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DRUG EDUCATION - SCHOOL CURRICULUM 
Urgency Motion 

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Nick Griffiths):  I received the following letter this morning - 

Dear Mr President 

I hereby give notice that pursuant to standing order 72 I intend to move today: 

“That this house consider as a matter of urgency the Carpenter Government’s failure to ensure the 
inclusion of school drug education as a mandatory component of the school curriculum.” 

Yours sincerely 

Hon Donna Faragher MLC 

The member will require the support of four members in order to move the motion. 

[At least four members rose in their places.] 

HON DONNA FARAGHER (East Metropolitan) [3.53 pm]:  I move the motion. 

Last week, when the Minister for Health was standing by his failed cannabis laws, in spite of a report that 
recommended significant change - change that has been consistently advocated by the opposition - he indicated 
his willingness to change the legislation to ensure that juveniles caught with cannabis be required to undergo 
compulsory drug education.  A quote from the minister on the perthnow website states - 

“It is clear from these statistics that most teenagers don’t face any consequences for possessing cannabis 
and I’m sure parents would support the introduction of mandatory education to prevent future problems 
in their lives,” Mr McGinty said. 

I certainly agree.  That has been the opposition’s stated position for some time.  However, I put the question: 
why should we have mandatory education only once a juvenile has started taking the drug?  Surely we should 
make it mandatory before children and young people are tempted.  That is what this motion is all about.  In 
tackling the issue of drug use in our community, I believe it is incumbent upon all of us to pay particular 
attention to education and the important role that it plays in preventing, or at least delaying, the onset of drug 
use, whether licit or illicit.  There is a good deal of research both in Australia and overseas that shows that 
effective drug education programs, particularly those delivered in schools, can have positive behavioural change, 
particularly when they are supported by initiatives involving parents, the wider community, radio, television, 
print media and the Internet.  It is important for students at both the primary and secondary levels to be exposed 
to effective school drug education programs, most importantly before experimentation occurs.  Why is it 
important?  Let us look at some of the statistics.  First, I refer to the statistics on alcohol.  Alarmingly, according 
to the National Health and Medical Research Council and reported by the Australian Medical Association a 
couple of weeks ago, alcohol accounts for 13 per cent of all deaths among 14 to 17-year-old Australians.  The 
council estimates that one Australian teenager dies and more than 60 are hospitalised each week from alcohol-
related causes.  Binge drinking is also a significant problem, particularly among young girls.  The West 
Australian reported figures just last week from the National Drug Research Institute that showed that around 
13 per cent of 14 to 17-year-old girls drink alcohol at levels that put them at serious risk of chronic harm.  This is 
an increase from just one per cent in 1998 and 10 per cent in 2000.   

Now I turn to illicit drugs.  While it will be argued by the government that illicit drug use has declined, it is still 
far too high, with Western Australia showing the highest rates of abuse across all states all too often.  This is 
particularly the case for both amphetamines and cannabis.  According to the “2005 Australian Secondary 
Students Alcohol and Drug Survey Report”, 19 per cent of students aged between 12 and 17 had used cannabis, 
11 per cent had used inhalants, seven per cent had used amphetamines and three per cent had used ecstasy.  With 
these figures in mind, it is clear to me and to the opposition that drug education must be a strong policy focus.  In 
particular, the early and ongoing role of schools, teachers and significant others in supporting preventive actions 
and initiatives that actively discourage children and young people from taking up drugs cannot be 
underestimated.   
As members would be aware, Western Australia has the School Drug Education and Road Aware project, an 
initiative established by the former Court Liberal government in 1999.  It is a very good program.  For it to be 
truly effective, though, drug education must become a mandatory component of the school curriculum.  The 
government will argue against this.  It has previously done so in answers to questions asked in this place by me, 
Hon Peter Collier and Hon Simon O’Brien.  The government says it is up to individual schools to determine but I 
say that is wrong.  While the government will say that it is a component of the health and physical education 
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learning area, it is not mandated.  Therefore, if teachers run out of time, it will not be taught.  I am told that this 
is the case at a number of schools.  As I have said before, it is extremely disappointing that the government 
continues to hide behind professional development figures but will not provide the opposition with actual 
information on how many schools actively incorporate school drug education into their curriculum.  In answers 
to questions that I have asked in this place, it is quite clear that the government somehow connects attendance at 
a teacher professional development course and the distribution of support materials to the subsequent active 
incorporation of school drug education.  We all know that that is absurd but that is what the government is doing.  
This is what the minister had to say when I specifically asked how many schools had actively incorporated drug 
education into their curriculum - 

Drug education curriculum support materials have been distributed to all schools in Western Australia.  
To date, 78 per cent, or 586, of Department of Education and Training schools, 75 per cent, or 102, of 
Catholic Education Office schools, and 62 per cent, or 74, of Association of Independent Schools of 
Western Australia schools, have attended school drug education and road aware project training.   

