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ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [10.00 pm]:  I move - 

That the house do now adjourn. 

Child Abuse - Adjournment Debate 
HON ROBYN McSWEENEY (South West) [10.00 pm]:  Yesterday on the Bob Maumill program on radio 
6PR I talked about child abuse.  I mentioned on that program that I would ask questions and give a speech in 
Parliament about child sexual abuse.  Today, David Templeman’s office phoned my office and asked me when I 
would be speaking on child abuse and what I would be speaking about.  Therefore, when the Legislative 
Assembly sits again, I thought I might ring his electorate office and ask what he will be speaking about and 
whether he could give me some forewarning.  I thought that was a rather unusual thing to do.  Obviously, I must 
be doing my job. 
Hon Graham Giffard:  He is a very decent chap. 
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  Yes, he is a very decent chap, but I just thought that was an odd thing for his 
staff to do.  On 1 March, David Templeman, the new Minister for Community Development, released a - 
Hon Kate Doust:  So you’ve worked it out now.  It is not Mark McGowan, as you said on the radio show this 
morning. 
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I was not on the radio show this morning. 
Hon Kate Doust:  Was it yesterday?  You told Bob Maumill that it was Mark McGowan. 
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  No, I did not. 
Hon Kate Doust:  You did.  I actually have the transcript. 
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I did not. 
Hon Kate Doust:  Do you want to see the transcript? 
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I will see the transcript later. 
Hon Kate Doust:  I just thought you were a bit confused. 
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  No, never confused.  I actually thought David Templeman might have been a bit 
confused when his staff phoned my office.  Anyway, David Templeman released a press statement in which he 
said - 

Today marks the beginning of a new era in the care and protection of Western Australian children . . .  

Some 10 days after he released that press statement, we received new figures on child abuse in foster care.  They 
make me feel great helplessness for these vulnerable children.  Yes, new legislation is in place, and the minister 
says that the new community services legislation represents major reform that will significantly change the way 
in which the Department for Community Development operates.  I note that nothing will change unless he has 
the intestinal fortitude to replace the director general, who has, apart from the minister, been responsible for the 
crisis that has been allowed to happen in that department; otherwise, what is the point of putting a new minister 
in charge if nothing else changes?  These children deserve better than the lip service that they are getting at the 
moment.  Those new figures show that from 11 February 2001 to 15 February 2006, there were 394 allegations 
of physical or sexual abuse from 350 children.  That is nearly a third of all state wards.  I will repeat that so that 
everyone can hear it: that is nearly a third of all state wards at various times.   
Hon Kate Doust:  Is that the actual number of abuse cases or is that simply the number of allegations? 
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  That is 394 allegations from 350 children.  One hundred and thirty-eight have 
been proved.  It does not matter whether there is one, 100 or 350; it is appalling that those children have alleged 
abuse.  I am not suggesting for one minute that members opposite do not care or do not have an interest in 
ensuring that these children are looked after properly.  I am saying that members opposite are in government; 
they have a duty of care and a responsibility to make their minister listen and to put the resources into that 
department to make it work.  As I said, 138 allegations of abuse involving 136 children have been substantiated.  
Therefore, some children have been abused more than once.  I wanted to know how many children have begun 
legal action against the department.  The only information I have indicates that 28 active writs have been lodged.  
As of yesterday, of the 59 children abused, two writs have been lodged.  The Gwenn Murray report, which was 
handed down on 22 December when no-one was about, made startling revelations about the department and the 
children in its care.  In just under a two-year period, some 59 children were found to be abused, not 42 as first 
thought.  The report stated that another 17 children had been abused.  I would like to know where they came 
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from.  Indeed, despite all the questions that were asked in this house by me and Hon Barbara Scott, the fact that a 
further 17 children had been abused was not revealed.   
On average, those children have been placed in six to nine homes.  One child has had 23 placements.  What sort 
of people do members think these children become after they have been placed in six, nine or 18 homes?  Why 
do members think they react the way they do?  I have already said publicly that children involved in that many 
placements would be abused.  These children have been removed from their homes and placed in home after 
home.  They feel abandoned, isolated and unloved.  They have no self-esteem and no-one in whom they can 
confide.  This week I asked questions about the child who has been placed in 23 homes, and I was given an 
answer.  Recently, there was the case of a 14-year-old girl who was being abused by a carer in a residential-care 
setting in Midlands.  The Gwenn Murray report highlighted the fact that five careworkers were abusing children 
and, from memory, that was discovered as a result of eight allegations.  I will be asking whether those 
careworkers were charged.   
On 4 March, one of the most dreadful cases of child abuse occurred in Cranbrook, which is in my area.  The 
family concerned was known to the department and the courts.  The case involved a three-year-old boy who was 
subjected to months of abuse by his father.  The father would rub chilli powder on the boy’s back until it 
blistered, burn his fingers with cigarette lighters and pull off his fingernails.  He would kick him with steel-
capped boots and slap his head from side to side, a practice referred to as “C’mon, let’s go and play tennis” until 
he bled from his ears.  In 2005, a judge expressed concern for the safety of the eight children in that family after 
convicting the parents of unlawfully assaulting their 11-year-old son in 2004.  I believe the children have now 
been taken into care - not before time.  The department should have been monitoring that situation more closely.  
That family should have been flagged as a priority.  I have asked for a briefing to determine how this could have 
happened.  If it is about resources and a lack of staff in small country areas, the minister will be hearing about it.  
What that little fellow has been through is horrific, and I am sure that every member from both sides of the house 
would want five minutes alone with the person who perpetrated those acts.  It is too late after the event.  We 
must put some preventive measures in place.  There must be more resources in country areas.   
Hon Kate Doust:  How can you ever predict how people will behave?  The government cannot monitor every 
house in the state.  There are occasions when we don’t know that parents are doing these things.  How can you 
prevent such a thing from happening in that situation? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  The child attends school and is known to people in the area.  The family is also 
known to people in the area.  We must have safer systems.  The department must have more resources so that it 
can go into those places.  Hon Barbara Scott will mention mandatory reporting when she gets a chance.  I have 
mentioned it, but she has been advocating it for many years.  It makes sense that if professionals have an avenue 
to report abuse, they should use it.  I hope Hon Barbara Scott stands after I have spoken -  

