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ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 
Consideration of Tabled Papers 

Resumed from 16 May on the following motion moved by Hon Nick Griffiths (Minister for Racing and 
Gaming) -  

That pursuant to Standing Order No 49(1)(c) the Legislative Council take note of tabled paper No 1027 
(2003-04 Budget Statements), laid upon the Table of the House on 8 May 2003. 

HON ROBYN McSWEENEY (South West) [3.17 pm]:  It is glaringly obvious that this budget is designed to 
prop up Labor members in certain electorates.  A particular example of this is the electorate of Albany.  When I 
read the member for Albany’s speech on the budget, I realised why so much money is being spent in the Albany 
area.  However, I certainly commend the Government for its initiatives - 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  Are you saying we should not spend any money there?   

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  The parliamentary secretary came in too quickly, as I said I commend the 
Government for its initiatives in Albany.   

Hon Kim Chance:  Thank you.  However - 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  Yes - however, I now come to the real reasons for these initiatives.   

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT:  Settle down, members!   

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  At least members opposite are awake and listening.   

Hon Bill Stretch:  The roosters are crowing - I thought they were all in Canberra.   

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  So did I. 

The PRESIDENT:  I think members are referring to the wrong Parliament.  

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  The Albany Regional Hospital has received ongoing funding - this continues 
from moneys provided when the Liberal Party was in government - to finish its paediatric ward.  The past two 
years have been turbulent times at this hospital with no on-call surgeons being available, and no surgeons at all 
on many occasions at weekends.  The Royal Flying Doctor Service has collected patients from Albany Regional 
Hospital almost every day, which is totally unacceptable when Albany has such an excellent facility.  Many 
elderly patients with broken bones had to be flown out because no orthopaedic surgeon was available in the area.  
I am very pleased that this situation has been rectified.  However, it took 12 months to provide a surgeon - a 
South African surgeon will be living and working in Albany.   

Mental health is a real problem in rural and regional Western Australia, which never have enough qualified staff.  
That situation needs to be continually looked at.   

The Denmark community has been allocated $480 000 for a new health facility.  I note that the member for 
Albany was nowhere in sight when I addressed a rally that the entire community attended.  Normally, I would 
not choose to say that, but the rally was a protest about the Government’s lack of commitment to a new hospital.  
The Liberal Government promised a new $7 million hospital prior to the last election.  The allocation of 
$480 000 is far short of $7 million.  However, I recognise that it is a good start in the planning stages.  I read the 
budget speech of the member for Albany in which he ran down a member for not being present at meetings on 
this issue.  I believe he is the one who has been caught out.  The good thing about country people is that they do 
not forget the people who helped them and those who did not.   

The new police-justice complex will be a magnificent building.  I hope the manpower needed to police the 
district of Albany will be just as well resourced as the building, given that the total cost will be $11 million.  
Superintendent John Watson, who was formerly of the Bunbury district, has been transferred to Albany to 
replace Merv Pegler, who has now retired.  John Watson was an excellent superintendent for the Bunbury area 
and is now making his presence felt in the Albany district.  On that note, I wish Merv and Erica Pegler a happy 
retirement.  I congratulate the Government for putting money into a regional centre such as Albany.  However, 
as I said in my opening remarks, it is patently obvious why.  The member for Geraldton is also being propped up 
to a fair tune.   

Hon Kim Chance:  It could just be that they are really good local members doing the right thing by their 
electorates.   

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  There must be a minister in the Pilbara, because the Pilbara certainly did well. 

Hon Kim Chance:  The Pilbara also is an important regional area.   
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Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  Yes, of course.   

Hon Norman Moore:  I didn’t notice.  You must have been looking at a different budget.   

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  The track record of the Gallop Government in rural Western Australia is 
appalling most of the time.   

Hon Kim Chance:  You just said how good it was.   

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  No, I did not say how good it was.  I said that the Government is propping up its 
members, and there is a good reason it is propping up those members.   

Hon Kim Chance:  So you don’t want us to spend that money?   

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I did not say that either. 

Hon Kim Chance:  You can’t have it both ways.   

