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ADDRESS-IN-REPLY 
Amendment to Motion 

Resumed from 8 August after the following amendment had been moved by Hon George Cash -  

That the following words be added to the motion -  

but regret to inform Your Excellency that the Government has failed to adequately address a 
number of serious issues affecting Western Australia 

HON B.M. SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [12.01 pm]:  I take this opportunity, in speaking to the amendment, to 
raise some of the issues about which my constituents and I are concerned, and to deal with some of the issues 
involved in my shadow portfolio of education and women.  One or two of my most recent concerns in the area of 
education are the review that has been undertaken by the Minister for Education, under the directorship of Alan 
Robson from the University of Western Australia, class sizes and Aboriginal education.  I will address the issue 
of the chaos that has been caused by the about-face by the minister on school fees, the number of school children 
in Western Australia who arrive at school hungry, teacher registration and children who suffer attention deficit 
hyperactivity disorder from the perspective of the forthcoming Drug Summit.  I will also deal with some issues 
that affect my electorate, as well as issues concerning women’s interests, in particular midwifery and birthing, 
and restraining orders and domestic violence.  I may not cover all those issues, but I will endeavour to do so.   

Hon N.F. Moore:  You may need an extension of time to deal with all that. 

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  Yes.  First, I raise an alarming issue that has caused confusion among parents, teachers and 
principals in the school system; that is, the Government’s declaration that from next year, high school fees will 
become voluntary.  Members of this Chamber will be aware that the School Education Bill passed through this 
Parliament in 1999 - on the recommendation and with the support of high school principals for compulsory fees.  
Because it was necessary in the government schools sector to charge a book fee and fees for certain subjects that 
upper school students chose, there was a need to rationalise the issue of not being able to cover the costs, and the 
view was that either everybody should be charged or somehow government funding should be provided for this.   

Under Minister Carpenter, what the Government has done has caused total confusion in the community.  It will 
cause division between parents and principals, principals and students, and students and parents.  I am gravely 
concerned about this issue.  Under the School Education Act, fees were to be compulsory next year.  Schools 
would have the ability to charge up to $235 for high school students and up to $60 for primary school students.  I 
regret to inform the Government that its decision will cause great division within our school population.  
Students in years 8 and 10 are now moving into a period when, in September, they will make subject choices for 
next year.  When they select their options, those students think that they will be able to choose whatever subjects 
they want, whether it be photography, physical education or whatever.  However, some of those subject choices 
attract a higher cost.  In the past, principals had the discretion whether to charge that higher cost.  In some cases, 
they carried the cost if they felt that a student would benefit by studying those subjects.   

However, what will now happen is that students will make their choices in September, the class sizes will be 
determined and the teachers will be appointed to subject areas.  In February next year the fees are to be collected.  
If some parents refuse to pay the fee, which will be their option, the schools will have to rearrange their classes.  
Students will have made their choices, and some will be disappointed.  There will be great confusion and chaos 
in the schools.  I have an obligation to make this Chamber aware that this decision of the Government has the 
potential to cause a chaotic situation - one that I do not want to see in schools.  Students will have to tell their 
parents that they cannot do photography or physical education because their parents have not paid the fee.   

Hon Alan Cadby:  And their second and third choice options will probably be full, and they may not have a class 
to go to in the end. 

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  Yes.  Hon Alan Cadby has raised a very important issue.  Students are given options.  That 
means they can choose their subjects according to their interests or their focus on pathways to later learning.  
However, that will be denied them.  In addition, not only will students be denied their preferred options, but also 
the schools’ administration will be in a chaotic state.   

I have said before in this Chamber, and I will say again, that if this Government is totally committed to providing 
free education for all upper school students in government schools, it should get real, it should make sure all 
students are given a fair go, and it should pick up the tab.  I am having research done on what the exact cost will 
be if no school fees are paid.  The estimated cost is $27 million.  I have put a question on notice to the minister to 
try to determine the exact amount of money.  However, in fairness to the students and in keeping with the 
Government’s philosophy, the Government must seriously consider adding to the per capita grant to schools the 
additional cost of optional school subjects in high schools and the additional costs of things on which school fees 
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are spent.  It is not fair that some parents carry the burden and others do not.  That is why principals agreed with 
compulsory fees. 

Hon G.T. Giffard:  Did all parents pay under the previous Government? 

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  No, they did not.  That was the very reason the previous Government considered 
compulsory fees on a recommendation of the principals.  In addition, the principals and the schools must expend 
time and energy chasing parents who do not pay the fee and they must bear the administrative cost.  There is no 
legal requirement for parents to pay a fee.  Principals have no access to legal avenues to enforce the payment of 
fees.  Therefore, it is difficult to get the fees.  Hon Graham Giffard may not have heard when I said earlier that 
principals have used their discretion because parents have not always paid the voluntary fee.  Now that the 
debate has been raised in the public arena, many more parents will know that payment of the fee is voluntary.  If, 
in the next few months, the present Government brings in a Bill that will change the situation next year, it will 
find that more parents will say that the fee is voluntary, so why should they pay it.  That attitude will become 
more widespread than it has been to date.  Some of the schools were lucky enough to get 65 per cent or 71 per 
cent of the fees.  This issue is of grave concern. 

Hon G.T. Giffard:  How do you calculate that?   

