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SELECT COMMITTEE ON ADVOCACY FOR CHILDREN (APPOINTMENT OF A 
COMMISSIONER FOR CHILDREN) - ESTABLISHMENT 

Amendment to Motion 

Resumed from 14 May on the following motion moved by Hon Barbara Scott -  

That a select committee of three members be appointed to inquire into and report on - 

(1) The appointment of a commissioner for children or the establishment of an 
independent office for children as the most appropriate means of establishing an 
advocate for children to enable better government for children and to ensure 
government and Parliament are aware of the needs of children. 

(2) The responsibilities and duties of such a commission or office.  This investigation 
should include but need not be limited to an examination of - 

•  developing an appropriate advocate for children in the heart of government; 

•  legislative and policy impact statements for children; 

•  an advocacy function for children; 

•  coordination across government agencies affecting children; 

•  ensuring that child participation is basic to the functioning of the 
commission/office and to the development of public policy; 

•  developing and benchmarking a strategy for children; 

•  investigating complaints and reporting on maladministration of government; 

•  the physical and mental health of children, including the importance of sport and 
play in child development and litigious and industrial issues restricting these, the 
role of television, videos and computers, time spent in childcare, immunisation 
rates, services for disabled children; 

•  research relevant to children and its relevance to the development of public 
policy; 

•  the impact of the justice system on children; 

•  the transport system and its relevance to children’s needs; 

•  the staffing and budget for this commission/office; and 

•  any other matters that impact on the good growth and development of young 
children. 

(3) The committee has power to send for persons, papers and records and to travel from 
place to place. 

(4) The committee report to the House not later than 30 June 2004 and if the House do 
then stand adjourned, the committee to deliver its report to the President, who shall 
cause the same to be printed by authority of this order. 

to which the following amendment was moved by Hon Robin Chapple - 

After the final dot point add the words -  

; and 

•  the impacts of government and industry policy on the wellbeing of children. 

HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [2.21 pm]:  Previously I started to make some comments about this 
motion and said that the Greens (WA) were happy to support the establishment of such a select committee.  The 
mover of the motion has listed an extensive range of matters that could well relate to that investigation.  I note 
also that we are discussing the amendment proposed by Hon Robin Chapple to include the impact of government 
and industry policy on the wellbeing of children.  I also support that amendment.  The member mentioned in his 
comments on that amendment that fly in, fly out jobs have had enormous repercussions on families and, 
therefore, on the children of those families.   
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I do not wish to talk at length about supporting this motion because I would rather form a committee and start to 
do some work on the matter.  I have indicated to Hon Barbara Scott that I would be interested to be a part of that 
committee if that were acceptable.   

I am aware of the work of Moira Rayner on children and the establishment of a commissioner for children.  I 
was particularly impressed by a talk she gave at a Western Australian Council of Social Service conference 12 
months ago on the work she did in England with children and allowing children to have a considerable input into 
what they thought a commissioner should or should not do.  I mentioned to Hon Barbara Scott that that is a 
process that the committee might like to be familiar with and perhaps investigate.  If the committee recommends 
that we have a commissioner, the process of hearing from the very people for whom this commissioner would be 
advocating is important.  Moira Rayner gave a very informative and amusing speech about the consultation 
processes that were carried out in London with children who wished to have a say in the role and the functions of 
the commissioner.  I was inspired by that speech.  As legislators, we often acknowledge that we have to consult, 
but the idea of consulting with children is particularly challenging for many adults because we often think that, 
as adults, we have the answers and know better.  However, understanding children’s views of the world is also 
an important component of the process, particularly if we want a commissioner who will act in their best 
interests. 

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  They are refreshingly honest.   

Hon GIZ WATSON:  Indeed they are.  The honourable member is correct and children are often exceedingly 
astute and do not dress up their views. 

I look forward to being part of not only a committee of inquiry such as this, but also a process that would hear 
from children.  If this motion is successful, that is a consultation process that the committee might consider.  I 
encourage Hon Barbara Scott to consider it seriously because in my experience, children have valid views.  By 
way of example, the youth parliament - we are dealing with slightly older people - 

Hon Derrick Tomlinson interjected.   

Hon GIZ WATSON:  They still come up with some interesting and valid points of view and political analyses 
resulting from their experiences of the world.  
I was told at lunchtime that the Government has moved to establish a committee on children.  I am curious to 
know what that committee intends to do and when the decision was made to establish such a committee.  I do not 
know whether we will have the opportunity in this debate to get that information but it is a welcome move on 
behalf of the Government.  However, as the information seems to be fairly new, I am curious to know how that 
committee will operate and what will be its brief.  It would be useful for this select committee to understand that 
process because it is being rolled out at the same time. 
The Greens believe that this committee can do some good work and will support the motion.   
HON ROBYN McSWEENEY (South West) [2.28 pm]:  I support Hon Barbara Scott’s motion.  Having worked 
in Family and Children’s Services for a number of years on and off on contract, I can see that if we had had a 
commissioner for children, the situation at the Swan Valley Nyungah Community might not have become so out 
of hand because tighter controls might have been in place.  I am not saying that the abuse would have stopped 
completely, but once an independent children’s commissioner is established, he or she can go beyond the 
Parliament, especially if the establishment of that commissioner is based upon the process used by the 
Queensland Parliament.  Queensland has a Commissioner for Children and Young People, Robin Sullivan, who 
has provided an excellent service to that State.  Hon Barbara Scott brought the New Zealand Commissioner for 
Children over here and he explained what his role was in New Zealand, which is along the same lines as that of 
the Queensland commissioner.  There needs to be an independent commissioner for children.  Children slip 
through the gaps in the Department for Community Development.  Members heard me read from the newspaper 
yesterday about the 30 children turned away from a refuge in Joondalup and 23 turned away from another 
refuge.  That refers to only two refuges in Western Australia.  Those children who are turned away go back to 
violent relationships, and the violence that goes on in abusive homes has a very detrimental effect on them.  
Those children take that influence to school and carry it through the rest of their lives.  There is a need for an 
independent person who can ask what is happening to these children.  Social workers do a wonderful job, but 
they are under the hammer most of the time.  In Sydney they must choose which child they will help on any 
particular day, when they may have 20, 30 or 50 to see.  That is very frightening, and I do not want that 
happening here in Western Australia.  Social workers do get to those children, but it may not be in time, and I do 
not want to see a situation like that.   
The next three paragraphs of the motion read - 

