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Division 63:  Community Development, $193 338 000 - 
Mr A.P. O’Gorman, Chairman. 

Ms S.M. McHale, Minister for Community Development, Women’s Interests, Seniors and Youth. 

Ms C.J. Brazier, Director General. 

Mr G. Yell, Director, Financial Services. 

Mr L. McCulloch, Executive Director, Community Development and Statewide Services. 

Ms P.M. Bagdonavicius, Executive Director, Program and Sector Development. 

Ms M.A. Dawkins, Acting Executive Director, Office for Seniors Interests and Volunteering. 

Ms I.M. Stainton, Executive Director, Family and Domestic Violence Unit. 

Ms K. Ross, Acting Executive Director, Office for Children and Young People’s Policy. 

Ms M. Osman, Executive Director, Office for Women’s Policy. 

Mr S. Boylen, Director, Office for Seniors Interests and Volunteering. 

The CHAIRMAN:  This Estimates Committee will be reported by Hansard staff.  The daily proof Hansard will 
be published at 9.00 am tomorrow.  The Estimates Committee’s consideration of the estimates will be restricted 
to discussion of those items in the consolidated fund for which a vote of money is proposed.  That is the prime 
focus of this committee.  Although there is scope for members to examine many matters, questions need to be 
clearly related to a page number, item, program or amount within the budget volumes.  These must be given in 
preface to the question.  For example, members are free to pursue performance indicators that are included in the 
Budget Statements while there remains a clear link between the questions and the estimates.  It is the intention of 
the Chairman to ensure that as many questions as possible are asked and answered, and that both questions and 
answers are short and to the point. 

The minister may agree to provide supplementary information to the committee, rather than ask that the question 
be put on notice for the next sitting week.  For the purpose of following up the provision of this information, I 
ask the minister to clearly indicate to the committee which supplementary information she agrees to provide and 
I will then allocate a reference number.  If supplementary information is to be provided, I seek the minister’s 
cooperation in ensuring that it is delivered to the committee clerk by 6 June 2003, so that members may read it 
before the report and third reading stages.  If the supplementary information cannot be provided within that time, 
written advice is required of the day by which the information will be made available. 

Details in relation to supplementary information have been provided to both members and advisers and, 
accordingly, I ask the minister to cooperate with those requirements.  I caution members that if a minister asks 
that a matter be put on notice, it is up to the member to lodge the question on notice with the Clerk’s office.  
Only supplementary information that the minister agrees to provide will be sought by 6 June 2003.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I refer to page 1003 and output 8, family and domestic violence coordination.  Did the 
minister’s officers tell the minister of the problems that the Premier says are occurring in the Swan Valley 
Nyungah Community, and did the minister take that information to the Premier or his department; or did the 
Premier’s department tell the minister or her officers about the problems? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I thank the member for his question.  I think the Liberal Party’s position on the closure of 
the Swan Valley Nyungah Community is absolutely appalling.  It is posturing. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Just answer the question.  That is what you are here for.   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I will answer the question.  We work as a team.  This matter has for a number of months 
been under the very close scrutiny of my department, the Police Service, the Department of Indigenous Affairs 
and the Department of Education and Training.  We work together to resolve the social issues of this State.  This 
matter has been referred to me.  We have also had discussions with the Premier and the Premier’s office.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Was it referred to the minister by her officers?   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  The Premier’s office.  Let me answer the question.  We had discussions with the Premier’s 
staff about this issue.  We came together and worked out a solution to this appalling social problem that the 
Liberal Party refused to deal with.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The minister has not answered the question.  Did she or her officers go to the Premier or 
the Premier’s department about this, or did the reverse occur?  It is a simple question.   
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Ms S.M. McHALE:  A directors general group is responsible for implementing the recommendations of the 
Gordon inquiry.  If the member cannot get his head around the fact that we work collaboratively, that is his 
problem.  We bring the agencies, directors general and ministers together, as collectively they have some chance 
of sorting out the social ills that the member’s Government either ignored or did not deal with.  The directors 
general group reports monthly to the ministers and the Premier.  It is a collaborative, collective approach.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Does the minister or the Premier deal with it?   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  We have dealt with it together.  I do not think I can be any more clear. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I want to know where the decision initiated.  I want to know whether it was your 
department -  

The CHAIRMAN:  Member for Hillarys!   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  It was initiated by the Swan Valley Nyungah Community, and we are hindered without the 
support of the member’s party.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  You are not answering the question. 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I ask the member to go back to his people and convince them to support our decision to 
close the camp. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I ask the member for Hillarys to address his questions through the Chair.   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  This is a collaborative approach.  The Director General of the Department for Community 
Development reports to me.  She and the Director General of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet are on 
the task force that was set up after the Gordon inquiry tabled its report.  I am happy to give the member details 
about the task force.  He does not seem to be able to get his head around the fact that this is a collaborative 
approach.  The Director General of the Department for Community Development comes to me, the Director 
General of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet goes to the Premier, and we collectively sort out these 
problems.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The minister has not answered the question. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN:  I refer to page 1017.  My question also relates to the Gordon inquiry.  What 
information has the Government received about the Swan Valley Nyungah Community since the handing down 
of the report of the Gordon inquiry that has led the minister to believe that women and children in that 
community are still not safe?   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I thank the member for his question.  I once again appeal to the Opposition to work with the 
Government in relation to the issues with the Swan Valley Nyungah Community.  My director general and the 
Director General of the Department of Indigenous Affairs reported to the Gordon inquiry and to the directors 
general group that we cannot guarantee the safety of women and children at that camp.  Since the Gordon report 
10 further reports of abuse have come from the camp.  As I said earlier, the Liberal Party’s position on the Swan 
Valley Nyungah Community is appalling; it is posturing for political gain. 

[5.10 pm] 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  We just want the truth, which we are not getting. 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  The Liberal Party has talked about child abuse and a children’s commission, yet it refuses 
to support the Government on the very issue it goes on about.  I will make this point very clear: 10 further 
reports of suspected abuse or domestic violence have been made since the Gordon report.  I also make it clear 
that in December 2002 officers from the Department for Community Development visited the camp.  Although 
the officers were allowed to enter the camp, controls were placed on where they could meet people, which 
people they could talk with and who must accompany them.  In December 2002 a child was interviewed virtually 
in the open air, with other people looking on and with tight controls prohibiting the officers from carrying out the 
investigation in the way in which they are charged to do by the legislation. 

I will tell the member for Mandurah and others what has happened.  In March 2003 the Crisis Care Unit was 
contacted about a domestic violence incident.  In April 2003 the police picked up a young person and were 
concerned about returning the person to the camp because of suspected drug taking.  In April 2003 a 13-year-old 
female was removed from the camp because of allegations about her safety.  In April 2003 a young person 
sought help to escape.  In March 2003 two people were concerned for their safety.  In March 2003 there were 
allegations of substance abuse.  Again in March the police reported a young person sleeping in the park owing to 
substance abuse and allegations of domestic violence, and the police removed that person from the camp.  In 
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November 2002 families were subjected to abuse.  In November 2002 there were similar allegations of abuse.  
All these allegations were made post the Gordon report.  Pre-Gordon there were similar cases of domestic 
violence, child abuse, physical threats, substance abuse and children found roaming the streets.  The camp is 
facing all these issues now. 
I cannot be any clearer about the message that this Government gives: it cannot guarantee the safety of women 
and children in the camp.  The solution is to close the camp.  The mechanism for closing the camp was the 
legislation brought into the Parliament by the Premier.  Until the Opposition can accept that as the right way to 
go, the department and the Government will be continually hindered.  Let us get real.  This is a significant social 
problem.  There have been 10 reports post Gordon.  We must close the camp. 
The CHAIRMAN:  Obviously this division has a lot of emotion attached to it.  I cannot afford to let the 
committee get to a situation in which members are bantering across the Chamber.  In future, I will call to order 
members who interject regularly.  The questions must come through the Chair and I will give the call to the 
members I see.  I have a list of six members who have sought the call and members are putting up their hands 
fairly quickly.  The order of business will be: the members for Girrawheen, Vasse, Alfred Cove, Pilbara, Hillarys 
and Perth.  
Mr L. GRAHAM:  I hope I am not out of order but the answers also must be directed through the Chair and not 
across the Chamber. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Yes, all members must address their remarks through the Chair.  Does the member for 
Mandurah have a follow up question? 
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN:  No, but I seek the call. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  I ask a question about dot point three at page 1002 of the Budget Statements as a follow up to 
earlier questions about the Gordon inquiry.  As the minister said, the Gordon inquiry found instances of endemic 
physical abuse, family violence, intimidation and sexual abuse aimed mainly at women and children.  Following 
on from the findings of the Gordon inquiry and the minister’s observations today, what impact has the 
Opposition’s backflip had on taking remedial measures and what interim steps are being taken until firm steps 
can be taken by legislation? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I make the point again that systemic sexual and physical abuse, family violence and 
intimidation have occurred and continue to occur in the Swan Valley Nyungah Community.  There is a climate 
of fear and intimidation in the community which prevents vulnerable women and children from reporting abuse.  
Some of the allegations I have quoted have come from people who have left the camp because fear and 
intimidation prevails.  That has meant that my department and ultimately my Government have been hindered in 
their duty of care to women and children.  The solution is that the camp must close.  That solution is supported 
by the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Commission and by everybody in the community except the 
Opposition. 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  Mr Chairman, you have directed that all members must live up to the spirit of what the 
Estimates Committee is all about; namely, to address point items in the budget papers.  The minister has just 
spent another two to three minutes being rhetorical and repetitive. 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  There is no point of order. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Are you in the Chair, John? 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  There is no point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Member for Perth! 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  Members on this side will try - 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  There is no point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I call to order the member for Perth. 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  Members on this side will try to do the right thing.  I ask you, Mr Chairman, to encourage 
the minister to address the issues in the budget. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I believe the minister was addressing the question from the member for Girrawheen and I am 
sure she will conclude her answer shortly. 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  Mr Chairman, the question was a legitimate one and the answer is even more legitimate.  
The Opposition’s posturing is appalling. 
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Answer the question! 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  The decision of the Liberal Party to not support our legislation - 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  I ask the minister to indicate where in the budget papers the Opposition’s position on the 
Swan Valley Nyungah Community is located, because I cannot find it. 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  There is no point of order.  There is no standing order.  I encourage members to take a deep 
breath and enable questions to be asked and answered. 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  I hope the minister will do exactly that. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I ask the minister to conclude her answer. 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  The outcome of the decision made last week by the Liberal Party - 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  That is the fourth time, minister. 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  - has set back efforts by this Government to reduce child abuse and domestic violence in 
the community.  Once again, I urge the Liberal Party to support our legislation. 

