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MEMBERS’ STATEMENTS 
Bali Bombers 

HON FRANK HOUGH (Agricultural) [4.35 pm]:  I observed the antics of the two Bali bombers after they were 
sentenced to death.  I watched them fairly closely on television.  I was curious about their antics.  They purport 
to be martyrs but did not die in their endeavour to kill many people.  In fact, they have both appealed against 
their death sentences, claiming them to be the result of mistrials.  I do not know what it is like to be sentenced to 
death but I assume it is similar to suffering a major shock.  I got a major shock in life many years ago the week 
before I was married when my younger brother was killed in a car accident.  I remember when the police officer 
told me he had been killed that I went numb and said many things I do not remember. 

After observing the two bombers I decided to write to the police in Indonesia.  I will read the letter I wrote and 
posted yesterday.  It is to Major General Made Mangku Pastika, the chief of police in Bali.  It states - 

Dear Major General 

I am writing to you as a Member of Parliament in Western Australia, Australia humbly seeking your 
approval to be granted a brief interview with either of the accused ‘Bali Bombers’ Sumudra or Amrozi. 

On the 18th June 2003, I corresponded to Consul Yunus, at the Indonesian Consulate in Perth, Western 
Australia to investigate if this was possible but unfortunately I have not received a response. 

Firstly let me say that the request to speak with either of these two men is not out of any intent to 
disrespect Indonesia or Australia or involve myself with the situation that has led to their prosecution, 
but only to gain an in-depth understanding and perspective of death as a punishment for crime. 

On the 12th June 2003 I introduced a motion into the Western Australian Parliament as follows: 

The Government take such action to apply a Citizens Initiated Referendum to decide if the 
Courts should be empowered with the discretion to impose capital punishment on offenders 
convicted beyond reasonable doubt for heinous crimes 

Last year I had the privilege of being invited by the Warden of Folsom State Prison in the USA, Ms 
Diana Butler, to speak with prisoners on death row, which was very informative however the 
application of such penalties is unique to different countries. 
The Act to abolish capital punishment in Western Australia was passed in Parliament in 1984, however 
I am an ardent believer that capital and corporal punishment are strong deterrents to criminal activity 
and the reintroduction of such penalties would go a long way in reducing Western Australia’s spiralling 
crime statistics. 

Whilst I realise the situation surrounding the sentencing of Amrozi and Sumudra is extremely sensitive 
and is the focus of much media attention, the ability to speak with those sentenced to such penalties will 
enable me to argue more favourably for the courts of Western Australian to have the power to impose it. 
I wish only to speak with either man for 10 minutes to ascertain if they believed that the death is a just 
penalty for any crime, if they knew that the crime they have been of accused of carried a penalty of 
death would they still have committed it, how has a sentence of death made them feel, and perhaps 
some other questions similar to this, all of which to be screened by you or a member of your staff prior 
to any questioning. 
You granting me approval to speak briefly with either Sumudra or Amrozi would be deeply appreciated 
and assist me greatly in my Parliamentary duties. 
I look forward to your favourable response and sincerely thank you for consideration on this matter. 

Yours sincerely,  

Hon Frank Hough JP MLC 
Member for Agricultural Region  

It is important.  I sincerely hope that I will be granted the opportunity to speak with either or both of them, 
because I have already booked the trip to go up there for a week next month.  I have a series of questions to ask 
them, which, as I have said to Major General Pastika, I am prepared to ask.  It is important for me, after 
introducing this motion, to see for myself whether the death penalty is a deterrent.  These two lunatics screamed 
out that they would be going to the hereafter.  They will be going to the hereafter, but there is certainly nothing 
in the Koran to indicate that a nicer place awaits them after killing many innocent people.  As much as these 
people say that they are Muslims and that Allah will look after them, the Koran does not say that.  That would be 
one of the questions I would seriously pose to them.  The other question I would seriously pose to them is why, 
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if they had wanted to be martyrs, they did not die at the scene of the accident, and why they are now trying to 
have their sentences reduced or removed.  That is my motivation for writing the letter.  I sincerely hope that I am 
granted the opportunity to speak with either of them.  It would give me great insight and a sense of satisfaction to 
look those people in the eye.  I want to satisfy myself, so that I can honestly stand in this place when the Leader 
of the House eventually gives me the opportunity to move the motion.  I hope that he provides that opportunity.  
I said I would be brief, so I will not hold up the House any longer.   

National Child Protection Week 

HON BARBARA SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [4.41 pm]:  I do not intend to keep the House for very long 
either, but I have some important things to place on the record in National Child Protection Week, as I did not 
get an opportunity to finish what I was saying yesterday.  As I said yesterday, I want to remind members that this 
is National Child Protection Week.  I spoke yesterday about what was considered to be a crisis in child 
protection, child abuse and neglect.  That was confirmed by Professor Fiona Stanley, the Australian of the Year, 
at the National Association for Prevention of Child Abuse and Neglect breakfast on Monday morning.  It is a 
view that I share.  The West Australian carried an article on Tuesday, 9 September reporting that child abuse 
reports are up 37 per cent.   

