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CHILDREN AND COMMUNITY SERVICES REGULATIONS 2006 - CRECHES 
Statement 

HON ROBYN McSWEENEY (South West) [9.50 pm]:  I also congratulate Ben Goodsell.  I do not know the 
young man, but he sounds as though he is going places.  
I asked a question on 4 May about the Children and Community Services Regulations 2006.  In particular, I 
wanted to know about care that is not a childcare service but relates to creches.  Regulation 23(2) states in part -  

Care provided to a child is excluded from the application of section 198(1) if -  
. . .  

(b) a parent or other relative of the child is not more than 50 metres from the place where the care 
is provided;  

I asked whether the place referred to in the regulation meant the creche or the building.  I asked this because the 
government now has a very serious problem with this 50-metre rule.  If “the place” means a building, it would 
make more sense.  However, this government does not seem to have much sense when it comes to drafting 
regulations.  I am very well aware of that as a result of the land clearing regulations that I moved to have 
disallowed.  The word “building” even throws up new challenges, but I will come to that a bit further on. 
I produced a media release on this issue on 24 April.  The pamphlet provided by the government to all local 
government authorities states that all currently operating unlicensed services, which are commonly known as 
creches, will be affected by the regulations.  The government certainly has that one right.  They will all be 
affected by this 50-metre rule if the minister does not change this regulation.  I have reason to believe that the 
minister will see some sense in my argument and change the regulation.  A creche can be in a recreation centre, a 
health and fitness centre, an aquatic centre, a sporting club, a health or medical clinic, a church, a community 
learning centre or a shopping centre.  The member for Vasse, Troy Buswell, picked up this anomaly in the 
regulations after the local government recreation centre in Busselton told him this rule was rather stupid.  This 
caused me to have a look at it.  Realistically, if we take the places I mentioned one by one, it would be very 
difficult for each of them to comply with the 50-metre rule.  They will either be breaking the law or be required 
to apply for a licence, which rather defeats the purpose of having a creche in the first place. 
Recreation centres are huge buildings that have basketball courts and gymnasiums.  By way of information, I 
asked a friend of mine, Lyn Whitney, who is an architectural draftsperson, to check the new Bridgetown 
recreation centre to work out how far away from the activities the creche is.  She said that, in a direct line of 
sight from the creche, the back wall of the basketball court is 75 metres away.  I presume that most other centres 
would be of a similar size.  I have always had the view that creches in recreation centres are a must, as they give 
the young mother or father a chance to exercise and to socialise knowing that the child is nearby and can be 
reached at all times.  This contributes to the wellbeing of the parent and the child, creating a win-win situation all 
round. We have an obesity problem in Australia and the government should be encouraging young men and 
women into sport.  While I am on health and fitness clubs, I belong to Fitness First, and, although I use only the 
swimming pools because the other equipment scares me a little, it looks to be a fairly large building and to 
contain much the same space as a recreation centre.  Aquatic centres have 50-metre pools and some have 25-
metre pools, and the buildings containing them would certainly be larger than 50 metres. 
The absurdity of the 50-metre rule is that if mum or dad was at one end of the pool and the child was at the other 
end, outside of the range of the creche, either the parents would be breaking the law or the centre would have to 
be licensed.  I raised this issue to show the absurdity of placing a hard and fixed figure in the regulation.  Would 
it not be more appropriate to say that parents must be in the vicinity of the creche and able to be reached?  It 
could not really say “within the building” because there may be outside activities such as tennis or golf.  I know 
that the Manjimup recreation centre has a golf course attached.  The regulation should really refer to the vicinity 
of the creche and the ability to be reached.  I have even given the Minister for Community Development the 
amendment he can use. 
Even a church could be breaking this regulation because, believe it or not, they still have Sunday school.  Most 
of the parish halls are more than 50 metres away from the church.  Community learning centres could be clusters 
of buildings or an older or larger building, especially in country areas.  There are just too many variations to the 
50-metre rule for it to remain in the regulations.  The last facility I will mention is the shopping centre.  I avoid 
shopping centres whenever I can, and I am sure that most of us do.  However, for people with small children 
who need to do some serious shopping, it can be a very tiring process.  Having had four children within five 
years, shopping would have been a nightmare for me if I had not had such a wonderful mother.  However, many 
people now do not have mothers available to help; they are on their own without extended family networks.  
They will use the creche in a shopping centre to make it easier for both the parent and the child.  Shopping 
centres I have been in, such as Carousel, Garden City and Centro Galleria, are absolutely huge. 
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The Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Community Development has children, and will understand the 
total nonsense of this regulation.  I hope she can go back to the minister and tell him to have a bit of 
commonsense and to check the regulations more thoroughly.  The situation of the shopping centre should have 
alerted him to the ridiculousness of the matter.  Does it mean that parents can go only to shop A, B and C, and 
cannot go down to the end shop because it will put them outside the regulation distance?  I hope to meet with the 
minister again tomorrow and talk to him about this issue.  I know that he understands about these regulations, 
because he has been amending them on the run, especially those about family day care, which were very poorly 
drafted.  This should have alerted him to the fact that a closer look at those regulations was required.  The 
consequences for recreation centres, health clubs, aquatic centres, sporting clubs, churches and learning centres 
will be extremely costly.  These places were never built to have licensed day care centres.  The service they 
provide to their clients is a creche.  Does this government expect all churches to become licensed day care 
centres?  Does this government expect all parents in shopping centres to stay within a 50-metre radius of the 
creche?  This will not happen, and nor should these places be required to be licensed the same as are standard 
long day care centres.  As I said, I hope to sit down with the minister tomorrow and achieve a workable outcome 
for women in Western Australia.  I say “women” because they comprise the majority of creche users.  I have 
some other concerns with these regulations, and the minister is aware of the comments I have made to the press.  
I look forward to continued negotiations and hope that we can reach a satisfactory outcome with the 50-metre 
rule. 
 


