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ADDRESS-IN-REPLY 
Motion 

Resumed from 31 March. 
HON ROBYN McSWEENEY (South West) [4.50 pm]:  I thank His Excellency the Governor for his address at 
the opening of the thirty-seventh Parliament.  His Excellency and Mrs Sanderson have endeared themselves to 
the people of Western Australia as they have travelled to many parts of our beautiful State.   
Hon Kim Chance:  Hear, hear!   
Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I also offer my condolences to the families of the nine service men and women 
from the HMAS Kanimbla who were tragically taken in Indonesia while carrying out humanitarian duties.  
Stephen Slattery, one of the servicemen who died, grew up and went to school in my home town of Bridgetown.   
I also recognise the passing of the great humanitarian, Pope John Paul II, who was much loved and respected 
worldwide.   
As the shadow spokesperson for community development, and having worked in the field of child protection, I 
was absolutely appalled when the Attorney General, Jim McGinty, was going to allow the release of the 
recidivist rapist of little boys, Robert Excell.  He was to be deported to England and given his freedom in that 
country, and I wondered whether English children did not matter.  If his crimes were such that he could not be 
released in Australia, why release him somewhere else?  This was hypocritical and very dangerous.   
Let me go through this man’s history.  Given that this happened only a few weeks ago, I was rather astounded to 
hear in the Governor’s speech that new legislation will provide for the indefinite detention of convicted child sex 
offenders on completion of their sentence when there is a significant risk of reoffending.  What I am about to say 
will suggest that this man should never be released and that he cannot be rehabilitated.  Two years ago Mr 
McGinty said that Robert Excell would never be released.  I will read out his crimes because I want them noted 
and I want members to know how dangerous it would have been to release him.  I am not sure whether this man 
will be released in July.  At the age of 16 he was charged with stealing.  In 1965 Excell sodomised a seven-year-
old boy and indecently dealt with a 13-year-old boy.  He was sentenced to 10 years jail, plus indefinite detention 
at the Governor’s pleasure.  He was released on parole in 1973.  Two weeks later he molested a nine-year-old 
boy.  Excell was sentenced to five years jail, plus further detainment at the Governor’s pleasure.  He was 
released on parole again in 1977.  By the end of the year, Excell was back in court for sodomising a child and 
was sentenced to 18 months jail.  In 1981 he was released on parole.  He met his future wife, Maxine, at a 
therapy session and later moved in with her.  Three days after Christmas, Excell lured two youths into his van 
and assaulted them.  He was charged with aggravated assault, two counts of deprivation of liberty and five 
counts of indecent dealing.  In 1983 he was sentenced to nine years jail.  In 1991 Excell was assaulted in his cell 
by five inmates at Karnet Prison Farm after a newspaper article was published about his past.  Two years later he 
lost access to his personal computer in jail after pornographic images were discovered.  In 1998 he was charged 
with 14 counts of sexual penetration of a 19-year-old prisoner at Casuarina Prison while on a sex offender 
treatment program.  Excell was also charged with four counts of attempted sexual penetration and four counts of 
indecent dealing.  In April 2002 Excell was allowed out of prison for up to 36 hours at a time on a home release 
program.  By November the state government overturned the Parole Board’s decision and Excell was returned to 
jail.   
That does not sound like somebody who can be rehabilitated.  I saw Mr McGinty on television saying that he had 
changed his mind as Excell was married and was old and sick, or words to that effect.  I will come back to that 
point later.  I heard the mother of one of Excell’s victims speak on Liam Bartlett’s radio program.  She was 
obviously very emotional.  She said that every time the subject of this man’s release was raised, her son, who has 
suffered problems for many years, would go into his shell again.  She was very traumatised.  I also phoned the 
Liam Bartlett program, because I have a real problem with psychologists.  They are not infallible.  I have grave 
doubts about sex offenders being rehabilitated - whether that is politically correct I do not know.  I know what I 
have read and I have grave doubts.  This man has been locked up for many years.  He has never been watched 
with children around him in a normal situation.   

I have worked in the field of child abuse and I have read widely on the subject.  There seems to be a mind-set in 
our society that because a person is old or sick, he will not reoffend.  If a man abuses his wife all his life, will he 
stop abusing her just because he gets old and sick?  I know it is a different scenario, but, no, he will not stop 
abusing her.  These people will keep on doing what they have done.  The notion that little children are not 
attracted to older people is nonsense.  Little children are attracted to older people.  Being old and sick could 
work in a paedophile’s favour.  I am pleased that new legislation will be introduced, and I am very pleased that 
this man remains in prison.  However, I am very concerned, as I have said, that he will be given his freedom 
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come July - I read somewhere that he might be given his freedom in July.  Why should members of any 
community, whether in England or Bolivia, have a predator placed among them?   

I am pleased that the government will move to further protect Western Australian children from sex offenders by 
toughening child pornography laws and giving our police powers to combat paedophiles who prey on children 
by electronic means such as the Internet.  That seems to be a booming industry.  I have long held the belief - 
indeed, I put it into practice in my own home when my children were very young - that computers should be 
placed in a family room or a room where parents can see what their children are looking at.  It is certainly not a 
fail-safe way to protect children, but it is better than having a computer or television shut away in a child’s room.  
Social skills are never learnt within four walls.  They are learnt when children are outside interacting with other 
children.  Sometimes kids’ social skills deteriorate when computers and Game Boys are their total focus.  
Computers should be used as a tool.   

My colleague Hon Barbara Scott has been an absolute champion of children in this state and continues to be so.  
I was surprised that with all this talk about protecting children no mention has been made of a children’s 
commissioner.  Hon Barbara Scott has for many years wanted to see this happen, and I also have spoken on the 
subject.  One of the 18 recommendations of the Senate committee report on children in foster care was that there 
be an overarching national children’s commissioner.  Our state does not have one children’s commissioner, and I 
believe it is the only state not to have one. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
 