That is a nothing answer.  Of course, for those who have not attended the professional development, the 
government cannot tell me if those schools are participating in an alternative drug education program.  Again, 
the minister’s answer when I asked that question some time ago was - 

This information is not available.  Schools in Western Australia determine the type of program they 
choose to meet their health education outcomes.  Information about drug education programs is 
collected only from schools that participate in the school drug education project.   

That is completely unacceptable.  There are clearly gaps that this government must address.  As I have said in 
this place and I will continue to say, a teacher might well attend a professional development course and, no 
doubt, many have incorporated the school drug education program into their learning outcomes.  However, for 
others that may not be the case.  With no reporting mechanisms, we will never know.   

The manager of the School Drug Education and Road Aware project, Mr Bruno Faletti, said in the project’s 
August newsletter -  

. . . schools have access to some of the best drug and road safety education resources and professional 
development in Australia. 

I agree with him.  He then says - 

Now having access to and actually engaging in are two different things but I would sincerely hope that 
after 10 years of SDERA providing a service in WA, schools would be using the most current 
curriculum support materials . . .  

Yes, I hope that would be the case but, as he says, access to and actual engagement in, are two different things.  
That is the very issue at hand. 
In a climate of peer pressure where we have dealers and predators who wish to do harm to our children, as well 
as soft policies that give a presumption that drugs - particularly cannabis - are okay, school drug education is 
vital.  We must improve students’ knowledge through providing “real” facts, peer support supported by parent-
focused initiatives, and effective non-government organisations working in this area - groups that this 
government fails to support.   
The Department of Education and Training must actively encourage schools to hold drug education forums.  To 
date, from questions I have asked in this place, we find that only 179 government schools have participated.  
That is out of around 650 schools.  Why is it not mandated?   
People young and old must be aware that cannabis can cause significant damage.  They must be aware that one 
pill can kill.  People are often ill-informed of the real dangers.  I cannot believe it, but some people believe that 
amphetamines are safe.  According to The Australian, there is a mistaken belief by some users that ice is a safer 
and more socially acceptable alternative to heroin.  People must know that amphetamines and ice are extremely 
dangerous.  They are made from toxic chemicals such as solvents, insecticides, ammonia, ethanol, hydrochloric 
acid, sodium hydroxide, and sulphuric acid, and are mixed with such things as battery acid and household 
cleaners.  This is what happens to people: psychotic symptoms, including paranoia, hallucinations, delusions of 
insects crawling under their skin leading users to pick or scratch until open sores form, panic attacks, and intense 
rage.  We must complement this knowledge with strong public education initiatives that are not limited to 
specific sections within the community.  While the youth press should be particularly targeted, there must also be 
a wider catchment.  I find it tragic that, overnight, $780 000 can be spent on a media campaign promoting liquor 
licensing changes, yet only $496 000 has been spent since 2003 on the Enough is Enough alcohol education 
campaign and only a pitiful $55 000 on the Drug Aware cannabis education program.  This is despite the fact 
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that alcohol misuse creates significant harm in our community and the fact that cannabis is the most widely used 
illicit drug.  What a disgrace!  What are the priorities of this government: promoting a relaxation of liquor 
licensing or highlighting the dangers of alcohol misuse and cannabis abuse? 

In drawing my remarks to a close, I once again urge this government to rethink its view on school drug 
education.  Although I appreciate that schools have a great number of demands placed upon them, what is the 
price for our children’s health and safety?  School drug education must become a mandatory component of the 
school curriculum.  I do not argue against the value of the School Drug Education and Road Aware program; as I 
have said, it is a very good program.  However, the government must urgently acknowledge and address the fact 
that the extent of school drug education delivery in our schools is unknown.  This must be fixed for the health 
and welfare of Western Australia’s children and young people.  Education remains our best defence.  As one 
submitter to the review of the cannabis law said, and I think this sums it up - 

“there is an urgent and ongoing need to educate children and young people at school on the dangers of 
using cannabis rather than waiting to provide education sessions after they have started using it” 

This should be the same for all drugs and I urge members to support the motion.    

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan) [4.06 pm]:  I certainly support this motion.  Unfortunately, 
with only 10 minutes I cannot even begin to make any meaningful comments.  However, I will identify some 
areas of drug education that concern me, and I suggest would concern all members.   

As far as I am concerned, it is a no-brainer.  We need mandated drug education in our schools.  The statutory 
review of Western Australia’s Cannabis Control Act, which was handed down last week, recommended tougher 
penalties and mandated education for juvenile offenders, although, quite frankly, the horse has bolted by that 
stage.  We should not educate juvenile offenders after they have been caught; we should educate them before 
they are caught.  We should educate all our youth to ensure that the message is in the community and that it is 
unambiguous and quite transparent: drug usage is unacceptable.  I am afraid that until we have mandated drug 
education, drug usage by the youth of our communities will be a real problem.  There is a culture of acceptance 
with regard to drug use, particularly cannabis usage, in the community.  Now, cannabis use is almost the 
accepted norm.  For today’s youth, cannabis use is the 1970s’ smoking.  Although we create this terrible 
impression about cigarette smoking - nowadays we have anti-smoking advertisements right throughout our 
media - it is interesting that we do not have the same sort of anti-drugs messages in our media as we do for 
nicotine.   

