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PROTECTION FROM PAEDOPHILIA 
Grievance 

MS S.E. WALKER (Nedlands) [9.14 am]:  My grievance is to the Premier.  I am speaking on behalf of all 
Western Australian children who are potential targets or who have been targets of paedophiles; that is, adults 
whose preference is to have sexual relations with children.  I want the Premier to demonstrate to this State that 
he is sincere in his intentions to truly protect children from predatory paedophiles who exist in this State. 

The Premier has had one high-profile moment, as I think the member for Churchlands described it, and that was 
in relation to the Gordon Inquiry into Response by Government Agencies to Complaints of Family Violence and 
Child Abuse in Aboriginal Communities and the protection of Aboriginal children.  However, the rest of his term 
in office has been littered with examples of various ministers and him using child sexual abuse as a political 
vehicle.  The performance of his Government in the way it has used the sexual abuse of children of this State has 
been one of breathtaking and rank hypocrisy, if not cold-blooded heartlessness.  The Premier has the power to 
stop it.  He has been prepared to put the policy of mandatory reporting on hold so that he can maintain the 
SafeCare program run by a former Greens politician and prison psychologist.  I do not know what the reason for 
that is; I do not know if it has anything to do with a political connection.  However, the Government now has a 
policy that says it is okay for a doctor and other professionals who see that a little boy or girl has been raped not 
to report it, but if that little boy or girl suffers from a sexually transmitted disease as a result of that rape, it must 
be reported.   

All the Premier’s ministers have done, with his consent, is issue tough press statements about what they will do, 
but those policies never come to fruition.  If they do, they are seriously flawed.  A prime example of this is how 
the Premier used the Hollingworth crisis in May 2003, when one of his ministers came out with a policy that was 
reported under the headline “Tough new checks to fight child abuse”.  The article reads - 

Scout leaders, schoolteachers, priests and anyone else working with children in WA will face police 
background checks and be issued with special identification under a new move to weed out 
paedophiles. 

The Minister for Community Development, Ms McHale, said that it had been approved through a plan endorsed 
by State Cabinet, and meant that anyone working in close contact with children, whether in public, private, non-
profit, church or volunteer positions, would soon be required to prove to police that they were not a danger.  The 
minister said that the new registration system would be in Parliament by October and enacted soon after.  Where 
is it?  It is nowhere to be seen.  The minister said that it would come in to increase protective measures for 
children.  The minister is reported to have said - 

I’m trying to ensure that this is something that will make a difference. 

Where is it?  It is nowhere to be seen.  The reason it has not been introduced into Parliament, in my view, is the 
unique stance that the Premier’s Government takes in allowing intrafamilial paedophile fathers, uncles, 
grandparents etc to bypass the criminal justice system and voluntarily enter a two-year program, with the consent 
of the Department for Community Development and at taxpayers’ expense, in return for anonymity.  No-one is 
able to guarantee that these children, the victims of the paedophiles who enter the system, are not still subject to 
paedophiles sneaking back into the house at any time of the day or night to force that little girl or boy to continue 
to engage in adult sexual practices.  These paedophiles roam at large in the community, and the Premier puts the 
lives of their victims and other children at risk.  The Premier sponsored this program, but his Government is not 
held accountable for naming those paedophiles, their occupations, their date of birth, where they are living, 
where they are working, whether they are foster parents and where they are.  The Minister for Police introduced 
legislation relating to the national child protection register.  She said in budget estimates that paedophiles 
sickened her.  She said that they have a high recidivism rate.  She said that once child sex offenders have 
completed terms of imprisonment or parole, they are able to move throughout the community without being 
monitored.  In the past this meant that they could locate near schools and childcare centres and be completely 
anonymous.  This is the issue that we have with the hundreds of paedophiles who have been through the 
SafeCare program.  They will not go on to the national child protection register.   

Ms M.M. Quirk:  They have not been convicted. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  A person professes to be a paedophile when he goes into that program.  The member for 
Girrawheen should get that into her head.   

We expect to have on the national child protection register the names of people who have been convicted, their 
addresses and their occupation.  Last week the Minister for Police and Emergency Services failed to turn up 
when I had a grievance to address my concern about a paedophile who was operating in my electorate and near 
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schools.  Last night on the news the minister spoke from another electorate.  She was too scared to turn up here.  
She spoke on an issue that I had raised.  Because the Opposition has taken a strong stance on paedophiles and 
mandatory reporting, suddenly we are getting a flurry of legislation and more headlines such as “Law to bar 
paedophile contact”.  Will the same happen as happened with Minister McHale’s much-vaunted child card?  It 
was used politically at the height of the Hollingworth crisis.  It is a disgrace and a shame. 

The Attorney General described a situation at Warburton where young children were given volatile substances in 
return for sexual favours.  He said that they destroyed their lives in the process.  In a fanfare he said that he 
would introduce legislation to stop that abuse.  Where is the legislation?  Do members know what he did?  He 
forgot that those people were already committing a serious criminal offence.  He never sent police to Warburton.  
I had to ask for police to be sent to Warburton.   

Yesterday I raised the issue of the Attorney General, who has come out strongly on paedophiles, failing to do a 
damn thing when Mr and Mrs McVeigh and their son went to see him.  He said yesterday that that was blatantly 
untrue and misleading.  He said that he raised their matters in the appropriate forums and he gave them advice.  I 
challenge the Attorney General to show me that documentation today, because that documentation has never 
seen the light of day with the McVeighs.  That is how sincere he is!   