One of the issues I have raised before, and will raise again today, is that Western Australia is the only State in 
Australia that does not have mandatory reporting of child sexual abuse or child abuse.  It is time that we 
addressed that issue.  A review has been conducted.  I am disappointed that this Government has not considered 
it important enough to bring in mandatory reporting, because the minister says that child protection workers are 
already strapped.  If child protection workers are already strapped, as I know they are, why does the Government 
not do something for children and provide more child protection workers?  Following the Gordon inquiry 
additional child protection workers were to be put in place.  My understanding, which I have gained from the 
people who have come to my door because I have responsibility for issues concerning children, is that the 
situation is quite alarming.  I do not have the privilege to go into personal details, and I do not intend to reveal 
personal cases.  However, a child died in Rockingham last week.  The grandparents of that child had made a 
number of pleas for intervention, but intervention did not happen.  That is all I will say.  That is of major 
concern.   

Yesterday morning I put a question to the minister.  I was told today that, because the minister was out in her 
electorate, she would not be answering it.  That is totally unacceptable.  I had asked how much funding the 
Government had put towards child protection workers, how many child abuse allegations or cases had been 
reported this year, and how many child protection workers we have in this State.  I am not very happy with the 
Minister for Community Development for refusing to answer that question.  When I asked that same question 
last year there was a huge discrepancy between the number of allegations that could be responded to within 24 
hours.  If a child is in imminent danger, child protection workers should attend to those cases urgently.  Last year 
I asked a question - 

Is there a priority list to which staff must adhere when assessing what cases will be investigated or 
followed up? 

I was told yes.  The answer was that they are categorised in two priorities - 
Priority 1 - requires a response within 24 hours 
Priority 2 - requires a response within 5 working days. 

As Professor Stanley said at the National Association for the Prevention of Child Abuse and Neglect breakfast, a 
number of societal issues contribute to the increase in child neglect and abuse and one of those is drug taking by 
parents.  More than one case has been brought to me - a lot more - by grandparents who say that their 
grandchildren are not being properly looked after because there is a drug issue in the home and they cannot get 
any action.  If that is a case of child abuse and child neglect not being attended to, I remind the Chamber of the 
story that was told at the summit last year, which I organised, when Roger McKay told the story of little James 
who had been abused and had been in hospital 20 times before the de facto father was put in prison.  The de 
facto father returned from prison into the same home and little James died at age five as a result of continual 
pummelling, really, and abuse from that same man.  If this Government is not prepared to bring in mandatory 
reporting and put on the child protection workers that are required, I will be calling for a national summit on 
child abuse, because Governments around the country should be aware that part of the crisis in child abuse and 
child neglect is longitudinal.  We need to be working with parents, we need to be supporting programs that are 
put in place that will support them, and we need to be looking at supporting the child protection workers.  
Nobody can expect them to handle so many cases that they just cannot follow through.  I have a particular case 
at the moment which is absolutely tragic.  I am dealing night and day with a very distressed mother, because the 
Department for Community Development has taken her children.  I sat in on a case conference with her for three 
hours two weeks ago; the case conference manager had changed three times.  There is no continuity.  A person 
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with “Dr” in front of her name was meant to be at the case conference, but when we went back a week ago, that 
person was on sick leave, was stressed and had left.  Here we go again: another case manager!  If there is no 
continuity in case management and support for case managers and child protection workers, how can the State 
Government expect to be realistic about protecting the children who are in care and are meant to be looked after?  
There are a number of issues. 

When I was in Kalgoorlie last year I visited the mothers and infants unit that was a suggestion of Professor Fiona 
Stanley, set up so that young Aboriginal mothers could go into communities to help young teenage girls to 
prevent early pregnancies; if they were pregnant, to encourage them to look after their health and to be drug free; 
and then when they had their babies to teach them proper nutrition, proper cleanliness, vaccination and all of 
those things.  Those sorts of programs may not produce results that we can measure or see today, but the 
longitudinal studies, like the early intervention programs around the State, require further support.  I continue to 
receive phone calls from centres saying, “Barbara, do you know that the speech therapist is under threat from 
this particular kindergarten or whatever.”  There exist what Professor Fiona Stanley describes as silos of 
bureaucracy - silos that will not be broken down.  I challenge the Government to look at the delivery of services 
for children by arranging interagency cooperation and not set up these silos of health - it is not a health issue; 
education - it is not an education issue; welfare - it is not a welfare issue.  There is never enough cooperation.  
We cannot deal with children with that silo mentality.  We need longitudinal practices, and people who are 
knowledgeable about children and what works for families. 

We must get to the children and families early and work with parents.  However, when parents go to their 
children’s school nowadays, nine times out of 10 they are encouraged to drop off their children at the 
kindergarten or preprimary, as if they were going through a Hungry Jack’s to pick up a hamburger.  It is called 
kiss and ride.  That is all very well, but kiss and ride negates any interaction between the teacher and the mother.  
There used to be a very good practice of the child being in the parent’s care until handed to the teacher at the 
door, which gave young parents an opportunity to talk to the teachers.  Now this factory-style regime has 
developed because of the need for speed and efficiency around the school, and the children seem to be left 
behind.  We need to be looking at the kinds of practices that negate early intervention and cooperation between 
the people and the care givers for young children.  There should also be a public health approach to child abuse, 
using epidemiological data for primary, secondary and tertiary prevention.  As Professor Stanley said, the early 
head start and home visiting programs that have been very successful in Canada should be considered here.  

House adjourned at 4.51 pm 

__________ 
 