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  Why does Hon Kim Chance not listen?  I need only mention the Labor Party’s 
one vote, one value legislation, which is threatening the very existence of rural representation in Western 
Australia.  Taking eight seats out of the country and putting them into the city is a totally ludicrous proposition.  
How much money has the Government spent on court costs already?  Will the Leader of the House answer me?  
I do not see that highlighted anywhere in this budget.   

Hon Bruce Donaldson:  No, it is hidden.   

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  It is very well hidden.   

Hon Tom Stephens:  It pales into insignificance in comparison with what you wasted in the High Court on your 
appeals over native title issues.   

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  Some people should just sit and listen, otherwise they will get themselves into 
trouble.   

Several members interjected.  

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I am just waiting for the member to keep quiet.  He will be better off if he keeps 
quiet.   

Another section of rural WA that is suffering at the moment is the dairy industry.  Hon Kim Chance will have 
met Mr Arthur Green from Boyanup.  He was a huge producer of milk before deregulation.  He is not a happy 
man at the moment, and nor are his colleagues who have dairy farms.  Since July 2000, 23 per cent of dairy 
farms have stopped production.  This has led to a fall in total milk production, as well as a drop in the number of 
cows milked across all the herds.  The net farm gate price of milk has remained almost the same and is now 24c 
a litre.  A report commissioned by the dairy farmers collective bargaining group on a sustainable milk price for 
the dairy industry found that the total milk production in Western Australia has fallen from 412 million litres at 
deregulation to 393 million litres in 2002, and the number of registered farms has fallen from 411 to 318 farms; 
that is, some 93 dairy farms have gone.  Surely that must be alarming to Hon Kim Chance, because it is alarming 
to me.   

Hon Kim Chance:  I think that last number actually refers to licence holders rather than farms, but I take your 
point.   

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  However, a fair chunk has still been taken out of the industry.   

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  Is there a direct effect on their volumes of milk production? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  Yes, there is a direct effect.   

Hon Kim Chance:  It is not the same quantum, but it is down.   
Several members interjected. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I will go on to answer the member’s question.  A few years ago some research 
was conducted into how many farms in the Harvey area would cease production and how much money would be 
taken out of the economy.  It indicated that everyone would be affected and the amount involved was some 
millions, if I remember correctly.   

Hon Kim Chance:  The Shire of Dardanup also did a survey.   
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  It was Dardanup and Harvey.  In Western Australia in 2001 on net average prices 
ranging from 27c to 28.3c a litre, there was insufficient profit to meet interest costs for farms producing either 
less than 750 000 litres or more than 1.5 million litres.  This was despite farms generating an additional $51 000 
to $111 000 in trading profit from their beef enterprises.  However, some farms do not have a beef enterprise to 
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offset the dairy industry.  The cost of producing a litre of milk in this period based on a supply curve of about 1.2 
to one ranged from 25c to 26.9c a litre.  These operating costs included variable costs, fixed costs, depreciation 
and imputed labour but not interest or debt reduction.  For dairy farms producing more than 750 000 litres, the 
minimum sustainable price based on a flat supply curve is 31c to 32c per litre net of freight and levies.  If the 
price of milk at the farm gate does not improve, more dairy farmers will go to the wall.  I hope that industry and 
the Government are working towards a solution because now that those farms have gone, we need to maintain 
the ones that are left. 
Research has shown that part of the problem is caused by supermarkets.  Dr Glenys Hough, the author of the 
research paper in Western Australia, has said that Western Australian consumers pay the lowest price for fresh 
milk in the country and that, as a result of the discounting policies of supermarket chains, farm gate milk prices 
are depressed and processors are arguing that they have no room to move.  Tony Pratico, a dairy farmer from my 
area who is also the president of the WAFarmers dairy section, has said that the current market situation in 
which processors take turns in offering discounted product could jeopardise the supply of fresh WA milk and 
have a destabilising effect on the growth of the State’s dairy industry in the long term.  He said that the price war 
must stop if we are to save the State’s dairy industry, because at present Western Australian farmers receive the 
lowest price of all the milk-producing States.  Last week when I visited New South Wales, I went into a 
supermarket deliberately to see how much it charged for milk.  I found that the milk on its shelves was 
considerably dearer than that on the shelves in WA supermarkets.   
I will continue with the topic of agriculture because the Minister for Agriculture is sitting across the Chamber 
from me.  I was interested that the two peak agricultural bodies put in their wish lists before the budget was 
brought down.  I note what they did not get, but I will refer to what they wanted.  They wanted matching funding 
for salinity.  I understand that the Government has put in some money for that.  However, the Commonwealth 
and State Governments are bickering about that money, and it is time the parties sat down and negotiated this 
money for Western Australia.   