•  legislative and policy impact statements for children; 
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•  an advocacy function for children; 
•  coordination across government agencies affecting children; 

That is a big one.  There does not seem to be coordination across government agencies where children are 
concerned.  There is much razzamatazz about agencies working together, or collaboration - I forget the exact 
terminology that was used a few years ago.  Between education, health, and the other main services, there is a 
very parochial attitude that must be broken down.  Sometimes there can be 10 to 14 people dealing with a single 
family, and that is probably on the lower end of the scale.  There must be a single agency with an overriding 
management role for one family or one child.  Throughout Western Australia there are probably 200 families 
that are recidivist offenders with very real social problems.  We should spend money directly on those 200 
families instead of putting it here and there.  I have always believed in putting in resources when a child is small, 
but unfortunately that is not done.  A child is allowed to go through school, reach a certain age, and all of a 
sudden there is a problem.  That is too late.  A problem with a child can often be detected before the child is 
born.  When I served on the Juvenile Justice Advisory Committee I saw research that showed that what would 
happen to a child could be predicted before that child was born, taking into account its background and parents.  
Money needs to go into the beginning of that child’s life, not when it reaches high school age.  
The next paragraph reads – 

•  ensuring that child participation is basic to the functioning of the commission/office and to the 
development of public policy; 

Hon Giz Watson has just said that children are very honest.  They are very honest; they are lovely little people 
who say delightful things.  I remember taking one of my children into the house of a friend when she was small 
and telling her to sit on the couch.  She looked up and said that the couch was too dirty and the house was dirty 
and she refused to sit on the couch.  I did not know what to do.  The couch had clothes all over it, but it was not 
really dirty.   
The fifth dot point in the motion reads - 

•  developing and benchmarking a strategy for children; 
Every once in a while the Government establishes an office of children, or a different set of policies for children.  
If all the money being wasted were put into an independent commissioner for children, perhaps all these other 
little bits could be put aside.   

The next paragraphs reads - 
•  investigating complaints and reporting on maladministration of government; 

To the best of my knowledge, most Governments work hard for the benefit of children.  Sometimes they err in 
developing policies with which I do not agree, but I like to think that all Governments work for the benefit of 
children in society.  It is my view, which I have expressed before, that there should be mandatory reporting.  As I 
said yesterday in relation to the Gordon inquiry, it is not good enough to have recommendations that people 
report abuse.  Health workers should be required by law to report such incidents, as should all people who come 
across abuse.  We all need to be vigilant out there in the community when it comes to child abuse.  People are 
not being responsible if they do not pick up the telephone and report abuse.  Western Australia is the only State 
that does not have mandatory reporting.  I have read the reasons for that in the Gordon report - that the 
government agencies would be overworked.  I know that people involved in family law disputes can pick up the 
telephone and call the Department for Community Development to see whether it can get something on the 
partner who has custody of the children.   

The next paragraphs reads - 
•  the physical and mental health of children, including the importance of sport and play in child 

development and litigious and industrial issues restricting these, the role of television, videos and 
computers, time spent in childcare, immunisation rates, services for disabled children; 

That should be obvious, but sometimes play is not outside like it was when we were young, playing in creeks 
with tadpoles, or in the bush, in the fresh air.  Nowadays the child comes home and sits in front of the computer, 
which becomes a play station.  I wonder about coordination skills that make us what we are.  These children are 
not getting sport at school, and they are coming home and sitting in front of the computer.  Research has been 
done which shows that when a child who is sitting at the computer does not turn around when spoken to, he or 
she has been on the computer for too long.  The child does not make eye contact with the parent who is 
communicating, but is sitting there wishing that the parent would go away so that the child can focus on the 
computer. 
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Hon Robin Chapple spoke about children with fly in, fly out fathers missing out.  My children had a fly in, fly 
out father for years.  I have asked them if it affected them, and they said it did not.  I have thought long and hard 
about it, and I do not really think it affected them too much.  I will not say what I was going to say, because my 
husband might read it! 
Hon Dee Margetts:  So are you now qualifying your other theory about children needing two parents?   
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  No - children certainly do need two parents.  My children had two parents and 
grandparents as well.  They did not have their father there 24 hours a day, except when he was home.  The 
children did not miss out on anything financially or emotionally.  I had a different situation, because my children 
had grandparents very close to them, which provides another very important role model.  I feel sorry for children 
who do not have two parents, and do not have grandparents.  It is a different world if children have grandparents 
who love them.  

Hon Bill Stretch:  Except for fly in, fly out grandparents! 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  Yes.  The more people children have around them to love them the better off they 
are, although I am sure my children sometimes wish I were far away! 

Hon Barbara Scott’s motion also calls for an examination of research relevant to children and its relevance to the 
development of public policy, the impact of the justice system on children, the transport system and its relevance 
to children’s needs, and the staffing and budget for the commission or office.  As I said yesterday, I examined 
the budget papers but there was no allocation for a children’s commissioner.  Hopefully, there will be in next 
year’s budget.  The motion also refers to any other matters that impact on the good growth and development of 
young children.  I agree with Hon Barbara Scott: young children are precious and we all need to look after them.  
Having worked in the area of family and children’s services I would like to see an independent children’s 
commissioner; someone who does not have to climb career ladders or get ahead.  We need someone who does 
not have to watch what he or she does.  We need someone who will just work and be able to look at a child and 
know what is going on in the child’s life and work towards giving the child a better future.  That is what I want 
to see. 
HON LJILJANNA RAVLICH (East Metropolitan - Parliamentary Secretary) [2.41 pm]:  The Government will 
support the amendment. 