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  I have spoken to a lot of schools.  I spend every week visiting schools.  I have also had four 
children go through state government primary schools and high schools.  I have been on parent councils.  I know 
that the percentage of parents who pay the voluntary contribution has been low.  State primary schools have a $9 
voluntary contribution.  Parents in some of the elite suburbs were switched on and said, “Education is supposed 
to be free; we are not going to pay.”  That meant that the burden had to be carried by the few parents who did 
pay.   

This issue will cause chaos, division and discrimination, because some students who have made their choices 
will be devastated early next year when they are told, “Sorry; you can’t go into that class.”  I do not believe this 
will give students a fair go.  I thought that when the Government said that compulsory education in upper 
schools would be free, it wanted to give students a fair go.  If that is what the Government wants to do, I 
challenge the Minister for Education to ensure that the next budget contains an item that will cover the shortfall 
by adding the cost of school fees to the per capita grant to all schools.  

Another issue that has been raised recently is the issue of children going to school hungry.  I have grave concern 
about that matter.  Last Tuesday, the Minister for Education announced a $28 million program to improve 
behaviour and discipline in state high schools.  The minister suggested to the public of Western Australia that 
this Government has managed to find $28 million to address the issue of behaviour management and discipline.  
I remind members that that money has not just been found by this Government but is part of an enterprise 
agreement that had been negotiated by the previous Minister for Education.  I have not only had extensive 
experience in the school system but have also raised four children who have now finished university.  We need 
to take a commonsense approach and go back to the basic necessities of life.  If children are tired or hungry, they 
will not be able to behave at school, and will be restless and inattentive.  They may also not have done their 
homework.  I am very concerned about the suggestion in The West Australian that 16 000 of our state school 
children go to school hungry.  I will not lay the blame anywhere, but the Minister for Education has a 
responsibility to this State to at least establish how many children go to school without breakfast, and perhaps 
also with no lunch.  Yesterday, I received a nonsense of an answer to a question that I had put on notice to the 
minister about how many children are going to school hungry.  The minister said that a number of government 
schools provide breakfast or lunch for some students, but programs are organised at a local level; therefore, no 
total figures are available.  I have put another question on notice to the Minister for Education asking him to 
consider doing something serious about this matter by finding out exactly how many children are going to school 
hungry, and I have challenged him to put in place a proper audit of schools.  If we can find out through 
organisational means how many children will be attending school next year, surely we can find out through the 
school system how many children are going to school hungry.  There is no point spending $28 million on a 
behaviour management and discipline program in schools if many of the children in those schools are hungry or 
tired.  Tiredness is an issue that can be addressed only by parental education, but we certainly can address the 
issue of children going to school hungry.  The minister has a responsibility to know how many students are 
going to school hungry, and to determine how the funding can be used to ensure that problem is dealt with.   

The Robson review of public education in Western Australia raised a number of issues.  It is always wise for an 
incoming Government to review the systems that are in place, particularly a big system like the Education 
Department.  I do not have a problem with that.  However, some of the issues raised in that review were slightly 
negative and irrelevant.  There may be too many people in Silver City.  However, it is an indecent criticism of 
our previous outstanding Director of Education, Peter Browne, to suggest that schools do not care about children.  
It is offensive to the teaching profession and to the wonderful teachers whom we have in Western Australia to 
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say that they are not committed to children.  The review made the point that head office should exist for children.  
If it does not exist for children, I am not sure why it does exist, but I am sure that most of the people who work 
in head office have the interests of children at heart.  The review said that there was huge energy, commitment 
and dedication in the public education system, and some of the initiatives were working very well.  I believe that 
is clearly the case.  My public comments were that I found some of the comments in the review insulting to what 
I believe is a very good public education system in Western Australia.  The people involved in education will 
always, like the people in a number of other areas, be putting out their hands for more money; and if we had lots 
of pots of money that we could put into education, I would be the first to agree that we should do that.   

The review looked at the issue of reducing class sizes, which is one of the things that will affect children.  I have 
spoken in this House at length about my view about class sizes.  The review said that class sizes from preprimary 
to year 3 should be decreased from 28 to 24, and that by 2006 they should be reduced to 21.  The former 
coalition Government had in place a system to reach an optimum size of 24 by 2003 - 

Hon G.T. Giffard:  It takes money. 

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  Yes.  I remind the parliamentary secretary, who may not have had the benefit of hearing the 
speech, that earlier this year, Professor Achilles from America spoke about reducing class sizes, and about 
behaviour management and discipline.  We need to take a commonsense approach, as well as support the 
teachers, and say that in this day and age a class size of 18 to 21 is probably the maximum that we should have.  
In America, 39 States have legislated to have a maximum class size of 18.  I believe this is one of the major 
issues in our education system.  I challenge the Minister for Education to make funds available for this purpose, 
and I will keep saying that so as long as I am the shadow spokesperson for education.  The minister has made it 
clear that one of the things the review wants to achieve is a reduction in class sizes, particularly in the early years 
when early intervention is often necessary.  We all know that if students have gained literacy, numeracy and 
social skills by year 3 or year 5, they will go on to become successful year 7 students; and if they complete year 
7 as competent students, they will become competent high school students.  However, if we do not put the 
necessary funds into the early years of education, it will be an absolute waste of time.   

Hon Alan Cadby interjected.  

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  If we do that at the other end, it will be too late, as my colleague has said.  That is absolutely 
true.  This is one of the bigger issues.  If this has been identified by the review, it is just endorsing what the 
coalition Government was committed to doing.   