Hon Kate Doust:  As we discussed last year, it is government policy for people in certain positions - teachers, 
doctors and nurses - to report those instances if they become aware of them.  It is government policy.   

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I know that but they need to be mandated. 

Hon Kate Doust:  It is already happening. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  It is not already happening.  Minister Templeman needs to act now to get the 
Department for Community Development working as it should.  He should not be a yes man.  The Gwenn 
Murray report needs further examination.  In the coming weeks I shall be very interested to see if any of those 
recommendations have been acted upon.  I have noticed that Minister Templeman has not spoken out lately but 
has used Lex McCulloch to answer questions in the press.  When Sheila McHale was the minister, I became 
upset because she would not take control of that department.  I really thought that the new minister would come 
in and take some control.  I hoped that he would do that because it needs to be done.  When I mention 350 
children, it should start alarm bells ringing everywhere.  I know it starts alarm bells ringing on both sides of this 
chamber, but it is not good enough.  Although those alarm bells are ringing, children are still being hurt. 

International Women’s Day - Adjournment Debate 
HON HELEN MORTON (East Metropolitan) [10.11 pm]:  As most people are probably aware, last 
Wednesday, 8 March, was International Women’s Day.  Two powerful statements emerged from United Nations 
Secretary General Kofi Annan’s International Women’s Day address to the conference on the status of women 
held in New York on that day.  He said - 

The world is also starting to grasp that there is no policy for progress more effective than the 
empowerment of women and girls.  Study after study has taught us that no other policy is as likely to 
raise economic productivity, or to reduce infant and maternal mortality.  No other policy is as sure to 
improve nutrition and promote health -- including the prevention of HIV/AIDS.  No other policy is as 
powerful in increasing the chances of education for the next generation.  And I would also venture that 
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no policy is more important in preventing conflict, or in achieving reconciliation after a conflict has 
ended. 

Just in case members missed it, he said that no policy for progress is more effective than the empowerment of 
women and girls.  He also said - 

World leaders gave voice to those principles at the 2005 World Summit.  As they declared in their 
Outcome Document, “progress for women is progress for all”. 