HON BARBARA SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [2.41 pm]:  The amendment made by Hon Robin Chapple is 
worthy.  I will speak briefly to it.  Hon Robin Chapple has added rightly to the list of points contained in the 
motion that require examination.  He has suggested that the impacts of government and industry policy on the 
wellbeing of children also be examined, with particular attention being given to fly in, fly out arrangements.  As 
he has said, it is an issue of modern living and modern industry policy.  It is particularly true for the north west 
of the State.  The policy brings fathers home for only two weeks out of four.  Hon Robin Chapple’s speech 
depicted a family unit operating for two weeks at a time with the mother in charge.  It is a little bit like members 
of Parliament except we get home to sleep for a few hours each night.  It is legitimate to add the issue of fly in, 
fly out to the list because it focuses on an industrial situation that forces families to adjust in a different way.  I 
am very happy to take the amendment on board. 

Hon Giz Watson referred to children being involved.  It is a good issue.  In 1999 I visited the children’s office in 
London.  The office of a commissioner had not yet been established but many children in London were contacted 
to establish what were the issues.  The Mayor of London, Ken Livingstone, requested that children complete a 
card to have their say about the various issues.  Child abuse and the lack of playing space headed the issues for 
children in London.  I do not expect the issues in Western Australia to be very different but I hold very closely, 
as does Moira Rayner, the belief that if children are given the opportunity to speak on these issues, we need to 
listen to what they have to say.  The opinions of children are valid.   

I did not have the opportunity last night to speak on the reserves Bill affecting the Swan Valley Nyungah 
Community.  However, I wanted to raise some issues in that respect.  In talking about an office of a children’s 
commissioner, I re-emphasise that there are already commissioners for children in Queensland, New South 
Wales, Tasmania and New Zealand.  The need for the commissioners arose from the gross neglect of children; 
indeed, from child abuse.  The legislation passed last night was an inappropriate way to deal with child abuse.  It 
was not appropriate to use a land Bill for that purpose.  However, the principle involved was that young children 
and women must take priority in that instance.  The Premier has been derelict in not implementing a policy on 
which his Government came to office.  He has not established an independent and autonomous commissioner for 
children.  If it had been done nine months ago, we would now have in place a commissioner for children who 
would be able to look at the child abuse occurring in Aboriginal and other communities. 
Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  Why did you not establish one during your term of government? 
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Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  That issue has been dealt with; my motion is to move forward.  We must take a fresh 
look.  When I visited the office of the children’s commissioner in London I also had the privilege to meet a man 
called Peter Newell.  He has examined effective government structures for children. 
Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  I think we should get an undertaking that the committee will not travel. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I am not promoting travel; I am promoting a very quick resolution to something that 
should have been put in place nine months ago.  This Government has promised to put it in place.  It is a 
proposal I support. 
As we reflect on the way this Government is dealing with child abuse in Aboriginal communities, it gives rise to 
the need for a fresh look at the way in which we put in place structures in government that deal with issues 
affecting children.  Because of the amendment proposed by Hon Robin Chapple, I hope the committee will take 
a fresh look at modern day living and how families are affected.  The industry policy of fly in, fly out is 
something that requires a fresh approach.  I am not suggesting that Hon Robin Chapple is of another age, but I 
certainly am.  I remember being in church one day with my two-year-old and three-year-old children.  A very 
black African man with very long hair was sitting in front of us.  I presume he was connected with one of the 
universities.  My daughter started to pull his hair.  In a loud whisper she asked, “Is he a black man?  Do we have 
to be nice to him?”  My children had never seen a very black man.  Children come out with some interesting 
things!  We need to take a fresh approach in Western Australia.  Certain issues affecting indigenous people have 
never been properly addressed, certainly not in a fresh way.  If the Government had established a children’s 
commissioner, we would have had a process and plan to deal with emergency situations.  That is why we gave 
the Government emergency powers last night for a specific location.  I hope the administrator of the Swan 
Valley Nyungah Community will report to Cabinet regularly and will not be just a replacement for people we 
have had in the past such as Mr Neville.  If a children’s commissioner, with an Aboriginal deputy commissioner, 
were in place, a plan would be developed based on the best research and proven programs to combat drug abuse, 
physical abuse, sexual abuse, child neglect - 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  You make it sound like there would be no problems with that position in place.   

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I would never live in that dreamland of no problems, but the very sound research we 
have at our fingertips in this State and in this nation must be taken on board.  This is probably the best research 
ever available.  I urge that the review produce a plan for a commissioner that takes on board the latest research in 
making policy.   
Hon Giz Watson stated that we must listen to children, and Hon Robin Chapple reminded me about the 
requirement for impact statements.  An obligatory impact statement on the impact of the legislation on the 
environment must be provided in some nations on every Bill that passes through the Legislature.  Sweden and 
other nations have introduced a children’s commissioner, and this State should follow suit.  One of the roles of 
the commissioner’s office would be to prepare impact statements on all legislation.  The Cannabis Control Bill 
that is before this House - I will speak about its impact on children and youth in our State in that debate - and the 
prostitution measure that is before the other place are classic examples of legislation on which a commissioner’s 
office could prepare appropriate impact statements on how the legislation will impact on young Western 
Australians.   
I refer now to a fresh approach and new government structures that I hope the children’s commissioner will be 
able to put in place -   

Point of Order 
Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  I thought the member was addressing the amendment before the Chamber; 
namely, the inclusion of the words proposed by Hon Robin Chapple.  The member is straying and is addressing 
the original motion.   

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Adele Farina):  The House is addressing the amendment. 