Hon G.T. Giffard:  Without the money.   

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  I do not know where this Government is getting the money.  The $28 million was not new 
money that the Government found, so it might find some other money that is not new.   

Hon G.T. Giffard:  You should not talk about what you were going to do; the money was not there.   

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  It was a four-year plan, as this review has suggested.  The Government does not have a plan 
either.  I challenge it to plan to ensure that the review’s recommendations about putting children first are, in the 
first instance, addressed by lowering class sizes in schools.  Many issues are raised in the review, but I was 
surprised that more emphasis was not placed on teacher registration and a college of teaching.  The Labor 
Government maintains that it supports the teaching force and that it is very important.  The registration of 
teachers and a college of teaching were concepts that the coalition Government put on the agenda and was 
committed to.  I hope that the Government will go forward with those proposals, because we need to ensure that 
our teachers are thoroughly resourced, their personal development is paid for and continuing competencies are 
added to their base study.   

Another issue about the review that concerned me was that district directors would intervene when targets were 
not met.  I was reassured when the WA Teachers Union asked what that meant and whether district directors 
would be knocking on the door asking what teachers are teaching.  The teaching profession is meant to be 
professional, with a curriculum framework to abide by.  We hear stories of targets and school cards and that sort 
of thing.  Although I would be the first to agree that accountability is necessary and that we need to measure 
what level our children are at at certain times, our teaching must not become dominated by testing and district 
directors.  I came through the system when the district director came into the classroom and marked me as a 
young teacher.  That was fine, but I do not think that young teachers of today will say that they got 51 marks, but 
somebody else got 71.  I received a very high mark in my first year out.  By my third year I was a deputy 
principal, and probably one of the youngest at 23 years of age. 

Hon Robyn McSweeney:  Well done!   

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  The mark was certainly valued, but we have moved into a different era.  The Government’s 
suggestion that district directors go into classrooms to talk about targets sends shivers up my spine.  Earlier I 
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addressed the importance of early intervention and lower class sizes in the early years of education.  In all my 
research and in my recommendations to the coalition Government about the importance of early learning, the 
fact that good beginnings never end, and that children are being given a good beginning, I found that one of the 
most important issues is that their learning is done through play.  Their play is their work and they work very 
hard at it.  We must provide protected play spaces for small children, and not particularly for boys.  Boys are 
having many struggles in the school system.  The last thing I would like to see in any school system is pressure 
from above to introduce a more formal curriculum in the early years.  Providing a play-oriented and experiential 
learning situation in the early years enables children to explore, discover and make decisions about what they 
will do.  Their learning is not confined.  We do not want district directors and principals knocking on doors and 
asking whether targets have been met for the day.   

The vocabulary or the language of a four-year-old cannot be measured by looking at a picture or anything 
tangible that the child has done.  Those early childhood development principles of socialisation and acquiring 
language are important.  The acquisition of language in small children has been the subject of many research 
projects.  We are only just now beginning to scratch the surface of the importance of early learning in Aboriginal 
culture.  For years we have wrongly put on our indigenous people, and often immigrant children, the requisition 
that they speak and learn to read in English.  Every worldwide theory that is worthwhile says that children must 
be taught to read in their native language, and that it should be done with the help of their mothers.  It is a 
nonsense to ask people who do not speak French to teach their children French.  They can learn French, but 
children must be taught to read in their native language.  I am very encouraged by what is happening in the 
indigenous area, particularly in learning and understanding that the acquisition of early language is absolutely 
inherent in developing skills such as literacy and reading.  Children will not read anything until they understand 
what a word means.  Often I would say to young parents that it would be very easy to go to the back of 
Burracoppin and talk about the harvester, the drill, the wheat truck or whatever.  Children from that area 
understand that vocabulary, and parents must ensure that they read from material that their children understand.  
However, the discussion among the children in Dalkeith or Claremont, whose parents are doctors, would follow 
this sort of line: “My dad is an orthopaedic surgeon.  What is your dad?  He is a paediatric surgeon.  So what 
does he do?”  Children in the back of Burracoppin or Mukinbudin would probably have no experience of that 
sort of language.  That is an example I used when I spoke to parents.  If parents want to understand how they can 
get their children to learn to read, their language skills must be developed.  The point I am making is that I hope 
the review’s suggestion of directors knocking on teachers’ doors does not force a formalised school program on 
little children, when the opposite should be happening.  They should be developing their language and literacy 
skills through their play and work, and through experiential learning.   

I hope that the review focuses on children.  I hope that it encourages more young people to go into the teaching 
profession.  I hope that the Government does not just use words about its college of teaching, and that it will 
refocus on the central office and deliver the sort of support teachers in the field want and need.  I feel strongly 
for the teaching profession at the moment.  Teachers are the recipients of the enormous social and demographic 
change in our society in the past 20 years.  We all know the sorts of changes I am talking about.  One such 
change is that children arrive at school hungry and tired after watching television until 11 o’clock or 12 o’clock 
at night.  It is important that we support our teachers and ensure they are resourced.  One of the best ways to 
begin to do that is to reduce class sizes.  The Achilles research says that there is no point in having a class of 32 
children and giving the teacher one or two assistants.  That does not solve the problem.  I look forward to the Bill 
that will deal with the teacher issue, which is intended to be drafted by the minister this year.  There is a lot in 
the review, and I do not have the time to go through all of it.   