For over 25 years International Women’s Day has been celebrated around the world on 8 March.  It 
commemorates Russian women’s involvement in the peace movement.  The event is used to highlight important 
global issues covering all facets of humanity and relating to women’s lives at a social, political and economic 
level.  At a local level, many events held last week showcased a range of important topics and showed us many 
inspirational women with amazing stories and lessons learnt.  Issues talked about during the week included 
prostitution, science, education, work-life balance, migration, business and politics, to name a few.  The range of 
topics is indicative of women’s interests and contributions to our local community. 

I wish to highlight just one such issue relevant to most women with whom I come into contact on a day-to-day 
basis in Western Australia; that is, the issue of work-life balance.  It impacts on many areas of what women are 
interested in, including daylight saving and workplace choices.  I see many women today in what is commonly 
referred to as a triple sandwich.  They are in the workplace making a living; they are raising children in a rapidly 
changing society; and, to top it off, they are often dealing with the extremely difficult task of caring for ageing 
parents, which has its own set of challenges and problems.  Advances in the workplace and advances for equality 
in most sectors of society have hastened considerably over the past years.  Of course, there are still challenges 
ahead to be met with determination and vigour.  However, in my opinion, solid progress is being made.  
Imbalances in the workplace will continue to be ironed out, and negative stereotypes of women will eventually 
die a natural death.   

A couple of weeks ago I had the privilege of attending a conference on work-life balance.  The keynote speaker 
was Professor Linda Duxbury from Carlton University in Canada.  Professor Duxbury said that in Canada, 
discrimination in the workplace is slowly, but surely, dying a natural death.  It is hardly even mentioned now.  It 
is a natural progression that people do not even consider discrimination in the way it used to be considered.  The 
real battle that is emerging for women today is not just the workplace, access to affordable child care or the glass 
ceiling, but overload due to the failure to achieve equality at home.  Men have not yet agreed to share the load of 
“women’s work”.  Women start the day with the early shift, go to work, and then come home to the night shift so 
humorously portrayed on recent episodes of Desperate Housewives.  The advances made in the boardroom have 
not translated to advances in the home so that male partners, husbands and boyfriends become adept at running 
the home and can make the beds, do the dishes and take responsibility for homework projects.  Working mothers 
do the double shift and the triple shift; working fathers do not.  Hence a battle is raging around us about 
women’s choices.  This discussion about balancing work and life is coming from women who are not super 
persons.  They do not believe they can have it all.  Having failed to get their male partners to share housework 
and child rearing, women are now demanding that government and employers enable them to balance work and 
family.  Only a few men are leading this debate in Australia.  That is not the case in Canada. 

Hon Kate Doust:  Are you having a go at your federal colleagues and their workplace policies? 

Hon HELEN MORTON:  Not at all.  The Spanish have adopted a new law requiring men to share domestic 
responsibilities and the care of women and elderly family members.  The amendment will be incorporated into 
the marriage contract at civil wedding ceremonies.  This is being applied in a country in which reportedly 40 per 
cent of men do no housework at all.  It will also be applied in divorce proceedings.  The sponsor of this law, 
Margarita Uria, has said -  

The idea of equality within marriage always stumbles over the problem of work in the house and caring 
for dependant people.   

However, that is the lighter side of this issue.  There are actually serious implications.  The Australian Bureau of 
Statistics estimates that 24 per cent of Australian women will not have children.  One reason for this “infertility” 
is that women who could have had children have put off marriage and child-bearing until their mid-thirties, when 
there is a sharp decline in fertility.  The desire to establish careers ahead of having babies has contributed to this 
life pattern.  Sadly, many of these women will have no families to balance against their careers.  There are also 
more than 100 000 girls and women in Australia who each year resort to abortion because of financial, social, 
career and education disincentives to starting, or adding to, their family.  The number of women who are 
withdrawing from the work force is increasing.  In 1990, nearly 59 per cent of partnered mothers aged between 
25 and 34 were in the work force.  By 2003 this had declined to about 52 per cent.  Similarly, the participation in 
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the work force of partnered mothers aged between 35 and 44 decreased from 75.5 per cent to just over 70 per 
cent.   

