.  If it is raised outside the house and the member continues to 
compromise an ongoing investigation, I think that is irresponsible. 

Sexual Exploitation of Women and Girls - Adjournment Debate 

HON HELEN MORTON (East Metropolitan) [10.15 pm]:  Following that theme a little, at the moment there 
is a worldwide trend to accept and institutionalise the sexual exploitation of women and girls.  I appeal to all 
members, especially if they have young daughters, granddaughters, nieces or other young girls and women who 
are special to them in their lives, to please recognise what we are doing to young women when we make sexual 
exploitation legitimate activity; when we institutionalise it and when we normalise it.   

The best way I can explain this is to talk about my views of the Kevin Rudd strip club affair.  The disturbing 
element of it is that it was in 2003 - only four years ago.  It was not when Kevin Rudd was a young and silly 
man.  Rudd was the shadow foreign minister.  He went at the invitation of a journalist and was drunk to the point 
that he could not remember anything.  That is pretty irresponsible and reckless to me.  Most disturbing to me is 
that a recent poll indicated that 85 per cent of people said that it just makes him a normal bloke; it humanises 
him.  For an extra $500 Mr Rudd could have had a private session with one of the women.  I suspect that people 
would have said that that was going too far for the person aspiring to become leader of the nation.  When is it too 
far?  Is it safety in numbers at a strip club or a pole dancing joint?  Is that not too far but a private session is?  Is 
it too far for a politician aspiring to be the leader of the nation and a role model for all Australians but not for the 
average man?  Even walking in the door of the place and sitting down indicates that Mr Rudd is prepared to 
accept the exploitation of women and girls.   

I noticed that Mr Rudd apologised to his wife the next day, presumably because he felt it was a betrayal of his 
relationship.  I really want to know whether Mr Rudd apologised to his young daughter for the untold damage he 
has done to each and every young woman and girl in Australia.  Where is his apology to them?  Mr Rudd has 
condoned the insidious and pervasive exploitation and sexualisation of young women and girls. 

We start pretty young in normalising these sorts of things to young children.  The response to the poll shows me 
just how far we still have to go.  I am grounded in my belief that sexual exploitation is anathema in a democratic 
society in which full gender equality is an accepted principle.  Equality between men and women cannot exist if 
men feel free to exploit women for their sexuality.  We are still teaching men and boys and young girls that 
women are sex objects for men’s pleasure, and we start pretty young.  Do members know that they can purchase 
from Tesco - the UK’s equivalent to Wal-Mart and the fourth largest retailer in the world - the little stripper kit?  
The little stripper kit is a pole dancing kit.  I have details here, if anyone wants to buy one.  Perhaps someone 
might like to send one to Mr Rudd.  It contains a toy chrome pole and toy sexy music as well as toy sex money.   

Several members interjected. 

THE DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon George Cash):  Order!   

Hon HELEN MORTON:  The kit comes with toy sex money to stuff in a toy sexy dance garter. 

Hon Sue Ellery:  Did you look at this on the Internet?   

Hon HELEN MORTON:  I am not making this up.  The site advertises the kit with the words, “Unleash the sex 
kitten inside.  Simply extend the pole, slip on the sexy tunes and away you go.”  I say to Mr Rudd that we have 
not come a long way.  Women are seen as commodities, perpetually available for men’s satisfaction and 
pleasure.  Research links premature sexualisation of girls with three of the most common mental health problems 
for girls and women: eating disorders, low self-esteem and depression or depressed moods.  This is a really 
interesting document.  I have a picture of the toy, if anyone wants to see it.  Brumberg says - 
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“Potent signals about body shape, beauty and sexual attractiveness now reach girls well before they 
come to puberty.  Young women today strictly police their bodies and commercial interests play 
directly to the body angst of young girls. 

“We have backed off from traditional supervision or guidance of adolescent girls; yet we sustain a 
popular culture that is permeated by sexual imagery, so much so that young women regard their bodies 
and sexual allure as [their] primary currency . . .” 

Psychologist Mary Pipher observes - 

“Girls are having more trouble now than they had thirty years ago.  Girls today are much more 
oppressed.  They are coming of age in a more dangerous, sexualised and media-saturated culture . . . as 
they navigate a more dangerous world, girls are less protected.”   