Hon Kim Chance:  So do I.   

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I do not care which Government is at fault; they both need to sit down and do 
some more talking.  The two peak agricultural bodies also wanted funds for the Department of Agriculture to be 
increased or maintained.  We know that its funding was reduced by $6.5 million.   

Hon Kim Chance:  No, that is incorrect.   

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  Agriculture is very important to this State.   

Hon Kim Chance:  We resolved that during the estimates hearing.   

Hon Bruce Donaldson interjected.   

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  Yes, by $6.5 million.  

Hon Kim Chance:  No, that is between actuals and budget; you can’t compare actuals with budget.  It is apples 
and oranges.   

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  It depends on how we look at it.  I see it as a loss and the minister sees it as 
maintaining funding.   

Hon Kim Chance:  It is a matter of whether you are being honest.   

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  Of course I am being honest.   

Hon Norman Moore:  She is always honest. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I am always honest.   

Hon Kim Chance:  Informed or uninformed then.   

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  This is a good item.  Funding for property rights compensation is nowhere to be 
seen in the budget, yet it should be included.  Mr Burns, a constituent who lives in my area, has had awful 
problems.  He has 6 000 hectares of land.  If the Government wants him to keep that 6 000 hectares in his own 
private property, compensation must be paid.  The Environmental Protection Amendment Bill being introduced 
by the Government will be disastrous because it does not contain any provision for compensation; that will be a 
huge problem for that Bill, but it is a topic for another day. 

More funding will be necessary for country roads.  Everyone has a road they talk about; mine is the South 
Western Highway.  I seem to be on it more than I am in this Chamber, and for obvious reasons I would like to 
see more passing lanes up and down that highway.  I think everyone has a highway they could talk about.  There 
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is also funding to improve country power supplies; and drought-proofing money to improve water supplies.  
Farmers will instead get lumbered with a rain tax, and later I will talk about that rainwater tax. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Nobody is being lumbered with a rain tax. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  That is wrong, because I will tell the minister about a meeting I attended at which 
the Water and Rivers Commission listed all the charges.  The charges are ready to be introduced. 

Hon Kim Chance:  They have not yet been put to government. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  The farmers were told, “This is what you will be charged.”  When I asked for a 
draft copy, the commission would not give it to me.  That was only two weeks ago. 

Hon Kim Chance:  I can assure the member that it has not yet been to government. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I will talk about that a bit later.  The next items include affordable and improved 
air services throughout rural Western Australia; small local hospitals to be re-opened with funds for attracting 
doctors to country areas; recognition that regional is not rural; more help to ease the cost burden of education for 
country children; a reduction in third party premiums for vehicles that do low kilometres; money for hands-on 
skills training for country youth; relaxation of stamp duty and land tax imposts on farmers.  I hope they have 
better luck next year. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Come on!  Farmers have been exempt from intergenerational transfers for seven years.  I 
think Max Evans put that through.  They have not even noticed it yet. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  This Government is probably the highest taxing Government we have had for 
some time.  I recall the Premier - 

