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ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [9.58 pm]:  I move - 

That the house do now adjourn. 

Child Death Review Committee - Adjournment Debate 
HON ROBYN McSWEENEY (South West) [9.58 pm]:  Earlier this month the government said that the Child 
Death Review Committee would be scrapped and that child deaths would be investigated by the state 
Ombudsman.  Dr Denzil McCotter, chairwoman of the Child Death Review Committee, said that she had 
recommended going down this path, as the Ombudsman would have more independence and would report 
directly to Parliament.  I recall being told at one stage that Denzil McCotter was unable to interview child 
protection officers involved in a case in which a child had died, and had only the child’s file to work from.  This, 
of course, would not have permitted her a complete overview; it is a limited process.  Another flawed process 
was the fact that the director general told committee members which cases needed to be reviewed.  They could 
not initiate their own inquiries.  I am pleased that these changes have been made but there are still gaps in the 
system, and they are big gaps.  This system caters only for children who have died.  It does not cater for all the 
children who have come into contact with the department and have died, but caters for only those who were the 
subject of child maltreatment allegations in the two years before their deaths.  I have said many times in this 
place and in public that these rules need to be changed.  If a pattern is to be shown, all deaths need to be 
examined.  That means that any child up to the age of 18 who dies and has been the subject of a child 
maltreatment allegation at any stage should be investigated.  I would probably go further and say that any child 
who has had anything to do with the department in a child-concerned way should have his or her files reviewed 
in the event of death.  For example, between 2003 and 2005, only 39 of the 94 cases of dead children known to 
the department fell within that two-year time frame.  In 2005-06, only 12 of the 55 cases of dead children fell 
within that time frame.  I wonder how many of these children were the subject of allegations made more than 
two years earlier, and how many children were registered as being neglected.  Western Australia does not have a 
comprehensive policy on neglect, and I have pointed this out in previous speeches.  In fact when I went digging 
earlier, I found that there was only half a page on neglect in the literature in Western Australia, whereas other 
states had very complete registers of what constitutes neglect and how to detect it.  Neglect is very much on the 
increase, and this has not been given the priority it deserves by this department.  I am pleased that the 
government listens to my concerns and acts on them. 
I will go one step further and talk about prevention.  How do we prevent these children’s deaths?  We may be 
unable to prevent some, but we can certainly prevent many.  The research I have done shows that babies and 
children could be saved from death.  There is a financial assistance section within the Department for 
Communities.  I was assured this week that it still exists.  Many people come into the department seeking 
financial assistance, and in the main they are the people who have children.  Single people are, of course, sent off 
to Anglicare or other organisations for help.  Because it is the parents who come looking for financial assistance, 
in many cases the children are not seen.  They could be waiting outside in the car and the opportunity to see 
whether they have been neglected does not occur.  Baby Sturt’s parents had been into that department many 
times for help, and yet the eight-month-old baby - I believe, from my recollection, that she was eight months 
old - did not register.  Looking at the child deaths that have been made public through coronial inquests or by 
newspaper reporting, it seems that some of the parents had been in contact asking for financial help.  I have a 
theory that many of these children of parents who come into the department regularly are being neglected.  The 
parents cannot manage their money, because of alcohol or drug abuse, which leads to the children becoming 
neglected. 
I offer a solution to this situation, and hopefully this will slow down the rate of children dying in this state, 
because it is an appalling number.  I want the department to initiate a system under which, if a parent comes in 
and asks for financial assistance twice in six months, he or she will automatically be referred to the Department 
for Child Protection to ascertain whether the children are being neglected and why the parents are in financial 
difficulty.  This way, the children will be seen by a social worker instead of a resource worker, and help can be 
put in place before a tragedy occurs.  Certainly, by the third time a parent comes into the department for financial 
assistance, a pattern has well and truly been established.  Many of these people receive Centrelink payments.  
There has been a huge gap in the process, leading to tragic consequences, and I hope that the government takes 
up my recommendation. 
Many of the deaths that have been reviewed were Aboriginal babies and children under five years of age.  For 
many years now I have been talking about what the federal government is now talking about doing; that is, 
linking payments with responsibility for those who abrogate it by wasting their money on gambling, drugs and 
alcohol.  This system would involve a card that would be linked to Centrelink payments and be used to buy 
essential items such as food.  The system could be used for all Western Australians who use the department as a 
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continuous revolving door for financial help.  We know who they are.  They show up on a database in the 
department.  It is just a matter of trialling a system that would work everywhere.  Neglect is not only an 
Aboriginal problem; it occurs all over the state.  I believe it is time to take a harder line with parents who neglect 
their children.  If payments can be linked to responsibilities, such as children going to school, at least they will 
have a chance.  Members may remember that that was trialled in Halls Creek and there was an 86 per cent 
success rate in children going to school.  Unfortunately, that system was stopped. 
If, in a two-year period, people do not abuse the system and seem to be back on track, they can come off the card 
system and go onto full payments.  They can then choose what to spend their Centrelink payments on.  If they 
lapse back into old habits, they would go back on the card system.  That needs to be looked at.  It is no good me 
standing here every week and saying to the government that it is not doing enough without offering solutions.  I 
have offered the government a couple of solutions here and I have spoken to the minister.  She said that, 
hopefully, once the neglect policy is on board, a lot of this will become clearer.  I have a real concern that 
resource workers are not social workers, and that children are not being seen.  They are the invisible little 
creatures when parents go in to ask for financial assistance.  I certainly hope the government takes my views on 
board. 