One matter I want to touch on briefly that has an educational slant, in the light of the upcoming Community 
Drug Summit, is the enormous issue of the use of drugs for attention deficit hyperactivity disorder.  Parents who 
have children suffering from ADHD are baffled to know who to listen to and what advice to take.  A number of 
people in this city have spent a great deal of energy trying to discover the answer.  It is an issue that demands 
that Governments direct funds to find the answer.  Not only are children and parents perplexed but so too are 
teachers who must administer drugs to children.  Teachers have a problem with that, as it must be done properly.  
I am pleased to have read that among the delegates in the upcoming Drug Summit is one Sandy Moran, who has 
delegated much of her life to the Learning and Attentional Disorders Society of WA, a group of parents 
concerned about ADHD.  She has children of her own who suffer from ADHD and over the years she has 
provided me with a lot of material.  I am very pleased that Sandy is a delegate to the Drug Summit because she 
will bring a perspective to the summit that must be closely examined. 

The use of drugs at an early age has always been predicated by a warning to parents that resorting to drugs to fix 
a problem is a difficult issue and creates a bad example to children.  Attention deficit hyperactivity disorder is a 
little like diagnosing asthma.  The medical profession appears to be at one in agreeing that some children’s 
neurological disorders are caused by chemical imbalance which needs to be treated with appropriate drugs.  A 
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concern of the teaching profession is that, often, inaccurate labels are placed on children.  That issue must be 
carefully studied. 

I have a great deal of reading material with me.  A quote from an article on a study in paediatrics headed 
“ADHD drug cuts substance abuse” reads - 

Drug treatment of attention deficit hyperactivity disorder in childhood reduces the risk of substance 
abuse in adolescence by 85%, according to a study . . . 

These are the sorts of issues with which the community is faced and which must be debated.  Parents need 
answers.  The article continues - 

The study also showed three-quarters of boys with untreated ADHD developed substance abuse - six 
times higher than the rate among unaffected controls. 

I end the quote there to make another point.  We know that among criminal juveniles a high incidence of boys 
suffers from untreated ADHD.  Because the disorder shows up at an early age in children and they fail at school 
for a variety of reasons, they then turn to criminal offending.  Very often they are very bright children who seek 
attention.  The article continues - 

Previously, researchers had suggested exposure to stimulant medication in children with ADHD could 
lead to abuse of recreational or prescription drugs.  The idea had persisted in the lay press despite a lack 
of data to confirm or deny it, the researchers said. 

The Paediatrics study compared the rate of substance abuse in boys older than 15 with ADHD, 56 of 
whom had received medication for an average of four years and 19 of whom were unmedicated, and 
137 non-ADHD controls. 

In all groups the most commonly abused substances were alcohol and marijuana, the researches said. 

Professor Bruce Tonge, head of the Monash University centre for developmental psychiatry, said the 
study results were reassuring and should help allay some of the understandable fears parents might have 
about committing their child to long-term stimulant medication for ADHD. 

  “Increasing the risk of substance abuse is a great concern of parents and the general 
population because it seems logical that if you take medication as a child you will think of 
taking it later,” Professor Tonge said. 

  However, this study showed medication reduced the risk of later substance abuse.  One of the 
likely reasons for the better outcome was the improvement in behavioural problems in young 
people with ADHD when they were treated, he said. 

  “If they are not treated, their ADHD problems really get in the way of their learning about 
social interaction, how to control their temper, relate to others, take turns and so on.” 

It is interesting to note that when paediatricians talk about medicated young students and the sorts of social 
behaviour displayed by children who have disorders like ADHD, such as simple things like taking turns, we go 
back to what children should learn in kindergarten.  We do not want directors knocking on doors saying, “Show 
me a piece of paper to show what this child can do” when we could say, “This child has well-developed social 
behaviours.  He knows how to take his turn, how to share, where to put his bag and how to be orderly.”  It is my 
fear that a structured environment will be imposed on very young children. 

I take this opportunity in speaking to this amendment to say that I am gravely concerned that the Government 
has chosen the Parliament to have this Drug Summit.  It has restricted the number of delegates enormously.  I 
know of only one delegate who has experience in ADHD, which is a very important issue.  However, if we were 
to be real about this issue, rather than creating window dressing, we would have had a far bigger summit. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  You people didn’t do anything about drugs.  You just buried your heads in the sand. 

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  That is not the case.  The danger of the Drug Summit being simply window dressing and an 
opportunity for a small number of people to be pictured in the Parliament is that real issues that lead children 
into drug addiction may not be addressed.  I acknowledge that drug addiction is a serious problem in this city of 
ours and in the rest of Australia.  It is an issue that concerns parents of young children probably more than 
anything else. 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  Knock, knock, knock. 

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  I am not knocking.  I am just saying that Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich is not a parent and therefore 
would not know that when I say - 
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Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Jon Ford):  Order!  Hon Barbara Scott has the floor.  She should be heard in 
silence. 

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  Thank you, Mr Deputy President.  All I am saying is that I feel for the parents of young 
children and teenagers because I know that one of their biggest fears is that their children will become drug 
addicted.  It can happen to any child in any family.  Unless we deconstruct the issues in this Drug Summit - 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  You are very critical of it. 