A holistic approach for drug education is needed.  It needs to come from all levels of government, from the 
community, from the schools and, of course, it needs to come from the parents.  I must say that the former 
federal government can hold its head extremely high with regard to anti-drug messages and drug education.  It 
spent hundreds of millions of dollars on anti-drug messages throughout the nation and - 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  Yes, as part of a campaign to get re-elected! 

Hon PETER COLLIER:  I would love to take the minister’s interjection, but I am restricted for time.  It spent 
tens of millions of dollars on drug education messages.  “The National Framework for Protocols for Managing 
the Possession, Use and/or Distribution of Illicit and Other Unsanctioned Drugs in Schools”, states in part - 

The Council of Australian Governments (COAG) on 9 April 1999 agreed on the need for national 
action involving the explicit rejection of the use of illicit drugs.  COAG agreed on an integrated strategy 
to combat drugs through law enforcement, education and treatment.  In relation to schools, the Council 
affirmed that illicit drugs have no place in schools and agreed to strengthen the response to drug use 
within schools.  Heads of Government agreed to the Commonwealth providing resources to increase the 
capacity of schools and school communities to respond to illicit drug use through the development of 
enhanced protocols.  The aim is to help school communities develop better ways of managing drug use 
in the school environment on a national consistent basis.  These protocols will be supported by: 

•  educational material for schools and building school and community awareness and involvement in 
addressing drug problems; and 

•  resource materials to all schools for the design of their own local summits to strengthen the 
response of schools and communities to the challenge of drugs. 

This National Framework responds to the request to develop enhanced protocols on a nationally 
consistent basis.  The Framework is a collaborative effort by the Ministerial Council of Education, 
Employment, Training and Youth Affairs and other relevant stakeholders.  It presents a shared vision of 
the appropriate action which needs to be taken in all Australian schools, at both primary and secondary 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Tuesday, 4 December 2007] 

 p8125a-8134a 
President; Hon Donna Faragher; Hon Peter Collier; Hon Robyn McSweeney; Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich; Hon Simon 

O'Brien; Hon Barbara Scott 

 [4] 

level, to prevent and respond to possession, use and/or distribution of illicit and other unsanctioned 
drugs by students. 

Part of the national framework for protocols was the “National School Drug Education Strategy” report, which 
came down at the end of the 1990s and was a direct result of the work of the National Advisory Committee on 
School Drug Education.  As a member of that committee, I can assure members that the message that came 
through from right across the nation was that comprehensive education strategies were needed in schools.  We 
spent several years accessing the viewpoints of parents, communities and experts in the field.  Once again, the 
unambiguous message was quite clear: we needed to get through to the youth of our community and to the 
students in our schools that drug use was unacceptable.  I draw on part of the report, but I recommend that 
members read the report.  It reads in part -  

The Government has provided approximately $18 million over four years to 2002-2003 for the 
Commonwealth Department of Education, Training and Youth Affairs to develop and implement a 
National School Drug Education Strategy, under the education component of the National Illicit Drug 
Strategy. 

This level of funding demonstrates the Government’s belief in educating all young people, particularly 
school students, about the consequences of the use of all unsanctioned drugs, with a focus on illicit 
drugs. 

It states this on the principles of drug education in schools - 

1. Drug education is best taught in the context of the school health curriculum. 

. . .  

3. Drug education programmes should have sequence, progression and continuity over time 
throughout schooling. 

4.  Drug education messages across the school environment should be consistent and coherent. 

5. Drug education programmes and resources should be selected to complement the role of the 
classroom teacher, with selected external resources enhancing, not replacing that role. 

. . .  

14. The achievement of drug education objectives, processes and outcomes should be evaluated. 

Hon Donna Faragher alluded to that, and it is very important.  The committee also concluded that the 
effectiveness or otherwise of school drug education must be evaluated.  It continues - 

15. The selection of drug education programmes, activities and resources should be made on the 
basis of an ability to contribute to long term positive outcomes in the health curriculum and the 
health environment of the school. 

From the Western Australian perspective, Australia had a Liberal government that was leading the way 
nationally at that stage with the development of the school drug education program.  I was on the management 
committee that developed the program.  It resulted in a wonderful document, which is still used in many schools, 
as Hon Donna Faragher has mentioned.  Unfortunately, it is not mandated.  Although several hundred schools 
may have had access to the program, it is more often than not used on an ad hoc basis, which is such a shame 
because it is such a wonderful document and could so easily be used in schools to get the message through to 
students that drug use is simply unacceptable.  This very comprehensive document covers a whole raft of drug 
usage issues, gives descriptions of various drugs and covers all years from kindergarten through to year 12.  It is 
as a result of collaboration between the Association of Independent Schools of Western Australia, the 
Department of Education and Training and Catholic Education Office.  It contains worksheets, information 
sheets and a whole raft of other materials that teachers can use for drug education.  There is no excuse for drug 
education not being taught in our schools in an effective manner, and it should be mandated.   