Shark Bay World Heritage Discovery Centre - Western Australian Museum - Adjournment Debate 
HON VINCENT CATANIA (Mining and Pastoral) [10.06 pm]:  The other week Hon Norman Moore brought 
to the attention of the house the dispute between the Shire of Shark Bay and the Western Australian Museum.  I 
would like to report to the house the outcome of the dispute.  I assisted the Shire of Shark Bay in negotiating 
with the Western Australian Museum on the weekend.  On Sunday I went to Shark Bay with the Minister for 
Culture and the Arts to resolve the issue with the Museum, which has been going on for a while.  I am happy to 
report to the house that the Museum and the Shire of Shark Bay have reached an agreement which ends the 
dispute and which will foster a very healthy relationship between the shire and Museum.  It means that, of the 
nine artefacts that were in dispute, eight will be returned to the Museum to be restored and put on show.  
Replicas will be made of those eight pieces.  The costs will be shared between the Western Australian Museum 
and the Shire of Shark Bay.  The ninth piece, which is the Gudrun masthead, will be left in the hands of the Shire 
of Shark Bay and displayed in the World Heritage Discovery Centre on a long-term loan.  I know that members, 
including Hon Norman Moore and Hon Ken Baston, have visited the centre and seen how wonderful it is and 
how important the Gudrun masthead is in attracting people to the centre. 

I am pleased that the dispute between the Shire of Shark Bay and the Western Australia Museum has been 
resolved.  It is great that the minister has acknowledged the importance of the Gudrun masthead to the centre and 
Shark Bay.  With that resolution, it was also great to see both sides - the Museum and the shire - agreeing to 
work with each other to have new artefacts come into the centre, which will enable the shire to promote the 
centre to the travelling public.  It was great to see the minister go to the Shire of Shark Bay and resolve the 
matter.  It is a very important issue, as the World Heritage Discovery Centre really does highlight what the 
region is all about.  It is a monument to the residents of Shark Bay and it is great to have those doors kept open. 
I also want to make some comments on the outgoing shire president, Les Moss.  Those who know Councillor 
Moss would know that he is a very passionate person, and very passionate towards the region of Shark Bay, 
particularly Denham.  He has one more council meeting, I think tomorrow, and three weeks left as shire 
president.  I pay tribute to his commitment to Shark Bay.  He has motivated me to work with some of the issues 
he holds dear to his heart.  I acknowledge the service that he has given the Shire of Shark Bay and the residents 
of the region, and I wish him all the best in his future endeavours.  I know that Les will continue to be in the 
background, as that is just the type of person he is.  Those who have met him or have heard about him would 
know that his heart is in the right place.  As a member of Parliament, I will miss him, as I get to work with these 
colourful characters and he has given me a new sense of life to be passionate about the area that I represent.  I 
thank Les Moss for giving me that passion about Shark Bay; so, all the best to Les Moss. 