Hon Kim Chance:  They are complaining about a tax that they have been exempt from for seven years.  You 
must worry about the credibility of that document. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  This was put out by the two peak bodies.  The Pastoralists and Graziers 
Association and the Western Australia Farmers Federation have been bellowing about this Government.  I 
remember the Premier when he was first elected saying there would be no new taxes and charges, or words to 
that effect.  That is the same type of porky as no child shall live in poverty. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Which taxes are we talking about? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  The minister should listen.  Taxes totalling $410 million are now being imposed 
on the taxpayer.  Stamp duty and other taxes have increased by $162 million - an amount that will affect families 
in Western Australia.  The Government has increased tax on property conveyancing by 15 per cent.  I seem to 
recall the Government trying to bring in a premium property tax!  Why does the Government keep attacking 
people who are trying to get ahead, mainly young families?  The stamp duty on home contents and vehicle 
insurance has increased by 25 per cent.  That is an incredible amount - it is a $1 in $4 increase for a young family 
starting out.  The minister would have to admit that is one steep hill to climb, when it is put together with all the 
other charges that must be encountered. 
Hon Bruce Donaldson:  Do you think that is disfranchising the young people of Western Australia? 
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I think young families might be disfranchised. 

Hon Kim Chance interjected. 
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  Not $212 of extra tax increases for every person in Western Australia - we have 
never done that.  A family of four will be paying $800 a year extra.  It is just as well that the federal Liberal 
Government looks after families.  The family payment will go straight into the pockets of the Gallop 
Government instead of being used for the benefit of the children.  It is easy to show how this Government treats 
families that want to get ahead and purchase a home.  As was said in the other place, prior to this Labor 
Government, stamp duty on the purchase of a house costing $150 000 was $3 980; in the 2002-03 budget it was 
$4 275; and now it will be $4 905!  This Government increases taxes by stealth and is rather sneaky about how it 
glosses over these items.  In the past two and a half years, this Government has increased water, sewerage and 
drainage charges, motor vehicle registration fees, payroll tax, court fees, land tax, public transport fares, drivers 
licence fees, motor vehicle third party insurance costs and stamp duty on property vehicles. 
In the area I come from, this Government has not yet announced timber volumes.  This is rather disgraceful.  We 
could already have had a viable furniture industry by now, but no-one is crazy enough to start without a volume 
resource.  I attended a conference in Manjimup before Christmas at which all the furniture makers said they 
would love to come to Manjimup but they would not until that resource was given.  Another project that is being 
stalled in Manjimup at the present time is the proposed Diamond Tree sky lift, which will be a wonderful 
tourism asset for Manjimup and surrounding districts.  Four partners from Pemberton and Manjimup are 
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involved in this project.  They have already put in $1 million and a commonwealth grant of $800 000 has been 
allocated.  The project has come to a halt because of an assignment of lease issue.  They have been told that if 
they on-sell their project any time after construction they must indemnify the new owner.  They have 
$1.8 million and they cannot proceed because of red tape!  The Shire of Manjimup and surrounding areas have 
already been gutted by the timber industry, and some areas of the dairy industry have been wiped out as well, yet 
here is an initiative that will create employment and tourism advantages, and some government department is 
holding it up.  Perhaps someone listening might see some benefit in this proposal, as we do, and have further 
discussions with the four parties.  They already have $1.8 million in hand and it is worth sitting down and trying 
to progress that project.  The Government could also discuss the sky jetty in the Donnelly Valley at the same 
time.  That would also be a wonderful tourism asset for the district. 