As Hon Donna Faragher has said, the opposition has tried relentlessly over the past two years to get some 
information on the number of schools that are using the school drug education program, its delivery through the 
department and schools, the number of students who are accessing it and the number of teachers who are 
teaching it.  Interestingly enough, the Department of Education and Training’s 2006-07 report includes just one 
paragraph on the School Drug Education and Road Aware program, as the school drug education program also 
includes the road aware program - 

. . . (SDERA) provides support, resources and professional development to teachers and community 
agencies seeking to embed drug and road . . . education best practice in their schools and communities. 
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Which is a very generalised sort of statement.  The paragraph continues - 

SDERA Regional Project Officers in all education districts provide support through professional 
development of school-based staff and encourage links between school staff and key agencies in the 
local community.   

The paragraph contains nothing specific about what is actually done through the school drug education program.  
On 22 November, during questions without notice, I asked a question of the Minister for Education and 
Training - 

(1) How much funding has been provided by the Department of Education and Training for the 
School Drug Education and Road Aware program in 2005 and 2006? 

Have a guess how much?  The answer was zero!  Not a cent!  It has been said that the funding for that program 
comes through the Department of Health and a number of other agencies, but the fact that the Department of 
Education and Training in Western Australia does not contribute one cent to school drug education is 
scandalous.   

I then asked the Minister for Education and Training - 

(2) How much funding has been provided by the Department of Education and Training for the 
School Drug Education and Road Aware program in 2007? 

The answer was zero!  I then asked - 

(3) How many SDERA project officers are employed by the Department of Education and 
Training? 

I asked that question because the annual report stated that the program would be right throughout the districts.  
The answer was - 

(3) No SDERA project officers are employed by the Department of Education and Training.  The 
SDERA project officers are employed by the Catholic Education Office of Western Australia.  
Five regional project officers are on secondment from the Department of Education and 
Training. 

Five regional officers to cover almost 800 government schools.  It is scandalous!   

Unfortunately my time has lapsed, but if Western Australia is going to stop the scourge of drugs and get through 
to the youth of this community that drug usage is unacceptable, drug education must be mandated in schools. 

HON ROBYN McSWEENEY (South West) [4.16 pm]:  I support Hon Donna Faragher’s excellent and timely 
motion.  The very slack marijuana laws of this Labor government are clearly not working.  Mandated school 
drug education should be a priority of this government, given the number of young people in this state and the 
number of them that smoke marijuana, which is quite considerable.  When Hon Simon O’Brien had the shadow 
drug portfolio, he put to this government that the cannabis laws it was bringing in would fail, and Hon Donna 
Faragher is following in his footsteps.   

Preventative drug education is surely better than education after the horse has bolted.  Young people must know 
that it is not “just pot”, otherwise known as cannabis, and that cannabis can be a lethal weapon when combined 
with alcohol.  I do not say “lethal weapon” lightly.  If someone is predisposed to psychotic illness such as 
schizophrenia, the use of cannabis can trigger the first episode in what can be a lifelong disabling condition.  
Young people must know that.  They need to know that when people experience psychotic episodes they lose 
contact with reality and experience delusions, hallucinations and thought disorders.   

I have an untested theory about children who are prescribed dexamphetamines for attention deficit disorder and 
attention deficit hyperactivity disorder: they take dexamphetamines as children, and if in their teen years they go 
on to smoking cannabis and drinking alcohol, the combination of all three substances is surely lethal and could 
lead to those kids having mental health problems.  How could they not?  I have seen kids on cannabis and with 
alcohol in them who take dexamphetamines; it is not a very pretty sight.   

I first heard of a child being placed on dexamphetamines 18 years ago, so there may be a cohort of under-25s 
who could be tested for mental health problems resulting from dexamphetamine, cannabis and alcohol use.  Are 
these people predisposed to mental health problems?  I do not know.  One day I would like to find out.   

I will get back to mandatory drug education.  I am sure that if I were in primary school and were given a book or 
a lesson on drug use, it would be of benefit.  I am focusing on cannabis because people seem to think it is a soft 
drug, although recent research reveals that it certainly is not.  A high proportion of young people have used 
cannabis at least once.  One in five teenagers has smoked cannabis in the past 12 months.  Young men are more 
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likely than young women to have used it.  Eleven per cent of adults have used cannabis at least once over the 
past 12 months.  Cannabis use is higher among some groups.  Twenty-seven per cent of Indigenous people 
surveyed reported using cannabis at least once over the past 12 months.  People in Australia generally are using 
cannabis at a younger age than was previously the case.  Alcohol is commonly used in conjunction with cannabis 
by 95 per cent of cannabis users.  Most people do not categorise alcohol as a drug.  However, alcohol should be 
categorised as a drug in educational programs for drug use, particularly cannabis use.  Alcohol should be put 
alongside cannabis in such programs.  Autopsies on many reported suicide cases have revealed the presence of a 
mixture of cannabis and alcohol.  