Debate Resumed 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  In line with the amendment suggesting that a fresh look be taken in Western 
Australia, Hon Robin Chapple spoke about the fly in, fly out issue.  The children’s commissioner could consider 
new issues outlined by research.  The West Australian of 25 May outlined that foster care is in crisis.  That article 
refers to one of the new issues that should be considered.  That is why I take on board the amendment proposed 
by Hon Robin Chapple.  That is an example of a new issue.  Some 25 years ago, this State moved away from 
putting children in crisis into institutionalised homes and put them into foster homes.  Foster care is now in 
crisis.  Not enough culturally aware or culturally alike families are available.  Such an issue requires a new 
approach to be taken for modern families living in a different era with problems different from those of the past.  
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Many issues are involved.  Another new issue that should be considered by the committee is the latest report on 
the nutrition and physical wellbeing of young children.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  Is it supporting the amendment?   

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  The research certainly supports the amendment.  I refer to new research on the 
nutrition and wellbeing of children that points to a high level of obesity in children through inactivity.  This 
research is very relevant to the amendment and my theme of the necessity to take a new approach because new 
issues face the community.  An issue right in our face at the moment is outlined in the statistics presented in the 
study at the University of Sydney on children’s nutrition and physical activity by Dr Jennifer O’Dea.  I quote 
briefly to substantiate my comments.  It reads -  

•  1 in 5 Australian children consume nothing at all for breakfast.   

•  1 in 4 Australian school children consume an inadequate breakfast that consists of nothing at all or only 
fluids such as cordial, water, tea, coffee or soft drink. 

•  1 in 3 Australian secondary school students consume nothing or an inadequate breakfast.   

•  Children who eat breakfast are more likely to benefit from positive effects on their mood and mental 
performance. 

•  1 in 6 children consumed no fruit or green vegetables in the 3 days prior to the day of the study.   

In summing up my remarks on the amendment, the establishment of an independent advocate for children, in the 
form of an independent children’s commissioner as found in Queensland, New South Wales and Tasmania and 
New Zealand and 19 other countries, will be considered closely by the select committee.  The committee will 
bring legislation to Parliament to fill the gaps that remain despite the Government’s promises; that is, to put in 
place a commissioner so our children will be spoken for and will be able to speak for themselves in forums 
provided for them.  Therefore, a holistic approach will be taken to the way we deal with children.  It will be new 
and fresh; it will not leave behind the old, but will use it as experience to be built upon.  The State of Western 
Australia can then move forward.   

The Gordon inquiry identified the complex issues faced in Aboriginal communities.  This will require a 
resolution as both sides of government - the Government and the Opposition - come together and agree that this 
is a national disgrace, not just a state disgrace.  Sadly, the establishment of a children’s commissioner in each 
jurisdiction resulted from a royal commission or an adverse inquiry finding.  The NSW Commission for Children 
and Young People was appointed following the Wood royal commission, and the appointment of the Queensland 
commissioner arose from an inquiry into child abuse, as was the case in Tasmania and New Zealand.  The 
Gordon inquiry is the impetus for members to act.  Sadly, we have had to wait for this impetus.  If the select 
committee reviews available legislation, it will be abundantly clear that a children’s commissioner for Western 
Australia would provide an independent overview of what is happening in our community.  The commissioner 
would be able to speak for, and with, children to make a difference for all children in Western Australia.  I would 
be very pleased if the Chamber supported this call today, so the State can move forward in this regard.   

Amendment put and passed.  

Motion, as Amended 

HON LJILJANNA RAVLICH (East Metropolitan - Parliamentary Secretary) [3.00 pm]:  The Government 
opposes the motion as amended.  However, it will not divide on the motion.   

Hon Barbara Scott:  That is a disgrace.   

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  It may well be a disgrace, but that is the Government’s position.  We have 
adopted that position because there should not be -  

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Adele Farina):  Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich, did you speak to the amendment?   

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  Yes, I did.   

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT:  Given that you have already spoken to the amendment you do not have an 
opportunity to speak to the motion as amended.  The member can seek leave of the House to make her 
comments.   

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  I seek the leave of the House to make further comments.   

[Leave granted.]   
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Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  The Government opposes the establishment of a select committee and believes 
that this matter could have been more appropriately handled through a standing committee of the Parliament.  
However, we recognise that the Greens (WA) will support Hon Barbara Scott’s motion to establish a select 
committee.  Therefore, the motion will be carried.  The Government believes that Standing Order No 339(c), 
which allows for the establishment of a subcommittee comprising two or more members with the same powers 
of a committee, would have been a better way of achieving the same outcome.  That would have been a much 
more cost-effective way to go, but clearly that is not be the will of the House.   

The establishment of a select committee has been Hon Barbara Scott’s crusade for just about the whole of her 
career -  

Hon Barbara Scott:  I make no apology for that.   

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  I commend her efforts.  However, in her contribution to the debate, the 
honourable member indicated that this will be such a giant step forward for the community, there will be no 
further issues or problems relating to children in this State.  I do not necessarily share that optimistic view.  
Further, I do not share the member’s view that this Government has tried to obstruct this issue.  Having 
considered this matter from a historical perspective, when the coalition was in government the Liberal Party was 
divided over the best way to go.   

Hon Barbara Scott:  Clearly there is division in your party also.   

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  I make the point that there has not been a history of unanimity on Hon Barbara 
Scott’s side of politics.  I accept that there has not been unanimity on our side of politics.  However, for the 
member to allege that this Government has done nothing in the two years it has been in office when her party did 
absolutely nothing in the eight years that it was in office is a little bit rich.  The research I undertook highlights 
that in June 1998 there was a major point of difference on this matter, because the then Family and Children’s 
Services Minister, Rhonda Parker, rejected calls from within the Liberal Party room for the creation of an 
independent office designed to protect children from abuse.  An article from The West Australian on 25 June 
1998 states -  

Mrs Parker told the Legislative Assembly yesterday the Government had considered issues raised by 
the Wood royal commission - which recommended the formation of a Children’s Commission.  But 
outside the House she said: “At this stage, the Government does not intend to establish a children’s 
commission.”   