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  No, I am saying that I do not believe it is big enough and I do not believe we will have the 
opportunity to deconstruct the issues surrounding the causes of drug addiction.  We have an opportunity to get to 
the real issues affecting the community.  Why are some children incompetent at the basic aspects of their lives at 
an early age?  If we have competent children, we will have competent teenagers.  If we have competent 
teenagers who can manage their lives, make decisions, take a role in our society and act properly, we will have a 
better society.  I assure the member that this is a major worry for most parents.  I am pleased that the issue is 
being addressed, but I am disappointed that it will be showcased in Parliament with a very restricted number of 
participants.   

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  It involves 100 more people than you gathered together.   

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  I do not know whether Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich was involved in any of the local drug action 
groups initiated by the previous Government.  I was involved in four that were established in my electorate at 
Rockingham, Fremantle, Cockburn and South Perth.  They were an extremely good, grassroots initiative.  When 
the Fremantle group was established, two issues were raised: first - 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Jon Ford):  Order!  I am having difficulty hearing the member.   

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  Thank you, Mr Deputy President, so is the Hansard reporter, so I will wait for the chatter to 
stop.   

Two issues emerged at the launch of the Fremantle drug action group.  Parents were concerned about legal 
drugs - cigarettes and alcohol - and about alternative options for their young teenagers.  A great deal of money 
was spent to foster mainstream sports, but nothing was spent on activities such as skateboarding.  These people 
complained that their children wanted to pursue that activity, but there was no facility at which they could do so.  
The only venues were dark, dingy places.  In Fremantle, the skateboarders gathered in a car park that was a well-
known drug-dealing site.  The Fremantle area now has a skate park and the issue of legal drugs is also being 
addressed.  The local drug action task forces have done an enormous amount of work.  I hope this Government 
maintains that initiative.  That is one of the things the previous Government did throughout the community.   

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  What was the outcome?   

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  Parents and communities now work at the grassroots level to find solutions.   

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  Why do we still have an enormous problem?  It did not work.   

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  The problem could have been even worse had the previous Government not implemented 
this scheme.  

Several members interjected.  

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  I would like to address a number of other pressing issues, and I am fast running out of time.  
The issue I want to pick up again was raised in the media last week at the conclusion of convenor Barbara 
Biggins’ term on the Classification Review Board.  I have been concerned for some time about computer games 
and videos in this country and their impact on children and the consequent tendency towards violent behaviour.  
Professor Kevin Durkin of the University of Western Australia was commissioned to undertake a study last year 
by the Office of Film and Literature Classification.  His report gives the clear impression that there is absolutely 
no need to be concerned about the effects of video games, especially violent video games, on the community, 
and on children in particular.  I take a different view.  I do not mean in any way to be critical of the principal 
author of this report, because he is a highly esteemed academic at UWA’s department of psychology.  However, 
I am informed that Professor Durkin has views, expressed in his lectures and in other publications, that would 
make it easier to convince him of the benefits of computer games rather than any negative impacts.  I agree that 
playing these games can be beneficial for a child’s small muscle development and eye coordination.  They can 
also be fun, but their overuse can cause problems.  Children would be better off outside playing.   
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The Office of Film and Literature Classification commissioned Professor Durkin to produce a balanced analysis 
of computer games and their effects on the Australian community.  As he had done previous work for the office, 
those involved must have been aware of his views.  Therefore, rather than being incompetent, I think it more 
likely that they were bowing to industry pressure to hose down community concerns and relax controls.  Indeed, 
this report argues for the establishment of an additional classification for video games that would allow an even 
more violent range of games to be sold on the Australian market.  That concerns me greatly.   

The alarming aspect of this report is the conclusion, which points out that none of the independent research 
published to date has demonstrated serious effects of aggressive game play upon young people’s behaviour.  
Professor Durkin draws this conclusion after conducting an extensive analysis of research in this area.  However, 
his analysis ignores the strongest evidence against his conclusion currently emerging from the field of military 
psychology.  I have spoken about this issue in the Chamber previously.  I remind members that David Grossman, 
a United States military psychologist, coined the term “killology” for a new interdisciplinary field that involves 
the study of the methods and psychological effects of training army recruits to circumvent their natural inhibition 
to kill fellow human beings.  He has written widely in the field and has recently marshalled unsettling evidence 
that the same tactics used in training soldiers are being used in our media and entertainment.  Those 
psychological tactics have been developed since the Second World War, when researchers discovered that only 
15 to 20 per cent of riflemen could bring themselves to fire at an exposed enemy soldier.  Humans are not 
innately violent; they do not want to kill their fellow man.  The United States military had to introduce 
psychological training of recruits to make them killers.  Using various techniques, the proportion of those 
prepared to kill was progressively increased to 90 per cent.  The primary method of desensitisation involves 
operant conditioning.  Desensitisation is what happens at boot camp.  In the end, the soldiers are desensitised to 
violence and accept it as a normal and essential survival skill.   

Something very similar to this desensitisation towards violence is happening in our children.  I am gravely 
concerned about this, and I hope the Government will consider looking into the effect on our children of violent 
television films and computer games.  Very often the children who display violent tendencies drop out of school 
and become involved in crime.  Instead of affecting only 18-year-olds, violence in the media is now affecting 
children as young as 18 months, when a child is first able to discern what is happening on television.  When 
children see someone shot, stabbed, raped, brutalised, degraded or murdered on television, it is as though it is 
really happening.  Allowing a child of three, four or five years of age to watch a violent movie - learning to 
relate to a character for the first 90 minutes and then in the last 30 minutes watching helplessly as that new friend 
is hunted and brutally murdered - is the moral and psychological equivalent of introducing that child to a friend, 
letting them play together, and then butchering that friend in front of the child.  That happens to our children 
hundreds of times.   