Therefore, on this International Women’s Day there was plenty of celebration for the advances that women have 
made.  However, there was also plenty of concern about the gains that need to be made by men as husbands, 
partners and fathers to women.  Attaining equality in the home is the goal.  It is a journey that must be taken to 
ensure the health and happiness of our society.  The rewards will flow to men, women and children.  I encourage 
all members to keep the message of equality between men and women at the forefront of their minds as they 
progress important initiatives and policies that will improve the success of women and men in all facets of their 
lives. 

Child Abuse - Adjournment Debate 
HON BARBARA SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [10.20 pm]:  I am motivated to speak in support of the 
comments made by my colleague Hon Robyn McSweeney, who placed before this Parliament some unbelievable 
statistics about children being abused in care and in the community.  We live in a civilised society and a 
sophisticated democracy, yet day by day we witness a level of child abuse that one would expect to see in the 
most uncivilised society in the world.  Maybe democracy has no bearing on it, but when we are speaking about 
children who have no voice, we have a responsibility as members of this Parliament to stand up as often as we 
must and echo the cries of the children who are suffering, at the hands of predators, the most unbelievable crimes 
little children can ever face.  Hon Robyn McSweeney has illustrated that fact tonight by referring to a family in 
Cranbrook that has been reported in detail.   

There is one solution that would assist children suffering in these situations, and I have mentioned it before.  Hon 
Robyn McSweeney has alluded to it.  We need a government that has the strength and the courage to introduce 
mandatory reporting of child abuse; that is, we need legislation to compel professionals who deal with children 
to report their suspicions of child abuse, whether it be sexual or physical abuse or neglect.  We have been calling 
on the government to do this now for some time.  We hope, as my colleague has said, that with a new minister 
there will be a new approach to child abuse in this state.  If there is not, we hope that the long-awaited 
Commissioner for Children and Young People will, as his or her first priority, bring to book a state government 
that is allowing abuse of children to continue at unprecedented levels.  Only last week we saw a detailed press 
report on the Halls Creek community, where all the leaders were calling for mandatory reporting of child abuse, 
along with Sue Gordon, the Aboriginal woman who headed the Gordon inquiry.  One of her recommendations 
was mandatory reporting of child abuse.  This was echoed again in the newspaper last week.   
As Hon Robyn McSweeney has said, the family of eight or nine children in Cranbrook must surely have been 
noticed in that community, either in school, kindergarten or child care.  However, the family was surrounded by 
professionals who were too afraid to report, because they are unprotected.  There is no legislation to protect a 
professional who reports child abuse.  During the recess a number of professionals approached me, and this 
rekindled my deep conviction that mandatory reporting of child abuse should be brought into this state.  Western 
Australia is the only state in Australia that does not have it.  Two schoolteacher friends working in a very good 
suburb - not one of the western suburbs, but one of the better suburbs in my electorate -  

Hon Kate Doust:  They are all very good suburbs in the South Metropolitan Region.  

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Yes, I know, but I mean that this suburb has a predominance of families that, in the 
main, are functioning well.  Their children do very well at school, and the school has a very good reputation for 
producing good students.  In those situations one does not expect the abuse of children, either sexually or 
otherwise, to go undetected.  The situation that was described to me during the break concerned two little girls, 
one of whom was in year 6.  Her teacher, and others, took some children on a week-long camp.  That little girl 
wet herself continuously, and had to sit on her wet pillow, all the way from Fremantle to beyond Mandurah.  
That is a classic indication of either gross sexual abuse, resulting in a urinary tract infection, or considerable 
nervousness.  The teachers had a suspicion that this child was being abused by the man in the house.  They called 
in the carers - the parents - and on the following Monday that child had disappeared.  She no longer attended that 
school.  That also happened with another child at the school whilst my friend was teaching there.  That indicates 
that children continue to be abused.   
Until we accept that child abuse is a crime, and until teachers and other professionals are mandated or obliged to 
report such abuse - I accept that there are protocols in place - we will not ensure the protection of children in this 
state.  Why will the government not make it mandatory to report child abuse?  The simple, and only, explanation 
that has been suggested to me is that it will cost too much money.  The Liberal Party went to the polls with a 
policy on this issue that was costed at $60 million a year.  That is a lot of money.  However, I ask every member 
in this chamber tonight and who is listening to this debate: is that not a minuscule amount of money, when we 
could prevent a child’s life from being ruined through sexually abuse, violence or neglect?  The government 
keeps throwing up a lot of flowery issues, but the main reason it has given is that it does not have enough funds.  
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If we do not have sufficient funds to investigate home burglaries or domestic violence, do we just push them 
under the carpet and not consider them crimes?  If it is a crime, why is it not checked?  This is a crime against 
children in this state, who have no voice and will continue to have no voice, because we do not have a children’s 
commissioner, and we do not have mandatory reporting.   
I support every word that Hon Robyn McSweeney has said tonight.  If more members speak up for our children 
in this state, all the better, because this is an important issue.  If we cannot protect our children for the future of 
this state, what are we here for? 