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  At the bottom of page 1002 is a reference to additional funding for the State homelessness 
task force response.  I understand that Busselton figures high on the list of priorities because of an unmet need 
for crisis and emergency accommodation for the homeless.  I refer also to the operating revenues at page 1003, 
which, I presume, includes grants and other funds totalling $18.134 million.  Where exactly in the budget is the 
money from the federal Government for the supported accommodation project and which areas will receive 
funding over the forward estimates period? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  My financial adviser will find the reference.  

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  While the minister is doing that, Mr Chairman, I point out that I have taken part in seven 
Estimates Committees and at all times the Chairman has allowed one question from government members and 
then one from the Opposition. 

The CHAIRMAN:  I am aware of how the committee runs.  I have in front of me a written list of members who 
have sought the call.  If an excessive number of members from one side or the other seek the call, I will shuffle 
the list so that it is one and one.   

[5.20 pm] 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I refer the member for Vasse to page 1026 for the answer.  

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  Will the minister indicate if any supported accommodation program funding will be 
allocated to new areas and, if so, where?  

Ms S.M. McHALE:  We are currently part way through our commonwealth-state agreement.  A certain amount 
of money is negotiated at the beginning of the period of the agreement.  That money remains until we renegotiate 
with the Commonwealth a further agreement for supported accommodation.  The agreement allows for 
indexation.  The agreement will be renegotiated on 30 June 2005.  The current agreement will remain in place 
until then.  The amount of money will remain the same, except for an increase through indexation.  At a 
reasonable time prior to that we will renegotiate the agreement.  

Mr B.K. MASTERS:  Do I take it from that that no new SAAP funding emergency crisis accommodation will be 
built in Western Australia for the current period of that agreement?   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  Unless an early federal election is held and the federal Government wishes to consider how 
it can increase its social responsibilities, likewise the Opposition, no further money will come from the 
Commonwealth.  From the State’s perspective, as the member knows, prior to the last election the State 
Government committed $2 million over four years, which, to make it very clear, is $500 000 every year.  That 
has gone into new accommodation support for young people.  In addition, our $35 million commitment to 
homelessness has resulted in new accommodation.  The growth in accommodation support in the past two years 
has been entirely state funded.  

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I was going to refer to page 1003 regarding single or grouped accommodation and 
housing for the Swan Valley Nyungah Community.  However, as that issue may be dealt with later, I refer to the 
third major achievement for 2002-03 listed on page 1011.  Reference is made to completed consultations on a 
proposed carers Act.  Which bodies have been involved in the consultation?  I have been lobbying the Minister 
for Health to bring carers under the Nurses Board of Western Australia.  I am very concerned that this Bill will 
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not help bring carers under the Nurses Board.  They will be external to the board and, therefore, will not be 
subject to providing the same standard of care that is appropriate under the Nurses Board.  

Ms S.M. McHALE:  The member for Alfred Cove is a lone voice calling for carers to come under the Nurses 
Act.  In the development of the Carers Bill, extensive consultation has occurred with Carers WA, the Office of 
the Public Advocate, the Ethnic Disability Advocacy Centre, the Association of Relatives and Friends of the 
Mentally Ill, the Development Disability Council of WA, the WA Network of Community Based Home Care 
Services, Health Consumers’ Council of Western Australia, and the Office of Aboriginal Health.  Not one 
organisation or individual has said that carers should come under the Nurses Act.  

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I apologise.  I meant to say the Nurses Board.  I would like to see carers, as well as 
Aboriginal health workers, come under the Nurses Board.  

Ms S.M. McHALE:  We are talking about unpaid carers, people who are mothers and fathers, daughters, sisters 
or brothers who look after elderly relatives who might have a disability, a mental illness or be at home because 
of frailty of age.  I do not think it is appropriate that those carers come under the Nurses Board.  However, the 
work on the Carers Bill has progressed.  It is expected that the Bill will be introduced into Parliament later this 
year.  

Mr L. GRAHAM:  I am interested in your department’s role under the section of the Child Welfare Act that 
defines children in need of care and protection.  Am I on the right track if I refer to page 1015 under output 7, 
care and safety services?  Is that the appropriate part of the minister’s budget?   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I am sure the member for Pilbara can find a question relevant to issues in South Hedland.  

Mr L. GRAHAM:  I refer to page 1016.  What are care and safety equivalents?   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  They include maltreatment allegations, care and protection applications, intensive family 
support and treatment, financial assistance and counselling, supported accommodation, and disaster responses.   

Mr L. GRAHAM:  When I express my concern about the large numbers of unsupervised children in outback 
towns at night time, could action be taken under that part of the budget?   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  A range of options could be brought to bear depending on the nature of the issue and the 
supports available in that outback town.  

Mr L. GRAHAM:  I doubt the minister will have the information that I require with her.  If she does I would 
appreciate it; if not, I seek it as additional information.  How many cases would there be under section 29, the 
power to apprehend, and section 138B, which gives police officers the ability to deal with unsupervised children 
who are in physical and moral danger, misbehaving or truanting, of the Child Welfare Act in the towns of Halls 
Creek, South Hedland, Meekatharra, Roebourne, Kununurra, Derby and Broome and what would be the costs 
associated with each case?  I do not need any names or any of that personal information.  In each of those cases 
the Department for Community Development would have been involved under care and protection applications 
in matters before the courts.  

Ms S.M. McHALE:  From memory, the member has already asked me some questions on notice about the 
number of children apprehended in some of those towns, especially Halls Creek.  

Mr L. GRAHAM:  This is separate.  What I have asked in other places is other business.  As part of this 
estimates process I am asking that the minister give me the number of children apprehended under both those 
sections of the Act and the costs associated with each one.  I do not need to know any personal details.   

[5.30 pm] 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I am happy to provide that as supplementary information.  Earlier I said that I thought the 
member might already have some of that information.  I will present that information in a comprehensive form 
for the member.   

Mr J.N. HYDE:  Point of order.  My understanding is that the rules of estimates have changed this year and that 
questions of intense detail must be put on notice.  The minister has the right during estimates to request that 
questions be put on notice.   

The CHAIRMAN:  There are a number of methods to deal with the question.  It can be dealt with as 
supplementary information or as a question on notice.  The member has requested that the minister provide him 
with supplementary information, which she has agreed to provide.  I ask the minister to clarify what information 
she will provide the member with.   
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Ms S.M. McHALE:  I am happy to provide the information the member for Pilbara asked me to provide.  His 
question was very long.  I did not write down all the details, but it is recorded in Hansard and my advisers have 
written it down.  If it is sufficient for the public record, I will provide the information for which the member has 
asked.   