I now return to the so-called rainwater tax.  I addressed the WA Farmers Federation south west zone a few weeks 
ago when the Water and Rivers Commission gave a presentation.  I was absolutely astounded at what I heard, 
and I was not the only one.  The farmers present were an angry mob when they heard about this so-called 
rainwater tax.  The first I heard about these charges was four days before this meeting when Hon Paul Omodei 
asked a question of the Premier about taxing rainwater.  The charges that the representatives put up on the slide 
projector astounded me.  It was a draft copy of charges already laid out.  From memory - because I could not get 
a copy of the draft - the charge will be $300 for a small producer, $500 for a medium-size producer, $1 000 for a 
bigger producer and $10 000 for a large producer.  Talk about working fast to hit people who look after 
themselves and their water on their property!  How long has the Water and Rivers Commission been planning 
this fee, when it came to my attention only one week before that draft copy of the charges was revealed?  How 
underhanded is that?  Members will notice I said “their”; it is something I feel strongly about.  I have the old-
fashioned view that God sends down the rain; a smart farmer builds a dam and collects that rainwater to use in 
the drier months.  This is commonsense and good farming practice.  For example, a dam with 50 cubic metres 
costs a farmer $100 000, with tax incentives for water conservation - 30 per cent for the first and second years, 
and so on until depreciation is completed.  I am aware of these figures because my family has a marron farm, and 
we have holes with water in them all over the farm - commonly known as dams.  They also have very tasty 
marron in them.  We had an abundance of them until thieves struck, but that is another story for another day. 
No-one is happy about these charges.  It was clear from the meeting that I attended that the Water and Rivers 
Commission intends to introduce a licence fee for dams, an administration charge and a charge for water usage; 
that is, volumes of water.  How can this or any Government try to impose on farmers a cost like that when these 
people provide their own infrastructure to look after themselves and their families in a businesslike way?  What 
is wrong with this Government?  Once again, it is hitting the people who are the backbone of this country - the 
farmers who look after themselves, the community and their environment.  The farmers who attended the 
meeting were all unanimous in the fact that they were unique.  They have looked after the catchment area and all 
worked in together, and they want to be left alone to do what they have done for the past 30 years.  This 
catchment has been self-managed by the community and the Water and Rivers Commission for the past 30 years, 
and that should continue.   

The horticulture industry is rather large in my area.  I use the term my area to talk about the immediate area 
around my home, which is Bridgetown, Manjimup and Pemberton.  The towns in the south west have taken the 
biggest hits with the timber industry being decimated.  Now they may have to pay up to $1 000 extra.  How 
much more does the Government think the area can take?  If that $1 000 must be given to the Government, from 
where will it be taken?  It will be taken from the community, the children and the families.  Does this 
Government realise what a family is?  I do not think it does.  It is too concerned with the gay community, 
prostitution Bills, doping our children as a result of the relaxation of marijuana laws, hitting families with taxes 
and charges and decimating country areas.  I always thought that a Government governed for the good of the 
whole of society, not just selected groups.  I am extremely disappointed.   

I know that the Government has some wonderful family people on its side of politics.  I greatly respect some of 
the women.  They, like me, are family people, and they must despair sometimes at the Government’s policies.  I 
know that having children was the greatest thing to happen to me in my life, and I would do anything for them.  
Having sat in this place for two years, I know that some members opposite have the same feelings; yet the 
policies that the Government is proposing will hurt my children.  I wonder how members opposite can sit in this 
place and remain silent, knowing that those policies will also hurt their children. 

I have veered off the topic just a little because I wanted to point out that the people in the country have a hard 
enough time, especially farmers.  They work extremely hard to make a living - on the tractor all night and 
working all day.  The whole family, including children and wives, works.  I am not talking about only the south 
west but all farming communities.  They do not deserve extra charges on something for which they pay anyway.  
This Government is hell-bent on hitting out at farmers, with not only this rainwater charge but also the 
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Environmental Protection Amendment Bill that will be debated in this House soon.  Why is the Government 
doing this?  I understand that many bores in Perth attract no charges.  Why hit on country people? 

I will finish this budget speech by talking about one of my shadow portfolios; namely, women’s interests.  In 
particular, I will focus on the Gordon inquiry.  The budget papers state that the report demonstrated an urgent 
need to strengthen responses to incidents of child abuse and family violence, while at the same time increasing 
support for vulnerable children and adults at risk.  The budget papers also recognise that the number of 
indigenous persons in Western Australia increased by 15 per cent between 1996 and 2001.  Nearly 40 per cent of 
indigenous Australians are under the age of 15 years.  I agree totally with Sue Gordon, who is reported in The 
West Australian of 7 June as saying - 

People in WA Aboriginal communities were experiencing all kinds of abuse while the State was 
focused on the Swan Valley Nyungah Community . . .  

