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CIVIL LIABILITY LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (CHILD SEXUAL ABUSE ACTIONS) BILL 2017 
691. Mr M. HUGHES to the Attorney General: 
I refer to the legislation introduced today that will lift the statute of limitations for victims of institutionalised child 
sex abuse. 
(1) Can the Attorney General outline to the house how this legislation compares with legislation in other 

states? 
(2) What complexities needed to be overcome in order for the government to deliver this legislation and to 

meet the expectations of victims? 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY replied: 
I thank the member for the question. I hope to be able to answer it in short form as we have had the second reading 
of the bill today. 
(1)–(2) The legislation differs from other states’ legislation because all other states now have legislation to lift 

the statute of limitations. As noted by the Royal Commission into Institutional Responses to Child Sexual 
Abuse, we are behind the game in that respect. The bill will lift the limitation period for historical sex 
abuse. Where the legislation differs from and goes a lot further than that of the other states is, firstly, in 
the identification of the proper defendant. As I explained in the second reading speech this morning, in 
a historical sexual abuse case, when the authority or the person in authority in a school or institution has 
changed, died or moved on, the office holder today will be deemed to be the defendant. Secondly, in 
accessing the assets of the institution, which are often held in a trust or in a corporate entity separate from 
the office holder, it would be an empty pyrrhic victory if a victim successfully sued the organisation 
through the correct defendant and then found that the correct defendant, for all the goodwill in the world 
that he may have, cannot access those assets to pay the judgement amount. 
That last aspect, of course, involved rolling back aspects of the commonwealth Corporations Act 2001, 
which is why the bill is complex. In my second reading speech, I acknowledged by name all those officers 
in the Parliamentary Counsel’s Office, the State Solicitor’s Office and the Solicitor-General’s Office who 
have worked so hard over the months to get around these thorny problems. What we delivered into the 
Parliament of Western Australia this morning is, I believe, the benchmark for this type of legislation in 
Australia. When I attended the Attorneys General conference in Sydney last week, the other Attorneys 
were very, very interested, when they heard about what we were doing over here in the west, to see the 
bill, and I have forwarded it to each of the Attorneys around Australia.  
There were a lot of complexities in this. The final complexity—which was not that hard to overcome—
was the capping of legal fees so that this will not just become a lawyers’ picnic. The fees for lawyers 
helping victims will be capped at Supreme Court scale; the legal fees will then be superintended by the 
judge who hears a particular case. 
Finally, I might say that on the passage of this bill through Parliament and into legislation the government, 
through the State Solicitor’s Office, will deal with the applications and suits of applicants sensitively and 
judiciously, so that they are not further traumatised. May it please the house, and I thank the member for 
the question. 
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