[Supplementary Information No B25.]   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I refer to the minister’s comments with regard to the Nyoongah community -  

The CHAIRMAN:  Member for Hillarys, a number of members before you gave a page number and an item 
number in accordance with standing orders.  I ask the member to do that.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I refer to family and domestic violence coordination under output 8 on page 1003 of the 
Budget Statements regarding the Swan Valley Nyungah Community.  The minister said she had received 10, 12 
or 14 reports about the community since the findings of the Gordon inquiry were brought down.  How many 
charges have been laid as a result of those reports?  How many children have been taken into care?  The minister 
said women and children are being abused at the camp.  I want to know whether the Minister for Community 
Development and the Minister for Police are doing their jobs.  Is there any difference between the Swan Valley 
Nyungah Community and the dozens of other Aboriginal communities around Perth and the State where abuse 
occurs?  Will the Government close down all remote communities?  If not, why is it singling out the Swan 
Valley Nyungah Community?  Has that community been singled out because of political posturing?   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  Given the outburst from two opposition members who refused to listen to the answers given 
on this subject, it is interesting that the Opposition is asking more questions.  I will answer the last question first.  
The difference between this community and others is the resistance, intimidation, fear and opposition to 
departmental staff going into the camp to investigate those claims.  That same amount of intimidation, fear and 
opposition does not occur in other communities.  That is the difference.   

The member asked about the 10 reports the Department for Community Development had received.  Some of the 
reports are very recent.  I gave those to the member to indicate to him that the oppression, intimidation, assaults, 
and abuse are still happening.  With regard to whether they have been referred to the police, I have been advised 
that two women and two children have been rehoused in accommodation and have been given support from 
CentreCare.  We have responded to those families who have sought accommodation because they fear for their 
safety.  The allegations of assault and abuse will be followed up.  I assure the member that the Department for 
Community Development and the Police Department are completely committed to following up these cases.  
That is why we are saying that the camp must be closed.  We cannot be assured that those investigations can be 
conducted within the camp.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The minister said that two women and two children have been moved to other housing 
because of allegations of abuse contained in those 10 reports.  I understood that the minister also said some 
people would be charged over the alleged abuse.  The minister also said that those incidents occurred very 
recently.  The minister’s department and the Police Department must get a couple of allegations of abuse in not 
only Aboriginal communities but also other communities throughout the metropolitan area.  Why is this case so 
different?  Why is it significant that a couple of cases of abuse are alleged to have occurred in the Swan Valley 
Nyungah community when just as many abuses occur in the metropolitan area?   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I repeat my earlier answer.  The difference is the hindrance and the opposition and the fact 
that when departmental personnel go into the camp, the people who run the camp are in control.  The 
departmental staff cannot interview a child on his or her own or with family members because of the 
intimidation.  I cannot get that through to the member.   
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  They deny that.   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  They will deny that because they are the alleged perpetrators.   
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The simple answer is to get rid of the perpetrators.   
Ms S.M. McHALE:  That camp is not safe for women and children.  It is an outdated model that the member and 
I should be working together to close.   
Mr J.N. HYDE:  I refer to page 1018 of the Budget Statements, which states that a domestic violence help line 
will commence during the 2003-04 financial year.  Will the minister detail who this service is for and whether it 
will supersede the men’s domestic violence help line.   
Ms S.M. McHALE:  I thank the member for Perth for his question.  This is a new service.  It will certainly not 
replace the men’s domestic violence help line because there is clearly a need to continue that.  We have learnt 
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from that help line that other victims of domestic violence, including some children, are ringing that line and 
they need to be directed to counsellors who can support them.  The new help line will be available for victims.  It 
is a great initiative.  It will provide crisis information and counselling services separate from the men’s domestic 
violence help line, which is geared towards encouraging men to ring it and which, more importantly, channels 
them to perpetrator services and the like.  The new service will be a victim’s help line.  It will not replace the 
men’s counselling line.  Shortly, we will conduct a tender process for the delivery of that service.   
Mr M.F. BOARD:  As the minister would expect, I have a series of questions concerning output 2.  We seem to 
be jumping all over the place.  However, I will deal first with output 1 on page 1003 of the Budget Statements 
with regard to children in the care of the Department for Community Development.  The minister indicated that 
1 772 children are placed in care with the department, which is an increase from last year.  What is the nature of 
that care?  I would like the minister to provide a breakdown of that care.  Are all the children placed in full-time 
care or have they been placed across a different range of care services?   
Nearly $3 million has been allocated to the response of the state homelessness task force.  Will the minister give 
an indication of how that money is to be spent.  Will it be spent on capital works?   
I refer to the fourth dot point on page 1002 of the Budget Statements and the total number of children in the care 
of the Department for Community Development.  I am trying to decipher from these budget papers what type of 
care that equates to and the nature of that care.  Is it all full-time care and where will that care be given?  I would 
like a breakdown of the type of care the department provides and where the growth is occurring.  Will the money 
spent on the state homelessness task force response be used to create more care opportunities and, if so, where 
they will be?  Will full-time care, crisis care, medium or long-term care positions be created?  How does the 
Government intend to respond to the task force’s response?  I am trying to get some indication of where the 
department is going with the care of children on a permanent basis. 
Ms S.M. McHALE:  Let me deal with children in care first.  As at 30 April 2003, 1 869 children were in care of 
whom 1 229 were wards and 640 were non-wards.  All of them are in full-time care; that is, they are not living 
with their biological parents or guardians.  The majority of them, however, are living in family-type situations 
through a foster carer.  Some of them live in non-government community facilities, such as Parkerville 
Children’s Home which is a cottage model.  A very small number of them are living in departmental hostels.  
The majority are living with foster carers.  That is why our commitment to foster carers in this budget was so 
significant.  For the first time in 10 years foster carers got an increase in their subsidies.   
[5.40 pm] 
Mr M.F. BOARD:  Are children who are in crisis care or short-term care throughout the State not included in 
that figure? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  How does the member define short-term care? 
Mr M.F. BOARD:  I define it as someone who may be in short-term crisis accommodation for a number of 
weeks or a few months. 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  They would be in a respite situation.   
Mr M.F. BOARD:  Would they not be included in that figure? 
Ms S.M. McHALE:  Not if they are in a short-term respite facility. 
Mr M.F. BOARD:  The point I am getting at is where in the budget does it show the turnover of young people 
who are not in long-term foster care or home care situations - those who, I presume, are affected by the State 
Homelessness Taskforce. 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I am not sure whether the member is confusing two different approaches, but I will try to 
tease it out.  Every year about 2 600 children may pass through care although they are not all in care at any one 
time.  Those are the sorts of figures we get at the end of each year; that is, as at 30 June there are X hundred 
children in care.  The good news is that the number of children coming into care has decreased in the past 
12 months by something like 23 per cent.  Therefore, the early intervention programs, the greater support for 
families and working with at risk families are the sorts of strategies that a good Government should be adopting, 
and they are beginning to work.  The problem that we are facing is that the kids who are in care are coming in at 
a younger age and with much more complex social problems and, therefore, are staying longer. 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  If one went into Northbridge now and one of the street kids was placed by the Passages 
Resource Centre or some other body like that into crisis care, would that show in these budget papers? 
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Ms S.M. McHALE:  They would be the sorts of children whom we have identified through the homelessness 
strategy.  They would technically still be living with their parents, albeit that they are out on the street on the 
particular night, so they do not show up in these figures which comprise children who, through a court order or 
an agreement with families, are under the guardianship of the State or the department.   

Mr M.F. BOARD:  Will the minister deal with the State Homelessness Taskforce response in regard to where the 
money is going, which was part of my original question? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  The other service the member would need to look at would be the supported 
accommodation assistance program.  We have accommodation services for those sorts of children who might be 
estranged from their families or for a whole range of reasons are not living with their families.  As for the State 
Homelessness Taskforce, the money did not go into the capital budget of the Department for Community 
Development; the money went into programs, accommodation support and support for children in supported 
accommodation either through domestic violence or because they are young.  Therefore, the homelessness 
money as it relates to my budget in the Department for Community Development has gone into services.  Part of 
the homelessness money has gone into the Department of Housing and Works and into public housing.   