Mr R.C. Kucera:  This is gutter politics.   

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I am serious about child sexual abuse.  The Opposition is serious about child sexual abuse.  
I am calling on the Premier to demonstrate to this State that he means what he says.  I am calling on the Premier 
to introduce mandatory reporting in Western Australia, and to obtain the names of all the paedophiles who are 
unknown to him or his department but who have gone through the SafeCare program in the past 10 years and 
place them on the national child sex offender register.  I am calling on the Premier to stop his ministers from 
using the tragedy of child sexual abuse to make policy announcements that lead the Western Australian public 
into believing that this Government is doing something for children, instead of promoting legislation that smacks 
of desperation.   

DR G.I. GALLOP (Victoria Park - Premier) [9.20 am]:  The Government stands on its record in dealing with 
this horrendous crime of child abuse in our community.  We make it absolutely clear that any sex offenders 
should pay for their crimes and that our laws should reflect the community view on this subject.  Members will 
see from the performance of our Government that that is not just rhetoric; it is backed up with action.   

We have seen from the Minister for Community Development, Women’s Interests, Seniors and Youth, the 
Minister for Police and Emergency Services and the Attorney General a very proactive approach to dealing with 
this question in our community.  When there was a debate some time ago about the question of the wellbeing of 
children in state care, we saw a very clear response from the Minister for Community Development, Women’s 
Interests, Seniors and Youth.  In May 2003, the minister became aware of the Department for Community 
Development’s inadequate response in ensuring the referral of children for independent legal advice when there 
may have been a claim against the department.  She directed the department to establish the duty of care unit 
within that department.  Over the past year, this unit has examined all the relevant systems and identified those 
children who have been harmed while in the care of the department.  There are many such cases, because harm is 
defined in terms of emotional, physical and sexual abuse and neglect, and it might also include abuse by foster 
carers, parents, other relatives, friends, neighbours, siblings and others.  On the question of children in care, we 
saw a very decisive response from the Minister for Community Development.   

In terms of legislation, we have seen a very decisive response from the Government.  In recent days, there has 
been some discussion about the Government’s attitude and approach to this question.  The Attorney General has 
indicated that the Criminal Code will be amended to provide that a person who is a declared child sex offender 
and who habitually consorts with another person whom the police have warned is also declared a child sex 
offender could be imprisoned for two years and fined $24 000.  We are dealing with the question of child sex 
offenders being in the vicinity of schools, kindergartens and childcare centres by amending the law to provide 
that a child sex offender could incur the same penalty as applied in the previous case for being in or near a 
school kindergarten, childcare centre or any other public place at which children are regularly present.  Very 
decisive action has been taken by the Attorney General on this issue.   

When it comes to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services, a very clear and important statement was 
made yesterday about the laws that will target sex offenders in Western Australia.  We will make sure that those 
paedophiles are put onto a national database - a sex offender register - and that will progress the matter 
enormously from the community’s point of view.   

Of course, no other issue has captured the attention of the public more than the revelations that came from the 
Inquiry into Response by Government Agencies to Complaints of Family Violence and Child Abuse in 
Aboriginal Communities.  Mine was the first Government to take this question of child abuse in Aboriginal 
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communities seriously.  We acted decisively.  We set up the Gordon inquiry, and we have acted on the 
recommendations of that inquiry.  We are committed to improving the way services are delivered to Aboriginal 
communities, and, more importantly, we are committed to empowering those communities to deal with the abuse 
that is in their ranks.   

As a result of the initiatives of the Government, the Minister for Community Development, the Minister for 
Police and the Attorney General, we can report that we are employing extra child protection workers throughout 
Western Australia.  We have child protection family violence officers working with the Western Australia Police 
Service, we have more Aboriginal support workers and we are developing regional justice programs in 
collaboration with Aboriginal communities throughout the State of Western Australia.  On top of that, we have 
the more broadly based family programs that lead to the development of stronger families - the strong families 
program - and we have the upgraded child protection unit at Princess Margaret Hospital for Children and the 
victim support and child witness system.   

We have not just been concerned with making sure our law is right and that we have the resources in place; we 
are also very keen to make sure that our young people are in a position to deal with this trauma in a way that is 
more sensitive to their needs.  By that I mean the work that the Government has done to make it easier for the 
courts to get a criminal conviction through videotaped evidence, thus sparing child victims the trauma of 
retelling the details of their ordeal.  This Government is taking very decisive action; it is committed to protecting 
the interests of children in Western Australia.  We have backed our rhetoric with real action.  We never saw any 
of that action under the Liberals.  We did not see a commitment of resources, the equivalent of the Gordon 
inquiry or legislative reform, and we did not have the proactive minister that we have now to deal with the 
question of child abuse when people are in the care of the State.  As I said, we have also taken up the cause of 
those people in the community who are victims.   

The member for Nedlands is running a little campaign on this issue.  She is not getting any traction on it because 
she always goes too far in the points that she makes in the parliamentary debate.  She has to recognise that if she 
is going to contribute to the parliamentary debate, she has to make her contributions on the basis of evidence, 
research and proper investigation.  She does not do that, and, over time, people who go down that path are 
judged by others for what they are.   
 


