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Joint Standing Committee on the Commissioner for Children and Young People —  
Tenth Report — “Annual Report 2011–12” 

Resumed from 13 September. 

Motion 
HON NICK GOIRAN: I move — 

That the report be noted. 
This report was only tabled in this place last week on 13 September, so perhaps one would say that members 
have not had a proper opportunity to consider it. However, it is a very concise report that has only seven pages, 
which includes the appendix and introductory material. To cut a long story short, this is the annual report of this 
committee. My understanding is that there is no obligation for committees to submit an annual report to this 
house because it is all covered in the annual report of the house itself. However, this is a standing committee and 
so it operates under the basis of the standing orders of the other place. I imagine there must be some requirement 
from the other place for this report and, hence, that is why we are here considering it.  
I do not propose to take too much time in relation to this report other than to acknowledge my fellow committee 
members, including Hon Linda Savage who recently joined the committee. I say “recently” in the sense of her 
joining from 20 June; so, in fairness to the honourable member, she was only a member of the committee for 10 
days during the reporting period. Therefore, I can understand why she was not inclined to make a contribution 
this afternoon in relation to this matter.  

In essence, this report sets out the progress of the committee over the past 12 months. I will highlight a couple of 
important things. Firstly, the committee, during the reporting period, tabled what was an important report in 
relation to working with children checks. For those members not familiar with why this committee would be 
looking at that issue it is simply because the act, as it stands, for the Commissioner for Children and Young 
People refers to working with children checks being under her jurisdiction. However, that particular part of the 
act that suggests she should handle working with children checks is not proclaimed. There is a general level of 
agreement that that should remain the case. If I am not mistaken, there has been a statutory review of the 
Working with Children (Criminal Record Checking) Act and a report was tabled recently. Again, I am working 
from memory without the benefit of notes, but I would venture to say that that statutory review has suggested 
that the position of this committee—that the Commissioner for Children and Young People not have that 
responsibility—be maintained. I would also go so far as to say that the statutory review suggested that that 
particular provision be repealed. I am working off notes here, so members will have to do their own research in 
relation to that matter, suffice to say there is general agreement—I have not heard of anyone suggest to the 
contrary—that the working with children checks process should stay within the Department for Child Protection 
and should not be given to the Commissioner for Children and Young People. Hopefully that report was of 
benefit to the statutory process, which recently concluded. What that report particularly sought to highlight is 
that there is one arguable gap in the system with regard to how the department handles checks on its own staff. I 
will not take that any further in the absence of notes as to what the statutory review has said on that particular 
point, but it is certainly a point that all members should become familiar with, and I will endeavour to do so at 
the conclusion of my remarks this afternoon.  
I would also like to draw to member’s attention that the committee took the opportunity very late in the reporting 
period to host a presentation to members of Parliament by Dr Stuart Shanker, a distinguished professor of 
philosophy and psychology at York University in Toronto, Canada. I had the opportunity to attend that 
presentation, which was quite well attended for a briefing on a Thursday during the lunch break for members. It 
was a very impressive presentation, and there was cross-party representation and attendance. It is appropriate to 
congratulate the Commissioner for Children and Young People for taking the initiative, firstly, to get Dr Shanker 
out to Western Australia. I think that officially his title, if you like, for that period of time was thinker-in-
residence. That was a good initiative by the commissioner and she should be congratulated for it. We are very 
quick to criticise. As members of Parliament, we are good at criticising things. I think it is good for us to also 
take the opportunity from time to time to recognise when someone has done a good job, and to recognise in this 
instance that the commissioner has done a good job in getting Dr Shanker out to Western Australia.  

Obviously, I also congratulate the chair of the committee. At the time, I am pretty sure we will find that the 
member for Kingsley was the chair of the committee. The reason I pause to consider that is that I note an error in 
the report, so perhaps I will draw that to members’ attention at this point. Under the list of committee members, 
it says that the chair is Hon Dr Elizabeth Constable, MLA, the member for Kingsley. Of course, that is not 
correct. Dr Constable is the member for Churchlands. The explanation for that typographical error is that the 
previous chair of the committee was the member for Kingsley. Perhaps I will take advice from the Clerk at the 
conclusion of my remarks as to how that can be amended to be properly reflective of the fact that the member for 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Wednesday, 19 September 2012] 

 p6111b-6113a 
Hon Nick Goiran; Hon Linda Savage 

 [2] 

Kingsley was the chair for the reporting period in question. Nevertheless, I want to congratulate her for taking 
the initiative of hosting that presentation on behalf of the committee and for her excellent work as chair. We 
certainly welcome to the committee Dr Constable, who has taken up the reins in recent times. 

Finally, there is obviously limited time between now and our duties at the election on 9 March, so there is 
limited time for this committee to undertake further substantive work. However, it has been noted in the debate 
on this report that the committee is currently reviewing the Commissioner for Children and Young People’s 
inquiry into the mental health and wellbeing of children and young people and that we intend to report to 
Parliament at some point this year. I can further elaborate on that point and say that not only is the committee 
doing that, but also it is in fact reviewing all the functions of the commissioner, given that the commissioner’s 
act is subject to statutory review. I believe that process is due to commence in—I stand to be corrected—
December this year, so the committee is keen to get some substantive report to the Parliament by November this 
year to indicate its views on the various functions of the commissioner, remembering, of course, that this is the 
first commissioner that the state has had. As I said, that report should be forthcoming to the Parliament before we 
rise in November, and no doubt members will wait for that with bated breath. 