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  Following on from the member for Murdoch’s question about children in care, I want to 
clarify one point and then ask my question.  The minister said that the number of children in care had dropped.  
However, the fourth dot point on page 1002 shows that the number of children in care has increased by 8.5 per 
cent.  Can the minister clarify what numbers she was talking about? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I did not say that the number of children in care had dropped.  I said that the number of 
children coming into care has dropped.  The number of children in care has increased.  

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  Can the minister give me an idea of the annual cost of looking after those children in care? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  Does the member want the figure per child? 

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  Whatever. 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I refer the member to output 7 on page 1015 which shows a total cost for care and safety 
services of $131 million.  However, that does not apply only to children in care.   

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  That does not answer the question.  I am interested in children in care.  If the information 
is too hard to find out now, we might get that by way of supplementary information so that we do not hold things 
up. 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I am happy to provide that information by way of supplementary information.  Perhaps we 
could look at the cost for each child in care. 

[Supplementary Information No B26.] 

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  Is it possible for a child to remain in the care of his or her family when a ward of the State 
or in care and under the department’s care and protection? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  It is possible.  I understand that very few children would remain in the care of their parents 
but under our guardianship.  The legislation is not very flexible.  As the member would know, we are looking to 
modernise the children’s legislation.  One possible outcome is that there would be a different sort of protection 
order. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  Has there been any legal action against the department for negligence while children have 
been in the care of the department or under the minister’s care and protection? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  Since 1993 a requirement has been placed on the department under which a child who is 
harmed in care or alleges harm should be given legal advice for claims against negligence.  I understand that a 
number of cases of alleged abuse are pending and that they are being dealt with. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  What would be the budget line for the legal costs for the minister and the department for 
that area in the coming year?  

[5.50 pm] 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I understand that the cost would be managed through RiskCover, so it is not an item in our 
budget.  It is not an item we can budget for.  It is a matter dealt with through RiskCover, depending on the 
individual case and any negotiations contained within that case. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  How many cases are pending currently? 
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Ms S.M. McHALE:  I understand that there are five. 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  Reference is made at page 1002 of the Budget Statements to the number of children in care each 
year.  The budget increase for subsidies for foster carers has received some publicity - it has a great deal of 
support in my electorate - but what sort of initiatives are under way or are planned to support children in care? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  As members know, although it is good news that the number of children coming into care is 
reducing, the number of children currently in care is increasing.  We must make sure that the budget covers that 
increase.  The budget contains a $2.2 million funding increase to meet the increased demand for the children in 
care services.  This is addition to the $4.9 million increase in last year’s budget.  A number of other good 
strategies are in place.  The member raised the Government’s great foster carers subsidy initiative.  For the first 
time in 10 years, the foster carers subsidy has had a significant increase.  Foster carers received only consumer 
price index increases for the past 10 years, and the Government will ensure that they receive a 33 per cent 
increase in their subsidies.   

Also, children who are currently not wards of the State but are placed by the department do not automatically 
qualify for things like clothing allowance or pocket money.  For the first time, this Government has ensured that 
these children and their carers are not disadvantaged.  From July 2003, non-wards placed by the department will 
receive the same subsidy for pocket money and clothing allowance entitlements as wards.  In the past, a 
distinction has been made.  The foster carers and the non-ward child involved should be treated in the same way 
as wards.  From July 2003, for the first time, they will automatically receive the same allowance.   

Also, foster parents are entitled to four days respite a month, and foster carers offering short-term respite will 
receive a 33 per cent loading on their base subsidy, again, from 1 July, in recognition that resident respite usually 
occurs over the weekend when other activities must be provided.  The Government has systematically 
approached this issue, and is very proud of its actions to support foster carers.   

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I follow on from the question from the member for Churchlands regarding children in care.  
The minister indicated she has five cases of children in care who were subject to abuse - I am not sure whether 
the minister said sexual or physical - allegations.   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I did not say either of those.  I said allegations of abuse.   

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I wrote to the minister recently about an allegation of sexual abuse in relation to a family in 
care as a matter of urgency on behalf of the parents.  I have not received a response from the department.  I 
thought it would be something the minister would respond to fairly quickly.   

The CHAIRMAN (Mr A.P. O’Gorman):  The member for Nedlands needs to address her questions to the 
budget.   

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I am.  I refer to the fourth dot point on page 1002.  Can the minister tell me how many 
children in care have been the subject of allegations of sexual abuse by foster parents?  How many of the 
children in the five cases are subject to sexual abuse?  It might be five cases, but how many children are 
involved?  The one case to which I referred involved four children from one family.  Why can the department 
not respond to me as a matter of urgency when I raise these issues on behalf of the parent advocate?   

The CHAIRMAN:  The member is asking a question about a case in her electorate.  That is normally fine, but in 
the Estimates Committee the member must bring her questions back to the budget. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I say again that my question refers to the fourth dot point on page 1002 in relation to 
children in care.   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  Mr Chairman, the question was convoluted.  It referred to the number of kids in foster care, 
and the annual reporting of abuse.  I will highlight that, and I am happy to give the member a reference to the 
documents.  I understand that the correspondence that the member for Nedlands raised has been dealt with by the 
department and is on its way to me for signing.  I do not know when the member sent me the letter, but I am 
advised that the response is drafted and is on its way to the member. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN:  I am aware of the time.  I refer to page 1001, and I am very interested in the issue of 
ageing of the population and the increase in the median age of Western Australians.  I refer to the second last dot 
point, which states that 15 per cent of the population is aged 60 years and over.  I note that 21 per cent of the 
Peel and Mandurah population is over 60 years of age - we are over the state average in my electorate.  The 
budget papers indicate that this figure is projected to rise to 27 per cent of the population statewide by 2031.  
What is the Government doing to plan for the change in our demographic profile?   
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Ms S.M. McHALE:  Looking around the Chamber, I note that we are all baby boomers and immensely interested 
in what is happening in the community.  I am sorry, member for Girrawheen - some are post and pre-baby 
boomers!  As the member for Mandurah pointed out, we face a shift in population in developed and 
underdeveloped countries.  Western Australia is leading the nation in the work being done in this regard, 
particularly by the Active Ageing Task Force.  When we came to government, we recognised that the policy 
framework needed to be put in place to deal with the demographic shift and the ageing population.  The Active 
Ageing Task Force has been a comprehensive process.  It consulted throughout the State, and has had the benefit 
of taking on board the wisdom of some of the best international commentators on ageing.  The report has been 
presented to me, which I will launch shortly, and the Government will respond to its recommendations.  It is a 
comprehensive report with many good recommendations that will impact across government.  The Government 
wants to ensure it gives it a good and considered response.   

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN:  The minister is most welcome to launch the report in Mandurah, given the statistics on 
its population.  The International Federation on Ageing’s Sixth Global Conference on Ageing was held in 
Western Australia in October last year.  Can the minister give a quick response on its success?   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  It was an incredibly successful conference attended by over 1 200 delegates from more than 
27 different countries.  Apart from anything else, the economic success for the State was extraordinary as it 
generated something like $7.2 million.  More importantly, it brought together international commentators and 
experts on all matters relating to ageing.  It was immeasurably valuable for the State and the task force to discuss 
good ideas with international experts.  It was a wonderful opportunity for Western Australia.  

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.00 pm 

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  I refer to page 1007 of the budget papers, which states that funding of $33 000 has been 
provided for a support service for grandparents who take on a primary parenting role.  I refer also to page 1017, 
which refers to a grandparents and other relatives as carers policy and strategy.  What sort of situation is this 
service responding to and is it able to respond to the needs of all grandparents in this situation?  Obviously, it is 
an evolving role for the minister and the department in helping these grandparents and identifying their needs.   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I thank the member for the question.  The whole issue of grandparents looking after 
children is arising increasingly, and it is one that this Government recognises.  We are not talking about 
grandparents who look after their grandchildren for a day or here and there; we are talking about full-time carers.  
We have responded by setting up a service for grandparents, recognising that they are taking on the care of their 
grandchildren because the parents of those children cannot look after them for a range of reasons, including drug 
abuse and sometimes mental illness or financial incapacity.  It is a very sad reflection on our community and it is 
one that is increasing.  This is a first step and the member rightly pointed out that there is funding of $33 000 
over three years.  I want to increase that funding, but at least this is a first step in recognising the problem and 
then doing something about it.   

I will indicate the sorts of things that are happening.  We funded Wanslea Family Services, which runs the 
Grandcare service, which provides an information line, a telephone-based support and advocacy service, a 
visiting assessment and support service and skills and personal development training for grandparents.  We have 
seen the development of five grandparent support groups with creche facilities and access to Wanslea’s 
established services.  We are also ensuring that grandparents with care of their grandchildren in country areas 
have access to this service through a 1800 number.  This enables grandparents living in the country to ring up 
and talk about some of the issues.  The issues they talk about include financial issues and the change in the 
parenting role, because many of them were parents 20 or 30 years ago and they need to know what it is like to 
raise a child in the modern society, and it is very different.  Other issues include child behaviour problems and 
sometimes obtaining legal recognition as the primary child-care provider.   