English Course of Study - Adjournment Debate 

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan) [10.11 pm]:  In January this year the Minister for Education 
and Training announced a number of major changes to the courses of study for years 11 and 12, in particular to 
the assessment procedures of those courses of study.  The minister essentially said the levels would be replaced 
by percentages and grades and that those percentages and grades would be mapped to unit grade descriptors.  He 
did, however, make an exception, and that was to the English course of study, which was to remain unchanged.  
There would in fact be three assessment procedures that teachers for the year 12 cohort could use; that is, the 
direct, the indirect and the composite methods.  I made a number of speeches in this place at that time, in March 
and April this year, imploring the minister to reverse his decision and to allow English to fall in line with the 
remaining courses.  In addition to that, I read letters from the English Teachers Association and the English 
Teachers’ Forum that had been written to the Director General of Education and Training and to the Minister for 
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Education and Training also urging the minister to reverse his decision.  We were all ignored.  I have to say that 
I believe the minister made a mistake and that the situation should have been reversed.  As the year has 
progressed, it has become blatantly obvious that with regard to the English course of study, the word “chaos” 
comes to the fore.  I do not say that lightly.  I asked some questions in the budget estimates hearings this year 
about those students who were formerly senior English students; that is, students who would normally take the 
vocational education and training pathway.  Those students would then be choosing 2A or 2B, or 1C or 1D 
courses.  What was happening came to my attention from a number of schools; that is, many of these students 
who needed level 4 to graduate and were virtually guaranteed graduation were not receiving level 4 after their 
first semester examination.  They were receiving levels 2 and 3 and schools, therefore, were fabricating those 
results to a level 4 so that the students would graduate at the end of 2007.  This is occurring across the state.  As I 
said, results did not necessarily reflect the students’ performance, but the schools were changing the results to get 
their students to graduate.  I addressed my questions to the minister representing the Minister for Education and 
Training and also to the chief executive officer of the Curriculum Council.  The CEO acknowledged there was 
an issue.  The minister representing the Minister for Education and Training in this house said that she would 
draw the questions to the Minister for Education and Training’s attention and the CEO said that the Curriculum 
Council was establishing a special provisions committee to assess the situation to ensure that no student would 
be disadvantaged.  I asked the Minister for Education and Training a question without notice last week on this 
issue and I was asked to put the question on notice.  I am finding that is happening more and more; that is, 
questions I ask to which I should logically be given an immediate response are being fobbed off and I am asked 
to put them on notice, or there is no response at all to the question.   

The simple fact of the matter is that there is an issue regarding those students who will be former senior English 
students.  The preliminary results of the English teacher jury were handed down two weeks ago.  The juries were 
established by the minister, to his credit, at the beginning of the year.  He asked teachers across the length and 
breadth of the state to advise what they thought of the courses, and he adjusted the courses accordingly.  The 
preliminary results from the English course of study came down two weeks ago.  The English jury said quite 
unambiguously that the course was flawed.  The teachers were telling the minister again that the course was 
flawed, just as I did back in March.  The final report has been delayed; it is not coming down until next week.  
The cynic might suggest that it is coming down next week because it will be in the middle of the holidays and 
teachers cannot therefore get together and discuss it.  I do not know why that report could not come down today 
so that it could be discussed in the staffrooms across the state.  Suffice to say, it has been delayed but we already 
know the outcome.  If members want to know the outcome, I suggest they log onto the Curriculum Council 
website and read the dozens of submissions from teachers across this state about the English course of study.  I 
will read a couple of submissions.  I am not being selective.  Any member can log onto the website and 
download the teacher jury submissions and they will see that they contain the same common theme.  I will deal 
in particular with assessment.  One submission reads - 

The students who would traditionally have chosen Senior English have been enormously disadvantaged 
by the change of courses, combining their results into a rank list with other students is an unfair position 
for many of them.  Schools are implementing various means to compare two different courses, different 
texts and different task types to provide this rank list at the expense of students who were treated much 
more fairly under the old Senior English course. 