In 1992, The Journal of the American Medical Association published the definitive epidemiological study on the 
impact of television violence.  The research compared what happened in numerous nations after television made 
its appearance to what happened in nations and regions without television.  The two regions being compared are 
demographically and ethnically identical; only one variable is different - the presence of television.  In every 
nation, region or city in which television has been introduced there has been an immediate explosion of violence 
on the playground, and within 15 years a doubling of the murder rate.  Members may ask why 15 years?  That is 
how long it takes from the brutalisation of a three to five-year-old to the prime crime age.  That is how long it 
takes to reap what is sown when a three-year-old has been brutalised and desensitised.  

The second method of training is operant conditioning.  This is a powerful stimulus-response procedure.  It is 
used in the army.  Targets are set up and a stimulus produces a response.  Children do this in games parlours: a 
target is set up, and the children watch it and respond to it.  Why does the pilot of a jumbo jet whose plane is 
going down, who has 300 people around him screaming and who is scared out of his wits, do the right thing?  It 
is because he has been conditioned to respond.  One often hears of pilots who undergo training in which all the 
dangerous scenarios are simulated.  They are trained to respond immediately to these stimuli, and because pilots 
have been conditioned in this way they respond immediately in an emergency situation.  When people are 
frightened or angry they will do what they have been conditioned to do.  Here again, in the early intervention 
process, the loving, caring and nurturing of children is extremely important.  I come back to that all the time.   

I am concerned that children who play interactive point-and-shoot video games are learning the same 
conditioned reflex.  We see children in playgrounds pretending to shoot their playmates and their teachers.  I am 
convinced that they have been trained and desensitised to guns; it is almost as though they are in an unreal 
situation and they are part of the picture that they have become so accustomed to watching on television.  

Hon G.T. Giffard:  How long do you think kids have been playing those sorts of games? 
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Hon B.M. SCOTT:  The introduction of television is one factor in this sort of violence.  I was pleased to read this 
week that a television channel now shows 24 hours of children’s programs without advertisements, violence or 
inappropriate behaviour.  That gives parents an option.  I had a personal experience of the effect of television.  
We have friends who came from Zimbabwe, which did not have television.  When they came here with their four 
young children, who were about the ages of our children, they could not believe some of the responses of 
Australian children - progressive, pushy and aggressive to a degree.  In discussing it, we decided that it was 
partly due to the influence of television.  They found that within two years or so of coming to this country and 
being exposed to television, their children had changed.  We must be cautious, and someone has to protect 
children.   

I do not have time to cover the other topics that I wanted to cover.  However, I will remind this Chamber about 
the establishment of an office for children as an advocate for children, and to look at a range of measures that 
will protect children.  I notice it is one of the policies of this Government, so I hope to see some policy about the 
development of an office for children.  

The issue I will finish on is not the last issue that I wanted to cover.  I express my total disappointment at this 
Government’s planning of the new south metropolitan railway.  I am sure that I will have an opportunity to 
speak on this again.  I refer to the non-consultative methods the Government used in the planning process.  Hon 
Alannah MacTiernan met with councils in the South Metropolitan Region to tell them that the decision had been 
made, and that the Government would consult them over the next six months.  Interestingly, the six-month 
review will be finalised after the federal election, so any of the hard decisions that have to be made in electorates 
such as Brand will not affect Kim Beazley.  
Hon G.T. Giffard:  Why don’t you want a better train system for the South Metropolitan Region? 
Hon B.M. SCOTT:  Hon Graham Giffard asked whether we want a better train system.  I remind members 
opposite that the coalition Government was committed to the southern railway.  We heard in all of the southern 
Labor-held seats that only people in the northern suburbs benefited under the coalition, and if they put Labor in 
they would get something in the south.  We did not base our decisions on that; we based our decisions on the 
common good.  We felt the people in the South Metropolitan Region deserved a railway - a rapid transit train 
from Mandurah to link Rockingham to Perth.  We committed funds to that. 
Hon Ken Travers:  Why didn’t you build one? 
Hon B.M. SCOTT:  The previous Government built an awful lot of bridges and tunnels, which members 
opposite will now not use.  I do not have time to go into all the detail.  However, I will touch on the issue of 
whether the engineer in charge of this project will get the dream he has always held - that is, a $70 million train 
station in the centre of Perth - and deny the rail link into the city of Rockingham.  Even with the minister’s 
current comments about Rockingham - I am extremely disappointed in members who represent that area - I 
guarantee that Rockingham and the people of Rockingham have been denied the $70 million that would have 
enabled a rail link to the centre of Rockingham. 
Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  How many letters of complaint has the honourable member received? 
Hon B.M. SCOTT:  I received 9 000 written submissions.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  How many letters of complaint has the honourable member received from the residents 
of Rockingham.  

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Jon Ford):  Order!  This is not question time.  