When researching the legal status of cannabis in Australia, I was interested to find out whether people who have 
been fined for possession of cannabis are required to attend education sessions.  My research revealed that in 
Western Australia such people either face a fine or are alternatively required to attend an education session.  
However, we have heard that that is not working.  In Tasmania the penalties are a brief intervention for a second 
offence and an assessment for a third offence.  In Queensland, the penalties are a mandatory assessment and a 
brief intervention session.  Fines and convictions are applicable in other states.  I think New South Wales has the 
best legislation, under which there are civil penalties for possession of up to and including 15 grams of cannabis 
after two formal cautions have been issued.  However, I was very surprised at the amount of cannabis one can 
possess before penalties apply in any of the Australian jurisdictions, including Western Australia.   

The ways in which cannabis affects the brain are gradually being revealed.  In common with other drugs such as 
heroin, alcohol and cocaine, cannabis causes the brain to produce more of a certain chemical.  Reports reveal that 
cannabis is now 30 times stronger when grown hydroponically; the tetrahydrocannabinol in it is stronger.  It is 
said that over the past 20 years, Australian cannabis has increased in strength by only five per cent.  I say “only”; 
it is still five per cent stronger.  In the US, it is six per cent stronger.  In 2001 approximately 90 per cent of 
cannabis seizures in South Australia, and 38 per cent in Tasmania, were of cannabis that was hydroponically 
grown.  The two plants that can be grown without drawing greater penalties in Western Australia and in other 
parts of Australia are usually grown hydroponically. 

Cannabis use brings about long-term physical health effects for the user and the user’s unborn child.  Cannabis is 
such a great drug!  Over time, cannabis use causes a range of respiratory problems including bronchitis.  It can 
lead to mouth and throat cancer in the same way that tobacco use does.  However, one could ask any teenager 
whether they thought marijuana use would eventually cause cancer, and the teenager would say, “No, we’re only 
smoking pot; we’re not smoking tobacco.  It’s not a hard substance; it doesn’t cause any problems.  It makes me 
feel good.”  Kids need to know that marijuana contains cancer-causing agents - probably as many as, or more 
than, tobacco.   

Some studies suggest that children who have been exposed to cannabis in the womb may have more attention 
and problem-solving difficulties and that these problems may continue as they get older.  There are children born 
with foetal alcohol syndrome and children born to parents who smoke marijuana: are these the children who 
grow up being given Ritalin and dexamphetamine because they exhibit problem behaviours?  I would love to see 
a survey on the habits of parents who have children with mental health problems.  Of course, it does not always 
follow that the parents are at fault.  I realise that there will always be some children in the community who, 
through no fault of anyone, are predisposed to depression and other mental health problems.  However, if I have 
the time, I will one day conduct a proper survey, because this issue really interests me.   

Can cannabis cause psychosis?  Yes, it can.  It can cause short-term psychotic episodes, and there is debate as to 
whether cannabis can cause schizophrenia.  If kids were told about all the things that could happen to them as a 
result of using drugs, would they take up drugs?  If they thought they were going to suffer from delusions, 
hallucinations and thought disorders, and lose contact with reality or, for some of them, suffer a life-long 
disabling condition, I wonder whether they would they take up drugs?  Different reports state one in ten persons 
will suffer in this way. 
People who use cannabis are more likely to experience depression than those who do not.  As I have already 
stated, cannabis use and the risk of suicide is an important issue given the high rate of suicide in young 
Australian males and the common use of cannabis in this same group.  Surely, Mr President, prevention is better 
than cure. 

HON LJILJANNA RAVLICH (East Metropolitan - Minister for Local Government) [4.26 pm]:  I thank 
members for their contributions, and I thank Hon Donna Faragher for bringing this motion to the house that we 
consider as a matter of urgency this government’s - 

. . . failure to ensure the inclusion of school drug education as a mandatory component of the school 
curriculum.  
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I have to say that one of the biggest challenges in education is to determine everything that should be in the 
school curriculum and made mandatory, and to determine what should be kept out of the school curriculum.  
People have many different views about this very important issue.  At the end of the day, there is no doubt that 
many things are indeed very important.  However, to mandate content and make decisions about what is to be 
left out of the school curriculum in order to facilitate what will go into the curriculum is indeed one of the big 
challenges in education.  For example, the previous federal government had the view that Australian history 
should be taught and, indeed, made mandatory for all students in years 11 and 12.  People had divergent views 
about making history a compulsory subject.  No-one denied the fact that it is very important for us to understand 
our nation’s past, and the past of our respective states; how we have arrived at the point we are at today; and to 
understand our history so that we do not repeat the mistakes of the past.  However, when it came to the crunch 
about what subject should be left out to facilitate the inclusion of history in the curriculum, including whether it 
should be mandated for years 11 and 12 students or included in the curriculum for years 8, 9 and 10 students - 
with a fairly different educational outcome - there was quite clearly a divergence of views, and that argument 
continues today.  I note that Julia Gillard, the federal Minister for Education, Employment and Workplace 
Relations, will be making some decisions about these matters.   