This Government has an obligation to look at abuse in all Aboriginal communities.  I have a question to ask this 
afternoon that I hope will reinforce just why the Gordon report recommendations need to be in place.  I realise 
that they will take time and money to implement, and I also realise that $75 million has been allocated for this 
purpose.  In the same article, Sue Gordon is also reported as saying that people ask her why the inquiry did not 
make recommendations on mandatory reporting of child abuse.  She replies that it was not in her terms of 
reference.  I remind the Government once again about its comments in the budget papers: the report 
demonstrated an urgent need to strengthen responses to incidents of family violence and child abuse.  Before 
responses can be strengthened, a system must be in place to detect those incidents, and that system is mandatory 
reporting, especially by doctors and health workers. 

Mrs Gordon also mentioned that one of the recommendations was for a children’s commissioner and deputy 
children’s commissioner, but it had not been followed through by the Government.  Hon Barbara Scott has my 
full support for her motion that a select committee look into the setting up of a children’s commissioner.  I 
believe this Government is negligent in not following that recommendation.  I believe it is also negligent in not 
requiring mandatory reporting of child abuse.  I have looked in the budget and have not seen money allocated for 
a children’s commissioner.  Therefore, I realise that this is unlikely to occur in the near future.  It is my belief 
that if this State already had an independent children’s commissioner, set up along the lines of the Queensland 
commissioner, the Swan Valley camp would not be the issue it has become, because from the minute little Susan 
Taylor died, the independent commissioner would have investigated, made recommendations and dealt with the 
abuse at the camp.  I am a realist and realise that not all abuse would have stopped - that is the nature of this 
beast - but controls would have been in place, more so than without the commissioner.   

This Government needs to have an independent commissioner for all the little Susan Taylors who slip through 
the Department for Community Development’s gaps.  There are gaps.  I have worked in the field and know that 
the workers are under extreme pressure.  I am pleased that more Aboriginal workers have been employed by the 
department - 25 child protection workers and 14 Aboriginal workers.  I believe that this is a step in the right 
direction, but many more are needed throughout the State to work in the Aboriginal communities.  The 
Department for Community Development is still employing young graduates to fulfil a difficult and complex 
role.  This needs monitoring, and is an example of one of the gaps.   

It has been almost 12 months since the Gordon report was tabled in Parliament, and women and children 
throughout Western Australia are still subjected to horrific violence.  On 22 August last year I spoke about 
mandatory reporting and the need for it in this State.  I believe that Western Australia is the only State that does 
not have mandatory reporting of abuse.  I hope that the Government changes this policy and brings in the 
requirement of mandatory reporting.  Recommendation 187 of the report states -  

The Inquiry recommends that all medical personnel likely to come into contact directly or indirectly 
with children under 13 years who have a sexually transmitted disease be obliged to report the presence 
of the disease to the Department for Community Development. 

I say to Dr Gallop that “recommends” and “be obliged” are not good enough.  The Government needs to revisit 
this issue for obvious reasons.  Not only medical personnel but also the whole community need to be vigilant and 
aware of all child abuse - mental, physical and sexual. 

I will deal with domestic violence.  In 1998 the freedom from fear campaign was started, and it won the 
Premier’s award for excellence.  It was the first media campaign in Australia to focus on perpetrators and men at 
risk of perpetrating domestic violence.  The campaign message called upon these men to accept responsibility for 
their behaviour and take action to end the abuse.  Part of the action was television commercials showing a father 
screaming at his wife and a child crouching in the corner in fear with his little hands over his ears, and a men’s 
help line toll-free number - 1800 000 599.  Unfortunately that number does not exist any more.  There were other 
advertisements equally as good as that one.  This campaign was extremely successful.  More than 6 000 men 
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called the help line.  The second phase of the campaign was set to be launched and the television campaign had 
been produced.  However, after this Government came into power the Minister for Community Development 
decided, early last year from memory, to can it.  I have looked through the budget to see whether there are any 
programs to make men take responsibility for their actions - because that is the heart of the domestic violence 
problem - and all I can find is the statement -  

Established a Campaign Advisory Group to advise the ‘Freedom from Fear’ community education 
campaign with the aim of enlarging its focus on community based initiatives.   