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  We are told that the central Perth rail station will cost $70 million.  That means $70 million 
has been ripped out of the heart of Rockingham, and the people of Rockingham will miss out and will have to 
use intermodal travel; that is, three or four methods of travel to get to the hospital and to appointments.  Mothers 
with babies in prams will first get onto a bus, then a shuttle and perhaps even light rail.  I have no objection to 
light rail.  However, I challenge the Government not to rip the heart out of Rockingham by taking away that 
$70 million. 

Hon Ken Travers:  How many passengers were going to use your proposed station? 

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  I have all the demographics, and I am happy to study them in the member’s company, when 
he has time to put his mind to it.  I do not believe that Labor members of the South Metropolitan Region have 
studied the demographics of that railway line or that they even know what demographics means.  That 
$70 million that will be spent on the dream of Peter Martinovich to have a big station in Perth has been ripped 
out of Rockingham.  The people of Rockingham have been ripped off, and they will not get a fair go with this 
rail system.  I do not have time to discuss the effect of each section of this rail line on the South Metropolitan 
Region, but there are a lot of very unhappy people. 
Hon G.T. Giffard:  The journey will take 12 minutes less now.   
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Hon B.M. SCOTT:  Half those people do not want to go to Perth.  That is what I mean about demographics; 
members opposite should have studied where people want to go.  
Several members interjected.   
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Jon Ford):  Order!  Hon Barbara Scott has a couple of minutes left, so please 
listen to her in silence. 
Hon B.M. SCOTT:  The decision on the southern rail line is a disgraceful backflip by this Government.  People 
like and support trains.  Rockingham has wanted a rail system for 100 years.  We must keep this Government 
accountable for the promises it has made.  Today I received two letters and a phone call from people in 
Rockingham.  This Government, having won the seat of Rockingham, has sent the dialysis machine that was 
meant for the Rockingham-Kwinana District Hospital to Mandurah.  I remind members representing the South 
Metropolitan Region that, as I have said repeatedly in this Chamber, the demographics and planning of 
infrastructure projects, including railways, schools and hospitals, are critical to proper government and good 
planning.  Mandurah has a population of 35 000 and Rockingham has a population of 75 000. 

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.00 pm 

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  Thank you for allowing me an extension of time, Mr President.  Before the suspension I was 
indicating my grave concern about the alteration to the proposed southern metropolitan railway.  Members 
representing the South Metropolitan Region know that the entire railway line, except for a small part in the 
Kelmscott-Armadale area, is in the South Metropolitan Region, which I represent.  The Liberal Party supports a 
public transport system.  One of the major problems with this Government’s planning is that the railway is 
designed on the assumption of decentralisation of employment.  If that does not occur, patronage will overwhelm 
the number of rail cars available, as is happening on the northern suburbs line.   

We received information this week that some trains are unable to stop at some northern suburb stations because 
they are fully loaded at certain times of the day.  The proposed railway route does nothing to discourage 
decentralisation; it does the reverse.  It will enable people to leave regional areas and easily head for the central 
business district, while making difficult the reverse situation.  

A number of times in this Chamber I have mentioned that Rockingham, for instance, is seen only as a pick-up 
point rather than a destination.  As I have said before, members opposite need to reconsider seriously this issue 
on the basis of the demographics - where people will board the train, their destination, and the changing 
locations of work in this State.  The figures we received on those issues when we were consulting people about 
the line to Rockingham indicated that, although the number of people working in Perth city has increased, the 
ratio of city to suburb people was less than it was 20 years ago.  Although the number of people working in the 
city has increased, proportionately it has decreased.  Consideration must be given to where people work, and that 
is not the central business district.  Decentralisation of the work force and the purpose of the railway - providing 
passengers with boarding and destination points - must be taken into account.   

The most obvious example of neglect in this area is the proposed Rockingham debacle.  The establishment of a 
large Park ‘n’ Ride area on the outskirts of Rockingham, rather than in the centre of Rockingham city, may make 
it easy for people to drive from Rockingham, but it will make it very difficult for people in other areas to take the 
train to Rockingham to shop or to attend university or TAFE.  

I remind the Chamber that under the coalition Government, a campus of Murdoch University was established in 
Rockingham next to the TAFE, with a large, coeducational, non-government school next door.  Approximately 
15 000 students are expected to attend those facilities in 2020.  Often students do not have access to a car and 
they need to use public transport.  It is of grave concern to me that mention has been made of a bus system or 
light rail being provided for the people of Rockingham when no funding is available for it.  A light rail service to 
the areas mentioned, which local members have mentioned in their efforts to get off the hook, is not catered for 
in this budget.  The budget does not contain those additional funds.  Light rail to service the different areas of 
Rockingham cannot be covered by the $10 million that people from the city of Rockingham indicated to me 
yesterday was promised. 

Hon M.J. Criddle:  It might buy the rail cars. 

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  How many rail cars? 

Hon M.J. Criddle:  I don’t know. 

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  Hon Murray Criddle was a very good Minister for Transport in the previous Government.  I 
am sure he will provide the House with much more information about the tendering, among other things, that 
this Government is not doing.  The tenders for the rail cars have not been let.  How the winning tender will be 
able to meet the 2006 completion date - which has been put back a year since the coalition was in Government - 
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Hon Ken Travers:  After what your Government did in Clarkson, who would ever believe you? 

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  A commitment was made and the coalition was on track to proceed.  