Hon LINDA SAVAGE: I had not thought I would speak, but in the past, if I have been in the chamber, I have 
always made a point of speaking about the reports of the Joint Standing Committee on the Commissioner for 
Children and Young People, and I am pleased, although late in the parliamentary term, that I am now a member 
of that committee. I consider the role of the Commissioner for Children and Young People an extremely 
important one. Since the appointment of the first commissioner, Michelle Scott, in 2007, she has without doubt 
fulfilled her role to give priority to, and advocate on behalf of, children and young people in this state. 

As Hon Nick Goiran said, this report of the committee was completed just 10 days after I joined the committee. 
As members will see, it is a very concise report. As was mentioned, it covers a period that included a number of 
activities by the Commissioner for Children and Young People. Reference was made to the thinker-in-residence. 
That was the second thinker-in-residence that the commissioner has had, and that was Stuart Shanker. I attended 
the meeting organised by the committee to enable parliamentarians to listen to Stuart Shanker. I have heard him 
speak in other venues, and I think about two and a half years ago I heard him speak in Perth at a conference. The 
lunchtime event organised by the Joint Standing Committee on the Commissioner for Children and Young 
People was very worthwhile. In my experience, for an event such as that, it had a very reasonable number of 
people in attendance. In the busy lives of members of Parliament, the opportunity to hear someone such as that 
speak was very useful for a number of people who have an interest in the area. It was useful even for people to 
just be exposed to what he had to say. He is a very eminent research professor who has spent 25 years studying 
self-regulation. 

Of course, as a mother of three children, who are all adults now, I found his talk about self-regulation in terms of 
what we are now observing with children, particularly this generation of children, very, very interesting. He 
talked about—I will paraphrase here, and I am talking without notes from the meeting and without the 
information that is on the Commissioner for Children and Young People’s website—the fact that more children 
are now struggling with self-regulation. They are having trouble monitoring or controlling their emotions and 
dealing with frustrations, and they are less able to sit still—a whole range of things that we in this place have 
talked about. He provided a number of explanations for why, for many children, it is difficult to be calm, and he 
called that self-regulation and self-control. One thing I do recall him saying was that the brain of a very young 
child in those early years is wiring directly in response to the environment they are in—that is, the physical and 
the emotional environment, and particularly the interaction with the carer and the quality of those relationships. I 
understood him to say that, for young children, the way we are living, even if we are not talking about an adverse 
situation, is often at quite a frenetic level and very stressful. I do not mean this as any criticism, but both 
members of young couples have to work—that is a necessity particularly if they are on the average income of 
around $50 000 or $60 000 a year—and young women often go back to work very soon after they have had 
children. That is something the workforce also wants and it is encouraged by business because we need people 
out there in the workforce, and of course they in turn are the consumers.  

The way children are living is much more sped up. In any one household we can imagine the mother of young 
children getting up—I say mother because the mother is usually able to move around more slowly—and 
everyone is still in their pyjamas at eight o’clock in the morning or if one child is being taken to school, that 
child is dropped off, and the mother has time to be there with them. I know myself from personal experience 
with my third child that having to get a child in a car at 7.30 am, drop off two other children at school or send 
them off to walk to school, drop a child at day care, rush back to pick a child up, try to do the shopping, go to 
pick the other children up, try to have quality time and do the homework, is a very big ask. My own view is that 
for many young women and couples—I say women because it is still women who are overwhelmingly doing 
that, if not doing it physically, taking responsibility for the arrangements—we should be providing more support. 
I will say something quite radical and I do not expect that anyone will ever take it up.  



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Wednesday, 19 September 2012] 

 p6111b-6113a 
Hon Nick Goiran; Hon Linda Savage 

 [3] 

I am very glad we have paid parental leave, but I would like to see one young parent being able to stay home for 
the first couple of years at least of a child’s life. The only way we might do that—I do not want to encourage 
people to have children to get support—might be that for their first two children the parent could perhaps be paid 
the basic wage. That would really give some women and families an opportunity to consider being able to stay at 
home. I have nieces and I know plenty of young women, with my oldest child being 27 years old, and for them 
the financial imperative to return to work is great. Although this is probably a federal matter, perhaps 
governments one day might consider paying the basic wage for the first two years after birth for the first two 
children to give people a choice. Some countries have already gone down that path because they appreciate just 
how important those early years are.  

Stuart Shanker also said that children are very overstimulated now. Gone are the days when little children would 
just sort of sit around in the sandpit for hours. There is often much more time spent in front of television, even 
for quite young children. I must say that I used television, but of course back then there was only Play School 
and there were only a few things we could turn to. There certainly was not television 24 hours a day. I do not 
suggest for a moment that if I had children now, I would not be taking advantage of television, but Stuart 
Shanker was just making the point that parenting and the way we live have changed enormously, and he says 
that he believes we are seeing the effects of some of that in how children, who are so sensitive, are responding to 
those stresses.  
I do not have much time left and I did not expect to be taking off along this line when I picked up this report this 
afternoon, but I think it is incumbent on us—we are the adults; we are the parents—that rather than pointing the 
finger at children and talking about their bad behaviour, we should, as I have spoken about earlier, put a lot more 
attention on early childhood and supporting children and parents. 

Question put and passed. 
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