Did members know that people can purchase a Playboy clothing line with girls’ T-shirts with the slogan “porn 
star” on them?  This is for five-year-olds.  Abercrombie and Fitch T-shirts are available with the slogan “Who 
needs a brain when you have these?”  Bralets and G-strings featuring cherries and the words “eye candy” and 
“wink wink” can be found in the children’s wear section of department stores.  Padded decorative bras in size 6 
have recently been put on the market under labels such as Target, Barbie, Saddle Club, Disney and Bratz.  Soft 
porn flicks masquerade as music videos on Saturday morning TV.  Barbie magazine is designed for readers aged 
five to 12.  A recent issue was flogged as a “Cute crush issue” and contained full-page and smaller images of 
teenage boys and men up to 30 years of age.  Images of these men and boys were framed with remarks such as 
“Who’s your celeb dream date?”  How socially responsible is it to encourage girls as young as five to have 
crushes on and to dream about dating adult men?  

I raise these issues because I do not think in his wildest imagination Kevin Rudd understands the immeasurable 
damage he has done, thinking he has some sort of positive outcome with 85 per cent of people thinking that his 
going to a pole dancing club makes him a normal guy or humanises him. 

Hon Ken Travers:  But he doesn’t say that; he’s apologised for what he did. 

Hon HELEN MORTON:  He apologised to his wife but he did not say anything about the impact of his going 
to a strip club as a future leader of Australia, an aspiring leader of Australia, not even recognising what he was 
doing.  It is an absolute disgrace. 

Minister for Child Protection’s Comments - Child Sexual Abuse, Beagle Bay - Adjournment Debate 

HON BARBARA SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [10.24 pm]:  I am forced to stand this evening and take 
umbrage at the statement that the Minister for Children Protection made in this house tonight.   

Several members interjected. 

THE DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon George Cash):  Order!  One at a time.  

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  On Wednesdays, questions without notice are scheduled to take place in this house 
between 5.00 and 5.30 pm.  Tonight, I had a scheduled interview with Howard Sattler between 5.35 and 
5.40 pm.  I left this chamber about one minute before 5.30 pm.  As I began that interview, the Minister for Child 
Protection rose in this place to provide an explanation about an issue I had asked about last night.  At the time of 
the interview, I was unaware of any explanation that the minister was about to make.   

Hon Sue Ellery:  Why didn’t you tell Howard Sattler that question time hadn’t finished?   

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Questions without notice were scheduled to finish at 5.30 pm; however, the Minister 
for Child Protection chose to make a ministerial statement at 5.35 pm.   

Hon Sue Ellery:  I did not.  I stood to provide an answer at the end of question time, which is what we always 
do.   

Several members interjected.  

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I will address my remarks through you, Mr Deputy President.  

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon George Cash):  Order, members!  Hon Barbara Scott has the call.  
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Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Yesterday afternoon I asked the minister a question without notice, which was quite 
in order.  As soon as I left the chamber, I received a frantic phone call from a Mr Philip O’Donoghue from the 
minister’s office asking whether I could fax through my question.  Despite the fact that my question was a 
question without notice, as the minister wanted to know exactly what I wanted to ask, I decided in good faith that 
I would fax it through.  I sent the question from the fax at Parliament to the number that I was given, which was 
9213 7155.  I left here at 11 o’clock last night.  When I came to Parliament this morning, the question had been 
returned in a reply fax.  I acted in good faith in response to the request made by Philip O’Donoghue, whomever 
he may be, to send the question through.   

The issue is that I put on the record last night that I had been informed that a number of children in Beagle Bay 
had been sexually abused and that one of those children has gonorrhoea.  This is obviously a very sensitive issue.  
The minister stated that she was unaware of this issue.  Tonight she told Parliament that an investigation was 
being conducted.   

Hon Sue Ellery:  I told Parliament at question time.  

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Tonight.  It was 5.35 this afternoon, if the minister wants to be precise.  Is that not 
tonight?  I am talking about earlier this evening.   

The minister then gave an explanation.  It was not an answer to my question, because she did not answer 
yesterday’s question.  Yesterday she said she was unaware - 

Several members interjected.   

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT:  Order, members!  

Hon Sue Ellery interjected.  