It might come as a bit of a surprise to the minister to learn that not just sections but the whole community of 
Western Australia needs to be involved.  The television campaign was extremely effective.  It put the 
responsibility back on men and also gave them an alternative.  The big initiative for 2003-04 is to coordinate the 
implementation of the State’s strategic plan on family and domestic violence.  The former Government had a 
similar campaign.  However, that is what Governments do: they wrap up policies and repackage them, and they 
then take the credit.  While the minister is taking the credit for this campaign I hope she will run the second 
television campaign, because it must be sitting on someone’s shelf somewhere gathering dust. 

Domestic homicides accounted for one in four homicides between 1964 and 1992, and the rate has been 
increasing since that time.  Half of the women homicide victims in Western Australia in 1994 were killed by 
their partners or former partners.  In comparison, only 5.7 per cent of male homicides were the result of domestic 
violence.  This is a horrific problem in Western Australia, as it is throughout most of Australia.  A study has 
found that domestic violence is not spread equally throughout the population.  Some groups suffer much higher 
rates of domestic violence.  Police, survey and hospital data indicate that the risks for women below the age of 
40 are much higher than for older women.  The rates of domestic violence among Aboriginal women are 
staggering.  Although these women make up only about three per cent of the adult female population in Western 
Australia, they accounted for half of all the domestic violence incidents reported to the police in 1994.  That 
situation continues today.  Based on police figures, Aboriginal women are more than 45 times more likely than 
non-Aboriginal women to be victims of domestic violence.  The study found also that women in lower 
socioeconomic areas were more likely to be the victims of domestic violence than women from more affluent 
areas.  The study states -  

Better information on the extent and distribution of domestic violence. 

If intervention and programmes are to be effective they must be targetted on the areas of 
highest need and their impact must be evaluated - otherwise we could be throwing away 
money in ineffective programs.  

I will say again that the freedom from fear television campaign was one of the best in Australia.  The study 
continues -  

There is a need therefore for thorough and comprehensive data on the true rate of violence in 
all sectors of the community.  These measures need to be continued regularly to allow for the 
proper evaluation of programmes.   

Interventions need to be carefully designed and managed.   

As the study found, the rate of domestic violence is much higher amongst Aboriginal, rural and 
poorer women.  Intervention strategies need to be designed that are appropriate for those high 
risk target groups.  In particular, men and women from poorer and Aboriginal communities 
need to be closely involved in the development of strategies designed to address the problem. 

Intervention strategies need to be informed by a proper understanding of violence in marginalised 
groups. 

The higher rates of domestic violence in Aboriginal and poorer communities are, 
unfortunately, not surprising.  These groups suffer much higher rates of all other forms of 
violence as well.  It is likely that all this violence can be attributable to similar factors.  A 
greater understanding of the relationship between disadvantage needs to inform domestic 
violence intervention programmes so that money is not wasted on simplistic or quick fix 
solutions.   

I refer now to an article in today’s The West Australian headed “Big bill for home violence”.  The subheading is “Lack 
of housing for women leaving refuges”.  It states -  

Women and children fleeing domestic violence have been put up in hotels and motels at a cost of 
almost $70,000 to taxpayers since July last year.   
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When I was working at what was then known as the Department for Family and Children’s Services it would pay 
for women who were the victims of domestic violence to stay overnight in a hotel or motel.  That was not a long-
term solution, of course, but it was an immediate solution to get those women away from the violence.  The 
article continues -  

Women’s Refuge Group of WA executive officer Angela Hartwig said she was concerned about the 
practice because some domestic violence victims were simply being told “good night” and not getting 
the support they needed.   
Without proper support, women were likely to go back to a violent relationship.   
“You don’t know if you are doing the right or wrong thing once you walk out that door,” Ms Hartwig 
said.  “You need expertise by someone in the area.” 
WA’s 35 refuges were almost constantly full and many women and children were turned away each 
month.  The group did not keep statistics.   

In country areas the problem is much worse; there is virtually nowhere for victims to go.  There is a refuge in 
Bunbury called Waratah, and there is one in Albany.  They are probably two of the largest regional refuges.  The 
article continues -  

Ms Hartwig said there was a lack of long-term housing for women once they left refuges. 