In the past six months since we have established the service, approximately 350 people have used one or more of 
the services provided by Grandcare.  The member has raised an important issue.  Increasingly, grandparents are 
looking after their grandchildren.  Some of them are not known to the department.  Some children are placed in 
the care of their grandparents in a formal capacity and they are supported and funded by the department.  
However, many other grandparents are not necessarily known to the department, but we provide this service to 
ensure that they get good support and advice on financial, legal and parenting issues.  I am hopeful that, through 
the development of the work that the Office for Seniors Interests is doing, we will be able to expand that service.  
It is a good start and it recognises a real need in the community.   

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I refer to the Swan Valley Nyungah Community and to the third dot point on page 1002.  It 
refers to the Gordon inquiry into the response by government agencies.  A Bill was introduced into Parliament 
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last Thursday.  I want some specific answers, because all I have heard are generalities.  Part 1 of the 
Government’s action plan “Putting People First”, which is the Government’s response to the Gordon inquiry, 
states that a contributing factor to this problem is a lack of presence of statutory government services in these 
communities due to the unavailability of resources.  It also refers to the minister’s department having a stronger 
presence.  Given that the report came out in November 2002, the department has had six months in which to 
provide services to the community.  Which services were being provided to the community and who complained 
that these services were unable to be implemented?  What made the issue so urgent on the last sitting day of 
Parliament?  We do not seem to have gotten down to the tintacks of this issue.  Specifically, not generally, which 
services provided by the department were incapable of being pursued?   

The CHAIRMAN:  I am not sure whether that refers to the proposed budget.   

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I am referring to the third dot point on page 1002. 

Ms K. HODSON-THOMAS:  On a point of order, I note that a number of members have raised the issue that the 
questions have been asked and answered.  Some members do not have the ability to be at every session of the 
divisions.  Whether the questions have been asked and answered, I think the member for Nedlands has the right 
to ask the question.  I would like you to rule on that, Mr Chairman.   

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN:  Further to that point of order, I understand the comments made by the member for 
Carine and acknowledge that other members are not able to be present at all sessions.  However, the question I 
asked was almost identical to the question that the member for Nedlands has asked.  If we allow members who 
come into the Chamber to re-ask questions, we will not get to the other divisions that we need to get to, including 
the Culture and the Arts division, which is always left out or with little time for discussion.  I take the point of 
the member for Carine.  However, if we take that argument further, it means that any member from either side 
who has not been present can ask the same question and expect to have an answer provided even though it has 
been asked before.   

[7.10 pm] 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Further to that point of order, I am asking for specific answers.  I realise and appreciate that 
the member for Mandurah and his colleagues have an interest in the arts; however, I have an interest in child 
sexual abuse.  I would like that specific question answered.   

The CHAIRMAN:  There is no point of order.  I was not here earlier, so I do not know which questions have 
been asked.  My ruling is that if a question identifies a dot point or an item relating to money in the budget, I will 
allow it to proceed.  The member for Nedlands’ questions should be more succinct.  I ask her to identify the line 
item or dot point relating to this year’s budget about which she wishes a response.  

Ms S.E. WALKER:  The third dot point on page 1002 refers to the Gordon inquiry identifying violence against 
women and child abuse as grave social problems.   
Ms S.M. McHALE:  I am happy to answer the question again.  I have said that systemic sexual and physical 
abuse, family violence and intimidation continues to occur in the Swan Valley Nyungah Community.  I can give 
the member the details of the 10 reports my department has received.   

Ms S.E. WALKER:  What community services was the department providing as long as six months ago?  What 
services have gone in there -  
The CHAIRMAN:  The member for Nedlands is ignoring my ruling that the question must be related to money 
proposed to be spent in this year’s budget.  That is the bottom line.  

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I will answer it very quickly.  This Opposition is trying to find any excuse to defend its 
position, which is indefensible.  It has to agree with the Government that the Swan Valley Nyungah Community 
must close.  Last Thursday, the Leader of the Opposition was gracious in agreeing to both the introduction of the 
legislation and, more importantly, the principle underpinning that legislation, which is that the camp must close.  
That was a good call by the Leader of the Opposition.  Unfortunately, politics were played in this Chamber.  The 
upper House Opposition, particularly Hon Peter Foss, wanted to play politics with the lives of women and 
children.  It is as clear as that.  The services we want to introduce into the camp are those provided by 
departmental officers - child protection workers - who go in when there is an accusation or allegation of abuse.  
The reality is that 10 reports have been made.  We are thwarted on every occasion.  We cannot interview a child 
or woman who alleges family or domestic violence without a member of the management committee being 
present, and therein lies the essence of the problem.  The management committee of that camp ought not to be 
the management committee.  The effect of the upper House amendments is that the management committee will 
continue.  That is the essence of the problem.  We cannot guarantee the safety of women and children there.  We 
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have received 10 reports of alleged abuse.  We need to be able to access the camp in an unfettered way.  If a 
member of the department has to conduct an interview with a member of the Police Force present, the work of 
the department is impeded.   
Ms S.E. WALKER:  I am not being political.  I was in the Legislative Assembly and I voted for the Bill.  I am 
concerned about child sexual abuse.  I refer to the third dot point on page 1002.  If the camp stays open, what 
services will the minister provide to the camp, and what problems does she envisage for the people who will 
provide the services?  
Ms S.M. McHALE:  I recognise the support of the members of the lower House last Thursday.  I think all 
opposition members were of one mind.  They were very supportive.  Since it became clear that there was a hold-
up with the closure of the camp, people have feared for their safety.  One family lives very close to the camp.  
When it was made clear that there was a hold-up, the family rang my department and asked to be moved.  I have 
said to the department that it needs to make sure that child protection workers are there almost every day.  There 
is a fear of intimidation and repercussion over what we are doing.  We needed to act swiftly because it became 
clear that we could not guarantee the safety of women and children there.  Once we know that, we have to act.  It 
would be no good bringing in the legislation in a month.  We should have acted there and then.  We had the 
capacity to do so.  We failed because of the action in the upper House.  It is as clear as day.   

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Further to that question - 

The CHAIRMAN:  I will not allow the continuation of that line of discussion.  The reply was a classic example 
of why I did not want the question to be asked.  It had nothing to do with next year’s budget.  Not one item of 
expenditure was outlined, and that was mainly because of the style of the question.   

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN:  I refer to the sixth dot point on page 1009, which refers to the youth spaces funding 
mechanism.  Can the minister explain what the funding for this initiative will provide?   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I preface my answer by saying that I know that the member for Murdoch will have 
numerous questions about the youth budget.  It is important that I make it clear that this Government takes a far 
more broad and wide-ranging approach to youth issues than did his Government.  The member for Murdoch and 
I will never agree on that.  The youth spaces program is a fantastic initiative.  It is a response to the fact that 
young people were telling us that we should not assume that we know what they want or think; that we should 
not assume that they want a skate park.  They were telling us that they need the capacity to determine what is 
relevant to their lives and what they, as young people, think are the recreational, social and political needs of 
young people.  The youth spaces program is as flexible as we can possibly make it.  It is an election commitment 
of $250 000 a year, or $1 million over four years, to respond to young people in regional and rural Western 
Australia who want the capacity to design their own facilities.  The youth spaces program was announced 
recently.  It will provide grants of up to $25 000 per annum to a youth advisory council working in consultation 
with local government or organisations that might be able to lever additional funds.  It could be that the youth in 
South Hedland want a particular facility while the young people in Margaret River want another sort of facility.  
We are not constraining the imagination of young people.  The youth spaces program is about extending and 
developing the ideas of young people.  The main criterion is that young people be involved in the design of the 
facility they need.   

Mr M.F. BOARD:  I respond to the comments by the minister that - 

The CHAIRMAN:  I hope this is a question and not a response.   