That is what I was just saying.  To continue - 

Not only have these students been disadvantaged by the combining of their results into a rank list, because there 
are no unit grade descriptors for stage two units in year 12, their individual tasks are having to be assessed at a 
level which means it is difficult to achieve an “A” grade in their course.   

Traditionally, these students have been rewarded for their excellent work they can do, it has been 
demoralizing for many of these students to be compared to the stage three cohort. 

Another submission reads - 
Assessments 
. . .  

•  The progress between levels is too slow.  It does not motivate students to achieve at a high 
level. 

•  We all need to go back to grades and percentages and not rate Year 11’s with Year 12.  These 
need to be informed by clear descriptors. 

Comparability 
•  There is very little comparability - no time for contact with others schools. 
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•  Even the descriptors from levels in lower are different to upper school.  It seems that Year 11 
students go backward. 

Another submission reads - 
Assessment has also become a nightmare.  Levelling remains cumbersome and at times completely 
unworkable.  This has been conceded . . . yet English teachers remain victims of ever changing, often 
conflicting information.  Algorithms in lower and senior school also conflict.  A given ‘Level & Band’ 
does not mean the same thing across the system so how can staff teach and assess with confidence.  It is 
also high time Lower and Senior school courses and assessment procedures were synchronised. 

Another submission reads - 
It is very difficult to teach four outcomes to level 6 or above in a 16 week block . . .  
Course names are a problem. ‘2a/2bYear 11’ has very different associations from ‘2a/2b Year 12’.  It 
creates problems with timetables and confusion for parents. 
Expectations at levels 7 and 8 are unrealistic.  It would need a strong Literature course to attain these 
levels.  Therefore, they don’t match the current course.  The new courses have too many flaws and 
although adjustments have been made and teachers have put in huge amounts of time, the course is still 
not doing the best for students.  The ‘middle’ group in each stream (stages 3, 2, 1) seems to be 
particularly disadvantaged. 

Another submission reads - 
Lower school levelling is also a big problem because the levels from year 8-12 are not sequential - we 
are finding that year 9 students are achieving level 4 and many year 11’s are achieving level 4 because 
the descriptors have not been written properly to be sequential from year 1-12.  Many students have no 
incentive to achieve because they sit on a level 4 for a couple of years.  In the old system students had 
clear ideas about where they were going because they were marked out of 20 and given grades. 

Another one reads - 
•  Assessment tasks ignore individual professional teacher judgments that take account of student 

needs and text/task suitability. 
•  There are still no grade-related descriptors for 3A/3B. 
•  Juggling levels, grades and numerical assessments is still unwieldy at best and arguably 

prevents accuracy and ‘fineness’ of discrimination between students because the focus is 
constantly on understanding the assessment process rather than on actually assessing student 
performance. 

•  There continues to be a very uneasy relationship between levels and grades. 

Another submission states - 
Recommendation:  The Council should develop Grade Descriptors for Stage 3 units and should refine 
the draft descriptors already issued for Stage 1 and 2 units.  Teachers should be instructed to use 
numerical marking.  The Indicators have proven to be a major headache for teachers and should be 
removed.  In their place, syllabus documents should be used to determine the organisation of curriculum 
content appropriate to each unit. 

Another submission states - 

•  The assessment and reporting system needs to mesh with the lower school system.  Therefore the 
lower school system needs to move away from levelling. 

. . .  

•  A move back to numerical scores is necessary yet needs to be adopted across both Senior and 
Lower school to create consistency.  Currently we are trying to manage two very different systems.  
Staff, students and parents are confused and angered by the contradictions and discrepancies. 

They are teachers’ submissions.  As I have said, there are dozens and dozens of them on the Curriculum 
Council’s website.  The jury has decided that the course is flawed.  Quite frankly, either the government or the 
minister knew about this back in January.  Initially, the minister received inaccurate advice regarding the English 
course of study.  He then chose to ignore the unambiguous roar of disapproval from English teachers and me.  I 
can appreciate the fact that the minister might ignore me, but why he chose to ignore the English teachers is 
beyond me.  The minister should have listened to the concerns of the English teachers about the English course 
of study at the beginning of the year.  Now we have a situation whereby the 2007 cohort of English students are 
being taught a course that has been acknowledged as flawed and they are being assessed with a procedure that 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Tuesday, 25 September 2007] 

 p5609b-5614a 
Hon Kim Chance; Hon Robyn McSweeney; Mr Vincent Catania; Hon Peter Collier; Hon Norman Moore 

 [5] 

has been discredited and abandoned.  Frankly, this is a disgrace and it could have been avoided if the minister 
had listened to reason in January. 