The article continues -  

Mrs Parker’s response actually pits her against Liberal backbencher Barbara Scott, who moved last 
August to create an independent body based on the concept of a children’s commission called an Office 
For Children.   

Hon Barbara Scott:  She is gone and I am still here.   

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  That is not the attitude that should be displayed by the honourable member.   

That went on within the Liberal Party room for quite some time.   

Hon Barbara Scott:  So what; you are the Government.   

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  The member was part of the Government that held office for eight years and did 
nothing.  The member has a high cheek to allege that in some ways this Government has been deficient because 
it has not done anything in the past nine months.  Golly gosh; gee whiz.  How hypocritical.   

An article in The West Australian on 27 June 1998 states -  

Parents of children listed on a government child abuse register would be told unless it was deemed 
unsafe to do so, Family and Children’s Services Minister Rhonda Parker said yesterday.   

It further reads -  

But Liberal upper House MP Barbara Scott, who has called for the formation of an Office For Children, 
said the register did not go far enough.   

That is fine; I do not have a problem with Hon Barbara Scott pushing her case.  However, I have a bit of a 
problem with her being hypocritical and expecting this Government to do what her Government would not do.  
Hon Barbara Scott was a part of the coalition Government; she was a backbencher and the spokesperson on this 
matter, yet she did absolutely nothing.  That is pretty pathetic.  

Hon Alan Cadby interjected.   
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Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  She certainly could not get any action from her own party, so it is a bit rich to 
expect -  

Hon Ray Halligan:  There was no action from your Government either.   

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT:  Order, members! 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  I agree with Hon Barbara Scott on some points.  Children are probably becoming 
more vulnerable over time and they are impacted by a variety of factors.  However, we all accept that we do not 
live in a perfect world and that times are changing for many people.  Many sections of our community are also 
feeling that vulnerability.  Certainly in terms of children it is fair to say that the breakdown of the family unit, the 
concept of a blended family and the advent of modern day communications have impacted at an accelerated rate.  
Therefore, it is not surprising that children who look normal in every other way are becoming involved in a 
greater level of self harm.  More children are becoming victims of anorexia and a range of other diseases than is 
otherwise the case historically.  People cannot give a rational explanation for this.  Those types of changes are 
having an adverse impact and the rate of change in the world is no doubt contributing to that.   

I acknowledge the excellent contribution made by a great Western Australian, Professor Fiona Stanley, to the 
area of child health in Western Australia.  However, I do not accept that this matter should have been left to the 
Government.  I have some positive information for Hon Giz Watson about the new advisory council that the 
State Government has appointed to help reduce child deaths in Western Australia.  Professor Fiona Stanley, who 
is this year’s Australian of the Year, will chair the Advisory Council on the Prevention of Deaths of Children and 
Young People.   

Hon Barbara Scott:  This is just a knee-jerk reaction. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  Hon Barbara Scott cannot have it both ways.  I do not know how she can say this 
is just a knee-jerk reaction.  It is quite within the minister’s rights to move forward on matters that affect 
children.  The big problem that Hon Barbara Scott has is that she wants to be seen as an expert in this area 
because, first, she has children.  Hon Barbara Scott is not alone in that.  Many people have children. 

Hon Barbara Scott:  I have never said that I am an expert. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  Hon Barbara Scott says that she can speak with authority on this matter because, 
first, she is a mother; and, secondly, she is a preprimary school teacher.  The minister is moving ahead on her 
agenda.  The member may not like that, because it cuts across what she sees as her area.  I think this is a very 
good initiative.  The Government thinks this is a very good initiative.  We are very supportive of this initiative.  
Is the member saying to me that she does not support this initiative?   

Hon Barbara Scott:  I do not know what the initiative is.   

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  Then there is no point in scowling about it and saying -  

Hon Barbara Scott:  Tell us what the initiative is. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  I have already explained it.  The member should listen.  It is the new advisory 
council to combat child deaths.  

Hon Barbara Scott:  Child deaths!  Another committee!  You have got Kay Hallahan on the Child Death Review 
Committee.  Is this another committee? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  Clearly Hon Barbara Scott is not interested in this.  Clearly she thinks this is her 
domain and she should be the minister.  

Hon Peter Foss:  Do not be so flippant! 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  Hon Barbara Scott is not the minister and she will never be the minister, so I 
suppose a bit of barking from the side is the best that she can do.  Hon Giz Watson asked for some information 
on this matter, and I am happy to provide it to her.  The minister announced the appointment of the council today 
and said that the purpose of the council is to help prevent and reduce deaths of Western Australian children and 
young people aged up to 17 years.  In 2001 a total of 250 children and young people died in this State.  Many of 
these deaths were caused by disease, illness and accidents, including drowning and road trauma.  The new 
advisory council will be expected to develop a comprehensive report on the current status of child deaths in 
Western Australia.  The council will be very high-powered.  It will be chaired by Professor Stanley, and the 
members will be Ms Colleen Hayward, acting manager, state policy centre, Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander 
Commission; Dr Edouard d’Espaignet, senior epidemiologist, Institute for Child Health Research; Ms Jane 
Freemantle, the researcher who developed a child and infant mortality database for Western Australian children; 
Mr Stanley Jeyaraj, state manager, Kid’s Help Line; Ms Dawn Bessarah, lecturer in indigenous studies at Curtin 
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University; Dr Jacqueline Scurlock, paediatrician; Ms Jane Brazier, director general of the Department for 
Community Development; Dr Shane Kelly, area chief executive, Women’s and Children’s Health Service; and 
Mr Michael Jackson, executive director, population health, Department of Health.  

We listened to some criticism earlier about the lack of a cooperative approach between agencies.  However, 
when the executive director, population health, of the Department of Health, the area chief executive of the 
Women’s and Children’s Health Service, the director general of the Department for Community Development, 
paediatricians and people from tertiary institutions are all working together in a collaborative way to tackle an 
issue and find solutions, then that is a very good example of government working cooperatively.  I seek leave to 
table the minister’s media statement on the new advisory council to combat child deaths. 

