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Division 28:  Commissioner for Equal Opportunity, $3 032 000 - 
Mr G. Woodhams, Chairman. 

Mr J.A. McGinty, Attorney General. 

Ms Y. Henderson, Commissioner, Equal Opportunity Commission. 

Mr D. Cloghan, Chief of Staff, Office of the Attorney General. 

The CHAIRMAN:  The member for Perth. 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  What page? 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  What page?  The member does not even know what page it is on. 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  I might have -  

Ms S.E. WALKER:  The member is a dorothy dixer and fudging on time. 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  If I am a dorothy dixer, could somebody please give me the questions?  I have my own notes 
somewhere.  The member has had three and a quarter hours of opposition time.  All we ask is 12 minutes for real 
matters. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Attorney General, in the recent debate - I will have to find it -  

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I think that the issue the member wishes to raise is found on page 515. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Can the Attorney tell me why the commissioner continues to persist in having available to 
Western Australians a publication that purports to talk about racism in Western Australia, yet fails to mention the 
terrorism campaigns.  It is historically and politically wrong.  Why has the commission not changed that in all 
the years since we passed legislation to make certain offences that are committed in racial hate circumstances of 
aggravation?  I raised it again when this was on, and I think it is the poorest thing and a reflection of our history 
in Perth and Western Australia. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I am sorry.  I am not familiar with the issue the member is raising. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  When I was debating the original amendment to the Criminal Code, when the amendments 
came on to the act, and the commissioner was sitting there, I outlined that nothing has been mentioned in that 
publication in relation to Jack van Tongeren and all the racist things that he did.  Nothing.  It is very political.  It 
says that the Labor Party took credit for the abolition of the White Australia policy, for goodness sake. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Which publication is this? 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  It is the booklet on religious and racial vilification. 

[12.20 pm] 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The discussion paper on that issue? 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Yes.  It is so wrong it is unbelievable, and I am asking whether the Attorney General could 
personally see that it is corrected.  Historically, it is very poor. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The document to which the member refers was, as I recollect, a discussion document 
raising the question of racial and religious vilification in Western Australia, and calling for public submissions 
on that issue.  It is a document that exists.  It is not something that can now be changed, regardless of the view 
that people have of the accuracy or otherwise of the document at the time.  I can say that the substantive matters 
that that document raised - that is, whether the Equal Opportunity Act needed to be amended to deal with racial 
or religious vilification - have been dealt with in two ways.  Firstly, we brought to the Parliament legislation to 
change the provisions of the Criminal Code in relation to racial vilification, and then, more recently, we brought 
legislation into the Parliament to give the Commissioner for Equal Opportunity the power to deal with 
complaints of racial harassment and vilification in a civil sense, quite apart from a criminal sense. 