Shire of Augusta-Margaret River, Draft District Planning Scheme 1 - Adjournment Debate 
HON BARRY HOUSE (South West) [10.29 pm]:  During question time today I asked a question about what I 
consider to be an absolutely bizarre decision by the Department of Local Government and Regional 
Development to exclude a councillor of the Augusta-Margaret River shire, Councillor Brian Middleton, from 
participating in deliberations on the council’s draft district planning scheme 1.  To be on the safe side, Councillor 
Middleton, a relatively newly elected councillor to the shire, sought advice, through the chief executive officer of 
the shire, relating to a possible conflict of interest.  Four other councillors on that council - there are only seven 
councillors - also sought advice from the Department of Local Government and Regional Development on the 
possibility that they may have a conflict of interest.   
Councillor Middleton has an accounting practice in the town.  The reason Councillor Middleton raised the 
possibility of a conflict of interest is that his business partner owns a home in a street that has the potential to be 
rezoned.  Councillor Middleton owns no other property in the shire other than his own residence.  As far as I 
know, his business partner owns no other property other than his residence.  The other four councillors were 
excluded from voting on the specific item in the draft district planning scheme that related to their interest, which 
is understandable.  However, Councillor Middleton was excluded from voting on or participating in the entire 
deliberations on the whole town planning scheme.  I am at a loss to understand the reasons for that.  That is the 
reason for my question to the Minister for Local Government today.  The answer does not make it any clearer to 
me.  The first, and relevant, part of my question was as follows-  

 On what grounds was he excluded; that is, under what section of the act? 
The answer quotes section 5.60 of the act.  The second part of my question, because the situation mystifies me, 
was as follows -  

 Why was the exclusion not confined to only that one item in draft district planning scheme 1? 
The answer to that reads as follows -  

 The Council held a Special meeting to discuss DDTPS1 which covers the whole district, ie 
discussions/decisions were not based on individual properties. Therefore, any discussion/voting on 
DDTPS1 would have included Councillor Middleton’s business partner’s property. 

I have read that about 10 times, and I am still baffled by the language used.  I will read it another 10 times to try 
to work out exactly what it means, because it appears to be contradictory.  The point is that not only was 
Councillor Middleton deprived of the opportunity to represent his town ward ratepayers, but also they were 
deprived of representation in that very important debate within the council and district confines.  It sets a rather 
bizarre and ludicrous precedent.   
If the act has been interpreted properly by the department, surely there is a major problem.  I suggest that 90 per 
cent of all councillors in the 142 local government authorities throughout Western Australia will, from now on, 
be ineligible to take part in any deliberations on any planning matter.  Clearly, that is ridiculous.  If the 
interpretation is correct, there is something wrong with the act and that is the point I raise tonight.   
I know the minister is otherwise delayed.  However, I bring this issue to his notice.  His department has made 
this very strange and ludicrous decision involving one councillor in one Western Australian council.  The 
decision has been received very poorly by that community overall.  Lots of question marks have been raised 
about the validity of this decision and its implications for not only the Augusta-Margaret River shire council, but 
also every shire council in Western Australia.  If it is the correct decision, an untenable situation has been created 
for local governments throughout Western Australia when they deal with planning matters.   
I urge the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development to have a very close look at that situation.  
If the act has been interpreted correctly, surely it must be amended, otherwise local governments will not have 
any way of exercising their jurisdiction over planning matters in Western Australia.   
Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 10.34 pm 
__________ 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Wednesday, 15 March 2006] 

 p538b-542a 
Hon Kim Chance; Hon Robyn McSweeney; Hon Helen Morton; Hon Barbara Scott; Hon Barry House 

 [6] 

 
 
 


