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Legislative Council — Child Deaths and Graffiti Debates — Adjournment Debate 

HON PHILIP GARDINER (Agricultural) [10.41 pm]: I rise to reflect on the debates that took place in the 
house this afternoon—one on a motion and the second on a bill. It was a pleasure for me to be in the chamber to 
hear this discussion involving members from all sides of this house. When one comes into a chamber like this, 
one brings certain ideals—to try to focus on issues, be above politics, make good and truthful law, and to give 
truth to our constituents. This afternoon, the broad-ranging discussion captured for me a number of crucial 
elements that we consider when we are thinking about the best interests of our constituents. 

We all recognise that, with the Criminal Code Amendment (Graffiti) Bill 2009, we are making harsh decisions 
because we feel that there is nowhere else to go. I do not think there was a member who spoke who disagreed 
with that position. The other aspect was that there was a broad-ranging discussion about where we should be 
going. That is what I found particularly refreshing and pleasing—to think that we across this house are 
recognising the seriousness of the lack of social infrastructure and that it is crucial to do something about it. That 
was also true in the context of the Minister for Child Protection, Hon Robyn McSweeney, talking on the motion 
about child deaths. 

We have dealt with a number of bills that provide for harsh punishments, but we were discussing today things 
like the need for community engagement. Many mentioned that. We must think not of regional solutions but of 
smaller community solutions. Hon Robyn McSweeney was very strong on that, as were a number of others. We 
need to have the commitment of these communities. We also need the leadership in these communities, and that 
is one of the biggest constraints we have to making serious change in the area of social infrastructure, which we 
all believe we must attack so that we can prevent the dysfunction that is causing us sufficient grief to make ever 
harsher laws when there is little chance that they will make much difference.  

A number of members talked about the ownership of a solution and a number talked about the bottom up 
approach—not in those terms but believing that we must attack the problem as a community affected. People 
Against Vandalism, mentioned by Hon Ken Travers, is one practical example of that. I know that some of these 
examples are already occurring in some communities in regional towns. We talked implicitly in the comments 
we all made about a different term of solution. We talked about a long-term solution beyond election cycles. We 
talked about something that we have to grasp at the beginning and then carry through as people develop over 
time so that we can give them a foundation to be citizens in the future who do not cause the grief that we are 
currently experiencing. We talked about holistic solutions, not just one or two programs or different programs 
that often go every which way. 

What it comes down to, members, is that I think we have the grounds in this particular area to give our minister 
every possible support from every part of the house. Unless we give our minister that support and try to make the 
changes that we all believe are essential to make an impact in this area, we will not get very far. However, I have 
the pleasure today of saying that I think the foundation is there. 

I should also mention that it is not all new, because some parts of it are in the germination stage. The royalty for 
regions program has already committed about $220 000 to the area that I referred to in my address yesterday—
that is, for dealing with children as soon as they are born. We have the ability to do much more now, but we need 
to get the funding. It will require additional funding, but it will have to come from other areas on the basis that 
we can justify the value that we would add by putting it into this social infrastructure area and it being greater 
than the value we would get by putting it into other physical infrastructure areas. 

Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 10.46 pm 
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