Perhaps of greater interest, though, is the recently completed report of the Commissioner for Equal Opportunity, 
which is the first comprehensive review of her act in 20 years.  That report, which is now on the website of the 
Equal Opportunity Commission, contains a number of recommendations for change to the Equal Opportunity 
Act, including a range of new grounds of discrimination.  It deals with recommendations in relation to racial and 
religious vilification.  It also deals with other areas; for example, in some cases other jurisdictions have amended 
their act to provide for complaints of discrimination based on things such as breastfeeding, single-sex clubs or 
things of that nature to be the subject of complaints for the future.  This is a report that has been prepared by the 
Commissioner for Equal Opportunity, and it is one that I expect will involve some significant public debate, and 
the government will give consideration to the issues raised. 
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The final point I make is that one of the recommendations that the commissioner makes in that report relates to 
religious vilification.  That is an area that I think is fraught with difficulties and is not supported by the major 
churches in this state.  Although it is supported by some religious organisations, it is not something that I would 
be happy to support personally.  However, now that we have received the report from the Commissioner for 
Equal Opportunity, they are matters that will receive ongoing consideration. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  My question is a follow-on from the previous question, or certainly from the Attorney 
General’s answer.  It is a fairly simple question really.  When will the Attorney General instruct the 
commissioner to stop picking on men’s clubs, which appears to be her own agenda?  As far as I am aware, this 
issue is not of widespread interest to the community of Western Australia, nor is there dissatisfaction with it.  
This appears to be, purely and simply, a feminist-driven agenda.  Why does the commissioner not stop picking 
on the men’s clubs?  As men, we do not mind girls having their clubs and women having their clubs.  Can we get 
back to some sort of normality and stop hearing that sort of nonsense that is coming out of her office? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  By getting back to normality, does the member mean women being barefoot and pregnant 
in the kitchen? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No, I mean stop picking on the men.  Is this a problem with having a female 
commissioner?  She is an ex-ministerial colleague of the Attorney General.  She has always had her own agenda, 
and it appears to be coming out now in her role as Commissioner for Equal Opportunity.  I do not mind what she 
does in other areas, but, for goodness sake, she should just leave men alone.  If men want to have boys’ clubs, 
such as the Boys’ Brigade or Scouts, and if women want to have the Girl Guides or women’s clubs - there are 
women’s clubs - let them live their lives in normality.  The commissioner should not start interfering in their 
lives.  Therefore, I ask the Attorney General when he will instruct the commissioner to do her job, and just wait 
for a massive swell of public discontent about single-sex clubs. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The issue of single-sex clubs, I think, is relatively straightforward.  In my view, 
organisations such as the Weld Club are dinosaurs from the past. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  So what? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  If we believe in an egalitarian society, I have a difficulty with people being excluded from 
participating in our society because of their gender. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  It is the same as the Karrakatta Club. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Yes, I agree with that too.  Eighteen months ago this issue was raised, at a time when we 
were giving consideration - 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  By whom? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  By the media. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No, it was promoted by the Attorney General’s commissioner. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  No. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Yes, it was. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  What about the Country Women’s Association?  That is an archaic one. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Members should allow the Attorney General to answer. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The issue was raised for this reason: in the past women did not participate to any 
significant extent in the workings of our judicial system.  When we came to government in 2001, there had only 
ever been one woman Supreme Court judge.  Although there had been a smaller number of female District Court 
judges, substantially women were not appointed to the judiciary.  That is the historical position.  That has 
changed quite dramatically in recent times.  We now have four women on the Supreme Court bench, and we also 
have an increased proportion of women on the District Court bench.  Therefore, in terms of the senior positions 
in the judiciary, that has changed.  Traditionally, the Weld Club was the club for members of the judiciary, and 
in particular the Chief Justice.  When there was some public debate about the replacement for David Malcolm as 
Chief Justice of Western Australia, what excited public debate was that if it were to be a woman head of the 
judiciary in Western Australia, she would not be allowed to become a member of the Weld Club. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Is the Attorney General saying that it is only judges who are members of the Weld Club? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  No.  I am just pointing out why there was media interest in this issue 18 months ago.  I 
think it brought to the fore a range of issues relating to single-sex clubs, whereby people were being excluded, 
because of their gender, from full participation in organisations.  I have a difficulty with that, and that again is 
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one of the recommendations that has come forward from the Commissioner for Equal Opportunity.  However, I 
have actively participated in the public debate on that agenda, as I try to do on a range of issues. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  We know your agenda. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Yes.  I try to do so on a number of issues.  I will give another example.  In recent days, I 
have been trying to get a debate going in the community about the nature of maternity services that should be 
provided in Western Australia.  There are wide-ranging and passionately held different opinions.  I think that it is 
good for us to have that sort of debate and to talk about whether we should do things differently now from how 
we did them in the past.  I think the issue of single-sex clubs, such as the Weld Club and the Karrakatta Club, is 
one that, as a community, we should focus on.  That is the background to it. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Why?  Why does the Attorney General want to poke his nose in there when there is no 
public outcry?  People are not marching on the steps of Parliament House to ensure that women can join the 
Weld Club or that men can join the Karrakatta Club or that men can join the Country Women’s Association.  
Why does the Attorney General have to interfere in people’s lives?  

Mr J.N. HYDE:  That is right.  Do not help the oppressed. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  The member does not look very oppressed to me. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I do not know what the member for Perth is doing here.  I thought he normally went on a 
trip to Thailand or something like that.  We are almost in a recess period.  I will bet he does - 

The CHAIRMAN:  If members want to progress this part of estimates, I suggest that we take the answer from 
the Attorney General or his advisers. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I think that a sensible approach is that legislation is necessary when a social evil needs to 
be addressed; it is not about whether people are marching on Parliament House. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Does the Attorney General regard men having a club and women having a club as a 
social evil?  That is a social evil, is it?  My godfather; where has the Attorney General been? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The issue of whether we need to address these matters should not be determined by 
whether people march on Parliament House.  That might be the indicator in the member for Hillarys’ mind, but 
there is more to it than which way the political wind is blowing and how many people turn up to a protest on the 
steps of Parliament House.  However, these are all matters that need to be looked at. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Have a referendum on it at the next election.  I would be very happy to have a referendum 
on it. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Would the member want to incur the expense of a referendum on an issue such as this? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  We could have a lot of issues; for example, daylight saving.  We could have all those 
issues in one referendum.  Why is the Attorney General afraid of having a referendum, unless he knows the 
answer?  That is the truth of it, Attorney General - like the Premier and the other ministers. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Is this a further question, member for Hillarys? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No, I think I have done that one to death now. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I think the member has too. 

The appropriation was recommended.   
[12.30 pm] 
 