Shark Bay World Heritage Discovery Centre - Western Australian Museum - Adjournment Debate 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [10.21 pm]:  I want to quickly 
add to Hon Vince Catania’s comments about Shark Bay.  I say at the outset that if the member was responsible 
for the Minister for Culture and the Arts going to Shark Bay, I congratulate him, because I asked some questions 
in this house about whether she had any intention of seeking a negotiated outcome on this matter and her 
answers were quite strident and gave me the impression that unless the Shire of Shark Bay gave in to what the 
Western Australian Museum wanted, she was not going anywhere near the place.  It seems that she has visited 
the shire.  I gather that the meeting was very cordial and resulted in a negotiated outcome, which is good. 

However, it is my view - not the shire’s - that the original artefacts ought to be housed at the Shark Bay World 
Heritage Discovery Centre and the replicas housed in Fremantle.  There seems to be a view around that the 
Western Australian Museum wants to have all the originals sitting in Fremantle, some of which are held in 
storage and which nobody ever sees, and it wants the replicas to go to the country.  As we discussed when this 
matter was raised before, the nine artefacts in question have a relationship with Shark Bay, which has an 
incredible maritime history.  It would be appropriate, in my humble view, for the originals to be housed in the 
Shark Bay World Heritage Discovery Centre.  I would not say that if the discovery centre was a tin shed, like 
some museums around country Western Australia, and did not have the appropriate security and interior climatic 
conditions that are necessary to preserve these significant artefacts.  However, the discovery centre is a very 
significant building.  When I spoke on this matter on a previous occasion, I congratulated the government for its 
contribution to this facility, which is magnificent.  It will certainly more than adequately ensure that the original 
artefacts are looked after very well indeed.  They will be looked after just as well in Shark Bay as they would be 
if they were held in Fremantle.  Although I am pleased that an outcome has been achieved and that the shire, as I 
understand it, is quite comfortable with the outcome, I would prefer the originals to be kept in Shark Bay and the 
replicas to be kept in Fremantle. 

If there is one good thing that has come out of this exercise, it is that there is no need for ministers to threaten 
with legal action from the State Solicitor’s Office local authorities - particularly small local authorities in the 
country - if they do not do as they are told.  It is refreshing that the minister, having visited Shark Bay, has 
discovered that the people who live there, including the shire president, are not just country bumpkins who 
would not have the faintest clue about anything.  It is refreshing also that she has discovered that they have a 
very significant understanding about their local community and have an extraordinarily significant understanding 
of the maritime history of the area.  They would do nothing other than ensure that these special artefacts are 
looked after and cared for in the same way that we would expect they would be looked after and cared for by the 
Western Australian Museum in Perth.  It is good that the minister has learnt a lesson here and learnt that 
negotiation on these matters is vastly preferable to threatening people with legal action.  The minister probably 
underestimated the resolve of people such as Les Moss, whom Hon Vince Catania talked about and who has 
never been known to back off on an issue.  Ministers need to understand that there are people such as that who 
often live in country communities, who make an extraordinary contribution to their local community and who do 
so because they are sometimes belligerent and also because -  

Hon Jon Ford:  They are passionate. 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  They believe passionately in their cause.  They will not back off.  When ministers 
or museums threaten those people with legal action, all it does is to ensure that they become a little more 
belligerent and make sure that they do not give in.  The minister has ultimately done the right thing.  I 
congratulate Hon Vince Catania if he organised for her to go there.  If she was ordered to go there by the 
Premier, that does not matter either.  Whatever happened, she went.  She discovered the people there are sensible 
and reasonable.   

This outcome is acceptable to the shire and to the government, and although slightly not as acceptable to me as 
to others, I have made my point tonight. 

Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 10.26 pm 
__________ 

 
 