Leave granted.  [See paper No. 1123.] 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  I now want to spend a bit of time on the construction of this motion.  In my 
opinion this is a poorly constructed motion.  Apart from anything else, it attempts to pre-empt the outcome.  We 
should not pre-empt the outcome prior to an investigation of a matter.  In reality if the committee were to spend 
time going through the list of things it has been asked to inquire into it would probably take it about three years.  
I have some concerns about the amount of research and inquiry that the motion seeks to have the committee 
undertake.  I also have reservations about the detail that will need to go into the report.  I said earlier, sort of 
half-flippantly, that I do not think the committee should travel.  I have not changed my view.  I notice that the 
member who has brought the motion to the House has not given an undertaking that the committee will not 
travel.  One of the reasons that we have difficulty in supporting the motion is that, as I have already mentioned, 
we think this can just as easily be done by a subcommittee of a standing committee.  Apart from anything else, 
that will reduce costs and possibly even produce a better outcome.  However, Hon Barbara Scott is absolutely 
committed to the notion that this should not be a subcommittee of a standing committee but should be a select 
committee.  I am a bit concerned that one of the reasons for that is that the committee wants to have the right to 
travel.  I would like to get an undertaking from the member that it is not her intention to use this in any way as an 
opportunity to travel extensively. 

Hon Peter Foss:  Hon Bruce Donaldson will not be on the committee!  That should be enough! 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  If Hon Bruce Donaldson will not be on the committee it will not be flying 
anywhere!  Hon Barbara Scott clearly wants to portray the view that this Government is not doing anything in 
the area of children.  That is not the case.  The Government has a very comprehensive plan for children.  The 
Government values children and is committed to enhancing the wellbeing of children and ensuring that they 
have a voice in the development of government policy and services.  The Government has a cooperative inter-
agency approach to dealing with issues with regard to children.  Rather than dealing with the issues in a 
piecemeal fashion, we are attempting to adopt a more strategic approach that will encompass the cabinet 
standing committee on social policy, the social policy unit of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet, the 
Office for Children and Young People’s Policy, and the early years strategy, which has been developed by the 
early years task force.  The Government is bringing together those components to ensure that a strategic 
approach is taken on this issue.  In my view, it is a very different approach from that adopted by the previous 
Government.   

Hon Peter Foss:  Nonsense.   

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  It is not nonsense; it is true.  I cop the argument that historically there has not 
been particularly good cooperation between government agencies.  When I was in the education system, if 
someone had a problem, for example if he or she needed to call in the police, community development or other 
government agencies, it was difficult to get a coordinated approach because each government agency worked as 
a separate department.  There has been a marked improvement over time.  However, having said that, a hell of a 
lot more could be done.   

Hon Robyn McSweeney:  An independent children’s commissioner.   

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  I have already put on record that the Government will not support this motion.  
The strategies that are in place are adequate.  The Government also feels that the establishment of a select 
committee to consider this issue would be extravagant, as the job could be done just as well by a committee that 
already exists.  I could go on for hours and hours on this matter.  However, I do not intend to do so.  I have 
clearly spelt out the Government’s position on this matter.  I am particularly disappointed that the member who 
brought this motion to the House has the attitude that the future for children will become bright only once this 
committee has reported.  I do not think that the member is honestly aware of some of the positive achievements 
of the Gallop Government with children.  I refer to developments that the former Government did not have the 
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nerve to bring to the fore.  I am a bit disappointed about the member’s position on this issue.  However, I do not 
want to spend too much of the House’s time on this matter.   

HON JOHN FISCHER (Mining and Pastoral) [3.22 pm]:  When I first viewed the motion put forward by Hon 
Barbara Scott to appoint a select committee to investigate and recommend the appointment of a commissioner 
for children, I wondered what this would entail.  Having given this motion more thought, I am very much in 
favour of it.  I am not interested in the past history of this House or similar motions that may or may not have 
failed.  I am very interested in the future issues that a motion of this type would cover.  I am very interested in 
the future of the children of this State.  I do not think that I need to emphasise the fact that One Nation is very 
strong in its support of family unit issues.  It is one of the major policies that Governments in this State have 
lacked in the past.  When I talk about family unit issues, I do not have to go back too far to express my disgust 
about some of the social issues legislation that has been passed in this House in the time that I have been a 
member.  I believe that a move in this direction would certainly overcome what I believe -   

Hon Dee Margetts interjected.   

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  If Hon Dee Margetts wants to interject, she should speak up, or squeak up, or whatever it 
is she does. 

Hon Dee Margetts:  I was just suggesting that in your view some families are bad and some families are not.   

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  That is totally ridiculous.  That is a typical, Green, waffling statement.  These people are 
unbelievable.  I am yet to hear anything go through this House without the Greens moaning and bitching about it 
in some way.  The Greens are absolutely incredible.   

Hon Dee Margetts:  You don’t understand.   

Hon Giz Watson interjected.   

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  No. 

Hon Dee Margetts:  You don’t understand what you are actually saying.   

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  I understand a hell of a lot more about it than does Hon Dee Margetts.  If she went to the 
coalface of this State and looked at what actually goes on instead of flirting with the pixies or whatever it is she 
does at the bottom of her garden, she would be a hell of a lot better informed.  In this day and age, with issues 
such as fly in, fly out and the reduction in leisure time, there has been a build-up of problems that a committee of 
this nature could investigate.  I do not think it would have any trouble making many improvements to the 
situation in this State.  Only yesterday this House debated the shocking degradation of children in certain 
circumstances.  I will speak briefly on some education issues in this State.  Some schools in my electorate have 
180 pupils registered with them, yet on any given day, barely 50 per cent of those children attend school.  The 
situation is getting close to breaking point.  Many parents in this State are frustrated about the breakdown of the 
judicial system, the total breakdown of the education system and the incredible rate of crime, particularly 
juvenile crime.  We need only look at the figures for break-ins and truancy around the State.  The situation has 
reached the stage at which state schoolteachers actually need guards.  It is absolute lunacy.  It is well worth the 
effort to put together a select committee to investigate the appointment of a commissioner for children.  No harm 
would come from that.  The only thing that would come out of it would be an improvement.  Not much success 
is needed for there to be an improvement, because of the way in which things are going in this State at the 
moment.  There are problems with the Department for Community Development.  It is either not funded 
sufficiently or its officers are not competent to do the job that they should be doing.  A select committee of this 
nature would be able to consider the problems this department has had on many fronts.  It could provide advice 
and try to get the department on a more even keel.   