I use that as an analogy because these are not simple matters.  I am a little surprised that Hon Donna Faragher 
has raised this as an issue, although I do not disagree that it is a very important issue.  I think every effort that 
can be made to save a child from involvement with drugs should be considered a priority.  There is no doubt that 
the prospect of a child being on soft drugs or hard drugs - or any drugs, in fact - is every parent’s nightmare.  It is 
one of those threats that no doubt plays on all parents’ minds.  Without doubt, we all have a collective 
responsibility to ensure that we minimise that risk and the impact drugs can have on young people.  We must 
seek to ensure that they have a good, healthy and long life free of substance abuse.  

Having said all that, I have to say that, although Hon Donna Faragher and Hon Peter Collier have made the point 
that the previous federal government’s approach to this issue has been really good, at the number of meetings of 
state and commonwealth ministers I attended as Minister for Education and Training, it was never on the agenda.  
It was a long, long way off the agenda.  It was never discussed as an issue.  

Hon Peter Collier:  I meant before you were minister.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  If it is so important, one would have thought its life as an issue would have 
continued.  However, it was never anywhere on an agenda at the Ministerial Council on Employment, Education, 
Training and Youth Affairs, and I do not know whether it had been before I was education minister.  Having said 
that, I also make the point that just because the previous commonwealth government ran some advertisements 
following poll results about three weeks out of the election because it thought it could elevate its chance of 
success in the federal election, does not mean that it had a genuine commitment to this area.  Quite frankly, it 
was obvious to people sitting in their lounge rooms that this was yet another knee-jerk reaction.  Most of what 
had been done by the Howard government to try to secure its re-election was trending south.  Consequently, it 
was not surprising that its raising this issue was part of a strategy that it thought people might be able to relate to.  
The coalition elevated education to a high priority, and what happened to it in the election?  It was absolutely 
slaughtered by 23 seats, I think.  

Several members interjected.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  I have to say that the line the state opposition is running that in some way the 
previous commonwealth government’s approach to education has been fantastic, and what a wonderful job it has 
done seeking to have drug education incorporated into the curriculum, is a whole lot of nonsense as far as I am 
concerned.   

Several members interjected.  

The PRESIDENT:  Order members!  One interjection at a time, please.  The Minister for Local Government.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  Thank you very much, Mr President.   

The state opposition’s argument reflects a lack of any real understanding of what is going on.  There is no doubt 
that public schools in this state already have the flexibility to offer programs that meet the individual needs of 
their students.  However, all public schools must ensure that students maximise the outcomes articulated in the 
curriculum framework.  

In September 2005, the Department of Education and Training announced the development of K-10 syllabuses 
as part of the response to the recommendations of the Robson task force into senior secondary education.  It 
would have been difficult to include drugs education in the school curriculum because members opposite got rid 
of syllabuses - 
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Hon Peter Collier interjected.  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  Hon Peter Collier does not understand what happened.  He does not understand 
the history.  He accepts no responsibility.  No person on his side of the house accepts responsibility for anything.  
One of the things that I did as Minister for Education and Training was reintroduce the K-10 syllabus.  All 
students in K-10 undertake health and physical education programs. 

Hon Peter Collier:  No drug education programs. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  That is simply not true.  There are 11 contexts in the K-10 physical education 
syllabus, one of which is drug education. 

Hon Peter Collier:  So, is the syllabus going to be mandated? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  Yes.  The member should have a look -  

Hon Peter Collier:  You don’t even know it’s not.  You should tell your minister for education that. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  I am not the Minister for Education and Training.  I was the Minister for 
Education and Training, but I am the minister for a whole lot of other portfolios and they do not include 
education. 

Hon Peter Collier:  It has made a lot of teachers happy. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  If the member thinks that my aspiration in life is to make a lot of teachers 
happy, he really has got the wrong person!  I would be the first to admit that.  Quite frankly, I think that they 
should lighten up and they should think of some reasons that they should be happy as opposed to being so 
unhappy. 

Hon Robyn McSweeney interjected. 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH:  They probably did liven up when I left teaching.  It has been a while now; they 
are probably over it now.  Quite clearly, the government will not make drug education mandatory in the school 
curriculum.  If Hon Peter Collier ever becomes Minister for Education and Training and if Hon Donna Faragher 
ever becomes Minister for Youth, and if members opposite control the benches, they can do what they like. 

