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PROHIBITED BEHAVIOUR ORDERS — RESPONSIBLE PARENTING AGREEMENTS 

871. Hon SUE ELLERY to the Minister for Child Protection: 

Given that the proposed prohibited behaviour orders will be applied to children, what consideration has the 
minister given to using the issuing of a PBO against a child as a trigger for a responsible parenting agreement 
with the child’s parents to address antisocial behaviour? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY replied: 

I thank the member for the question. A responsible parenting order is for children who may be at the start of 
doing something criminal. We are putting people who are employed by the department into homes. That will 
apply to a child who comes to our attention for truanting, behaving inappropriately or engaging in criminal 
behaviour that is at the light end of the scale, such as graffitiing, breaking milk bottles or doing something totally 
inappropriate that could not exactly be described as criminal behaviour. That is the child protection side of it. We 
will try to circumvent juvenile criminal behaviour. The PBOs are for criminal behaviour. They have three 
offences, as I understand it. These children would probably come to our attention through the education system 
by truanting or through the child protection system or from juvenile justice. The CEOs from all those agencies 
can refer to a responsible parenting order. We put $28 million into responsible parenting in the last budget. 

Hon Sue Ellery: Have you considered linking the two so that there is more follow-up? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY: I have not considered linking the two, but now that the Leader of the Opposition 
has mentioned it, I will see whether it is appropriate. If it is not, so be it; that is juvenile justice. I will certainly 
look at that. 
 