With regard to the decentralisation of employment, the Fremantle rail line was a well thought-out line.  It runs 
through a number of major towns such as Subiaco, Claremont, Cottesloe and Fremantle.  People are able to use 
that line throughout the day to visit places, unlike the southern suburbs line, which will avoid the largest regional 
centre between Perth and Adelaide.  The Fremantle line is a busy line servicing all the stations between Perth 
and Fremantle.  People are not using it as only a collection point for their employment.  That rail line provides an 
opportunity for local residents living nearby and tourists to visit Claremont, Fremantle or the beach at Cottesloe. 

Hon J.A. Scott:  What was the point of the Rockingham loop being used off peak for every second train? 

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  That was sheer nonsense and neither I nor the City of Rockingham agreed with it.  Our 
major task was to get Cabinet to agree that the line would go into Rockingham.  The preferred route was down 
Ennis Avenue; it was not the loop.  The loop was proposed to create an obstacle to Martinovich’s straight line.  I 
noted that the straight line ran through the golf course and along the fragile Lake Cooloongup.  I thought the 
Greens might have considered that the area should not have been touched by rail, yet I am not aware of any 
comment made by them about it. 

Hon J.A. Scott:  That was what you put in. 

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  No, it was not.  It was one of three options on which we were to consult the people of 
Rockingham.  

The coalition Government agreed to fund the short-tunnel option through the Rockingham city centre.  It did not 
agree that trains should run through the city centre on alternate days.  The direct route would not have been built 
under the previous Government.  Without a map and a whiteboard it is difficult to ensure that members 
understand what I am talking about.  A link into Rockingham and a direct route were proposed.  The three 
options were offered to the people of Rockingham. 

Hon J.A. Scott:  By your Government? 

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  Yes, by my Government. 

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  No, by the consultation group.  

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  By the master planning group.  Therefore, the City of Rockingham and the people of 
Rockingham chose the through-route with a tunnel, without including the direct route that went at the top of the 
loop. 

Hon J.A. Scott:  Did you give them an option of going straight up to Perth?  

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  No, we did not, for the very reason about which I am talking; that is, the assumption that 
employment will be decentralised.  One must look at peak patronage and where people will get on the train.  
Although it is valid to link that major city with a train, at the moment the population is in Glen Iris and those 
suburbs in the southern area that link Kewdale; and there are many jobs around Canning Vale.  I have just told 
the House that the demographics of Perth show that there has been a significant percentage drop in the number of 
people who work in Perth these days - an increase in actual numbers but a drop in percentage.  We must look at 
where people need to go.  Destinations as well as pick-ups must be considered.  I have said that all along.  I will 
move on, because my time is running short. 

Hon J.A. Scott:  Most of the people going in that direction travel between Rockingham and Fremantle. 

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  No, they do not; they go on to Perth. 

Hon J.A. Scott:  I have the studies. 

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  If they go to Fremantle by bus, they travel on to Perth.  Hundreds of thousands of tourists go 
to Fremantle every year.  The considerations in the modelling never took into account the destinations of people 
in the main. 

Hon J.A. Scott:  Yes, they did, and 80 per cent of people remained in the region. 

Hon B.M. SCOTT:  I will finish my contribution to the amendment by saying that I am gravely concerned about 
this government decision.  The issue of the railway should be rethought quickly, otherwise we will never get the 
rail line to the south.  The railway must enter the city centre of Rockingham, not only to help develop the city of 
Rockingham but also to generate patrons from surrounding areas, both north and south of Rockingham, who will 
use the rail line to travel to Rockingham.  This will create off-peak and counter-flow travellers - that is, people 
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travelling to Rockingham at peak times against the peak flow, thus filling the otherwise empty carriages.  The 
total failure of this rail line plan on this most basic aspect is very surprising, given, as I understood, the heavy 
involvement of Dr Peter Newman, who is a strong proponent of regional development and the use of transport 
infrastructure to encourage it.  

Finally, I express the bitter disappointment of the City of Rockingham and many people in Rockingham.  They 
feel as though they have been conned.  At this time, many people there do not realise that the Government is 
planning to rip that $70 million out of Rockingham and put it into the Perth central business district, where there 
is already a huge central railway station.  Those people will be very disappointed when they learn the whole 
truth.  The planning of the railway line must be reconsidered seriously.  This government decision is an affront to 
the people of the South Metropolitan Region.  Their hopes were built up by a previous Government that had 
allocated the funds to put in place by 2005 an efficient and fast railway line to Mandurah, via Kenwick.  Now 
there has been a backflip, which will result in, I expect, a huge blow-out in the budget because the Government 
will not be able to afford to do the things about which it is talking in this budget of $1.27 billion.  In Labor’s 
canvassing and politicking during the build-up to the election, it promised the people of Rockingham that a 
railway line would run into Rockingham.  However, it has broken that promise.   

I challenge the Government to make sure that there is some guarantee that if the train runs down the line that is 
proposed, thus bypassing the city centre, funds will be allocated for the light rail that will be talked about in 
Rockingham for some time.  If the people of Rockingham do not receive that service, they will again be 
disfranchised and discriminated against, as they feel they have been for some time.  They were very pleased 
when the previous Government made the decision to fund the option they favoured.  I remind the House that 
some 23 000 householders were consulted in that process on the Rockingham line - the other consultations had 
already taken place.  For the minister to arrogantly say, “This is where the line will be; we’ll have the 
consultations later” goes against all the philosophical tenets to which the Labor Party pretends to adhere. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon B.K. Donaldson. 
 