HON SIMON O’BRIEN (South Metropolitan) [4.36 pm]:  I thank Hon Donna Faragher for raising this issue 
in the way that she has today.  It not only reinforces her commitment and the commitment of members on this 
side of the house to a very serious issue, but also has the effect of flushing out this government and showing 
what its real attitude is to illicit drugs.  It is very interesting, Mr President - 

The PRESIDENT:  I think Hon Simon O’Brien’s microphone is working! 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  Let us give it a good work out then! 

The government has its hands full with all sorts of difficulties.  In fact, virtually the entire government benches 
are empty because government members are away on urgent parliamentary business.  Who do we have 
defending this government’s -  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  It is great to see that you recognise the hard work done by members on this side of the 
house. 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  I recognise the calamitous circumstances they find themselves in as this scandal-
rocked government lurches from one disaster to another.  How many ministers have resigned in disgrace this 
week? 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich interjected. 

The PRESIDENT:  Order! 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  How many health disasters has it had? 

The PRESIDENT:  Order!  I am well aware that the Deputy Leader of the Opposition’s microphone is working, 
but I am not sure that mine is, because I did say “order” a couple of moments ago. 

Hon Simon O’Brien:  I did not hear you, Mr President. 

The PRESIDENT:  I know; it is probably because my microphone is not working as well as his.  I am having 
some difficulty in seeing the relevance of the Deputy Leader of the Opposition’s comments to the motion moved 
by Hon Donna Faragher, but no doubt he will explain that. 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  Indeed I will, Mr President. 
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As I was saying before I was rudely interrupted by the honourable minister, one of the effects of this motion is to 
flush out the government and find out what its attitude is to illicit drugs.  It is therefore useful to provide the 
counterpoint that this government has had disaster after disaster on its hands in just about every area of policy 
and the last thing it is going to do is turn around and suddenly develop some last-minute dedication to the view 
that illicit drug use needs to be discouraged.  It has been on the government’s platform, it has been on its agenda, 
it has been part of its policy and it has been part of its legislative program for years now to encourage illicit drug 
use - recreational drug use, the government calls it.  It is all right; it does not matter; cannabis is just a soft drug, 
as the mantra goes.  That is why the government has brought in soft cannabis laws.  That is why the government 
ignored us back in 2003 when we told it about the things that would happen as a direct result of its policy.  We 
told the government that those in the community who misuse illicit drugs would be encouraged to do so and that 
the government’s parking-ticket penalties would not discourage people at all, but would, in fact, bring the law 
into further disrepute as people thumbed their noses at the whole system.  What do we find in a recent report?  
We find everything that we predicted has come true about the way people would ignore these parking-ticket 
infringement notices for cannabis possession, cannabis cultivation and all the rest of it; except that we 
underestimated slightly the proportion of people who would thumb their noses at the community.  This 
government has therefore not only put forward the soft-on-drugs policies that it has always championed but also 
put them into reality.  The community knows that the government is not dinkum.  We therefore need a 
counterpoint to that, the same counterpoint that was promised by Hon Sue Ellery and other members when we 
debated these matters.  They said there would be a school drug education program.  They stood in this house and 
outside publicly and said, to provide a counterpoint to anyone who might think the government had soft-on-
cannabis laws coming into the state, that there would be a school drug education program for every child in the 
state.  That is what they told us.  It has now been demonstrated that they have not delivered.  So when 
Hon Donna Faragher quite rightly raises this matter in the house, what is the government’s attitude?  It’s attitude 
is: so what?  Any regret?  No.  Any willingness to acknowledge the measure they promised and have not 
delivered?  Double no.  What do we get?  We get a smug arrogance from government members who do not care, 
who do not want to show their faces and who do not want to comment about this important matter.  We get 
served up the former Minister for Education and Training giving us some smug lecture about matters that are 
purely to do with federal politics, because government members cannot take the politics out of anything.  They 
certainly cannot focus on this issue 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  You’re just a sore loser. 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  There goes Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich again. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  It’s obvious. 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  How did Labor members go at the federal election in Western Australia? 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  We won the election by 22, 23 seats. 

Hon SIMON O’BRIEN:  Labor did not in Western Australia. 

The point is that we want to talk about the problems of illicit drug use among youth in Perth.  What do 
government members want to talk about?  They want to talk about something going on in Canberra.  That shows 
the level of concern from this government.  That shows the amount of care from this government.  That is why 
Hon Donna Faragher’s motion has done us a favour.  It has flushed out government members and shown that 
they do not give a damn when they say they have concerns about illicit drug use in the community.  They could 
not give a rat’s, Mr President; they could not care less, because they do not want to talk about it; they do not 
want to address the issues; and they do not give a damn.  That is an offensive attitude and it just shows the sort of 
smug arrogance that this government opposite is adopting.  I have seen that arrogance displayed by other 
governments that were on the way out, because they had lost touch with what was important and with what the 
people thought was important, and were concerned only about making cheap political points while thinking they 
were invulnerable.  That is what we have seen today.  That is the value of Hon Donna Faragher’s motion, and I 
thank her for bringing on this debate.  It has been instructive at least in that sense.   