Mr M.F. BOARD:  Those things have always been available, and funding for other programs was on top of that.  
I look at the funding under output 2, children’s and young person’s policy, as outlined on page 1008.  Last year 
in the estimates hearing the minister indicated that funding for the Office for Children and Young People’s 
Policy would not be cut.  She also indicated that the funds from the amalgamation of Family and Children’s 
Services and the Office of Youth Affairs amounted to $7.912 million and that there would be administrative 
savings as a result of that amalgamation.  Yet, this year the allocation for output 2 is $4.550 million.  What 
exactly is the budget for the Office for Children and Young People’s Policy?  If it has diminished from the 
combined budgets of the Office of Children and the Office of Youth Affairs, where has the other $3.4 million 
gone? 
[7.20 pm] 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I thank the member for Murdoch for his question.  The reality about the youth budget is that 
it is spread across a number of outputs.  That is where the member for Murdoch tripped up when he asked me a 
question without notice in the House last week. 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 21 May 2003] 

 p283b-301a 
Chairman; Mr Rob Johnson; Ms Sheila McHale; Mr David Templeman; Mr Larry Graham; Ms Margaret Quirk; 

Mr Bernie Masters; Mr John Hyde; Dr Janet Woollard; Mr Mike Board; Dr Elizabeth Constable; Ms Sue 
Walker; Ms Katie Hodson-Thomas; Mr Ross Ainsworth 

 [13] 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  I tripped up? 
Ms S.M. McHALE:  Yes.  If the member for Murdoch wants me to deal in simplistic terms, the amount of 
money that the Office for Children and Young People’s Policy has been allocated is in the region of $6.7 million, 
not $4.5 million.  The member for Murdoch must understand that the allocation for young people is spread 
across a number of outputs.  Output 1, community development, includes grants, youth spaces, regional children 
and youth services.  Output 2 includes youth programs and awards, Centenary of Federation, Cadets WA, youth 
awards and youth policy.  However, the department spends money in other areas; for instance, on the child 
migration trust, children’s services industry support, vacation care, children’s week, the Aboriginal child abuse 
strategy, assistance to foster carers, youth accommodation, child placement services and so on. 

The member for Murdoch was formerly the Minister for Youth and he had a particular approach to youth affairs.  
He was very keen to promote a positive attitude to youth, which was a good thing, but I think he also used it to 
promote himself. 
Mr M.F. BOARD:  Come on, minister! 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Fair go! 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I thought it was an unfair criticism by the media when they referred to the minister - 
Ms S.E. WALKER:  He was a popular minister. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  He was a member with charisma. 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  He was charismatic. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  You are not charismatic. 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  The media referred to him when he was the Minister for Youth as personally ambitious and 
fortunate to have a budget that he could use to promote himself. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I think that cartoon in today’s paper has gone to your head somehow.  You have got carried 
away. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, member for Nedlands. 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I thought it was a bit unfair of the media to say that he was using the money for a bit of 
self-aggrandisement.  However, our approach to young people is vastly different. 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  You do not give a damn.  That sort of personal abuse - 

The CHAIRMAN:  Member for Murdoch! 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  Who started this? 

The CHAIRMAN:  I do not care who started it. 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  Mr Chairman, you allowed the minister to get away with this and as soon as I interjected to 
protect us, what did you do?  You called me to order.  You are weak, okay! 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr A.J. Dean):  I call to order for the first time the member for Murdoch and ask him to 
withdraw that remark. 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  I withdraw it. 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  As I said, I thought it was unfair of the media to refer to the member for Murdoch in those 
terms.  I am actually trying to defend him. 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  Garbage! 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Do not be hypocritical, minister.  You are only showing yourself up. 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I actually know the member for Murdoch quite well, and I thought it was unfair.  The 
important thing to note is that this Government sees issues concerning young people in a different way. 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  You are interested only in people who fall off the perch. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Member for Murdoch! 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  We are concerned with issues to do with young people’s health.  Young people tell us that 
their issues are about the environment, jobs and education.  The issues are much more today than the youth 
budget, the Office of Youth Affairs, as it was in the member for Murdoch’s term in government, or the Office for 
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Children and Young People’s Policy.  The budget for the office is $6.7 million, not $4.5 million.  If the member 
for Murdoch were truthful in his analysis, he would see that the budget is $6.7 million. 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  Is that a reduction then in the budget from when it was $7.9 million? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  Elementary mathematics would tell the member that $7.9 million is more than $6.7 million.  
The reduction is for a number of reasons: not only because we amalgamated two offices but also because we 
created a new one.  There are efficiencies to be made.  I make no apology for the fact that we are trying to spread 
the resources we have and the investment that people make in this State.  We have not only put two offices 
together but also created a new office and made efficiencies.  Secondly, there are savings because of the 
functional review.  That was made very clear in the budget and there is nothing to hide in that.  The member 
knows that we have gone through a functional review. 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  I do.  

Ms S.M. McHALE:  All agencies have had to re-prioritise their funding because the community is calling for 
funding priorities to be given to health, education and so on. 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  I do not think they are asking you to stop the youth programs. 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  Thirdly, there are reductions in the budget because the forward estimates of the youth 
budget under the previous Government indicated a decline and reduction in funds.  I am quite happy to explain 
and to wear the fact that through efficiencies and the functional review we have reduced the youth budget, but I 
am also very proud of the work we are doing in health, culture and the arts, education and so on.  They are the 
issues that affect young people. 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  You will always have those issues.  The minister must recognise that these issues are on top 
of those priorities. 

Mr R.A. AINSWORTH:  The third last dot point under major achievements for 2002-03 at page 1016 refers to 
child protection.  I tie my question to this dot point because I cannot quickly find anywhere else in the budget 
papers a reference to the Ministerial Advisory Council on Child Protection.  What is the budgeted amount for 
that council and who are the members of it? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  The council is chaired by Ray Walters, chief executive officer of Ngala Family Resource 
Centre.  I will come back to the membership in a moment.  The budget is $150 000 a year. 

Mr R.A. AINSWORTH:  Where is that shown in the budget papers? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  It is not shown because it is a level of detail that would not form part of the major outputs.  
The council comprises eminent community and government representatives, including the likes of Peter 
Winterton from the child abuse unit of Princess Margaret Hospital for Children; Sue Ash from Wanslea Family 
Services; Darrell Henry, a psychologist from the Yorgum Aboriginal Counselling Service, and Carol Peltola, 
who was with the Gordon inquiry.  In recent months we have revamped the council.  We have a very dynamic 
group of people who are totally committed to progressing the agenda on addressing child abuse in Western 
Australia. 

Mr R.A. AINSWORTH:  I am not sure whether that was the complete list of members.  Will the minister provide 
that list by way of supplementary information? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I am happy to do that. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Will the minister clarify what she is offering? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I am happy to provide by way of supplementary information the names of the people and 
organisations that comprise the membership of the child protection advisory council. 

[Supplementary Information No B27.] 
Ms M.M. QUIRK:  I refer to action taken as a result of the Gordon inquiry referred to at pages 1002 and 1017 of 
the budget papers.  Where will the 25 child protection workers, the 14 Aboriginal support workers and the 10 
strong families coordinators referred to in those pages be located and when will they commence their work?   

[7.30 pm] 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  As a result of the Gordon inquiry, close to 50 new positions will be created.  Twenty-five 
will be child protection workers, for which we have advertised.  Ten positions will be in the metropolitan area 
and 15 will be in the country.  I am heartened by the 121 applications, which was a very positive response.  Of 
those, 51 wanted to work in the metropolitan area and 70 in the country.  We have been working closely with the 
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Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Commission for a number of reasons - firstly, our agreement to work 
collaboratively with ATSIC.  If we continue to exclude Aboriginal organisations and the political voice of 
Aboriginal people, we will continue to disfranchise them.  This Government has put a stop to that.  Part of the 
process has been liaison and negotiations with ATSIC on the location of those positions.  Positions have been 
advertised, certainly for child protection workers.  We are negotiating with ATSIC on the location of the 14 
Aboriginal support workers.  It is expected that most of the discussions will be finalised very shortly and the 
positions should be filled by September 2003.  

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  Through what process will the minister identify where those metropolitan workers will be 
located?   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  That is a good question.  It will be with ATSIC and service providers so that we channel the 
resources to the target areas.  We have adopted the view that in order to try and, for once, make a difference, we 
must break the cycle of the view that we know better.  That applies throughout the department.  It is a huge 
cultural change.  We must work very hard to change that culture in a department that is seen as a welfare 
department and, traditionally, as one that takes children away.  I pay tribute to the management of the 
department, because it is a very difficult area.  I think we are doing it.  

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I refer to the minister’s recent announcement on the child card.  The reference in the budget 
papers is the last dot point on page 1 002 in relation to the three Acts.  Is the minister thinking of bringing in 
legislation based on the Queensland legislation?  If so, has she given thought to the fact that the child card could 
endorse paedophiles?   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  Will the member for Nedlands repeat the last sentence? 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Has she given thought to the fact that the child card could endorse paedophiles?  Obviously 
she has not. 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I wanted to make sure I was hearing the member correctly.  