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT:  Order, members!  The Minister for Child Protection will get an opportunity to 
respond tomorrow.  Hon Barbara Scott has the call.   

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  At no time did I tell Howard Sattler that I was the shadow Minister for Child 
Protection, because I am not.  I am the shadow minister for children. 

Hon Ken Travers:  You should be sacked from that position.   

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  For Hon Ken Travers to suggest to Parliament that I have no concern for children is 
a travesty.  I think every member in this chamber is aware of my long involvement with and passion for children.  
I raised the issue last evening because of my gross dismay and disgrace that this government’s inaction has left 
children in Beagle Bay in a vulnerable - 

Hon Kim Chance:  You made false allegations. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  The minister said this evening that the matter is under investigation.  Last night I 
said that the police had investigated the matter and had not laid a charge.  The police have done their job.  This is 
an issue of child protection.   

Hon Sue Ellery:  No, they have not.  Your information is wrong. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Is the minister denying that that happened in Beagle Bay?   

Hon Sue Ellery:  The precise details that you set out in your question yesterday are wrong. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Yesterday the minister said that she was unaware of any issue in Beagle Bay.   

Hon Sue Ellery:  That is right, because every time a protection order is issued, I do not get notified.  Protection 
orders are issued every day. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon George Cash):  Order!  The minister stated her case.  I am interested in 
hearing the member. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  At no time did I suggest that the police were not doing an excellent job, which a 
number of members opposite suggested they were.  The point I made was this: the police had had a disclosure 
they investigated and had not laid a charge, and this was an issue of child protection.  That was my interest - that 
these young children were protected by this government and by this minister.  I then went on to cite two 
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examples of this government dragging its feet to put in place in this Parliament and in this state instruments that 
would protect children.  If mandatory reporting of child abuse had been in place, the report that was made in 
Beagle Bay would have had to be reported to the Department for Child Protection, which clearly it has now 
been.  If we had a children’s commissioner, those people who were concerned about those children, if they could 
not get any response from the Minister for Child Protection, and if the police would not lay a charge, maybe 
could have gone to a children’s commissioner and said that they had a problem in that the department was not 
responding quickly enough to their concerns.  

I stand unashamed that I made that report to Parliament last night because it was made to me in good faith by a 
community member.  I stand by the allegation that I made last night that this government talks the talk and does 
not walk the walk where child protection is concerned.  The minister made an explanation to Parliament this 
afternoon that this case is under investigation, but last night she was totally unaware.  I would say that is 
dereliction of her duty as a senior minister responsible for child protection. 

Hon Kim Chance:  You just wanted to grab a cheap headline.  You do not care about kids for five minutes. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  She never has. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT:  Order, members! 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Members opposite may speak as much as they like about headlines.  Last night it 
was obvious that I touched on an issue that was sensitive to a number of members on the opposite benches.  I do 
not shy away from the fact that I will stand every time I have the opportunity to defend vulnerable children in 
this state, as other members on this side of the house do regularly, and I support their call.  This government 
needs to do more about child protection.  I thank Howard Sattler for giving me the opportunity to say to Western 
Australians that this government needs to do more to protect the most vulnerable in the community; that is, 
abused children - sexually abused, violently abused - and children who are neglected.  This minister must do 
more.  She must be a stronger voice at the cabinet table.  The Minister for Child Protection needs to ask the 
Attorney General and the Premier why we do not have a children’s commissioner.  I asked the question this 
afternoon.  Half the act to put in place a children’s commissioner has not been proclaimed.  Why, a year after the 
bill went through this Parliament, is the government delaying putting in place a children’s commissioner?  As I 
said last night, every other state in Australia has mandatory reporting of child abuse in place.  This government 
will not put it in place because it will cost too much in resources to put it in place, but government members are 
talking about putting in place a regime of mandatory reporting of child abuse of children aged 13 years and 
under. 

Hon Sue Ellery:  You are wrong again. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  Maybe if you stuck to your own portfolio, you would not be wrong. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  My portfolio is children, and I will speak about it as often as I like.  The 
government’s plan for mandatory reporting applies only to children of 13 years of age and under who have 
sexually transmitted diseases.  It is a disgrace. 

Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 10.34 pm 

__________ 

 
 
 
 