Kedy Krystal, who runs the 24-bed Pat Giles Centre in Joondalup, said about 10 families - which 
usually involved up to 30 children - were turned away each month. 

That is 10 families and 30 children who will go back into violent relationships; and we know what effect that has 
on the children.  The article continues -  

Ms Krystal said she knew of several families who spent the Foundation Day long weekend in motels 
because they could not be accommodated in refuges.  
The problem could be worsened by a State Government move to make refuges with a vacancy accept 
homeless women and children.   
“If we do agree to take homeless families, we will be tying up beds that women in domestic violence 
won’t be able to access,” Ms Krystal said.  “It can take quite a lot of time to house someone who is 
homeless.” 

That is a fair comment.  The article continues -  
Ms Krystal said WA has a shortage of refuge services for young women with babies.  
Deborah Dearnley, manager of Nardine Wimmin’s Refuge, said it had turned away 10 women and 23 
children last month.   

Here we have the same story - 10 families and 30 children at Joondalup, and 10 women and 23 children last 
month  The article continues -  

Department for Community Development spokeswoman Pauline Bagdonavicius said it had spent 
$67,800 on emergency hotel and motel accommodation in 635 domestic violence cases since last July.  
No figures were available on the number of nights women and children spent in hotels.  Some have had 
to stay almost a week.   

Hon Tom Stephens:  Have you yet made any appeal to your federal colleagues to return that money to Western 
Australia that they have taken away from the Commonwealth-State Housing Agreement and that enables me to 
be able to respond to those challenges that are contained in your speech?   

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  Why does the minister continually blame someone else?  I am pointing out that 
there are women and children who are being turned away in this State.  Can the minister not take responsibility 
and say how terrible it is that 30 children over here and 23 children over there are being turned away? 

Hon Tom Stephens:  I agree with you, but why will you not help me to get the funds from the Commonwealth 
Government that we used to have? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  The minister has not asked me to help. 

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  Bad workmen always blame their tools!   

Hon Tom Stephens:  You have raised this issue in this House, but you will not look after the State’s interests 
when it comes to trying to get some money from the feds to help us.   

The PRESIDENT:  Order, members!  The minister and Hon Derrick Tomlinson should continue their 
conversation at a lower volume and elsewhere.  
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Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  One thing about being a politician really gets to me.  I am telling members that 
there are 30 homeless children, and 23 children have been turned away from a refuge - 

Hon Tom Stephens:  I have been telling you that for yonks.   

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  All the minister can do is blame the feds.  Would it not be nice if he said, “Hon 
Robyn McSweeney, why don’t you come into my office and discuss this with me so that we can work together?” 

Hon Tom Stephens:  Hon Robyn McSweeney, why don’t you come into my office and we will discuss this? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  No.  The minister is being very negative and trying to blame the federal 
Government.  He should not do that. 

Hon Tom Stephens:  I will draft a letter for you to sign and send to your federal colleague Senator Vanstone to 
seek some funding to house the people who need housing.  

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  The minister is being very negative again.  

Hon Tom Stephens:  Come into my office and the letter will be ready.  

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  He is yelling again.  That is what I cannot take about people in government.  
They are ready to carp about other people but they are not ready to say that we should work together.  The 
Minister for Housing and Works has spat his dummy and run.  

The article continues - 

She said the department was still liaising with refuges on taking in homeless women, which had been 
recommended by the State homeless taskforce.   

The 93 domestic violence services in WA get more than $18 million a year, $12.66 million from joint 
State-Commonwealth funding. 

Despite that, the minister was carping about funding.  If the minister were still in this place I would reiterate that 
the freedom from fear television campaign, which is sitting on someone’s shelf, should be pulled out and shown 
on television for Western Australian males to see.  Those advertisements were very good and drove home the 
responsibility that men have on this issue.  I would like to see the advertisements re-run.  I would also like to see 
reinstated the hotline, which received 6 000 phone calls from men in Western Australia who were ready to take 
responsibility for their actions.  Members opposite should think of the negative flow-on effect that family 
violence has on children.  We must think of them.  They are the ones who benefit in a peaceful household. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Bruce Donaldson.  
 