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Absolutely.  Would the minister like me to explain it to her?   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  No, I would not.  I thought it was an absolutely bizarre question from someone who should 
know better.  The Government has announced it will introduce compulsory criminal screening checks for an 
extensive range of paid employees and volunteers who come into contact with children.  This is the first time in 
Western Australia that this has happened.  This Government is prepared to make difficult decisions in the best 
interests of children.  We have examined the Queensland and the New South Wales legislation.  The 
Government will develop legislation that is relevant to Western Australia that best protects our children.  The 
member for Nedlands must be aware that negotiations are taking place about a national paedophile register.  That 
will help shape the work we are doing with criminal checks.  The whole idea is to better protect children from 
people who are known or alleged to be child abusers.  For the member to say what she said is gob-smackingly 
stupid.  This policy is an example of a Government that is prepared to make difficult decisions and introduce 
legislation that will protect children and not respond to a political crisis.  

Ms S.E. WALKER:  When I was a crown prosecutor I prosecuted a number of sexual abuse cases.  Often, in 
cases such as those, the perpetrator does not come to light until many years after the child has grown up.  The 
Government’s endorsement of a child card has not been thought through properly.  The minister’s insulting 
comments to me show the minister up more than anyone else in this room.  

The CHAIRMAN:  Is there a question?    

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I am getting to that.  Has the minister considered that by endorsing people who show a 
clean record, she could be endorsing paedophiles?  The fact that someone has not been convicted does not mean 
they are not paedophiles.  Whether the Government likes it or not, that is the danger with the proposed cards.  
Has the minister considered that the cards will give a person a higher status and a sense of trustworthiness?  

The CHAIRMAN:  The member’s reflection on the last answer drew a very long bow in speaking to a couple of 
sentences in the budget papers.   

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I was referring to the last dot point on page 1 002.  

The CHAIRMAN:  Although I am not being critical of the minister, the answer was equally devoid of reference 
to the budget papers.  

Ms S.M. McHALE:  The reality at the moment is that there is no legislative framework in Western Australia in 
which to deal with this issue.  It is bizarre in the extreme and irresponsible for the Opposition to criticise a 
system designed to improve child protection.  
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Ms S.E. WALKER:  Will the minister endorse it?  

Ms S.M. McHALE:  The member for Nedlands is putting on record that she does not agree with the criminal 
screening or the legislation to protect children.  Does everybody realise that is what the member is suggesting?  
Nothing is in place in this State at present to legislatively decrease the effect of injury against children.  I am 
amazed at the member for Nedlands.  So be it; she does not support compulsory criminal checks.  That is her 
policy.  Is that the policy of the Liberal Opposition?  

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I have a point of order, Mr Chairman.  Will you rule when the minister makes nonsensical 
statements about another member?   

Mr J.N. HYDE:  That is not a point of order.  

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I am not asking the member for Perth; he has enough to say.  I am asking the Chairman 
whether he will make a ruling. 

The CHAIRMAN:  My ruling is the ruling of the wise old Speaker himself.  Members may ask questions and 
receive answers with which they disagree, but it is an answer.  

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN:  I refer to output 1 on page 1007, which refers to a men’s resource service.  In the 
recent “State of the Regions” reports, one of the Peel region reports referred to men in distress.  Will the 
department address the issue of community support for men in the coming year?   

[7.40 pm] 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I thank the member for his question.  This is a really interesting issue, particularly for a 
Minister for Women’s Interests.  From time to time I receive letters from individuals and men’s organisations 
asking whether an office for men’s interests will be established.  The reality is that most of the department’s 
services are not gender specific; that is, they apply universally.  They are directed to supporting families to care 
for children.  About one-third of all clients of the services are men.  Many men are receiving services from the 
Department for Community Development.  A review conducted in 2000 found that a good range of services was 
available for men, but that men were not aware of them.  This is the problem we confront time and again in 
health and community development.  Services are available, but men do not necessarily access them or they 
access them only in absolute crises.  Specifically, we are funding through the Meerilinga Family Centre 
$150 000 to provide a men’s resource service.  That will support existing services and improve men’s 
accessibility to those services.  It is also important to support men’s role as fathers.  That centre has operated 
since February 2003.  This will enable men to be linked to services to increase their use of the services that are 
available.  Recently, we funded Communicare Family and Employment Services with $350 000 to provide 
accommodation and counselling services for men who are perpetrators or otherwise affected by family and 
domestic violence.   

Through its parents support initiatives, the department is emphasising the role fathers play.  My message is that 
fathers increasingly play a critical role in the development of our children and they must be supported.  Services 
are available, but typically men either do not feel the need or do not feel comfortable about accessing those 
services.  We provide Dads Lifeline with about $150 000 to support fathers who have the primary responsibility 
for the care of their children.   

Many of the issues men raise are federal issues, including child support agencies.  Most members know that 
people have issues about the Child Support Agency Australia for a range of reasons.  That is a commonwealth 
jurisdiction and I cannot do much other than refer those people on.  Services are available to men.  The 
Government has funded some very specific services.  We must find better ways of engaging men in the services 
that are available to them.   

Mr M.F. BOARD:  Government members approached the Opposition earlier to say that they would like to move 
to the culture and arts division by 8.00 pm.  We have no hope of doing that unless we ask short, sharp questions 
and get short, sharp answers.  I ask members to do that.   

I refer to children’s and young persons’ policy output 2 on page 1003 of the Budget Statements.  Under what 
allocation are Cadets WA, youth advisory councils, youth grants and community service grants made?  Will the 
minister provide the expected expenditures for each of those programs?   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  Cadets WA is under output 2 and youth grants is under output 1.  Youth advisory councils 
come under local government.  The State Government does not fund youth advisory councils.  We fund the 
mechanisms to support them in either newsletters or youth officers.  I am not entirely sure which output that is 
under, but I am happy to check for the member.   
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Mr M.F. BOARD:  Will the minister provide the allocations for each of those four programs?   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  Cadets WA is provided with $2.5 million, which is exactly the same as in 2002-03.  
Community service grants are provided with $1.2 million.  There is no specific budget allocation to youth 
advisory councils.   

Mr M.F. BOARD:  Do they not receive funds through the minister’s portfolio?   
Ms S.M. McHALE:  Do not put words into my mouth.   

Mr M.F. BOARD:  I thought that is what the minister just said. 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  There are three full-time equivalents for youth development officers at a cost of $300 000.  
That situation has remained the same for quite a while.  Would the member clarify what else he needs to know.   
Mr M.F. BOARD:  Is any money being provided to the youth grants program?   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  Yes, approximately $200 000.   

Mr M.F. BOARD:  Would the minister indicate the extent of the change in the youth grants program since this 
Government was elected?   
Ms S.M. McHALE:  The majority of applications that were received are funded.  

Mr M.F. BOARD:  Besides the allocation, minister.   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  In 2001-02 it was $300 000 and in 2003-04 it is $200 000.  We have cut the grants as a 
result of the administrative functional review because we believe that there are other more important ways of 
funding youth initiatives.  The youth grants are spread very thinly.  We looked at where we might make some 
savings and it was decided that the youth grants could be subject to the functional review without having a major 
impact on the issues affecting young people.  I remind the House that the issues affecting young people are 
health, retention rates, the environment and contemporary issues for young people.   

Mr M.F. BOARD:  We could save a lot of time if I could ask one more follow-up question before we move on.  
Will the minister inform us what were the full-time equivalent numbers working for the Family and Children’s 
Policy Office and the Office of Youth Affairs prior to their amalgamation into the Office for Children and 
Young People’s Policy and what are the figures now?   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  There were 20 full-time equivalents in 2001-02 and 21 in 2002-03 and 2003-04.  
Mr M.F. BOARD:  Is that the number of FTEs for the amalgamated Office of Youth Affairs and the Family and 
Children’s Policy Office ?  I cannot believe that is correct.   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  There were 27 FTEs working in 2001-02 and 21 in 2002-03 and 2003-04.  
Mr M.F. BOARD:  Has the number of FTEs reduced from 27 to 21?   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  During the estimates last year I explained that is because we did not need two directors, two 
receptionists and two finance people.  We did not need two of this and that.  We made efficiencies by 
amalgamating the two offices and producing better results.   
Mr J.N. HYDE:  I refer to the major initiative on page 1011 of the Budget Statements to commence research on 
the community participation of seniors in 2003-04.  That is a very important issue, certainly to the member for 
Mandurah, other members and me.  What are the anticipated outcomes from this research and how much in the 
budget has been set aside for it?   