HON BARBARA SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [4.44 pm]:  I support the motion of Hon Donna Faragher, 
because I consider the issue of drug education extremely important.  The comments made by members opposite 
are quite insulting and inappropriate, including Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich saying that she is surprised that 
Hon Donna Faragher has brought the motion forward.  This is a very important issue for Western Australia, and I 
congratulate Hon Donna Faragher for bringing it to the attention of members.  We have heard from other 
speakers that Western Australia needs a comprehensive strategy for drug education in schools.  We need to 
consider this issue in detail.  Where is it best to carry out this intervention?  I am not sure about that, but we need 
it to happen somewhere in the school curriculum.  It is as important as mandatory numeracy and literacy 
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training.  How would parents feel today if the Minister for Education and Training did not feel it necessary to 
mandate numeracy and literacy training in the daily programs of schools? 

Until drug education is mandatory, it will not happen.  I state that from experience.  Some years ago, I was 
involved in compiling a comprehensive report on road user and driver education for Hon Eric Charlton.  I did 
quite a lot of research into that.  Those of us who have anything to do with schools or teachers know that 
professional development is now given to teachers, and they can choose what they do.  What happened with the 
road user and driver awareness program is obviously now happening with the drug awareness program.  
Teachers may choose it as a professional development option, but there is no guarantee that they will go back to 
their schools and make drug awareness a component of the school’s program.  Therein lies the problem for 
delivering to every school child in Western Australia the kind of skills that parents would want their children to 
come out of the school system with.  We need to do some very good homework.  I am sure that Hon Donna 
Faragher and Hon Peter Collier, when they are ministers, will make sure that those teachers do not simply go off 
to professional development for the afternoon, with no guarantee that drug awareness will become part of the 
school program.   

To the minister, who said that she was surprised that Hon Donna Faragher has brought on this motion, I say that 
one need only look at the suffering in this state of little children at the hands of drug-addicted parents, to 
recognise that the state government should place far more importance on the task of avoiding drug use in our 
community.  High profile sportspeople are using drugs as a result of our school system and other issues.  They 
are role models in our community.  Is the government saying that we should not pull them back down, to make 
sure that our little children do not follow the path of that drug addiction?  Some families and parents are so drug 
addicted that their little babies are lying, dirty, unkempt and hungry, perhaps on mattresses, but possibly, as The 
West Australian showed some weeks ago, on the streets of Broome.  Children in other communities, such as 
Wade Scale, die at the hands of drug-addicted parents, and the Minister for Local Government is critical of 
Hon Donna Faragher for raising this issue, asking why it is so important.  She need only look at the facts to 
know that drug education is one of the most critical things that should be mandatory in any school program 
today, along with physical education programs and whatever.  Also, the minister said that this issue is never 
raised at ministerial meetings.  I am not surprised, because there are Labor governments in every state, and they 
are soft on drugs, so why would they raise the issue of drugs?  That does not surprise me at all. 
Last week I had a letter from a group called arbias.  It again raised with me the issue of foetal alcohol syndrome 
and the whole spectrum of that disorder.  It requested me to ask some questions in Parliament.  What do we find?  
In its letter, this group made some statements and set out some remarkable facts about the current situation in 
Australia, which has state Labor governments throughout.  This issue is a state government responsibility.  The 
letter states -  

•  At present, there are NO official government funded specially trained teams providing diagnostic 
services anywhere in Australia for people with Fetal Alcohol Spectrum Disorder (FASD).  In North 
America there are 70 specially trained diagnostic teams. 

•  A study on WA women found that 60% of women consumed alcohol during pregnancy.  It’s true to 
say even today women do drink during pregnancy - and this creates a risk of brain damage. 

•  Health professionals across Australia simply do not know enough about this disorder and there is 
confusion about the syndrome - 

That is, foetal alcohol syndrome -  
. . . and other alcohol related birth disorders . . .  

If any members sitting in this chamber today have witnessed the birth of babies or seen little children in their 
communities suffering from foetal alcohol syndrome, as I have done, they will know that, sadly, those babies and 
children have a special look about them around their eyes, their noses and their mouths, they are stunted in their 
growth, and they do not perform well at school; they fail.  This is an indictment of our society for a lack of 
intervention programs.  Yet the message brought to us today by Hon Donna Faragher is dismissed as a surprise 
and the minister opposite asks, “What’s so important about this?”  This is a very important motion. 
I asked the following question without notice in the previous sitting week about foetal alcohol spectrum 
disorder -  

(1) What is the estimated number of children and adults in Western Australia with foetal alcohol 
spectrum disorder? 

(2) Are there any government services in Western Australia that diagnose and support children . . .  
I do not have time to read the full answer into Hansard.  However, 128 cases of foetal alcohol spectrum disorder 
in Western Australia were notified to the Birth Defects Registry from 1980 to 2005. 
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Motion lapsed, pursuant to standing orders. 
 