Concerned groups of residents are meeting regularly in many country towns, with or without the aid of the Safer 
WA program, to consider how to control juvenile delinquency, which is rampant throughout these areas.  I 
would not call these groups vigilante groups.  In South Hedland the local business organisation has arranged 
several meetings to specifically consider these issues.  Meetings are also being held in Meekatharra.  A meeting 
will shortly be held in Mt Magnet to consider this issue, which I shall certainly attend.  One Nation will offer 
complete support to the motion put forward by Hon Barbara Scott.  It is an excellent idea, and I hope that the 
Government will see its way clear to support the motion.  I see no reason that it would not.  We cannot continue 
to keep closing our eyes and putting off the hard decisions that are required to get the social structure in this 
State back onto an even keel.  I do not think I overemphasise the fact when I say that in many areas it is virtually 
at breaking point.  It is with great concern and interest that One Nation supports this motion.  I congratulate Hon 
Barbara Scott for moving it. 
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HON BARBARA SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [3.30 pm]:  First, I acknowledge and thank the members who 
have spoken in support of this motion to establish a select committee to look into the appointment of a 
commissioner for children in Western Australia.  I am pleased and impressed that there has been across-the-
board support from every party, other than the Labor Party, for the appointment of a select committee.  However, 
I know that some government members do support the concept of a children’s commissioner.  Indeed, this 
Government came to office with the concept of a children’s commissioner as part of its platform. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  Why has the member insisted on a select committee, and why has she not been prepared 
to negotiate on that issue? 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I am commenting on the fact that members from every party in this House, other than 
the Labor Party, have agreed that a select committee of three people would be appropriate, for the reasons that 
we have argued previously.  Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich referred to an excessive amount of material in the motion.  
To me, the motion is clear.  It is made up of four parts.  The first is the appointment of a commissioner or the 
establishment of an office for children; the second is the responsibilities and duties of such a commission or 
office; the third is that the committee has power to send for persons, papers and records and to travel from place 
to place; and the fourth is that the committee report to the House not later than 30 June 2004.  It is quite a simple 
motion.  I guess Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich was referring to the second part of the motion, which states that the 
responsibilities and duties of the commission or office could include a range of matters.  I included that to make 
it clear to members of the House -  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  The motion states “should include”, not “could”.  “Should” is different from “could”. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Has the member finished? 

Members of Parliament will understand the sorts of matters that a commissioner would examine.  The first is the 
impact of legislation and policy on children.  Earlier in the debate, I cited two pieces of legislation that are before 
the House at the moment; that is, the prostitution and cannabis legislation.  They are important pieces of 
legislation that will impact on children.  Certainly in my prepared speeches on those two pieces of legislation, I 
will focus on the way in which that legislation impacts on children.  However, if there were a commissioner for 
children, it would be a function of the commissioner to investigate that.  There is general agreement in the 
community that an independent, autonomous office should be established by legislation, and that a commissioner 
for children is the most appropriate person to deal with children’s issues and to be an advocate for children.   

I purposely suggested that a small number of members be appointed to the select committee, because it will 
mean that the committee will be efficient.  Three members would be more likely to be able to meet often than 
would five members.  I do not believe that a great deal of time will be needed for the inquiry.  As I said in my 
first speech to the Parliament on this motion, a large amount of work has been done.  I have examined the 
jurisdictions in many other countries.  

It seems obvious that this Government is trying to back away from a clear policy commitment that it made on 
coming to government; that is, that it would establish an office of a children’s commissioner.  All along - I make 
no apology for this allegation - the responsible minister has had a knee-jerk reaction to every initiative in respect 
of children which I have put forward and which has received a large amount of support in the community, as has 
the parliamentary secretary, who can never keep her mouth shut but must react to everything that is commented 
on.  For instance, last year I organised a children’s summit for Children’s Week.  Three hundred people attended 
the summit.  After the summit, the general consensus was that Western Australia should move rapidly towards 
the establishment of a children’s commissioner.  What happened last week?  Minister McHale said that Western 
Australia will have the first ever children’s summit.  I did not see that reported in any of the media.  Maybe the 
media in Western Australia have realised that this minister does not have a handle on her portfolio or has lost her 
memory.  It was a bit of a nonsense for her to say last week that Western Australia will have its first ever 
children’s summit, when everybody in Western Australia who has any interest in children knows that the first 
children’s summit has already been held and that 300 people attended it.   

After that summit meeting, I called for a child card for people who work with children.  On the day that I moved 
in this Parliament for the appointment of a select committee, the minister said that the Western Australian 
Government would consider introducing a child card.  A child card is part of the responsibility of the Queensland 
Commission for Children and Young People.  An amount of $2.65 million has been allocated in the Queensland 
budget for the commissioner’s office to put in place the child card.  An extensive process has been put in place to 
register volunteers and paid workers.  I dealt with all that when I spoke on the motion originally.  I will not 
repeat what I said.  However, I have from the Queensland Commission for Children and Young People all the 
details of the child card and what it looks like.  When the minister said that she had no idea that I was talking 
about something that looks like a drivers licence, and that costs volunteers nothing - 
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Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  Will the member table that, please? 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I am happy to table it.  I will open it up widely so that members can see it.  It is a 
little blue card, which costs volunteers nothing.  A rigorous policy has been put in place by the Commission for 
Children and Young People in Queensland to screen every person who volunteers to work with children, as well 
as paid workers.  A national criminal history record check is done of every person who wishes to work with 
children.  That is not just for people who have a criminal conviction recorded against their name; it is for 
anybody who has been charged with a crime.  The criminal history record includes the charges.  That is different 
from a police check. 

