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ACTS AMENDMENT (DOMESTIC VIOLENCE) BILL 2004 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 2 June. 

MS S.E. WALKER (Nedlands) [3.55 pm]:  The Opposition will support this Bill, but we have some concerns 
about it.  In the few minutes I have I would like to say where I am going on this Bill.  The Acts Amendment 
(Domestic Violence) Bill 2004 will replace the Restraining Orders Act 1997.  That is a shame because I do not 
like the phrase “domestic violence”.  I think it is antiquated and it makes a statement about criminal offences that 
diminishes the impact of criminality behind them.  I will speak more about that tomorrow when I continue with 
my contribution to the second reading debate.  I do not believe the phrase “domestic violence” should be in the 
title at all.  We should examine what domestic violence is and how successful restraining orders, which is what 
this Bill is all about, have been in assisting victims of domestic violence.  Community concern for the safety of 
women is driving this Bill, as the Attorney General said in his second reading speech.  The Bill is about women 
and children who are the subject of violent acts by men, generally with whom they have been in a relationship.  I 
can refer to those statistics.  However, when the Attorney General opened his second reading speech, he used 
fuzzy, warm, glowing words about the Bill being about supporting families by protecting direct and indirect 
victims of domestic violence.  I have read the research on this issue that the Attorney General referred to.  I have 
also read a document on the issue that came into my mailbox from the Commonwealth Government.  I must say 
that I like what the federal Government has done.  It has taken a much more direct approach to the issue than has 
the Western Australian Government.  The issue is all about violence against women and often children.  The 
federal Government has put together a package of documents, which I presume it has delivered to most people in 
Australia.  There is not much reference to “domestic violence” in the package.  It is titled “Violence Against 
Women: Australia Says No”.  I have read quite a bit of research on this issue and it appears to me that it is a 
cultural issue.  It is an issue about the attitude of men - not all men - to women when things go wrong in a 
relationship.  However, I can see a tragedy in what is driving this Bill.  The community is concerned when it 
hears on the radio or television about another wife, partner or child who has been killed as a result of a 
relationship break-up.  The Attorney General said in his second reading speech that so far this year seven women 
and one child have died as a result of family and domestic violence and that at least three reports have been made 
of attempted murder - I presume against women.   

The front page of the Commonwealth Government’s package is titled “Violence Against Women: Australia Says 
No”.  It is a good package, as it is an educational document for women as well as for men.  It refers to the 
expectations that women should have in a relationship.  I quote from page 4 of the package headed “No respect 
No relationship”, which states - 

We look for relationships so that we can share part of our lives.  In a good relationship the partners 
support each other, sharing the good times and helping each other through the tough ones. 

When someone matters deeply to us, and those intense feelings of love and respect are returned, it 
enables us to face the world with confidence.   

It states also -  

While every person’s experience of an abusive relationship will be different, there are some common 
patterns of controlling behaviour and abuse, which are often evident before the relationship becomes 
physically violent:   

I will talk more about that tomorrow.   

I could not find many times in that document the phrase “domestic violence”.  The same situation existed in the 
Children and Community Services Bill.  It seems to me that for some reason some people find it a bit disturbing 
to say what this abuse is really all about.  I do not like the term “domestic violence”.  I did not like it as a court 
prosecutor in criminal cases when defence counsel referred to it by using words such as grievous bodily harm. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
 