[7.50 pm] 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  It is really important that we get our heads around the fact that there is this population shift.  
We should not ignore it; it is a social policy area that will affect all of us.  I am not saying that because we are all 
ageing but because we are policymakers, ministers and members who need to get our heads round the fact that 
we will see a significant difference in the way that our society looks.  We need to be researching how older 
people are involved in our community - the extent to which they feel included or excluded.  We must look at 
older people volunteering; providing support to families, which is about child caring and the grandparent’s role; 
contact with family and friends; how isolated or otherwise older people feel; their opportunities to participate in 
community service groups; whether they find recreational supporting activities adequate; and their participation 
on boards and committees.  How involved, how active and how engaged are older people are really important 
issues.  As well as providing information on those sorts of initiatives, data will be used as a benchmark for the 
future evaluation of participation.  The research will cost $20 000. 
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Ms M.M. QUIRK:  I refer to page 1012 and to women’s policies.  I understand that the Office for Women’s 
Policy conducted community forums on fairness in the workplace, issues for senior women, personal safety and 
health, and women’s participation in boards and committees.  Will the minister explain the work that has been 
done and will be done? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  The most recent forum was conducted on women’s health.  It was a fantastic forum.  Both 
the Minister for Health and I were present a couple of Saturdays ago.  A lot of issues about women’s health and 
their participation in decision making were raised.  It is interesting to realise when one looks at health that what 
people are really saying is that we need to be focusing on preventative health, primary health and ensuring that 
the community is involved.  That was our third forum.  The member is quite right in indicating that the other two 
forums were involved in seniors and the workplace.  The initial feedback was positive.  Maria Osman, as a 
director, is committed to providing a report to me.  I will ensure that we look to see how we can action those 
recommendations very shortly thereafter.  This is about engaging people in discussions and decision making.  
We have a Women’s Advisory Council but we also need to engage women on the ground, women who are in the 
homes and in the workplace, to make sure that we hear their voices.  I think we have the model for the forums 
right now.  It has taken a couple of attempts.  The first couple of forums were perhaps less than satisfactory, but 
the last one really put a stamp on what community engagement is about.  I am pleased with the last one.  I think 
it will help to inform government policy on issues to do with women’s health. 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  When the minister answered my last question, I think she may have unintentionally given an 
incorrect answer.  The budget for 2000-01 for youth grants was $700 000, which in this budget has dropped to 
$200 000.  My understanding is that the full-time equivalent level for the amalgamated offices was 27 - 
representing eight Office of Youth Affairs FTEs of 35 FTEs - which is now down to 21.  If the minister cannot 
answer that now, will she give me the correct answer by way of supplementary information? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  No, I will not is the short answer.  My answer before was that there were 27 working in 
2001-02 - seven from the Family and Children’s Policy Office and 20 from the Office of Youth Affairs.  In 
2002-03 there were 21 FTEs and in 2003-04 the number is estimated to be 21 FTEs. 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  What about the youth grants program budget? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I am happy to take that on notice. 

Mr M.F. BOARD:  I thank the minister.  

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I refer to page 1009 and the major initiatives for 2003-04, and to commencing the 
consultation process that will inform the development of a children’s strategy.  Given that there was a child 
sexual abuse task force in 1987, of which the minister was a member, that did not recommend mandatory 
reporting but did talk about the prevalence of child sexual abuse and the fact that it is not reported to authorities, 
can the minister tell me whether her consultation process will include early intervention initiatives for 
determining whether children are being sexually abused?  Is there anything in the budget for more child 
protection workers, and what initiatives are there particularly in relation to non-Aboriginal children? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  There are significant increases in this year’s budget for child protection and early 
intervention. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  For non-Aboriginal children? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  There are 25 new protection workers.  They will not turn a blind eye to issues of child 
abuse if they happen to involve a white child. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I am not having a go at the minister for putting resources into the problem with Aboriginals 
but I am talking generally about child sexual abuse, because I do not see anything about that in these budget 
papers.  I wonder whether, under the dot point to which I referred, the minister will be looking at alternatives to 
mandatory reporting for the hidden and secret child abuse that the minister reported on in 1987 for non-
Aboriginal children. 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  The most compelling driver for dealing with child abuse is making sure that there is a 
holistic approach to child protection and family support.  The evidence basically leads this Government to say 
that what we need to be doing is increasing the support for families.  That is what we have done in this budget; 
we have increased the funding for early intervention.  When we came into government we indicated that we 
would be allocating $10 million over the next four years. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  What does that involve? 
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Ms S.M. McHALE:  Let me respond to the question.  It is interesting that the debate on mandatory reporting 
indicates that the member does not support it.  We are in fact having some form of mandatory reporting in 
Western Australia.  It will entail mandatory reporting of sexually transmitted diseases through health 
professionals.  It is not correct to say that Western Australia has no form of mandatory reporting.  Mandatory 
reporting of sexually transmitted infections will be contained in health legislation.  In addition to that we have 
very strong protocols for the exchange of information between the health, education and police departments.  In 
my view, which is supported by research, that makes a very clear case for our having gone through and 
established good, strong protocols under which we have a good exchange of information in an environment that 
is not mandatory. 

The budget this year includes new money for early intervention.  It includes new money for child protection 
workers and Aboriginal support workers.  Yes, it is primarily about working with Aboriginal communities, but, 
as recommended by the Gordon inquiry, other workers will be looking at child abuse and child protection 
generally. 
[8.00 pm] 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  When the minister says early intervention, how is it determined through early invention that 
a child is being sexually abused?  Please explain that to me.  How does the minister’s program do that? 
Ms S.M. McHALE:  It is about working with families who are at risk for a range of reasons.  It may be parenting 
skills, financial considerations or other reasons. 
Ms S.E. WALKER:  How does the department find sexual abuse then?  How many cases has the department had 
from the early intervention program?  Does the minister have statistics?   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I will not answer that question because it shows a lack of knowledge on the entire issue.  I 
wish the member would take the portfolio more seriously.  
Ms S.E. WALKER:  I take it very seriously. 
Ms S.M. McHALE:  The issues around child protection are all about support for the family.  Perpetrators need to 
be dealt with very severely, but the work in child protection is about supporting families and making sure that 
parents have the boundaries and the skills to support their children.  It is about making sure that parents have 
support.  When parents become frustrated, angry or whatever, intervention programs must be available.  We 
have mandatory reporting of sexually transmitted infections, or will have it when the legislation is in place.  
However, the program is about supporting families in the early years and when at risk.   

Mr M.F. BOARD:  I ask my last question.  Has the review of state government plans for young people been 
completed? 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  Can the member be specific about which review?   

The CHAIRMAN:  We need a page number and line.   

Mr M.F. BOARD:  I understand that last year’s achievements for the Office for Children and Young People’s 
Policy stated that the review of state government planning for young people would take place.  It was listed as an 
achievement.  Has it been completed and has the review report been published?   
Ms S.M. McHALE:  To which page does the member refer?   

Mr M.F. BOARD:  I cannot do so in this budget.  It was in the previous budget as an achievement, and we have 
not seen the review as far as I know.   
Ms S.M. McHALE:  I would be grateful if the member could refer me to the budget papers.  While he is finding 
that, I remind him that the support initiatives the Government has provided for young people go beyond the 
narrow framework of an Office of Youth Affairs or the Office for Children and Young People’s Policy. 
Mr M.F. BOARD:  Minister - 

Ms S.M. McHALE:  Tell me the reference page and I will answer the question.   
Mr M.F. BOARD:  It was an achievement listed in last year’s budget.  The minister might accept with grace my 
request that she indicate by way of supplementary information whether the review is completed, and, if so, 
whether it has been published.   
Ms S.M. McHALE:  If I said it was accomplished in last year’s budget, that is where it remains.  We have 
provided funding for contemporary music, youth accommodation and games in the environment areas.  The 
member does not like it.   
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Mr M.F. BOARD:  I am only asking for a copy of the review that was listed as a major achievement from last 
year.   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  It is not in this year’s budget.  Unless the member can point to where it is in the budget - 
Mr M.F. BOARD:  There is very little in this year’s budget.  Frankly, if the minister puts nothing in the budget, 
no-one can ask questions about it.   

Ms S.M. McHALE:  I have indicated to the member that the Government has an approach to young people that 
is different from that of the previous Government’s glossy brochures, publications and self-aggrandisement.  The 
member, if he were honest, would admit that if he had remained in government and as the responsible minister, 
his budget was going to be reduced. 
The appropriation was recommended. 
 