A few months after the summit, the minister announced that there would be an Office for Children and Young 
People’s Policy within the Department for Community Development.  About 18 months ago the minister 
announced that that office was meant to be organising a forum, which has still not happened.  Perhaps this first 
children’s summit she has now announced will be the first coming together of the Office for Children and Young 
People’s Policy, which still comes under the department.   

Some weeks ago when we discussed the establishment of this select committee, I raised concern about the abuse 
of children and the number of deaths.  The Government then decided to establish the Child Death Review 
Committee with Hon Kay Hallahan in charge.  Today’s media statement by the minister says that the new 
advisory council to combat child deaths will investigate cases involving children known to the Department for 
Community Development.  As I understood it, the Child Death Review Committee was established to look into 
and report on all suspicious deaths.  I reiterate to this Parliament that last year in this State alone there were 66 
suspicious child deaths and in 33 of the cases the families were known to the Department for Community 
Development.  When the Child Death Review Committee was established it was made clear that it would 
investigate all suspicious deaths, not just the suspicious deaths that had happened within families that had 
already had contact with the Department for Community Development.  Now, on the day when the select 
committee is about to be approved, the Government, having another knee-jerk reaction, is establishing a new 
advisory council to combat child deaths.   

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  You are not suggesting that anyone - 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I suggest that the people on the council are highly respected.  During the years that I 
have worked in the area of children, I have been fortunate enough to meet most of these people and I have 
nothing against any of them; they are wonderful people.  The State Government is again having a panic reaction 
to the Opposition setting up a select committee to look into the establishment of a commissioner for children.  
The Government made a commitment to this in its platform - it is part of Labor Party policy - but it has not put it 
in place.  Therefore, it is setting up all these different little committees.  What the cost will be to government I do 
not know. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich interjected.   

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I am not making a judgment on it - 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich interjected. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Has the member finished? 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT:  Order, members! 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I said that the Government has had another knee-jerk reaction and I am disappointed 
that it will not support the select committee to establish a children’s commissioner in Western Australia.  This 
State needs an independent and autonomous office and a commissioner sitting outside of government agencies 
who can make sure children are protected and have an advocate in the very heart of government.   

I will finish by reading a summary of the discussion paper from my children’s summit.  It states - 

Australia is a very prosperous nation.  It has been increasing in prosperity with only minor fluctuations 
since the second world war.  Given this, it is reasonable to expect that the lot of children would have 
similarly improved over that time.  However, since the 1970s the position of children in our community 
has slowly declined and the rate of that decline . . .  

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT:  I apologise for interrupting but, it being 3.45 pm, I am required to leave the Chair 
until the ringing of the bells.  

Sitting suspended from 3.45 to 4.00 pm 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Before the tea suspension I was giving the House a brief summary of the discussion 
paper produced as a result of the children’s summit held last year.  I quote - 
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Child abuse is increasing - this is not merely a figment of better reporting but a real increase. 

In discussing children in Western Australia it states - 

Boys are doing worse at school - this is not simply a result of girls doing better, boys’ educational 
results are declining.  Childhood obesity has accelerated so much that we now have the fattest kids in 
the world - this is not only a result of over-eating and lack of exercise but also of bad eating; almost 
forty percent of Australian children do not get their minimum daily requirements of nutrients. 

Hon Bruce Donaldson:  Is there a link with the reduction of physical education for children in primary schools 
compared with what there used to be? 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Obesity could be caused by the lack of physical activity in schools.  A number of 
issues combine to create the increase in obesity of which the lack of activity is only one.  The increased use of 
laptop computers and computer games and the fear by parents of their children playing on streets and having the 
freedom they did when they were children growing up in the suburbs - such as walking to school - all contribute. 

Hon Bruce Donaldson:  Public parks are now nearly always empty. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Yes.  The social demographics of society have changed.  More women are in the 
work force and there is less time for children.   

This is a worthy motion.  It seeks to establish a select committee of this Parliament to report to the Parliament on 
the establishment of a commissioner for children in Western Australia.  The office of the commissioner would be 
an independent and autonomous body supported by either the Parliament or the Government.  I thank the 
members of this House who have supported the motion and spoken to it.  We have come to the realisation that 
children and children’s issues should be high on the agenda.  I have said on a number of occasions that a civil 
society can be judged by the way it treats its children.  If we do not put our children high on the political agenda, 
we are failing the next generation.  Today’s children are the adults of tomorrow.  As I said earlier, the catalyst 
for the establishment of a commissioner for children in New Zealand was the death of young James.  He died 
after many years of physical abuse.  High levels of sexual and physical abuse of children have led to the 
establishment of offices of commissioners for children throughout the world.  The Irish Government is 
considering the establishment of an office of a children’s commissioner.  The Scottish Parliament has just passed 
legislation in a similar vein.  As I said before, 19 countries now have a commissioner for children.  In addressing 
the children’s summit, New Zealand’s Commissioner for Children, Roger McClay, said that children are 
signposts to the future.  If our children are to be signposts to the future and reflect the way we deal with them, I 
welcome the establishment of a children’s commissioner.  I thank members for their support and I look forward 
to working with members who are willing to contribute to the establishment of a commissioner for children in 
Western Australia.  I am disappointed that the Western Australian Government does not support this motion and 
displays a sporadic knee-jerk reaction in its children’s policy after having come to government with much 
promise and hope for many people that it would establish a commissioner for children.  I ask for the support of 
members. 

Question (motion, as amended) put and passed. 
 


